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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS . 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JACKSON (by request): 
H. R. 3600. A bill to authorize the use of 

the funds of any tribe of Indians for in
surance premiums; to the Committee on In
dian Affairs. 

H. R. 3601. A bill to reserve certain land on 
the public domain in Nevada for addition to 
the Summit Lake Indian Reservation; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANKIN: 
H. R. 3602. A bill to amend the Service

men's Readjustment Act of 1944 to provide 
for a readjustment allowance for all veterans 
of World War II; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. BLAND: 
H. R. 3603. A bill to provide for the sale of 

surplus war-built vessels, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr .• PA 'ITERSON: 
H. R. 3604. A bill to confer jurisdiction on 

the United States Court of Claims to hear 
and determine the claims of the Indians of 
California who were not parties to certain 18 
unratified treaties; to the Committee on In
dian Affairs. 

H. R. 3605. A bill to provide !or a roll of the 
Indians of California and for the pro rata dis
tribution of funds in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of said Indians, 
and their disbursement, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

H. R. 3606. A bill to provide procedure for 
the Indians of California to engage an at
torney or attorneys to represent them, take 
such collective action as they deem proper, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: 
H. R. 3607. A bill to authorize the Presi

dent to appoint Gen. Omar N. Bradley to the 
office of Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, 
without affecting his military status and per
quisites; to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. J. Res. 224. Joint resolution to provide 

that certain officers and employees in or un
der the executive branch of the Government 
shall be employed for no more than 44 hours 
a. week; to the Committee on the Civil 
Service. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of California, memorializ
ing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to support House bill 2867 and 
Senate blll 868, authorizing annual payments 
to States, for the benefit of their local politi
cal subdivisions, based on the fair value of 
the national-forest lands situated therein:; 
to the COmmittee on Ways and Me!lns. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Massachusetts, memorializing the 
President and the Congress of the United 
States to investigate the activities of the 
Federal Social Security Board- with particu
lar reference to the merit-system require .. 
ments; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
b1lls and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN of New York: 
H. R. 3608. A bill for the relief of E. Water .. 

man & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By :Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama: 
H. R. 3609. A bill to include as Spanish

American War service under laws adminis- · 
tered by the Veterans' Administration certain 
service rendered by Stephen Swan Ogletree 
during the Spanish-American War; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGEHEE: 
H. R. 3610. A bill to authorize payment of 

certain claims for damage to or loss or de
struction of property arising from activities 
of the War Department or of the Army; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

1012. By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of James 
A. Morris and 311 other citizens of Missouri, 
protesting against the passage of any pro
hibition legislation by the Congres'S; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

1013. Also, petition of Charles R. Mason 
and 314 other citizens of Missouri, protest
ing against the passage of any prohibition 
legislation by the Congress; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

1014. By Mr. RICH: Petition of Lycoming 
County Pomona Grange of Pennsylvania, No. 
28, urging that the production of alcoholic 
beverages be ·discontinued; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

1015. By Mr. WELCH: California Senate 
Joint Resolution 28, relative to memorializ
ing Congress to enact House bill 253!?, 
Seventy-ninth Congress, first session, relat
ing to the recognition of transportation com
panies; to the COmmittee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

1016. Also, California State Senate Joint 
Resolution 21, relative to memorializing Con
gress to support House bill 2867 and Senate 
bill 868, authorizing annual payments to 
States, for the benefit of their local political 
subdivisions, based on the fair value of the 
national-forest lands situated therein; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

1017. Also, Senate Joint Resolution 22, 
California-Legislature, relative to amendment 
of the Federal Social Security Act in respect 
to old-age assistance; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

1018. Also, California Senate Joint Reso
lution 27, relative to current movements for 
a lenient peace with Japan, and memorializ .. 
ing the President and Congress to in::>ist upon 
complete and unconditional surrender; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1019. Also, California Senate Joint Reso
lution 32, relative to memorializing the Con
gress of the United States to investigate 
through its appropriate committee the pro
posed construction by the War Department, 
that activities in connection with the said 
proposal be discontinued pending such in
vestigation; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

1020. Also, California Assembly Joint Res
olution 45, relative to memoriallzing the 
President, the Secretary of State, und the 
Congress to retain full control over Japanese
owned or mandated islands in the Pacific 
which heretofore have been, or hereafter may 
be, captured by the United States in the 
course of the war; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

1021. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Na
tional Adjuta~t, Twenty-ninth Division As
sociation, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to urging General 

. of the Army George C. Marshall to retain 
his present position as Chief of Staff of the 
Uni~d States Army at least until the termi
nation Of the war against Japan; to the 
Committee on M1litary Affairs. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, JUNE 28, 1945 

(Legislative day .of Monday, June 25, 
1945) 

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

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and everlasting God, our 
Heavenly Father, at the white altar of 
peace where all divisive boundaries are 
forgotten,- we bow in reverence and hu
mility, praying for the enthronement of 
brotherhood in all the earth. May the 
institutions of justice, mutual under-

, standing, and cooperative endeavor de..
vised in these anxious yet hopeful days 
be but the instrument of Thy providence 
bringing to fulfillment at last the 
prophet's dream: "Violence shall be no 
more heard in thy lands, wasting nor 
destruction within thy borders.'' 

Through the lips that speak in this 
forum of freedom may there be heard by 
a listening world the solemn swnmons 
to men of good will, of all colors and all 
nations, to a new commonwealth of all 
peoples in which power shall be admin
istered as a sacred trust dedicated to the 
common good. In the Redeemer's name 
we ask it. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. HILL, and by unani
mous consent, the reading of the Jour
nal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day Wednesday, June 27, 1945, was dis
pensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE-ENROLLED 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and joint reso
lution, and they were signed by the Pres
ide!J-t pro tempore: 

H. R. 378. An act authorizing an appropri
ation to carry out the provisions of the act 
of May 3, 1928 (45 Stat. 48~), and for other 
p_urposes; 

H.R. 688. An act to -amend the joint -reso
lution 'of January 27, 1942, entitled "Joint 
resolution to enable the United States to 
become an adhering member of the Inter
American Statistical Institute"; 

H. R. 802. An act for the relief of Camp No. 
1, Alaska. .Native Brotherhood, Sitka, Alaska; 

H. R. 892. An act for the relief of Madeline 
J. MacDonald; 

H. R. 912. An act for the relief of William 
H. Shultz; 
· H. R. 993. An act for the relief of Mrs. El
len C. Burnett; 

H. R. 1038. An act for the relief of Daniel 
B. Johnson; 

H. R.1044. An act for the relief of Marlin
Rockwell Corp. with respect to the jurisdic
tion of The Tax Court of the United States 
to redetermine its excessive profits tor its 
fiscal year ending December 31, 1942, sub
ject to renegotiation under the Renegotiation 
Act; · 
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H. R. 1055. An act for the relief of the 

Realty Bond & Mortgage Co. and Robert W. 
Keith; 

H. R. 1058. An act for the relief of W. A; 
Smoot, Inc.; 

H. R.l059. An act for the relief of Leonard 
D. Jackson and Elsie Fowkes Jackson; 

H. R.1091. An act for the relief of Harold 
J. Grim; 

· H. R. 1243. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
C. J. Rhea, Sr.; 

. H. R.1320. An act for the relief of M. 
Elizabeth Quay; 

H. R. 1328. An act for the relief of Mrs, 
Cecilia M. Tonner; 

H. R. 1453. An act for the relief of Edith M. 
Powell; 

H. R. 1482. An act for the relief of the 
legal guardian of Samuel Wadford; 

H. R. 1488. An act for the relief of Austin 
Bruce Bowen; 

·H. R. 1599. An act to con'fer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for the 

-Eastern District of Virginia to hear, deter
mine, and render judgment upon the claim 
of Norfolk-Portsmouth Bridge, lnc.; 

H. R. 1611. An act for the relief of Charles 
E. Surmont; 

H. R. 1617. An act for the relief of Hugh 
M. Gregory; 

H. R. 1677. An act for the relief of Hires 
. Turner Qlass Co.; 

H. R. 1678. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ada Wert Illinico; 

H. R. 1756. An act for the relief of the 
·estate of the late Demetrio Caquias; 

H. R. i792. An act for the relief of the 
White Van Line, Inc·., of South Bend, Ind.; 

H. R. 1812. An act to authorize an award 
of merit for uncompensated personnel of the 
Selective Service System; 

H. R. 1891. An act for the relief of the 
Grandview Hospital; 

H. R. 2001. An act for the relief of Betty 
Elfen Edwards; 

H. R. 2002. An ·act for the relief of Joseph 
Wyzynski; ' 

H. R. 2003. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Stewart Martin, Jr.; a minor; 

H. R. 2113. An act to amend the Federal 
Farm Loan Act, the Emergency Farm Mort
gage Act of 1933, the Federal Farm Mortgage 
Corporation Act, the Servicemen's Readjust
ment Act of 1944, and for other purposes; 

H . R. 2125. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; · 

H. R. 2158. An act for the relief of the Cow
den Manufacturing Co.; 

H. R. 2286. An act for the relief of Jane 
Thayer; ., 

H. R. 2322. An act to provide for the issu
ance of the Mexican Border Service Medal 
to certain members of the Reserve forces of 
the Army on active duty in 1916 and 1917; 

H. R. 2552. An act to amend paragraph (c) 
of section 6 of the District of Columbia Traf
fic Act, as amended by act approved Feb
ruary 27, 1931; 
• H. R. 2700. An act for the relief of Alice 
Walker; 

H. ·R . 2721. An act for the relief of the Tobey 
Hospital; 

H. R._ 2727. An act for . the .. relief of the 
estate of Herschel Adams, deceased, and 
Pleas Baker; 

H. R. 2730. An act · for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane Strang; 

H. R .. 2754. An act to validate titles to cer
tain lands conveyed by Indians of the Five 
Civilized Tribes and to amend the act entitled 
"An act relative to restrictions applicable to 
Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes of Okla
homa,'.' approved January 27, 1933, and to 
validate State court judgments in Oklahoma 
and judgments of the United States District 
Courts of the State of Oklahoma; 

H. R. 2B39. An act to incr.ease the salary of 
the executive secretary of the Nurses' Exam
ining Board of the District of Columbia; 

H. R . 2875. An act to amend an act entitled 
"An act to fix. the salaries of offi.ct~rs and 

members of the Metropolitan Police force and 
the Fire Department of the District of Colum
bia; 

H. R . 2925. An act for the relief of Nelson 
R. Park; ' 

. · H. R. 2944. An act to continue in effect sec
tion 6 of the act of July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 
714), as amended, relating to the exporta
.tion of certain_ commodities; 

H. R. 2949. An act to extend 5-year-level
premium-term policies for an additional 3 
years; 

H. R. 3059. An act authorizing the Post
master General to continue to use post-office 
clerks and city letter carriers interchangeably; 

H. R. 3074. An act for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry B". Tucker, deceased; 

_" H . R. 3193. An act to permit waiving of the 
bonds of Navy mail clerks and assistant Navy 
mail clerks, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 3232. An act to amend section 3 of 
the act entitled "An act to authorize the 
President to requisition certain articles and 
materials for the use of the United States, 
and for other purposes," approved October 
10, 1940, as amended, for the purpose of 
continuing it in effect; · 

H. R. 3233. An act to permit members of 
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps,, Coast Guard, 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, Public Health 
Service, and their dependents, to ' occupy 
certain Government housing facilities on a 
rental basis without loss of rental allow
ances; 
' H. R. 3234. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to authorize the President of 
the United States to requisition property re
quired for the defense of the United States,'' 
approved October 16, 1941, _as amended, for 
the purposes of continuing it in effect; 

H. R 3306. An act making appropriations 
for the government of the District of· Colum
bia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues· of such Dis
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1946, 
and 'for other purposes; 

' · H. R. 3395. Ari act to extend through De
cember 31, 1945, the termination date under 
the Renegotiation Act; and · 

H. J. Res. 136. Joint resolution to . provide 
for the e&tablishment, management, and per
petuation of the Kermit Roosevelt fund. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid 
before the Senate the following letters, 
which were referred as indicated: 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, OFFICE OF PRICE 

ADMINISTRATION 

A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the 
Office of Price Administration, fiscal year 
1946, in the amount of $6,430,000, in the 
form of an amendment to ail amendment 
to the Budget for that fiscal year (with an 
accompanying paper); t_o the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONNEL OF THE LAND FORCES 

A letter from the Secretary of War, trans
mttting, pursuant to law, a confidential r.e
port-of the number of men in active training 
and service in the land forces on April 30, 
1945, under section 3 (b) of the Selective 
Training and Service Act ·of 1940; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
FREE IMPORTATION OF CE.Jl,TAI;N" SUBSTANCES BY . 

. BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF UNITED STATES PHAR
MACOPOEIAL CONVENTION AND COUNCIL OF 

- AMERICAN PHARMACEUTICAL ASSOCIATION 

A letter' from the Administrator of the 
Federal Security Agency, transmitting a 

· cfraft of· proposed legislation to provide for 
the free importation of certain .substances 
by the board of . trustees of the United 
States Pharmacopoeial Convent-ion and the 
Council of the American Pharmaceutical As-

sociation (with an accompanying paper); 
to the Committee on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referr~d as 
follows: 

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore: 
A telegram in the nature of a petition from 

the National Association for Advancement of 
Colored People, New York City, N. Y., pray
ing for the prompt ratification by the Senate 
of the United :"lations Charter as drafted at 
the recent San Francisco Conference; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A resolution adopted by the Baltimore 

(Md.) Association of Credit Men, favoring 
the enactment of legislation to provide for. 
financial control of Government corpora
tions; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. - . 

A resolution adopted by the Bethesda (Md.) 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the enact
ment of legislation to combine the War and 
Navy Departments into a Department of 
National Defense; to the Committee on 
Military ·Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of SOuth Carolina, from 
the Committee on Claims: 

S. 401. A bill for the relief of sundry fruit 
growers of the State of Delaware who sus
tained losses as the result of the fumigation 

· of apples with methyl bromide in order to 
comply with the requirements of. the United 
States Department of Agriculture relating to 
the Japanese beetle quarantine; with an 
amendment (Rept. ·No. 424); and 

H. R. 259. A bill for the relief of Leo Gott
lieb; with an amendment (Rept. No. 425). 

By Mr. O'DANIEL, from the Committee on 
. Claims: 

H. R. 1007. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Beatrice Brown Waggoner; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 426); 

H. R. 1008. A bill for the -relief of Mrs. 
liarriette E. Harris; without amendment 

· (Rept. No. 427); and 
H. R. 1917. A bill for the relief of John R. 

Jennings; without amendment (Rept. No. 
428). 

By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee on 
Claims: 

S. 694. A bill for the relief of Dan c. 
Rodgers; with amendments (Rept. No. 429); 

S. 729. A bill for the relief of William An
drews Evans; with amendments (Re:nt. No. 
430); . . 

S. 762. A bill for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. 
Everett McLendon, Sr., Everett McLendon, · 
Jr., and Nadine McLendon; with amend
ments (Rept. No. 431); 

S. 787. A bill for the relief. of Oliver Jen
sen; without amendment (Rept. No. 434); 

S. 909. A bill for the relief of Hugh Egan; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 437); 

S. 994 . A bill for the relief of the Central · 
Leaf Tobacco Co.; with amendments (Rept. 
No. 432); 

S. 1007. ·A bill for the relief of Edward P. 
Standley; :with amendments (Rept. No. 433); 

H : R. 852. A bill for the relief of Betty Jane 
Ritter; without amendment (Rept. No. 435); 
and 

H. R. 1601. A bill for the relief of Dorothy 
M. Moon; without amendment (Rept. No. 
436). . 

By Mr. McMAHON, from the Committee 
on Claims: 

H. R. 2080. A bill for the relief of D. W. 
Key; without amendment (Rept. No. 438); 
and 

H. R. 2515. A bill for the relief of Harland 
Bartholomew and Associates; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 439). 
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By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 

Naval Affairs: 
S. 559. A bill to amend the act entitled 

"An act to provide for reimbursement of 
officers, enlisted men, and others, in the 
naval service of the United States for prop
erty lost, damaged, or destroyed in such 
service," approved October 27, 1943, so as to 
make the provisions thereof effective with 
respect to losses occurring on or after Octo
ber 31, 1941; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 440); and 

S. J. Res. 76. Joint resolution authorizing 
the production of petroleum for the na
tional defense from Naval Petroleum Reserve 
No. 1; without amendment (Rept. No. 441). 

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

s. 1139. A bill for the relief of the resi
dents of Guam through the settlement of 
meritorious claims; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 442). 

By Mr. BILBO, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

H. R. 2856. A b1ll to provide for better 
enforcement of law within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 443); 

H. R. 3201. A bill to amend the District of 
Columbia Alley Dwelling Act, approved June 
12, 1934, as amended; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 444); 

H. R. 3257. A bill to remove restrictions to 
the appointment of retired officers of the 
United States Public Health Service or re
tired civilian employees of the United States 
Government or District of Columbia govern
ment as Superintendent of Gallinger Munic
ipal Hospital in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 445); and 

H. R. 3291. A bill to provide for an ad
justment of salaries of the Metropolitan 
Pollee, the United States Park Police, the 

- White House Police, and the members of 
the Fire Department of the District of Co
lumbia, to conform with the increased cost 
of living in the District of Columbia; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 446). 

REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON 
REDUCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FE;D
ERAL EXPENDITURES-CIVILIAN EM
PLOYMENT IN EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, from the 
Joint Committee on Reduction of Non
essential Federal Expenditures, I ask 
unanimous consent to submit a report on 
civilian employment in the executive 

· branch of the Federal Government for 
the month of March 1945. 

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

Mr. BYRD. The total.number o(paid 
employees for March 1945, is 3,014,019, 

·excluding 429,173 employees of the War 
Department stationed outside the con
tinental United States as of December 

· 31, 1944. The grand total of employees 
within and outside the continental 
United States is 3,443,192, for the month 
of March this year. 

The grand total of employees stationed 
outside continental United States on 
March 31, 1945, is 548,542. Of ihis fig.-

. ure, 429,173 are employees of the War 
Department .and the remaining 119,369 
employees are employed by other depart
ments and agencies. 

During the month of March 1945, 32 
departments and agencies decreased the 
number of their employees by 35,682, 
while· 29 departments and agencies in
creased the number of their employees 

by 7,216, making a net decrease of 28,466 
for this month. 

The main reason for the net reduc
tion for March is due to the exclusion 
of 13,141 employees of a terminal leave 
status. Due to the enactment of Public 
Law 525, Seventy-eighth Congress, these 
terminal-leave employees were excluded 
from the March total. The War and 
Navy Departments are largely respon
sible for this reduction, having 12,568 em
ployees in the terminal-leave cat~gory. 

The following departments and agen
cies reflect the respective reductions: 
War Department, 22,437; Navy Depart
ment, 10,938; Tennessee Valley Author.
ity, 476; National Housing Agency, 412; 
and Selective Service System, 300. 

The departments and agencies which 
increased in the month of March are as 
follows: Veterans' Administration, 1,260; 
Agriculture Department, 1,154; Post 
Office Department, 997; Commerce De
partment, 800; Office of Price Adminis
tration, 571; and Interior Department, 
499. 

The committee desires to commend 
those departments and agencies which 
have made bona fide reductions during 
the month of March, and expresses the 
hope that in the near future other bu:.. 
reaus of the Federal Government will 
from time to time curtail their functions 
as they become nonessential, so that a 
maximum reduction of unnecessary Fed
eral employees may be brought about in 
the interest of economy in Government. 

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
port may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report 
submitted by Mr. BYRD was ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

REDUCTION IN NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES 

Civilian employment of the executive branch 
of the Federal Government, by depart
ments and agencies, for the month of May 
1945, showing the increases and decreases 
in number of paid employees 

Department or agency I .April 1945 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE 
PRESIDENT 

Bureau of the Budget__ ___ _ 

DEPARTMENTS 

581 

May 
1945 

578 

Agriculture Department___ 80, 411 81, 817 
Commerce Department___ 29, 267 33, 73I 
Interior Department_----- 42,259 43,401 
JusticeDepartmenL______ 27,004 26,643 
Labor Department________ 6, 135 6, 612 
Navy Department_________ 753,775 748, 297 
Post Office Department 1__ 379, 007 377, 596 
State Department_________ 10,291 11, 640 
'l'reasury Department_____ 96,037 91, 211 
War Department 2 __ ------ 1, 164,6411, 150,778 

NATIONAL W A.R AGENCIES 

Committee on Fair Em-
ployment Practice _______ 

Foreign Economic .Admin-
140 136 

istration ______ --------- __ 6,457 6,366 
National War Labor Board. 3, 703 3, 795 
Office of Alien Property -Custodian ________ _______ 773 769 
Office of Censorship _______ 8,981 8,320 
Office of Civilian Defense __ 102 77 
Office of Contract Settle-

ment. __ ------- _____ ----- 66 70 
Office of Defense Transpor-

tation _____ -------------- 3,462 3,394 

Increase 
or 

decrease 

-3 

+1,376 
+4,464 
+I, I42 

-361 
+477 

-5,476 
-1,411 
+1,349 
-4,826 

-13,863 

-4 

-91 
+92 

-4 
-661 ' 
-25 

+4 

-68 

t Includes several thousands employees who work only 
a lew hours daily. 

. ' Does not include 429,173 employees stationed outside 
continental United States. 

Civilian employment of the executive branch 
of the Federal Government, etc.-Con. 

Department or agency April 
1945 

May Increase 
1945 dec~~aes 

-----------1----------
NATIONAL WAR AGENCIES

continued 

Office of Economic Stabili-
zation _______________ -~--

Office of Inter-American 
.Affairs--"------_----- ___ _ 

Office of Price Administra-
tion ____ -------- ________ _ 

Office of Scientific Re
search· and Develop-
ment_ __________________ _ 

·Office of Strategic Services. 
Office of War Information __ 
Office of War Mobilization. 
Petroleum .Administ.ration for War _________________ _ 
Selective Service System __ 
Smaller War Plants Cor-poration _____ ___ ________ _ 
War Manpower Commis-

sion _____ ----------------
War Production Board ___ _ 
War Shipping .Adminis-

tration.---------- _______ _ 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

.American Battle Monu· 
ments Commission _____ _ 

Civil .Aeronautics Board __ _ 
Civil Service Commission_ 
Employe~s·. Compensation 

CommiSSion ____________ _ 
Export-Import Bank of 

Washington ___ ----------
Federal Communications Commission ____________ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance 

Corporation __ --------- __ 
Federal Power Commis-

sion _______ --------- ____ _ 
Federal Security Agency __ 
Federal Trade Commis-

sion __ __ -----------------
Federal Works Agency ___ _ 
General Accounting Office_ 
Government Printing Of-fice ____ _______ __________ _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission ____________ _ 
Maritime Commission ____ _ 
National Advisory Com-

mittee for Aeronautics __ _ 
National Archives ______ __ _ 
National Capital Housing 

Authority_-------------
National Capital Park 

and Planning Commis-
sion __ -------------------

National Gallery. of .Art ___ _ 
National Housing Agency_ 
National Labor Relations 

Board_------------ ------
National Mediation Board_ 
Panama CanaL---------~
Railroad Retirement Boatd __________________ _ 
Reconstruction Finance · 

Corporation ____________ _ 
Securitiel? l;lnd Exchange CoiDDllSSIOn ____________ _ 
SfJi~hsonian ~titution __ _ 

·'Iariff ConumssiOn ___ ____ _ 
'!'ax Court of the United 

States __ ------------- ___ _ 
T~nnessee Valley _Author-

Ity----------------------
Veterans' .Administmtion __ 

13 

1,262 

63,381 

1, 326 
2,925 
9,679 

I88 

1,008 
-18,980 

1,874 

28,393 
12,667 

5,383 

1 
336 

7,696 

507 

58 

], 539 

1,438 

648 
31,850 

436 
' 20,485 
l3, 143 

6,976 

1, 991 
u .. 464 

6,646 
323 

~ 

17 
254 

15,769 

792 
97 

29,693 

1, 88(\ 

11,258 

1,154 
412 
288 

119 

13, 112 
61,445 

15 

1, 213 

64,056 

1,308 
2;590 

10,021 
207 

989 
18, 9I6 

1,857 

28,709 
12,607 

5, 371 

+2 

- 49 

+675 

-18 
-335 
+342 
+19 

-19 
-64 

-I7 

+316 
-60 

-12 

1 ---------
336 ---------

7,758 +62 

500 -7 

w +1 

1, 531 -8 

1, 414. -24 

642 -6 
·32, 322 +472 

437 +I 
20,359 -126 
13,311 +168 

6, 918 -58 

1, 997 +6 
11,145 -319 

6,564 -82 
328 +5 

223 -3 

16 -1 
258 +4 

15, 607 -162 

811 +19 
107 +10 

so, 177 +484 

1, 885 -1 

12,048 +790 

1,138 -16 
412------- --
290 +2 

120 +I 

12,780 -332 
63,439 +1 , 994 

Total'-------------- 3, C02; 258 42,988,023 {2::~; ;g 
.Net decrease _______________ --------- -------- - -14,235 
War Department 6________ 429,173 429,I73 --------· 

---------
Grand totaL-------- 3, 431,431 3, 417, 196 --------· 

• a Includes employees stationed outside continental 
United States as reported by various departments and 
agencies excepting the War Department; totals, .Aprii 
1945, 119,404; and May I945, 12I,885. 

4 Does not include 2,097 employees reported as having 
left the Federal service during May and who, prior to 
the Lane bill, Public Law 525, would have been in a 
terminal leave status, and included. 

6 Employees stationed outside continental United 
States reported quarterly as of Dec. 31, 1944. 

BU.LS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED . 

Bills and a joint resolution were in
·troducect,· read the first time, and, by 
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unanimous consent, the second time, 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JQHNSON of Colorado: 
S. 1202. A bill to amend the act entitled 

"An act to provide Federal Government aid 
for the readjustment in civilian life of re
turning World War II veterans," known as 
the Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944, 
approved June 22, 1944; and 

S. 1203. A bill to liberalize and clarify the 
laws pertaining to hospital treatment, medi
cal care, domiciliary care and related services, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: 
S. 1204. A bill to amend subsection (e) of 

section 3 of the Emergency Price Control 
Act of 1942, as amended, to require that the 
approval in writing of the Secretary of Agri
culture be obtained before any action is taken 
under such act with respect to fish or other 
sea food or with respect to any regulation, 
order, price schedule, or other requirement 
applicable to any processor with respect to 
any food or feed product processed or manu
factured in whole or substantial part from 
fish or other sea food; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MYERS: 
S. 1205. A bill to amend section 209 (k) of 

the Social Security Act; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

S. 1206. A bill to amend the act entitled 
"An act to amend and consolidate the acts 
respecting copyright," approved March 4, 
1909, as amended; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. McKELLAR (for . himse'lf and 
Mr. STEWART) : 

S. 1207. A bill to repeal the requirement of 
existing law that the Tennessee Valley Au
thority maintain its principal om.ce in the 
vicinity of Muscle Shoals, Alabama; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 
S. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution to provide for 

a naval academy on the Pacific coast; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CONTINUATION . OF INVESTIGATION OF 
THE WAR PROGRAM 

Mr. MEAD submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 147), which was re
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent -Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures 
under Senate Resolution 71, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, first session, agreed to March 1, 
1941; Senate Resolution 6, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, first session, agreed to January 25, 
1943; and Senate Resolution 55, Seventy
ninth Congress, first session, agreed to Jan
uary 29, 1945 (rela~ing to the investigation 
of the war program), is hereby increased by 
tlOO,OOO. 

INCREASES IN POSTAL RATES ON FIRST
. CLASS MATTER-CONFERENCE RE-

PORT 

Mr. GEORGE submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
~endments of the Senate to the joint reso
lution (H. J. Res. 184) to continue the tem
porary increases in postal rates on first-class 
matter, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ment numbered 2. 

XCI-433 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 1; and agree to the same. 

WALTER F. GEORGE, 
DAVID I. WALSH, 
ALBEN W. BARKLEY, 
ROBERT A. TAFT, 
HUGH BUTLER, 

(Per R. T.), 
Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

R. L. DauGHTON, 
JERE COOPER, 
JOHN D. DINGELL, 
HAROLD KNUTSON, 
DANIEL A. REED, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Georgia indicate what this 
report deals with? 

Mr. GEORGE. It deals with the tem
porary extension of the postal rates on 
first-class mail matter for 2 years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 
SALARIES OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES 

[Mr. STEWART asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an excerpt 
from a bull.,etin issued by- the National As
sociation of Letter Carriers, referring to pas
sage of House bill 3035, the postal salary in
crease bill, which appears in ~he Appendix.) 

EDWARD R. STETTINIUS, JR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Mississippi has the floor. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield gladly to the Sen
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. BYRD. - Mr. President, the Secre
tary of State, Mr. E. R. Stettinius, Jr., in 
cooperation with the American delega
tion to the United Nations Conference, 
performed a monumental service at San 
Francisco for the good of the world. 

On an appropriate occasion, I desire 
to address the Senate on the remarkably 
fine service rendered by Mr. Stettinius 
as Secretary of State, but today, for the 
purpose of the RECORD, I want to insert, 
first, a resolution or statement adopted 
by his colleagues in the American dele
gation to the United Nations Conference 
which was presented to Mr. Stettinius by 
Chairman CONNALLY, of the Senate F,or
eign Relations Committee. 

I ask further permission, Mr. Presi
dent, to insert, -as a part of my remarks, 
a letter written to Mr. Stettinius by the 
President of the United States. 

At the same time, I want to express 
my gratification that the work performed , 
by Mr. Stettinius has been recognized 
by his appointment as the American 
member of the Security Council and as 
chairman of the United States delega
tion in the General Assembly. This af
!fords an opportunity to Mr. Stettinius to 
implement and complete his work in ef
fecting a plan for permanent world 
peace: 

There being no objection, the state
ment of the United States delegation to 
the San Francisco Conference and the 
letter addressed to Mr. Stettinfus by the 
J»resident of the United States were to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

(Statement of United States delegation to 
San Francisco Conference) 

The parchment was inscribed: 
''TO EDWARD R. STETTINIUS, JR., SECRETARY OF 

STATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

"We who have worked as your comrades 
under your leadership at the San Francisco 
Conference wish to thank you with all our 
hearts for what you have done here for our 
country and for mankind. 

"We have been very proud of your courage, 
your determination to achieve a new world 
order, your unfailing persistence through mo
ments of dark perplexity, your poise and 
good temper, your tactful reconciliation of 
those who have differed and doubted. 

"We are confident that in the future you 
will continue to render distinguished service 
to the United States and the United Nations 
and for all these years to come ~we offer our 
warmest good wishes to the chief who has led 
us to the charter through the city of the 
Oolden Gate." 
(Letter addressed to Mr. Stettinius by the 

President of the United States) 
INDEPENDENCE, Mo., June 27, 1945. 

DEAR En: On the day after the death of 
President Roosevelt, you submitted to me 
your resignation as Secretary of State, I 
asked you to continue at your post and to 
carry_ out the vitally important assignment 
for which you were then completing the last 
preparations-to act as chairman of the 
United States delegation at the United 
Nations Conference. 

You accepted that responsibility. It was a 
very grave responsibility. Upon the success 
of the San Francisco Conference depended 
first of all, the hope that from this war the 

· United Nations could build a lasting peace. 
The San Francisco Conf~rence has now ful

:11lled its purpose. The charter- of a penna
nent union has been written. You have every 
reason to be proud of your part in this 
achievement from the beginning. 

After the request of Mr. Hull at the Moscow 
Conference in 1943 you, as Undersecretary of 
State, organized and directed the prepara
tions for Dumbarton Oaks. You were the 
representative of the United States and acted 
as the chairman of the Dumbarton Oaks 
Conference, where the proposals were written 
and became the basis of the charter. You 
were at your President's right hand at Yalta. 
where further decisions on the world or
ganization were made an'tl agreement to hold 
the United Nations Conference was r~ached. 

All the preparations for the San Francisco 
Conference were under your direction. Dur
ing its deliberation you served not only as 
chairman of the .United States delegation 
but as president of the Conference, charged 
with the conduct of· its business. The tas!t 
of guiding the work of this Conference of 50 
different nations toward unanimous agree
ment upon the charter was a difficult one. 
You accomplished it with skill, unfaltering 
courage, and success. 

But the task -of fulfilling the promise of 
the San Francisco Conference !}as only just 
begun. The charter must be ratified .and the 
United Nations organization brought into be
ing and put to work. It is necessary to the 
future of America and the world that the 
words of this charter be built into the solid 
structure of peace for which the world is 
waiting and praying. 

I can think of no better way to express the 
confidence of the United Nations than to 
choose as the American representative in that 
task a man who has held with distinction -the 
highest appointive otfice in the Government 
and has been more closely associated with 
the creation of the charter than any other. 

I have asked if you would accept nomina
tion as the representat!ve of the United· 
States to the United Nations, when the or
ganization is established. As such you would 



6874 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 28 

be the United States member of the security 
council and cha1tman of the United States 
delegation in the general assembly. 

You have told me that you would accept 
that great responsibility. 

I therefore now accept your resignation as 
Secret ary of S t ate. 

I intend to submit the United Nations 
Charter to the Senate on Monday and to ask 
for its prompt ratification. You have told 
me that you feel it is of the utmost im
portance for you, as chairman of the United 
States delegation, to be immediately avail
able to the Senate for whatever assistance 
and information it needs in connection with 
its consideration of the charter. 

I wanted you to come with me to the meet
ing with Marshal St alin and Prime Minister 
Churchill which will take place next month. 
But, since I shall be away during the con
gressional hearings, I have reluctantly agreed 
to your suggestion that you remain in Wash
ington while I am away. In that capacity 
you will represent me before the Senate in 
all matters relating to the charter. 

I also ask you to supervise, as the personal 
representative of the President, the work of 
the United Nations members of the prepara
tory commission pending ratification of the 
charter and your nomination as the repre
sentative of the United States to the United 
Nations. 

I am confident that you will continue to 
fulfill with honor to yourself and with benefit 
to America and the cause of peace the hi~h 
trust which your country reposes in you. 

Very sincerely yours, -
HARRY S. TRUMAN. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 

the Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Texas? 
- Mr. BILBO. I will be glad to yield to 

the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Sen

ator from Texas yield to me? 
Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 

following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 

George Murdock 
Gerry Murray 
Green Myers 
Guffey O'Daniel 
Gurney O'Mahoney 
Hart Overton 
Hawkes Pepper 
Hayden Radcliffe 
Hill Revercomb 
Hoey Smith 
Johnson, Cali!. Stewart 
Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Johnston, S. C. Thomas, Okla. 
Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
La Follette Tunnell 
Langer Tydings 
Lucas Vandenberg 
McClellan Wagner 
McFarland Walsh 
McKellar Wheeler 
McMahon Wherry 
Mead White 
Millikin Wiley 
Mitchell Willis 
Moore 
Morse 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss] is absent 
because of illness. 
. The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN

DREWS] is necessarily absent. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

BRIGGS], the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. HATCH].., and the Senator from 

Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absent 
on public business. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
MAYBANK] and the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. RussELL] are absent in Europe visit
ing battlefields. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRAN] and the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. TAYLOR] are absent as members of 
the committee attending the funeral of 
the late Senator Scrugham. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
Iowa ['Mr. HICKENLOOPER] is absent by 
leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED], 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
ToBEY], the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. SHIPSTEAD], and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Sertator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
RoBERTSON] is absent on official business 
by direction of the ·President pro tempore 
of the Senate. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YouNG] is absent on official business of 
the Senate attending the funeral of the 
late Senator Scrugham. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Seventy-six Senators having answered to 
their names, a quorum is present. 
REPORT ON UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr .. President, a few 
hours before the Senat_or from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG] and I were to leave for 
San Francisco, I made a statement in the 
Senate respecting our mission to the 
United Nations Conference on Interna
tional Organization for peace and se
curity. I expressed the fervent hope that 
we should be able to participate in the 
drafting of a charter subscribed to by 
the participating governments and car
rying the hopes of mankind for world 
peace. It is now my happy privilege to 
announce to the Senate that we have 
brought back to the President a compre
hensive charter which we trust will meet 
the approval of the Senate and the peo
ple of the United States, as well as the 
people o'f all of the United Nations whose 
representatives were assembled at San 
Francisco. It is my confident belief that 
with ratification by the United States 
Senate the charter will be overwhelm
ingly approved by the United Nations. 

It is not my purpose, today, to launch 
upon a formal presentation of the docu
ment to the Senate, or to take part in 
extended debate. It is rather my pur
pose to advise the Senate that the labors 
of the United Nations Conference at San 
Francisco have been concluded, and that 
the terms of the charter will soon be be
fore the Senate for its formal action. 

In the remarks which I shall make to
day, rather hastily prepared, I shall not 
go into great detail, or make any effort 
to launch a full-dress debate upon the 
charter. I shall be followed within a 
short time by the eminent Senator from 
Michigan, who will also address the Sen
ate upon the outstanding features of the 
charter. 

From the dawn of modern civilization 
eminent men have in vain advanced 

plans to eliminate the scourge of war. 
Great thinkers like Dante, Grotius, Wil
liam Penn, Rousseau, Bentham, and 
Kant, have risen to magnificent heights 
to formulate charters, which, in their 
own times, might have been effective de
signs for world peace. But these plans 
came to naught, because man lacked the 
imagination and the daring necessary 
to put them into practical effect. 

In 1919 the Covenant of the League 
of Nations was submitted to the United 
States Senate. It did not receive the 
sanction of this body. The noble con
ception of that towering leader, Presi
dent Woodrow Wilson, was, however, re
jected. His exalted vision, h-is heroic ef
forts toward world peace and his elo-

'quent speeches in its behalf will remain 
indelibly inscribed on the annals of the 
centuries. 

Now we are confronted with another 
great opportunity. This time, however, 
the charter was not struck off by the 
brain of a single individual. This time 
the charter was conceived in the best 
tradition of American democracy. It 

_ has been discussed for many months 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land. Now, finally, it has emerged in 
its completed form from the deliberative 
efforts of the representatives of 50 na
tions met in solemn conclave. 

It is believed by numerous observers 
that the failure of the United States to 
ratify the League of Nations Covenant 
enfeebled the League and rendered it 
impotent from the beginning. Without 
the prestige and influence of the United 
States, powerful in war and powerful in 
peace, to many the League ·seemed 
doomed to failure from its inception. 
The League performed many useful acts. 
It composed many oisputes and disagree
ments among the nations. It encour
aged and stimulated international coop
eration. Yet, on the whole, its power 
became weakened, not alone because of 
defects in its structure, but because mem
ber nations failed to utilize its opportuni
ties. Its existence, however, was not 
without value to the people of the world. 
Its experience, its weaknesses, and even 
its failures have served to light the way 
for the organization which we are now 
endeavoring to establish. 

The United States of America has a 
high and solemn responsibility with re
spect to the new world organization. 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, our late beloved 
and lamented President, led the way in 
creating the cohesive spirit of harmony 
and unity which has characterized the 
United , Nations battle for freedom 
against the Axis Powers. And it was 
President Roosevelt who early conceived 
the plan of transforming this spirit of 
unity and cooperation into a positive, dy
namic force for world peace and security. 

The Atlantic Charter, the United Na
tions declaration, the Moscow declara
tion, and the Conferences · at Cairo, 
Tehran, and the Crimea, together con
stitute a magnificent background for the 
calling of the Conference at Dumbarton 
Oaks and the Conference at San Fran
cisco. These documents and the results 
of these Conferences express the hopes 
and expectations of the United Nations. 
They reflect the noble purposes and high 
objectives which we have in mind. Our 
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gallant fighting men are on the battle
fields of the world today to establish and 
maintain these principles. 

The San Francisco Conference was in 
session for a period of 9 weeks. Those 
historic days were crowded with detailed 
and meticulous consideration in 12 com
mittees and 4 commissions of the Con
ference of the text of Dumbarton Oaks 
and proposals to change its terms. Lit
erally hundreds of amendments pre
sented by large and small states alike 
were carefully examined in relation to 
the experiences under the League of Na
tions and the powers and functions of 
the new organization. When it is re
membered that delegates from 50 na
tions with varying historical back
grounds, speaking many tongues, and 
representing divergent views with re
spect to international problems, sat in 
the Conference, it is a remarkable trib
ute to the common ideals of the United 
Nations that final and unanimous agree
ment upon the entire document was 
achieved. The overwhelming desire to 
create an international organization for 
peace and security overcame such dif
ferences a& arose, and they were adjusted 
ih a spirit of conciliation and concord 
and unity toward the lofty objectives of 
the Conference. 

I am confident that the American 
people overwhelmingly support the new 
charter. During the course of our delib
erations thousands upon thousands of · 
letters and telegrams poured into San 
Francisco demanding the effective col
laboration of the United States in a world 
organization strong enough to keep the 
peace. These letters and telegrams came 
from every corner of these United States, 
from business and professional men, 
farmers, labor organizations, church 
groups, educators, yo1.a1g people in their 
teens-yes; and from mothers and fa
thers who15e boys have poured out their 
blood on foreign soil in order that civili
zation may survive. They came from 
men in the armed services who are facing 
the embattled enemy-from men who 
know the sacrifices and miseries and suf
ferings of war and desire that their sons 
and their country may be spared its 
horrors. 

Any doubt that may have existed as 
to the attitude of . the people of the 
United States toward international co
operation to prevent war has long since 
been dispelled by the resolutions passed 
by both the House and the Senate and 
by the declaration embodied in the 
platforms of both the Republican and 
Democratic Parties. They reflect the 
widespread sentiments of our people. 

The United States delegation also re
ceived inspiration and assistance from 
our advisers and consultants in San 
Francisco. The consultants represented 
the interests of some 50 of our great 
national organizations-groups like the 
American Bar Association, the League of 
Wo1.1en Voters, the Service clubs, farm 
and labor organizations, the Federal 
Council of Churches, and other church 
organizations. The consultants not only 
kept us in close touch with public opin
ion, they also advanced a number of 
excellent ideas, some of which were later 
incorporated in the charter. 

The international organization which 
the charter establishes will include a 
general assembly of all member nations, 
in which the smallest and the weakest 
state will have equal power and authority 
with the mightiest and strongest. The 
assembly will constitute a democratic 
forum in which freedom of debate is 
practically unlimited and in which all of 
the matters within the scope of the 
charter or relating to any of its organs 
may receive the scrutiny and the discus
sion of the member states. It will form 
a world forum for the discussion of mat
ters whatever thefr origin that may ·re
late to international peace and security. 
Here will be hammered out on the anvil 
of debate the problems . that may con
front the organization throughout its 
career. Here will be formed a mighty 
public opinion which shall exert a tre
mendous influence upon the solution of 
all questions that relate to international 
peace and security. Here may be formu
lated recommendations to the Security 
Council and to the member states. 

It was necessary that the executive 
power of the world organization should 
be vested in a relatively small, powerful 
body with authority to act speedily and 
decisively whenever aggression raises its 
ugly head. The Security Council will 
fulfill that function. It is endowed with 
wide authority in the settlement of in
ternational disputes. It will consist of 
6 permanent members representing the 
United States of America, the United 
Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, China, and France. Six non
permanent members will be ~ected by 
the Assembly to serve for terms of 2 
years. It will be noted that while the 
great powers have five permanent seats 
on tbe Council, a majority of six non
permanent members will be elected by 
the Assembly. When it is remembered 
that the population of the five perma
nent members is greater than that of all 
the remaining nations signatory to the 
charter, it will be perceived that a well
maintained balance is provided. 

The Security Council may receive and 
consider a complaint by any member or 
nonmember state in respect to an in
ternational dispute. Under the charter 
1t may freely discuss and consider any 
such dispute. Upon this point there was 
for a considerable time sharp difference 
of opinion, but it was finally resolved in 
behalf of the freedom of discussion and 
consideration. However, with a single 
exception, any action of an affirmative 
or positive character by the Security 
Council requires a majority of seven 
votes, including the concurring votes of 
the five permanent members. 

The Security Council has very wide 
powers with respect to recommending to 
the parties to a dispute itS' adjustment 
through peaceable measures, by negoti
ation, diplomacy, judicial procedure, 
conciliation, or arbitration. It may also 
suggest the particular procedure which 
should be adopted to compose the 
quarrel. 

The Security Council may decide what 
measures short of armed force are to be 
employed to · give e:ffect to its decisions, 
and it may call upon members of the 
Pnited Nations to apply such measures. 

Let me here observe. that by the signing 
of the charter every nation assumes the 
solemn and serious obligation to exert 
all its efforts toward peace, to contribute 
to the work of the council, and to assume 
the solemn obligation which the charter 
imposes. These measures may include 
complete or partial interruption of eco
nomic relations and of rail, sea, air, 
postal, telegraphic, radio, and other 
means of communication and the sever
ance of diplomatic relations. These are 
the economic sanctions. If peaceable 
measures fail, if the parties are unable 
to settle their disputes by negotiation, 
arbitration, or conciliation, if the Se
curity Council deems it necessary to em
ploy other measures, it may impose, first, 
economic sanctions. As I have stated, 
these may include complete or partial 
interruption of economic relations and 
of rail, sea, air, postal, telegraphic, radio, 
and other means of communication, and 
the severance of diplomatic relations. 
The pressure and power of such meas
ures and the consequent formation of a 
concentrated world opinion will exert 
a compelling influence toward settlement 
of the dispute. 

If measures for peaceful settlement 
fail the Security Council may impose 
military sanctions. Should the Security 
Council consider that measures above 
mentioned would be inadequate or have 
proved to be inadequate, it may take such 
action by air, sea, or land forces as may 
be necessary to maintain or restore in
ternational peace and security. Such 
measures may include demonstrations, 
blockade, and other operations by air, 
sea, or land forces of members of the 
United Nations. 

It was the solemn judgment that while 
this great endeavor is in behali of peace, 
while pea~eful measures should be first 
invoked, and pressure of opinion and 
peaceable influences should be exerted, 
in order to have real authority to com
pose disputes there must reside some
where in the .organization the right to 
use military and naval forces if that 
should appear to be the only remedy 
possible under the circumstances. 

In order to provide necessary naval 
and military forces, the charter pre
scribes that there shall be· established a 
Military Staff Committee under the con
trol and direction of the Security Coun
cil. The Military Staff Committee, con
sisting of the Chiefs of St~ff of the five 
permanant members of the Council, 
shall, under the direction and control 
of the Council, initiate the negotiati"on of 
agreements between the various nations 
of the organization or between groups of 
the nations and the organization, for 
supplying contingents of armed forces 
to be used in eii].ergency. It is expressly 
stipulated that provision shall be made 
for the maintenance by members of the 
organization of air contingents which 
may be readily employable in case of 
emergency. I may observe here that 
agreements to provide military forces 
must be ratified by the respective gov
ernments; so if the charter is adopted, 
;;uch agreements will ultimately come 
back to the Senate for action. 

It was felt to be necessary that the 
Security Council should have wide au
thority with the ability to act speedily 
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and effectively. Here lies one of the 
essential ' di:ffere]lces between the old 
League of Nations and the new world 
organization. The present charter pro
poses to combine might and right 
through an authority strong enough to 
keep the peace. The League of Nations 
could recommend, it could propose, it 
could suggest, but it was unable to take 
effective action to stamp out aggression. 

One issue that was vigorously con
tested was the so-called veto in the 
Security Council. ';['he provision that in 
all cases except procedural matters, the 
Security Council should act by vote of at 
least seven members, including all five 
of the permanent members; aroused sub
stantial opposition. However, after long 
and thorough debate and consideration, 
it was determined that this provision 
should be maintained. · This voting pro
cedure is much more liberal than that 
which obtained in the League of Nations. 
There complete unanimity of all mem
bers of the Council on all important 
questions was required. Even the weak
est member of the League Council could 
veto any action proposed. 

At the historic meeting in the Crimea, 
President Roosevelt proposed what has 
become known as the Yalta voting for
mula for the Security Council. That 
formula was agreed to at Yalta. It was 
also approved at San Francisco. It was 
there embodied in the Dumbarton Oaks 
text, which was the basis of our con
sideration and study. It will be recalled 
that the original Dumbarton Oaks text 
did not deal with that subject. It was 
omitted. But when we took it up in San 
Francisco, the steering committee had 
the voting formula inserted into the body 
of the Dumbarton Oaks text, so it was 
considered as though it were a part of the 
original Dumbarton Oaks text. The 
United States delegation consistently and 
continuously supported the formula un
til its final adoption. The vision and 
courage of President Roosevelt were jus
tified and vindicated. 

The basic thesis of the rule of unanlm.; 
1ty-that is the term which we employ 
rather than "veto''-of the five perma
nent members of the Security Council 
is that so long as the great powers re
main united, they shall be able to pre
'serve the peace of the world. If the great 
powers should be divided-if disqord 
should arise among them-they could 
not successfully preserve international 
peace. So long as the great powers, pos
sessing ample material resources and 
military and naval might, are charged 
solemnly by the charter with the high re
sponsibility of preserving the peace of 
the world, and remain conscious of their 
high duties and obligations, peace can 
be preserved. It must be borne in mind 
that1the mere existence of the veto does 
not mean that it will be used frequently. 
In all likelihood it will be seldom em
ployed. It is not believed that it will be 
exercised capriciously or arbitrarily, The 
charter places the primary responsibil
ity upon the Security Council and upon 
the five permanent members, to adopt 
peaceful measures to preserve the peace 
of the world. If there is any conscience 
in nations, if there is any feeling within 
the hearts of great powers of responsi
bility to the peoples of the world, I do not 

believe the veto will be employed ca
priciously or arbitraril~. A recalcitrant 
member of the Security Council would be 
faced with the opinions of four other 
permanent members and perhaps six 
nonpermanent members. The pressure 
of their views would create a compelling 
world opinion that would make it very 
difficult for a single member of the Se
curity Council alone to veto the peaceful 
settlement of a dispute. 

I am aware of criticism leveled at the 
rule of unanimity. It must be remem
bered that the United States itself will be 
a permanent member of the Security 
Council. Our country will have the right 
to exercise the veto whenever in our 
opinion it is wise and just to do so. Our 
armies and navies cannot be sent into a 
foreign war without the consent of the 
United States. . 

The veto is something which we of the 
Senate must examine and approach with 
great candor. An effort may be made to 
lead our people to believe that the veto 
is in the charter wholly because of our 
allies-that they alone demand it. Were 
the veto not in the charter, what would 
some of the critics say? Would they not 
use the argument that American troops 
could be committed to combat in foreign 
)ands without the consent of the Ameri
can people? We must recognize that the 
Yalta formula not only gives the other 
great powers a veto over military action; 
it gives the United States of America 
that same veto. -

The United Nations Charter is based on 
the fundamental assumption that in the 
shrinking world in which we live world 
peace is indivisible. We all realize, how
ever, that under certain circumstances 
it may prove desirable to have disputes 
of a regional or local character settled 
by regional peace machinery. The 
charter makes ample provision for such 
regional arrangements to function under 
the general supervision of the Security 
Council. Thus the ground work is laid 
so that the Act of Chapultepec and our 
inter-American peace machinery in gen
eral can be properly integrated into the 
over-all world organization. Neither the 
effectiveness of the -inter-American sys
tem nor the authority of the United Na
tions organization will be impaired. 

While I have dwelt at some length on 
the Security Council, I desire to make it 
clear that we should not place all our 
emphasis on the security functions of 
the new organization. For no matter 
how carefully we build the machinery 
for the peaceful settlement of disputes, 
we cannot ignore constructive steps to 
consider the social and economic causes 
of war. 

To that end the charter provides for 
an Economic and Social Council, which 
is authorized to set up a number of com
missions to aid in the solution of inter
national social, economic, cultural, and 
humanitarian problems and to promote 
regard for human rights and fundamen
tal freedoms. In their respective fields 
the commissions will initiate studies and 
make reports. They may also make rec
ommendations in respect to such matters 
to the General Assembly and to the 
member states. Neither the commissions 
nor the Economic and Social Council 
will have any authority or power to im-

pose upon any state any regulation or 
provision whatsoever. The final choice 
and decision in respect to all such recom
mendations will remain with each indi
vidual state. 

The old mandates system under the 
League of Nations has been abandoned 
and a system of trusteeships created. 
Distinction is made between territories 
within strategic areas and those in non
strategic areas. It is also provided that 
the welfare of the dependent peoples in 
such areas shall be taken into account 
and measures adopted looking to their 
improvement and ultimate self-govern
ment. 

Great care was exercised in protecting 
the interests of the United States in ter
ritories from which our savage enemies 
were expelled at the cost of.so many lives 
of our gallant and intrepid soldiers and 
sailors. It was our earnest endeavor to 
s;~.feguard and protect the security and 
vital defense of the United states and 
world peace. I may here allude to the 
fact that we had constantly sitting at 
our side admirals and generals from the 
Army and Navy, counseling with us with 
respect to these matters; and it was with 
their assurance that our vital interests 
in self-defense were protected that we 
consented to these provisions. 

The International Court of Justice 
constitutes the fifth great arm or agency 
of the new organization. Whereas the 
Security Council is primarily designed 
to handle political disputes, the Court 
will be called upon to adjust differences 
of a legal or justiciable nature. The new 
Court is patterned closely after the old 
Permanent Court of International Jus
tice which functioned so satisfactorily 
during the two decades prior to the out
break of World War II. Jurisdiction will 
be optional on the part of any party to a 
dispute. On the other hand, where dis
putes are referred to the Court or where 
a state accepts the compulsory jurisdic
tion of the Court in certain categories of 
cases, its decisions are, of course, binding 
upon the parties. I may say here that a 
nation may file a consent to accept the 
compulsory jurisdiction of the Court in ' 
a case, as in all cases, or it may reserve 
that right, and only file its consent in 
particular cases, or not accept the juris
diction at all, unless it so desires. 

The American people have tradition
ally stood for the great ideal involved in 
the settlement of disputes according to 
the principles of law and justice. They 
will, I am sure, wholeheartedly approve 
the new Court as a vital and essential 
part of the world organization. The 
statute of the Court has already received 
wide approval among the members of 
the American Bar. 

The United Nations organization must 
be allowed to grow and develop. It must 
·possess sufficient flexibility to meet the 
changing needs of the time. 

The charter wisely contains provisions 
for the submission and adoption of 
amendments to the charter and for the 
calling of a constitutional conference for 
its general review. 

Any modification of the present char
ter recommended by a two-thirds vote 
of the conference shall take effect when 
ratified in accordance with their respec
tive constitutional processes by two-

-. 
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thirds of the members of the organiza
tion, including all the permanent mem
bers of the Security Council. There can 
be no valid claim that we are becoming 
a member of an organization which may 
assume new and unforeseen powers bind-· 
ing upon us without our consent. 

At San Francisco there was splendid 
unity and harmony within the United 
States delegation. On all matters the 
delegation voted as a unit. Such minor 
differences· as existed were adjusted 
within the delegation, and we presented · 
a united front. 

Hon. Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., Secre
tary of State and head of the United 
States Delegation, was elected president 
of the Conference and presided with 
much distinction and efficiency. His 
leadership and management were out
standing and he·deserves high credit and 
praise for the masterly manner in which 
he led the United States delegation and 
.in which he directed the affairs of the 
entire Conference. 

Secretary Hull, who was designated as 
senior adviser, unfortunately could not 
attend the sessions at San Francisco. 
We sorely missed him. Over the years 

- he has rendered heroic service in the 
cause of peace. He aided in drawing 
the Dumbarton Oaks document, and it 
was a source of real and abiding regret 
on the part of the United States dele
gation that he was unable because of 
illness to take part in our deliberations. 
However, his counsel and advice were 
often conveyed by telephone, to the great 
benefit of the delegation. We were fre
quently in contact with him over the 
long-distance telephone. 

Senator ARTHUR H. VANDENBERG.. a 
high-ranking member of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, worked diligently 
as a member of the subcommittee of the 
Foreign Relations Committee which con
ferred frequently with Secretary Hull in 
laying the foundations of a world organ
ization for peace. He supported heartily 
the resolution calling for international 
cooperation adopted by the Senate in 
1943 by a vote of 85 to 5. 

At San Francisco, Senator VANDEN
BERG contributed his great abilities to the 
success of the Conference. The freedom 
of debate secured to the General Assem
bly was achieved through his labors. He 
was influential and forceful in securing 
the provisions establishing regional ar
rangements. He gave to the general 
work of the Conference his large expe
rience in public affairs and in the field 
of foreign relations. He deserves the 
thanks of his countrymen for his fine 
and valuable service. • 

Representative SoL BLOOM, chairman 
of the House Committee on Foreign Af
fairs, discharged his duties with fine 
ability and zeal. His extensive service 
and experience in parliamentary proc
esses contributed substantially to the 
work of the Conference. On the com
mittees and commissions dealing with 
the General Assembly and trusteeships~ 
he rendered signal service. 

Representative CHARLES A. EATON, 
ranking Republican member of the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, aP
proached his duties in a fine spirit and a 
lofty view. Although suffering from ill
ness at various times q.uring the Confer~ 

ence, he gave unsparipgly of his wisdom 
and experience in the work of the Con
ference. He gave particular attention to 
the committee dealing with the general 
provisions of the charter. They related 
to the amendment, withdrawal processes, 
the international secretariat, and the 
other principal organs of the United Na
tions ·organization. 

Commander Harold Stassen, former 
Governor of Minnesota and on leave 
from the Navy, gave generously of his 
splendid abilities. The provisions relat
ing to trusteeships were primarily shaped 
and fashioned through his efforts. With 
industry and energy he gave attention to 
many parts of the charter. He made val
uable suggestions and contributions to 
the work of the Conference and is enti
tled to much praise and credit for his 
achievements. 

Dean Virginia Gildersleeve, of Barnard 
College, brought to her work at the Con
ference a veritable wealth of experience 
in the field of economic and social activ
ity. She rendered outstanding service 
with regard to the social and economic 
council, and in connection with the pre
amble to the charter. She made a dis- · 
tinct contribution to the Conference, and 
the women of the United States have just 
cause for pride in her accomplishments. 

Of course, I also took part in the Con
ference from time to time. [Laughter.] 
~hat statement is an interlineation. It 
adds nothing to my earlier remarks: I 
merely thought at this time that I should 
mention it. [Laughter.] 

Our delegation leaned heavily on the 
experience and wisdom of our former 
great colleague and leader, President 
Harry Truman, who so recently assumed 
the heavy responsibilities of the Presi
dency. Though the conference was held 
at the time when he was laboring with 
huge new problems that confronted him, 
his breadth of vision and his keen in
sight into world problems were a con
stant source of inspiration and encour
agement. His superb leadership guided 
us in our deliberations. Not a day passed 
but what the delegation conferred with 
President Truman by telephone. 
· The scope of agreement reached at 
San Francisco has been remarkable, and 
notwithstanding divergent views and 
earnest attachment to differing concepts, 
final and complete agreement was 
reached on the entire charter. This was 
true because all the 50 nations at San 
Francisco aspired to the same sublime 
goal which called the Conference into 
being. 

Its adoption marks an epochal period 
in international affairs. It creates an 
agency of tremendous infiuence and 
power. The future course of history 
may be affected by its conduct ancl by 
its heroic efforts in behalf of peace. 
However, it creates no superstate. The 
rights and powers of individual states 
are not impaired, except to the extent 
of the obligations and duties which they 
voluntarily assume when they sfgn the 
charter. 

Its strength rests upon cooperation and 
a community of interest in providing 
collective security. A heavy responsi
bility rests upon every member of the 
organization not only to use its own 
powers and efforts to promote the in-. 

terests of the organization, but it as
sumes a duty to further the purposes 
and principles of the organization. This 
sense of responsibility, this compelling 
duty, will generate a desire for peace, a 
will to live on terms of amity with. the 
other peoples of the earth. 

While the completed charter reflects 
the united opinion of the peace-loving 
nations of the earth, I do not proclaim it 
as embodying perfection. It could not 
be expected that 50 nations could agree, 
upon a document whose every line and 
paragraph and phrase would meet uni
versal approval. However, the charter 
marks a significant beginning. It will 
&row and develop in the light .of expe
rience and according to the needs of na
.tions under international law and jus-. 
tice and freedom. These principles are 
embodied in the charter in luminous and 
moving words. The charter must be 
judged not in its dissected parts, not in 
its dismembered and mutilated clauses 
and phrases, but it must be judged as an 
integrated body, complete in its organs 
and functions. Judged by that standard, 
it is a monumental performance. 

Mere documents, language, and 
phrases cannot themselves ·prevent war · 
and preserve peace. · They must rest 
upon the will and the purpose and the 
desires of the peoples and nations of the 
world. Organization, however, promotes 
these objectives. It stimulates and quick
ens high purposes by the knowledge that 
others share those ends. Enlightened 
and compelling world opinion in behalf 
of Jaw and justice and freedom and 
peace will give life and vigor to docu
ments and charters. 

The charter cannot have vitality, it 
cannot breathe, it cannot act until rati
fied by the Senate of the United States. 
The fate of the charter rests here in 
the Senate. No treaty can attain the 
force of law for our people until it passes 
the scrutiny and receives the sanction 
of this body. When it votes, it votes by 
authority of the people. Its action is not 
the individual action of each member. 
Its action is that of the entire citizenship 
of the Republic. President Truman will 
soon submit the treaty to the Senate and 
urge its early ratification. Without any 
desire to limit or curtail legitimate de
bate, I earnestly hope that the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of the 
treaty at the earliest possible moment. 
It is my earnest hope that the Senate in 
its wisdom, with a high purpose to pre
serve the peace, not only our own peace 
but the peace of the world, and with a 
desire to serve all humankind, will give 
its speedy approval to the charter and 
thus give it impulse among the other na
tions of the earth. 

Early ratification here will stimulate 
and encourage ratification by other na
tions. The eyes of the entire world are 
centered on what we do here. Foreign 
nations know that the United Nations 
Organization for Peace and Security will 
face failure and futility unless the United 
States is a member. We face a high and 
solemn responsibility. The fate of world 
peace may depend upon our decision. 

Senators who object to international 
cooperation for any purpose will vote 
"no." Those who prefer that we go alone 
will reject the charter. It is my sincere 
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belief that those who believe in coopera
tion with other nations in an effort to 
avert the horrors and miseries of war, to 
suppress aggression and conquest, and to 
enthrone the rule of law and reason and 
j'ustice in international relations will vote 
to ratify the treaty. 

While we never lost sight of the su
preme objective of world peace and se
curity, we do not neglect our national in
terests. The rights and sovereignty of 
the United States are not imperiled. We 
must .remember, however, that world 
peace will cost something. It is worth 
Eomething. It will cost cooperation. It 
will cost the will to peace. The charter 
is not automatic. It must be supported. 
It will cost our constant efforts and in-
fluence in the cause of peace. · 

Twice in the span of a lifetime the 
world has been cursed by global wars. 
Millions of lives of the gallant and the 
brave have been sacrificed upon red and 
blazing battlefields or have been engulfed 
in the oceans' depths. Other millions 
have suffered privations, hardships, and 
starvation. Countless children have been 
orphaned, and misery and suffering have 
reached out into many lands. Some of 
the fairest regions of earth have been 
devastated. Unnumbered homes have 
been laid in ashes, and billions of dollars 
of wealth have been destroyed. The 
tragic war in which we are now engaged 
has spread its horrors to distant parts of 
the earth. There have been more march
ing men than composed the combined 
armi.es of Alexander, Hannibal, Caesar, 
Genghis Kahn, Napoleon, and all of the 
other gory conquerors of the past. 

We have crushed Nazi Germany at a 
terrible cost in blood and treasure. Our 
heroic fighting men are now carrying 
victory over our brutal and savage 
enemy, Japan. Complete triumph is as-. 
sured. Our banners shall wave over 
Tokyo. Such another world tragedy 
must not occur again. Our sons must 
not be sacrificed upon an altar of blood. 
War must be prevented before it breaks 
upon us in its bloody fury. Aggressors 
must be chained. The monster with a 
sword must be dethroned. The methods 
cf peace must be enthroned. 

War can be prevented by international 
cooperation. In the charter we have en
deavored to construct the mechanism to 
create that cooperation for peace. The 
50 nations who have, signed the United 
Nations Charter have pledged their 
honor to promote the cam:c of peace and 
to support the organization. The gen
eral assembly is an open forum for dis
cussion and the formation of world opin
ion with power to make recommenda
tions. The Security Council is a compact 
and powerful body charged with the duty 
of first invoking judicial and other peace
able measures in the settlement of dis
putes. 

Flnally, it is invested with authority, if 
necessary, to preserve or restore inter
national peace, to impose economic or 
military sanctions.' The charter is the 
best document that the wisdom of the 
peace-loving nations of the world could 
devise. It is a noble beginning. It offers 
the world's best hope to outlaw war and 
to ordain peace. It is a star in the night. 
It is a gleaming beacon in a troubled and 
gloomy sky. 

~ 

The United States, our country, my 
country, your country, Mr. President, has 
been singularly· blessed by a generous 
Provfdence. Rich in material resources 
which have be~n marvelously developed 
by a free and enterprising people, living 
under the institutions of liberty, and pos
sessing tremendous naval and military 
power, she stands in the forefront of the 
nations of the earth. 

But our strength does not lie alone in 
material things. Our power in the world 
does not depend alone upon the might of 
our Armies and Navies. Moral and men
tal and spiritual resources may influence 
and direct the course of human history. 
In these fields we have achieved mightily. 
For 150 years our Constitution and its 
institutions of freedom and democracy 
have quickened aspirations fpr liberty 
wherever men have hungered for free
dom. In international affairs, we have 
never followed the course of aggression 
or conquest. We assured Cuba her free
dom. The Philippines are witnesses to 
their independence. We came out of 
World War I with no added territory, 
guiltless of indemnities and reparations. 

With such a noble heritage, the United 
States has a supreme destiny. We have 
the opportunity to lead the nations of 
earth away from the cruel wager of battle 
into the ways of peace. The United 
States must employ its tremendous na
tional power to lead and cooperate with 
other nations to curb aggressors and to 
crush and overwhelm savage attacks 
upon peaceful peoples. 

May the Senate proceed with ratifica
tion immediately. The United Nations 
have fought as comrades in the mightiest 
war in the long and bloody annals of the 
centuries. Our manpower and material 
resources have been marshaled upon the 
land and in the air and on the sea until 
our banners have waved in triumph, 

The central idea of the charter is that 
the comradeship of war must be carried 
forward in a comradeship of peace . . If 
we have been able to fight side by side in 
killing and destroying, why shall we not 
league together to save millions of human 
lives and permit the peoples of the earth 
to rebuild their tortured lands and to 
recreate wasted wealth and shattered 
homes. 

We leagued our armed might for war. 
Now let us league our moral and material 
might for peace. 

The United States will not reject the 
clear and challenging call to this high 
duty. Let us rise to our lofty destiny. 
Let us be among the architects of a struc
ture more marvelous than one built of 
steel and stone. Let us create a temple 
of law and reason and justice and peace 
to serve the peoples of the world. 

The world charter for peace is knock
ing at the doors of the Senate. We 
shall not turn it away. 

There come ringing down through a 
century and a half the inspired words 
of Washington as he stood before the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787 and 
blessed the new Republic that was being 

, launched upon the earth. Washington 
said: 

Let us raise a standard to which the wise 
and the honest can repair; the event 1s in 
the hands of God. 

.[Prolonged applause, Senators rising.~: 

NOTICE OF ADDRESS BY SRN:ATOR 
VANDENBERG 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Mississippi has the floor. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to me for just a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BILBO. I do. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to 

give notice that, if I may be recognized 
tomorrow noon when the Senate meets, 
I should like to continue the discussion 
of the San Francisco Charter. 

WAR AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3368) making appro
priations for war agencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1946, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, yesterday 

evening at the time the Senate took a 
recess--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senate will be in order. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I sug
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HOEY 
in the · chair) . The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken George Murdock 
Austin Gerry Murray 
Bailey Green Myers 
Ball Guffey O'Daniel 
Bankhead Gurney O'Mahoney 
Barkley Hart Overton 
Bilbo Hawkes Pepper 
Brewster Hayden Radcliffe 
Bridges Hill Revercomb 
Brooks Hoey Smith 
Buck Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Burton Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Bushfield Johnston, S. C. Thomas, Okla. 
Butler Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
Byrd La Follette Tunnell 
Capehart Langer Tydings 
Capper Lucas Vandenbe·rg 
Chavez McClellan Wagner 
Connally McFarland Walsh 
Cordon McKellar Wheeler 
Oonnell McMahon Wherry 
Downey Mead White 
Eastland Millikin Wiley 
Ellender Mitchell Willis 
Ferguson Moore 
Fulbright Morse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy- -
six Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Br ooJ has the floor. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to me in 
order that I may report and have con
sidered several resolutions from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con~ 
tingent Expenses qf the Senate? 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, before re
sponding to the request of the Senator 
from Illinois, I wish to mak€ an observa
tion and have an understanding, I am 
fully aware of the parliamentary rule 
that if, while a Senator is speaking, he 
yields to another who desires to have a 
measure passed or to introduce some
thing, or even for a quorum call, he loses 
the floor. Heretofore we have been fol-
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lowing the practice of giving our consent 
to have such things done and permitting 
the Senator having the floor to retain 
it after the requests have been fulfilled. 
I wish to know whether, if I yield for 
these different matters, I shall retain the 
fioor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator will retain the floor after 
yielding for a specific purpose. 

Mr. BILBO. The Chair will hold that, 
will he? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
Mr. GUFFEY. I shall object any time 

the Senator yields. If I have the right to 
object to this, I object. 

Mr. BILBO. Object to what? 
Mr. GUFFEY. The request the Sena

tor is yielding to now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair has already ruled. The Chair 
asked whether there was objection, and 
said that without objection the Senator 
would retain the floor. 

Mr. BILBO. I would rather have the 
ruling of the Chair than the objection 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and 
I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 
EXPENSES OF HEARINGS BEFORE COM-

MITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Mississippi for yield
ing. There are a few resolutions which 
are important which I desire to have 
agreed to, and I think the Senate should 
consider them at this time. 

From the Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Sen
ate I report favorably Senate Resolution 
132, submitted on June 7 last by the 
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELLAR], acting chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, seeking an ad
ditional appropriation to carry on the 
general work of the committee. I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion (S. Res. 132) was read, considered, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appro
priations, authorized by Senate Resolution 
9, agreed to January 6, 1945, to send for per
f!Ons, books, and papers; to administer oaths; 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not 
exceeding 25 cents per hundred words, to 
report such hearings as may be had on any 
subject referred to said committee, hereby 
1s authorized to expend from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, for the same purposes, 
\iuring the Seventy-ninth Congress, $10,000 
in addition to the amount of $5,000 here
tofore authorized. 

EXPENSES OF HEARINGS BEFORE COM
MITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the _ 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con
tingent Expenses of the Senate I re
port favorably Senate Resolution 133, 
submitted on June 7, 1945, by the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEoRGE], act
Ing chairman, at the time, of the Com
mittee-on Foreign Relations. The reso-

- lution requests an additional $5,000 to 
earry on the work of the committee. I 
ask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the reso
lution (S. Res. 133) was read, considered, 
and agreed to as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, authorized by Senate Resolution 
9, agreed to January 6, 1945, to send for per
sons, books, and papers; to administer oaths; 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost 
not exceeding 25 cents per hundred words, to 
report such hearings as may be had on any 
subject referred to said committee, hereby is 
authorized to expend from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, for the same purposes, 
during the Seventy-ninth Congress, $5,000 in 
addition to the amount of $5,000 heretofore 
authorized. 

CONTINUATION OF INVESTIGATION OF 
MOBILIZATION OF NATIONAL RE
SOURCES 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Con
tingent Expenses of the Senate I report 
favorably Senate Resolution 146, reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs 
by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KILGORE] on June 26, 1945. The resolu
tion seeks merely to continue the. provi
sions of Senate Resolution 107 until the 
present Congress shall adjourn. It asks 

· .for no money. I request immediate con
sideration for the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion (S. Res. 146) was read, considered, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the. provisions of Senate 
Resolution 107 of the Seventy-eighth Con
gress, continued by Senate Resolution 46 of 
the Seventy-ninth Congress, authorizing an 
investigation by a subcommittee of the Com
mittee on Military Affairs of the possibili
ties of better Jl).Obilizing the national re
sources of the United States, be, and the 
same are hereby, continued in full force and 
effect during the remainder of the Seventy
ninth Congress. 

EXPENSES OF HEARINGS BEFORE SPE
CIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE. THE 
NATIONAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Ire
port favorably Senate Resolution 147, 
submitted today by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. MEAD], which increases the 
limit of expenses under Senate R·esolu
tion 71, which was adopted in the 77th 
Congress. This request comes from the 
Senator from New York and his commit
tee, which is a special committee set up 
by the Senate, requesting an additional 
$100,000 to carry on its work. I ask for 
the immediate consideration of the reso
lution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion (S. Res. 147) was read, considered, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures 
under Senate Resolution 71, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, first session, agreed to March 1, 
1941; -Senate Resolution 6, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, first session, agreed to January 25, 
1943; and Senate Resolution 65, Seventy
ninth congress, first session, agreed to Jan• 
uary 29, 1945 (relating to the investigation 
of the war program) 1s hereby increased by 
.100,000. 

MARY A. MURPHY 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses o~ the Senate I re
port favorably Senate Resolution 137, 
submitted by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] on June 19, 
1945. It authorizes and directs the Sec
retary of the Senate to pay out of the 
contingent fund 1 year's compensation 
to the widow of the late Edward V. 
Murphy, Jr., who was for some 24% years 
clerk on journal work for the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. President, this is not quite in line 
with precedent, because we usually pay 
the widows of deceased clerks only 6 
months' compensation, but due to the 
long and unusual and fine service ren
dered by Mr. Murphy, the committee 
thought it was desirable_ to pay the full 
year's compensation. Not later than 
January 20, 1938, the Senate went on 
record by paying Mrs. Nellie S. Wick, the 
widow of James .R. Wick, a full year's 
salary, and as I recall, Mr. Wick's service 
was of about the same length as Mr. 
Murphy's. Also on May 28, 1942, we 
took the same course for the widow of the 
late Percy E. Budlong, who was . one of 
the official reporters of debates of the 
Senate for more than 25 years. So I 
feel that we are within our rights so far 
as precedent is concerned in asking that 

·the widow of Mr. Murphy be paid a full 
year's compensation. 

I ask unanimous consent for the pres
ent consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was read, considered, and agreed to 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the -Sen
ate hereby is authorized and directed to pay 
from the contingent fund of the Senate to 
Mary A: Murphy, widow of Edward V. Mur
phy, Jr., late clerk on journal work for the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, a SUm equal to 1 
year's compensation at the rate he was re
ceiving from the Senate ·and from the Official 
Reporters of Debates at the time of his death, 
said sum to be considered inclusive of fu
neral expenses and all other allowances. 

PAYMENTS FROM THE CONTINGENT FUND 
IN CONNECTION WITH INQUIRIES AND 
INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr. LUCAS. From the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex
penses of the Senate I report favorably 
Senate Resolution 77. I respectfully re
quest the attention of the Senate to this 
resolution. It was submitted by the 
junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
WHERRY], who is a member of the Com
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin
gent Expenses of the Senate, on Febru
ary 15, 1945. In substance the resolution 
provides that when an investigation is 
requested to be made, and money to con
duct the investigation is requested from 
the contingent fund, if the expenses are 
in excess of $5,000 there shall be sub
mitted to the committee a budget, in 
such form as the committee may require, 
setting forth the estimate of expenses 
proposed to be incurred for personal 
services, hearings, and trave1, and such 
~ther information as the committee may 



CO.N_GRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 28 
require. That, briefly, is what section 1 
provides. 

Section 2 of the resolution deals with 
the personnel employed at present by 
committees, which is loaned or borrowed 
from Government departments or 
agencies. The section specifically pro .. 
vides that when a special committee bor .. 
rows personnel from a Government de
partment or agency it shall be the duty 
of such special committee to reimburse 
the Government department or agency 
out of the funds which have been appro .. 
priated by the Senate ·for the investiga .. 
tion before such personnel is authorized 
to work for the special committee. This 
takes effect January 1, 1946. 

I ask for immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion <S. Res. 77), submitted by Mr. 
WHERRY on February 15, 1945, was con
sidered and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate shall not (1) 
authorize the payment from the contingent 
fund of the Senate of the expenses, in ex
cess of $5,000, of any inquiry or investiga
tion hereafter authorized, or (2) increase the 
amount heretofore authorized to be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate in 
connection with any inquiry or investiga
tion, unless, prior to adoption of the reso
lution authorizing such payment or....provid
ing for such increase, the committee or sub
committee thereof authorized to conduct 
such inquiry or investigation shall have sub~ 
mitted to the Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
a budget, in such form as the committee 
ma y require, setting forth its estimates of 
expenses proposed to be incurred for per
sonal services, hearings, and travel, and such 
other information as the committee may re
quire. 

SEc. 2. Whenever the head of any depart
ment or agency of the Government shall 
h ave detailed or assigned personnel of such 
department or agency to the staff· of any 
Senate committee or subcommittee thereof, 
the appropriations of such department or 
agency from which the personnel so assigned 
or detailed is paid shall be reimbursed from 
funds available to the committee or sub
committee prior to the detail or assignment 
in the amount of the salaries of such per
sonnel while on such detail or assignment; 
and the services of any personnel so de
t ailed or assigned shall not be accepted or 
utilized unless, at the time of such detail 
or assignment, funds are available to such 
committ ee or subcOmmittee for the reim
bursement of appropriations, as herein pro
Vided, for the period of such detail or as
signment. 

SEc. 3. The foregoing provisions of this res
olution shall become effective on January 
l, 1946. 

SEc. 4. The Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
is authorized to make such studies as may 
be necessary to enable it to prescribe uniform 
requirements as to the form and content of 
budgets required to be submitted under the 
first section of this resolution and otherwise 
to carry out its functions under such section. 

INVESTIGATION OF DISPOSAL OF SUR-
PLUS GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AND 
RELATED SUBJECTS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President; I report 

l
cne more resolution from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex
penses of the Senate. I report favorably 
Senate Resolution 129, and ask unani .. 
,mous consent for its immediate consid .. 

eration. The resolution was reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] on May 31, 1945. I desire 
the Senator from Wyoming to explain 
the resolution to the Senate. It provides 
for an appropriation of $25,000. The 
resolution was pas.sed over temporarily 
by our committee, but we believe the Sen
ate ought to consider it now. I may say 
that there may be some slight misap
prehension with respect to this resolu
tion. That is why I request that the 
Senator from Wyoming make explana
tion of it. 

When the resolution came before our 
committee we were advised that a sub
committee of the Small Business Com
mittee, of which the Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. MuRRAY] is chairman, had 
been engaged last year in the investiga .. 
tion of surplus property in the Midwest. 
We were also advised at the time that 
the Mead committee had full authority 
to make every conceivable kind of in
vestigation with respect to surplus prop
erty, and was so engaged at the present 
time. It appeared to the members of 
the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate that 
-the resolution in question sought author-
ity for another committee to engage in • 
the investigation of surplus property. 
It seemed to the committee that three 
committees should not be investigating 
surplus property. 

I may say, Mr. President, that some 
day the Senate must determine whether 
it will permit various committees to in
vestigate the same subject over and over 
again. I submit that the time has ar
rived when some committee of the Sen
ate will have to determine what com
mittee has jurisdiction over a particular 
subject t;natter involved in a resolution, 
and if the committee which has author
ity to make such determination finds 
that another committee is then invest
igating the subject matter which it is 
sought to have reinvestigated by an
other committee, that that committee 
should rule that only one committee 
may investigate the subject matter in 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res
olution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution 
(S. Res. 129), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs, or any duly authorized subcom
mittee thereof, is authorized and directed 
to continue the study and investigation with 
respect to war contracts, the termination o! 
war contracts and related problems author• 
ized by Senate Resolution 198, of the Seventy
eighth Congress, as heretofore supplemented 
and extended, to be conducted by a subcom
mittee of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and is further authorizetl and directed to 
make a full and complete study and in
vestigation with respect to the disposal of 
surplus Government property and related 
problems. The · committee shall report to 
the Senate, from time to time, the results of 
its studies and investigations under this res
olution, together with such recommendations 
as it may deem desirable. 

The powers and duties conferred or imposed 
by Senate Resolution 198, of the Seventy
eigth Congress, with respect to the study 
and investigation under that resolution shall 
also be applicable with respect to the studies 
and investigations under this resolution. 
,-he subcommittee of the Committee on Mili· 

tary Affairs heretofore authorized to make 
the study and investigation under Senate 
Resolution 198, of the Seventy-eighth Con
gress, shall be deemed to have been continued 
as a subcommittee duly authorized to make 
the studies and investigations under this 
resolution until the Committee on Military 
Affairs shall otherwise direct. 

For the purposes of this resolution, the 
Committee on Military Affairs, or any duly 
authorized subcommittee thereof, is aut hor
ized to hold such hearings, to sit and act at 
such times and places during the sessions, 
recesses, and adjourned periods of the Sev
enty-ninth Congress, to employ such clerical 
and other assistants, to require by subpena 
or otherwise the attendance of such wit
nesses and the production of such corre
spondence, books, papers, and documents, 
to administer such oaths, to take such 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 under this resolu
tion, which shall not exceed $25,000, shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate upon vouchers approved by the chair
man of the committee or the chairman of 
the subcommittee. 

Mr. LUCAS. I now yield to the Sena
tor from Wyoming. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
am glad that the Senator from Illinois 
has given me this opportunity to set forth 
on the floor of the Senate the views of the 
Committee on Military Affairs with re
spect to this resolution. I may say that 
I agree completely with everything the 
Senator from Illinois has stated. There 
should not be a multiplicity of special 
committees investigating and reinvesti
gating the same or similar matters. 

Perhaps a word or two of explanation 
with respect to what has happened in 
regard to surplus property may be worth 
while at this point. Members of the 
Senate will recall that long before the 
Congress passed a law dealing with the 
disposal of s~trplus property, agencies of 
the Government were engaged in such 
disposal. Complaints were coming from 
all parts of the country with respect to 
the manner in which disposal was being 
carried on. There was, however, no law 
dealing with the subject. It was a per
fectly natural thing then, in those cir
cumstances, that complaints of this 
character should go to what was then 
the Truman committee, a special com
mittee appointed by the Congress for the 
very laudable purpose of surveying and 
investigating the expenditure of war 
funds. The Truman committee, and 
later the Mead committee, conducted 
these investigations and did excellent 
work. I think the Senator from New 
York [Mr. MEAD] is to be complimented 
on the results of the work of that com
mittee in preventing the activities of fly
by-night €>rganizations which were 
created tq. deal speculatively in Govern
ment surplus property. 

However, while all this was going on, as 
the result of the studies of the Special 
Committee on Postwar Economic Policy 
and Planning, of which the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] is 
the chairman, and as the result of the 
work of the Military Affairs Committee 
operating through a subcommittee on 
war contracts, a bill was drafted and tn .. 
traduced. It was discussed in the com .. 
mittee and was passed by both Houses 
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of Congress. The Military Affairs Com
mittees of the Senate and of the House 
were instrumental in bringing a certain 
amount of order out of chaos by writing 
a surplus property act. That act pro
vided, among other things, that the Sur
plus Property Board, which was set up in 
the law as a policy-making agency. 
should make report to Congress with re
spect to the disposal of Government 
plants and facilities of various kinds and 
charter. It was the feeling of the Com
mittee on Military Affairs that the han
dling of such plants in the postwar pe
riod might make or break the economic 
system of the United States. The com
mittee felt that unless these plants were 
kept in a reasonable degree of continuous 
operation we might be confronted with 
the closing down of plants and the crea
tion of a serious problem of unemploy
ment. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH. Does the Surplus Prop

erty Disposal Board have jurisdiction 
over the disposition of plants under the 
control of the Army? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It has the power 
to dispose of all plants which were built 
by Government money, including Army 
and Navy plants, when they are declared 
to be surplus. 

Mr. WALSH. I so understood. This 
subject has been under consideration by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
there is a bill pending to require the 
Navy Department to submit to the Naval 
Affairs Committees of the House and 
Senate its declaration of plants as sur
plus. It is not intended to interfere with 
the Surplus Property Board, _but the bill 
provides that the information that par
ticular plants which have been under the 
jurisdiction of the Navy or have been 
financed by the Navy have been declared 
to be surplus shall be furnished to the 
Naval Affairs Committees of the House 
and Senate before authority is given the 
Surplus Property Board to dispose of the 
property. I wonder if there is such a 
provision with respect to the Army. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. No such bill has 
come to my attention. 

Mr. WALSH. As the Senator knows, 
no acquisition of property by the Army or 
Navy can be made without the consent 
o!' Congress; and there is a feeling on 
the part of the House and Senate Com
mittees on Naval Affairs that no dispo
sition of property should be made with
out the approval of Congress. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That was pre
cisely the feeling of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALSH. The bill to which I have 
referred does not go· quite so far as that; 
but it goes so far as to require informa
tion as to the disposition of property. 
I thought the Senator might be inter-

. ested in that recently proposed legisla
tion. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I am very much 
interested, because what the Senator 
from Massachusetts says illustrates the 
concern of the Naval Affairs Committees 
of the House and Senate in having full 
knowledge of what is being done. 

Mr. WALSH. We do not attempt to 
control disposition of the property once 

Jt gets into the hands of the Surplus 
Property Board, but we are seeking to re
quire that Congress shall be informed 
when any property is declared to be sur
plus. 

Mr. O 'MAHONEY. Precisely. That 
indicates the point which I am trying to 
emphasize, namely, the supreme impor
tance to the economy of this country of 
Congress knowing what is being done 
with the tremendous investment of pub
lic money in the construction ·of plants. 
More than $16,000,000,000 out of the 
Treasury of the United States has been 
invested in the construction of facilities 
in a dozen different categories, including 
synthetic fuel plants, high octane gaso
line plants, aluminum and magnes_ium 
plants, radio facilities, and other cate
gories of plants built by the money Qf 
the people of the United States. If those 
plants are disposed of without the knowl
edge of the people of the United States, 
who knows what danger may be in· 
volved? 

It was with that thought in mind that 
section 19 was written into the Surplus 
Property Disposal Act. I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
at this point as a part of my remarks 
the entire text of section 19; I shall read 
only a portion. 

There being no objection, section 19 
was ordered to be printed ill the RECORD, 

act it may authorize the disposition of any 
surplus property listed in classes 9 to 12, 
inclusive, of subsection (a) of this section. 
With re:;pect to the property listed in classes 
1 to 8, inclusive, no disposition shall be 
made or authorized until 30 days after such 
report (or additional report) has been made 
while Congress is in session, except that the 

· Boar.d may authorize any disposal agency to 
lease any such property for a term of not 
more than 5 years. 

(d) The Board may authorize any disposal 
agency to dispose of any materials or equip
ment related to any surplus plant covered by 
this section, if such materials and equipment 
are not necessary for the operation of the 
plant in the manner for which it is designed. 

(e) This section shall not apply to any 
Government-owned equipment, structure, or 
other property operated as an integral part 
of a privately owned plant and not capable 
of economic operation as a separate and 
independent unit. · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I read a portion of 
section 19 of the Surplus Property Dispo
sal · Act: 

The Board-

Meaning the Surplus Property Board
in t:ooperation with the various disposal 
agencies, shall prepare and submit to the 
Congress within 3 months after the enact
ment of this act, a report as to each of the 
following classes of surplus property (not 
including any plant which cost the Govern
ment less than $5,000,000): 

Then there are listed 12 categories, as follows: 
DISPOSAL oF PLANTS namely, aluminum plants, magnesium 

plants, synthetic-rubber plants, chemical 
SEc.19. (a) The Board, in cooperation with plants, aviation-gasoline plants, iron and 

the various disposal agencies, ·Shall prepare steel plants, pipe lines, patents, aircraft 
and submit to the Congress within 3 months 
after enactment of this act, a report as to plants, shipyards, transportation facili-
each of the following classes of surplus prop- ties, and radio and electrical equipment. 
erty (not including any plant which cost It is provided in section 19 that these 
the Government less thari $5,000,000): (1) reports shall contain information de-
Aluminum plants and facilities; (2) magne· scribing the amoun~, cost, and location 
sium plants and facilities; (3) synthetic-rub- of the property, outlining the economic 
ber plants and facillties; (4) chemical plants 1 and facilities; (5) aviation-gasoline plants p:·ob ems which ·may be created by the 
and facilities; (6) iron and steel plants and disposition of the property, and setting 
facilities; (7) pipe lines and facilities used forth a plan or program for the care and 
for transporting oil; (8) patents, processes, handling, disposition, and use of the 
techniques, and inventions, except such as property. 
are necessary to the operation of the plants I invite the attention of the Senate to 
and facilities herein listed; (9) aircraft the fact that that law became effective on 
plants and facilities and aircraft and air• 
craft parts; (10) shipyards and fac1llties; October 3, 1944. The report provided 
(11) transportation facilities; and (12) radio for in the act has not yet been submitted. 
and electrical equipment: • I do not blame the Surplus Property 

(A) Describing the amount, cost, and lo· Board, because there were great diffi
cation of the property and setting forth other culties involved in the creation of that 
descriptive information relative to the use Board. Two members of the Board were 
of the property; nominated. Their nominations were re-

(B) outlining the economic problems that ferred to the Committee on Military 
may be created by disposition of the prop· Affairs. The Committee on Military 
erty; 

(C) setting forth a plan or j5rogram for the Affairs spent weeks in a careful examina-
care and handling, disposition, and use of tion of the qualifications of the nominees. 
the property consistent with the policies and I invite attention particularly to the fact 
objectives set forth in this act. that it was the standing Committee on 

(b) In the event that it is not possible h t 
within such period to prepare and submit Military Affairs whic had jurisdic ion 
a complete report to the Congress as to any over those nominations, just as it was the 
class of property, the Board shall submit standing Committee on Military Affairs 
an interim report 3 months after the enact- which reported the bill. 
ment of this act, and shall submit a com- - Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
plete report ·as soon thereafter as possible: Senator yield? 
If the Board determines that it is desirable 
to alter or change any such plan or program Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. · 
or to prepare a report on any other class of Mr. LUCAS. The resolution which is 
property, it shall prepare in accord~nce with under consideration directs tbe com
the provlsions of this subsection and sub· mittee "to make a full and complete 
mit to the Congress an additional report, study and investigation with r~spect to 
setting forth the altered or changed plan or ' the disposal of surplus Government 
program or a plan or program relating to the 
new class of property. property and related problems. The 

(c) Whenever the Board may deem 1t to committee shall report to the Senate, 
~~ in th~ interest of the objectives o~ this_·- 1.rom time to time, the results of its 
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studies and investigations under this res4 
olution, together with such recommenda4 
tions as it may deem desirable." 

What I wish to ask the able Senator 
is whether he believes that under that 
language the Committee on Military Af4 
fairs, which is one of the standing legis4 
lative committees of the Senate, would 
have full power or authority to make 
any type or kind of investigation with 
respect to the disposition of surplus 
prope,rty? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Under that lan4 
guage it certainly would have. The 
resolution was drafted by the drafting 
servicE' of the Senate. The purpose was, 
of course, to continue the powers which 
had been previously vested in the special 
subcommittee headed by the distin4 
guished junior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. MuRRAYL At the beginning of this 
session the Senator from Montana re4 
signed as chairman of that subcommit4 
tee, and without solicitation upon my 
part I was made chairman of . the sub
committee. It was the express desire of 
the chairman of the subcommittee and 
of the chairman of the· full committee, 
as fell as of other members, that I ac
cept the responsibility of continuing 
this work. 

I should like to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that, in conform
ity with what I understood to be the de
sire of the leadership of tRe Senate, and 
in conformity with what I deemed to be 
sound practice in senatorial committee 
work, I directed that this resolution be 
drafted in such form that the subcom
mittee should not be an independent en4 
tity, but should operate under the au4 
thority of the full Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. Moreover, it was so drafted 
that all expenditures would have to be 
made by authority of the chairman of 
the committee, or the chairman of the 
subcommittee, if he were designated for 
that purpose by the chairman. In other 
words, every care was taken in drafting 
this resolution to place in the hands of 
the standing committee, which has juris
diction over such legislation, the re4 
sponsibility of keeping in touch with the 
policy of disposal of surplus property. If 
any amendment of the act is suggested, 
it will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I agree with what the 

Senator says with respect to a standing 
committee pursuing any investigation 
of this kind which it undertakes. I be
lieve that is the way the Senate intended 
these investigations to be conducted
rather than by special committees, un
less something unusual is involved or is 
developed. 

My last observation in connection 
with the resolution is that if the reso
lution is adopted and the Military Affairs 
Committee takes jurisdiction over the 
investigation of all matters pertaining to 
surplus property, it seems to be that the 
special committees which have hereto
'fore been taking jurisdiction ought to 
, confer with the Senator's committee and 
•inform it what they have done up to the 
present time, the special committees 
.should then cease and desist, and permit 

the Committee on Military Affairs to have 
complete jurisdiction over surplus prop4 
erty disposal. Witnesses from the vari4 
ous departments should not be brought 
here one day to testify before one com
mittee, the second day to testify before 
another committee, and the third day 
to testify before the subcommittee of the 
Senator from Wyoming. I think the 
Senator will agree with me on that 
matter. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I quite agree that 
we should so conduct our affairs in the 
Senate as to conserve the time and the 
energy of the various agencies. 

Let me say, furthermore, with respect 
to the amount of money which was pro
vided for in the resolution as reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs
namely, $25,000-that the purpose of 
writing that provision into the measure 
was to enable the Committee on Military 
Affairs to stand upon its own feet and 
to employ its own staff, not to be de
pendent on any agency outside the 
Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to the Sen4 
ator that what he has just said expresses 
my sentiments. It is in line with the 
resolution, adopted a moment ago, which 
was offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. WHERRY]. Certainly the Senate 
should have the courage, whe!l it adopts 
a resolution of this kind, to appropriate 
sufficient money to enable the employ4 
ment of the staff which is needed if 
the investigation is to .be carried on, 
rather than to have to depend upon an 
agency of the executive branch of the 
Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator ·yield, to permit me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I am very happy 
to yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. With regard to this 
resolution, I should like to make a brief 

.statement. The Special Committee on 
Postwar Economic Policy and Planning, 
of which I have the honor to be chair4 
man, early undertook three rather ex
haustive studies. The first relates to 
contract termination, plant clearance, 
and so forth; the second relates to sur
plus property disposal; and the third 
relates to reconversion and demobiliza
tion. 

I introduced jointly with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MuRRAY], who at 
that time was head of a subcommittee 
of the .Committee on Military Affairs, 
two or three bills. The legislation which 
was recommended by tlle Special Com
mittee on Postwar Economic Policy and 
Planning found expression in the first 
bill, namely, the bill providing for con
tract termination and settlement, plant 
clearance, and so foith. Controversy 
arose over the second bill,_ which reached 
the floor of the Senate, but finally a bill 
which was reported by the Finance Com
mittee was in substance pressed. It re
lated to demobilization and reconver
sion. The third bill related to surplus 
property disposal, the matter now under 
discussion. That bill, of course, went to 
the legislative committee having juris
diction, to wit, the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs, as the first-mentioned bill 
likewise did. The bill relating to surplus 
propert;y: qisposal, which actual-ly passed 

tbe Senate, was in many respects un
like the bill I introduced, but I still as..: 
sumed that the special committee-not 
being a legislative committee, but a policy 
committee-retained its interest in the 
general subject, and I urge upon the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Wyo
ming that when he becomes chairman of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, he likewise b~ing a 
member of the Special Committee on 
Postwar Economic Policy and Planning, 
he follow this subject of surplus-property 
disposal, because I realized when we 
passed the bill, Mr. President-! think I 
may say frankly as expressing my own 
view-that the legislation was by no 
means perfect. It was so recognized by 
the proponents of the particular measure 
which passed the Senate and finally came' 
out of conference, because it provided 
expressly for reports from the Board 
when it should be set up and organized. 

So it was at my request, in part, acting 
with the distinguished Senator from Wy
oming, the chairman· of the subcommit-

. tee of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that the legislative committee renewed 
its inte.rest in this particular phase-arid 
it is a very important one-of our gen
eral economic picture. 

I should have gladly placed at his dis
posal any staff which was available to 
me as chairman of the special commit
tee, but that committee has never or
ganized a large staff; in fact, it has fol
lowed a policy of not organizing a regu
lar staff, but of simply organizing tern-' 
porarily a very meager staff to do special 
jobs. · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator permit me to interrupt him, 
so that I may point out that the Sena4 
tor designated me to be chairman of a 
Special Subcommittee on Industrial Re
organization of his full committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is correct. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. That subcommit

tee, upen which sit the distinguished se
nior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LUCAs] 
and the distinguished senior Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN], has on sev
eral occasions held joint sessions with 
the subcommittee of the Military Affairs 
Committee for the precise purpose of 
avoiding duplication of demands upon 
the time of executive officers of the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from 
Wyoming is correct. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I should also add 
that the staff of the Special Committee 
on Postwar Policy and Planning has par
ticipated in all those hearings and has 
contributed materially to the work of 
the two subcommittees. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was about to add 
that, Mr. President. I should like to say 
that the legislative committee which has 
charge of this general subject is the Com
mittee on Military Affairs, and that is 
where the legislation has to be shaped, 
of course. I do not think there is any 
more important question before the Con
gress, or any more important question, 
really, before the country at this time, 
than the proper disposition of the vast 
amount of surplus property accumulat
ing in connection with the J?rosecution 
of this war. ·Tberefore, I was particu
larly interested, with the chairman of the 
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subcommittee of the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs, in not only pursuing but in 
keeping in constant touch with the de
velopments, because my own view now is 
that some additional legislation un
doubtedly will be enacted before the sur
plus property problem can properly be 
handled. 
. Mr. O'MAHONEY. I thank the Sen
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. President, I may add that the 
members of the Surplus Property Board 
have indicated to me their desire to have 
an opportunity to come before this com
mittee at intervals for the purpose of 
laying before the Congress and the coun
try the plans and methods they have in 
mind. 

Let me add one more word, Mr. Presi
(ient, and I shall be through. I wish to 
have the Senate understand that the 
Comtnittee on Military Affairs and this 
subcommittee do not.conceive their duty 
to be of an inquisitorial character. There 
1s· no purpose on the part of this com
!nittee to hale officers of the executive 
branch of the Government before it for 
the purpose of creating a Roman holi
day. Nor is there any purpose on the 
part of the committee, or any member of 
it, to bring before it members of indus
try for the purpose of harassing or in
timidating them. The whole concept of 
the study is a constructive one and not 
an investigatorial one. We are looking 
toward the prevention of evils and mis
takes rather than to the investigation 
of mistakes which have already been 
made. So, Mr. President, the commit
tee should not be regarded as one which 
will only investigate. It is a committee 
which will study the proper policy which 
the Government should follow. I believe 
that although the duties are onerous, 
and I should personally very- much wel
come being shorn of responsibility in 
connection with them; nevertheless, I 

. conceive of no duty which the Congress 
owes to the people of the United States 
to be greater than that of making sure 
that the policy which controls the dis
posal of surplus war property shall be 
wise and fully understood by the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I believe it to be advisable on my part 
to make a few remarks in regard to the 
work of this subcommittee, inasmuch as 
It was my responsibility not to have ap
pointed it originally, but to have ap
pointed it since the adoption of the Sur
plus Property Act. 

, It will be remembered that a long time 
ago, when the defense program was es
tablished, and when the Munitions Con
trol Board was set up, the Senate adopted 
a provision for the purpose of enabling 

. Congress to be kept informed with ref
, erence to what the Munitions Control 
Board was doing, and to have on the 
Board the chairman of the Foreign Re
lations Committee of the Senate, and the 
ch~irman of the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee of the House. In the conference 

1 
that provision was disagreed to, and a 

. substitute adopted to the effect that the 
)3oard should report from time to time 
to Congress. 

When the strategic materials bill be
came law many persons were frightened 
~t the possible accumulation of stoc~ 

piles and the storing of supplies, because 
they believed they might be used by some 
Government agency in a way which would 
upset the economy of our country. Pop
ular as the Strategic Materials Act has 
become, it should be remembered that it 
was not popular in its early stages; that 
industry was frightened by it, and that 
the very persons who are strongly in 
favor of the act today, and who under
stand it, opposed the measure when it 
was originally introduced. 

The technique of requiring reports to 
be made to Congress cannot be as young 
as some believe it to be, because it has 
been invoked ever since our Government 
was founded, and the method of keep
ing track of the agencies of government 
whose functions affect the economy of 
the American people was written into 
many acts. 

The committee, under the chairman
ship of the Senator from ·Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], which had to do with the post
war economic problems, is not a legisla
tive committee, but it is thinking in ex
actly the same way that the Congress 
of the United States thought, namely, 
that it should be kept informed with 
reference to what was betng done by 
governmental agencies which might af
fect the economy of all the people. That 
is the great broad concept which is in
volved. 

Mr. President, in connection with the 
two laws which have been mentioned to
day, namely, the contract settlement law 
and the surplus property law, there has 
been placed upon a Senate committee the 
responsibility of receiving reports from 
time to time from the agencies which are 
administering those laws. All those re
ports have been sent to the Military Af
fairs Committee. The chairman of that 
committee has asked each agency to 
summarize its report, and the report has 
been put into the RECORD so that all 
Members of the Senate could follow ex
actly what was being done. It seemed 
to the chairman of the committee that if 
we could, by wise appointment of com
mittee members, bring about a sort of 
dovetailing of the legislative activities 
with the activities of the postwar plan
ning group, it would be wise to do so. 
Originally the committee dealing with 
contract settlements and with other 
problems, was composed of only three 
members. When the Surplus Property 
Act came into being, the committee was 
enlarged to five members because it was 
realized how important its work could 
be. The chairman of the subcommittee. 
of the Military Affairs Committee is a 
member of the George committee. In 
that way there is constantly in the minds 
of all concerned the economic condition 
of all the people . 

Now, a word or two with reference to 
surplus property. Contract settlements 
have been progressing to the satisfaction 
Qf Congress, the administrators, and in
dustry generally. Progress has been 
satisfactory primarily because every per-

- aon who takes part in the negotiation 
9f a contract settlement realizes that it 
~a public affair, and that something will 
be said to the Congress about what is 
being done. So far so good. , 

Then came the Surplus Property Act. 
Mr. President, there were lengthy hear-: 

ings held on the original surplus prop
erty bill. In one of those hearings a 
question was asked about how surplus 
property would be distributed. Such 
property belongs to the people of the 
United States. It represents such a 
great quantity that if it were suddenly 
dumped on the market it would result in 
upsetting practically every going con
cern in the United States. The commit
tee was told that it would be the objec
tive of the Administrator of Surplus 
Property to convert the surplus prop
erty into cash as soon as possible and 
liquidate it. Mr. President, that prop
erty was estimated to amount to approxi
mately $100,000,000,000 in value. It con
sists of nearly everything imaginable. 
Some persons believe that practically all 
the articles embraced in the term "sur
plus property" are worth while in the 
economy of our ~ountry. For example, 
there is land,· in connection with which 
veterans preferences must be considered. 
An attempt will be made to reintegrate 
veterans into civilian life. There are 
great plants which have been established 
primarily for war purposes. I am think
ing now of one plant, for example, which 
was built for one single purpose, namely, 
to manufacture one type of airplane 
which was to be used in wartime. A 
great amount of money was spent on the 
plant, but the purposes for which the 
plant was constructed have already been 
fulfilled, and the plant is to be liquidated. 

There are -other kinds of plants the 
operation of which affects the basic econ
omy of our country, and which involves 
the use of strategic materials, so that in 
case of an attack we can carry on under 
the theory of-to use a military term
defense in depth. It was realized that 
in case of an invasion of the United 
States our industries had not been de
veloped in a strategic way, but had been 
developed basically with the understand
ing that they would be peacetime plants 
quite as well as wartime plants. 

The point I desire to make is that each 
plant probably presents a different prob
lem and each type of surplus property 
present a different problem. There .will 
have to be a board set up, as a board has 
been set up, to handle these affairs from 
day to day, but the responsibility to see 
that they are administered properly rests 
with the Congress of the United States 
and the reports have been made to our 
committee. 

Mr. President, it has been said that the 
Surplus Property Act was not a P:;trticu
larly good act. The conference com
mittee consisting of members of the Mili
tary Affairs Committee and members of 
the House committee which had charge 
of the matter-it was not the Military 
A1Iairs Committee, 1f I may correct the 
Senator from Wyoming-worked not for 
1 week, not for 2 weeks, but for several 
weeks. All the time basically in -our 
minds was the thought that this prop
erty belonged to the people of the United 
States and was to be disposed of in such 
a way that it would be helpful to the 
people of the United States and not ruin 
them. We all took our work seriously, 
Mr. President, and we felt that we had 
done a pretty good job. 

Now I wish to emphasize the point 
that if this subcommittee of the Military - ·- .... - .. - ' 
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Affairs Committee, which is now one of 
the strongest subcommittees of the Mili
tary Affairs Committee, thinks of its job 
as one of trying tl> hinder the proper 
transfer of this property, of course it is 
carrying on its work in the wrong way, 
and the chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee would want to correct that, 
and would put the matter up to the whole 
committee to see that it was corrected. 
If it is not the sense of the Senate of 
the United States that a standing com
mittee should keep track of-I will put 
it in that way rather than to say super
vise or investigate-and be informed so 
that when a question is asked, what about 
this and what about that, someone with 
the background and knowledge may an
swer, that is one thing. 

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

The PRESIDING OFF~CER. Does the 
Senator from ·Utah yield to the Senator 
from Tilinois? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I think the statement 

just made by the able Senator from Utah 
is exceedingly constructive. It is wei! 
that we have now a clear understanding 
of what the committee expects to do. 
It is my belief that those who are going 
to sell and those who are going to buy 
surplus property will shun negotiation if 
there is a continuous investigation. I 
believe the committee should do just 
exactly what the Senator says, that is 
supervise and not intimidate and inves- . 
tigate and interrogate constantly. Both 
the Senator from Utah and the Senator 
from Wyoming have told the Senate and 
the country that this is not going to be 
an inquisitorial group, but rather an ap
proach from the standpoint of aiding 
the Government agencies and aiding the 
industries in order that the taxpayers 
of America may get the most out of the 
salvage which may be possible. This is · 
the kind of cooperation which will bring 
results. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 
To show what happened ·after the last 
war, I might mention that practically 
every person who had to do with the 
retail sale of blankets in the United 
States at that ttme was put out of busi
ness. He could not sell blankets. Why? 
Because the Army and Navy dumped 
blankets onto the market. Stores which 
were called Army and Navy Stores, or 
some name of that kind, grew up in 
every part of the United States. Sheets 
needed by hospitals were disposed of to 
such stores. It was extremely hard for 
a school to get an airplane engine which 
had become obsolete, so far as its use in 
an airplane was concerned, in order that 
the school might use it for study in its 
automotive engineering course and 
courses of that kind. 

All these things are in the minds of 
the committee today. We do not want 
business hurt; we want it helped. I am 
sure the chairman of the subcommittee 
knows that during the next few years 
the problems facing the country will be 
greater than they have been during the 
period of mobilization for war. War 
activity is simple compared with getting 
back to peace activity, and our country 
will be wrecked if we are not careful. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, and 
I so reported to the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The commit
tee gets all the reports. It receives ver
bal reports and presents written reports 
to the Senate. 

I wish to emphasize again that in the 
disposal, for instance, of plants we have 
a special injunction put upon us, and 
Congress is going to know about such 
things, regardless of how they may be 
disposed of. If there is conflict in ad
ministration I do not know of any other 
way it can be straightened out. 

In an investigation the other day it 
was not certain whether the Defense 
Plant Corporation could do certain 
things without consulting the Surplus 
Property Board. In my opinion it is 
clear; I know what to do; and it seems 
to me that the place to come to get a 
sanction, so to speak, for some action is 
to a committee of Congress, a committee 
that is more or less informed. 

Mr. President, those are the idealistic 
considerations for the continuation of 
this subcommittee. If the subcommittee 
should get out of rein, if ·it should pro
pose something which would interfere, 
then, of course, it should be stricken 
down. That is contrary, however, to 
what is in the minds of the Military 
Affairs Committee. If it cannot be help
ful to the Government, if it cannot be 
helpful to the people, no one wants a 
committee of that kind, and no one 
would accuse the chairman or a Member 
of the Senate of the United States with 
having any idea of that kind. Above all, 
this committee should not take sides in 
regard to the disposal of property. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator ~ield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. One more 
point, and I shall be glad to yield. There 
. are also the requirements of the 
law which bring into the picture another 
great institution of government, and 
that is the Department of Justice. Those 
are the types of things which make it 
necessary for us to have a clearinghouse 
here. I am glad now to yield to the Sen
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
comment of the Senator from Utah 
about the course that should be followed 
by the committee prompts me to ask 
him if, while he has been chairman of 
the Military Affairs Committee and the 
present chairman of the subcommittee 
has occupied that position, the subcom
mittee has said or done anything which 
in his judgment could be interpreted as 
hindering or obstructing either the exec
utive power or industry. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I know of 
nothing of that kind having been done 
by the subcommittee, but all sorts of 
statements have been made about the 
subcommittee as, of course, they are 
made about all of us at all times. Ques
tions are raised which are antagonistic 
instead of constructive, destructive in
stead of constructive; and then, of course, 
we all know that there are editorial writ
ings-! do not refer to the press-editori
al thinking and, above all, editorial gossip 
about what should be done. I think that 
the necessity of constructive action and 
the need of keeping these committees 

properly functioning outweigh any crit
icism which may be made. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I am 
rather reluctant to speak on this matter, 
in view of the fact that the distin
guished Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] and my distinguished col
league the senior Senator from Utah 
[Mr. THOMAS] both made such eloquent 
and persuasive pleas for the adoption of . 
Senate Resolution 129. 

We are told that there is not to be an 
investigation; that there is not to be an 
inquisition; that the committee is to be 
a supervisory committee. But one word 
stands out very significantly in the text 
of the resolution as to what the commit
tee is going to do, and the word that is 
used, notwithstanding the rather angelic 
promises made by the sponsors of the 
committee, is the word "investigation." 

Mr. President, as has been stated this 
afternoon time and. again, the Congress 
of the United States passed a surplus 
property disposal bill, and in that bill the 
Congress outlined the procedure which 
the administrative and executive depart
ment of the Government should follow 
in disposing of what is proclaimed to be 
surplus property. Even before the Sur
plus Property Board got under way, be
fore they had ever taken a step in the 
work of following the directions of the 
Congress as contained in the legislation, 
they were haled before this committee. 

Mr. President, I attended a session of 
the committee. I do not know whether 
it was the first one or not, but it was one 
of the early sessions held this year; 
Members of the Surplus Property Board 
were present, and an expert who had 
been employed by the Board to go into 
the steel plants which had been erected 
for war purposes was present. Regard
less of what has been said here today, 
those present were given to understand, 
if I could com'prehend the attitude of 
the committee, that the committee was 
going to have a great deal to do with 
even preliminary negotiations for the 
disposal of surplus property. · 

It has been stated here this afternoon 
time and again by my distinguished col
league the senior Senator from Utah, 
that these plants belong to the people of 
the Unitetl States. They do belong to 
the people of the United States, and the 
people of the United States are interested 
in their dispo~:;al, and the Congress of the 
United States, representing those people 
to whom reference has been made many 
times this afternoon, has already out
lined the policy. We have given the di
rectives by legislation to the Surplus 
Property Board, and to other Govern
ment agencies, as to how they shall pro
ceed in the disposal of this property. 

It was stated here by the distinguished 
Senator from Wyoming, I think, that the 
report called for in the surplus property 
legislation has not yet been :filed. It 
has not been filed, and in my opinion one 
of the principle reasons why it has not 
been filed is the activity of this commit
tee already taken, and I say that ad
visedly. I know that the very fact that 
this committee is created, the very fact 
that it has already begun its activities, 
is hampering, is impeding he disposal of 
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surplus war plants and other surplus 
property. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
~r. MURDOCK. I y~eld. 
Mr. AIKEN. I heard the Senator 

make reference to steel plants. If I re~ 
call correctly, the Defense Plant Cor~ 
poration constructed a large steel plant 
in the Senator's State, and I have heard 
that such high freight rates were estab
lished from that steel plant to the places 
where the steel might be used as to make 
the plant itself impracticable under the 
present freight rates. Can the Senator 
tell us anything about that, whether it 

·is a fact or not, that almost exorbitant 
freight rates are charged on the prod~ 
ucts of this steel plant? 

Mr. MURDOCK. . I would not say they 
are exorbitant, but they are too high. 
They should be reduced, and the Con
gress of the United States should see that 
they are reduced, so that a great indus
trial plant out there, a great industrial 
unit, around which the entire heavy in
dustry of the Pacific coast can be built 
and function in the postwar period, is 
disposed of while it is a going concern, 
and that it is disposed of under the legis~ 
lation we have written on the statute · 
books of this country. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is my understanding 
correct that unless the freight .rates were 
reduced the plant would have difficulty 
in competing with plants owned by com~ 
panies in the eastern section of the 
country? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think that without 
any question the freight rates must be 
reduced. I do not mean by that that the 
plant cannot compete even under present 
freight rates, but it is my opinion that 
fairness and equity in freight rates de~ 
mand that there be a reduction, a re~ 
duction to make the rates consistent with 
the freight rates throughout the entire 
counry, so that the plan, so far as freight 
rates are concerned, will be placed on a 
competitive basis with eastern plants. · 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator know 
why such high freight rates were fixed on 
the products of that plant? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think the 
freight rates have been specifically im~ 
posed on the products of this plant, I be~ 
lieve they were the rates which have pre~ 
vailed over a long period of time; but I 
am satisfied that the railroads will even~ 
tually put the rates on an equitable basis 
with other rates throughout the country. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. I should like to submit 

a parliamentary inquiry. I understand 
the Senators are discussing Senate reso~ 
lution 129. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is correct. 
Mr. WffiTE. It is my understanding 

that that resolution was reported only 
this morning, and in the ordinary course, 
under the rules of the Senate, it would 
go over. How does it come before the 
Senate at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is be~ 
fore the Senate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHITE. Was unanimous con~ · 
sent asked and given?. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not as 
to this particular resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. ~at is what I want to 
know: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
were five or six resolutions presented, 
and the others were adopted without 
objection. I think the Chair ruled that 
this would be open to objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Was unanimous con~ 
sent given for the present consideration 
of Senate resolution 129? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not as 
to this particular ,resolution. Therefore 
it would be open to objection. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to know 
- what has become of the appropriation 

bill that is supposed to be before the 
Senate? Has that beeri laid aside? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was 
not. The Chair will state what hap
pened with reference to it; The Senator 
from Mississippi had the floor, and he 
yielded to the Senator from lllinois [Mr. 
LucAs] for the specific purpose of re
porting some resolutions, with the un- . 
derstandi~ that he would not lose the 
floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I think 
it is s'o important that we should con~ 
tinue to work upon and reach a con~ 
elusion with respect to the pending ap~ 
propriation measure that I shall object 
to any unanimous-consent request for 
consideration of other matters. I object 
to the consideration of the resolution at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the Senator's objection, the resolution 
will go to the calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi~ 
dent, I trust that no objection will be 
made now which will take my colleague 
off the floor. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I 
have no objection to being taken off the 
.floor. I think it is highly important that 
the Senate continue with the appropri
ation bill now before it, instead of being 
detoured into consideration of an ap~ 
propriation for a special committee to 
conduct a special investigation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution will go to the calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre~ 
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed without amendment 
the following bill and joint resolution of 
the Senate: 

S. 937. An act to amend the act suspend
ing until June 30, 1945, the running of the 
statute of limitations applicable to v~olatio!ls 
of the antitrust laws, so as to continue such 
suspension until June 30, 1946; and 

S. J. Res. 65. Joint resolution to transfer to 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation the 
functions, powers, duties, and records of cer
tain corporations. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing vo_tes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 184) to continue 
the temporary increases in postal rates 
on first-class mat_ter, and for other pur-. 
poses. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU~ 
TIONS 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 
President pro tempore: 

S. 937. An act to amend the act suspendfng 
until June 30, 1945, the running of the stat
ute of limitations applicable to violations of 
the antitrust laws, so as to continue such 
suspension until June 30, 1946; 

H. R. 3035. An act to reclassify the salaries 
of postmasters, and employees of the postal 
service; to establish uniform procedures for 
computing compensation; and for other pur
poses; and 

H. J. Res. 184. Joint resolution to continue 
the temporary increases in post al rates on 
first-class matter, and for other purposes. 

WAR AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3368) making appro
priations for war agencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1946, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. BILBO] 
has the floor. · . 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BILBO. For what purposes, may 
I ask? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, without taking the Senator 
from Mississippi from the floor, and 
without interfering in any way with his 
present status, I ask unanimous consent 
that the pending bill be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 3550 
making appropriations for the Military 
Establishment for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1946, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object, will the Senator 
state again the nature of the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It is the 
bill making appropriations for the Mili~ 
tary Establishment, and if it is not passed 
by Saturday night there will be no 
money at all to support the military. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the military appro~ 
priation bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. WHITE. I shall not object. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Unless 

the bill is passed by midnight Saturday, 
Mr. President, there will not be a penny 
to support the armed forces throughout 
the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Oklahoma? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, unless 
the bill we are now considering is passed 
by the same date, there will not be a 
penny for the many war agencies pro
vided for in House bill 3368. I object 
for the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec~ 
tion is made. 

The Senator from Mississippi has the 
floor. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President I am sorry 
but not surprised because the Senator 
who objected to the request just· made 
is planning to defeat a measure provid
~ng for 16 other agencies and why not 
1 more. So I am not surprised. 
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- Mr. President yesterday evening when 
the Senate recessed the Senator from 
New Mexico and I were sent away with 
the injunction from our beloved friend 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc
KELLAR] to pray-to pray that the Lord 
might direct us in some way to extricate 
ourselves from the present complica
tions which confront us. I do not know 
·what my friend the Senator from New 
' Mexico1 did, but I did pray. The only 
response I had or have is that still small 
voice that seems to say to me, "Well 
done, thou good and faithful servant. 
Go on and do not weary in well-doing." 
·Therefore, I shall proceed. 

I call the attention of Senators to a 
statement made by the National Eco
nomic Council of New York City telling 
us what is behind this bill: 

The past year or two a wave of propaganda 
has demanded the enactment by Congress 
and the several States of so-called antidis
crimination laws. 

The assumption of many persons is that 
these measures are a. generous and timely 
effort that will bring contentment to all the 
people. But there is impressive evidence that 
they are, ·instead, merely one more attempt of 
the Communists to stir up trouble. 

I told the Senate yesterday where this 
movement originated. It came from the 
brain of A. Philip Randolph, and Eugene 
Davidson, and Mayor LaGuardia, and 
·Aubrey Williams, and it is well known 
.what influences that crowd has been op
erating under. 

There undoubtedly is some discrimination 
against many Negroes-

That, Mr. President, has been happen
. ing for 300 years, and I am wondering if 
' those behind this movement think they 
' are going to stop it overnight with the 
enactment of thl} kind of legislation they 
propose. 

There is no one in the Senate who sym- . 
pathizes with the Negroes more than I 
do. I know that for 300 years, since they 
have been on the American soil, they 
have been discriminated against: They 
were discriminated against sorely before 
'Abraham Lincoln's Emancipation Proc
lamation, and since then they have been 
discriminated against, and they will be 
discriminated against for the next 500 
years or 1,000 years, if permitted to live 
or if they decide to continue to live side 
by side with the white men in this coun
try. There is only one way that the 
Negro can escape this discrimination, 
and that is by voluntarily returning to 
his fatherland, west Africa. 

Oh, but it is said that this move is in 
the interest of the war effort. I have a 
petition signed by a number of Negroes 
from the South, as well as by a few quis
ling whites. They say that this legis
lation is necessary for the war effort. 
Why? How does it affect the war effort? 
Mr. Ross, the head of the organization, 
admits that he has no power. He admits 
that his 115 employees are just a bunch 
of happy sugar boys going out over the 
country dishing out lollypops. They can
not do any good. They have not dope 
any good. They have done nothing but 
stir up friction, and they have been re-

sponsible for some of the worst strikes 
we have had in the country. I know of 
some of the disturbances they have 
brought about in the South, and I shall 
read about them to the Senate later. 
Instead of helping the war effort they 
have injured the war -effort. 

It is said that the enactment of the 
proposed legislation will give us more 
labor to manufacture more machinery, 
-munitions, and tools of death. Mr. 
President, there has been no shortage 
anywhere of labor to carry on except re
cently we had a shortage of shipbuilders 
on the Pacific coast, and that was brought 
·about by reason of the idea that was en
tertained prematurely that the war was 
about over, and a number of workers 
went back to their old jobs to obtain em
ployment which was more or less per
manent. But even that situation has 
been resolved. 

Today in Detroit and in Chicago strikes 
are in progress. There is an abundance 
of labor. There is no shortage of labor 
in any of the essential industries of the 
country engaged in making t~e materials 
necessary to complete the job in which 
we are engaged in the South Pacific and 
in Japan. 
· There is undoubtedly some discrimination 
against many _Negroes and to a certain ex
tent against many Jews. 

That is natural, that is true, and it 
will continue to be true on and on, re
gardless of any fool communistic concept 
of legislation such as the FEPC. 

But such discrimination is in large part 
merely the expression by the 117,000,000 non
Negroes and non-Jews of their choice of em
ployees or fellow employees, or companions 
or associates. Such choice is, in the very 
nature of things, a part of liberty itself. 

Let me read that again: 
But such discrimination is in large part 

merely the expression by the 117,000,000 non
Negroes and non-Jews of their choice of em
ployees or fellow employees, or companions 
or associates. Such choice is, in the very 
nature of things, a part of liberty itself. 

Is any Member of this body so foolish 
as to think that we can legislate and 
control the tastes, appetites, wishes, and 
preferences of the people? It is a fool 
proposition. Under the terms of the bill 
sponsored in the House by Mrs. NORTON, 
the powers are so far reaching that if 
the bill were passed, enforcement agents 
would come up to Capitol Hill and make 
the rounds of the Senate Oifice Building. 
They might come into some Senator's of
fice and say, "You are violating the anti
discrimination law. You have no one 
employed in your oifice except white per
sons. You are discriminating against 
Negroes. You -do not employ any Jews. 
·You are discriminating against Jews. 
You had better get a colored girl for a 
stenographer, and you had better slip in 
a few Jews, too, or you will suffer the 
pains and penalties of the law, even tf 
you are a Senator." Senators are sup
posed to obey the laws they make. 

You may pass this fool law if you so 
desire, and you may attempt such an en
forcement as I have outlined; but if such 
enforcement is undertaken, I do not be-

lieve there will be found to be as many 
law-abiding Senators as one might think. 

Negroes and Jews in the United States have 
had greater opportunities than in any other 
country on earth. 

Let that sink in. 
Negroes and Jews in the United States 

have ha~ greater opportunities than in any 
other country on earth. On the day the New 
York legislative committees held a hearing 
on an antidiscrimination bill the New York 
papers carried long articles telling of the 
election of a Negro as president of the Bar 
Association of Dutchess County, N. Y., and 
mentioning incidentally that his daughter 
is a justice of the domestic relations court 
in New York City. 

Since I have been a Member of the 
Senate we have confirmed the nomina
tions of many members of the Federal 
judiciary who were Negroes; yet we talk 
about discrimination. They are receiv
ing great consideration in this country. 

But that is not what this measure is 
intended to do. It is not .intended to do 
away with discrimination. It is a smooth 
deliberate plan and scheme to integrate 
the Negro race into the life of the Ameri
can laboring world. It is one step in the 
great drive for social equality, social com
-mingling, social intermingling, inter
marriage-interbreeding, if you please. 

It is said that there is a noted Negro 
church in this city in which no Negro is 
welcome as a member of that flock if 
he is coal-black. He must be a "high 
brown" to be welcome as a member. That 
shows the dream and the scheme behind 
it all. 

Increasing numbers of Negroes are con
stantly attaining distinction in many fields. 
There is less reason now for antidiscrimina
tion laws than there might have been 10, 20, 
or 30 years ago. 

I wonder why somebody did not think 
about this damn-fool law in the First 
World War. The Communists had not 
yet obtained control of this country. 
Their influence was not strong during 
the other war, and no one thought about 
it. 

The situation has been steadily improving 
in that slow but sure way which is the 
soundest way of all, but which apparently 
annoys the zealots and fanatics who wish 
to see any situation they think wrong 
righted overnight. 

As I told the Newspaper Guild the other 
day in a telegram, if they continue try
ing to promote these fool communistic 
concepts and crank ideas through Con
gress, the American people will become 
fed up with it, there will be a revolution, 
and we will liquidate the whole damnable 
crowd. · 

And many good citizens, who have lacked 
opportunity really to study the matter, are 
today being misled by these very fanatics, 
.and by an alien-minded element with aims 
and purposes of its own. 

It would be interesting to examine the 
pay rolls of some of the New Deal bu
reaus, including the FEPC, and deter
mine the genealogy of the employees on 
the pay roll, and where they come from. 
We could then understand why it is a 
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fertile field for such alien ideas and 
concepts. 

Most Americans regret the existence of any 
discrimination. 

I think that is true. I do not like to 
see the Negro discriminated against. 
But when I say that I think the Negro 
ought to be segregated, Judge Hastie, 
Roy Wilkins, Dr. DuBois, and many of 
the white quislings say that segregation 
is discrimination. They lie. It is not. 
Segregation is a natural law. It is the 
natural way of doing things. We prac
tice segregation in connection with many 
things. On the floor of the Senate we 
segregate Senators. We make the Re
publicans sit over yonder, and the Dem
ocrats over here. Are we discriminat
ing? According to Judge Hastie, Roy 
Wilkins, Dr. DuBois, and all the intel
ligentsia Negroes and their newspapers, 
that is discrimination. Are we discrim
inating against Republicans, or are the 
Republicans discriminating against the 
Democrats? Inasmuch as the Demo
crats are in the majority and in control, 
I suppose we are guilty of discrimination, 
and I apologize to my friends on the op
posite side of the aisle for discriminat
ing against them because we have segre
gated them over on that side. But many 
Negroes and white quislings go crazy 
when we say that Negroes shall eat here 
and whites shall eat there. They call 
that discrimination. That is not dis
crimination. I want to see the Negroes 
have the best churches in the country. 
I want them to have good schools. I 
want them to have good colleges and 
universities. I want them to have good 
homes. I li~ to see them own their own 
homes and lands. I am glad to see them 
have their own playgrounds; ball parks, 
and swimming pools; but I do not want 
them to be messing around and puddling 
around in the water in my swimming 
pool. 

Mr. President, there was a great meet
ing the other day in New York, for the 
purpose of inaugurating a campaign to 
compel the admission of Negro players 
into the major league baseball teams
the outfit Which HAPPY CHANDLER is go
ing to run. I think one of the most dis
graceful things that we tolerate in Amer
ican life is prize fights between Negroes 
and white men. I do not want to say it 
publicly, but I will state it as a fact, that 
when I see a white man go into the ring 
with a Negro, in a boxing contest, I am 
for the Negro; I want him to win every 
time; I want him to knock hell out of the 
white man. It is purely a question of 
physical strength, and the Negro has be
hind him the strength of giants in Africa 
for 3,000 years, and he is supposed to be 
strong and stout and able to knock a 
home run. The white man, through his 
culture, his education, and his training, 
has not put so much stress upon the 
physical side as he has upon the mental 
and moral side, for the laS$ 3,900 years. 

I now read further from the pamphlet:. 
True education, patience, and greater em

phasis on the Christian quality of charity 
(that is, good will) will accelerate the im
provement in race relations tha1; has long 
been noted, but to resort to compulsion by 

legislation is not the remedy. That wm set 
the clock back-and will probably do worse. 
The eighteenth amendment proved that. 

The eighteenth amendment was the 
one by which we tried to make the whole 
darn country sober overnight, by taking 
whisky away from the people. The 
thing would not work. Now we have a lot 
of these so-called liberals and fanatics 
who think they are going to revolu
tionize the conceptions and culture and 
ideals of the American gentile white man 
which have existed for a thousand years, 
and they think they will do it overnight 
by an act of Congress. Why, Mr. Presi
dent, it is getting so that every alley rat 
and town rat and field rat-a lot of fa
natics-will come to Washington and will 
say, "Let's introduce a bill in Congress.'' 
A lot of them think they have a Supreme 
Court which will sustain anything they 
want. 

To the Senators who favor the cam
paign which now is under way, ·I say, 
"If you succeed in the campaign you are 
now making, I will have to meet it. I 
will have to :fight fire with fire, and I 
will have to have the legislative counsel 
prepare a bill, which I will introduce, 
to prohibit the intermarriage of whites 
and blacks in all the States of the Union." 

I think my friend the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER] and other Sen
ators will vote for it. I have as much 
right to go to New York and tell the white 
people there that they should protect 
the integrity and blood of their race by 
not permitting intermarriage between 
the whites and the blacks, rather than to 
permit the destruction of both races, as 
they have to come to Mississippi and tell 
me, "You cannot have a poll tax." What 
is the difference? 

Now they are coming down to Missis
sippi and are going to tell every man who 
is employing ·six or more persons that he 
must employ some Jews, some Catholics, 
some Negroes, some Poles, and some 
Italians. Employers will be told, "You 
must not discriminate; give them all a 
break." In other words, they are going 
to regulate our taste and our smell, if 
you please; I will put it that way. 

I read further from the pamphlet: 
We submit herewith an offset copy of a 

pamphlet published in 1935 by the Workers 
Library Publishers. 

That is the publishing concern of the 
Communist Party in the United States. 

I read further from the pamphlet: 
A perusal of this suggests the likelihood 

that the antidiscrimination campaign for 
which many good people, including church 
organizations, have fallen is of wholly alien 
origin. 

This National Economic Council of 
New York insists that the campaign is of 
alien origin, and I think the council is 
right about it. 

By the way, there is another bill which 
I wish to introduce in the Congress if we 
are going to have a wave of fanatical leg
islation. I do not think Congress has 
any right to do it, but I think I should 
introduce the bill. It is along another 
line. I am not going to let the Negroes 
and whites marry anywhere in the 
United St~tes, under my law. l'here are 

19 States which permit it today. My 
State has a law prohibiting the inter
marriage of members of the white Cau
casian race with members of the Mon
golian race. We do not propose to mix 
with the Japs or the Chinese. Yet we 
have a noted lady going around the coun
try preaching the intermarriage of the 
Mongolians and the white Caucasians of 
America-Miss Pearl Buck; all of you 
have heard of her. That is her idea; 
she thinks that is one way to straighten 
out the Chinese question. 

The other bill which I am thinking of 
introducing is a bill to prohibit the edu
cation of whites and blacks in the same 
schools. We do not permit it in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and there are no 
States south of the Mason and Dixon's 
line which permit the mixing of the races 
in the schoolrooms. Why not pass a na
tional law prohibiting any of the States 
from doing it? Certainly those who have 
been trying to cram these ideas down 
the throats of my people will not object; 
they will be good sports about it. If they 
are going to do this to me in Mississippi, 
then let me walk into their States and 
tell them that they are not going to send 
their children to a Negro school; they 
are not going to mix them; they are 
not going to seat a sweet little white girl 
of 10 or 15 years of age on a bench in a 
schoolroom with a young Negro bo'y 10 
or 15 years old. 

Of course, i:n Philadelphia, they have 
Negro teachers over white children. At 
that impressionable, tender age, Mr. 
President, you understand, the white 
thildren have Negro teachers standing 
over them and teaching them. We know 
how natural it is for the young child to 
love and admire and worship and make a 
hero out of the teacher, and when that 
child goes out into life, we know what its 
attitude will be; and we know how easy it 
is to break over the line, socially, with 
the result of intermarriage and inter-
breeding. · 

I read further from the pamphlet: 
"The Negroes in a Soviet America," as the 

reader will see, is a direct incitement by 
the Communists to bloody revolt against the 
white people of the United States, urging 
them to set up a Soviet form of government 
and affiliate with Soviet Russia. The fore
word on page 2 urges social equality as "a 
minimum desire" of the Negro. 

That is urged as a minimum desire. 
I read further: 
On page 35 1s the statement "The Negro 

people can find inspiration in the revolu
tionary attempts of Gabriel, Denmark Vesey, 
Nat Turner * * * '.' etc.; and upon con
sulting volume XIV of Albert Bushnell 
Hart's History of the American Nation, it 
Will be found that two at least of these Ne
groes were the leaders in Negro revolts in 
which scores of white men, women, and chil
dren were mercilessly slaughtered. 

I have before me a copy of the Com. 
munistic document to which he refers. 
It will be interesting to read; Senators 
should read it. Perhaps they would find 
out something about what they are do
ing and what they are supporting here. 

On page 38 is the statement that "any act 
of discrimination, or of prejudice against a. 
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Negro will become a crime under the revo
lutionary law? 

That is what some would say now. I 
repeat: 

Any act of discrimination or of prejudice 
against a Negro will become a crime under 
the revolutionary law. 

The antidiscrimination bills carry out this 
idea precisely. 

At the present moment, of course, the 
Communist · technique has changed-it 
would not aid in securing a continuance of 
lend-lease or the expected help in Russian 
reconstruction if so crude a pamphlet were 
circulated now. Nevertheless, as David J. 
Dallin points out in his book, The Real 
Soviet Russia (published by the Yale Uni
versity Press, 1945), this current attitude of 
the Communists is merely a phase from 
which the Communists will return to their 
ruthless Communist program when the cur
rent need has passed. 

In other words, they will not be so 
bold. The Comintern has been adjourned 
for the present. Later on, as they move 
in step by step with their Communist 
ideas of government, the good old Amer
ican Constitution about which we have 
bragged so much, with its Bill of Rights, 
will be no longer of any consequence. It 
will not satisfy some of the persons who 
are trying to change our educational and 
economical scheme of government by 
fool concepts of law. 

We got along for 150 years, I may say 
to my good friend from New Mexico, with-
out the FEPC. I think we can can get 
along without it for a while longer. 

I continue reading: 
James W. Ford, one of the authors of the 

pamphlet bas been several times the cand~ 
aate of the Communist Party for Vice Presi
dent. "James S. Allen," the other author, is 
the alias for Sol Auerbach whose activities 
were a matter of record before the Dies Com
mittee. 

This special offset edition of "The Negroes 
in a Soviet America" has been brought out 
in order that the people may form a true 
understanding of what is back of the present 
hullabaloo about race equality. 

Mr. President, here is a copy of a docu
ment entitled "Antidiscrimination Laws 
and the FEPC" which was written by 
James W. Ford and James S. Allen. It 
was circulated by the Communists all 
over the United States in 1935. It did 
more to poison the minds and arouse the 
viciousness of the southern Negroes than 
anything else which had taken place 
within a quarter of a century. It is the 
origin of the FEPC. It merely represents 
a_ difference in approach. 

Mr. President, much has been said 
about compromising this matter. I wish 
to read what the Southern Watchman of 
May 26, 1945, says about compromising 
on a question of this character when prin
.ciples are involved. I read: 

From Washington this week comes the 
news that efforts in the Senate Education and 
Labor Committee to work out "some com
promise acceptable to southern Senators" on 
legislation for a permanent FEPC have "all 
~ut collapsed." 

Is it any wonder? 
' A compromise by southern Senators on 
such an is:oue as th~s is unthinkable. Either 
you order employers to hire so many Negroes 
and so many whites, or you don't. Either 
you fasten Federal interference on the em
ployer's right to hire whom he pleases, or 
you don't. Either you compel the industrial 
admixture of insoluble labor elements, or· 

you keep them apart. Either you control the 
Nation's industrial personnel practices by 
blanket edict from Washington, or you per
mit local conditions and customs to prevail. 
There can be no compromise. 

The South got its belly full of FEPC medi
cine, concocted during the height of the New 
Deal by Executive order, back in 1942-

It was 1941-
when the present "temporary" and "emer
gency" agency by the name was created. 

The first Executive order was in 1941, 
and the other Executive order was in 
1942. 

I continue reading: 
This strife-stirring Commission conducted 

a notorious inquisition of southern employ
erS in Birmingham's Federal courtroom and, 
using its own prosecutor to dictate the hirin~ 
practices of numerous industries which were 
forced to take time out from their production 
of vital war materials to try to maintain satis
factory, untroubled working conditions in 
their plants. 

The proceeding was sensational in 
Birmingham where an attempt was being 
made to control the personnel lists of 
the industries located there. 

I continue reading: 
S:mtherners have not forgotten that a 

Negro member of this FEPC, sitting on the 
bench at the Alabama institution, declared 
that "Executive Order 8802 (creating the 
agency) supersedes the traditions of the 
South." 

. In other words, if any Senator wishes 
to know something about what is being 
done today in Congress, and wishes to 
know the details of it, as well as all about 
the other side of the question in regard 
to the FEPC, all he needs to do is to go 
to a newsstand and buy a copy of the 
Africa-American. Here is a copy of it. 
It has references to the FEPC scattered 
all over it. For example, here is one 
headline: "FEPC filibuster looms." The 
next headline is, "Byrnes unfit for Secre
tary of State. Statement on Negro re .. 
veals attitude." · 

One time when Senator Byrnes was in 
the Senate he said, "Neither political 
equality nor social equality is essential 
to the happiness of a Negro." 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me in order that 
I may send a resolution to the desk? 

Mr. BILBO. I will be delighted to 
yield providing that I do not lose the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TAFT. I object. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, a par

liamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator will state it. 
Mr. OVERTON. Can an ·objection be 

made to one Senator yielding to another 
Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
distinguished Senator from Mississippi is 
willing to yield temporarily without los
ing the floor, an objection will lie, if 
made. 

Mr. OVERTON. Does the Chair mean 
that unanimous consent is required? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. BILBO. I am very sorry, I may 
say to the Senator from Louisiana. I 
should like to accommodate him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. BILBO. I do not wish to yield if 
I am to be taken off the floor. 

Mr. OVERTON. I do not wish to take 
the Senator off the floor. 

Mr. BILBO. I yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana with the understanding 
that I retain the floor. If any Senator 
wishes to object, let him speak now. 

Mr. TAFT. If the Senator from Mis
sissippi yields for any purpose except 
for being asked a question, I object to 
him yielding the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
the Senator's right. 

Mr. BILBO. That is the strict appli
cation of parliamentary practice, but this 
morning the question was raised, and 
there was an understanding at that time 
that the rule would not be invoked then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec
tion has been heard. The Senator from 
Mississippi will proceed on the pending 
measure. 

Mr. BILBO. That suits me all right. 
[Laughter.] 

You have started your monkey busi
ness before the filibuster starts. I am 
not filibustering; I am merely trying to 
educate you. 

There is a new and more moderate Presi
dent in office now. The trend toward left
wtng reforms against an unwilling public 
appears to be abating. Mutual trust ·and 
cooperation between Congress and the Execu
tive is in the air. The Senate is apparently 
anxious to avert a prolonged filibuster-a 
certain and necessary eventuality if FEPC 
advocates persist in forcing a ihow-down. 

I want to read that to my friend from 
Mexico again: 

The Senate is apparently anxious to avert a 
prolonged filibuster--

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--
Mr. BILBO. The article continues

a certain and necessary eventuality if FEPC 
advocates persist l,n forcing a showdown. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President-
Mr. BlLBO. I have the floor. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I know the Senator has 

the floor, but I do not want him to be 
confused. If he has any friends from 
Mexico, I want him to say so. If he re
fers to me I want him to say "New Mexi
co." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
'WHERRY in the chair). Does the Sena
tor from Mississippi yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. BILBO. I thought the Senator 
was going to ask me a question, but 
instead of asking a question, it was just 
an explosion. 
-Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico? 
· Mr. BILBO. No; I do not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Very 
well. The Senator from Mississippi will 
proceed in order. · · 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I insist to the Senator 
that I am from New Mexico and not from 
Mexico. 

Mr. BILBO. I insist I know just as 
much about Mexico as I do about New 
Mexico, and I do not lmow a darn thing 
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about New Mexico, and the ·senator does 
not know anything about Mississippi. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question 
only. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Does the Senator know 
where New Mexico is? 

Mr. BILBO. I know a little about my 
country. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am satisfied that 
''little" is correct. 

Mr. BILBO. Well, with what Mexico 
sends over here, I have not much chance 
to learn much more. 

The article continues: 
Even Alabama's junior Senator LISTER HILL 

declares he cannot swallow the permanent 
FEPC bill. Coming from a legislator who 
h as jumped through the left-wing hoop quite 
consistently for a long time, his opposition 
ought to discourage even the most intemper
ate reformer. 

l\o, the South does not want a permanent 
FEPC. It doesn't want a "compromise," 
either . Its deep-seated· feeling on this ·ques
tion was well expressed in the resolution of 
Senator Lawson, of Greensboro, which both 
branches of Alabama's Legislature adopted 
unanimously just a few days ago. That res
olution roundly denounced FEPC as a dis
rupter of friendly and normal relationship 
now prevailing between the races in this 
St ate and called upon their Representatives 
and Senators in the Congress of the United 
States to bestir themselves and make sure 
that it and all other such Federal nostrums 
are kept out of this State. 

If the South's Senators do their full duty, 
there will be no such thing as a permanent 
FEPC. This journal is confident that the 
line will be firmly held.-Alabama News 
Magazine. 

Let them record the fact whether the 
South holds the line or not. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, may we 
have order? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let 
there be order in the Senate. Senators 
desiring to converse will please retire to 
the cloakrooms, and the Chair asks the 
galleries, please, to cooperate in keeping 
order. The Senator from Mississippi 
will now proceed. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I desire 
to read the resolution referred to in the 
article I have just read from the Ala· 
bama News Magazine. Here is the reso
lution of State Senator L. J. Lawson, of 
Greensboro, Ala., on the establishment of 
a permanent FEPC as. passed unani
mously by both the House and Senate of 
Alabama: 

Be it r esolved by the Senate of Alabama 
(the hcntse concurring), That it has been 
the boast of Americans that our form of 
government permitted local self-government, 
thereby making it possible for the widely 
separated sections of our -country to live to
gether in peace and harmony by making 
allowances for local conditions and situa
tions. 

That might be the reason why Ala
bama and Mississippi cannot get to
gether with New Mexico, which is so far 
away, and where conditions are different, 
populations are different, and climate 
and soil are different. 

That in Alabama there exist conditions 
wit h respect to relationship between the races 
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which are not general to the country as a. 
whole, as, for instance, that in certain coun· 
ties of this State the colored population very 
greatly exceeds in number the white popu-
lation; · 

That the experience of this State in Recon
struction times and since has shown that no 
good can come from changing the normal 
course of evolution and development of a 
race by arbitrary legal means, and that such 
attempts lead only to violence, misunder
standing, and destruction of the normal and 
happy relationship now prevailing between 
the races in this State, and which will con
tinue to prevail here if they are left in peace 
and harmony to work out their mutual 
problems: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we do now call upon 
our Representatives and Senators in the 
Congress of the United States, by every means 
within their power, to oppose the enactment 
of such Federal legislation as the so-called 
permanent fair employment practice law, 
the welfare of Alabama, in our opinion, 
demanding that they do so; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution 
shall be forwarded to the President of the 
United States and to the Members of Con
gress from Alabama. 

There is a great sovereign State, 
through its legislative branch, calling on 
its representatives in Congress to do 
everything in their power to oppose the 
passage of this damnable legislative 
measure, upon which there could be no 
compromise. 

I desire to read a little article which 
is interesting, or ought to be, to some 
people. It is . entitled "When 'Liberals' 
Become Fascists"; and there is such a 
thing as a liberal becoming a F.ascist. 

WHEN "LIBERALS" BECOME FASCISTS 

One of these days, our American "liberals" 
will discover that the essence of freedom
the real liberalism-is the right to love whom 
we please, to hate whom we please, and to 
say as much publicly, if so inclined. These 
"liberals" will discover that it is far more dif
ficult to legislate effectively in behalf of. 
love, or against hate, than for the prohibi
tion of alcoholic beverages. When these 
"liberals" advocate the establishment of an 
iniquity such as the Fair Employment Prac
tices Committee, they are playing hand in 
glove with the identical totalitarian ideas 
which they profess to despise. They are being 
Fascists, in the meanest sense of the word. 

That is rather hard on the sponsors 
of the FEPC. I will read part o(it again 
to my dear friend: 

American "liberals" will discover that the 
essence of freedom-the real liberalism-is 
the right to love whom we please, to hate 
whom we please, and to say as much pub
licly, if so inclined. These "liberals" will 
discover that it is far more difficult to legis
late effectively in behalf of love, or against 
hate, than for the prohibition of alcoholic 
beverages. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. OVERTON. Would there be ariy 

objection on the part of the Senator from 
Mississippi if I were to ask permission to 
send to the desk and to have printed a 
resolution which would read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the United Nations 
Charter to maintain international peace and 
security, signed at San Francisco, Calif., on 
June 26, 1945, shall be laid before the Senate 

for ratification, the injunction of secrecy 
shall be removed, it shall be read a first 
time, and the Senate shall thereupon pro
ceed to consider the same in open executiv3 
session. 

The purpose of the resolution would be 
that the Senate should immeoiately pro
ceed to consider the Charter and ratify 
it without amendment or reservation. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Just a 

moment. 
Mr. OVERTON. That is a question I 

am asking. 
Mr. BILBO. I yield for the asking of 

a question, but not for the discussion of 
business, thereby taking me off the floor. 

Mr. OVERTON. I am asking if there 
would be any objection--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Mississippi objects to the 
introduction of a resolution. 

Mr. OVERTON. All I am asking is 
whether there would be any objection 
on the Senator's part, or on the part of 
any other Senator on the floor-·-

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall 
object--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Maine for a question? 

Mr. BILBO. I do not yield to anybody 
if it will take me off the floor. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. WHITE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator will state his inquiry. 
Mr. WHITE. · I make the point of 

order that if the Senator from Missis
sippi yields for sending to the desk, for 
the reading, for the reporting of a reso
lution, or the consideration of a resolu
tion, or any action whatsoever with re
spect to a resolution, the Senator from 
Mississippi will have forfeited his right 
to the floor. 

Mr. BILBO. I did not yield for that 
purpose, and the Senator is correct in 
his interpretation of the parliamentary 
situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Mississippi has the floor. He 
will proceed. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 

the Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
'The Senator merely asked me a ques
tion. He may ask another if he desires. 

Mr. OVERTON. The question I asked 
was propounded not only to the Senator 
from Mississippi-at least it was so in
tended-but was propounded to all Sen
ators who may be upon the floor, whether 
there would be any objection to a unan
imous consent request that I may send 
this resolution to the desk to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Just a 

moment. What is the answer of the Sen
ator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BILBO. I object to the Senator 
from Louisiana asking anyone else a 
question but myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob
jection is sustained, and the Sena'ior 
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from Mississippi will proceed on the 
pending matter. 

Mr. BILBO. That is a strict con
struction of the parliamentary law, and 
we will stand by it. If my friends on the 
other side wish to become technical, we 
will conduct our lives accordingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Mississippi will proceed on the 
pending -measure. 
- Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I wish to 

read a statement by a Representative 
from North Carolina, which has been 
answered by the publication which I hold 
in my hand. This is the answer to the 
question, The White Man's Role. 

THE WHITE MAN'S ROLE 

Representative ERVIN, of North Carolina, 
1n his speech to the House last week, oppos· 
ing the establishment of the FEPC on a. 
permanent basis, pointed out that while the 
Negro population of America is less than 
9.8 percent of the whole, the last quarterly 
inquiry of the FEPC shows that the Negro 
personnel in all of the departments and agen· 
cies of our Federal Government constitutes 
19.2 percent of all the Federal departmental 
employees, while the Negro personnel in 
departmental and field work constitutes 11.9 
percent of the total civ111an employment of 
our Federal Government. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 
' Mr. LANGER. That includes most of 

the charwomen, does it not, who do all 
the heavy work? 

Mr. BILBO. It does not. 
Mr. LANGER. How many of them are 

there in the departments? · 
Mr. BILBO. If the Senator will go 

to any of the Government departments 
today and walk through the large halis 
which the girl stenographers are using, 
he will find it looks like a black cloud 
arising. 

Mr. LANGER. All the charwomen are 
Negroes. 

Mr. BILBO. Some of the charwomen 
are Negroes, but some of them are white. 
We have had some white women working 
around in the Capitol. We have some 
porters who are white. We have some 
'tnessengers who are white. But I say 
that in all the departments of the Gov
ernment, under the New Deal down 
town, the Senator will find that 19.2 per
cent are Negroes, although they are not 
entitled, under this rule of discrimina
tion, to more than 9.9 percent in em
ployment. In other words, they have al
ready twice as many on the job as they 
are entitled to, according to the p:r:o rata 
of the population in the United States. 
:Yet, they come around here bellyaching 
about the situation. I read further: 

There are no statistics available on this 
score, but we do know that, by education and 
ability, there are far more white people cap· 
able of holding down these Federal jobs than 
there are Negroes, on a. percentage basis. 
Considered on the basis, the advantage of the 
Negroes, already better than two to one, takes 
on even greater proportions. 

When will some southern Congressman in
troduce a bill guaranteeing to the white pea· 
pie of this country, and especially to those 
of the South, equality in treatment by the 
Federal Government? That is the real: cry-
1~g need of today in the field of fair employ-
ment practicefi. -

I am wondering if my friend frem 
North Dakota catches the point. Some 
one should introduce a bill making it ob
ligatory on the Federal Government to 
see to it that these minorities which are 
raising so much hell are permitted to 
get only their pro rata share of the Fed· 
eral jobs. If that were done, it would 
be necessary at once to dismiss half the 
Negroes who are on the pay roll, because 
they have more than half of the number 
to which they are entitled. That would 
open the way for several thousand white 
girls and white boys to get these good, fat 
Government jobs in Washington. If the 
desire is to do away with discrimination 
in this country, let us have another bill to 
go along as a companion to the pending 
bill, and we will straighten the thing out. 
But some do not want to straighten it 
out. They like for it to be crooked. 

Here is a message to ·the southern 
Members of the United States Senate. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for ·the purpose of calling 
a quorum? · 

Mr. BILBO. I refuse to yield for the 
call of a quorum because it would take 
me off the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Mississippi is correct. He 
may proceed. 

Mr. BILBO. I read: 
We support you to the hilt in the plans 

which we presume you are already making 
to filibuster as long as it takes to defeat the 
antisouthern bill to establish a permanent 
Fair Employment Practice Committee. We 
understand why no compromise on this rf!:di· 
cal proposal was possible in the Education 
and Labor Committee. Even the Senator 
from Florida, Mr. PEPPER, a consistent sup· 
porter of the old Roosevelt left-of-center 
movement, could not stomach this one. The 
12 to 5 vote in committee to report it favor
ably was a geographical vote. The FEPC bill 
is an intolerable assault upon the South's 
patient, practical, increasingly successful 
treatment of its racial problem. 

The advocates of this legislation are re
former-agitators from other areas who face 
no such concerns as we do. This bill repre· 
sents dictation-from-afar at its worst. It is 
discriminatory, because no other section 
would suffer as would the South. It is dan· 
gerous, because it courts violence. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. LUCAS. How long does the Sena

tor expect to speak? 
Mr. BILBO. How long do I expect to 

speak? 
Mr. LUCAS. Yes. 

- Mr. BILBO. Until the FEPC is dead. 
Mr. LUCAS. I am glad I understand 

the Senator. 
Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
The hard-handed sponsol's · of this evil 

scheme to force whites and Negroes to con· 
sort, regardless of sex, regardless of local 
custom, regardless of segregation laws, re
gardless of ev.erything but the furious flirt
ing with the northern Negro vote-these med
dlers have had ample notice of your deter• 
mination that this shall not come to pass. 

They know they are faced with a filibuster. 
They have asked for it. Let them have it. 

We are getting ready to do that very 
thing. 

You will be criticized by pinkish pundits for 
holding up the wheels of lawmaking while 

we are at war. Let that not deter you. You 
didn't start this fight. But we are depending 
upon you to be in at its finish. 

Southern Senators, organize your ranks 
for this vital show-down. The South is 
squarely behind you. You know all too well 
that this is one thing we won't take.-
Alabama News Magazine. · 

That statement from an Alabama 
newspaper states the case exactly. We 
are here face to face this afternoon with 
two bills on the calendar which ought to 
be passed. One contains an appropria
tion of $38,000,000,000 for the war. After 
next Monday the Army will have no 
money unless the bill is passed. We also 
have the other bill which is now under 
consideration, known as the war agen
cies bill, which provides $777,000,000 to 
support 16 war. agencies. Unless the bill 
is passed this week, next Monday they 
will not have a cent to spend. That bill 
came from the House without any FEPC 
in it. There was not a line in it concern
ing FEPC. There was not a suggestion 
in it about FEPC. The bill was referred 
to the Senate Committee on Appropria
tions, and was reported by that com.'fllit
tee and placed on the Senate Calendar 
and it is now here before us ready for 
passage without containing one word 
about FEPC, without having in it 1 cent 
for FEPC. 

What happened, Mr. President? My 
good friend, the Senator from New Mex
ico, who has been very active since last 
year in this campaign-and I have be· 
fore me a copy of the hearings before 
the subcommittee of which he was chair
man-makes public announcement that 
he is going to make a motion to suspend 
the rule of the Senate in order to put . 
into the bill which heretofore has been 
clean, which heretofore has had nothing 
to do with FEPC, which has not been 
tainted, which has not been touched, 
which is ready to be passed in 3 min
utes-he insists on suspending the rule 
and putting in this bill this piece of 
poison, knowing that when he does so 
it will kill the bill. Not only that, Mr. 
President, it will result in killing all the 
other bills on the calendar. i 

I reason this way about the matter, 
Insistence on the motion to suspend the 
rule, which requires a two·thirds vote o{ 
the Senate, in order to put this damnable 
communistic appropriation in the bill, 
will result in killing the bill, for we will 
maintain a filibuster against it until mid
night Saturday. Therefore, the Senator 
who makes the motion and Senators who 
vote to suspend the rule are responsible 
for the death of the bill. That is the 
reason I am speaking now before the 
filibuster starts. [Laughter.] -

Mr. President, I am trying to show 
the Senate that the FEPC is a damnable 
thing, that it is an unrighteous thing,. 
that it is an unholy thing, that it is a 
trouble·breeding thing, that it will bring 
about confusion, trouble, and even 
bloodshed in the Nation, especially in 
the South. I am trying to get that overf 
to get that into the minds of Senators, 
and to let them know that we cannot 
stand for it and we will not stand for it. 
We cannot even compromise on the 
matter. 
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Mr. President, I beg Senators, I plead 

with them not to make such a motion. 
I have been trying to show them why, 
in the interest of our Government, they 
should not do it. I have been trying to 
show that they should not make it be
cause it will defeat the bills which are 
on the calendar. Senators cannot justi
fiably say that we who oppose FEPC are 
responsible if the bills are defeated, that 
the filibuster has killed them, because we 
put other Senators on notice, and we 
present the Senate with a clean bill 
which has passed through the ·House, 
which has been reported by the Appro
priations Committee and is in the Sen
ate now ready to be passed. But other 
Senators. try to stop the bill on its way 
and fill it full of poison. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doe$ the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. LANGER. No, I have no question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Mississippi may proceed. 
Mr. BILBO. That proves that a Sen

ator can change his mind, and I hope 
other Senators will. 

I have before me a copy of the hearings 
before a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Education and Labor on Senate bill 
2048. I want Senators to listen to this. 
I read from page 122: 

Statement of Prof. James H. Sheldon, 
chairman, New York Metropolitan Council 
on Fair-Employment Practice, New York, N.Y. 

That council is composed of the fol
lowing: 

New York Urban League. That is 
Negro. 

National Association for the Advance
ment of Colored People. That is Negro. 

Greater New York CIO Council. That 
is either Negro or mixed. 

New York Council of Church Women. 
Ah, that is Negro. 

Loyal Americans of German Descent. 
~hat is hybrid. 

City-wide Citizens Committee for Har
lem. That comes from a black section. 
I guess it is colored too. 

Federation Employment Service. I do 
not know what that is. 

Brotherhood of Painters. I do not 
know what that is. 

Common Council for American Unity. 
~hat sounds communistic. 

Non-Sectarian Anti-Nazi League. 
That is communistic too. 

Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of 
America. I cannot say what that is. 

Joint Council of Dining Car Employees 
of New York. I know that is black. 

Tpe YMCA, various branches; YWCA, 
various branches, and so on. 

National Council of Jewish Women, 
and many other similar well-established 
and responsible institutions. 

Those are the members of the council 
for whom Professor Sheldon speaks. I 
will not bore the Senate by reading all 
the testimony, but will read one sentence; 
that will be sufficient: . 

The pasEing of this kind .of law is just 
as important as signing a peace treaty. We 
have not won the war as long as there is a 
residue of Hitlerism, conscious or uncon-

scious, operating in the minds of the men 
Who run the employment offices of American 
industry. We might as well face the facts 
now that although Hitler is clearly losing 
the war-

He lost it since-
and losing it badly, he has nevertheless, won 
a· certain phase of it, to the extent that he 
has succeeded in leaving many of the worst 
doctrines of Mein Kampf scattered about the 
minds of millions of thoughtless Americans. 
Democracy in this country-

Listen, Senators-
will not be safe until we have adopted the 
necessary devices to get rid of this last 
loathsome evidence · of the nazism, and a 
permanent FEPC is one of the very first ' 
medicines to be prescribed for this purpose. 

Mr. President, Professor Sheldon is a 
wise old boy. He knows what it is all 
about. He knows what he is doing. He 
knows the scheme behind FEPC. 

He dares to come before the committee 
and· say "This is the first dose we are 
going to give you. We have other doses 
waiting for you when you swallow this 
one,'' to get rid of what he considers anti
Communists. It can be seen, from the 
bunch he represents, what his senti
ments are. 

I have before me a copy of the CIO 
News of June 25, 1945. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Did the Senator from 

Mississippi ever hear of a Catholic Com
munist? 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Does he consider Mon

signor Ryan, of the Catholic Church, a 
Communist? 

Mr. BILBO. I do not know the gen
tleman. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish the Senator 
would read what he says about the 
FEPC, from the pamphlet which the 
Senator has just been reading. 

Mr. BILBO. I do not know him, but 
I do know that there are a few Catho
lic priests in this country who, along with 
some Jewish rabbis, are trying to line 
up with the Negroes in teaching social 
equali1;y, • . 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Would the Senator be 

willing to submit to the Senate the names 
of the priests to whom he refers? 

Mr. BILBO. I will make a list of them 
and let the Senator have it. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish the Senator 
would do so. 

Mr. BILBO. I believe I have some of 
the names here, on a petition from At
lanta, Ga. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator may have 
the names on a petition, but that does 
not prove that they are Communists. 
.The Senator said they .were Communists. 

Mr. BILBO. No; I did not say they 
were Communists. I said they were try
ing to bring about social equality with 
the Negro race. Some Baptist preach
ers, as well as some Methodist preachers, 
are doing the same thing. I am notre
flecting on the Catholics. Some of my 
best friends are Catholics. I admire 
them greatly, Down in my home State 

there is a Catholic priest of whom I am 
. very fond. I send him a birthday pres
ent every year. He is my "pal.'' 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am sure he appre
ciates it. 

Mr. BILBO. But that does not do 
away with the fact that some of them 
are rotten, just as some Baptists and 
some Methodists are rotten. There is 
something wrong in every organization. 

I read from the CIO News of June 25, 
1S45: 

Eighty-one percent of discrimination cases 
were against Negroes, Ross found, 9 percent 
against Jews, and 10 percent against foreign
born, mostly Mexicans. 

Private industry was responsible for 69.4 
percent of the cases; Government agencies, 
24.5 percent, and labor unfons, 6.1 percent. 
These labor unions, incidentally, are AFL 
since the CIO does not permit discrimination. 

In other words, the American Federa
tion of Labor is against this measure. 
That is one of the great labor organiza
tions of the Nation. But the CIO, an
other great labor organization, is for it. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Has the Senator looked 

at the statement in the hearings from 
which he was reading, showing the posi
tion of the American Federation of 
Labor? 

Mr. BILBO. Oh, yes. There are some 
traitors in the American Federation of 
Labor; but I am talking about the great 
body of the American Federation of La
bor. They are opposed to this kind of 
CQP1munist-concept legislation. The 
CIO is for it. It was the CIO in Wash
ington which staged a famous · dance, 
where Negroes were invited to come and 
dance .with the white daughters of CIO 
members. So I am not surprised to find 
the CIO lined up in support of this kind 
of fool legislation. · 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. O'DANIEL. Will the Senator 

yield to me for the purpose of submit
ting an amendment to the Chavez 
amendment? 

Mr. BILBO. That would take me off 
the floor. I decline to yield. 

Mr. O'DANIEL. I certainly would not 
want to take t:P,e Senator off the floor. 

Mr. BILBO. There will be time for 
the Senator to offer his amendment when 
the Senator from New Mexico makes his 
motion to suspend the rule, and while we 
are discussing that motion. I think that 
would be the proper time for the Sen
ator to offer his amendment. 

Let us see what my old friend, West
brook Pegler, says about the FEPC. He 
is a pretty good authority. I do not al
ways agree with him, but as a rule he 
is right. This is hot off the bat: 

· NEw YoRK, June 25.-As soon as I can get 
around to put the bite on John Hartford, the 
president of the Atlantic & Pacific grocery 
chain, for a couple of hundred thousand qol
lars, I am going to start in business with a 
wonderful idea I had just this very minute. 
I feel pretty confident that Mr. Hartford will 
let me have the money because, to me, the 
idea seems a much better proposition than 
Elliott Roosevelt's radio thing. And if John 
figured that Elliott was handicapped in a 
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business way because his old gent was Presi
dent of the United States, then his heart 
ought to bleed for me because my pop is a 
game warden by trade. You know how every
body hates those guys who come around with 
a caliper and measure a bass fish that you 
have just caught by the face and it is a 
sixt eenth of an inch short. 

And before you can even throw it back he 
n abs you, and the judge-he makes a. bum of 
you by saying it is louses like you who make 
it so nobody can snag a perch or knock off a 
duck any more, and h im with a whole cooler 
full of illegal fish and birds that the warden 
grabbed froxp. a lot of poor innocent saps 
like you for u nder-size or out-of-season or 
last year's license and all this and that, and 
divvied wit h the hon orable court. 

Well, like I say, this is a wonderful idea 
of mine becaus.e I have been looking into 
this antidiscrimination thing-

That is, the FEPC-
where they want a Federal law so if you 
are running a business-say like a hotel 
and you want to hire a room clerk and nat
urally you want one of those good-looking 
personality types but the first guy to hit 
you for the job is the oneriest bum you ever 
laid eyes on and he chews tobacco and picks 
his teeth with a nail file and he starts off 
by insulting you, just for a sample of how 
he is going to treat the guests. 

So, of course, you give him the brush and 
you are just about to ~terview some nice
lookiing. well-mannered guy who is reeking 
with class when the slob that you have just 
turned down hollers: 

"Wait a minute, you dirty rat, because if 
you don't give me the job I am going to get 
the antidiscrimination board after you-

That is, the FEPC-
and we will slap you in the booby for about 
a year and a d ay and it will cost you $10,000 
even, because I am one of those downtrodden 
minority muggs and it is against the law to 
discriminate against me on account of my 
race, color, religious belief, or country of 
origin." 

"I don't give a damn about your race, 
color, religious belief, or what country you 
came from, except I would be glad to pay 
your way back there," you say to the guy, 
"and I am discriminating against you be
cause you are a knock against the whole 
human race--and you don't smell any too 
fresh." 

But, nevertheless, your lawyer says, abso
lutely, you have got to give him the job, so 
1n about 10 days your 'hotel is a haunted 
house and the sheriff takes over. 

So this is where my wonderful idea begins _ 
to operate and I certainly hope Mr. Hartford 
will appreciate what a handicap it is to have 
a game warden for your old man because 
with a CQUple of hundred thousand I am 
confident I could make a million and I will 
give him quite a slab of stock in the concern 
and if it should fold up, why I will get my old 
gent to get some friend or his to buy it back 
for $4,000 and he can call it a bad debt and 
he isn't exaggerating when he says bad. 

My idea is to get in a big supply of burnt 
cork, like Lew Dockstader and Honey Boy 
Evans used to put on their faces for the old
time minstrel shows, and some good dialect 
comedtsns like Moran and Mack for the 
colored sound effects and maybe Peter Mack 
for the Jewish and Italian dialects and open 
up a school where a guy by the name of say, 
like, for instance, Smith or Jones, he can 
point a minority and get a job. 

Here is where business is going to pick 
\Ip. 

So then if a fellow doesn't happen to be
long to any partieular minority and his re
ligion is just some ordinary American Sun
day-go-to-meeting sect, and he doesn't have 
any other country of origin except the United 

States, why then he can stand an even 
chance With the minorities. 

I think we would have to charge about 
$100 a semester for the course but we would 
have examinations at the end and we would" 
have commencement exercises where the 
graduates would give demonstrations of their 
training as they stand under the ceremonial 
arch with a motto in paper flowers read
ing something like Beyond the Alps Lies 
Italy, or The Bay Is Crossed; the Ocean Lies 
Before. 

Like, for instance, a fellow who took the 
colored course, he would stand up there look
ing like Eddie Cantor and giVe an imitation 
of how he would apply for a job as floor
walker in some swell store and he would say, 
"Ah sho nuff gotta git me dis flo-walkin' 
job 'cause ifn Ah don' get it, yeah bo', Ah 
sho am gonna call de law and you-all gonna 
rest yo'se'f in de can, hot diggity dog. What 
say, bo'?" 

The student going out for the Jewish 
minority would speak about the same piece, 
excepting he would use Milt Gross' dialect, 
on wh ich I suppose we might have to pay 
Miit a little royalty, and lay it on a little 
thick like this saying, "Oy, ·gevalt, I ' vant 
you should giff me already de job wot I 
am walking on tie floor yat." 

I a:m not so hot on Italian, Polish, Ukrain
ian, and Macedonian but with all that capital 
we could hire experts from the OWI when 
the exodus starts and I am going to beat John 
Har t ford over the ears with the argument 
that the great majority in the United States 
are going to need this course in order to join 
the minorities and get a fair break. Handi
capped as I am, through my pop, I will just 
about break John's heart and I am a dead 

·cinch to walk out with the scratch. 

Mr. Pegler has a great idea there and 
a great scheme. He is going to estab
lish this school which will teach gen
tiles how to ape members of the minori
ties which some Senators are trying to 
take care of in the bill, so that gentiles 
can get jobs, because, as the law is writ
ten, they cannot get jobs. When there 
is a vacancy, the industrialist or the 
businessman who does not want to be
come enmeshed in the toils of the law 
is afraid to give the job to a white man 
or to a gentile, I should say, because a 
Negro or a Jew would come around and 
would say to him, "You should have 
given me that job. I want the job, and 
I am qualified. I have been discrimi
nated against, and I will report you," and 
then he will start the wheels of the 
machinery of Government moving, and 
the poor industrialist will be fined. his 
business will be hurt, his time will be 
lost, and hell will break loose generally. 

So it is a great scheme. Of course, 
Pegler is trying to be funny; but it is a 
great scheme, when the 125,000,000 of the 
people of the United States who are gen
tiles will not have a chance under this 
law to get jobs. But they can take Peg
ler's course and can learn how to imitate 
a Negro or how to imitate a Jew or how to 
imitate a Pole, and then they can get a 
job, and after they once get the job they 
need not conceal their true identity any 
longer. 

. Here is an editorial which I should like 
to read. It is entitled "The · FEPC and 
Hell": 

THE FEPC AND HELL 

The alphabet has assumed major portion~ 
ln the pattern of the new order, together with: 
seemingly innocent titles, it has passed much 
damaging legislation. The FEPC' means 
nothing to the average man unless he takes 
time out to in.vestigate it; then he will run 

into another innocent-sounding name for it, 
"Fair Employment Practice · Commission." 
Nothing wrong with that. Who doesn't want 
to be fair? That. of course, is as it was de
signed, catchy, implying one thing while 
meaning entirely to the contrary. The only 
chance we have to find the nigger in the wood 
pile is to look for him. 

There's nothing fair about the bill nor the 
practice. It was designed with a twofolp. 
purpose; to entice the Negro vote, and to ap
pease the Communist elements that are op
erating within the Nation. 

No whit e gentile Amer ican can support the 
m easure with any degree ·of honor. If the 
FEPC is made permanent;'these United St at es 
will then have a mandate for t h e second 
revolutionary war.-The Southern OUt look. 

There is a lot of sense in that editorial. 
Mr. President, last night I received a 

letter which I should like to read at this 
time. It comes from Kansas City~ 

JUNE 25, 1945. 
:DEAR SE-NATOR BILBo: FEPC is an iniqui

tous institution, and I am surprised that 
President Truman favors it. I hope he does 
not ape Roosevelt. 

FEPC is one of the symptoms of national 
disorder; it is a frontal assault upon the de
cent social order which h as existed in Amer
ica since it was founded; it menaces the foun
dations of this Republic; it is the weapon 
of "red" fascism. 

FEPC is part of a movement which threat
ens gentile white preservation. 

I am proud that you have the courage to 
fight FEPC and resist tlle tremendous pres
sure which is being put on legislative reP.re
sentatives. 

FEPC is an atrocious evil which assaults 
the social principles which have made our 
country great. In fighting it you exhibit the 
courage which one must have in this terrible 
time. 

God bless you Senator. More power to you. 
Sincerely. 

That is from Kansas City. I wish I 
had had time to communicate with the 
writer of the letter, to get his permis
sion to have his nJtme printed in the 
RECORD, but unfortunately I have not 
had time to do so. Therefore, I ask the 
reporter not to have his name printed. 

Here is a letter from good old Mis
sissippi, from one of the leading busi
nessmen in the State: 

HOWISON (FOREST LODGE), MISS., 
June 23, 1945. 

Hon. THEODORE G. BILBo, 
Senior Senator From Mississippi, 

Sena.te Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Just noticed in yesterday's 
press how some Atlanta (Ga.) Baptist preach
er lambasted you for your. remarks with ref
erence to the class of folks in Atlanta who 
signed the petition to Congress asking that 
the Fair Employment Practices Act be made 
permanent. I am writing you simply to 
state that I fully concur with you in any 
adjective you see fit to apply to those sign
ers in Atlanta or to similar signers in any 
other portion of this Nation, and for the 
reason that I am unable to see how any sane, 
sensible white man in this country, either 
in the South or fri. the North, can be in 
favor ol such legislation. It is, of course, 
easy for any man to get signers to any 
type of petition. It is my belief that 1f the 
opponents in Congress to this monstrosity of 
a measure could get before the American 
people its real meaning and the demoralizing 
results that would come from it, the advo
cates WQUld vanish. For the Lord's sake, 
what in the name of God is this country 
coming to, anyway. All three of my sons are 
1n the. service, but if they are fighting and 
sacrificing for the type of freedom and type 
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of life as it appears now we are doomed for, 
then I wish I could call them all home, as 
I feel they are fighting for a lost cause. 

Very sincerely yours, 
P. N. HOWELL, 

To my mind, this good citizen has the 
right slant on the whole picture. If we 
do not put a stop to all .._these so-called 
liberal Communist ideas of a republican 
and democratic form of government, we 
will be headed for trouble. 

Here is another letter from Atlanta, 
Ga.: 
Senator BILBO, OF MISSISSIPPI, 

Washington, D. (J. 
MY DEAR SIR: Your very recent statement 

in a letter to a certain Atlanta clique re
garding the FEPC pending legislation, is the 
whole truth and nothing but the truth and 
you are to be commended and supported by 
every true America-loving citizen. The fact 
is, you did not state the condition existing 
. in Atlanta ·half strong enough. The truth 
is, Senator, Atlanta is a hotbed of commu
nistic-minded people in high places. It is 
permeating the atmosphere of our churches, 
colleges, and schools, and the Government 
bureaus are saturated with it. This condi
tion, as you well know, exists in every State, 
county, city, and village in the United States 
and if you red-blooded Americans in the 
Congress let legislation like the FEPC be en
acted into the laws of the1 land, then I say, 
God pity us as a nation. 

Yours truly, 

Mr. President, I now read an editorial 
from the Mobile Register, which is one 
of the influential papers of the South. 
The title of the editorial is "Prospective 
New Move for More FEPC Funds Should 
Be Defeated." I will read it because the 
editor has made a very strong argument 
which should convince any doubting 
Thomas. 

I read: 
When the Senate takes up the war agen

cies appropriation bill this week a fight 
apparently is going to be made on the floor 
to add an appropriation for the so-called 
Fair Employment Practice Committee. The 
Senate will serve the interests of domestic 
harmony if it defeats the maneuver. 

The legislative picture on the FEPC is 
quite complicated. The agency has never 
been authorized by Congress but was created 
by an Executive order of President Roose
velt on June 21, 1941, then recreated by an
other Executive order of May 23, 1943. 

Last year Congress inserted a provision in 
the independent offices appropriation bill 
by which no appropriation may be used to 
pay the expenses of any agency after it has 
been in existence for more than a year, unless 
Congress specifically appropriates money for 
it or has authorized it to expend funds. 
That means the end of the FEPC after this 
fiscal year unless Congress puts more money 
in i-ts hands, which Congress should not do. 

In other words, this writer is trying to 
get over the idea that at midnight next 
Saturday the FEPC will be dead, and will 
be ready for interment. I would be very 
glad to serve as a pallbearer. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoEY 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Mississippi yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the 

S::;nator's status will not be changed, I 
ask him to yield to me in order that I 

may move that the pending bill be tem
porarily laid aside and that the Senate 
proceed to th~ consideration of House 
bill <H. R. 3550), the War Department 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. ·CHAVEZ. Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object, I wish to ask the 
Senator from Oklahoma a question. Is 
the bill to which the Senator from Okla
homa refers the war appropriation bill? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. It 
provides for funds for the military estab
lishment for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1946, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Does the bill contain 
any items which would be controversial? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. There 
are five or six amendments which were 
unanimously agreed to by the subcom
mittee, and by the main committee as 
well. . The bill was reported unanimously 
to the Senate by the committee . 

Mr. CHAVEZ. So far as the pending 
business is concerned, I have no objec
tion. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE MILITARY 
ESTABLISHMENTS 

Mr. THOMAs· of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I move that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of House bill 3550, making ap
propriations for the Military Establish· 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. 
R. 3550), making appropriations for the 
military establishment for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1946, and for other pur
poses. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the formal reading of the bill be dis
pensed with, that it be read for amend
ment, and that the committee amend
ments be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, before the amendments are 
taken up I desire to submit for the 
RECORD a very brief explanation of the 
bill. In order to save the time of the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the statement be printed in the REcORD 
at this point as a part of my remarks. 

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

As passed by the House of Representatives, 
H. R. 3550 provides total available funds dur
ing the fiscal year 1946 of $38,500,285,951 
for military activities of the War Depart
ment. However, unanticipated increases in 
construction requirements have forced the 
War Department to request an increase of 
$120,618,630 for this purpose and this increase 
has been approved and incorporated in the 
Senate bill. 

The total amount is made up of two parts. 
Prior year funds in the sum of $17,124,002,• 
551 were reappropriated. This represents the 
unobligated balance or carry-over, as well 
as the anticipated recoveries to be made as a. 
result of deobligation of funds after July 
1. The sum of $21,496,902,030 in new money 
is appropriated, and the total of new money 
and reappropriated funds is $38,620,904,581. 

For the sake of comparison, I wish to show 
here the amount of new money and reap
propriated fu~ds provided by Congress each 

year since 1942 and the proposed amounts 
recommended in the present bill. 

Year New money Reappro· Total funds priated 

1942_ -- $75,462, 593, 587 ---------------- $75, 462, 593. 587 
1943_-- 42, 820, 006, 365 $32, 109, 556, 877 74,929, 563,242 
1944_ -- 49, 034, 839, 673 15, 176,410, 288 74, 211,249, 961 
1945 ___ 15, 434, 814, 795 32,757,963,469 48, 192, 778, 264 
1946 ___ 21, 4.96, 902, 030 17, 124., 002, 551 38, 620, 904, 581 

Not only has there been an over-all de
crease in the dollar r€quirements ·of the 
war Department amounting to more than 
20 percent, when compared with the current 
program, but the emphasis has shifted as re
ga,rds the elements of this program. For
merly the fund requirements for supplies and 
equipment represented the major part of 
the War Department program. For 1946 
this element is reduced to only 54 percent 
of the 1945 requirement and, for the first 
time, purchase of supplies and. equipment will 
represent less than half of the total fund 
requirements. 

On the other hand, funds required for 
pay and travel of the Army show an in
crease. This is due to the fact that the 
planned decrease in strength of the Army 
from an average of 8,100,000 to 7,700,000 is 
more than offset by mustering-out payments 
increased longevity pay and increased travel. 
It is estimated that 2,067,432 officers and en- • 
listed men will be entitled to mustering-out 
payments, ranging from $100 to $300. The 
increased travel in the United States is due 
to the redeployment of our troops. 

In general, then, it may be said that those 
items like pay, subsistence, clothing, etc., 
which relate directly to the strength of the 
Army, show minor changes from the current 
year, while procurement of equipment and 
supplies, such as planes, tanks, guns, and 
ammunition, carry drastic reductions. The 
termination of hostilities in Europe has made 
it possible to substantially reduce outstand
ing orders for a wide range of equipment, 
thereby effecting extensive savings and re
ductions in obligations. 

A· further reduction is made possible 
through completiQn of the industrial facili
ties expansion program of the War Depart
ment. Production capacity is now adequate 
to meet present requirements and no addi
tional plants are contemplated, except as 
required to produce newly developed items 
for which existing facilities are unsuitable 
or inadequate. 

In considering the plan.s of the Army for 
the coming year as they affect fund require
ments, the following points should be 
stressed. The paramount aim is the de
f€at of Japan as quickly as possible. A quick 
victory will save American lives and is eco
nomical of materiel and national war effort. 
It will also impress the result most forcibly 
on the Japanese. It is the desire of the 
War Department to b'ring back through the 
United States, with a 30-day furlough home 
en route, the maximum number of soldiers 
·consistent with this paramount aim of 
swift and powerful operations in the far 
Pacific. It is also the desire of the Army to 
demobilize, under its point system, men who 
have earned the right to discharge at the 
maximum rate permitted by redeployment 
operations. It is estimated that an average 
discharge rate of 167,000 per month can be 
attained. 

The program contemplated that a division 
.redeployed from Europe to the Pacific will 
practically dissolve upon reaching the United 
States east-coast port, whence solid train 
loads of soldiers will move within 24 hours 
to distribution points nearest their homes. 
From there the soldiers go as individuals to 
their homes, returning after ·completion cf 
the 30-day leave to the distribution point. 
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From here, solid trains move to the desig
nated training area where the division is re
constituted, built up to strength with re
placements, and trained prior to departure 
tor the Pacific. 

Turning to certain specific appropriations, 
subsistence estimates are based upon the con
tinued supply of about five pounds of food 
per man per day, and reflect an increased dis
tribution of fresh foods in our theaters of 
operation. These are shipped frozen and 
stored in cold storage plants overseas. Esti
mates for clothing and equipage provide for 
the supply of woolen clothing in Europe and 
cotton and woolen clothing in the Pacific. 
Under an exchange system, recently initiated, 
a soldier may turn in clothing too damaged 
or dirty for wear and receive clean, fresh 
clothing in exchange. 

Signal Corps estimates cover development, 
procurement and maintenance of communi
cations, and meteorological equipment and 
supplies other than those peculiar to the 
Army Air Forces. The defeat of Germany is 
reflected in a decrease of some 38 percent 
below the current year for supplies and equip
ment. Construction in connection with the 
installation of such equipment is off more 
than 40 percent, but maintenance and op
erations show a decline · of only 10 percent 
from the current year, due to repackaging re
quirements for the Pacific war. 

The bombing operations against the Japa
nese Islands are daily news. These opera-

• tions are being stepped up and, although 
Japan's industrial targets are Bpread over an 
area one-tenth the size of the German target 
area, it is planned to drop three times as 
many bombs as were dropped on Germany 
in any 1 year. Termination of the war in 
Europe has released thousands of first line 
aircraft for redeployment against Japan and 
has enabled the Air Forces to cut back its 
production schedule by more than 40,000 
planes. 

Fund requirements of the medical depart
ment will remain at about the same level as 
in the current year. The committee hear
ings developed the fact that our sick and 
wounded, in hospitals at home and overseas, 
are receiving the best of care and medical 
attention. While every effort is being made 
to return the maximum .number of doctors 
to civilian life, the Army is unable to reduce 
such personnel, in proportion to reduction 
in over-all military personnel, since only the 
physically well are discharged. The Army is, 
however, keenly aware of the serious situa
tion in civilian communities and is doing 
all in its power to help. 

Under engineer . activities, the planned re
conditioning and transshipment of engineer 
equipment to the fullest practicable extent 
will make it possible to reduce procurement 
of new equipment and supplies by 40 per
cent. Construction will continue to be lim
ited to actual war requirements, the new 
program being reduced to approximately 45 
percent of that of the current year. Due to 
the large redeployment through. the United 
States, there will be some increase for main
tenance of barracks and quarters. 

The victory in Europe and the full utiliza
tion of existing stocks in all inactive theaters 
tor prosecution of the war in the Pacific make 
it possible to effect a sizable reduction in the 
program of ordnance service and supplies. 
On the other hand, our chemical-warfare re
quirements remain about the same, due to 
the increased produc_tion of incendiary bombs 
for use against Japa"Q.. Stepped up incendi
ary raids from the air and the increased use 
of portab~e and tank-mounted fiame throw
ers on the ground will characterize our forth
coming operations. 

The cessation of hostilities in Europe has 
permitted a· substantial reduction in our 
lend-lease programs. The total for next year 
is only 18 percent of the amount appropriated 
last year for this purpose. Similarly, re
quirements for civilian relief for the coming 

year are only some 50 percent of the current 
appropriation for this purpose. 

As stated above, the man-year strength of 
the Army for the coming fiscal year is set at 
a planned figure of 7,700,000. The strength 
on July 1, 1945, is estimated to be 8,300,000, 
which will be reduced to 6,968,000 by June 30, 
1946. 

The total amount appropriated, which con
sists of new funds and reappropriated prior 
year funds, is broken down substantially as 
follows: 
Pay and traveL ____________ $13, 620, 000, 000 
Subsistence________________ 2, 940, 209, 538 
Clothing and equipage_____ l, 615, 032,"027 
Regular supplies__ _________ 771, 000, 000 
Transportation Corps___ __ _ 1, 785, 000,000 
Signal Corps______________ 1, 020, 151, 000 
Air Forces_________________ 5,779,798,185 
Medical Department------- 395, 231, 223 
Engineer Service___________ 3, 411, 681, 592 
Ordnance Department----- 5, 731,450, 000 
Chemical Warfare Service__ .765, 000, 533 
Expediting production----- 86, 780,000 
Special service schools, de-

partments, and miscella-
neous___________________ 699,570,483 

Total ________________ 38,620,904,581 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, there are only five or six amend
ments which have been reported by the 
committee. The first one is· with respect 
to conscientious objectors. The House 
took the position that conscientious ob
jectors should not be given any consid
eration whatever, and that no part of the 
funds provided in the bill should be 
used to educate them, or to transport 
them to any place except for the purpose 
of keeping them in some concentration 
camp. The position of the Senate com
mittee was that those men should be 
used wherever they could be efficiently 
employed. So the committee has 
stricken from the bill the prohibition 
which was placed in it by the House. 
That is one amendment. 

Amendment number 2 is known as the 
Case amendment. At the present time 
employees who work for the Govern
ment in places such as the Panama Canal 
and Hawaii receive a differential in 
compensation of 25 percent. The House 
provided in the bill that no part of the 
funds could be used to pay that differ
ential. If the provision remains in the 
bill it will result in conditions such as 
the following: 

The Navy and other agencies could 
still pay a differential in other coun
tries, but the War Department could not. 
For that reason the Senate committee 
recognized that the prohibition should 
be stricken from the bilL 

The third amendment relates to the 
education of medical students. The 
House position is that no part of these 
funds should be used for the education 
of medical students following a certain 
period of time. The Senate committee's 
recommendation is to strike out the pro
vision and permit the War Department 
to continue the education of medical stu
dents to the end that when the war is 
over, or as soon as possible thereafter, we 
may have an increased number of doc
tors in order to attend to the health re
quirements of the people of our country. 

The next amendment is one which 
came to the committee after the House 
had acted on the bill. It relates to addi
tional funds for enKineers. The engi-

neers of the War Department made a 
showing before the committee, and justi
fied their request that the bill be 
amended by adding $120,000,000. The 
break-down is shown in the committee 
report which Members may examine, if 
they so desire. 

The other amendment relates to the 
percentage of funds which may be trans
ferred from one department to another. 
Heretofore, under the law, as much as 
10 percent could be transferred from one 
fund to another. The House adopted a 
provision reducing it to 5 percent. The 
Senate committee is of opinion that 5 
percent is too small, and recommends 
that the 5-percent limitation be stricken, 
and that the limitation of 10 percent be 
restored. 

Those were the amendments reported 
by the committee. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will proceed to state the amend
ments of the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

The first amendment of the Commit
tee on Appropriations was, under the 
heading "Military Activities-Finance 
-Department-Finance Service, Army;" on 

f~~~rik!i~~t2fh!~~fo~h=n~0f~e··~~~;!~~~ 
additional proviso: "Provided further, 
That no appropriation contained in this 
act shall be used for any expense per
taining to (1) the instruction, education, 
or training of class IV-E conscientious 
objectors in colleges, (2) the service of 
such conscientious objectors outside the 
United States, its Territories and pos
sessions, (3) the transportation of such 
conscientious objectors to or from any 
college or any such service, or (4) the 
compensation of military or civilian per
sonnel performing any services with re
spect to the matters set forth in (1) (2) 
or (3) above after the enactment of thi~ 
act, except any services which may be 
necessary promptly to terminate any 
such class IV-E conscientious objector -
college or foreign-service projects exist
ing on the date of the enactment of this 
act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, 

after line 12, to strike out: 
No part of the funds appropriated in this 

act shall be available to pay special allow
ances for foreign service to civil employees of 
the War Department or members of the 
armed forces for that service performed in 
the State, Territory, o~ island of their legal 
residence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the 

subhead "Quartermaster Corps_:_Quar
termaster Service, Army," on page 21, 
line 22, after the figures "$200,000,000," 
to strike out the colon and the following 
proviso: uProvided, That no appropria
tion contained in this act shall be avail
able for any expense incident to educat
ing persons in medicine <including veter
inary) or dentistry -u any expense on 
account of their education in such sub
jects was not being defrayed out of ap
propriations for the Military Establish
ment for the fiscal year 1944 prior to 
June 7, .1944, except that nothing herein 
&hall interfere• with complianc;e with the 
provisions of law authorizing the detail 
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of officers and enlisted men of any com
ponent of the Army of the United States 
as students, observers, and investigators 
as contemplated by section 127, (a) of 
the National Defense Act, approved June 
3, 1916, as amended." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the 

subhead "Corps of Engineers-Engineer 
.Service, Army," on page 32, line 21, after 
the word "facilities", to strike out 
$37,879,000" and insert "$158,497,630." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
· The next amendment was, on page 34, 

line 21 , after the word "Army", to strike 
out "$2,89'8,582,000" arid insert "$3,019,-
200,630." - . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the 

subhead "Printing and binding, War De
partment," on page 53, line 1, after the 
word "exceed", to strike out "5" and 
insert "10." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments were ordered to be 

engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill (H. R. 3550) was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate insist 
on its amendments, ask for a conference 
with the House thereon, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
-Presiding Officer appointed Mr. THOMAS 
of Oklahoma, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. OVERTON, 
Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. THOMAS of Utah, Mr. 
GURNEY, Mr. BROOKS, and Mr. BURTON, 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

WAR AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 3368) making appropri
ations for war agencies for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1946, and for other pur
poses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me that I may present 
another resolution to the Senate? 

Mr. BILBO. I shall be happy to yield 
if there is no objection. 

Mr. LANGER. I object. 
Mr. WHITE. May I inquire what the 

resolution is? 
Mr. LUCAS. It is a short resolution, 

to continue a committee which has been 
in existence heretofore. I overlooked it 
a moment ago when I was presenting a 
number of resolutions to the Senate. It 
will take but a short time, and if the 
Senator from Mississippi will yield to me, 
with the understanding that he shall not 
forfeit the :floor, and I can get unani
mous consent, I shall present the reso
lution. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator with
hold his request for the time being? I 
wish to speak to another Senator who 
has some interest in the resolution. 

Mr. LUCAS. This resolution is not 
controversial at all. 

Mr. WHITE. So far as I am personally 
concerned, I have no objection, but if the 
Senator will withhold the request

Mr. LUCAS. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. WAONER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Missis&ippi yield? 

Mr. ·BILBO. For what purpose? 
Mr. WAGNER. I wish to ask a ques .. 

tion. 
Mr. BILBO. Very well. 
Mr. WAGNER. I wanted to ask 

whether the Senator would object if I 
submitted the report of the conference 
committee on the price contror bill. I 
think its consideration will not take very 
long. The report is unanimous on the 
part of the conferees of both Houses. 

Mr. BILBO. Is that the bill taking 
care of the people so far as meat is con
cerned? 

Mr. WAGNER. Yes. 
Mr. BILBO. And giving the victims of 

the OPA the right to appeal to the judi
ciary of the country? 

Mr. WAGNER. No; the Patman 
amendment, which dealt with the meat 
situation, is accepted. 

Mr. BILBO. I will not yield for a 
conference report which does not give the 
American citizen a right to appeal from 
the arbitrary imposition on the American 
people through the fool regulations of 
the OPA. 

Mr. WAGNER. The citizen has a right 
to appeal. 

Mr. BILBO. I did not know he had it. 
Mr. WAGNER. Yes, he has; he may 

appeal to the Emergency Court. 
Mr. BILBO. · Does any one object? 
Mr. LANGER. I object. 
Mr. WHITE. I make the same request 

with respect to this matter that I made 
with regard to the other. 

Mr. BILBO. The Senator from North 
Dakota objects. 

Mr. WHITE. There is a Senator who 
wishes to say something about the OPA 
conference report. If the Senator from 
New York will wait for 15 minutes, I 
know that Senator I have in mind will 
be in the Chamber, and I presume the 
Senator from Mississippi would yield 
then as readily as now. 

Mr. BILBO. I am very sorry I cannot 
yield. My colleagues object. I do not, 
but they do. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I with
draw my objection. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President
Mr. BILBO. Objection is made. I am 

not yielding for the purpose of making a 
report unless it is unanimous . . 

Mr. WHITE. The report is unanimous. 
Mr. BILBO. Does the Senator from 

North Dakota object? 
Mr. LANGER. I object. 
Mr. BILBO. North Dakota objects. 

[Laughter.] 
I wish now to go back to the editorial 

in the Mobile Register, and I shall read it 
from the beginning. It is as follows: 
PROSPECTIVE NEW MOVE FOR MORE FEPC FUNDS 

SHOULD BE DEFEATED 

When the Senate takes up the war agen
cies appropriation bill this week, a fight ap• 
paren tly is going to be made on the floor to 
add an appropriation for the so-called Fair 
Employment Practices Committee. The Sen• 
ate will serve the interests of domestic har• 
many if it defeats the maneuver. 

The legislative picture on the FEPC is quit(t 
complic~ted. The agency has never been 
authorized by · Congress, but was created b1 

an Executive order of President Roosevelt on: 
June 21, 1941, then re-created by another 
Executive order of May 23, 1943. 

Last year Congress inserted a provision in 
the independent offices appropriation bill 
by which no appropriation may be used to 
pay the expenses of any agency after it has 
been in existence for more than a year, unless 
Congress specifically -appropriates money for 
it or has authorized it to expend funds. That 
means the end of the FEPC after this fiscal 
year unless Congress puts more money in 
its hands, which Congress should not do. 

A bill in traduced in the House, seeking to 
establish the FEPC on a permanent basis, 
gained a favorable report by the Labor Com
mittee, but has been unable to get beyond 
the Rules Committee. Represen-tative MARY 
NoRTON, New Jersey Democrat, chairman of 
the Labor Committee, is circulating a peti
tion in an effort to discharge the Rules Com
mittee from the bill, but the petition is far 
from the requisite 218 signatures. 

The House Appropriat1ons Committee this 
year refused to include an item for the FEPC 
in the war agencies appropriation bill, taking 

, the position that the future of the outfit 
should be decided by the separate FEPC bill, 
No attempt to add an FEPC appropriation 
was made on the floor of the Hous~ when the 
war agencies bill was passed. 

Mr. President, I have read that over 
for emphasis. The House takes the po
sition that before any appropriation can 
be made the question as to whether this 
agency is going to be a permanent 

·organization, should first be settled by 
the Congress. Then, if Congress sees fit 
to establish the FEPC as a permanent 
agency, there will be no trouble in get
ting an appropriation through because 
deficiency bills are coming in all the 
time, and the money can be obtained 
with which to operate the machine if· 
the machine can be established. 

The feeling of the House is, and the 
feeling of many people who are favorable 
to the FEPC is, that the right and proper 
and sequential thing to do is to wait and 
let the friends and sponsors of the FEPC 
fight it out, and ascertain whether they 
can persuade the Congress to make this 
a permanent organization. If they can, 
then we will provide the money with 
which to operate it. If they cannot, then 
call it a day and quit, and quit on this 
appropriation right here. I mean, let it 
go dead next Monday. 

The editorial in the Mobile Register 
continues: 

The Senate appropriations committee on 
Thursday made a gesture about such an ap
propriation, but did not add it to the bill. 
'Ihe Constitution requires that appropria
tions originate in the House. Too, an FEPC 
appropriation, since the agency has not been 
authorized by law, if added by the Senate, 
would constitute new legislation in an appro
priation bill, forbidden by the Senate rules. 

That is why, before we can take up the 
question of the appropriation of this 
$446,000, a motion must be made and 
adopted by two-thirds of the Senate, and 
before that motion could be made there 
would have to be notice put on file, all of 
which has been complied with by the 
Senator from New Mexico. Of course, 
he did it · at the behest of some mem
bers of the Committee on Appropriations; 
but any Member of the Senate could have 
filed notice before this bill came up, and 
could have gotten the same result as a 
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Senator from the committee. That is a 
right we all have. But the conditions 
have been complied with. When the 
amendment is called up for action it is 
subject to a point of order, and the Sena
tor will have to make a motion to sus
pend the rule, and when that motion is 
made, if it is ever made, is when the fili
buster on the pending bill is going to 
start. 

The editorial concludes: 
Actu.ally w~at the Senate Appropriations 

Committee d1d was to authorize one of its 
membel's, Senator CHAVEZ, Democrat from 
New Mexico, to move to suspend the Senate 
rules so that the FEPC appropriation could 
be added. But a motion to suspend the 
rules requires a two-thirds vote. The chance 
of that happening appears remote. 

I do not know whether it is remote or 
not. If 1 knew that there was one more 
than a third of the Senate present and 
voting who would vote against the sus
pension of the rules, then I would not 
take .longer. Speaking is hard work 
and one has to be tired and hungry and 
mad to make a speech worth a darn. I 
do not like to speak, and if I knew we 
had the necessary votes to keep the rule 
ifrom being suspended, I would say, "Let 
us vote now"; but I do not know. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is not tired 
and hungry right now, is he? 

Mr. BILBO. No. I have not warmed 
Up in my speech-making yet. I am 
neither tired nor hungry, and I am not 
mad either. 

Thirty-three Senators are more than a 
third of the total when all Members are 
·recorded. Because of its strife-creating as

. pects, the FEPC is widely disapproved in the 
South and a. distinct sentiment of disap
proval is also found in the border States on 
the Pacific coast. These areas together have 
86 Senators. 

Last year the House Appropriations Com
mittee · put an appropriation for the FEPC 
1n the war agencies blll. The House first 
voted by 141 to 1~3 ~0 delete the appropria
tion, but later acted by ·a. margin of four 
votes-123 to 119-to restore it. A motion in 
the Senate to delete the appropriation failed 
by 39 to 21. That, however, did not quite 
constitute a two-thirds pro-FEPC alinement. 

On June 5 President Truman took the un
usual step of asking the House Rules Com-

, mittee to give clearance to the bill setting 
Up a permanent FEPC. The committee de
clined a. week later, by a six to six vote, to 
clear the bill. 

Mr. President, I am not criticizing mY. 
good friend, the President, butr he did an 
unusual, an extraordinary thing, when he 
wrote a letter to the committee and tried 
to infiuence the committee in its action. 
That is something I do not think Presi
dent Roosevelt ever did. 

Congress, as we have said before, should 
devote its attention to pressing worthy mat
ters, not to the unworthy FEPC. The FEPC 
already has wasted too much public money 
1n its meddlesome carryings-on. It should 
be discontinued before it has opportunity to 
do more damage. 

Mr. President, in this connection I de .. 
me to read an amendment which I in- · 
tend to offer on behalf of my friend the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL] to 
the. amendment which the Senator from 
New Mexico is going to offer, which is 

now on the desks of Senators. The pro
posed amendment is as follows: 

Before the period at the end of the amend
ment, insert a colon and the following: "Pro
Vided tunher, That no part of the funds ap
propriated in this act or in any other act 
shall be available for expenditure to carry 
o'!t t~e functions vested in the Committee 
on Fa1r Employment Practice by Executive 
Orders Nos. 8802 and 9346 until, and then 
only so long as, such Executive orders are so 
amel).ded as to impose the same prohibitions 
upon, and remedies to prevent, discrimina
tion against any person because of his mem
bership or nonmembership in, or affiliation 
or nonaffiliation with, any labor organiza
tion as are imposed by such Executive orders 
with respect to discrimination against any 
person because of· his race, creed, color or 
national origin." ' 

Mr. President, I ask that the amend
ment be received and printed, and placed 
on the desks of Senators. 

There being no objection, the amend
ment was received and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I now wish 
to read to Senators a most surprising 
an~ unusual story concerning what is 
takm? _place in this country-the most 
surpnsm~ story I have read in many a 
da?". This comes from the wife of the 
editor of the Washington Post, Mrs. 
Eugene Meyer: 

WRITER_ PLEADS CAsE;. oF SoUTH's NEGRO GI's 
PRINCETON, N. J., June 26.-Mrs. Eugene 

Meyer, writer and wife of the publisher of 
the Washington Post, sounded a warning to
day-

I wish Senators would listen to this
that unl'ess economic and social measures are 
taken immediately in the South-

Mark this, Senators-
~~ preparation for the returning Negro so!'
dler, there will be another influx of Negroes 
into the North that would be "disastrous for 
the North and for the Nation." 

Think of it, Senators. The wife of the 
editor of the Washington Post, Mrs. Eu
gene Meyer, -speaking before a gathering 
in New Jersey, makes the statement that 
if something is not done in the South 
and done at once, to change economi~ 
a~d social measures, when the Negro soi
diers come back from this war they will 
not stay in the South but will make their 
way to the North, and she says this "will 
be disastrous for the North and for the 
Nation." 

If I am not mistaken, Mr. President, 
the Washington Post has been a de
fender of all those who have been inter
ested in this kind of legislation. I want 
to be fair. I know that the Post has 
taken occasion to lambast the devil out 
of me concerning my racial views. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President will the 
Senator yield in order that I ~ay pre
sent a short resolution and ask for its 
adoption, with the understanding that 
the Senator from Mississippi will not lose 
the fioor? 
M~. BILBO. Does anyone object Mr. 

President? ' 
Mr. LANGER. I object. 
~r. BILBO. I am very sorry. Then 

J Will proceed. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President will the 

Senator yield for a question. ' 
, Mr. BILBO. I will. 

Mr. LUCAS. Are the Senator from 
~ississippi and the Senator from North 
Dakota now carrying on a filibuster? 

Mr. BILBO. That is a military secret. 
Mr. President, I wonder why Mrs. 

Meyer, speaking in New Jersey, thinks 
that if these Negroes should come north 
it would be so disastrous. I thought a 
~Teat deal of money had been spent by 
some people, and time and effort spent 
as well, in trying to educate the southern 
people how to handle the race question 
and how to treat the Negro. Now when 
the Negro is on the way to come up and 
pay ~hem ~ visit and live with them they 
consider that to be disastrous. I should 
like to see every Negro in· Mississippi 
move to Wisconsin. I wish they would 
all appear on the same day in Wisconsin. 

I continue to read from the article: 
Speaking at an ail-day institute on migra

tory labor problems held at the Nassau 
Tavern under the sponsorship of Princeton 
Surveys and the industrial relations depart
ment of Princeton University, Mrs. Meyer 
said about the Negro soldiers who return to 
the South. 

"When they return they are not going to 
put up with unemployment and political dis
enfranchisement, and lack of educational and 
health facilities they had to endure in the 
past. Either we move quickly to see to it 
that the South overcomes its economic 
handicap and its meager social provision for 
the Negro, or we shall see another Negro 
migration from the South to the slums of 
the North which will make the· one that 
took place after the last war look like a mere 
trickle." · 

In other words, she is saying to . the 
South, "You must get busy and do some
thing about the Negro. You must im
prove his economic conditions his social 
conditions, and his educatio~al condi
tions, and do it quickly, or when the 
Negroes come back they are all going . 
north, and they will lodge in the slums 
of New York, Philadelphia, Washington, 
Chicago, and Detroit, and there will be 
no Negroes left in the South." 

I hope they will all come north; if there 
is anything I can do or say that would 
cause them to come north, I will do it. 
I want the Negro to have his way. If 
he d~es not want to stay in the South, 
let him come north. His condition in 
the South is growing worse because all 
the farms of the South are being mech
anized, and in the large prairie and delta 
sectigns of the South there will be no 
further use for him. He cannot be used 
as farm labor. Unfortunately our in
dustrial life has not yet been developed 
to the point where we can take care of 
the rural population if they decide to go 
to the cities and seek labor in · industry. 
Therefore, if the Negro wants to come 
north, God bless him. I wish him well. 
If he does, when this war is over and I 
introduce my bill for the voluntary re
settlement of the Negro in West Africa 
~e shall find Senators and R~presenta~ 
tives from the North helping BILBO to 
~ake arrangements for the Negro to go 
back voluntarily to his homeland. 

Prof. Paul S. Taylor, in the department of 
economics at the University of California 
:proposed that President Truman ~ppoint a~ 
1nterdepartmental committee of Federal 
agencies to deal with problems of miQ"ra
tory labor. The meeting was attended~ by 
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representatives of Federal, St ate, labor, re
ligious, and civic organizations. 

I am surprised that anyone should ob
ject to the Negro's coming north. I am 
sure my friends from New York [Mr. 
WAGNER and Mr. MEAD] WOUld not ob
ject, because they know how to handle 
the Negroes. The Negroes vote for them, 
and I am sure they would be glad if all 
the Negroes of Mississippi were to move 
to New York. They would be glad to 
have them. It would increase their ma
jorities when they run for office. 

I should like to read an editorial from 
the Washington Post entitled "FEPC 
Filibuster." These things are synchro
nized logically and sequentially-from 
Mrs. Meyer to the editorial columns, from 
the wife to the editor. This is the edi
torial: 

Filibusters are never threatened by men 
willing to trust to majority rule. 

That is a fundamental statement. In 
other words, it is never necessary to fili
buster if one has a majority with him; 
but if the majority is against him, it be
comes necessary to filibuster. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, may I 
ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques
tion? 

Mr. BILBO. But the mere fact that 
the majority is on one side of the ques
tion and the minority on the other is 
not conclusive proof that the majority 
is right, in a legislative body such as the 
United States Senate. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. In this particular in

stance, instead of a majority, my motion 
would require two-thirds. 

Mr. BILBO. That is correct. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Is not . the Senator 

from Mississippi willing to take a chance 
on one-third? 

Mr. BILBO. In the case of a measure 
such as this, involving the question of 
votes and more votes, I can readily un
derstand that it might be possible for 
two-thirds to be wrong. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. But the Senator is not 
willing to take a chance that they might 
be right. 

Mr. BILBO. I am afraid the two
thirds would be like the Senator from 
New Mexico. I hope not. 

Continuing with the editorial: 
The die-hard foes of the FEPC, for exam

ple, know that their colleagues in the Sen
ate, if given an opportunity, would vote for 
funds for continuance of the agency. 

I know that; but let me say this about 
filibusters and majorities. There has 
never been a filibuster successfully con
ducted in the history of the United States 
Senate with respect to which time did 
not prove "that the filibuster was right. 
The founding fathers knew what they 
were doing when they made this the one 
forum in the world where debate is un
limited. In times like these, and at other 
times in the history of the country, sen
timental, emotional waves sweep. over 
the country; and it is only here in the 
United States Senate that we can get 
together cool, able men willing to stand 
against the storm, and even to protect 
Members from other parts of the country 

against their own constituents. When 
I stand here to fight and kill this dam
nable piece of legislation, I am protecting 
Senators from New York or Illinois, who 
know in their hearts that I am right, 
who know in their hearts that this is a 
damnable piece of legislation, who know 
in their hearts that it is wrong, but for 
political reasons cannot afford to say so. 
Their political lives are at stake. They 
want to come back to the Senate. I am 
their friend in the hour of their distress. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Would the same polit

ical reasons apply to Senators on the 
other side of the question? 

Mr. BILBO. They do not apply in my 
case, because I can be elected in Mis
sissippi regardless of the FEPC. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I hope the Senator can, 
but I am wondering whether or not some 
reasons of that kind might not be in mind 
once in a while. 

Mr. BILBO. I do not claim perfec
tion. I confess my limitations and weak
nesses. There might be situations in 
which I would have to yield, as the Sen
ator from Mexico has yielded. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator please say "New Mexico"? I am 
afraid there will be confusion. People 
will not know what he is talking about, 
and will say, "The good Senator from 
Mississippi confuses New Mexico with 
Mexico." 

Mr. BILBO. I thinlr the Senator is 
quite right, and I apologize for not say
ing "New Mexico" every time, because, 
the Senator being the sponsor of a meas
ure of this character, people are likely 
to believe that it comes from Mexico, 
and not New Mexico. Hereafter I will 
protect the Senator. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am trying to pro
tect the Senator from Mississippi, be
cause I think he is making a good state·
ment according to his own ideas, but if 
the people get the idea that he is con
fusing the State of New Mexico with the 
Republic of Mexico, they will say, "He 
is probably confused about the merits of 
FEPC." 

Mr. BILBO. It is possible that some
thing good could come out of New 
Mexico. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a queston. 
Mr. McMAHON. May I inquire when 

the extended explanation is to stop and 
the filibuster commence? 

Mr. BILBO. ·When I am convinced 
that one more than a third of the Senate 
will vote against the FEPC. Does that 
answer the Senator's question? 

Mr. McMAHON. Yes. 
Mr. BILBO. I continue to read from 

the editorial: 
So they propose to frustrate the will of 

the majority by a species of legislative black
mail-not scrupling to hold up matters of 
vital national and international concern 
which await congressional action. 

I wish to say that is an unjustifiable 
indictment by the Washington Post edi
torial, because I stand here ready to yield 
the :floor at any time, as I did a while 

ago, for the passage of a bill appropriat
ing $38,000,000,000 for the war effort, and 
I was glad to yield the floor earlier today 
in order to hear the distinguished Sen~
tor from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] give us 
his thrilling account of the fight made at 
San Francisco in the interest of perma
nent world peace, and I will yield again 
tomorrow to my good friend the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], pro
Vided some sponsor of the FEPC does not 
object. There will be no trouble about 
that; and I am ready to yield for the 
passage of the bill carrying appropria
tions for the 16 Government agencies if 
my friend the Senator from New Mexico 
will just kindly announce that he will 
not try to have the rule suspended and 
have this damnable poison of FEPC in
jected into the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? -

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The question is this: 

Under the motiori we are asking--
Mr. BILBO. Is the Senator asking me 

a question? 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes; I am going to: 

Under the motion, if agreed to, we will 
offer an amendment providing that an 
item of $446,000 for FEPC be included. 
Is the Senator willing to jeopardize the 
appropriations for the 16 agencies to 
which he has referred, merely because 
he does not like the darky of the South? 

Mr. BILBO. I am not. But the Sen
ator from New Mexico is, because he is 
seeking to make a motion to inject into 
the bill an outside, extraneous matter 
which has never shown up in the bill in 
the House of Representatives or in any 
committee. The Senator is planning to 
move to suspend the rule and to put this 
poison into the bill, when he knows he 
will be killing the 16 agencies if he at
tempts to do so. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for another question? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ.· This item was included 

in last year's appropriation bill; was it 
not? 

Mr. BILBO. I regretfully say "Yes." 
Mr. CHAVEZ. This item was included 

in the Budget as approved and submit
ted by the President of the United States 
to the Congress this year; was it not? 

Mr. BILBO. I have not looked at the 
Budget, but I presume it is in there. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. My motion is based 
upon instructions or authority from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BILBO. It is not based on any 
authority; the committee just told the 
Senator to do it, and he was willing. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. They voted 14 to 4 to 
ask me to do it. 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Well, they did. 

; Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. That is also correct; 

is it not? 
Mr. BILBO. I was not there; I do not 

know. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator ~ro~ Mis

sissippi now feels, does he not, that the 
reason why he does not want to let it 
go to a vote is that he feels the op-

. ponents cannot get at least one-third; 
is not that correct? 
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Mr. BILBO. I am not going to take 

any chances on having it passed, because 
I am going to a funeral on Monday. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I hope the Senator 
takes carnations. He will need them. 

Mr. BILBO. I am preaching the 
funeral sermon in advance, but we are 
going to have the funeral on Monday. 
The FEPC is dead. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. By that same means 
the Senator will kill 16 other agencies. 
If that satisfies his state of mind, it is all 
right with me. 

Mr. BILBO. They will be dead if the 
Senator from New Mexico attempts to 
offer his motion or amendment. The 
Senator from New Mexico must make the 
choice. He can kill them by offering the 
amendment, or he can hold up the 
amendment and let the appropriations 
for the 16 agencies pass. I have been 
putting the Senator from New Mexico on 
notice for 2 days about what he is doing. 
He is committing suicide. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I assure my good friend 
the Senator from Mississippi that he can 
filibuster until doomsday, but that mo
tion wi.ll be made. 

Mr. Bn.:BO. Does the Senator mean 
the motion will be offered? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. It certainly will be of
fered. Talk never did scare me. 

Mr. BILBO. Well, if the Senator from 
· New Mexico is so hell bent on doing it 

anyway, I may decide not to let him ha,;.re 
a chance to put it on. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. All right; if that is 
the case, the Senator can talk. 

Mr. BILBO. I have the floor, and I 
am holding it. 

Let me read further from the editorial: 
This is the pattern they followed in the 

House as well as in the Senate. In the House, 
legislation to establish a statutory Fair Em
ployment Practice Commission was kept 
bottled up by the Rules Committee, so tha.t 
Members could not vote on it. And now 
in the Senate, a handful of •bankrupt men 
propose to forbid even an appropriation for 
the existing FEPC created by Executive order 
4 years ago. 

I wonder what the editor of the Wash
ington Post means by "handful of bank
rupt men." 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to ask a question. 

Mr. BILBO. - The Senator may ask me 
a question. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Very well; I thank the 
Senator. 

Mr. BILBO. Does the Senator know 
what the editor of the Post meant? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I have a very definite 
idea. 

Mr. BILBO. I will take the Senator's 
answer and will work on it. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Well, when the Senator 
and I pray this evening, I will confess 
what the idea is. 

Mr. BILBO. I am not a Catholic; I do 
not confess. 

Mr. President, I repeat what I just read 
from the editorial: 

And now in the Senate, a handful of bank
rupt men propose to forbid even an ap
propriation for the existing FEPC created 
by executive order 4 yeal's ago. 

Here is a Republican newspaper which 
fought the Roosevelt New Deal admin
istration all these years, and fought it 

bitterly.' This newspaper denounced 
everyone who had anything to do with 
the New Deal; but now, at the eleventh 
hour, this newspaper denounces a Sena
tor who happens to be in opposition to a 
measure which was brought into exist
ence by threat and intimidation by a 
Negro by the name of A. Philip Randolph, 
who threatened to bring to Washington 
200,000 Negroes to cause riot and trouble. 
That was the beginning of this damnable 
outrage. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit an interruption for a 
question? 

Mr. BILBO. I ask the Senator to let 
me conclude reading the editorial, and 
then he may ask his question. 

The editorial says that they are 
"bankrupt men." In other words, there 
are approximately 25 or 30 Members of 
the Senate whom the Washington Post 
has denounced as being bankrupt men. 
I do not know whether the Washington 
Post means those Senators are bankrupt 
financially, bankrupt morally, bankrupt 
politically, or bankrupt intellectually. I 
do not know what kind of bankruptcy the 
writer of the editorial is talking about. 
If he is talking about a condition of 
financial bankruptcy, I do not think that 
is true. I do not think there is a Senator 
on this side of the Chamber who is op
posing this fool legislation who is in a 
bankrupt condition. Such Senators may 
not be wealthy, but they are not bank;. 
rupt. If, by chance, any of them are 
financially bankrupt, they are preparing 
to remedy the situation, be.cause I under
stand that the bill by which the salaries 
of Members of Congress will be increased 
to $15,000 a year is ready to be passed, 
and it will straighten out that situation. 

So far as mental bankruptcy is con
cerned-a condition of being bankrupt 
in respect to mental conceptions of good 
government-! think I am a good Dzmo
crat. I am not a Democrat just because 

·I come from Mississippi. I am a Demo
crat in conviction because I believe in the 
principles of democracy. I certainly do 
not believe what Eugene Meyer believes. 
I do not believe in his policies or philos
phy of government. If I must agree with 
Eugene Meyer's notion that the FEPC 
is h is idea or concept of Federal law, in 
order for me to escape the denunciation 
of being bankrupt from a governmental 
or intellectual standpoint, then I will re
main a bankrupt. 

With a small staff and limited funds, the 
FEPC has worked effectively to brealt down 
the barriers of bigotry in American industry 
and to open up job opportunities for the 
members of disadvantaged minority groups. 

Mr. President, it has just occurred to 
me what is the matter. I had forgotten 
that the editor of the Washington Post 
is a Jew, and I presume that his wife is 
a Jewess. 

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

Mr. BILBO. They have been lined up 
from the very beginning with this minor
ity called the Negro race in the fight 
which it is waging. There are excep-
tions, of course. --

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President-
Mr. BILBO. The Negroes, and the 

Jews in New York, as well as others who 

are working with them hand in hand
those are the minorities which the poli
ticians fear-are the ones who have been 
back of this vicious legislation. There
fore, we find the editor of the Wash
ington Post, a Jew, fighting against me, 
accusing me, and denouncing me and 
any other man who dares to disagree 
with him with regard to this proposed 
legislation, and calling us bankrupt men. 
I resent it. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, may I 
ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Has the Senator ever 

heard of a boy named Levine, who died 
in the Philippine Islands in the early 
days of the war? Has the Senator from 
Mississippi ever · heard of him? 

Mr." BILBO. I think I have. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Was he a Jew? 
Mr. BILBO. I do not know. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Has the Senator heard 

of thousands and thousands of m·en who 
were Jews who made the supreme sacri
fice, and are lying in graveyards in 

· Tunisia, Africa, Sicily, Italy, Okinawa, 
Iwo Jima, and other places, side by side 
with boys from Mississippi? 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Is there anything in the 

Constitution which says that a Jew can
not be a good American? 

Mr. BILBO. Sit down a minute; I 
want to talk to the Senator. I am not 
saying anything against the Jew. I am 
not denouncing the Jews. I am a mem
ber of the Baptist Church, in good stand
ing. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am a member of the 
Catholic Church, in good standing. 

Mr. BILBO. Wait a minute, wait a 
minute, wait a minute. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I just want to tell you 
that I am a good Catholic. 

Mr. BILBO. You cannot get that on 
the RECORD. Wait a minute. You can
not talk now. I have the floor. I say 
that I am a Protestant in good standing. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am a Catholic in good 
standing. 

Mr. BILBO. Yes; and we both believe 
in Jesus Christ, who was a Jew. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I also hope that we 
both believe in American institutions. 

Mr. BILl30. Moses was a Jew, Paul 
was a Jew, and Peter was a Jew also. 
They were all Jews. Do not intimate 
that I am trying to denounce the Jews. 

· Some of the best friends I have in the 
world are of the Jewish faith. I am 
saying that Eugene Meyer is a Jew, and 
has denounced me as a bankrupt man be
cause I am opposed to the pet scheme 
which the Negroes and the Jews in this 
country are trying to put over on the 
American businessmen, and the business 
enterprises of this country. That scheme 
would affect the North, South, East, 
and West. The question involved here 
is not a southern one. The petition 
which I have received from Atlanta has 
been referred to. One-fifth the persons 
referred to are Jews and Rabbis. If we 
examine this list of national organiza
tions we will see that they sponsor a 
membership consisting of approximately 
90 percent of Negroes or Jews. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Will my good friend 
yield to me for a question? 
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Mr. BILBO. Not until I am through 

reading this editorial. 
I repeat: 
With a small staff and limited funds, the 

FEPC has worked effectively to break down 
the barriers of bigotry in American industry 
and to open job opportunities for the mem
bers of disadvantaged minority groups. 

In doing this the agency helped signifi
cantly toward full mobilization of the 
Nation's manpower for prosecution of the 
war. 

Mr. President, there is not a word of 
truth in that statement. It is the same 
kind of rot which appears in many other 
statements regarding the FEPC to the 
effect that the FEPC has brought to
gether the labor of the country and made 
it possible for the great production pro
gram which was put into effect. I assert, 
Mr. President, there is not a word of 
truth in it. We had an excess of labor 
which would have done the job anyway, 
but the FEPC has been given the credit. 
The FEPC should not be given the credit. 
.They had no power. They were merely 
a group of "sugar" boys with "lollypops" 
going around the country. They said 
they were negotiating and were paci
fying. As you know, Mr. President, we 
pacify with lollypops. 

I continue reading: 
It was intolerable that racial prejudice 

should have kept men out of mines and mills 
,when men were desperately needed to carry 
on vital war work. And it remains intolera
ble today. The war is not ended, and the 
fullest use of manpower on our production 
lines is necessary to bring it to its speediest 
possible conclusion, 

Mr. President, the only shortage of 
manpower of which Mr. McNutt has fur
nished any evidence has been on the 
Pacific coast. As I said awhile ago, 
that shortage was caused by the prema
ture idea that the war was over when 
we finished with wiping up the Germans. 
It was not realized by many persons the 
amount of material, men, time, and 
munitions which would be required to 
carry on the war against Japan. A great 
many of us believe that -the war with 
Japan will last from 1 to 3 years. I have 
always believed that it will last at least 
2 years after VE-day. It must be a fight 
to the finish because the Japs have de
cided upon national suicide. V/e must 
kill them in order to get rid of them. I 
do not know as killing them off would be 
a mistake. Personally, I think the J ap 
is a heathen. He is an animal. He is 
a mongrel. He is ·an off-breed. I think 
he is hopeless. If I had my way about 
.it I would enforce sterilization of the 
whole damn race. · 

I continue reading: 
In the reconversion problems that will be

set us with the war's end, the FEPC will be 
no less urgently needed. 

The writer of this editorial wants the 
FEPC to be continued. Well, he is true 
to the gang he has organized. 

It will be needed if the change-over from 
war to peace production is to be accom
plished with minimum dislocation and with 
a decent regard for minority rights. It will 
be r:eeded as a symbol of the Government's 
concern if we are to preserve the faith cf 
minority groups in the· democratic precess. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Illinois? .. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, if the Sen
ator from Mississippi will yield to me I 
should like to present a short resoluti~n 
with the understanding that he will not 
lose his rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I object. 
Mr. BILBO. I am very sorry. I would 

not treat the Senator in that way if I 
were on the other side, but I am sorry. I 
wish I could yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator can yield. 
Mr. BILBO. There· are great stakes in

volved. I am sorry. 
Mr. President, we thought the war was 

practically won. We once went through 
a reconversion period. We made a good 
job of it. We never heard anything 
about discriminations then. Seventy
five · or l.OO years have passed during 
which we had no law to regulate so
called discriminations. After 150 years 
of the Nation's life we suddenly find that 
the Washington Post, Walter White, 
'Judge Hastie, Roy Wilkins, Governor 
Dewey, and other distinguished lead
ers-what a bunch-think that it is ab-· 
solutely necessary that we have the 
FEPC and that we spend half a million 
dollars for 66 Negroes, 15 Jews, and a few 
white gentiles to galavant over the coun
try with lollypops in order to pacify peo- . 
ple, keep everybody at work and keep 
down discrimination. We have not had 
that in the past, and we have been get
ting along all right. There is nothinq in 
it except that this is a concept arri~ed 
at back yonder in the corrupt center of 
New York, wit.h Browder and a lot of 
others, Communists and Socialists. 
They conceived the idea of the FEPC 
and it was carried to the waiting politi~ 

·~m.mdfuey~~·we~~fu~. 
Go after it." 

I am told . that this FEPC involves · 
about 750,000 votes in the State of New 
York. In other words, if you do not play 
your cards right here, my Brother 
WAGNER, there are at least 750 000 voters 
in New York State who will v~te against 
you the next time you run, if you do 
not l\:eep your record straight on FEPC. 
.That is a minority vote. There are the 
votes of the minorities in New York that 
is, the Negroes, and the Jews, and the 
Italians, and a few Poles in the State of 
New York. There are about five or six 
hundred thousand Negroes in New York, 
most of them in Harlem, and about a 
million and a half or two million Jews. 
There are only 5,000,000 Jews in the 
United States and about 1,175,000 or 
2,000,000 Jews in the State of New York. 
The rest of them are scattered around 
over the country. There are some in my 
State, and, by the way, they are the 
finest people in the world. They are 
fine citizens, they are exemplary citi
zens; and they all vote for BILBO. 
[Laughter.] They are good people. 

Mr.-cHAVEZ. M:1y I asl~ the Senator 
a question? 

!.1:r, BILBO. Yes. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I think I shall let the 
Senator proceed. I withdraw my ques
tion. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, while we 
are marking time, I wish to call atten
tion to a petition from the State of Cali
fornia. Where did. the S~nator from 
California go? I received a petition 
from San Francisco, from the National 
Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, San Francisco branch 
reading as follows: · ' 
Senator THEODORE G. BILBO. 

DEAR SENATOR BILBO: Enclosed is a copy Of 
a resolution passed by the membership of 
our organization. Because you placed Mayor 
Lapham's position regarding fair employment 
legislation in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, we 
would appreciate your giving our statement 
the same courtesy. 

· Very truly yours, 
VIRGINIA R. SEYMOUR. 

Senators will remember that a few 
days ago the board of aldermen of the 
city of San Francisco drafted a resolu
tion to be approved.. by the mayor, to be 
sent to the legislature at Sacramento, 
urging them to pass an FEPC measure 
for the State of California, and Mayor 
Lapham vetoed the action of his local 
city board and wrote a very strong, 
statesmanlike veto message giving his 
reasons why this is a fool piece of legisla
tion and should not be passed by the 
State Legislature of California. I have 
not heard whether the legislature passed 
it or not. 

The NAACP, which is a Negro organi
zation, wrote a resolution in which they 
denounced "the man B~LBO"-just like 
this editorial from the Post-and said 
some mean things about me, and asked 
me to put it in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
I shall not put it in the RECORD, certainly 
not, but I shall read my reply to them 
telling them why. I wrote them as 
follows: 

JUNE 26, 1945. 
VIRGINIA R. SEYMOUR, 

Secretary, ' 
San Francisco, Calif. 

DEAR SECRETARY: I am just in receipt of 
your letter of June 22 enclo&ing a resolution 
passed unanimously by the San Francisco 
branch of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People, and I also 
note your audacious request that I insert 
your puny, untrue, ill-advised, partisan, mon
grel resolution into the CONGRESSIONAL REC
ORD of the United States. 

Your branch of the NAACP of San Fran
cisco must be very ignorant and must think 
that I am a perfect idiotic fool. Why, you 
and your organization are so low and uncul
tured that you even refer to me in your so
called resolution as just "BILBO, of Missis
sippi, democracy's worst enemy." Just ordi
nary well-breeding and culture would have 
compelled you to refer to me by my title as 
a Senator from Mississippi. 

And when you say that I am democracy's 
worst enemy you admit your ignorance be
cause you know nothing about my record as 
a public official even if I have been State 
senator, lieutenant governor, governor of my 
State for .8 years, and 12 years in the United 
States Senate. Your whole outfit knows ab
solutely nothing about democracy. It is my 
guess that your only concept of democracy 
is social equality between the ·white man and 
the Negro. 

If your gang is going to follow this line 
of attack, let me warn you now that you are 
hec.ded for wrecl~ and ruin. You have cot a 
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great mayor of San Francisco and he is a 
straight thinker and gives evidence of know
ing something about governmental affairs 
and what is good for his people. 

By the way, I am busy in fostering a pro
gram that will take care of folks of your 
intelligence ~nd caliber. For sometime I 
have been following the leadership of Presi
dents Jefferson, Monroe, Madison, Lincoln, 
and Grant and other great statesmen of the 
past in trying to provide for the voluntary 
resettlement of the American Negro in west 
Africa, the richest country on earth, where 
you will have a country of your own and 
where you can aspire and ascend to the skies 
above. 

No, I will not dignify your insulting and 
miserable little resolution by placing it in 
the archives of our great white American Re
public. I am sorry. 

Yours truly. 

Mr. President, I received another -let
ter, one from .Georgia, which I wish to 
read. It is as follows: 

DALTON, GA., June 26, 1945. 
Hon.-T. G. BILBO, 

United States Senate, 
w-ashington, D. a. 

DEAR SENATOR: Just recently I received 
from Senator RUSSELL'S office a copy Of the 
speech you made on the FEPC Act some time 
ago -in Congress. 

Again, in yesterday's paper, I read of your 
stand on that contemptible act, and want to 
tell you how proud I am of your fight against 
it; 

Today's papers carry a threat made by the 
president of the Pullman Porters' Union, 
which alone points the way to the danger ot 
such a measure. 

How comforting and encouraging is the 
fact that you, together with Senator JOHN
STON and other southern statesmen, have 
promised to see that it never comes to a vote 
1n the Senate. 

With every good wish, I am. 

I cannot give the name of the signer 
for the present. Here is a message from 
Houston, Tex.: · 

HousTON, TEX., June 25, 1945. ·. 
Senator THEO. G. BILBO, · .; .• 

Senate. Office Building, 1 
Washington, D. a. - ~ 

DEAR SENATOR BILBO: • • • I .am en .. 
closing for your information Eleanor's letter 
appearing in today's Houston Press, which 
kindly read. 

Please note she says the petition In behalf 
of FEPC is signed by many of Georgia's :finest 
and most progressive citizens. I do not be
lieve that. 

If the petition has been filed with someone 
in Washington, would it be possible for you 
to get a copy of same? Please advise. 

Also please note they hook it up with the 
war effort, which they are trying to use . to 
put the "nigger-sponsored" bill over. It has 
no connection with the war effort, the bill 
and report I have and have read, but is a 
law they want on the statute books after the 
war is over, to lord it over the white citizens, 
with Government sanction. And they want 
to do that before our boys get back from 
overseas. 

Good luck to you in your work, and best 
wishes, and I hope to hear from you again. 

Mr. President, these individuals desire 
to take advantage of the war situation 
and have FEPC legislation passed1 get 
the law on the statute books, so the FEPC 
may become permanent, in order that 
they may use it as an instrument of pun
ishment when the war is over. 

Here is a hot letter from Jellico, Tenn., 
not from Jericho, but from Jellico: 

DEAR SENATOR BILBO: We most earnestly. 
urge ycu to use every means at your com-

mand to· block the vicious FEPC bill. All 
the free white people of the land of Alvin 
Yark, Sergeant Huff, Old Hickory Jackson, 
Sam Houston, and Davy Crockett are behind 
you 100 percent. 

Pretty good company, Mr. President. 
Some of the persons pushing this bill, no 

doubt are sincere. However, the implica
tions of the whole lay-out stink to the high 
heavens. 

Your duties in this matter in safeguard
ing our sacred rights and traditions are 
heavy. However, we know you shall, with 
God's help, win your fight. If there is any 
way we can help you, call on us. · 

Sincerely yours. 

I believe I will have the name of the· 
writer of that letter printed in the 
RECORD. It comes from C. E. Mills, na
tional president, Free Vvhite Americans, 
Inc. 

I have a telegram from dear old Ken
tucky-from Louisville-as follows: 

Thanks for your unremitting efforts on be
half of South. Obviously ·countless thou
sands of southerners also fight for their way 
of life, a way which seeks a practical solu~ 
tion and precludes use of FEPO to create 

. needless animosities. 

If ever a truth was told, it was told in 
that telegram, which says that needless 
animosities will be created by this damn 
fool legislation. 

I think it would be interesting at this 
juncture to tell the Senate of a little in
cident that happened last year. I read 
from an Associated Press dispatch from 
Washington, under dat~ of June 17, as 
follows: · 
RUSSELL HITS AT F. D. R. FOR SETTING UP 

FEPC-GEORGIAN CoNTENDS PRESIDENT Ex· 
CEEDED AUTHORITY-RACIAL ISSUE fT STAKE 
WASHINGTON, June 17.-Senator RUSSELL, 

Democrat, Georgia, Friday asserted in the _ 
Senate that President Roosevelt exceeded 
his wartime authority in setting up by Ex· 
ecutive order the Fair Employment Practice 
Committee to deal with racial discrimination 
1n war plants and Government. 

"I am a Democrat-proud of many of the 
accomplishments of my party, but I have 
never believed that the President of the 

. United States was vested with a scintilla · of 
authority to create an administrative agency 
such as this without the approval of Con
gress," RussELL said. 

He seeks to abolish the FEPC by striking 
its $500,000 appropriation out of the war 
agencies bill, already through the House and 
now before the Senate. 

CRITICAL OF CONGRESS 
· "The committee has sought to exercise 

powers that could be given to it only by legis
lative action," RUSSELL continued. "The 
people have been critical of Congress for 
allowing bureaucratic agencies to assume 
power in Washington," he said, describing 
the FEPC as one evidence "of this tendency 
of the executive branch to encroach upon the 
legislative branch of the Government." 

The Senate adopted an amendment cut
ting the salary of Malcolm Ross, FEPC chair• 
man, from $10,000 to $8,000 a year. 

Ross told the House Labor Committee that 
to his knowledge FEPC policies do not cir
cumvent southern racial segregation laws. 
· The witness called the committee's at

tention to a letter he sent Governor Steven
son of Texas in which he asserted that the 
FEPC is not advocating social equality but 
is concerned only with obtaining maximum 
efficiency in the war effort by eliminating 
racial discrimination. 

Mr. President, he would force social 
equality upon those who have to work in 

the offices and the plants. ~ Yet, he says 
he is not encouraging that. 

PRAISED AND REBUKED 
In the Senate meanwhile, where southern 

Democrats are seeking to block a $500,000 
appropriation to finance the FEPC, Ross 
drew both praise and criticism. 

Senator DANAHER, Republican, of Connecti
cut, said the chairman had "strugged man
fully" toward the "laudable objective" of pre
venting discrimination "on a racial basis, on 
the basis of creed or a national origin." 

Senator BILBO, Democrat, of Mississippi, in
terrupted to ask how DANAHER explained 
what BILBO termed "discrimination" on the 
committee itself. The Mississippian said 
there were twice as many Negro employees of 
FEPC although Negroes constitute less than 
15 percent of the population. 

"I assume he, Ross, sought qualified men 
and women among those colored employes 
who could work among their people," DANA
HER said, 

BILBo asked if he meant white people were 
not qualified to fill some of the posts. 

DANAHER replied that he did not. 

Mr. Pr.esident, one of the strongest or..: 
ganizations of the FEPC clique in the 
South is the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare. I have just received a 
letter from Miss Patricia Murphy Frank, 
the Washington representative of the 
Southern Conference for Human Wel
fare, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 20, 1945. 
My DEAR SENATOR: We take pleasure in 

sending you the enclosed pamphlet by the 
Committee of Editors and Writers of the 
South, summarizing the voting restrictions 
in the 13 Southern States. 

The _gr_owing demand by all Americans for 
a less restricted franchise is a concern of 
every citizen of the South and every southern 
organization. 

The interest of the South's leading editors 
and writers is evidenced in the enclosed 
pamphlet. · 

Sincerely yours, 
PATRICIA MURPHY FRANK, 
Washington Representative. 

To that letter, enclosing the pamphlet, 
I made the following .reply: 

.TUNE 23, 1945 • 
Mrs. PATRICIA MURPHY FRANK, 

.Washington Representative, 
Southern Conference tor 

Human Welfare, 
Washington, D. a. 

MY DEAR MRs. FRANK: I was indeed sur .. 
prised to receive your letter of June 20 en
closing me a copy of the "Voting Restric
tions in the 13 Southern States,'' prepared 
by the Committee of Editors and Writers 
of the South. The most gratifying thing 
about this report that seems to have been 
sponsored by the mpngrel organization 
known as the Southern Conference for Hu
man Welfare is 'that not one single Quisling 
white editor who appears on the Committee 
of Editors and Writers of the South is from 
Mississippi. That is something to be reallYj 
proud of. · 

By the way, this mongrel conference, op ... 
erating under the misleading title of Hu- 1 

man Welfare, had a "get-together" dinner 
in Washington not long ago at which you 
had about 75 or 100 Negroes, Jewish people, 
and politicians and racketeers and so forth 
and several speeches were made. 1· 

Several Senators who were anxious to know 
just why this mongrel organization was 
awarding a Jefferson plaque to a member of 
the Supreme Bench employed a representa..: 
tive from one of the outstanding stenographic 
organizations of the Capital City and sent 
him down to this dinner to make a record 
of these speeches. We thought that someone 

• 
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'among the speakers would "spill the beans'' 
and tell the real reason why this memento 
was being bestowed upon a judge of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The 
gentleman that went down representing the 
reporting agency was very promptly ushered 
out of the dinner or banquet hall and he re
ported that he was asked to leave by a man 
by the name of Frank. I am just wondering 
1f you happen to be related or in any way 
connected with this man Frank who was ac
tiv.ely in charge of the arrangements and 
admissions at this dinner. 

A gentleman from the Department of the 
Interiore<was supposed to have been in charge 
but when I called him he said that a Mr. 
or Mrs. Frank or both were taking charge 
of the affair. I merely recite these facts in 
order to find out from you if possible if a 
stenographic report was made of the speeches 
on this occasion and if so could you assist 
me in securing a copy of all the speeches 
made. The group of Senators that I repre
sent will be glad to pay a fair and reasonable 
price for a copy of these speeches. 

we have learned since this unfortunate af
fair took place that one of the speakers really 
did "spill the beans" and told the assembled 
crowd just what it was that this judge had 
helped to do that caused the Southern Con
ference for Human Welfare to bestow this 
award on him. I trust you will write me at 
your earliest convenience. 

I am sure you will be glad to help me get 
at the truth about the plans, motives, and 
objectives of the Southern Conference for 
Human Welfare because in a short while I 
am going to make a speech on ~he _floor of 
the Senate discussing this orgamzat10n and 
all of its activities and its objectives. The 
people need to know the truth about it. It 
is universally true that when a bunch of the 
alleged intelligentsia of the Negro race with 
a number of white Quislings, both from the 
South and the North, organize they have 
some very definite objectives to put over. 

I regret to note that the purpose of your 
letter and the brochure that you sent me 
seem to be sponsoring the movement of the 
Negro minority to compel the Congress to 
pass a most definitely unconstitutional meas
ure to repeal the poll-tax laws that obtain 
now in seven Southern States. I can very 
easily understand why 'some want to do this 
for political reasons and at the same time I 
know that quite a number of folks who are 
very active in this movement are just plain 
r acketeers-they are out for the money they 
can get out of the organization of the move
ment to repeal the poll tax. My information 
has been that quite a sum of money has been 
extracted from unthinking and designing 
people throughout the United States. 

Now I trust that you will take no offense 
in anything that I have set out or said in 
this letter because I have been very frank 
and I want you to answer me with the same 
frankness and tell me all you know about this 
organization since you subscribe yourself as 
being the Washington representative of this 

\ organization. And please do not forget about 
the speeches made at the banquet when your 
organization did the most unethical thing 
in the history of our country by rewardin!t 
a Justice of the Supreme Court for his opin
ions on the bench. 

I trust I will be able to hear from you be
fore the Senate is called upon to pass upon 
the anti-poll tax repeal bill that is now be
ing considered by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate. 

Yours truly. 

Afterward I amended the letter by add
ing another paragraph, with the sugges
tion that I was sure that when the judge 
received his· award, knowing that the 
same a ward had been bestoweq upon an 
cutstanding Negro woman from Florida, 
he would not be so proud of it. 

Here is a very interesting telegram 
from Houston, Tex.: 

HousToN, TEX., June 25, 1945. 
Senator BILBO, 

Democrat, Mississippt, Washington, D. 0.: 
We have information Senate Appropria

tions Committee recommendations for funds 
to support FEPC for coming fiscal year wlll 
come up for action on Senate floor. We have 
four to one strike vote pending against FEPC 
directive Shell Refinery, Deer Park, Tex., em
ploying 1,600 workers. Doing everything pos
sible to avoid shut-down of refinery; situa
tion is becoming a racial problem and can 
be controlled if FEPC is eliminated. Urge 
that you and your colleagues do everything 
possible to eliminate the dissention and dis
cord among industrial workers by continuing 
your fight against the appropriation of funds 
for the activities of this committee. 

A. J. ENGLISHBY, 
Member Conciliation Committee. 

This is from a member of the concilia
tion committee of a large organization 
employing 1,600 persons in Houston, Tex. 
He says that the FEPC has butted in 
and caused friction and disturbance, and 
he is praying that we kill this organiza
tion at the earliest possible moment, to 
save them from further trouble. 

I have just received the following very 
interesting letter from my home State: 

JUNE 20, 1945, 
Han. THEODORE G. EILBd, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Am writing this to con
gratulate you on your stand on two matters 
recently qrought up in the Senate. 

1. Your speech published in CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of June 13, 1945, page 6027. Appeal
ing for deferment of action on tht::. fair em
ployment bill, also veto of action by Han. 
Roger Lapham, mayor of San Francisco, an 
article from Boston Traveler of June 4, 1945, 
on same subject. 

Your expressions before the Senate on this 
matter were absolutely correct. The passage 
of this bill with the creation of conditions 
affected by its operations would do untold 
harm. The principal objection being the 
fact that it places in the hands of five com
missioners too much power. 

The authority to punish offenders against 
its provis~ons for exercising their God-given 
right of freedom in choice, with the negation 
of use of free individual juqgment, in selec
tion of the men and women to serve or work, 
for the pay which is owned by the employing 
person or company. This bill gives abundant 
openings for frameuJ:s, witch hunting, in
tangible, u nsupported accusations, which 
will cause constant conditions of mental in
surrection against a law which has neither 
justice or plain "hoss sense" is not in any 
sense or way advisable. 

There are too many laws already. The 
Congress should have more important things 
to do than to mess with this stuff. Imposing 
on our country a law which punishes both 
employees and employers will eventually 
cause thousands of cases of injustice, impo
sition, also financial losses .. 
- 2. The other case is the meddling of the 
Senate with private affairs of the A. & P. 
chain store president and those of Brig. Gen. 
Elliott Roosevelt. Another comment on this 
case is that A. · & P. chain stores are getting 
back from the public every few days more 
than the loss of the $200,000. 

The writer of the letter.seems to rejoice 
that Elliott put it over. 

I read further: 
The present combination of circumstances 

is causing the payment by the publio 
"through the nose" to all chain stores, ex
travagant and in some instances extor~ionate 

prices-a very small portion of which is re .. 
ceived by the producer. 

The universally mourned President Frank
lin D. Roosevelt, like many other fathers, 
should not be held either· morally, 'legally, or 
financially responsible for the mistakes o! 
their adult progeny. Especially should this 
be the case as the facts are that his sons have 
acquitted themselves wonderfully in the mili
tary service of their country, have been 
honored, decorated, and promoted for brav
ery beyond the call of duty, with meritorious 
service in battle. The whole matter is no 
more business of the Congress than it is of 
mine. 

The matter of income tax by Mr. Hartford's 
making the deduction of the loss would seem 
to be the same as any other bad-debt loss. 
The revenue officials have passed on this. 

There should be a decent respect for the 
dead. President or pauper, the columnists 
should let our Nation's idol rest in peace. We 
have troubles enough. Thank you for stand
ing up for the right repeatedly, with every 
expression of esteem. 

Cordially yours. 

Here is a letter from Houston, Tex.: 
JUNE 22, 1945. 

Hon. THEODORE G. BILBO, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: The most inconceivable plan ever 
concocted by the human mind is busy at 
work in bringing our great country a step 
nearer to the state of communism. I speak 
of the advocates who are attempting to force · 
the FEPC upon our citizens. 

This law represents that which is veno
mous to our American way of life and free 
enterprise. It represents- regimentation of 
the people as were the peoples of Nazi Ger
many and like governments. It will foment 
hardships and racial strifes that will be an 
eyesore for years to come. 

We have seen the probable results of such 
a statute as this committee was empowered 
to investigate discrimination during war
time, and each time we were encountered 
with strikes, race riots, and other disorders. 
Disturbances in Los Angeles, Philadelphia, 
and Detroit attest to this fact. Well-in
formed persons need not refer to history 
books to ascertain how the South reacted to 
edicts handed down by this kangaroo court. 

I trust that you will do everything in your 
power to eradicate the evil by its very roots. 

Sincerely yours. 

That letter has hit the bull's eye, be
cause that is exactly what has happened 
and is going to happen. 

If there is any virtue in the FEPC, we 
should have seen it by now. ToCl.ay it is 
going full blast, and it has been for 
years; yet today we are having more . 
strikes, more lay-offs, and more trouble 
in the industrial plants throughout our 
country than we have had at any time 
since the war began. The FEPC is not 
doing anything about it, because it can
not do anything about 'it. 

The lollypops or the sugar boys-the 
boys who are complaining-are not satis
fied. Therefore it will not do any good. 

Here is a telegram from good old Phila
delphia, Pa.: 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., June 25, 1945, 
Senator THEODORE G. BILBO, 

Senate Office Building: 
Urge you continue fight against Fair Em .. 

ployment Practices Commission. 

Here is another telegram from Phila
delphia: 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., June 25, 1945. 
Senator THEODORE G. BILBO, 

Senate Office Building: 
More power to you in your fight against 

Fair Employment Practices Commission. ' 
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I submit those telegrams for the 
RECORD for the .benefit of my friend 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GUFFEY], 

You know, Mr. President, the most in
teresting thing that has happened in the 
last few days since this fight has been 
going on, and during the time that our 
colored brethren are complaining and 
have been complaining about the dis
crimination of the white man against the 
Negro, is that just a few days ago the 
War Department removed a general from 
a field of operations in Kentucky-a gen
eral who is a white man-and appointed 
Colonel Davis to take his place. It is in
teresting to note what happened when 
the change was made. The first order 
which Colonel Davis issued when he be
came head of the organization was to 
discharge every white officer in that field. 
Let me read what happened: 

COLONEL DAVIS TRANSFERS ALL WHITE 
PERSONNEL 

GoDMAN FIELD, KY.-Less than 30 minutes 
after the final ceremony had ended here last 
Thursday, Col. B. 0. Davis, Jr., had trans
ferred all of the white personnel out of the 

. Four Hundred and Seventy-seventh, and was 
busy at his desk reorganizing and shifting 
his Negro personnel into important positions. 
The colonel had gone to work with his tradi· 
tional exactitude and brevity. 

The order-transferring the white person
nel--clearly demonstrated how Colonel Sel
way, at the instigation of General Hunter, 
commanding officer of the First Air Force, 
bad usurped the cream of all of the important 
positions on the post for his white personnel, 

IMPORTANT POSTS HELD BY WHITES 
Under Colonel Selway not a single Negro 

held a position of importance, or any other · 
kind, in the headquarters of the Four Hun
dred and Seventy-seventh. Besides Colonel 
Selway there were two lieutenant colonels, 
five majors, and one captain-all white
transferred out of headquarters. There was 
only one Negro major on the whole field and 
he was a medical officer. 

All four of the bombardment squadrons 
were headed by white personnel. 

And so forth. In other words, that 
shows exactly what is in the heart, mind, 
conscience, subconscience, and so forth 
of the Negro· race. Whenever they have · 
the opportunity and the power to op
press, destroy, or defeat the white man 
anywhere, their inborn hatred is such 
that" they do not fail to use it. Here is 
a case where the Negroes have been com
plaining for months because the War 
Department and the Navy Department 
are not giving them a square deal, so 
they say. Yet the minute that Negro 
got con~rol of that field in Kentucl{y he 
fired every white officer in the organiza
tion and filled the positions with Negroes. 

All Senators know the history of 
Liberia. Liberia was settled by 30,000 or 
40,000 American Negroes who migrated 
from this country. The land in Liberia 
was owned by the American Colonization 
Society. In 1847 when the Negroes 
wanted to establish a republic of their 
own the American Colonization Society 
turned over to the Republic of Liberia all 
the land of Liberia, reserving half of it 
for the resettlement of other American 
Negroes in the years to come-it is there 
now, waiting for my friends the colored 
people-and they adopted the Constitu-. 

tion of the United States as the basis 
of their new government. The Negro 
was smart. He showed his spirit, his · 
attitude, and what he would do when 
given the power. Only two amendments 
were made to the Constitution of the 
United States which the Republic of 
Liberia adopted in toto. Liberia has a 
president, vice president, a cabinet, and 
two houses, just as we have in the United 
States. However, the constitution was 
amended in two respects. First, no 
white man could ever vote in the Re
public of Liberia. That is a constitu-· 
tiona! prohibition. Second, no white 
man in Liberia could ever own a foot of . 
land. With those two amendments to 
the constitution, there was established 
the Republic in Liberia, which has the 
identical form of government which we 
have here. 

The Negro had his opportunity. He 
had his day in court. He was the boss 
of the situation. He said to the white 
man in effect, "You may not vote in the 
Republic of Liberia. You may not own a 
foot of land in Liberia. You are swept 
off the face of the earth." That is the 
history of Negro action in all such cases. 

Mr. President, I make the prophecy 
that the party which is responsible for 
the enactment of the FEPC, if it is ever 
enforced, will eventually pay the price. 
That price will be in the form of a 
defeat at the polls when the next elec
tion rolls around. We are all waiting 
for New York to begin enfQI'ce.ment of 
its FEPC law on July 1. The necessary 
machinery is organized and ready to op
erate. Appointments of commissioners 
have been made. They are traveling 
throughout the State of New York and 
are harassing, tantalizing, sniping, and 
snooping upon the business people of 
that State. The people of New York will 
be told whom they may hire and whom 
they may fire. I predict that when the 
law has been tried out it will become so 
unpopular, and will bring about so much 
dissatisfaction and cause such urgent 
protests that by the time the following 
election rolls around the men who are 
responsible for putting the FEPC upon 
the State statute books will be politically 
out of luck. The effect will be felt in the 
Congress. Some of the Members of Con
gress who are sponsoring this proposed 
legislation will find out that on the po
litical judgment day the American people 
will not be so easily fooled as it had been 
thought they could be. In other words, 
Senators and Representatives will find 
out that, after all, a great majority of 
the voters of America are Christian white 
gentiles . . 

Mr. PTesident, here is a letter which I 
received from Alabama: 

DEAR SENATOR BILBO: I want to thank you 
for your prompt reply to my recent letter 
regarding Forest Douglass Herrington; also 
your assistance in this matter. 

I and several other Mississippians, who are 
here only temporarily, heartily approve the 
'stand you have taken with reference to the 
anti-poll-tax measure and the FEPC. The 
Comm\Jnist and radical labor element here 
are trying to foster social and political equal
ity. The CIO union has a Negro on their 
negotiation committee with the yard here, 
and Negroes and whites sit in the same meet• 
1ng hall together. 

Trusting that you and others will be able 
to defeat the anti-poll tax and FEPC, I am, 

Yours truly. 

Here is a letter from Houston, Tex.: 
DEAR SENATOR BILBO: Congratulations on 

your stand against the nigger-sponsored 
Fair Employment Practice Committee bill, 
and I hope that you and your colleagues 
succeed in preventing the bill from coming 
up for a vote, or becoming a law, and from 
its appropriation being revived. • 

I have read a copy of the act, and Report 
187 to accompany H. R. 2232, and as you say, 
it is so impossible, it is bard to understand 
bow an intelligent person, if he has read the 
act, could sponsor it. 

You, of course, know it is just a part of 
the nigger encroachment and social-equality 
program, taking advantage of anything they 
can during the absence of our boys overseas. 
It is not an economic measure in any respect, 
as they would have you believe it is. 

I believe that you will agree with me, that 
Congress has many more important matters 
to give attention in behalf of our war effort, 
than to spend their time in behalf of the 
niggers, and squandering taxpayers' money 
in support of such a nonessential committee; 

You know, too, Mr. BILBo, that there is a 
lot of things that Congress could find to do 
in behalf of our white citizens, and I think 
they should come first. Don't you? 

Good luck in your work, and I wish you 
and your colleagues success in blocking the 
passage of this measure . . 

Respectfully. ' 

I believe it will be refreshing to read a 
letter from Chicago. Here is one which 
·reads as follows: 

CHICAGO, June 14, 1945. 
DEAR SENATOR BILBo: Hearty congratula

tions on your courageous stand against the 
destructive forces that would cause trouble 
in the South and elsewhere. 

That each individual State should deal 
with the poll tax is just plain common sense. 

The killing of the Fair Employment Prac
tice Committee in committee was indeed 
gratifying. Ninety percent of the people here 
are against it, and the country's thanks are 
due to you and your esteemed southern col
leagues for your determined and successful 
stand in the matter. 

The FEPC is, of course, unconstitutional, 
as it seeks to give special privileges in em
ployment to the Negroes. The bill is a vicious 
one in every way and would stir up a lot of 
racial trouble throughout the land. 

All good wishes to you, sir. 
Yours sincerely. 

That letter, Mr. President, is from Chi
cago, Dl. It represents the way people 
there feel about the situation. 

I repeat, this is not a southern ques
tion; it is a national question. 

Here is a letter from Baton Rouge, La.: 
DEAR Sm: You doubtl€SS do not recall the 

writer, but I have known you from a young 
man, having been a resident of Hancock 
County, Miss., myself until was grown. No 
doubt you remember the family of the late 
Geo. W. Brown, of Pearlington, and you 
were living at or near Poplarville, Miss. 

Having followed your record in the Sen
atE!, especially in the poll-tax fight, however, 
we do not have one in this State, Louisiana, 
and have no trouble with the Negro, as they 
know where to stop, but do not think it is 
fair for the Government to try to take away 
any rights of the State or political party of . 
the State. as that is an interference with 
State's rights, and hope that the bill before 
Congress will fail of passage. 

The main reason for this latter is in re
gard to the bill to come up, the FEPC, which 
is about the same control as Congress would 

I 
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impose in our elections. This FEPC bill is 
very obnoxious to our people and some of 
the northern Representatives and Senators 
are again trying to press this thing down 
our throats, and, in other words, place the 

·Negro on an equality with the whites, and 
we do not, in the .South, intend to stand 

. for it. We believe in the Negro being given 
a chance to make something of himself, give 
him an education, and equal facilities with 
which to do this, however, we will handle 
this question better by the States them
selves, than having it forced on us by the 
Government, as you are well aware what the 
result s will be if it is forced on us, and this 
one thing will do more to open the wounds 
between the North and South, which it has 
taken over 60 years for us to try and heal, 
than any one thing that could be done. If 
the ~orth will let us alone and keep that 
Yankee Civil Liberties League out of the 
South, we will work this thing out for the best 
to all concerned, as the Negro knows that we 
southerners are their best friends, and will 
treat them well, as long as they stay in their 
places, but if this bill is passed by both 
Houses, we will, without doubt, have trouble 
with the younger set of Negroes, and will 
again have to take matters in our own hands 
for settlement, and understand me, Mr. BILBO, 
this is not a threat, but from expressions I 
have heard from all sides it will not set well 
with the southerner. Am just a little sur
prised that President Truman would ask for 
the passage of such a bill as he knows it will 
make trouble later on, and Congress would 
do well t o let the States handle this question 
in their own way, as we will work it out 
satisfactory to all concerned, without any 
trouble afterwards, and it is my earn~st re
quest that you, as a . southerner and a Mis
sissippian do your utmost to lteep this bill 
from being passed, and if you cannot do that, 
keep it from -passing as long as possible. 

Have not written the Senators from Loui
siana, Messrs. OvERTON and ELLENDER, but you 
may take it up with them and discuss it 
with them, as conversations with a great 
many of their constituency, they feel as I 
do about this bill and want it killed, as they 

· think it will later breed trouble with the 
Negro, RS was had in caPpet-bagger days, 
which I hope will not occur, and whatever you 
do, kill this bill. 

Would be glad to have atl expression from 
you as to the prospects of this bill passing, 
and if there is any possibility of getting 
enough votes to kill' it. We do not need or 
want this bill forced on us. 

With best regards and wishes for your suc· 
cess, I am, 

Yours very truly, 
W. A. BROWN. 

BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Mr. President, I know the writer of 
this letter, and he is telling the Congress 
of the United States, through this letter, 
the truth about what will happen in the 
South if this proposal shall be enacted. 
Senators should begin to understand the 
reason for our great anxiety to put the 
bill out of business. 

Here is a letter from the capital of my 
State: 

We are opposed to the FEPC bill .as we 
think it will be a troublemaker if enacted, 
and it will be harmful to all business, espe
cially those located in the South. We trust 
you will vote against the passage of '!;his bill 
when it comes .up for a vote, as the FEPC 
will do more harm than good. 

He did not tell me to do more than vote, 
but I am sure he will not object to what 
I am doing. 

Here is a letter from North Little Rock, · 
Ark.: 

DEAR SENATOR: It seems to me that now, of 
all times, --we must subordinate sectional 

·prejudices in favor of the national welfare 
and give. to all citizens regardless of race, 
creed, or religion, equal opportunity . to the 
basic rights of citizenship. Likewise, I am 
convinced that discriminations in employ· 
ment on the same grounds form a real bar· 
rier to world peace and to future harmony 

·and cooperation among the people here in 
the United States. 

I do not believe w~ can afford any longer 
to pay the terrific price required to maintain 
these discriminations. Their cost to the 
people in terms of the ill will which they 
breed toward one's neighbors is too great. 

For these considerations and many others, 
all in the general welfare, I hope you will 
give your support to the anti-poll-tax bill and 
to the bill for a permanent Fair Employment 
Practice Committee, adequately financed. 

I make this request of you wit full knowl· 
edge of the South's traditions, for I am a 
southerner by birth, by residence, and by 
choice. 

If you cannot support the two measures 
described above, then I would appreciate hav• 
ing your reasons for not doing so. 

I replied as follows: 
Your letter of June 9 has been received. 

I have read it with much concern. You state 
in your letter that you are a southerner by 

·birth, by resident and by choice, but you did 
not say whether you belong to the white race 
or the colored race. 

Please let me know a little more about your 
·origin and the race to which you belong and 
I will take pleasure in telling you why I am 
not going to support either the FEPC or the 
anti-poll-tax bills. 

Here is a letter from Bay Springs, 
Miss.: 

DEAR SENATOR: While listening at the radio 
today, I heard that our President is pushing 
Congress to pass the Fair Labor Employment 
Practice Act. Was very much surprised at 
this because I thought that inasmuch as he 
lived in Missouri that he would at least un· 
derstand the labor and race problems we are 
having in the South. He is doing a very un
wise thing. The fact is, I think that if this 
becomes a law there will be many more 
lynchings in the South than heretofore. 

Just after the last war it looked like we 
would have trouble with our Negroes, but in 
a few years everything passed over and it 
worked out all right. Am sure we will have 
trouble with our Negroes after this war and 
with a law of this kind passed by the Federal 
Government will certainly multiply our 
troubles. · 

Do you think this bill has a chance to be· 
come a law? 

Would like to hear from you about this, · 

I am sure the writer is sounding a note 
·of warning that my colleagues should pay 
attention to if they love their country. 

Here is a letter from the president of 
the American Farm Bureau Federation. 
Let us see what the head of the greatest 
farm organization in America says about 
the ,FEPC: 

DEAR SENATOR: The board of directors of 
the American Farm Bureau Federation, at its 
meeting in Chicago on June 1, 1945, adopted 
a resolution against the propo~;-ed Fair E'm· 
ployment Practices Act (S. 101). · 

Racial and religious prejudices should no~ 
be a part of the American system of enter
prise, but the proposed legislation is the 
wrong way to correct such evils. This meas
ure, in our opinion, would have the opposite 
effect from what its proponents claim. It 
would stir up-instead of allay-racial and 
religious prejudices, and would result in un
happy disturbances everywhere, which would 
interfere with-instead of promote-unity 
and maximum production. · · 

• 

The bill itself delegates to a Federal agency 
dangerous powers of regimentation over mil
lions of citizens, and the decisions and orders 
of this Federal agency would be supreme. It 

· strikes right at the fundamentals of free 
enterprise. 

We therefore respectfully urge that you 
oppose the enactment of S. 101. 

Sincerely yours. 

That letter is signed by Edward A. 
O'Neal, president, American Farm Bu· 
reau Federation. 

Here is a postcard from Topeka, Kans., 
under date of June 6, 1945, as follows: 

TOPEKA, KANS., June 6, 1945. 
DEAR SENATOR: In the RECORD May 31 we 

read, which you inserted, Mayor Lapham's 
opinion of the FEPC. We must agree with 
the mayor that FEPC would completely de
stroy all individual freedom of the citizens, 
and would also destroy our American consti
tutional law form of government. Surely, 
those who advocate FEPC are seeking to give 
aid and comfort to enemies of our ·basic 
Constitution. Such persons should be ap
prehended. The FEPC is contrary to the 
immutable law of nature, that birds of a 
feather shall flock together. The FEPC would 
be a most terrible thing for the American 
Negroes. 

Also we are glad ·te note you are again 
pushing your righteous idea of paying the 
expense of Negroes who desire to migrate to 
Lioeria. It might be a good idea to fix a 
yearly quota for Negroes migrating. What is 
the matter with Congress? Why is the 
strange logic of the economy of scarcity tol-
erated? "' 

Sincerely. 

J< Mr. President, the writer of that card 
asks the question, '"What js t:qe matter 
with Congress?" I shall not undertake 
to answer that question. 

I have here a telegram from Osceola, 
Ark., as follows: 

Block the FEPC bill. Help Senator RAN• 
KIN. Counting on you. 

Your friend. 

I have a letter from one of the largest 
business concerns of my State, the Clark 
Manufacturing Co., as follows: 

DEAR SIR: The writer wishes to take this 
opportunity to express his opposition to the 
above act, and we believe that you will agree 
with us that if this act is passed the white 
workers in the South will have every justifi· 
cation in revolttng. We further believe that 
the white workers in the South positively 
·Will not under any circumstances submit to 
this type of law. 

We want to take this opportunity to ex
press our most emphatic opposition to this 
law, and to ask that you put forth every 
effort to defeat it. 

Mr. President, the writer of that letter 
tells the Senate the truth when he says 
that the South will not observe such a. 
law. It would take an army as large as 
the one used against Hitler to make us 

· submit to it. 
Here is a telegram from New York 

calling on me to support FEPC: 
NEW YORK, N. Y., June 6, 1945. 

Hon. THEODORE BILBo, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C.: 
On behalf of 20,000 laundry workers in 

greater New York we urge you to restore to 
war age~cies appropriations bill the item 
for FEPC. The future of American democ
racy rests upon true equality for all its peo
ple, regardless of race, creed, or color, who 
gave their sons to preserve this democracy. 
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Mr. President, I suppose we did not 
have any democracy in the United States 
after the First World War, or during all 
the 150 years of our history when we did 
not have· such a fool law as this. 

The telegram is signed: "Laundry 
workers' joint board of Greater New 
York, ACWA; William Baron, manager, 
Roy Soden, assistant manager, Lewis 
Simon, secretary-treasurer." · 

I knew a Jew would show up in it be
fore we got through with the matter. 

This is my answer: 
JUNE 7, 1945. 

Manager WILLIAM BARON, 
Assistant Manager RoY SgDEN, 
Secretary LOUIS SIMON, 

Laundry Workers Joint Board of 
Greater New York ACWA, 

New York, N. Y. 
DEAR Sms: Your telegram of June 6 has 

been received and it was indeed a surprise to 
me. I had been informed that the State of 
New York had passed a FEPC bill under the 
pressure and support of Governor J?ewey: 
who was making a bid · for the Negro and 
Jew vote in New York with his support of 
this bill. 

If you have it in New York and like it and 
want it, then keep it, but. what right have 
you to try to cram this damnable un-Amer-
1can, unconstitutiona.Io, legislative monstrosity 
down the throats of all the people of this 
country? You are sowing to the wind and 
you will reap the whirlwind if you ev:er suc
ceed in passing this damnphool legt~lation 
through the Congress. 

~- Yours truly. 

Let them keep that law in New York if 
they want it. 

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

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a question. 
Mr. OVERTON. I should like to sub

mit a matter, if I may obtain unanimous 
consent that by so doing the Senator 
from Mississippi will not be taken from 
the floor. I should like formally to sub
mit a resolution, and read it into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I object. 
Mr. OVERTON. No action is to be 

taken upon it. It is simply a resolution 
which I shall ask to have printed and to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Oregon objects. 
Mr. BILBO. The Senator from the 

wild and wooly West objects. If the 
Senator from Louisiana wants the reso
lution submitted, hand it to me, and I 
will submit it for the Senator. 

Mr. OVERTON. I hand the resolu
tion to the Senator from Mississippi with 
pleasure. 

Mr. BILBO. I have the floor, and I 
will help my brother in a pinch. I am 
glad to. The resolution is as follow&: 

Resolved, That when the United Nations 
Charter to maintain international peace and 
. security, signed at San' Francisco, Calif., on 
June 26, 1945--

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I object. 
Mr. BIT..BO (continuing reading): 

lhall be laid before the Senate for ratifica
tion, the injunction of secrecy shall be re
moved, ·it shall be read a first time, and the 
Senate shall thereupon proceed to consider 
the same in open executive session. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. P1·esident, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. MORSE. I inquire whether or 
not a Senator may submit a resolution 
at this time without the unanimous con
sent of the Senate? 

The· PRESIDING OFFICER. He may 
not. 

Mr. BIT..BO. Mr: President, I have 
just read the resolution at the request 
of and on behalf of the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana, and I ask that 
it lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I object. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, a point 

of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair sustains the objection. The reso
. lution may not be received except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORSE. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator may read it, but it may not be 
received without unanimous consent. 

Mr. BILBO. Does the Chair rule that 
I may not submit the resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may 
not be received without unanimous con- · 
sent. The Senator may read it, which 
he has done, but it may not be received 
without unanimous consent. · 

Mr. BILBO. I am submitting the res
olution on behalf of a friend. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
resolution was merely sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has 
·not been received. 

Mr. OVERTON. It was sent to the 
desk to be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. MORSE. I object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The 

Chair is advised by the Acting Parlia
mentarian that the resolution may not 
be received. 

Mr. BILBO. I am sorry to take issue 
with the Chair; but having the floor, I 
thought I could use it in any way I saw 
fit in the interest of my country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the rule, the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions and.· the submission of 
resolutions are out of order at this time. 
It requires unanimous consent, so the 
Senator may not submit the resolution 
at this stage. . 

Mr. BILBO. The Senate is in session 
following a recess. . 

'The PRESIDING OFFICER. The in
troduction of bills and joint resolutions 
and the submission of resolutions are in 
order only during the morning hour. 

Mr. BILBO. We have no regular or
der at this time, and there is no ques
.tion of germaneness. The Senate does 
not recognize the rule of germaneness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the rule, the resolution may not be re
ceived at this time. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to read to the Senate at this time 
a letter· from Washington, D. C., on the 
FEPC: . . 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 6, 1945. 
Hon. THEO. BILBO, 

United States Senate Office. 
DEAR SENATOR: Knowing your valiant fight 

for true Americanism, which southerners 
know better than any others, I call atten· 

· tion to the vigorous Negro propaganda for 
"equality,''-etc., etc. I wish some Congress
men could see the Negro supervisors with 

• 

white stenographers, or vice versa, and see 
a smart-Alec Negro multigraph operator 
••visiting'' and lounging on the drafting table 
of a young, pretty white girl, who thinks she 
must be polite to the black. 

Why not ridicule the clever name the 
FEPC uses? Call it Forcing Ethiopian Prac
tices on Caucasians, or in private conversa
tion, even more bestial designation. 

May God add to your strength. 

That is a sad commentary from my 
standpoint. Of course, to some who have 
different tastes, or no sense of taste or 
smell, it is all right. 

Mr. President, I wish to read a letter 
from Detroit, Mich. There has been 
some trouble out there recent ly. The 
letter is as follows: 

JUNE 1, 1945. 
The Honorable THEODORE G. BILBo, 

United States Senate, Washingt on, D . C. 
DEAR SENATOR BILBO: The Writer read With 

great interest in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
date, May 24, 1945, the senatorial proceed
ings and the discussion on the FEPC between 
you and Senator CHAVEZ. 

It need not be stated that the writer's sym
pathies, of course, are with your opinion. 

Indeed, the FEPC should be called the 
UEPC-

Or Unfair Employment Practice Com
mittee-

The tragedy reigns in the fact that only the 
legislators of the South seem, so far, to have 
raised their voices against this monstrosity 
of a law which might be forced upon the 
American people. All others, either because 
·they are afraid or because of previous com
mitments, political or otherwise, either show 
·a favorable attitude to 'the FEPC or keep 
silent about 1t. 
- This, of course, is evidently· directly attrib
utable to the large number of African voters 
that have penetrated and infiltrated them· 
selves in the political structure of their vari
ous districts. The labor organizations, oddly 
enough, are going the limit by advocating 
openly and brazenly such exophrenities as 
"unsegregated housing," "civil rights," the 
latter to the tune of one's having to serve 
members of the 4frican race in one's restau
rant, dance half, tavern, jewelry store, or 
what there be. 

The newspapers of the members of the 
African race are most highly inflammatory, -
11 not actually seditious. Protests are reg
istered, for example, "against a white man's 
kind of peace. · One such magazine once had 
a most cleverly worded article about how the 
Japanese asked for racial equality at Ver
sailles, and it was thrown overboard by the 
"lily-white tower dwellers." 

Our country, Mr. BILBO, is in danger, grave 
'danger. Our well-being, our racial integ
Tity, likewise. This is the way in which it 
will come about. It is plain to be seen now 
that the African minority is fast becoming 
a majority through its prolificness. The 
Caucasian race is not. In 50 to 100 years the 
racial character of this country will not be 

· the same as it is now. Therefqre, something 
should be done now to avert the danger. 
"'Back to Africa" is a fine slogan, regardless 
of what the avaricious, piteously temporary 
opportunists say . 

Enclosed find also a cartoon clipping from 
one of the above-mentioned newspapers. 

He is right in everything he says ex
cept as to the time he fixes for the change 
in complexion in the population of this 
country. We shall all be yellow after a 
while unless there is a separation of the 
races. The only reason I have not been 
able so far to arouse the American peo
ple over that issue is that they know it 
Will not happen in their lifetime or in 
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the lifetime of their children; but as 
.sure as there is a God in heaven it is 
going to happen. Since it does not hap~ 
pen to you or yours, you do not seem to 
give a continental dried apple whoop. 

Here is another letter: 
MAY 18, 1945. 

Hon. THEo. G. BILBO, 
United States Senator, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: We certainly hope that you will 

oppose to the very last bill H. R. 2232, the 
Fair Employment Practice Act. We think 
this is a most vicious bill and we believe that, 
at least, our southern representatives will op
pose it to the very last. 

Another thing, we wish, at the same time, 
1f it is at all possible, that you could do away 

· with the Committee on Fair Employment 
Practice, as we notice from a list we have 
the salaries that are being paid in the dif
ferent departments. We think you could 
save the Government a whole lot of money 
1f you would do away with this committee 
entirely as we can see no good that they are 
doing, or will do. This is a good place to 
economize and we certainly think we need it 
wherever it is possible. 

Anyway, we are certainly in hopes that you 
Will fight this bill to the very last. 

With kindest regards, we are, 
. Yours very truly. 

He shall not be disappointed. 
Here is a letter from a very fine gentle

man and a very fine businessman. He 
is not a wild, easily agitated character, 
but he is quiet, sober, and thoughtful: 

MAY 15, 1945. 
Senator THEo. G. BILBO, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR BILBo: We have given con

siderable thought and study to measure H. 
R. 2232 pending in Congress. To us it seems 
that this measure if allowed to become a. 
law :might result in something that would 
be very disastrous to any employer of six or 
more people. 

It would seem that the purpose of this 
measure is to prevent discrimination against 
other races .than white. Frankly, as much 
as 50 percent of our labor over a period of 
years has been colored. We have never ex
perienced any trouble or dissatisfaction to 
mention with our colored labor. We hope 
that nothing will ever come about that would 
interfere with out colored labor . 

If this bill should pass, it appears to us 
1t would be an opening to racketeers to come 
in and create disturbance and dissatisfac
tion, and would definitely disrupt labor. 

We would appreciate it if you would make 
a. close investigation of this bjll, and if in 
your good judgment you would see our point 
ln writing_ you regarding this, you would 
register your disapproval in Congress of the 
bill. 

Very truly yours. 

Well, Mr. President, I have done all 
those things, and now I am registering . 
my disapproval. 

Here is a letter from one ·of the largest 
lumber companies in my State. It is 
signed by a very high-class thinking 
man: 

MAY 15, 1945. 
Hon. Senator THEODORE BILBO, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: After some study Of bill 

H. R. 2232, which is now pending in Con
gress, known as the Fair Employment Prac
tice Act, we can see no good in this form of 
legislation if passed. 

We understand the bill delegates tremen
dous legislative and judicial powers to a bu
reau whose decisions woUld be supreme. This 

XCI--435 

would affect the private property rights of 
the people, and is a departure from the 
traditional American system of free enter
prise in that a man will no longer be free 
to pass judgment on the choice of his em
ployees, to surround himself with men of 
ability and integrity for the successful opera
tion of his business and the protection of 
his investment. 

This measure will not be defeated unless 
we fight it with every means at our command! 
To this end we solicit your untiring effort in 
behalf of, especially, southern businessmen's 
interest, for the defeat of this new type of 
Fascist .regulation. 

We sincerely hope that you give this meas
ure your close study and join us in the defeat 
of same. 

Yours very truly. 

There is no wild, · radical denunciation 
in a letter of that type. That letter was 
written by an outstanding, successful 
businessman who knows the situation, 
who know the races, and who knows the 
issue. He tells frankly what is going to 
happen to the business interests of our 
country. What he says will happen in 
Mississippi and will happen throughout 
the Nation; it will even happen in New 
Mexico. 

Now I wish to read some observations 
frqm a very interesting publication from 
Mr. Merwin K. Hart, of New York. I 
am going to read it without knowing 
where he is going to land, but I invite 
attention to it: 

THE ANTI-RACE-BIAS BILLS 
Because bills more or less similar to the 

New York antidiscrimination bill will be 
pressed in most States and in Congress, and 
because it is so controversial, we devote this 
letter ' to the pending New York measure. 

In 1935, the Workers Library Publishers 
(50 commlJ.nistic book shops operated in 40 
American cities) published a 48-page pam
phlet entitled "The Negroes in a Soviet 
America," by James W. Ford and James S. 
Allen. Ford, a prominent Harlem leader, 
was several times Communist candidate for 
Vice President. Regardless of how many 
Communist organizations are said to have 
been "apolished"-regardless of how many 
official denials ' or evasions may come from 
Communist sources-=-this pamphlet sets 
forth clear Communist doctrine. 

It starts out by announcing a "great crisis." 
, "The Negro people can find inspiration in 
the revolutionary attempts of Gabriel, Den
mark Vesey, Nat Turner • • • ." 

Albert Bushnell Hart's History of the 
American Nation, volume XVI, says two of 
these three were leaders of bloody revolts 
in which white men, women, and children 
were mercilessly slaughtered. 

So, in 1935 the Communist Party of the· 
United States of America was inciting the 
Negroes to revolution as bloody as any Rus.
sia ever saw. 

Of course, the authors of the Negroes 
in a Soviet America did not expect to at
tain this bloody revolution immediately. So 
they set forth certain minimum desires of 
the Negro masses, and these they define as: 

"1. A decent and secure livelihood; 
"2, The rights of human beings; 
"3. An equal, honorable, and respected, 

status in all public and social life." 
Since the Communists throughout their 

history have made full use of the tactic of 
fomenting discord and ill-feeling, racial 
a.nd religious, it is fair to believe the pro
posed law against discrimination, com- · 
monly known as the anti-race-bias bill, had 
its inspiration in Communist policy. By 
this law it is proposed· in New York that 
public and ·social equality be assured the 
Negroes by statut~. 

In other words, by that statute the 
Negro would get what he is not entitled 
to get and what he cannot get otherwise 
because of his traits and his character 
and his race, and so forth. In other 
words, it is proposed that we legislate 
equality and that we legislate social con~ 
ditions, and that we make the world over, 
without letting our people exercise any 
choice or preference. This is the new 
idea. It is Communist stuff. 

I read further from the publication·: 
The law against discrimination was drafted 

l;>y a commission appointed by the Gov
ernor and the legislature. Hearings were held 
in November and December in several cities, 
including New York. On the next to the 
last day of the hearings the president of the 
National Economic Council appeared in oppo- · 
sition. The New York Times, in its account 
of that hearing, stated he was the sixty-ninth 
witness on the bill and the first one to appear 
against it. 

I have not examined the matter thor
oughly. I do not know whether any wit
nesses appeared in opposition or not. I 
doubt it. 

I continue reading: 
The commission asserted business organi

zations had been notified of the hearings, 
but none appeared against the bill. The 
fact most businessmen are occupied in the 
phenomenally successful effort of private en
terprise to produce war and other material 
for our fighting forces, may perhaps explain 
why the bill escaped their notice. 

The New York bill received momentum be
cause the Governor and certain leaders of 
the legislature felt constrained to vie with 
one another in the effort to sponsor the bill 
and gain the credit for passing it. 

The bill sets up a commission of five men 
at $10,000 a year; and it has all the usual 
provisions for attorneys, clerks, and other 
employees and agents as it may deem neces
sary. This commission will have power, 
under penalty of fine and imprisonment, to 
compel employers to accept as employees per
sons of any race, creed, color, or national 
origin; and to compel employees to accept 
as fellow employees persons of the same 
types. It allows the commission to issue 
orders commanding an employee or a fellow 
employee to be accepted, not on a prepon
derance of the evidence, but on "sufficient 
evidence on the record considered as a 
whole"-whatever that may mean. This 
opens the door to injustices like those under 
the one-sided National Labor Relations Act. 

Mr. Garet Barrett, in The Revolution Was, 
has pointed out that the various New Deal 
measures of recent years, viewed from the 
standpoint of American and general human 
experience, are in their totality completely 
cockeyed; but if viewed from the standpoint 
of revolution, they form a perfect pattern. 

This bill looks toward revolution in the 
State of New York. Social race equality is a 
cardinal point in Communist doctrine. The 
p!'lssage of such an act at any time would 
be a greater trouble breeder than the eigh
teenth amendment. But to pass it now, 
when national unity is vital, when employers 
and employees alike should -have their atten
tion undiverted by friction, is a move which 
the American people from coast to coast will. 
do_ well to note and ponder-and wherever 
they cc.n to prevent. 

The hatching of this idea, as of so many 
others, undoubtedly took place among alien
minded elements in New York City. If any 
people in the country are not already warned 
against these mischievous or misguided New 
Yorkers, they should be warned now. Not 
by any means are these activities confined to 
aliens, however. They have been tal{en up 
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as a cult or fad by some of our best people. 
In many social, professional, and even busi• 
ness circles, more thought seems to be given 
to appeasing communism than to the sup
port of the American Nation itself. 

New · York and Washington are close to
gether in this apparent conspiracy to sell the 
United States out. There have been many 
disquieting in_cidents. Our readers will recall 
the mysterious efforts months ago to destroy 
the Communist records of our Military and 
Naval Intelligence. Only a few days ago it 
was announced the War Department had 
rescinded restrictions against the commis
sioning of Communists as officers in the 
armed services-this when our men are dy
ing by the thousands and tens of thousands, 
supposedly for the cause of freedom. 

In the New York Herald Tribune of Feb
ruary 22, 1945, we found no reference in 
editorial or news columns to the fact it was 
the birthday of George Washington. We did 
find a column article with the headline 
"3,000 in tribute to Red army at Carnegie 
Hall." We found an article by Maurice Hin
dus with the headline "Reds' prime goal 
called death of fascism in all disguises"
and we recall that Fascist, in this country, 
m eans anybody opposed to communism. 

On the very day of the hearing on the 
law against discrimination at Albany, where 
leftist orators and ·others implied that Ne
groes in the United States have no chance, a 
New York · paper published a column article 
stat~ng that Galus C. Bolin, a Negro lawyer 
80 years of age, had the previous day been 
elected president of the Dutchess County 
Bar Association. Almost the same day Smith 
College announced the appointment of a Ne
gro to its faculty. We attended some years 
ago one of the sessions of a 3-day meeting 
at Lake Placid, N. Y., of Negroes who came 
from all sections of the country to pay trib
ute to John Brown on the anniversary of his 
birth; and the attendants included scores of 
lawyers, doctors, businessmen, and other Ne
groes, all of whom, with credit to them
selves, had climbed well up the ladder of 
success. 

We are concerned for the condition of the 
Negroes and of any group in this country 
that is discriminated against. Undoubtedly 
there are cases of discrimination. But the 
way to aid them is not by statutory .com
pulsion either by legislature or by Congress. 
Fines and imprisonments under this law will 
anger the vast majority of Americans and 
will stir up serious trouble for the very peo
ple the law is intended to benefit. 

The problem of how these people can be 
better assimilated could be aided if a State 
legislature by joint resolution authorized the 
mayor of any city, in his discretion, to ap
point a small committee of discreet, tactful, 
able, and high-minded citizens whose busi
ness it would be, by private conference be
hind the scenes, to smooth out some of the 
difficulties involved. Such a proposal would 
cost practically nothing. It may not appeal 
to certain politicians-for they can see no 
votes or jobs in it. But it would genuinely 
help to reduce race discrimination. And, if 
Communist agitators and professional do
gooders would pipe down, and give us a 
rest, it would make for the greater peace of 
the country. 

We commend this whole matter to the 
thoughtful consideration of persons through
out the United States. 

MERWIN K. HART, 
Presi dent, National Economic ·1 

Council, Inc. 

Mr. President, what I have been read
ing originated in the State of the senior 
Senator and the junior Senator of New 
York [Mr. WAGNER and Mr. MEAD]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
think there should be more Senators in 
attendance in order that they may hear 
these wonderful arguments, and if the 

Senator will yield to me, I will suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk w·m call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 

the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Byrd 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Eastland 

Ellender 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 
George 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hill 
Hoey 
Johnston, S.C. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
McClellan 
·McFarland 
McKellar 

McMahon 
Mead 
Millikin 
Mitchell 
Morse 
Murdock 
Myers 
O'Ma}:loney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Utah 
Tunnell 
Wagner 
Wherry 
White 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty
one Senators having answered to their 
names, there is a quorum present. 

EXTENSION OF PRICE CONTROL AND 
STABILIZATION ACTS- CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I sub
mit the conference report - on Senate 
Joint Resolution 30, extending the effec
tive period of the Emergency Price Con
trol Act of 1942, as amended, and the 
Stabilization Act of 1942, as amended, 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re
port will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
conference report. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to object to the 
presentation of the report. Is this the 
proper time to raise the objection? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
that connection let me say that a con
ference report is a privileged matter and 
an objection will not avail, because the 
Senator from New York can move to take 
it up, and that motion is not subject to 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and con
. cluded the reading of the conference re
port, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dis· 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the joint reso
lution (S. J. Res. 30) extending the effective 
period of the Emergency Price Control Act 
of 1942, as amended, and .the Stabilization 
Act of 1942, as amended, .having met, after 
full and tree conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recomm-end to their re• 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an· amendment as 

· follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
inserted by the House amendment insert the 
following: 

That section 1 (b) of the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942, as amended, is amended 
by striking out "June 30, 1945" and substi• 
tuting "June ;30, 1946." 

SEc. 2. Section 6 of the Stabilization Act of 
1942, as amended, is amended by striking out 
·~June 30, 1945" and substituting "June 30, 
1946." 

· SEC. 3. Section 2 (b) of the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942, as amended, is 
hereby . amended to read as follows: 

"(b) Whenever in the judgment of the Ad
ministrator such action is necessary or proper 
in order to effectuate the purposes of this 
Act, he shall issue a· declaration setting forth 
the necessity for, and recommendations with 
reference to, the stabilization or reduction of 
rents for any defense-area housing accommo
dations within a particular defense-rental 
area. If within sixty days after the issuance 
of any such recommendations rents for any 
s.uch accommodations within such defense
rental area have not in the judgment of the 
Administrator been stabilized or reduced by 
State or local regulation, or otherwise, in ac
cordance with the recommendations, the Ad
ministrator may by regulation or order es
tablish such maximum rent or maximum· 
rents for such accommodations as in his 
judgment will be generally fair and equitable 
and will effectuate the purposes of this Act. 
So far as practicable, in establishing any 
maximum rent for any defense-area housing 
accommodations, the Administrator shall as
certain and give due consideration to the 
rents prevailing for such accommodations, or 
comparable accommodations, on or about 
April 1, 1941 (or if, prior or subsequent to 
April 1, 1941, defense activities shall have re
sulted or threatened to result in increases in 
rents for housing accommodations in such 
area inconsistent with the purposes of this 
Act, then on or about a date (not earlier than 
April 1, 1940), which in the judgment of the 
Administrator, does not reflect such in
creases), and he shall make adjustments for 
such relevant factors as he may determin~ 
and deem to be of general applicability in 
respec.t of such accommodations, including 
increases or decreases in property taxes and 
other costs within such defense-rental area. 
In designating defense-rental areas, in pre
scribing regulations and orders establishing 
maximum rents for such accommodations, 
and in selecting persons to administer such 
regulations and orders, the Administrator 
shall, to such extent as he determines to be 
practicable, consider any recommendations 
which may be made by State and local of
ficials concerned with housing or rental con
ditions in any defense-rental area. Whenever 
the Administrator shall find that, in any de
fense-rental area or any portion thereof speci
fied by him, the availability of adequate 
rental housing accommodations and other 
relevant factors are such as to malte rent 
control unnecessary for the purpose of elimi
nating speculative, unwar,ranted, and ab
normal increases in rents and of preventing 
profiteering, and speculative and other dis
ruptive practices resulting from abnormal 
market conditions caused by congestion, the . 
controls imposed upon rents by authority of 
this Act in such defense-rental area or portion 

· thereof shall be forthwith abolished; but 
whenever in the judgment of the Adminis-

' trator it is necessary or proper, in order to 
effectuate the purpose of this Act, to rees
tablish the regulation of rents in any such 
defense-rental area ·or portion thereof, he 
may forthwith by regulation or order rees
tablish maximum rents for housing accommo
dations therein in accordance with the stand
ards set forth in this Act. Before issuing any 
regulation or order· under the foregoing pro
visions of this subsection, the Administrator 
shall, .so far as practicable, advise and consult 
with representative members of the industry 
.which will be affected by such regulation or 
order, and shall give consideration to their 
recommendations. The Administrator shall, 
at the request of any substantial portion of 
the industry subject to such regulation or 
order of the Administrator, appoint a national 
--~dtistry 

1
advisory committee, or committees, 
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in the same manner and form and with the 
same powers and duties as provided in sub
section (a) for industry advisory committees 
relating to price." 

SEC. 4. Section 2 of the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942, as amended, is amended 
by inserting at the end of such section a 
new subsection as follows: 

"(n) In establishing or maintaining max
imum prices under this Act or otherwise 
in the case of collect-on-delivery sales of 
any commodity where under established 
practices of the seller a uniform charge is 
added to the price to cover mailing costs, 
an increase in maximum prices shall be 
allowed equivalent to any increase in such 
costs heretofore or hereafter resulting from 
increased postal rates or charges." 

SEc. 5. (a) Subsection (e) of section 3 
of the Emergency Price Control Act of l942, 
as amended, is amended to read as follows: 

" (e) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this or any other law, no action shall 
be taken under this Act by the Administra
tor or any other person, without prior writ
ten approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
with respect to any agricultural commodity 
or with respect to any regulation, order, 
price schedule or other requirement ap
plicable to any processor with respect to any 
food or feed product processed or manufac
tured in whole or substantial part from any 
agricultural commodity; except that (1) the 
foregoing provisions of this subsection shall 
not apply in the case of any individual ad
justment making an increase in a maximum 
price, and (2) the Administrator may take 
such action as may be necessary under sec
tion 202 and section 205 to enforce com
pliance with any regulation, order, price 
schedule, or other requiremetlt, ·Which is 
lawfully in effect." 

(b) Section 302 of the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942, as amended, is amended 
by inserting after paragraph (k) thereof a 
new paragraph as follows: 

"(1) The term 'agricultural commodity' 
includes livestock." 

SEc. 6. Section 204 , (e) of the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: · 

"(e) (1) Within tnirty days after arraign
ment, or such additional time as the court 
may allow for good cause shown, in any 
criminal proceeding, and within five days 
after judgment in ·any civil or criminal pro
ceeding, brought pursuant to section 205 of 
this Act or section 37 of the Criminal Code, 
involving alleged violation of any provision 
of any regulation or order issued under sec
tion 2 or of any price schedule effective in 
accordance with the provisions of section 
206, the defendant may apply to the court 
in which the proceeding is pending for leave 
to file in the Emergency Court of Appeals a 
complaint against the Administrator setting 
forth objections to the validity of any pro
vision which the defendant is alleged to 
have violated or conspired to violate. The 
court in which the proceeding is pending 
shall grant such leave with respect to any 
objection which it finds is made in good 
faith and with respect to which it finds 
there is reasonable and substantial excuse 
for the defendant's failure to present such 
objection in a protest filed in accordance 
with section 203 (a). Upon the filing of a 
complaint pursuant to and within thirty 
days from the granting of such leave, the 
Emergency Court of Appeals shall have juris
diction to enjoin or set aside in whole or in 
part of the provision of the regulation, order 
or price schedule complained of or to dis
miss the complaint. The court may author
ize the introduction of evidence, either to 
the Administrator or directly to the court, 
-in accordance with subsection (a) of this 
section. The provisions ef subsections (b), 
(c), and (d) of this section shall be appli
cable with respect to any proceeding insti
tuted in accordance with this subsection. 

"(2) In any proceeding brought pursuant 
to section 205 of this Act or section 37 of the 
Criminal Code, involving an alleged violation 
of any provision of any such regulation, 
o_,rder or price schedule, the court shall stay 
the proceeding---

"(!) during the period within which a com
plaint may be filed in the E'mergency Court 
of Appeals pursuant to leave granted under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection with respect 
to such provision; 

"(ii) during the pendency of any protest 
properly filed by the defendant under sec
tion 203 prior to the institution of the pro
ceeding under section 205 of this Act or sec
tion 37 of the Criminal Code, setting forth 

/ objections to the validity of such provision 
which the court finds to have been made in 
good faith; and 

"(iii) during the pendency of any judicial 
proceeding instituted by the defendant under 
this section with respect to such protest or 
instituted by the defendant under paragraph 
( 1) of this subsection with respect to such 
provision, and until the expiration of the 
time allowed in this section for the taking 
of further proceedings with respect thereto. 
Notwithstan,ding the provisions of this 
paragraph, stays shall be granted thereunder 
in civil proceedings only after judgment and 
upon application made within five days after 
judgment. Notwithstanding the provisions 
of this paragraph, in the case of a proceeding 
under section 205 (a) the court granting a 
stay under this paragraph shall issue a tem
porary injunction or restraining order en
joining or restraining, during the period of 
the stay, violations by the defendant of any 
provision of the regulation, order, or price 
schedule involved in the proceeding. If any 
provision of a regulation, order, or price 
schedule is determined to be invalid by judg
ment of the Emergency Court of Appeals 
which has. become effective in accordance 
with section 204 (b), any proceeding pending 
in any court shall be dismissed, and any 
judgment in such proceeding vacated, to the 
extent tl:_lat such proceeding or judgment is 
based upon violation of such provision. Ex
cept as provided in this subsection, the pend
ency of any protest under section 203, or ju
dicial preceding under this section, shall not 
be grounds for staying any proceeding 
brought pursuant to section 205 of this Act 
or section 37 of the Criminal Code; nor, ex
cept as provided in this subsection, shall any 
retroactive effect be given to any judgment 
setting aside a provision of a regulation or 
order issued under section 2 or of a price 
schedule effective in accordance with the pro
visions of section 206." 

SEc. 7. Section 3 of the Stabilization Act 
of 1942, as amended, is further amended by 
inserting at the end thereof the following: 
"Provided further, That on and after the date 
of the enactment of this proviso, no maxi
mum prices shall be established or main
tained on products resulting from the proc
essing of cattle and calves, lambs and sheep, 
and hogs, the processing of each species being 
separately considered, which, taken together, 
do not allow for a reasonable margin of 
profit to the processing industry as a group 
on each such species." 

SEC. 8. The Stabilization Act of 1942, as 
amended, is amended by inserting after sec
tion 3 thereof a new section as follows: 

"SEc. 3A. (a) While this Act is in effect, no 
quota or other slaughtering limitat.ion shall 
be imposed upon any slaughterer of animals, 
under authority of this or any other law, if 
the Secretary of Agriculture has certified 
that the elaughtering plant is operated under 
sanitary conditions and that the meat pro..a 
duced therein is clean, wholesome, and suit
able for human consumption; but certifica
tion under this section shall not be made 
with respect to any slaughtering plant (1) 
at which inspection is maintained under the 
Act of March 4, 1907 (34 Stat. 1260), with 
respect to all its slaughtering operations, 

or, (2) at which such inspection under such 
Act was previously maintained if, in the 
judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the slaughterer withdrew such plant from 
such inspection for the purpose of applying 
for certification under this section. 

"(b) As a condition of making certifica
tion in the case of any such slaughterer, the 
Secretary of Agriculture· may require that 
snch slaughterer make available to the armed 
services of the United States, or for Govern
ment purchase, such percentage of the meat 
slaughtered and processed as he may deem 
necessary or advisable. 

"(c) The Secretary of Agriculture may 
make the certification provided for under 
subsection (a) with respect to a designated 
part of a slaughtering plant without mak
ing such certification with respect to the 
remainder of such slaughtering plant, in 
which event the provisions of this section 
shall apply only to meat produced in such 
designated part of the slaughtering plant. 

"(d) In order that he may make the certi
fications provided for under subsection (a), 
the Secretary of Agriculture may provide for 
inspection in such manner and by such per
sons as he may deem advisable. 

"(e) Meat which is produced under the 
circumstances specified in this section shall 
have the same status for transportation in 
interstate or foreign commerce, when prop
erly identified in accordance with regula
tions issued by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
as meat produced in plants at which inspec
tion is maintained under the Act of March 
4, 1907 (34 Stat. 1260). 

"(f) The Secretary of Agriculture may re
fuse or revoke certification in any case when 
he is not satisfied that the meat made avail
able her-eunder will be disposed of in legiti
mate trade channels in accordance with law. 

"(g) The Secretary of Agriculture may re
voke any certification under subsection (a) 
if it is found at any time that the slaugh
terer does not meet each of the conditions 
required under this section. . 

"(h) Nothing in this section shall prevent 
the termination, suspension, or limitation of 
the right of any person to slaughter if such 
person fails to comply with the price, ration
ing, or slaughter control requirements im
posed under the authority of this or any 
other law." 

And the House agree to the same, 
ROBERT F. \VAGNER, 
ALBEN W. BARKLEY, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
GEORGE L. RADCLIFFE, 
CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
ROBERT TAFT, 
HUGH BUTLER, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 
BRENT SPENCE, 
PAUL BROWN, 

PerM. M. 
WRIGHT PATMAJ:ol", 
MIKE MONRONEY, 
JESSE P. WOLCOTT, 
FRED L. CRAWFORD, 
RALPH A. GAMBLE, 

_Managers on the Part of the I-Iouse. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to make inquiry 
as to whether the Senator from Missis
sippi has lost the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] 

now has the floor. 
Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I a.slc 

for the adoption of the report. :.. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the report. 
Mr. WAGNER. Before the report is 

agreed to I wish to speak of some of the 
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changes which have been made. The 
first two sections are exactly the same as 
the first two sections of the joint resolu~ 
tion as it passed the Senate. These sec~. 
tions extend the effective period of the 
Emergency Price Control Act of 1942 and 
the Stabilization Act of 1942 for 1 year, 
from June 30, 1945, until June 30, 1946. 
That was agreed to by both Houses, so 
there is no change in that. 

Section 3 of the conference agreement 
is a modified form of the provision in the 
joint resolution as it passed the House 
which is known as the Baldwin amend~ 
ment. This section amends section 2 (b) 
of the Emergency Price Control Act by 
adding two new sentences at the end of 
that section. These new provisions re~ 
quire that the Price Administrator, be~ 
fore issuing any maximum rent regula~ 
tion or order, shall, insofar as practi~ 
cable, advise and consult with represent~ 
ative members of the rental industry, and 
shall give consideration to their recom
mendations. The new provisions also 
provide for the appointment by the Price 
Administrator of a national advisory 
committee, or committees, for rent. 
These new provisions provide for consul
tation with the rental industry with re~ 
spect to rent control matters in a man
ner comparable to that which is already 
provided in the price control provisions 
of the law for industries subject to price 
control. As a matter of fact, · the Price 
Administrator already has an advisory 
rent committee with which he has been 
consulting on an informal basis; ·so the 
effect of this amendment, in large meas
ure, is to give statutory recognition to an 
administrative policy which is already 
being followed. 

Mr. President, I believe the method 
I am following permits an easier and 
more accurate presentation of the ex~ 
planation of the report. . 

Section 4 of the conference agreement 
is the same as the Senate provision 
which is known as the Wiley amendment. 
This section amends the Price Control 
Act so as to require that in the case of 
certain cash-an-delivery sales, increases 
in maximum prices shall be allow~d to 
compensate for increases in postal rates 
or charges. The Senate adopted this 
amendment, which was offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. · WILEY~. 
It was agreed to in the conference. . 

Section 5 of the conference agreement 
is a modification of the House provision 
known as the Andresen amendment. 
This section amends section 3 (e) of the 
Price Control Act, which now provides 
that no action shall be taken under that 
act with respect to any agricultural com
modity without the prior approval of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

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

Mr. WAGNER. I should like to finish 
what I am now speaking of and ·then I 
shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER, I wanted to speak 
about the section to which the Senator 
is now referring. 

Mr. WAGNER. I have not yet fin
ished my explanation of that section. 
Perhaps I should finish it before I yield. 

As agreed to in conference, this 'pro~ 
vision, which now applies only to un
processed agricultural commodities, is 

extended so as to require the prior ap
proval of the Secretary of Agriculture 
in the case of actions taken under the 
Price Control Act affecting the prices re~ 
ceived by processors for food or feed 
products derived from agricultural com
modities. The amendment expressly re~ 
quires that the approval of the Secretary 
of Agriculture in these cases be given in 
writing. The amendment does not make 
any change in existing law with respect 
to procedures for settling differences be~ 
tween the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the Price Administrator and for coordi
nating their actions with the stabilization 
program as a whole. 

I now yield to the Senator from 
Maine: 

Mr. BREWSTER. I wanted to point 
out that considerable concern has been 
expressed regarding the fisheries not be
ing taken care of. I think it is true that 
it probably was not pi:trliamentarily pos
sible for the conferees to consider that 
subject, but I simply wanted to serve no
tice that if it $all appear that the fish- . 
eries industry is entitled to similar con
sideration that we may at least be as
sured of a sympathetic hearing and pas~ 
sibly consideration of an amendment 
which may be proposed, not in connec
tion with this report, but subsequently to 
the committee. 

Mr. WAGNER. The Senator from 
Maryland dealt with that subject, and 
will make reply to the Senator. · 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
can inform the Senator from Maine that 
as a conferee I took up the matter of the 
fish industry with the other conferees, 
and we explored and discussed it quite 
fully in conference. The Senator from 
Maine was quite correct in saying that 
for various reasons-and I will not take 
the time of the Senate to explain them 
now-it was considered not really suit
able or even possible from a parliamen
tary standpoint to provide for the inser~ 
tion of such a provision in the conference 
agreement. I regret it could not be pro~ 
vided for at that time. I heartily desire 
to see the substance of a plan such as the 
Senator has just suggested, and · which 
was discussed from many angles at con~ 
siderable length in coference, carried "into 
successful operation. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I niay say that to~ 
day I submitted a proposed amendment, 
which will go to the committee, and I 
hope there may be opportunity for its 
consideration at an early date. 

Mr. WAGNER. I may say to the Sen~ 
ator that we discussed his proposal, and 
we were all in sympathy with it, but there 
was a situation which we could not con
trol in conference. 

Mr. BRE~STER. I very much appre~ 
ciate the. Senator's consideration. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, some 
concern has been expressed about the 
possrbility that the amendment made by 
this section would impose too great an 
administrative burden upon the Secre~ 
tary of Agriculture by requiring him to 
approve every single individual pricing 
order with respect to any processed food 
commodity. However, the Secretary, can 
reduce this administrative burden to the 
extent that he deems desirable by giving 
general advance approval to individual or 
area pricing orders which are issued pur~ 

suant to and in accordance with a general 
pricing regulation. Furthermore, the 
section expressly provides that the Sec
retary's approval is not required in the 
case of ' individual adjustment orders 
which increase maximum .prices. 

Section 6 of the conference -agreement 
amends subsection (e) of section 204 of 
the Emergency I>rice Control Act. This 
subsection now provides that in any en~ 
forcement proceeding brought pursuant 
to section 205 of the Price Control Act, 
the defendant may obtain leave to in
stitute a special proceeding to test the 
validity of the regulation or order he 
is alleged to have violated, and also pro
vides for a stay of the enforcement ac
tion during the pendency of the special 
proceeding testing the validity of such 
regulation or orde . However, the sub~ 
section now applies only in the case of 
actions brought under section 205 where 
an actual violation of a regulation or 
order is alleged. It does not apply in 
cases where the action is brought under 
the general conspiracy statute, section 
37 of the Criminal Code, and the offense 
charged is conspiring to violate a regula~ 
tion or order issued under the Price Con~ 
trol Act. 

The effect of the present amendment 
is to extend the application of this sub
section to prosecutions for conspiracy 
to violate price-control regulations or 
orders, so that the defendants in such 
cases wiH have an opportunity to test the 
validity of the regulations or orders 
which they are charged with having con
spired to violate, just as defendants in 
cases under section 205 are given an 
opportunity to test the validity of the 
regulations or ordern which they are 
charged with actually having violated. · 

Section 7 of the conference agreement 
is the same as the Senate provision 
known as the Barkley amendment, and 
corresponds to the House provision 
known as the Bates amendment. This 
section amends the existing law so as 
to require that the maximum prices ap:. 
plicable to the meat processing industry 
must allow a reasonable margin of profit 
to the industry as a group from the 
processing of each of t4e ·three major 
species of meat animals, cattle and 
calves, hogs, and lambs and sheep, the 
profits from the processing of each such 
species being considered separately. 

The Senate will remember that the 
_senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] 
offered that amendment, and it was 
agreed to by a divided vote. The House 
placed a similar provision in the bill, so 
the question was considered in both 
Houses. 

Section 8 of the conference agreement 
is the House provision known as the Pat~ 
man amendment. The purpose of this 
section is to provide for the greater utili~ 
zation of the facilities of meat slaughter~ 
ers whose plants are not federally in
spected, but are nevertheless operated 
under proper and sanitary conditions. 
The meat produced by these slaughterers 
cannot, under the prosent law, be shipped 
across State lines and is not purchased 
by the armed. forces. Consequently. 
quotas have been placed upon these 
slaughterers limiting the number of ani
mals they may slaughter, in an effort 
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to channel' the flow of more meat away 
from these slaughterers and to the fed
erally inspected slaughterers whose prod
ucts could .be utilized by the armed forces 
and eould also be shipped in interstate 
commerce to the large centers of popula
tion. 

This section of the conference agree
ment will prevent the imposition of 
quotas on these nonfederally inspected 
slaughtering plants, subject to the fol
lowing conditions: 

First. The Secretary of Agriculture 
must certify that the slaughtering plant 
is operated under sanitary conditions 
and that the meat produced therein is 
clean, wholesome, and suitable for hu
man consumption. 

Second. The slaughtering plants must 
make available to the armed services, or 
other Government purchase, such per
centage of their production as the Sec
retary of Agriculture deems necessary or 
advisable. 

Third. The Secretary of Agriculture 
must be satisfied that the meat produced 
in these slaughtering plants will be dis
posed of in legitimate trade channels in 
accordance with law. 

The section also provides that meat 
which is produced in this plants, if it is 
clean, wholesome, and suitable for human 
consumption may ·be shipped in inter
state commerce even thought it bas not 
been inspected under the Federal Meat 
Inspection Act. 

While this section involves some relax
ation of the requirements heretofore pre·
vailing with respect to the shipment of 
meat in interstate commerce, is seems 
justified as an emergency measure which 
offers some hope of aiding materially in 
relieving present meat shortages. 

Those are the provisions which have 
been discussed. I ask that the confer
ence repoxt be agreed to. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I heard 

several Senators say "Vote!" I should 
like to say that I did not object to the 
consideration of the conference report. 
I feel that the only thing we should do 
at this late. hour is to attempt to pass 
the appropriation bills, and also extend 
the Price Control Act. However, inas
much as I was deeply ii.J.terested in an 
amendment which affects the Middle 
West, and especially the livestock pro
ducers, I feel that it ought to be ex- · 
plained to Members of the Senate that 
the bill is coming back for our approval 
without the so-called Wherry amend
ment being adopted by the conferees. 

There was not very much said about 
the Wherry amendment when it was 
agreed to by the Senate by a vote of 37 
to 32. I feel that the amendment did 
not have the consideration by the con
ferees that it should have had, in at
tempting to get maximum production of 
livestock, meat, and agricultural pro.ducts. 

I suppose we should not attempt to 
block this legislation, or even ask for a 
record vote on the adoption of the con
ference report; but I feel that I and other 
Senators who supported this amendment 
should have a right at least to object that 
the conferees came back without the 
Wherry amendment. _ 

To my knowledge there was only 1 vote 
on the Wherry amendment in the con-

ference. The Senate conferees did not 
fight for the amendment as they should 
have fought for it, whether they agreed 
with it or not. The Senate adopted it. 
I understand that the Senator who made 
the motion to delete the Wherry amend
ment from the bill is on this side of the 
aisle. 

The Wherry amendment was a good 
amendment. There was talk to the ef
fect that it would raise prices, and that 
it was dangerous and inflationary, That 
was only a part of the pressure brought 
to defeat it. 

What would the Wherry amendment 
do? It would simply make it unlawful 
to establish or maintain, against the pro
ducers of any livestock, grain, or any 
other agricultural commodity, a maxi
mum price for such commodity which 
does not equal all costs and expenses, in
cluding all overhead expenses, a return 
on capital and an allowance for the labor 
of the producer and his family incurred 
in the production of such commodity, 
plus a reasonable profit thereon. The 
amendment simply means that no Gov
ernment agency or administrator would 
be permitted to place an unlawful price 
on the production· of meat, that is, a price 
which would not reflect to the industry 
a reasonable profit. An unlawful price 
would be contested by great segments of 
the industry, Probably the cattle feed
ers in a group would contest an unlawful 
price in the production of meat. Mr. 
President, the reason why we do not 
have meat today, and the reason why 
we shall not have meat 6 months from 
now, is that there is nothing in the pro·
visions of the present OPA Act, or in the 
bill as it comes from conference, · which 
would induce one cattle feeder to put 
another head of cattle or hogs in his feed 
lot. 

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. I ask the distinguished 

Senator whether it is not true that in
dustry refused to go ahead when the 
war started until it was assured of cost
plus contracts. Is not that correct? 

Mr. WHERRY. I will answer the Sen .. 
ator in this way: It is my understand
ing that industry does operate on the 
cost-plus system of doing business, and 
that industry throughout all sections of 
the country receives a guarantee. 

Mr. LANGER. Labor has also received 
its increase; has it not? 

. Mr. 'WHERRY. Yes. 
Mr. LANGER. Is it not true that the 

forgotten man in this entire war, so far 
as being guaranteed a profit is con
cerned, has been the farmer raising live .. 
stock and grain? 

Mr. · WHERRY. I think there is no 
doubt about it. 

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the_ Senator 
from Ohio. . 

Mr. TAn. It is my recollection that 
a few weeks ago I heard the Senator from 
North Dakota say that North Dakota was 
the richest State in the United States 
per capita, and that the farmers of North 
Dakota had never been so prosperous. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. LANGER. l'hat is absolutely true. 
Mr. President, will the Senator from Ne
braska yield to me so that I may reply 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. That is absolutely true. 

I will tell the Senator why it is true, in
asmuch as the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio has mentioned it. It is true 
for the reason that Almighty God has 
been giving us crops for 5 years. Prior 
to that time, for nearly 10 years, we did 
business at a tremendous loss in North 
Dakota .. The result was that 21 percent 
of our population left the State, and the 
majority were broke. We want to get 
those people back to North Dakota. 
They went to California, Oregon, and the 
State of Vvashington. 

The' result is that the population of 
our State is 21.6 percent less than it 
previously was. Our people are the 
richest people of the United States, per 
capita, according to bank deposits. We 
have no way of knowing what will hap
pen this year or next year, and no one 
knows that better than the distinguished 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT], 
because in the last war his boss, Mr. 
Herbert Hoover, entered the picture 
when our wheat got up to about $3.50 a 
bushel. It was the distinguished Mr. 
Herbert Hoover who sent his representa
tive, the now distinguished senior Sen
ator from Ohio, to North Pakota; and, 
believe it or not, we were the only in
dustry in World War I which had to 
take a reduction. They reduced the price 
of wheat to $2.26 a bushel. They did 
not reduce the price of cotton; they did 
not reduce the prices received by any 
other industry anywhere in the United 
States; but they made the farmers in 
North Dakota and elsewhere in the 
Northwest take $2.26 a bushel for wheat. 
The farm machinery which the farmers 
had to buy went up and up and up in 
price. Finally, when the war was over, 
the index for farm machinery was 198. 
Mind you, Mr. Pre~ident, when the war 
was over the prices paid for the products 
of the farming industry went down and 
down, but from the time when World 
War ended, 27 years ago now, the price 
of 'farm machinery has been going up 
~nd up and up. One reason why we 
have the largest bank deposits per capita 
in the United States is that the farmers 
in the,Northwest have not been able to 
purchase farm machinery. Day after 
day after day I have put into the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD statements showing 
that the farmers in North Dakota and 
elsewhere throughout the Northwest 
have been unable to purchase farm 
machinery. Some of our farmers have 
farm machinery which is 25 or 30 years 
old. They have tried to replace it, but 
they have been unable to do so. There
sult is that th~ are still using the old 
machinery, with the result that in one 
county, Hettinger County, in 1943, the 
farmers lost, according to the sworn tes
timony of the county agent, $1,000,000 
in wheat which they were not able to 
harvest. 

That is the situation there. It is true 
that we have some money in the bank 
now; but certainly we are entitled, just 
as the distinguished Senator from Ne .. 
braska said the other day, to have the 
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feed lots filled; we are entitled to have 
the cattle fattened, and the farmers are 
entitled to a price which at least, as the 

. amendment provides, would cover the 
cost of production, plus a reasonable 
profit. The farmers have not been get
ting that, so far as cattle are concerned 
and so far as hogs are concerned. No 
one knows better than the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska that last year 
we gave hogs away. One farmer came 
to Washington to tell us about 200 hogs 
he had in North Dakota. He said he 
could not sell them, and he wanted to 
know what to do with them. I told him 
to put them in a railroad car and ship 
them to the President of the United 
States, and make a gift of them to him. 
One Member of the Senate had 80 hogs 
in Virginia, weighing 80 pounds apiece. 
At that time barley was selling a't $1.05 
in Virginia, as I understand. He did not 
even fatten them; I understand he gave 
them away. 

All the amendment of the distin
guished Senator from Nebraska asks for 
is that the farmer shall receive the cost 
of production, plus a reasonable pro_fit. 
I certainly wish to go on record as saymg 
that the Senate conferees should have 
put up a battle to see that the farmers 
would receive a price which would return 
to them the cost of production plus a rea- · 
sonable profit. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from North Dakota 
for his contribution and his very timely 
statement. I think it answers the ques
tion asked by the distinguished senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT]; but if it 
does not answer it, I should like to read 
from the RECORD of June 11, at page 5866, · 
a letter which the distinguished majority 
leader placed in the RECORD. The letter 
was sent by the Office of Price Adminis
tration to the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. THoMAS]. I wish to read only the 
first paragraph of the letter. This is 
what Chester Bowles, head of the Office 
of Price Administration, wrote to the 
Senator from Oklahoma: 

Recognizing the critical shortage of meat 
and the imperative need of avoiding any im
pediment to maximum production and even 
distribution, this Office, in addition to sat
isfying all the various mandatory require
ments of the present law, will see that the 
products of each of the three main groups 
of livestock-cattle and calves, hogs, and 
lambs and sheep-are each, separately con· 
sidered, on a profitable basis. 

The Office of Price Administration rec
ognizes that there is a scarcity of meat. 
I think it is silly for Members of the Sen
ate to continue to stand on this fioor and 
say there is plenty of meat and that the 
farmers are making all kinds of money, 
If today the farmers were making money 
the feed lots would be filled with cattle, 
and there would be meat on the meat 
counters. But everyon~ knows that the 
reverse is actually the met. 

Most of the meat that is being sold is 
being sold on the black market. No one 
will deny that. I sat on the special com
mittee with the Senator from Oklahoma 
and reams of testimony were taken. about 
black-market operations throughout tbe 
entire country, and the situation is get
ting worse and worse. I tell you, Mr. 

President, the food situation in this coun
try is a real threat. 

Now the Office of Price Administra
tion recognizes that fact. It is in the 
record. The Office of Price Administra
t ion says that the meat situation is criti
cal. It is critical, Mr. President. The 
only way in the world we are going to 
obtain maximum production of meat
and I have said this to the distinguished 
chairman of the committee, for whom I 
haf;e the highest respect-is to make 
sure that more cattle and hogs are raised 
and fattened. If we do that, we will 
have more meat. If we do not do it, we 
will not get the meat we need. 

The pending OPA legislation will not 
increase meat production to the extent 
of one steer in the feed lots. There is 
not a provision in the conference report 
wh_ich promises the farmer anything. 

There was some talk to the effect that 
the farm organizations were against my 
amendment, and the press and Ed O'Neal 
and the Farmers Union were said to be 
against it. I agree that some of the 
eastern newspapers disagreed with my 
amendment, and they had a perfect right . 
to do so; but I tell you, Mr. President, 
that in the section of the country from 
which I come there has been unanimous 
support behind my amendment. The 
farmers in that section understand the 
Wherry language and the Wherry 
amendment. They may not understand 
parity or b&se prices or the language 
which comes from the House of Repre
sentatives relative to section 5. I think 
it would take a Philadelphia lawyer to 
tmderstand that. The farmers in my 
section cannot understand it, but they do 
understand that they should be paid fair 
wages and a decent profit for the labor 
they put into feeding cattle. 

I hold in my hand an editorial which 
appeared in the Columbus Daily Tele
gram. I read it because the Columbus 
Telegram is published in the heart of one 

. of the finest cattle-feeding sections in 
my State. I refer to the Columbus Tele
gram for another reason. The editor 
is the distinguished Edgar Howard, one 
of the most famous Democrats Nebraska 
has ever produced. For many years he 
served in the House of Representatives. 
Now he is a writer of editorials. He 
backed the Democratic administration 
during the lifetime of President Roose
velt, and today he backs the Truman ad
ministration. He believed in the late 
President Roosevelt, and today he be
lieves in President Truman. The edi
torial reads as follows: 

Senator WHERRY thinks the American 
farmer is just as much entitled to a cost-plus 
price for his farm produce as the manufac
ture who makes things for the Army or the 
Navy. Accordingly Senator WHERRY has 
offered and secured favorable action on an 
amendment to a Senate bill looking to that 
end. Why not cost plus for the farmer in 
providing farm products for prosecution of 
the war? 

I ask the Members of the Senate, "Why 
not?" 

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER. What is the Sen

ator's understanding from his study of 

the black market which he has made, 
as to whether or not the prices received 
in the black market should result in a 
return to the farmer of the cost of pro
duction plus a fair profit? 

Mr. WHERRY. If the farmer could 
receive prices for which meat is being 
sold in the black market, there would be 
all kinds of cattle in the feed lot. 

Mr. BREWSTER. The reason I aslc 
the question is that I recall reading the 
report of the mayor of New York covering 
a very careful survey of conditions exist
ing in New York City.. In the report 
the mayor stated, I believe, that from 75 
to 80 percent of all the meat moving into 
New York City was black-market meat. 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. 
Mr. BREWSTER. So the consumers 

of New York are paying the extra price. 
Mr. WHERRY. Yes. 
Mr. BREWSTER. The main difficulty 

is that illegal dealers, instead of honest 
dealers, receive the money. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
Mr. BREWSTER. I assume that the 

committees which have considered this 
matter thought that there was no way to 

· avoid the conditions about which there 
has been so much complaint. I am sure 
the distinguished chairman of the com
mittee from the State of New York does 
not desire to encourage outrageous vio
lations of the law, although the result 
is that, instead of the farmers in Ne
braska and in Maine receiving the ·prices 
which they should be receiving, those 
who are willing to violate the law are 
the ones who are· profiting by the illegal 

· tr:;).nsactions. 
Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator 

for his observations. He is absolutely 
correct. 

Mr. President, I have talked with the 
chairman of the committee, and I know 
that he is just as anxious as the rest of 
us are to make sure that meat is sold 
at legal prices. But when the product 
becomes scarcer and scarcer, it is exactly 
what the bootlegger of meat wants in his 
operations. He wants the product to be 
scarce. He wants the laws to be en
forced so that the legitimate dealer is 
not allowed to obtain meat. The black
market operator buys the meat, takes his 
profit, and the producer does not receive 
a profit. At the same time the consumer 
is sometimes compelled to pay for what 
he receives as much as three times the 
legal price. 

The testimony before the committee 
was that 90 percent of the meat going 
into New York City was black-market 
meat, and that some of it had cost $1 a 
p·ound. 

The testimony with regard to eggs was 
that every legitimate dealer who pur
chased eggs was compelled to pay 10 
cents a dozen as a black-market profit 
before they could be sold at the legal 
price. ¥et, ·some Senators assert that the 
farmer is making a great deal of money 
and that he is getting rich. It is self
evident that if there was a large profit 
to be derived from feeding cattle there 
would be no difficulty today in obtaining 
meat. There are today in this country 
more than 10,000,000 surplus head of 
cattle, and there is plenty of corn with 
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which to feed them. It is only because 
of the inability to make a reasonable 
profit that livestock is not being put into 
the feed lots. The Wherry amendment 
attempts to do in a legislative way, rela
tive to the meat situation, what the ad
ministration should have done 2 years 
ago. 

Mr. President, permit me to continue 
further with the editorial. The editor 
asks, "Why not a cost-plus for the farm
er in providing farm products for the 
prosecution of the war?." The editorial 
continues: 

Sure the foods which the farmer produces 
cannot shoot the enemy. But a soldier with
out food in his belly would not shine as a 
marksman. There was quite an uproar in 
the Senate when WHERRY put that amend
ment across. Oddly enough the big boys 
who love t:tle farmer only for his vote had no 
trouble in bringing to their aid such "pro
fessional" farmers as President O'Neal, of the 
Farm Bureau, and President Patton, of the 
Farmers' Union. Both the "professionals" 
joined the "cost-plus" manufacturers in de
nouncing WHERRY for trying to tie the 
American farmer in with the sure-thing prof
it which cost-plus guarantees to them. You 
are on the right .track, my Senator. Don't 
let them push you into the ditch. 

Mr. President, the editorial from which 
I have been reading is from a newspaper 
which has been one ot the strongest sup
porters of the present and prior admin
istration in the Middle \Vest. Its editor 
is a man of distinction, a statesman, and 
one whom the chairman of the commit
tee has known for many years. 

I will not burden the Senate at this 
late hour by reading the various edi
torials which I have before .me. How
ever here is one from the Omaha World 
Her~ld formerly owned by the late Gil
bert M.' Hitchcock, one of the outstanding 
statesmen of all time. He was a product 
of Nebraska. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the editorial be print
ed in the RECORD at this point as a part 
of my remarks. 

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

A GUARANTEED PROFIT? 
"The farmer ought to be guaranteed his 

cost of production." 
Out here in the midlands that was a polit

ical battlecry during the depression. Henry 
Wallace and the other thinkers who made 
policy in the heyday of the New Deal rushed 
about plowing under pigs and corn. The 
avowed aim was to raise prices to the point 
where the farmer would make a profit. 

Just the other day, by one of those flukes 
which occasionally occur in Congress, Senator 
WHERRY managed to slip a "cost of produc
tion" amendment into the OPA extension 
bill. 

When the members found out -later what 
they had done, cries of alarm sounded 
throughout the Capitol. Republican Sena
tor TAFT thought the amendment was so 
ridiculous that nobody would pay any atten
tion to it, and New Deal Senator LUCAS ad
mitted he didn't know what he wtts voting 
for until after he had approved the Wherry 
amendment. 

But just how ridiculous is the Wherry 
amendment? 

It provides that OP A cannot set a price 
ceiling for the farmer's products that does 
not equal h is cost of production plus a rea
sonable p rofit. 

Loosely worded .perhaps. It may not be 
able to operate as written. The reasonable 
profit needs definition and someone is going 
to have to decide what the costs of produc
tion are. 

Yet, isn't the principle consistent with 
what manufacturers, processors and distrib
utors have been demanding ever since price 
control went into effect? 

Or look at it from the standpoint of war 
production. Many war plants holding Gov~ 
ernment contracts are guaranteed their costs 
and they are guaranteed profits based ·on 
costs. The farmer with his food production 
factory is not. He is subject to floors and 
ceilings that fluctuate with the whims of 
Washington officialdom. These fluctuations 
cause uncertainty and confusion. They re
sult in crops decreases, fewer pigs, fewer 
chickens, fewer cattle in the feedlots. 

It is almost as if there were a conspiracy 
to hinder the farmer in making a profit. He 
is supposed to do it the hard way. Never is 
he allowed to plan for the full year of opera
tions ahead. Never is he told, "We need your 
products now, so go ahead and produce and 
tha Government will take the risk- and guar~ 
antee your profit." 

Subsidies may change, prices may rise and 
fall before his products get to market, policies 
may switch in Washington, there may be 
gluts and famines. The farmer is certain 
only of uncertainty. 

So Senator WHERRY proposes that farmers 
be guaranteed their costs and a profit. Maybe 
it won't work. But the proposal deserves no 
such ridicule and abuse as have. been heaped 

· upon it. 
It is entirely consistent with the current 

policy of encouraging abundance, as· outlined 
here this week by the man who is soon to ba 
Secretary of Agriculture, Representative 
ANDERSON. 

It is no more inflationary than any other 
variation of the cost-plus principle.· 

It is a way out of the wilderness of direc
tives, the jungle of restrictions that bewilder 
and dismay the farmer. It may not be the 
best way, and the House of Representatives 
may kick it out of the OPA bill, but Senator 
WHERRY has sugge&ted a solution and it is far 
from ridiculous. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, it has 
been said that professional farmers are 
against the Wherry amendment. I have 
received approximately 150 telegrams 
from farm organizations. The tele
grams have not come merely from in
dividual farmers. I have before me a 
telegram from the Nebraska Farm Bu
reau Federation, the national organiza~ 
tion of which Mr. O'Neal is president. 
The telegram is as follows: 

LINCOLN; NEBR., June 14, 1945. 
Senator KENNETH S. WHERRY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Please send complete copy of your amend
ment by wire to me at Fort Kearney Hotel, 
Kearney, tomorrow. Send copy to Lincoln 
office. Your amendment appears to put agri~ 
culture in its right plr.ce. 

HOWARD L. PETERSON, 
Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation. 

Let us also consider the National 
Grange. It has been said that the farm 
organizations are all against my amend
ment. That is not true. President AI~ 
bert S. Goss is not against the principle 
of the Wherry amendment. He differs 
only with the mechanics of it. I ask 
unanimous consent that a letter which 
I have received from the president of 
the National Grange, Mr. AlbertS. Goss. 

be printed in the-RECORD at this point as 
a part of my remarks. 

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

THE NATIONAL GRANGE, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1945. 

Hon. KENNETH S. WHERRY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I told you last week that 

I was in sympathy with the purpose you 
sought to attain in your amendment to the 
OP A blll, but that I did not think it would 
work, because it would so tie the hands of 
the Director that he would lose all control of 
food prices. We do not want to handicap 
hlin in his operations. We want to help him, 
and I am sure you have the same purpose. 
You asked if I could suggest any amendment 
which would meet our objection to the 
Wherry amendment and still accomplish 
your purpose. This I promised to try to do. 

Our objection to your amendment lies in 
the fact that as worded, every farmer could 
claim the right to a ceiling to meet his in
dividual costs, plus a profit, no matter how 
outlandish those costs might be, and the 
whole operation of OPA, so far as it pertained 
to food, could be tied up in the courts and 
become useless. · 

We believe no ceilings should be set which 
would yield returns below a fair and equitable 
price, and that such a price should include 
production costs of the reasonably efficient 
farmer under reasonably favorable produc
tion conditions. We believe it is right to 
figure on a return on the farmers' invest
ment plus a reasonable wage for his labor 
and that of his family, but if these items 
are fairly considered, we doubt the equity of 
adding an additional profit. Some may dif
fer with this view, but we have held that a 
reasonable return on the investment plus 
compensation for services is all that should 

·be expected during such an emergency, 
whether it relates to agriculture or any other 
industry. However, we do not consider this 
a major issue one way or the other. 

In our judgment some one must be charged 
with the responsibility of determining what 
is ·"cost" under reasonably efficient farming 
practices and reasonably favorable produc
tion conditions. I think this is the job of 
the Se:::retary of Agriculture. I believe it is 
the responsibility of the Congress to lay 
down the policies, that, is to tell the OPA 
how Congress wants to see the job done, and 
then insiSt on their doing it. 

I am perfectly aware that in some instances 
the OPA has not carried out the intent of 
Congress, expressed in Section . 3 of Public 
Law 729, Seventy-seventh Congress (October 
2, 1942), which ordered that ceilings be 
modified where necessary "to increase the 
production of such commodity for war pur
poses" or where the ceilings would "not re
flect such ·increased cost." If Congress feels 
that the law is not being obeyed, one way to 
get compliance Is to cut off appropriations. 
I don't think the remedy is to amend the law 
so as to make It unworkable. Neither do I 
think It pos~ible to spell out complete in
structions for the thousands of kinds of 
cases which are constantly aiising. 

As you know we are greatly concerned over 
the failure of the OPA to recognize the need 
to maintain and increase production as the 
basic remedy fo~ inflation. We have recom
mended to the Banking and Currency Com
mittee of the House that there be incorpo
rated in the bill a statement of basic policy 
so clear that it could not be m isunderstood, 
·yet so general that there w.ould be plenty of 
elbow room for operation, then tell the OPA 
that Congress means business. We feel that 

. the emphasis in this inflation fight must be 
shifted from the punit ive, type of control to 
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increasing production. We even suggested 
wording which we felt would do the job. I! 

· we continue to pursue policies which retard 
production and distribution, we feel that we 

' are headed for plenty of trouble. We favor 
placing the emphasis on production ·and be
lieve it should apply to all industry includ
ing agriculture. We would prefer this to 
singling out agriculture and giving it special 
treatment. If you feel that, because agri
culture has been signaled out as the principal 
spot for holding the line some special legis
lation· is needed to compel compliance with 
the intent and purpose of the Congress, I 
suggest that you give consideration to an 
amended Wherry amendment about as fol
lows: 

"It shall he unlawful to establish or main
tain a maximum price on any agricultural 
commodity, or on any commodity processed 
or made in whole or substantial part there
from, which is insufficient to return to the 
producers a fair and equitable price therefor. 
As used herein a fair and equitable price 
shall be determined by the Secretary of Agri
culture after due hearings and investigation 
and shall be one which will yield to the 
reasonably efficient producer, under reason
ably favorable production conditions, a re
turn sufficient to meet all production costs 
including overhead expenses, a return on 
the investment, and an allowance for the 
labor of the producer and his family." 

I believe such an amendment could be 
administered, and would probably attain the 
results you seek. 

We are vigorously opposed to passing the 
measure extending the life of the OPA with
out amendment, for we believe such action 
would be considered by the OP A as an en
dorsement of everything they have done. 
While they have held inflation well in check 
in some lines, for which they are to be com
mended, in other lines, shortages, inferior 
goods, and black markets have brought very 
substantial inflation upon us which does not 
show in the index of living costs. This is 
largely due to a mistaken policy of ignoring 
the producer and the actual living conditions 
in the field, and building a policy around a 
cost-of-living index which is largely mean
ingless under present conditions. 

We believe the time has come for the 
Congress to make it amply clear that it 
expects a changed course in the matter of 
encouraging production and protecting 
producers. I don't believe your amend
ment, even modified as I have suggested, is 
broad enough to do the job alone. I also 
feel that reasonable and sensible controls 
are more needed than ever before, so the 
Congress should not tie the director's hands, 
but should give him very definite march
ing orders and see that he follows them. 
Congress should not make his job tough~r. 
It should help him to do what has to be 
done if we are to avoid trouble. 

Yours truly, 
A. S. Goss, 

Master, the National Grange. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I in
vite attention to one paragraph of the 
letter. The writer implies, in effect, 
that if the mechanics of the Wherry 
amendment were modifi~d he would go 
along with it. He suggests a modifica
tion which he had no way of getting 
before the conferees. 

I asked Mr. Goss to present it to them. 
I do not know what happened. He has 
said that he agrees in principle with the 
amendment. 

I have before me a copy of the West
ern Nebraska Observer. I will not put 
these various articles in the RECORD, but 
I assert that almost all the farm or
ganizations are in favor of the amend
ment 100 percent. It is true that some 
of them want a modification of the 

• 

amendment, and . that would be per
fectly agreeable to me. If the conferees 
had wished to consider anything of that 
kind, maximum production might be 
attained. However, it will not be at
tained under the provisions of the con-. 
ference report bill. 

Let us consider the cotton growers. I 
call the attention of the distinguished 

· Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] 
to the fact that no Member of the Senate 
worked harder than did I in order to 
assure that the cotton growers of the 
South would receive parity, and a profit 
on what they produced. I do not know 
whether the last paragraph on page 9 
of the report was brought to the atten
tion of the Senate. 

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. The report to which the 

Senator has referred is a report of the 
House conferees. The Senate conferees 
never agreed to it. 

Mr. WHERRY. I understand that 
they have agreed, and the Senator has a 
letter in his pocket which contains-

Mr. TAFT. No; I think the Senator is 
mistaken. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I will 
read into the RECORD what I have before 
me. I may have to withdraw my state
ment that both the Senate and the House 
agreed. I know the Senator from Ala
bama agreed, and he is the person who 
tells the conferees what should be done 
about cotton. I read: 

. The conferees have given consideration to 
the operation of the Bankhead-Brown 
amendment to the Stabilization Act of 1942 
relating to the pricing of cotton textiles. 

With that, I want the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama to know that I 
absolutely agree. Attention should hav·e 
been paid to it. The cotton growers · 
shoul1 receive a profit just as every other 
frxmer- should receive a profit on the 
commodities which he produces. I am 
just as much in sympathy with seeing 
that they get a profit as that any other 
farmer" in the United States shall get a 
profit, and I have acted in accordance 
with that idea. 

The conferees are in agreement with the 
conclusion of the Senate and House commit
tees, that the purpose of that amendment 
will not be carried out. 

I want the Senators to get this
Unlesz the maximum price for each major 

cotton textile item is fixed and maintained 
at not le:ss than the s~m of the following: 

1. The cotton cost (which must be com
puted at not less than the landed mill parity 
equivalent for the grade and staple of cotton 
used; except that, after the initial adjust
ments required under the amendment have 
been made, the amendment does not require 
the continued use of cotton cost figure which 
is, and for a representative period has been, 
above or below the actual cotton cost) ; 

2. A weighted average of mill conversion 
costs; and-

That permits the textile operator to 
operate at a profit, so that he does not 
take it out of the farmer-

a. A reasonable profit. 
The conferees are advised that the Price 

Administrator has informed the chairman of 
the Senate Banking and Currency Committee 
that the policy which he intends to :onow in 

administering the amendment will be in full 
accord with this opinion as to its require
ments. 

What does that mean·? It means that 
there has been a definite understanding 
by the conferees on the part of the House 
and the Senator from Alabama that from 
here on, even though they have done to 
the cotton farmers just what they have 
done to the cattle producers, they are 
going to see that he is paid on the three 
bases I have mentioned. 

I ask, if it can be done for the cotton 
farmer, why can it not be done for the 
beef producers, the sheep producers, the 
producers of hogs? Why cannot the 
processor be paid such a price so that 
when he buys the farmer's cattle and 
hogs and sheep he can sell them at a 
price which will reflect a profit to those 
who feed? 

It is said that it is impossible to make 
the Wherry amendment workable. 

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

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. Has the Senator from 

Nebraska, who has done such a magnifi-· 
cent job in explaining the situation of 
the farmers regarding the feeding of 
livestock, considered the idea of asking 
for a further c.onference? Certainly, 
with the backing of the majority of the 
Senators who voted to adopt the Wherry 
amendment, we are entitled not merely 
to good efforts, but to excellent efforts on 
the part of our conferees and those of 
the House. · 

Mr. WHERRY. As I stated in the be
ginning, I desire to be constructive in 
the United States Senate; I do not wish 
to injure the chances of the passage of 
any bill. I realize that the hour is late. 
I should like very much to have the con
ferees go back and reconsider the Wherry 
amendment, or a modification of it, and 
I am about to offer a modification of it, 
if they would take it back. But, because 
of the lateness of the hour and the fact 
that three or four appropriation bills are 
yet to be disposed of, I did not wish to be 
in the position of standing in the way of 
their passage. 

Mr. GURNEY. If I may suggest to the 
Senator, a couple of days of the month 
of June still remain in the present fiscal 
year, and so far as I know, the people of 
our section do not feel. too happy about 
the treatment they have received under 
OPA for the past 2 years. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
Mr. GURNEY. Certainly the farming 

interests of the country would welcome 
at least another chance for their "white 
alley" in this magnificent effort on the 
Senator's part. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank the distinguished junior Sena
tor from South Dakota for his contribu
tion. I want the committee to know, and 
I want the distinguished chairman to 
know-because I think we are all trying 
to accomplish the same thing, but we are 
not getting anywhere with the proposed 
legislation-that there is going to be a 
serious meat shortage. Oh, yes; there 
will be a seasonal run of grass-fed cattle 
in the next few months, but the grass-fed 
cattle are not the ones we want in A and 
AA and B, and my colleague the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BUTLER], a 
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feeder of long standfng, knows that to be 
so. He knows that a little later the cattle 
on the feed lot will be the best supply. 

Mr. President, this is a serious matter. 
I have discussed it on the Senate floor, 
and I hope I have not worn out my wel
come. The distinguished Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. LucAs] said that every time 
beef was mentioned I saw red. I re
gret that. I have tried my level best to 
be constructive, and to offer advice to the 
administration, to help them bring about 
production of meat. 

Senators may talk about enforcement 
legislation, they may talk about every
thing there is in the bill, but there is 
nothing that will enable me to go to the 
farmer in Nebraska and say, "Come on; 
put your cattle'in the feed lot." There 
is not a thing in the bill that is going to 
change the situation. 

Some may say, "Oh, yes; Mr. ANDERSON 
is about to become the head of the De
partm"Emt of Agriculture." Mr. Presi
dent, I do not know Mr. ANDERSON's his
tory. It is said he is a very fine gentle
man. But I cannot ·go to Nebraska and 
·say, "Yes; put your cattle in the feed 
lot. We have a new Secretary of Agri
culture." If the farmers there judge 
the future by the past, they are going 
to think of the violations of ceilings, they 
are going to think about the hogs they 
lost money on in 1943 and 1944, they are 
going to think about the times when 
parity was not even maintained in the 
sale of their livestock. We have to bring 
about production of meat. That is the 
only solution of the problem. 

Mr. President, this one-man adminis
tration is all right, but I should like to 
call the attention of the distinguished 
chairman of the committee to the fact 
that this is not a new thing. Away back 
in May 1944, 24 Senators joined in offer
ing a resolution, which I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD. 
It is Senate Resolution 309. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It there 
objection? 

There being no objection, tpe resolu
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
I~ECORD, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five 
Senators, to be appointed by the President 
Of the Senate, is authorized and directed to 
make a full and complete investigation with 
& view to determining-

( 1) the conditions prevailing in the pro
duction, ' processing, distribution, and mar
k'etin,g of livestock, livestock feed, poultry, 
eggs, milk, and the products thereof; 

(2) the effects of regulations, orders, and 
directives issued by governmental agencies 
upon the production, processing, marketing, 
distribution, and supplies of such com
modities; 

(3) any practices wherein processors and 
dls.tributors of such commodities are circum
venting the purposes and objectives of price 
fioors, price ceilings, and subsidies at the 
expense of the producers and the Public 
Treasury; 

(4) reasons for the failures to support 
prices to producers as required by existing 
law; · -

(5) alleged adverse effects of maladjust
ments in maximum prices established on 
different grades of meat and particularly 
the extent to which livestock feeders have 
been penalized because of an inadequate 
allowance on the better grades of meat to 
encourage the feeding of livestock; 

(6) alleged adverse effects upon the live
stock, poultry, and dairy industries of the 
price and other policies relative to C<Jrn 
and other feed grains and the maladjust
ments resulting therefrom; 

Such committee shall report to the Sen
ate as soon as practicable the results of its 
investigation, together with • its recom
mendations for any necessary legislation. 

For the purpose '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-eighth Congress, to employ such ex
perts, and such clerical, stenographic, and 
other assistants, to require by subpena or 
otherwise the attendance of such witnesses 
and the production of such correspondence, 
books, papers, and documents, to administer 
such oaths, to take such testimony, and to 
make such expenditures, as it deems advis
able. 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 
$10,000 shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, we of
fered the resolution asking for an in
vestigation of the entire meat situation, 
from the producer to the feeder, to the 
nonprocessor and the processor, on 
through to the distributor and the con
sumer. One of the things we asked for 
was a consolidation and to have a one
man food administrator. If there was 
any advantage in having a one-man food 
administrator, certainly that was the 
time to authorize it. 

I feel that if we can have one man in 
charge of prices, without interference 
from above, so that he can set the pro
ducers' level, the feeders' level, and go 
through to the consumer, that is the 
way to handle the meat situation; and 
if that can be done, and he has unre
stricted authority, we can straighten out 
price levels. But every time I have tried 
to bring that about, the War Food Ad
ministrator, or the OPA, or some other 
agency was overruled by the Price Stabi
lizer, and we went right back to where we 
started. 

Mr. President, we submitted a similar 
resolution again this year, Resolution 
96, and it met the same fate. By the 
way, the first resolution was adopted by 
the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry unanimously, but was held up in 
the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and 
never got out of that committee. Reso
lution 96 was offered and went to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
and the committee adopted a resolution 
offered by the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. THOMAS]. They voted for a food 
investigation, and a great deal of valua
ble information we have received came 
from the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, on which 
the Senator from. Oklahoma did such 
magnificent work in gathering data to 
show the administration the exact situa ... 
tlon relative to meat. 

But the proposal for· a one-man ad
ministration is not something new, ·that 
is, not something that can be carried by 
the press and have the feeders say, "Yes; 

we have a one-man Food Administrator, 
npw we will put cattle in the feed lot." 
It will not get one more steer in the feed 
lot. But I am hopeful that if this one
man Food Administrator goes into oftice, 
he will go in without restriction. 

If I read section 5 of the report cor
rectly, I think all in the world the con
ferees have done is to reenact the pres
ent law, which possibly will require the 
President to issue directives to his price 
stabilizer, giving authority to override 
or veto anything the Secretary of Agri
culture might do. In other words, the 
only one who can do anything in the 
meat situation will be the President him
self. 

One more thing, and then I shall be 
through. I have a modification to the 
Wherry amendment which I should like 
to read, if the conferees feel they cannot 
accept the Wherry amendment becaus~ 
it is too broad. The Wherry amend
ment as it was originally adopted by the 
Senate goes through the production of 
all agricultural commodities. If for any 
reason the conferees of the Senate and 
the conferees of the House feel that that 
should not be adopted, U~at it is too 
broad, then I am asking the Senate con
ferees, if the conference report is not 
agreed to and there is a further confer
ence, to take this modification, with the 
instruction, if possible, that they stand 
by the Wherry amendment, but if that 
can not possibly be carried, then modify 
it to the extent that it shall apply only 
to the feeding of livestock, cattle, calves, 
sheep, and hogs, provided for by the 
processor under the amendment of the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. President, I said in the beginning 
that I thought I would not ask for a vote 
on the question of disagreeing to the 
conference report, because of the lateness 
of the hour, but since I began speaking 
several Senators have said to me that 
they would like to be recorded on this 
question. I do not want the -distin
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency to think that I 
would violate any implied agreement I 
may have made. When I rose to my feet 
I did not intend to make a motion to dis
agree, by reason of the lateness of the 
hour, but I think a vote could be had 
quickly now. 

I should like to move now that the 
Senate disagree to the conference report, 
and ask for a further conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will state to the Senator from 
Nebraska that the question is on agreeing 
to the conference ·report. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I think the 
conference report should be agreed to. I · 
have sympathy for much of what the 
Senator from Nebraska has said. I agree· 
fully that the bill does not cure the meat 
trouble, and it does not cure any of the 
problems of the OPA. In my opinion, 
the OPA is rapidly running into a com
plete failure. But I do not think that has 
anything to do with the conference re
port. 

In the first place, so far as the Wherry 
amendment is concerned, every single 

· conferee ·on the part of the House said 
that under no circumstances would he 
ever agree to it. As a matter of fact, the 
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Senator from Nebraska and I voted for 
it to the last. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNEY. I wish to interrupt the 
Senator now for the reason that the Sen
ator just made the statement that the 
OPA was rapidly running into a posi
tion where it would not be effective at 
all. I want to call the atte'ntion of the 
Senator to the fact that the Appropria
tions Committee is now being asked to 
appropriate $191,000,000 to keep OPA in 
being for the coming year. So if OPA is 
not going to be effective, that is quite a 
large amount of money to pay for a dead 
horse. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I agree 
with the Senator. I do not think that 
money is going to help the OPA. I do 
not think people can be forced to com
ply. I think there will be the same 
break-down in respect to OPA as there 
was in respect to prohibition. In con
nection with prohibition there was also 
demand after demand for stricter en
forcement, to put people in jail. The 
. difficulty with OPA is that its regulations 
are too stringent and unreasonable. I 
presented that argument to the Senate 
with all the strength I could; but I was 
defeated in the Senate. The Senate 
thought I was mistaken on that question. 

So far as the Wherry amendment is 
concerned, the objection raised to it was 
that we have based all price control, so 
far as farmers are concerned, on parity. 
It was said the farmers do not know 
what parity is, but the list is published 
every day. Under the operations of the 
parity system there has been in the past 
2 years an automatic increase of about 

. 12 percent in the price of farm products 
under that control, whereas there has 
been no change in the price of retail 
products, or a change of only 1 or 2 per
cent. So, many farmers prefer the 
parity system. 

Furthermore, if we change now, with
out a great deal of reconsideration, and 
put the whole thing on a cost-of-produc
tfon basis for the farmer, it will require 
a complete reorganization of the whole 
pricing system. Some farmers get more 
on the parity basis apparently, and some 
get more on the cost-of-production basis. 
It is not easy to make that change over
night. I think it may be that the whole 
thing should be considered by the Sen
ate. Perhaps the cost-of-production 
_basis is a better basis than the parity 
basis; but to change the whole price con
trol system by shifting in that way seems 
to me to be an unreasonable thing to do 
and a very difficult thing to do. 

The Senator from Nebraska is really 
not concerned about the farmer. His 
problem is the same problem I presented 
to the Senate for the packers and also for 
all the manufacturers in the country. 
He is concerned with the feeder, who 
really is a processor. So far as I know 
ther~ is today no complaint-! do not 
think there is-over the price of range 
cattle. The charge is that the OPA does 
not allow sufficient margin for the' feeder. 
I do not think OPA does allow a sufficient 
margin. · I do not think OPA allows 
enoUJh fvJ.' the processor in many indus-

tries, and I tried to get that situation 
changed, but was unsuccessful. 

The manufacturer does not obtain any 
cost-plus. I cited many cases of pro
cessors and manufacturers on the floor 
of the Senate selling their products at a 
loss today, as the feeder does. I think 
the theory-now in operation is a mistaken 
one, but the Senate voted down my pro
posal. 

The Wherry amendment is not con
fined simply to feeders. It affects every 
farm. product. There are hundreds of 
farm products throughout the United 
States, and the amendment would change 
the basis on which prices are controlled. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I cannot go along 

with the Senator's argument that I am 
attempting to change the measuring 
stick by which the price control of agri
cultural products is based ~on parity. 
The amendment simply provides that if 
parity does not reflect a profit, or if the 
base period basis does not reflect a profit, 
then it is mandatory upon whoever is 
responsible-the Price Administrator
to set a price that will reflect a profit. 
If parity will do it, very well. If the base 
period basis will do it, very well. But if 
neither reflects a profit to the producer 
of livestock or grains, then I think the 
only way we are going to obtain maxi
mum production is to straighten the price 
level. By my amendment I do not sup
plant the parity base nor the base period 
basis as a measuring stick. My amend
ment would simply supplement the meth
ods so in the event a profit is not made, 
the level will be straightened out so the 
price will be profitable. 

Mr. ,TAFT. Mr. President, if proc
essors are assured a profit I think the 
feeders of cattle should be allowed a 
profit. But the Senate voted down that 
principle. I do not think this bill does 
anything substantial. But that is not 

· due to any action of the conferees. It 
is because the Senate voted down any 
substantial change. The amendments 
adopted in the House, while touted rather 
highly, I do not think made a substan
tial change in the.OPA operations. How
ever, I cannot see liow, by going back to 
conference, we can obtain anything. We 
are not going to get the House to accept 
the Wherry amendment, at least not with 
the present House members of the con
ference committee. We could not get 
one of them to begin even to consider 
adopting the Wherry amendment. 
' Mr. WHERRY. My understanding is 
that the proposition was made b.y the 
Senate conferees that if they took out the 
the Wherry amendment, the House con
ferees would take out the Andresen 
a1J:!.endment. Am I correct, I will ask the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TAFT. After a long discussion of 
the amendments, the . motion was made 
by a Member of the Senate that the Sen
ate recede on the Wherry amendment 
and that the House recede on the Dirksen 
amendment. I voted against that mo
tion, but it was carried by a majority of 
the Senate conferees. We could have 
stayed ther~ until doomsday, in my opin- . 
ion, and the House Members would never 
have agreed to the Wherry amendment. 

That developed froth the discussion that 
took place, and the argument made 
against it that I have described. 

Mr. President, I do not think the con
ference bill does anything except to con
tinue the same old OPA, and I think we 
are going to have the same trouble that 
we have always had with the OPA. 

I agreed with the Senator from Ne
braska. But the whole trouble lies in the 
fact that neither the House nor the Sen
ate adopted an amendment which really 
went to the heart of the trouble, dealing 
with the fixing of prices and the process
ing of food and the feeding of cattle, if 
you please. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, ' will 
the senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I do not care to re

veal any confidential discussions that 
took place in the conference committee, 
any of the give-and-take that always 
takes place in such discussions, but one 
of the first things the Senate conferees 
did after a reasonable discussion of the 
amendments of the House and the 
Wherry amendment, and the Wiley 
amendment which was put on the bill in 
connection with cash on deliveries and so 
forth, was to state to the House conferees 
that we insisted on the Wherry amend
ment. · 

The Senator knows what my attitude 
was, with respect to his amendment. I 
do not wish to deceive him or anyone 
else. I doubted the wisdom of it at the 
time, and I thought if it had been dis
cussed it probably would not have been 
included in the bill. But it was included, 
and we took the position that we .were 
for the Wherry amendment. If I recall 
my own language, I believe I said that 
we were standing by the Wherry amend
ment. After 2 or 3 days of full discussion, 
morning and afternoon, it became ob
vious that the House would not yield in 
its opposition to the Wherry amendment. 
Not a single one of the House conferees 
would agree to it under any circum
stances. We had to come to. an under
standing. Finally a motion ·was · made. 
I think probably I made the suggestion 
that if the House would yield on the 
Dirksen amendment and also on the An
dresen amendment with a modified 
amendment as a substitute, the Senate 
would recede on the Wherry amendment. 
It was on that basis that we obtained an 
agreement. We would have been in ses
sion until now if we had not yielded on 
that amendment. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. GURNEY. Was there any indica

tion that the House might accept the 
Wherry idea for livestock only? Was 
that question considered by the House? 

Mr. TAFT. Does the Senator mean for 
the feeding of livestock? 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes. 
Mr. TAFT. That was not suggested. 
Mr. GURNEY. I mean the cost of pro-

duction for livestock o'nly, as has been 
suggested by the junior Senator from Ne
braska as a modification of the original 
Wherry amendment. 

Mr. TAFT. Does the Senator mean 
for. the feeding of cattle only. 

Mr. GURNEY. Yes. 
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Mr. TAFT. That never was suggested. 

There is no objection _ that I know of to 
the price of range cattle. In fact, as I 
understand, the cost of production of 
range cattle is well below the present 
price. The question is whether the mar
gin for the feeder is enough. That has 
been the whole objection of the Senator 
from Nebraska. · 

Mr. GURNEY. May I ask if the con
ferees considered the idea? 

Mr. TAFT. No; the conferees did not 
consider confining it to feeder cattle, be
cause that suggestion was not made. 
Such a suggestion has never been made 
until today. I just made it. I thought 
of it myself. 

Mr. GURNEY. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Ohio if he did not 
hear the Senator from Nebraska make 
the suggestion of a modified Wherry 
amendment. That was before the Sen
ator from Ohio took the floor. 

Mr. TAFT. It would belong · in the 
Barkley amendment, if it went anywhere. 
Let me read the Barkley amendment: 

Provided further, That on and after the 
date of the enactment of this proviso, no 
maximum prices shall be established or 
maintained on products resulting from the 
processing of cattle and calves, lambs and 
sheep, and hogs,. the processing of each 
species being separately considered, which, 
taken together, do not allow for a reasonable 
margin of profit to the processing industry 
as a group on each such species." 

I suppose it could almost be said. that 
the feeder is a processor, but I do not 
suppose it would be so held. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. There is no subsidy 

given to the processor. There is only 
one subsidy being paid to the feeder, 
and that is 50 cents a hundred. On a 
1,000-pound steer that is $5. I think 
there is no dispute about that. If we can 
get down to business and consider this 
question constructively, I should like to 
suggest to the conferees the following 
amendment: 

That no maximum prices shall be estab
lished or maintained on cattle and calves, 
lambs and sheep, and hogs, or on products 
resulting from the processing thereof, each 
species being separately considered, which 
taken together, do not allow for a reason
able margin of profit to the livestock feed
ing industry as a group on each such species. 

That is in almost the identical lan
guage of the Barkley amendment, and 
would do the same thing for the feeder 
of livestock as I thought the original 
Wherry amendment would do. It would 
do the same thing for the feeder of live
stock as is done for the processor under 
the Barkley amendment. 

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

Mr. TAFI'. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Barkley amend

ment was not in conference. It would 
have been in order, when that amend
ment was pending here, to have offered 
the amendment now suggested by the 
Senator. 

Mr. WHERRY. I know that. 
Mr. BARKLEY. But it was not of

fered. The House adopted a provision 
identical in language with the Barkley 

amendment, so it was not even in con
ference. We could not have changed a 
word in it if we had desired to do so. 

Mr. WHERRY. The language was 
changed when various amendments in 
the bill were modified. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We did not change 
the language of any amendment which 
was in both bills in identical terms. 

Mr. WHERRY. That may be true. 
Mr. BARKLEY. We changed the lan

guage of the so-called Andresen amend
ment, which was in conference. I may 
say that the House conferees felt that 
they could not yield entirely on the 
Andresen amendment, and that they 
ought not to be asked to go back with it 
entirely stricken out, and we modified it 
by agreeing to a substitute which re
enacted the · Bankhead amendment, 
which was adopted a year or two ago, and 
enlarging it to include 1111 food prod
ucts processed from agricultural prod
ucts, and to give the Secretary of Agri
culture the same right as to them which 
he had in the Bankhead amendment 
with respect to agricultural products. 

Mr. WHERRY. I appreciate that, and 
I think it is all right. 

Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Ohio further yield so that I may ask the 
distinguished majority leader a ques-
tion? -

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask 

the distinguished majority leader, in case 
there should be another conference, 
whether he would be faborable to a modi
fication of the Wherry amendment in the 
language which I read, and whether he 
would try his level best as a conferee to 
see that we do the same thing for the 
cattle feeder that we are doing for the 
packer. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not in a posi
tion--

Mr. WHERRY. I am asking the Sen
ator personally. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand; ancl I 
will answer the Senator personally. I 
am not in a position to make any state
ment which would encourage another 
conference. I think we have obtained 
the best conference report we can get. 
I think it would be a futile fhing to re
ject this conference report '1tnd send the 
bill back to another conference, because 
after 3 days o.f the most intense discus
sion, when the question was thrashed 
out between conferees on the part of 
both Houses, we arrived at an agree
ment: We brought in men from the 
outside who were familiar with the prob
lem. We did not always agree with 
them; but I think the Senator from Ohio 
is accurate when he states that, in view 

· of the situation, we got the best con
ference report that was possible among 
these conferees. If new conferees were 
appointed, we might get something dif
ferent, but I do not think there is any 
guarantee of it, and I doubt very much 
if new conferees would be appointed. - In 
my judgment it would be a futile thing 
to reject this conference report. The 
result might be no law at all, because 
we have only two more days in which to 
act. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I believe 
that if the bill were sent back to con
ference, the amendDient would be re-

jected. I do not know what would have 
happened if someone had thought of this 
in the beginning; but I do not think we 
are to -blame for not thinking of some
thing entirely different from what the 
Senator has proposed in his amend
ment. I believe· that the House con
ferees-and I presume they would be the 
same conferees-would refuse to accept 
any further Senate amendments. I 
think that would be the inevitable re
sult of a further conference. I should 
be glad to support the Senator's modified 
amendment in lieu of his original 

· amendment; but if he asks whether I 
think we would get it, I will say that in 
my judgment we would not get it. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will re

call that the House Committee on Bank
ing and Currency reported the bill with
out any amendments. It even elimi
nated the Barkley amendment, which 
was put back in the bill on the floor of 
the House. 

I believe that it would be idle to ex
pect to get any better conference report 
than we have brought back. In the con
ference, and in discussions among Mem
bers of the House, and with others con
cerned, no one raised any great com
plaint about the prices now being ob
tained by those who produce cattle. 
The whole meat fight, and the situation 
which delayed the bill in the first place, 
was the situation which arose among the 
processors, the packers. That is why 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 
of the Senate held up the bill for nearly 
2 monthS> after it had completed-hear
ings and was ready to report the bill. 

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I always like to agree 

with the remarks of the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky; but when he 
states that the whole trouble was with 
the processors, I only have to-refer him, 
and at least 24 other Members of the 
Senate, to meeting after meeting which 
we had with feeders, attempting to get 
a price level which would be profitable. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Those meetings were 
held before the OPA established the sub
sidy for feeders. I still insist that what 
delayed consideration of the bill in the 
Senate was the furore raised about meat 
processing and the losses being sustained 
by packers all over the country. In an 
effort to deal with that situation and try 
to solve the problem, the whole bill was 
held up. 

Mr. WHERRY. I agree with the dis
tinguished Senator from Kentucky that 
an effort was made to help the processors. 
I voted for it. The distinguished Senator 
will recall that I asked him whether he 
thought there would be any reflection 
back to the farmer, and he said yes, and 
I agreed with him .• 

Let me repeat that we have before us 
a motion to disagree. 

Mr. TAFT. No, Mr. President. If the 
Senator will yield to me, let me say that 
the question is on the agreeing to the con
ference report. The only thing which 
can be done is to vote for or against ac
ceptance of the conference report. 
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Mr. WHERRY. I should like to say 
again that I did not anticipate when I 
started that I would endeavor to have a 
vt>te taken on 'the amendment. But 
those who have supported the amend
ment believe there should be a vote on it. 
I will make the motion. I shall only ask 
for a division. I shall not try to cause 
any long waiting, unless some other Sen
ator wishes to do so. But, Mr. President, 
I say most respectfully to the distin
guished majority leader and the Chair
man of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency that, while I appreciate what 
they have done, I cannot hold out any 
hope for any increase in meat produc
tion by holding cattle in the feed lots. 
When the Office of Price Administration 
itself admits there is a critical shortage 
of meat, we do not need to go further. 
We are told that there is no difficulty with 
prices, but that is just a misnomer. We 
are running head-on into a meat short
age. I hope it does not come to pass. 

I hope the Senate will vote not to ac
cept the conference report, and I hope it 
will be sent back for a further conference, 
in an effort to do something practical to 
_get meat on the meat counters of the 
country. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I think it 
is a futility . to vote against acceptance 
of the conference report. I think the 
conference report should be agreed to, 
much as I agree with many of the things 
the Senator from Nebraska has said. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE UNITED 
NATIONS CHARTER 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I send 
to the desk a resolution, and I ask unani
mous consent for its present considera
tion. 

Mr. TAFT. I object. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I ask 

the Senator to withhold his objection. I 
am not taking the floor from anyone. 

Mr. TAFT. I object at the request of 
a Senator who is not now present. 

Mr. OVERTON. Very well; I shall 
wait. Later I shall submit the resolution 
in my own time. 

Mr. TAFT. I wish to tell the Senator 
that I was requested to object to the 
presentation of the resolution at this 
time, when it is out of order. · 

Mr. OVERTON. Very well. 
Mr. TAFT. The Senator who requested 

that the objection be made is not pres
ent at this time. I am not making the 
objection on my own behalf. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, who 
has the floor? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I do 
not see why anyone who has the interest 
of world peace at heart can object to 
the introduction of a resolution, solely 
for the purpose of having it printed and 
lie on the table, in order that the Senate 
and the people of t~ United States at 
large may be informed as to the real 
purpose of the resolution. The resolu
tion· is not to be acted upon tonight. It 
is not to be acted upon until the United 
Nations charter has been submitted to 
the Senate by the President of the United 
States and until it comes up in the 
Senate for consideration. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called t:Re roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Eastland 

Ellender McMahon 
Ferguson Mead 
Fulbright Millikin 
George Mitchell 
Green Mor.$e 
Gutiey Murdock 
Gurney Myers 

. Hayden Overton 
Hill - Radcli1Ie 
Hoey Stewart 
Johnston, S.C. Taft 
Kilgore Tunnell 
La Follette Wagner 
Langer Wherry 
McClellan White 
McFarland 
McKellar · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
nine Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
resolution I desire to have printed and 
lie on the table is not submitted for any 
action by the Senate at the present time. 
My sole purpose is to inform the Senate 
of the contents of the resolution, and 
to inform the people of the United 
States of what the purpose of the reso
lution is. I do not see why any Senator, 
unless he is violently opposed to the rati
fication of the United Nations Charter 
for World Peace, should be opposed to 
the mere filing of a resolution to be acted 
upon at some time in the future. 

Mr. President, at the proper time I 
shall ask for action upon the resolution. 
While it is a matter which is to be sub
mitted under the resolution, for the con
sideration of the Senate, I do not think 
personally that the Charter adopted at 
the San Francisco Conference requires 
any hearing by a committee of the United 
States Senate. The Charter had its ori
gin back at the time when Churchill and 
our late beloved President, Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, met in midocean and promul
gated the "four freedoms." In truth, it 
had its origin beyond that; it had its 
origin in the League of Nations, for 
which President Wilson strove immedi
ately following the World War. 

There were those who were opposed to 
the adoption of the Covenant of the 
League of Nations. There were those 
who fought it bitterly, and conspired on 
the floor of the Senate to figpt it, and 
they fought it with success. The result 
is, in my judgment-! may be mistaken, 
and I hope to God I am-that thousands 
upon thousands of American youths have 
gone to their death because there was no 
league for world peace. 

Mr. President, I think it would be a 
magnificent gesture on the part of the 
United States to take the foremost part 
in the ratification of this Charter. I 
think that prompt action by the Senate 
of the United States would have its 
effect upon other nations composing the 
United Nations. I think that it w·ould 
·have a world-wide influence. I believe 
it would have effect upon the morale of 
our boys who are fighting to secure and 
maintain the very purpose for which the 
Charter has been signed by the 50 nations 
composing the Conference at San Fran-

cisco, that is, world peace and world 
security. 

Mr. President, I think it would have 
a further effect. I believe it would have 
an adverse effect upon the morale of the 
Japs, who are fighting the United States 
of America and . our allies. I believe 
that prompt action on the part of the 
United States Senate would be an indi
cation to our Japanese foes that we are 
determined not only to bring this war to 
a ·conclusion, but to take up arms, as 
united nations, against Japan or any 
other aggressor which seeks to throw , 
the world again into another holocaust 
or world conflict. 

The Charter adopted at San Fran
cisco denounces aggression. It is a Char
ter which is inimical to the very purpose 
of our J~anese foes. It is a Charter 
which is not only a repudiation of but is 
a direct criticism against the dastardly 
attack of aggression made by the Japa
nese upon the people of the United States 
on December 7, 1941. 

Mr. President, could there be anyone 
in these United States of America who 
would object to the mere filing and mere 
printing of a resolution that submitted 
to the Senate of the United States the 
question whether or not it should pro
ceed immediately to the consideration of 
this Charter upon its submission to the 
Senate by the President of the United 
States? 

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

Mr. OVERTON. I am very glad to 
yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY~ I ~:~.ppreciate the sin
cerity and the good faith and the nobility 
of purpose behind the Senator's resolu
tion: So far as I am personally con- " 
cerned, I myself am ready to vote on the 
Charter. I, along with all other Sena
tors, and I think most of the public in 
the United States, have kept up with the 

. proceedings from the inception of the 
Dumbarton Oaks Conference. 

When that Conference had been con
cluded, the result of it was published in 
full throughout the country, and it has 
been discussed in editorials and speeches, 
and the public is thoroughly familiar 
with it. It has been modified to some 
extent, and I think improved, by the de
liberations in San Francisco. 

Vkewise the public has kept current 
on the proceedings in San Francisco, and 
the result has been published in full in 
the press. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CoNNALLY] made a great speech in the 
Senate this morning, and I am satisfied 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG] will make a great speech to
morrow. 

I myself am thoroughly satisfied, and 
would l1ke to vote, and I think it would 
be a wonderful thing for the morale of 
the whole world if the United States 
Senate should be the first to ratify the 
treaty. Notwithstanding all that, I 
doubt the wisdom of the Senate saying to 
anyone who has the right to be heard 
for a reasonable length of time that he 
will be denied that opportunity. · 

Mr. OVERTON. May I int•.crrupt the ' 
Senator? -

Mr. BARKLEY. Cartainly. 
Mr. OVERTON. That is not the pur

pose of the res:)lution. It opens it to de-
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bate for any Senator who desires to de
bate it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand it opens 
it to debate in the Senate, but it does 
not open it to hearings on the part of the 
general public. The Committee on For
eign Relations, according to my infor
mation, is to be called together Saturday 
to determine its procedure in regard to 
hearings, when they will begin, and how 
long they will last. I do not know that 
it is possible to fix the time at the first 
meeting. I have very definite ideas about 
a limitation on the length of the hear
ings, and while I would not wish to shut 
out any Member of the Senate who de
sired to debate the subject, I have very 
definite ideas as to how long the debate 
should last in the Senate. 

I am afraid that the adoption of such 
a resolution as that which the Senator 
has offered might give the impression, 
notwithstanding our own good faith in 
the matter and our readiness to vote, 
that we were unwilling to allow anyone 
who either favored or opposed the treaty 
to have his day in court and make his 
views known. While I am satisfied that 
the discussion probably will not change 
any Senator's vote, in the interest of 
democratic processes it might be unwise 
to shut out any opportunity at all to 
those on the outside who might wish to 
appear and be heard before the com
mittee. 

For that reason I would not be able 
to support the Senator's resolution, cer
tainly not until the committee had had 
an opportunity to weigh the situation 
and canvass it and determine as a com
mittee what it thought its duties would 
be in regl:l,rd to hearings. But I want to 
reiterate my thorough sympathy with 
the purposes of the Senator from Louisi
ana, for whom, as he knows, I have a pro
found respect and a very abiding .and 
deep affection. And I always question 
the rightness of my own position when 
I find it to be contrary to that of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is very 
flattering. I appreciate his statement. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It causes me to 
search my own heart to see if I am right 
when the Senator is on the other side. 

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. BARKLEY . . But I think it would 

be misconstrued if we should say to the 
country and even to the committ!e to 
which the Charter must be referred when 
it is submitted to the Senate, that we will 
not give anyone an opportunity to be 
heard. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
have a very high respect for the Sena
tor's views and his opinion, as he well 
knows, and I cherish and must neces
sarily cherish for him a far greater ad
miration than he can possibly possess for 
me. Yet, I must repeat- that the sole pur
pose of my rising from my seat on this 
occasion was merely to have a simple 
resolution filed. It is very short. Before 
I conclude I shall read it into the REc
ORD. It does not call for any action at 
the present time. It is purely informa
tive. I merely ask that it be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. President, with further reference 
to what the able Senator from Ken-

tucky has had to say, it is to be borne 
in mind that the principles underlying 
this great Charter, which has been signed 
by the representatives of the 50 United 
Nations, ·and is to be submitted on next 
Monday to the United States Senate by 
the President of the United States, were 
considered at the Dumbarton Oaks Con
ference. Vast publicity was given to all 
that occurred at that conference, and 
the results of that conference were pub
lished far" and wide throughout the 
United States and throughout the world. 

For the last 9 weeks, as I recall the 
number, in San Francisco there have 
been assembled the representatives of 50 
nations of the world, and they have gone 
over this Magna Carta with a fine tooth 
comb. They have analyzed it. '!'hey 
have considered it in all its aspects, and 
wide publicity has been given to it. The 
magazines, the newspapers, and the radio 
have carried the publicity. There is no 
question I think before the United States 
Senate or before the people of the United 
States that is more thoroughly under
stood than is this Charter. 

It is not my purpose, if it be the will 
of the majority of the Senate to hold 
hearings, to prevent them from doing so. 
My sole purpose is to ask that the res
olution be printed, and to submit the 
question to a majority ·vote of the Sen
ate as to whether there should be any 
hearings conducted and whether we 
should not consider and debate and vote 
upon the Charter without its being sub
mitted to any committee. 

Mr. President, I cannot conceive that 
there would be any one who would care 
to appear before a committee having 
under consideration this Charter, unless 
he is an implacable foe to it and wants 
reservations attached to it, or unless he 
be a publicity seeker wanting to have his 
name appear in the headlines in the 
newspapers. And I have such a high re
gard for my colleagues in the United 
States Senate that I do not think that 
any of them who are in favor of the 
ratification of the Charter would want 
to consume the time of the Senate in 
debating the matter, with which all Sen
ators are thoroughly familiar and with 
which the people of the United States 
at large are familiar. · 

Of course, if there be those who have 
reservations which they desire to pro
pose to the Charter they ought to be 
heard, and permitted to present their 
reservations, if any there be, and sub
mit the question to a vote of the Senate 
at the time. 

I now go back to what my purpose is, 
arid that is simply for the information 
of the Senate to have the resolution 
printed. I will read the resolution. It 
ls as follows: 

Resolved, That when the United Nations 
Charter to maintain international peace and 
security, signed at San Francisco, Calif., on 
June 26, 1945, shall be laid before the Senate 
for ratification, the injunction of secrecy 
shall be removed, it shall be read a first time, 
and the Senate shall thereupon proceed to 
consider the same in open executive session. 

That is all that the resolution proposes 
be done. It is not to be acted upon, I 
repeat, at the present time . . My request 
is merely that my colleagues permit me 

to file this resolution at the desk and to 
have it printed. I renew that request. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that I may send this resolution to 
the desk and that it be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OF.FICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator were 
permitted to file his resolution and to 
let it lie on the table, would it be in order 
to take it up at any time except during 
the morning hour, if we have another 
one, and then only on motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
have listened to the eloquent statement 
of the Senator from Louisiana, but I 
should like to say that I think the S8nate 
could do nothing which would do more 
harm to the San Francisco Charter than 
to proceed to its consideration without 
committee consideration. A small un
important bill could be passed through 
the Senate under the procedure which 
the Senator from Louisiana proposes. 

I say, Mr. President, in all sincerity, 
that if the Se:rmte of the United States 
were to consider this measure in the 
cavalier manner which is proposed by 
the Senator from Louisiana it could only 
have the. effect upon the country and 
upon the world of creating the impres
sion that we do not regard the document 

_ of sufficient importance to give it the 
consideration which its importance 
merits. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, as has 
been stated by the able majority leader, 
the Foreign Relations Committe~ of the 
Senate, two of whose most able members 
have been delegates to this Conference, 
has been called to meet on Saturday to 
determine the procedure which it will 
follow in the consideration of this most 
important matter. It seems to me that 
with neither of those Senators present, 
to propose a resolution which under
takes to short-circuit that committee . 
and deny it the opportunity to decide 
upon its procedure is an indication that 
the Senate does not have confidence in 
its own committee, which has jurisdic
tion over this subject. 

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

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I make this state
ment, Mr. President, as one who intends 
to support the Charter which has been 
brought back from San Francisco, but 
I wish to say that I think this document 
is of suffic,ient importance to merit care
ful consideration, and that it should go 
through the usual procedures, so tha~ 
Senators as well as the country may be 
informed as to what the document itself . 
contains. It has been greatly altered 
since it was drafted at Dumbarton Oaks. 

I have made some study of the Charter 
since it has been made available to the 
public, but I venture the a~sertion that 
there is not a Senator present who can 
indicate and, properly outline all of the 
intricate matters which are contained in 
the procedures involved in this docu
ment. I think it would be unfortunate 
if the people of this country did not have 

., 
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the benefit of hearing the interpreta
tions which will be placed upon the lan
guage of the document by those who par
ticipated in its framing. The United 
States will assume important obligations 
under this Charter, and the Members of 
the United States Senate and the public 
should have full knowledge and under
standing of the interpretation of the 
language contained in the Charter by 
those who helped to frame it. 

So, Mr. President, in the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations and of the able Senator from 
Michigan, who discharged his responsi
bilit ies with such outstanding achieve
ment, I could not give my consent to the 
introduction of the resolution. If the 
Senator wishes to submit the resolution 
after the Committee on Foreign Rela-

. tions has had an opportunity to meet and 
decide upon what procedure it is to fol
low, I shall not interpose objection; but 
I believe this is a proposal for a snap 
judgment which I believe would be most 
unfortunate from the standpoint of the 
most ardent advocates of the Charter. 

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. OVERTON, and 
Mr. BROOKS addressed ·the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Kentucky is ~cognized. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
connection with the question as to 
whether the Senator from Louisiana 
should be permitted to submit his reso
lution, let me say that tomorrow is Fri
day. It would be impossible for him to 
move that it be considered tomorrow. 
In all likelihood the same situation will 
prevail on Saturday. So there would be 
no opportunity whatever even to make a 
motion or an attempt to get it before 
the Senate before the committee meets. 
The question I rose to propound is 
whether, in view of that situation, the 
Senator feels that it is neces.sary to ob
ject to the submission of the resolution. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
the Senator from Kentucky well knows 
that under the rule, if the Senator from 
Louisiana should obtain unanimous con
sent to submit his resolution today, and 
there should be an adjournment of the 
Senate, it would JJe in order for him to 
move to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution at any time thereafter. 

The only thing to which I object is 
that the resolut_ion should be submitted 
at this hour of the night, when very few 
Senators are present, and especially 
when the Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from Michigan are not present. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana. · 

Mr. OVERTON. I wish to state to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that I conferred 
with th~ Senator from Texas, chairman 

· of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
before I first undertook to have the reso
lution printed, and he stated to me that 
he had no objection to it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, I ac
cept the Senator's statement in that re
gard, but I do not think the Senator from 
Michigan should be ignored on this im
portant question of procedure. The For
~!gn Relations Committee should not be 
foreclosed from ccnsidering this impor
tant document. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 
. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. OVERTON. It is not my purpose 
to seek to have the Committee on For
eign Relations discharged. If the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations meets on 
Saturday and determines to hold hear
ings, and sets a date for hearings, I shall 
not press the resolution. I do not ask 
that the .committee be discharged. My 
thought at the time was that the com
mittee did not intend to take any action 
until the Charter has been submitted to 
the Senate, and that the Charter would 
be referred to the committee, or else the 
Senate would act upon a resolution sim
ilar to mine. However, if the committee 
meets in advance of submission of the 
Charter, and determines to hold hearings, 
I shall certainly not press the resolution. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I can have an 
understanding with the able Senator 
from Louisiana that if the Committee on 
Foreign Relations meets on Saturday 
and determines to hold hearings, the 
Senator will then not press his resolution, 
I shall not interpose any further ob
jection. 

Mr. OVERTON. I certainly agree to 
that. I will do better than that. I will 
now submit the resolution and ask that 
it be referred to the Committee on For
eign Relations. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is entirely 
satisfactory to me. I wish the Senator 
to understand that my only desire in this 
matter is to see that this important ques
tion receives the consideration which I 
believe its importance merits. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I now 
submit the resolution and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection--

Mr. GEORGE and Mr. BROOKS ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The Sen
ator from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, of 
course I have no objection to the refer
ence of the resolution to the Committee 
·on Foreign Relations. I was about to 
give notice that I would move, when the 
resolution was submitted, to refer it to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

I rather regret that the resolution has 
been submitted, because it raises an issue 
which to my mind ought not to be raised 
under existing conditions. I have the 
greatest respect for the proponent of the 
resolution, and so far as I am concerned 
I think I know enough about the Char
ter, perhaps, to enable me to cast an in
telligent vote on it at this time. I was a 
member of a committee on which ap
proximately 8 Senators served, which 
collaborated with the State Department 
for many months before the Dumbarton 
Oaks Conference, when the foundations 
of the Dumbarton Oaks charter itself 
were being laid. I am reasonably fami
liar, I hope, with the changes which have 
been made at San Francisco. But, Mr. 
President, I think it would be regarded 
throughout the world as a flippant act 
if the Senate of the United States were 
to vote its ratification or adherence to 
the Charter without very thorough con
sideration. 

This is no trivial matter. This is no 
matter of small import or importance. 
.The Charter presents a most significant 
and in many respects a most drastic 
change in the whole history of the . 
foreign policy of this Government, and it 
ought to be most carefully considered. 
Not in the entire history of this Republic 
has any proposal of this kind, with all its 
vast implications, even been submitted to 
the Congress with a fair chance of rati
fication. I am very thoroughly in favor 
of international cooperation, and I think 
I could vote, with full assurance of safety, 
for ratification of a treaty embodying the 
deliberations and conclusions reached at 
San Francisco. But hearings should be 
held upon this matter. The interpreta
tions placed upon it by our own State 
Department and by those who have 
represented us in the conference should 
be of record. 

To my mind, Mr. President, this is one 
of the most important steps the United 
States Senate has ever been called upon 
to take. I know that it is by all odds the 
most important declaration of foreign 
policy that our Nation has ever made, if 
this Charter be ratified. Certainly there 
should be hearings; there should be op
portunity for anyone who might oppose 
it to be heard. But even if no one op
poses it, and if all are agreed to its ratifi
cation-as I hope they will be when the 
final vote is taken-it is still of the ut
most importance that the clear meaning 
and intent and the far-reaching implica
tions of this undertaking on the part of 
our country, an undertaking that will 
affect not us alone now, or the generation 
immediately ahead, but perhaps all suc
ceeding generations of America, should 
be definitely and· clearly stated of record, 

So, Mr. President, while, of course, I 
do not resist, and I am very happy that 
my distinguished friend the Senator 
from Louisiana has himself asked that 
his resolution go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I think the matter is 
of such great importance that I should 
give some expression of my feelings upon 
it, I do so the more readily because 
the distinguished chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations is not now 
present in the Chamber; and during his 
absence in San Francisco I have, at his 
request, served as acting chairman of the 
coml!J.ittee. If no other member of the 
Formgn Relations Committee had asked 
for reference of the resolution to that 
committee, I certainly would have done 
so. 

Mr. WHITE and Mr. BROOKS ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish 
to express my complete concur.t:ence in 
what has been said by the distinguished 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL
LETTE] and the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]. Notwith
standing the understanding which has 
been reached with respect to this matter, 
I still regret the presentation of the res
olution and the consideration which we 
have had of it up to this time in the Sen
ate itself. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that the document which has been 
brought back from San Francisco will 
take its place in history as one of the 
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four greatest documents in the whole 
history of our Nation. It is unthinkable 
to me that there should be a suggestion 

· or a desire that a document of such 
transcendent importance, so vital to the 
interests of this Nation, and of such con
cern to the whole world, should not be 
considered by the standing committee 
of the Senate which by the rules of the 
Senate is required to give study to all 
matters which relate to our foreign rela
tions. 

Mr. President, th~ greater the impor
tance of the subject matter, the greater 
the reason why the Committee on For
eign Relations should have the docu
ments before it, should hear the testi
mony, and should have its members 
search their own minds and search the 
minds of those who come before the com
mittee, and the greater the reason why 
the members of the committee should 
pass ultimate judgment and should 
make ultimate recommendation to the 
Senate itself. 

If this matter were a trivial one, simi
lar to matters which are passed upon 
every day in the Senate, I still would not 
·wish to see a committee of the Senate 
to which the subject matter rightly be
longed deprived of its jurisdiction, de
prived of an opportunity to make a study 
and to make recommendations to this 
body. 

As I said, in the absence of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], the chair
man of our delegation to San Francisco 
and the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and in the absence 
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG], who throughout the long 
·years has made mighty contributions to 
the cause of international peace and in
ternational understanding, it is-and I 
say it again-unthinkable that we 
should proceed as was·first suggested. 

Mr. President, I hope the Foreign Re
lations Committee will speedily meet, 
and I hope it will provide for hearings. 
I hope those hearings will be of suffi
cient length to enable the thinking 
minds of America to have opportunity to 
express themselves regarding this sub
ject. 

When that has been .done, and when 
that committee reports to the Senate, I 
hope the Senate in like spirit and with 
like diligence will give consideration to 
the problems presented. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who 
have long favored an international un
dertaking in behalf of justice and peace 
and good will among nations; but we 
make no contribution to ultimate good 
of such a proposal when we undertake to 
deal with a matter of this great import. 
without every consideration which our 
minds can bring to bear on the subject. 

So I hope study will be had, I hope 
thought will be had, I hope prayer will be 
had with respect to this instr~ent. 
.When thorough consideration has been 
given to it by the Senate committee, I 
hope the committee will voice its sanc
tion, and I hope the Senate itself will 
voice its approval, and the whole world 
will think and know that we have done 
rightly. But I would not cut a corner 
anywhere with respect to this matter. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I rose 
originally to object to the filing of the 

resolution. I do not wish to object to it, 
since request has been made that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I subscribe to the sentiments 
expressed by the distinguished senior 
representative of the majority of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and by 
the minority leader. 

I wish to voice this thought as a warn
ing; I say this now, and probably I 
will say it again; I doubt if there is any 
Member of the Senate today serving by 
the suffrage of his people who longs and 
yearns for peace more than does the 
junior Senator from Illinois. I have seen 
two wars, and in one of them I faced 
in the front lines the same enemy we 
have just conquered. 

I served in the Senate when I heard the 
dramatic appeals for help step by step. 
We were then urged to act hurriedly, 
and we were told that it would keep us 
out of war. I finally saw it take us into 
war. We heard the claims that it would 
keep us out of war. I was subject to de
nunciation because I objected to it at the 
time. I was charged with acting to ob
struct the road which would keep us out 
of war. Still I heard the call from across 
the sea, "Give us tools." They said 
they did not want our men. Then, later, 
I saw our men go; I, with the other 
Members of the Senate, saw them go 
abroad. All Members of the Congress 
say them go there. Our country sup
plied 75 percent of the men who fought 
on our side of the Allied lines. I saw 
them in the prison camps. I saw them 
in the concentration camps. I never 
wish to see it again. 

Now I say that I rather think I shall 
vote for ratification of the Charter; but if 
there is any attempt to hurry it through, 
I must say that we have just had a 
demonstration from one Member of the 
Senate today and yesterday; and I am 
younger, and I think I might talk longer, 
until we hold this matter up long enough 
for the American people to get an under
standing of it. 

Let me review it quickly. When the 
• Dum barton Oaks Conference was held 
in the historic old park in Washington, 
and Senators sought to ask questions, 
they were hushed, and it- was said, 
"That is on a lower level. You will have 
plenty of opportunity." Now comes the 
dress parade, and now our distinguished 
colleagues of the Senate have returned. 
I applauded them when they came in, 
and I applauded the distinguished chair
man of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions this morning, and if the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] Will do 
tomorrow what I think he will, I shall 
applaud him. I shall applaud the Pres
ident when he comes. He is a great 
President of the United States, and I 
am sure he hopes to do right. 

But I say to my colleagues, Mr. Presi
dent, and I join the senior Senator from 
Georgia in saying it, that this will be the 
most drastic ·step taken within our life-. 
time for the future of the world, and un
less the people of America believe in it, 
unless we give them a chance to examine 
it, unless we have an understanding of 
it, and unless whatever questions there 
may be are asked both ·in the hearings 
and then in this forum, we will be a 

mockery to the tradition that was handed 
down to us from the founding fathers. 

With all sincerity, as one who hopes 
for peace and will probably vote for this 
document for peace, I ask those in charge 
to see that adequate time is taken. There 
is no rush about this matter. We are 
leading the way now. We led the way 
on· the battle fronts. We saved Russia 
with our implements. We saved Eng
land, we saved France, and if we are 
to save humanity, we can do it best and 
only if the people of America believe that 
we honestly and sincerely want them to 
know that we are aware of what we are 
doing, and welcome an opportunity to 
hear from them. 

I say to the senior Senator from Geor
gia, with whom I went to Europe, and in 
whom I have a great and abiding faith, 
do not let anyone rush this matter. It 
is moving all right. Even if we adopt 
the Charter, it is only the first step, it is 
merely the beginning. It is a little bit 
of a Charter upon which we may build 
and grow. Any suggestion that when 
the Constitution was adopted by this 
country it was an imperfect instrument 
has no relation to the present situation. 
At least it was adopted then by the peo
ple who came to this continent to get 
away from the Old World. We on this 
continent surely are not going again to 
adopt something in the hope that the 
people abroad may follow, with their 
animosities, with their hatreds, with their 
racial distinctions and their cruelties, 
which we have seen, which we never 
would endure here. 

Mr. President, this is a profound pro
posal, and I am wondering if we should 
hurry it to a conclusion even in a month. 
I should not object if we should do it that 
fast, but I shall object to anything that 
would speed it to a conclusion within 
that · time. We must have the oppor
tunity to discuss it together and meet our 
responsibilities. Then we can say, as we ' 
go on through life, that we have con
scientiously, earnestly, honestly, and in
telligently tried to lay the foundation 
for a future world in which we will have 
·at least more peace than we have had 
before. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I am 
very happy to see the evidence of har
mony which prevails here tonight with 
respect to the procedure upon this great 
proposal. I feel interested to express my 
view about that procedure · because it 
might be supposed that my record in this 
matter would bear the interpretation 
that I should like to see this Charter 
agreed to at the earliest moment, whereas 
the truth is that I should like to have it 
agreed to at the earliest practicable mo
ment according to the word and the 
spirit of the Moscow declaration and of 
the Connally resolution. 

In this case it happens that the treaty 
comes back to us differing in substance 
and form from the Dumbarton Oaks 
proposals, and the differences are mate
rial and substantial. In my judgment, 
founded upon one reading and a little bit 
of review of the treaty, some of the 
changes are very great. The form and 
style of the organization have been 
changed, and the public has never been 
able to obtain, even from the current 
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very able reports which have been pub
lished in the newspapers, what is now 
visible in this definite form of treaty. 

Therefore I think that it is wise for 
us to agree that we should proceed with 
all the deliberation that i!) necessary in 
order that the public may have an op
portunity to know what the charter now 
contains. What has gone before in pilb· 
licity is useful, it will help a great deal 
in leading up to the knowledge that is 
necessary to form an intelligent opinion 
upon the proposals on which we will have 
to pass. I ·speak. of the opinion of the 
public. 

Therefore, as a practical thing, it 
seems to me that the announcement 
made of a tentative program by the Sen
ate leader, the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky, that we take up on the 
9th of July the hearings in the commit
tee on this proposal, is a practical propo· 
sition, a tentative plan to proceed after 
a week's notice, giving the public ample 
time in which to get ready to come here 
with any proposal they wish to make, to 
file petitions if they desire to do so and 
giving S8nators an opportunity t~ ar
range their affairs also if they desire to 
appear before the committee. The pro
posal to proceed on the 9th of July it 
seems to me is as practicable a one as 
has been presented. 

Mr. President, I hope it will be the gen
eral feeling in the Sehate that we should 
not plunge into this matter with great 
intemperance and haste, but that we 
should give ample notice. and then sit 
down and work diligently and with as 
go.od speed as the questions involved 
permit. 

Mr. President, I am glad the resolution 
which provoked this discussion is to be 
referred to the committee, and that the 
discussion has disclosed what it has 
shown with respect to the harmony of 
feeling in the Senate regarding the sub
stance of the treaty and regarding the 
proceedings in respect to it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President I be· 
lieve that this Charter should be ~onsid
ered by the Senate in Committee of the 
Whole, but inasmuch as it is customary 
to have treaties go before the Committee 
on Foreign R-elations, it is my urgent 
hope that the committee will see fit to 
publish daily records of the proceedings 
before the committee, so that all Mem· 
bers of the Senate may familiarize them. 
selves with the hearings. All too· fre. 
quently that is not done, and it is impos
sible for all of us to attend the hearings 
and listen to what is going on. I think 
this is a matter of such importance that 
every Member of the Senate should be 
familiar with the proceedings, and it is 
my hope that the hearings may be pub
lished currently so that all Members of 
the Senate may have an opportunity to 
read them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res
olution submitted by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. OVERTONl will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution <S. Res.· 148) was re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Re
lations, as follows: 

Resolved, That when the United Nations 
Ch~r~r-r to maintain international peace and 
sec.znty, signed at San Francisco, Calif., on 
June aa, 1945, shall be laid before the Sen
ate for ratification, the injunction of secrecy 

shall be removed, it shall be read a first time, 
and the Senate shall thereupon proceed to 
consider the same in open executive session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
1·eading clerks, announced that the House 
had disagreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill <H. R. 3550) making 
appropriations for the Military Estab
lishment for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1946, and for other purposes; agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. SNYDER, 
Mr. KERR, Mr. MAHON, Mr. NORRELL, Mr. 
HENDRICKS, Mr. POWERS, Mr. ENGEL of 
Michigan,-and Mr. CASE of South Dakota 
were appointed managers on the part 
of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on tlie 
amendments of the ·senate to the bill 
<H. R. 3024) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1946, and for 
other purposes; that the House receded 
from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 16, 17, 19, 21, 22, 
57, 61, 103, 107, 114, 115, 121, 125, 134, 
135, 140, 147%, 158, 159, 164, 214, 217, 
_219, 221%. 222, 228, 229, 232, 233, 236, 
237, 238, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 248, 250, 
251, 253, 257, 260, 265, 268, 270, 275, 278, 
279, 287, 300, 306, 311, and 321 to the bill, 
and concurred therein; that the House 
receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 
11, 50, 64, 65, 123, 129, 145, 155, 156, 160, 
165, 176,177,178¥2,181,258,264,280,and 
320 to the bill, and concurred therein, 
severally with an amendment, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the· Sen
ate, and that the House receded from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 154 to the bill, and con
curred therein with amendments, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 
EXTENSION OF PRICE CONTROL AND 

STABILIZATION ACTS- CONFERE'NCE 
REPORT 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the report of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
\30) extending the effective period of the 
Emergency Price Control Act of 1942, 
as amended, and the Stabilization Act 
of 1942, as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 

hope we can get a vote on the pending 
question. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kentucky is recognized. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. I do not wish to ad
dress the Senate. ·I was merely saying 
I hoped that we might vote on the con
feren?e report, which is the pending 
quest1on. I do not wish to shut any 
Senator off. 

Mr. ~URNEY. Mr. President, there 
are qmte a few Members of the Senate~ 
now present who were not here at the 

time the junior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. W'HERRY] was making such an im
passioned appeal for reconsideration by 
the conferees of the conference report 
which would extend the life of the OPA 
for another year. His plea was based 
entirely on the fact that the cost of pro
duction was not provided for, especially 
f?r the livestock interests, and more spe
Clfically for " those livestock interests 
which feed cattle, hogs, and sheep. 

It is the contention of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], joined in 
by me, that there is only one reason for 
the people of the United States not hav
ing sufficient beeksteak, pork, and mut
ton on their tables daily. The reason is 
that critters are being sent to market 
which are weighing approximately 400 
pounds less than they should weigh. 

If I may, I should like to have the at
tention of Senators for only a few mo
ments. We in the West, who live among 
livestock men, know the conditions which 
prevail. It breaks our hearts to see the 
feeding plants on our large farms not op
erating. Many of them are in bad re
pair. It is bad for the morale of a trav
eler to ride through the prosperous farm
ing country of the West and see large 
feed lots unused. Their lack of use is 
not economical. The corn should not 
be shipped to market. It should be fed. 
There can be no question about that. I 
believe that we in the West understand 
the situation a little more clearly than do 
many persons who live in the eastern and 
soutl:ier.n ~ections of the country. I do 
not believe that many persons living in 
those sections have ever· seen a feeding 
lot where 2,000 cattle are being fed. 
We have feed lots capable of taking care 
of that many head of cattle. So· we are 
making a last plea for putting beefsteak 
o:n the tables of the people who have a 
nght to have it. 

Mr. President, there are only three 
questions which are being asked through
out the country today. The number one 
question is with regard to the war situa
tion. Discussions are being held with 
reference to what is happening to our 
boys who are in the military forces. 

The No. 2 question is with refer.ence 
to the San Francisco Charter. However 
if one wishes to get into a real argument 
all he needs to do is to talk to some per
son with reference to whether he would 
like to have some pork chops or beef
steaks on his table. There is no reason 
in the world why. he · should not have 
them. · 

Those of us who know the livestock 
feeding business do not believe that the 
conferees handling this matter exercised 
the same degree of imagination which 
we have exercised in the West. We 
should like to have them make one more 
effort to reach an agreement providing 
cost of production under the modified 
form of the Wherry amendment as sug
gested by the Senator from Nebraska. 
That would improve the morale of the 
American more than anything else 
would. In the conference report there 
should be a provision that the livestock 
feeder-not the range man, the proces
sor, or the packing house, but the man 
~ho feeds corn and other grains___:.be 
given a profit for his efforts. If that 
were done meat would be provided for 
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civilian use throughout the United States, 
and plenty .for the military forces as well. 

Mr. President, I join the Senator from 
Nebraska in his request that the Senate 
conferees have a further conference and 
make one real effort. I believe if they 
tell the story to the House conferees, 
those conferees will see the light and go 
along with the proposal. 

Mr. President, I think the matter is 
important. Therefore, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
CONSIDERATION OF UNITED NATIONS 

CHARTER 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I ask 
that we revert for a moment to the dis
cussion which preceded the statement of 
the Senator from South Dakota, and call 
attention to one point which, it seems to 
me, we should all bear in mind. 

Associating myself completely, as I do, 
with the sentiments expressed by the 
Senator from Georgia, the Senator from 
Illinois, the Senator from Vermont, and 
the Senator from Maine, I may point 
out that the popular revulsion to polls is 
now being directed to the Senate of the 
United States. I have been asked, as I 
presume many other Members of this 
body have, to pass judgment upon a 
matter which we are now approaching 
in the solemnity of this occasion and 
which, it seems to me, involves a ques
tion of a quasijudicial nature. However 
much our hearts are moved by . this ap
peal, and our minds inclined to its sup
port, it will be very much more conducive 
to appropriate and democratic considera
tion of the matter if Senators will show 
deference even to the smallest minority 
of this country which may desire to come 
pefore the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations and discuss the situation 
which, as the Senator from Vermont has 
pointed out, is in many material respects 
different from what has ever previously 
been presented. 

Mr. President, I have confidence in 
those who have represented us in con
nection w{th this great issue. Yet, out 
of deference to even the smallest minor
ity- of this country, I venture to assert 
that we shall render our country a serv
ice if we will at least defer, so far as 
practicable, our own decisions until the 
matter may be given that appropriate 
consideration which has been so earnest
ly urged. I hope that while the subject 
is being considered there will not go out 
through the country today or tomorrow 
the word that 40, 50, 60, or 70 Senators 
have already passed judgment upon the 
matter, and that is is a closed book. I 
assert that we will do little service to 
the dignity of this body if we thus an
ticipate in advance the decisions result
ing from the deliberations which will be 
held in connection with this very im
portant subject at such a solemn time as 
the present. 

. EXTENSION OF PRICE CONTROL AND 
STABILIZATION ACTS - CONFERENCE 
REPORT 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the rep.ort of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
30) extending the effective period of the 

XCI-436 

Emergency Price Controf Act of 1942, 
as amended, and the Stabilization Act 
of 1942, as amended. 

Mr. LANGER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Eastland 

Ellender McMahon 
Ferguson Mead 

• Fulbright Millikin 
George Mitchell 
Gerry Morse 
Green Murdock 
Guffey Myers 
Gurney Overton 
Hill Radcliffe 
Hoey Stewart 
Johnston, S. C. Taft 
Kilgore Tunnell 
La Follette Wagner 
Langer Wherry 
McClellan White 
McFarland 
McKellar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
nine Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing on a con
ference report. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a while 
ago when request was made for the yeas 
and nays, I did not raise my hand. I 
have no objection to a yea-and-nay vote 
on the question if it will accommodate 
Senators. I thought we might save time 
by not having a yea-and-nay vote, but 
we might not, so I now ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The ye.as and nays wete ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WAGNER <when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator 
from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON], and 
will vote. I vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen

ator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss] is absent 
because of illness. · 

'The Senator from · Florida [Mr. AN
DREWs], the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BAILEY], the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoNNALLY], the Senator from Ari
zona [Mr. HAYDEN], the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. JoHNSON], the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LucAs], the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MuRRAY], ~the Sen·a
tor from Texas [Mr. O'DANIELJ, the Sen
ator froni Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY], 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THOMAS], the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS], the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WALSH], and the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] are neces
sarily absent. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
BRIGGS], the Senator from Kentucky· [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. HATCH], and the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON] are de
tained from the Senate on public busi
ness. 
· The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
MAYBANK] and the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. RussELL] are absent in· Europe vis
iting battlefields. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRANJ · and the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. TAYLOR] are absent as members of 
the committee to attend the funeral of 
the late Senator Scrugham. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] has a 
general pair with the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. THOMAS].~~ 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] has a general pair with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY]. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BucK], the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. BUSHFIELD], the Senator from In
diana [Mr. CAPEHART], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HART], the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. HAWKES], the Sen~ 
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. MooRE], the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. REVER
COMB], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. WILEY], and the Senator from In
diana [Mr. WILLIS] are unavoidably ·de
tained. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED], 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP
STEAD], the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY], and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WiLsON] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from \Vyoming [Mr. 
RoBERTSON] is absent on official business 
by directiQn of the President pro tempore 
of the Senate. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YouNG] is absent on official business of 
the Senate attending the funeral of the 

• late Senator Scrugham. 
The result was announced-yeas 40, 

nays 8, as follows: 
YEAS-40 

Ail\en Ellender McMahon 
Austin Fulbright Mead 
Ball George Millikin 
B::mkhead Gerry Mitchell 
~arkley Green Murdock 
Bilbo Guffey Myers . 
Brewster Hill Overton 
Brooks Hoey Radcliffe 
Burton Johnston, S. C. Stewart 
Byrd Kilgore Taft 
Capper La Follette Tunnell 
Chavez McClellan Wagner 
Downey McFarland 
Eastland McKellar 

NAYS-8 
Butler Ferguson Morse 
Qordon Gurney Wherry 
Donnell Langer 

NOT VOTING-47 
Andrews Johnson, Colo. 
Bailey Lucas 
Bridges McCarran 
Briggs Magnuson 
Buck Maybank 
Bushfield Moore 
Capehart Murray 
Chandler O'Daniel 
Connally O'Mahoney 
Glass Pepper 
Hart Reed 
Hatch Revercomb 
Hawkes Robertson 
Hayden Russell 
Hickenlooper Saltonstall 
Johnson, Calif. Shipstead 

So the conference 
agreed to. 

Smith 
Taylor 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
Wilson 
Young 

report was 
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WAR AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the considera
tion of the bill (H. R. 3368) making ap
propriations for war agencies for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1946, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The - PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. TAFT. What is the pending busi-
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The war 
agencies appropriation bill, which was 
temporarily set aside. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to make a brief statement in regard to 
the bill and the controversy which has 
arisen in connection with it. 

I have no political purpose to serve 
in any statement which I may make on 
the subjzct of the Fair Employment 
Practice Committee, or in any vote which 
I expect to cast upon it. My political 
fortunes will not in any way enter into 
any statement which I may make or any 
vote which I may cast. I have sup
ported the Fair Employment Practice 
Committee from the day when it was 
created by Executive order by Presi
dent Roosevelt. If given an opportunity, 
I intend to vote for the $446,000 pro
vided in the amendment which the Sen
ator from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] has 
given notice he will offer. 

Around that proposal, however, has 
arisen a situation which in my judgment 
is doing no service to the Senate. We 
have just had a great gathering of the 
nations in San Francisco. It must have 
been a moving ceremony on last Tuesday 
when the President witnessed the signa
ture of 50 nations and addressed the final 
session of the conference. We heard a 
great speech this morning from our col
league the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CoNNALLY], Chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. I am sure that 
we shall hear a great speech tomorrow 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN-
DENBERG]. , 

We are in the atmosphere of demo
cratic thought-freedom, liberty, and 
justice. In my judgment it is unfor
tunate that that happy mood and posture 
on the part of the Senate should in any 
way be marred by a controversy which 
may lead to feeling and to dissipation of 
the high mood in which we find ourselves 
over a world situation and over our own 
national participation in that world sit
uation as a result of the greatest war in 
history. 

The appropriation bill which i~ now 
pending before the Senate involves more 
than the FEPC. It involves the oper
ating expenses of 12 or more war agen
cies which will be without funds on next 
Monday morning unless the bill is passed. 

While I intended to vote for the 
amount involved in the amendment of 
the Senator from New Mexico, and prob
ably might say a few words in behalf of 
the amendment, I take the responsibility 
of saying that in my judgment funds for 
the other war agencies are more im
portant than any one particular organ
ization which is involved in this appro
priation bill. That means that I think 
they are more important than the 

amount of money that may be appro
priated for the Fair Employment Prac
tice Committee. 

There are pending in the Senate and in 
the House bills which have been reported 
by. the respective committees to make 
that organization permanent. I do not 
know whether either of those bills has 
any prospect of being enacted into law. 
I shall not now debate that question. 

For the past 48 hours I have been more 
or less of a messenger boy between the 
contending forces, to see if we could ar
rive at some conclusion with respect to 
this controversy, pass the bill providing 
the necessary funds for the war agencies, 
and extricate the Senate from a situation 
which seems to me to be unfortunate. 

It has been suggested that the amount 
involvelf be reduced from $446,000 to 
$250,000; and I think in all likelihood 
that agreement would have been entered 
into except for some difference as to the 
language proposed, by which it had been 
suggested that the $250,000 be earmarked 
for 6 months, with the provision that 
the appropriation should expire on the 
31st day of December, and should not 
be available beyond that date, on the 
theory that if funds were not made avail
able beyond that date, the Fair Employ
ment Practice Committee would expire 
and could no longer function. 

I think we may as well concede what 
is the fact, namely, that this organiza
tion was set up by Executive order, and 
it will endure until the Executive order 
is rescinded or until the war has ended 
and 6 months have elapsed thereafter. 

So, Mr. President, if we were to cut off 
all the funds of the FEPC tomorrow night 
or Saturday night, the organization would 
not go out of existence. The Executive 
order would not be rescinded. We would 
deny funds to the organization, but it 
could continue to function with all the 

• power it now enjoys, except it would have 
no money with which to pay its expenses, 
and it would have to function without 
funds or compensation. 

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. Is there not a provision in 

an appropriation bill to the effect that 
any agency for which funds are denied 
shall automatically be discontinued, and 
that it shall be illegal for it to continue? 

Mr. BARKLEY. There was a provi
sion to that effect in an appropriation 
bill passed last year, but I believe that 
provision was contained in the independ
ent offices appropriation bill, and it 
would not apply to this agency. 

Mr. President, the organization could 
continue to function; it would not be 
liquidated, in the sense that it would go 
out of business, if we were to deny it an 
appropriation now. It might be entirely 
possible for people interested in its con
tinuance to make contributions to pay 
its expenses. Certainly that would be a 
most unfortunate thing, namely, for 
Congress to deny appropriations to an 
agency set up by the President by Ex
ecutive order, in compliance with his 
authority under the Constitution and 
under the statutes, and to have that or
ganization pass the hat around, to ob
tain funds with which to continue to 
function. 

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. Kll.GORE. Is it also possible that 

if a skeleton organization could be main
tained, it might appeal to already exist
ing governmental agencies to assist it in 
carrying on its functions~ and thus create 
a somewhat embarrassing situation? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think that is pos
sible. But, Mr. President, as I under
stand the situation, the President could 
not allocate to the organization funds at 
his disposal, because in an appropriation 
bill passed last year we provided by the 
Russell amendment, I believe, that the 
President could not take out of funds 
available to him any allotment for this 
purpose. 

Mr. KILGORE. I agree with the Sen
ator. But would not such a situation be 
embarrassing to the Department of Jus
tice or to any other departments which 
might be asked to assist? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. Such a request 
could be made, and it 'might be em
barrassing. 

Mr. President, someone must take the 
responsibility for making a concrete 
suggestion to get us out of this situa
tion, and I am going to take that re
sponsibility. I have no feeling of ani
mosity in any way in regard to this 
matter. I do not wish to see any such 
feeling or animosity inje~ted into the 
situation if it can be avoided, and I be
lieve it can be. I know that Senators on 
both sides of the matter are patri<>tic 
and reasonable, and I know they wish to 
do their duty as they see it. I believe 
that under these circumstances those 
who are asking for the entire $446,000 
for the -fiscal year could well afford to 
agree to the appropriation of $250,000, 
which has been discussed in efforts to 
bring about an agreement. I believe 
that those who are opposed to the ap
propriation of any amount of money at 
all for the agency could well agree to the 
appropriation of that sum of money. I 
also believe-and I hope the suggestion 
will not fall on unfertile soil-that in 
view of the existing facts, the agency can 
continue to function anyway. 

So, Mr. President, I hope the appro
priation of $250,000, which has been sug
gested as a solution of the problem, will 
be agreed to by both sides-and it will 
not be limited to expenditure in the first 
6 months, for the very reason that .the 
organization could continue to function 
beyond that time, even if we were to 
provide . a 6-month limit, during which 
the funds could be used. 

There is another suggestion I wish 
to make. The appropriation of this 
limited sum of money would necessarily 
compel the organization to cut down its 
personnel to about one-half of what it 
is now, especially if it undertook to 
spread out the funds over the 12-month 
period. The organization would have to 
spread the $250,000 over the period dur
ing which it was intended to use the 
$446,000. In the meantime, there would 
be on the calendar the bill providing for 
the permanent setting up or continu
ance as a permanent organization of the 
Fair Employment Practice Committee; 
and if that bill could not pass through 
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Congress, I certainly would feel that no 
one would have any right to insist or 
could with propriety insist, .beyond that, 
that Congress appropriate for an organ
ization which it was unwilling to set up 
as a permanent agency of Government . . 

This organization has been a war or
ganization. On the whole, I think it has 
done good. It has settled approximately 
5,000 controversies. I think 3,500 con
troversies were dismissed because they 
had no merit. It now has pending ap
proximately 1,500 controveries which 
have been filed before it. 

I believe that during the remainder of 
the war-and, if the war should end be
fore the end of the fiscal year, during the 
interim-this committee might serve a 
good purpose, certainly in certain sec
tions of the country where, as a result of 
the war, a large number of people have 
migrated from one section to another, 
and will present a problem to those com
munities when the war is over and when 
the war activities have ceased. 

So, Mr. President, in order to form 
the basis for an agreemen,t, and not run 
the risk of having to consider the appro
priation bill after the end ·of the month, 
and thus embarrass these agencies 
which are so essential, I earnestly appeal 
to those who have been arguing for the 
entire amount to agree to a reduction to 
$250,000, and I earnestly appeal to my 
friends who are opposed to any appro
priation at all to agree that that amount 
may be used during the fiscal year, be
cause even if it is denied the organiza
tion can continue to function, anyway. 

I believe that would be a fair solu
tion of this problem, and I appeal to 
the sincerity and good faith of Senators 
on both sides, in order that we may ex
tricate the Senate from a situation 
which, in view of all the conditions, it 
seems to me should riot be perpetuated. 

I offer that suggestion. I, myself .. am 
willing to take the responsibility. If the 
Senator from New Mexico, in view of his 
attitude, does not feel that he can do it, 
I, myself, am willing to take the re
sponsibility of offering the amendment, 
namely, to r~duce the appropriation to 
the amount I have suggested. 

I make that suggestion, not because I 
wish to take the amendment out of the 
hands of the Senator from New Mexico, 
but because I do not wish to embarrass 
him. 

If that can be agreed to-of course, it 
would have to carry with it the under
standing that no point of order would be 
made against that kind of an amend
ment-! believe we can arrive at a solu
tion of this matter which will be in the 
interest of the Senate, and the country, 
and both sides of the controversy. 

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

Mr. BARKLEY. !•yield to the Sena
tor from New Mexico if he wishes me to 
do so. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I thank the Senator. , 
Mr. President, our beloved majority 

leader has suggested that he will .assume 
full responsibility. I want this body and 
the whole world to know that I have 
never avoided a responsibility or neglect
ed a duty. I feel that I have a duty to 

perform and a responsibility to assume 
in connection with this particular matter. 

The suggestion made by the Senator 
from Kentucky appeals to me immensely. 
I have been ready to compromise right 
along, but I will not compromise with any 
Tory idea that the Declaration of Inde
pendence was a mistake. I will not com
promise with any idea that the Con
stitution of the United States means 
nothing. I will not compromise with any 
idea that Lincoln's Gettysburg Address 
was a mistake and that· it does not now 
live. I will not compromise with any 
idea that we should allow less than a 
third of the Members of this body to 
control legislation and impose their wills 
by talk upon more than two-thirds of 
the Members of this body. I will not 
compromise with any idea that we 
should do away with the noble thoughts 
wl:;lich the Senator from Kentucky has 
stated were expressed at San Francisco. 
I feel that the Senator from K~ntucky 
was correct in what he said about San 
Francisco. If we are being asked to 
compromise now on something which will · 
do away with the very idea of the charter 
of San Francisco, I do not feel like com
promising. 

Mr. President, allow me to tell the 
Senator from Kentucky and other Mem
bers of this body what the President 
of the United States said at San Fran
cisco about the San· Francisco Charter 
in connection with the history-making 
point which has to do, so far as I am 

• · concerned, with the very issues which 
we are now discussing. The President 
said: 

Under this document-

Speaking of the United Nations Char
ter-
we have good reason to expect the framing 
of an international bill of rights-

Is there anything wrong in this body 
having at least a recognition and a con
ception of the fact that we do have a 
Bill of Rights, that we do have a Cpn
stitution, and that we do fight and die 
for our rights? 

I continue reading: 
acceptable to all the nations involved. That 
bill of rights will be as much a part of 
international life as our own Bill of Rights 
is a part of our Constitution. The Charter 
is dedicated to the achievement and ob
servance of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms. 

What are we asking for outside of that, 
Mr. President, except as it may pertain 
to our domestic problems? 

I continue reading: 
Unless we can attain tho~e objectives for 

all men and women everywhere-without re
gard to race, language, or religion-we can
not have permanent peace and security. 

The President was speaking of the in
ternational aspect. I repeat: 

Unless we can attain those objectives for all 
men and women everywhere-without regard 
to race, language, or religion-we cannot have 
permanent peace and security. 

I wish to make another observation in 
reference to what the President of the 
United States said about this particular 
matter. The President sent a message 
from San Francisco to a gathering in 

New York. It was referred to in the 
Evening Star on June 26, 1945, as follows: 

President Truman, in a message to the 
rally, extended "hearty greetings to all who 
gather to reaffirm the faith in. the policies 
and principles of my lamented predecessor, 
firm in the conviction that the Fair Employ
ment Practices Committee which he brought 
into being is an instrument to promote na
tional unity." 

Mr. President, in view of all those 
facts, as well as the fact that more than 
two-thirds of this body now wishes to 
vote on the matter, I am susceptible to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ken
tucky. He knows that no Member who 
has proposed any amendment, whether 
it be for $1, $250,000, or $446,000 has de
layed consideration of this measure. 
What is the record? The bill was re
ported by the Committee on Appropria
tions approximately the middle of last 
week. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will 
permit me to interrupt him, let me say 
that I have made my suggestion in the 
hope that something could be accom
plished. If the Senator is ·willing to 
accept it, the best thing to do is to accept · 
it and -not get into a controversy as to 
who has caused any of the delay which 
has taken place. I hope we will not try 
to keep books against one another so as 
to show who has occupied most of .the 
time during this debate. 

Mr._CHAVEZ. Very well; but the Sen
ator from Kentucky has perhaps forgot
ten what he said at the time he started to 
make his statement. He intimated that 
the delay had been caused on our side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, no; I made no 
s:uch intimation. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I will accept $250,000 
and allow the amendment to be agreed 
to without any language being added 
to it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield for a ques
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. If 
the Senator's amendment should be 
adopted, would it prevent any of the 
proponents of the FEPC from asking for 
mor·e money at any time during the year? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the an
swer is "No." There is no way by which 
one Congress can bind another Congress 
or itself not to appropriate more funds 
if additional funds should be requested. 
I think, if the understanding w'hich has 
been suggested shall be entered into, it 
wiil be observed by both sides of the con
troversy. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
The reason I asked the question--

Mr. BARKLEY. Froni a parliamen
tary and legal standpoint, the answer to 
the Senator's question is "No." Any Sen
ator may at any time move to increase 
any appropriation. The same situation, 
however, would exist which now exists 
unless an appropriation bill should here
after come to the Senate containing an 
item on this subject. No Senator could 
offer an amendment except under the 
circumstances which surround the of
fering of this amendment, which require 
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a motion to suspend the rule, and a two
thirds vote to suspend the rule would be 
necessary in order that the amendment 
might be offered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
If it were limited to 6 months, that is, 
to December 31, it would give it a dif
ferent status, however, would it not? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I beg the Senator's 
pardon. My attention was distracted 
for the moment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
If we limited the appropriation to De
cember 31, 1945, under the law which 
is now in existence, this agency having 
been created by an Executive order, they 
could not demand any money after that, 
unless the Senate and the House appro
priated it? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Absolutely; that is 
true. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
But they could--

Mr. BARKLEY. Just a moment, if 
the Senator will allow me to answer his 
question clearly, if I can. No additional 
amount of money could be appropriated, 
or could· be obtained, because the law 
now prevents the President from allocat
ing, out of any funds at his disposal, any 
amount whatever for this purpose. So 
that when the $250,000 is expended, there 
will be no additional funds available to 
them, and no additional funds could be 
allocated to them except by appropria
tion, which would mean both Houses and 
the President. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, the 
same would apply if no limitation were 
put on; no money could be used unless 
additional funds were appropriated. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I tried to explain, 
the situation is practically the same, so 
far as the life of this organization is con
cerned, whether we limit the $250,000 to 6 
months or allow it to be spread out over 
the 12 months. There is no practical 
difference in effect. 

Mr. President, I hope that we may, by 
the time we resume our session tomor
row, arrive at an understanding on this 
matter. I now move that the Senate 
take a recess until 12 o'clock noon to
morrow. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President-
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--
Mr. TAFT. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 

New Mexico desires to ask a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I do not think it is 

quite correct to get an agreement from 
me and let the other side go on talking 
during the evening as to what they are 
going to do tomorrow. I want to find 
out what they are going to do tomor-
row. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me say to the 
Senator from New Mexico, the proposal 
I have made has been made here rather 
late. So far as I am concerned, I appre
ciate the frankness of the Senator in 
agreeing to accept this amount under the 
circumstances which I have indicated. 
If it is desired that other Senators con
fer about the matter until tomorrow, I 
think there is nothing unreasonable 
about that, and I believe it will aid in 
getting an agreement. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator from· Kentucky will with
draw his motion. I tried a little while 

ago to make clear the position of the pro
ponents of the FEPC, that it was not our 
fault that the bill was being delayed. I 
think leadership is more at fault than 
those who are proposing the legislation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know just 
what the Senator means by that. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I will tell the Senator, 
if he will give me an opportunity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. ·I do not want to get 
into a debate here over my shortcomings. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, on this 
vote I ask for the yeas and nays. 

.Mr. McCLELLAN. On the vote for 
recess? 

Mr. TAFT. On the vote for a recess. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Very well; let us 

give them the yeas and nays. 
Mr. TAFT. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Kentucky has the floor. 
Mr. BARKLEY. What right has the 

Senator from Ohio to demand the yeas 
and nays on the motion which I have 
made, but on which I have not yielded · 
the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kentucky has the floor. 

Mr. TAFT. The motion is not de
batable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No 
other motion can now be made. 

Mr. TAFT. The yeas and nays-- , 
Mr. BARKLEY. I have not yielded 

the floor. 
Mr. TAFT. Whem the Senator makes 

a motion to recess, that ends the thing;. 
that is not debatable. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I withheld the mo-. 
tion in order that I might yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico. . . 

Mr. CHAVEZ. But the Senator never 
gave me an opportunity to say anything. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. I give the Senator 
the opportunity now. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I will tell the Senator 
from Kentucky why I think the leader
ship was at fault in delaying this particu
lar matter. 

The Committee on Appropriations 
reported this bill the middle of last week. 
It was in charge of the chairman of the 
subcommittee, the Senator from Tennes
see. He had charge of the bill, but for 
reasons better known to himself-and no 
intimation that anything wrong is being 
done is made-the bill was not called on 
Friday or Saturday, and we adjourned 
until Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in 
connection with that, now, since the 
Senator from New Mexico has brought 
it up, last ·Thursday we had before us a 
matter which was disposed of, and were 
about to go into executive session to con
sider the nomination of Mr. Wickard to 
be Administrator of REA, and it had 
been my purpose on that day, and on the 
day previous, to hold a session on Friday 
to consider tbis appropriation bill. The 
Senator from New Mexico came to my · 
desk here and suggested on Thursday 
that the acting chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations desired that 
this matter go over until Monday. I 
asked the Senator from New Mexico what 
his attitude was about it, and he said he 
did not feel that any time would be 
gained by holding a session on Friday; 

and feeling that it was the understand
ing and agreement between the Senator 
from New Mexico and the acting 
chairman of the committee that a ses
sion not be held on Friday, I said, "I will 
agree that the bill go over until Mon
day." 

:M;r. CHAVEZ. Of course, I was not 
doubting the attitude of the chairman 
of the· subcommittee handling the bill, 
and when he said it would take until 
Monday, of course I agreed to it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President-
Mr. BARKLEY. I do not want the 

Senator from New Mexico to accuse 
me--

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am not accusing 
anyone. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of being responsible 
for this delay, because I was anxious to 
have a session on Friday, but it was rep
resented to me that it had been gen
erally understood that the matter would 
go over until Monday, and not being in 
charge of the bill myself, and not being 
in charge of the ·senator's amendment, · 
I did not feel it w::~.s incumbent upon me 
to object to an adjournment until Mon
day. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr .. President-
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I feel that an unjust 

statement has been made in reference to 
me. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will 
permit me just there, I wish to remind 
the Senator that we had intended to take 
up this bill on Monday, but the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. SCRUGHAM] had died 
in the meantime, and on Monday we had 
to recess on that account. That caused 
another delay. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think I should have 
opportunity to say what the facts were, 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. We reported this 

bill on Wednesday. I intended to take 
it up on Thursday. Instead of doing 
that, the REA matter came up and took 
most of the afternoon, as I recall, and 
the Senate was adjourned. I was not 
consulted; I did not ask that the bill go 
over. I was not consulted about it go
ing over until Monday. I was very anx
ious to have the appropriation bills 
passed. I am not reflecting on the Sen
ator .from Kentucky. Someone must 
have told him I wanted it to go over. I 
had never said a word to a human soul 
about it going over. I would have pre
ferred to have a session on Friday, be
cause I knew that what has taken place 
was going to -take place, that we were 
going to get into a controversy, and I 
was very fearful that the appropriation 
bills would not be passed by Saturday 
night. So I am not in the slightest de
gree responsible for any order of busi
ness, or any adjuurning over, or any
thing of the kind. My entire purpose 
was to get this bill a.nd every other ap
propriation bill. passed before next Sat
urday night. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. I acquit the Senator 
from Tennessee, because I did not myself 
talk to him, but when the Senator from 
New Mexico came and told me that the 
Senator wanted it to go over, I assumed 
that he had talked with the Senator and 
when I aslced the Senator if it was agrEe-
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able to him and ·he indicated that noth
ing could be gained, under the circum
stances, by a SEssion Friday, I .did not ob
ject to its going over. But that ·is . all 
water over the dam. We do not gain 
anything by trying to 1ix responsibility 
for the fact that we have not passed this 
bill up to now. We_ are facing a situa
tion which everyone understands. I ap
preciate the attitude of the Senator from 
New Mexico in his willingness to accept 
my suggestion. I think we might make 
time now by taking a rec~ss, and there
fore that is why I made the motion, and 
I now renew the motion. 

Mr. TAFT. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator 

from Mississippi. 
Mr. BILBO. Not having had much to 

say about this que&tion up to the present 
time, I ·want to respond to the expres
sion from my good friend the Senator 
from New Mexico who insisted that 
others agree to the proposition . made by 
the Senator from Kentucky. I want to 
make it clear that I am not in a posi
tion to do any horse trading at this 
time. I am under obligation to certain 
Members of the Senate and of the other . 
House to make this fight, and I am not 
in position to maKe any agreement at 
this time. However, I have agreed to 
meet with quite a number of my col
leagues tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock, 
when we will discuss the Senator's propo
sition. I want it understood that noth
ing has been agreed to, but we appreciate 
the Senator's kindly interest in the mat-
ter. -

Mr. TAFT. Mr. -President, will the 
Senator yield for a few remarks? 

Mr. BARKLEY: For what purpose? 
Mr. TAFT. Merely that I may make a 

statement of my views concerning the 
present situation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield for that 
purpose. I will not yield for any motion. 

Mr. TAFT. I understand. 
Mr. President, it seems to me the Sen

ate is not a helpless body. _'The rule pro
vides the method by which we may bring 
any measure to a vote. That is a per
fectly valid rule. That on~ or two Mem
bers or a small minority 'Of the Senate, 
sho~ld be able to block an appro~riatio_n 
bill the day before the end of the fiscal 
year, is, frankly, outrageous. 

I have sympathized with many fili
busters, but I have no sympathy with a 
filibuster that attempts to hold up a 
general appropriation bill appropriating 
money for Government agencies and in 
effect saying, "Vile will not pass this par
ticular measure, and we will block all 
money for certain Government agencies 
until our particular wishes are complied 
with." I do not think the majority 
leader ought to be compromising with 
such a position; It seems to me the 
Senate has the right to vote on every 
item in an -appropriation bill which at 
least two-thirds of the membership of 
the Senate wants to VQte on. -

Furthermore, I believe that unless a 
cloture petition is presented today it can
not be voted on until Monday. We will 
then go over the end of the fiscal ·year 
and leave some of the Government agen
cies withcut funds. I think that a clo-

ture· petition , ought to be presented, and 
if the Senator's motion to take a recess 
is defeated -I propose to present such a 
petition. That would bring up the meas
ure for vote under cloture on Saturday, 
and we could dispose of. the bill on that 
day. We have gone on with this idea of 
compromising day after day, and I see 
no reason why the Senate should com
promise with anyone on the question of 
whether or not we have the right to vote 
on a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ap .. 
pr-eciate -the sudden enth siasm of the 
Senator from Ohio about this subject; 
but in regard to the matter of cloture, 
there is a complication involved here in 
that matter, and the SenatOr from Ohio 
and I have discussed that question pri
vately during the day. There is a ques- _ 
tion of interpretation, as to whether, 
even if a cloture motion were filed today 
the Senator from New Mexico could 
thereafter offer his amendment so that 
it could be voted upon. I do not want to 
place the Senator from New Mexico in a 
situation where he cannot offer his 
amendment in any form, even in. the re
duced amount, and because of that, and 
because of the prospect that we may 
reach an understanding about the mat
tel·, I think the .better thing to do now is 
to recess. If we cannot reach a decision 
tomorrow and the mat'ter has to go over 
until Monday, that is only one day be-

. yond Saturday. I hope that will not be 
the result, but in the interest of speed 
and in order that we may take no 
chances on doing the Senator from New 
Mexico any injustice in connection with 
offering his amendment, I think we 
should now recess until 12 o'clock noon 
tomorrow. 

I make the motion that the Senate take 
a recess until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, -on that 
question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative .clerk called the roll. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] is absent 
because of illness. 

The Senator . from Florida [Mr. 
ANDREWS], the Senator from North Caro
lina [Mr. BAILEY], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON], the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LucAs], the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MURRAYJ ;' the Sena
tor from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Sen
tor from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. OvERTON], 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], 
the Senator from Oklahoma _ ·[Mr. 
THOMAS], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THOMAS], the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS], the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WALSH], and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. WHEELER] are neces
sarily absent. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
BRIGGS], the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. HATCHJ, and the Senator from' 
Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON] are absenG 
on public business. 

The Senator from South Caronna 
[Mr. MAYBANKJ and the Senator rr·om 
Georgia [Mr. RussELL] are aosent in 
Europe visiting battlefields. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRAN] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
T~YLORJ are absent as members of t;he 
committee to attend the funeral . of the 
late Senator Scrugham. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] has a 
general pair with the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. THOMAS]. . 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
·DENBERG] has a general pair with the Sen
ator from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLYJ. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BucK], the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. BUSHFIELD], the Senator from In
diarta [Mr. CAPEHART], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HART], the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. HAWKES], the Sen
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. MooRE], the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. REVER
COMB], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. · 
WILEY], and the Senator froni Indiana 
[Mr. WILLIS] are unavoidably detained. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER] is absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED], 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP.:; 
STEAD], the· senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY], and the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSON] are absent on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMASl 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALLJ is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Ro.n
ERTSONJ is ab-sent on official business by 
direction of the President pro tempore of 
the Senate. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YouNG] is absent on official business of 
the Senate attending the.funeral of the 
late Senator Scrugham. 

The roll caa resulted-yeas 19, nays . 
28, as follows: 

Bg,nkhead 
BAarkley 
Bilbo 
Byrd 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 

Aiken 
Austin 
Ball 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Butler 
Capper 

. Chavez 
Cordon 

YEAS-19 
Fulbright McFarland 
George McKellar 
Gerry Millikin 
Hill Ra:dcliffe 
Hoey Stewart 
Johnston, S. C. 
McClellan 

NAYS-28 
Donnell 
Ferguson 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
McMahon 
Mead 

Mitchell 
Morse 
Murdock 
Myers 
Taft 
Tunnell 
Wagner 
Wherry 

NOT VOTING-48 
Andrews Johnson, Colo. Shlpstead 
.Bailey Lucas Smith 
Bridges McCarran Taylor 
Briggs Magnuson Thomas, Idaho 
Buck Maybank Thomas, Okla. 
Bushfield Moore Thomas, Utah 
Capehart Murray Tobey 
Chandler O'Daniel Tydings 
Connally O'Mahoney Vandenberg 
Glass Overton Walsh 
Hart Pepper Wheeler 
Hatch ReeQ. White 
Hawkes Revercomb Wiley 
Hayden Robertson Willis 
Hickenlooper Russell Wilson 
Johnson, Calif. Saltonstall Young 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
question the yeas are 19, the nays are 
23. A quorum is not present. The 
clerk will call the roll . to establish the 
presence of a quorum. 
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The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators ·answered to their 
names: 

. Aiken 
Austin 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 

Downey Langer 
Eastland McClellan 
Ellender McFarland 
Ferguson McKellar 
Fulbright McMahon 
George - Millikin 
Gerry Mitchell 
Green Morse 
Guffey Murdock 
Gurney Myers 
Hill Radcliffe 
Hoey Taft 
Johnston, S. C. Tunnell 
Kilgore Wagner 
La Follette Wherry 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
five Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is not present. The 
clerk will call the names of absent Sena
tors. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of 
absent Senators, and Mr. MEAD answered 
to his name when called. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may I 
inquire whether the last call has de
veloped a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has 
not so far. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Ser
geant at Arms be directed to request the 
attendance of absent .Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Sergeant at Arms will execute the order 
of. the Senate. 

After a little delay Mr. WILLIS and Mr. 
JoHNSON of Colorado entered the Cham
ber, and answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. JOHNSTON of 
South Carolina, and Mr. TAFT addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-
The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question before the Senate is the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky to take a 
recess. That has never been disposed of. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thought it was, but 
that the announcement had not been 
made as to the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; 
there was not a quorum present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may I 
at this time withdraw the motion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it is not 
in order to withdraw the motion. The 
motion is still pending. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I could withdraw it 
by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator could withdraw it by unanimolAS 
consent. Is there objection to the Sena
tor's request to withdraw his motion to 
take a recess? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator from Kentucky is recog
nized. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a while 
ago, when we were discussing this propo
sition, and the Senator from Ohio was 
seeking to get recognition for the pur
pose of offering a cloture motion, I made 
the statement that I did not desire that 
the Senate take any step which would 
bar the Senator from New Mexico from 
the right to offer his amendment if 
cloture should be ordered and he had not 
o1Iered it prior to the vote on cloture. 

The rule uses language which is not, 
ordinarily used in regard to offering 
amendments. We · have a practice of 
Senators sending amendments to the 
desk and having them read for the in
formation of. the Senate, and then have 
them lie on the table. They may lie 
there until the vote on the bill is cast 
and may never be offered, and therefore 
they are not pending and are never pend
ing unless they are actually offered at 
the time when they are in order. 

M:r. President, the rule provides a lit
tle different• method, it seems. I should 
like to read it, and if possible get a rul
ing of the Chair. It is rule XXII, pro
viding for the closing of debate; and 
after some preliminary provisions it says: 

Except by unani~ous consent, no amend
ment shall be in order after the vote to 
bring the debate to a close, unless the same 
has been presented and read prior to that 
time. 

The point upon which I should like the 
Chair to rule is whether, if any Senator, 
prior to the vote on a motion to close 
debate sends an amendment to the desk 
and it is read and lies on the ·table, if 
the vote is successful and two-thirds 
vote in favor of cloture, is that a com
pliance with the rule that he has pre
sented his amendment and had it read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair rules that' it is. · · 

Mr. BARKLEY. That it is a compli
ance with the rule? 

The PRESIDING . OFFICER. That 
it is. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Although the amend
ment has not been offered actually, be
cause it would not be in order to offer 
one, under the present circumstances, if 
any Senator sent an amendment to the 
desk and had it read. That is a presen
tation within the meaning of the rule 
which would entitle him to offer it after 
the vote is taken, if. the vote is success-
fu~? ' · . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair rules that if a petition is presented 
for -cloture at any time before Saturday 
at 1 o'clock, any Senator could present 
an amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And that thereafter 
it would be in order to offer it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 

will the Senator from Kentucky yield 
for just one question? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield: 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It seems to me 

there is one other· question involved 
which, so far as I can recall, has not 
been ruled upon. The amendment which 
the Senator from New Mexico is spon
soring requires a · motion to suspend the 
rule, and it seems to me that we should 
have a ruling from the · Chair as to 
whether the cloture rule, assuming that 
two-thirds vote in the affirmative to in
voke cloture, would apply to the motion 
to suspend the rule which must precede 
the offering of the amendment sponsored 
by the Senator from New Mexico. 

.Mr. BANKHEAD. A parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What is before the_ 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER . . The Sen
ator from Kentucky. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I make "the inquiry 
in the abstract: 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire 
to make a motion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senator cannot · 

hold the floor after having made an in-
quiry of the Chair. , 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not attempting 
to hold the floor to prevent any Senator 
from m~king a motion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I sug
. gest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not yield for that 
purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Kentucky has the floor: 

Mr. GEORGE. I am suggesting the 
absence of a quorum. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have·not yielded. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Kentucky has the floor at 
present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yielded to the Sen
ator from Wisconsin to propound an in
terrogatory in regard to the parliamen
tary situation, upon which the Chair has 
not ruled. If the Chair i.s ready to 
rule--

Mr. GEORGE. The Chair did rule on 
the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair ruled upon the question submit
ted by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Chair ruled on 
the question, and I made the point of no 
quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Chair ruled on 
thE> question as to whether cloture would 
apply to a motion to suspend the rule 
which must be made preceding the offer
ing of the amendment by the Senator 
from New Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the 
Chair has not ruled on that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is the inquiry 
which I thought the Chair had ruled 
upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair ruled •pon the question submitted 
by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Wisconsin asked a question. I do not 
know whether the Chair desires to rule 
on that now or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is not prepared to rule on that just 
now. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 

the following Senators answered to their 
names: " 
Aiken 
Austin 
Ban 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Burton 
Butler 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Ellender 

Ferguson 
Fulbright 
George 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hill 
Hoey 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
McFarland 
McKellar 

McMahon 
Mead 
Millikin 
Mitchell 
Morse 
Murdock 
Myers 
Radcliffe 
Stewart 
Taft 
Tunnell 
Wagner 
vVherry 
Willis 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty

two Senators have answered to their 
names. There is not a quorum present. 
The clerk will call the names of absent 
Senators. 

The legislative clerk called the names 
of the absent Senators, and Mr. EAST
LAND answered to his name when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
three Senators have answered to their 
names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I move that the 
Sergeant at Arms be directed to request 
the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Sergeant at Arms will execute the order 
of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. McCLELLAN 
entered the Chamber and answered lo 
his name. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, is it in 
order to ask for a report from the Ser;
geant at Arms relative to the absent 
Senators? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser
geant at Arms is not present at this 
time. He is out, carrying out his duties 
under the order of the Senate. 

After a little further delay, 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr~ President, may 

we now have a report from the Sergeant 
at Arms about the absent Senators? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser-
geant at Arms will report. 

The SERGEANT AT ARMS. I have con
tracted as many Senators as I could. 
Most of them are not at home. I think 
three Senators will be here in a short 
time. In other words, they said they 
would come. I told them I would come 
after them, and they said they would 
come here. 

The residences of a number of other 
Senators have been telephoned, but they 
have not answered. I have a list here of 
those who have been telephoned. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to inquire how many are 
needed to make a quorum. 

The SERGEANT AT. ARMS: Three. 
Mr. BARKLEY. If those three keep 

their word, we shall have a quorum; is 
that correct? 

The .SERGEANT AT ARMS. Yes. How
ever, some.of them live at Wardman Park 
Hotel; they are that far from the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is no reason why 
they cannot get here. 

The SERGEANT AT ARMS. No; of course 
not. 'When I said I would come for them, 
they said they would come without that, 
and I have taken them at their word. · 

At 11:25 o'clock p.m. Mr. SMITH en
tered the Chamber and answered to his 
name. 

At 11:30 o'clock Mr. WILEY entered the 
Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I move 
that the Sergeant at Arms be directed 
to compel the attendance of the absent 
Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ser

geant at Arms will execute the order of 
the S3nate. 

At 11:41 Mr. CAPEHART entered the 
Chamber and answered to his name. 

:r.ir. STEWART. Mr. President, let me 
observe that it is now past midnight, and 
Friday morning has arrived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct; it is a new calendar 
day. · 

Mr. STEW ART. I say, "Good morn
ing.'' 

Mr .. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Chair also note in the RECORD that 
all of the Senators who have presented 
themselves since the order to the Ser
geant at Arms was issued have appar
ently been on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STEWART. We say to those on 
the other side of the Chamber, "Good 
morning.'' [Laughter.] 

Mr. BREWSTER. We appreciate the 
diligence with which those in authority 
have sought to prpduce a quorum. 

After a little de1ay, 
Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, may 

we have a report from the Sergeant at 
Arms? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Sergeant at Arms is not now in the 
Chamber. He is absent, enforcing the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. BREWSTER. May it be noted in 
the RECORD that he has been absent one
half hour in traveling from the Senate 
·chamber to the Methodist Building and 
returning. I think it is approximately 
100 yards away, across the park. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Sergeant at Arms was directed to bring 
the absent Senators to the Chamber. 
The Chair believes the Sergeant at Arms 
is now performing that duty. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I believe the Ser
geant at Arms also has assistants to aid 
him in the performance of that duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised that all of the assist .. 
ants of the Sergeant at Arms are like .. 
wise engaged in endeavoring to locate 
the absent Senators. 

Mr. BREWSTER. It has been a very 
unsuccessful quest. 

Mr. STEW ART. Mr. President, I 
should like to observe that it is now two· 
Ininutes after midnight. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Tennessee will state it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is a motion ·to ad .. 
journ now in order? 

· The PRESIDING OFFICER. A mo .. 
tion to adjourn is in order at any time. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a par .. 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator will state it·. 

Mr. WHERRY .. I should like to ask if 
the 22 Republicans present at this time 
will constitute a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo
rum is not now present. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I sub
mit the Senator's inquiry was not a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is not advised as to the com
plexion ·of the absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. *Mr. President, a parlia-· 
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator will state it. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask 
whether, if the Republican leader, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. WHITE], to
gether with the chairman of the Re
publican conference, the Senator froll). 

Michigan IMr. VANDENBERG], were pres
ent, a sufficient number of Senators 
would be present to constitute a quorum? 

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is not passing on that proposition. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. · 

Mr. WILEY. Would it be in order to. 
pour a little oil on the smoldering fire? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to inquire where 
the majority leader is. I wonder if we 
would have a quorum if he were present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is 
on the list. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, may I 
inquire what we are going to do the rest 
of the night? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
for the Senate to decide at its pleasure. 

At 12:12 a. m., Friday, June 29, 1945, 
Mr. O'MAHONEY entered the Chamber 
and answered to his name. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, under rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen
ate, I present a petition and ask that 
the Chair read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The peti
tion is as follows: 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- . 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby 
move to bring to a close the debate upon 
the bill (H. R. 3368) making appropriations 
for war agencies for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1945, and for other purposes. · 

The clerk will read the names of Sen
ators who have signed the petition. 

The Chief Clerk read the following 
names: 

SHERIDAN DOWNEY, BRIEN McMAHON, 
JOSEPH F. GUFFEY, HARLEY M. KILGORE, HUGH 
B. MITCHELL, FRANCIS J. MYERS~ JAMES M. 
TUNNELL, H. ~EXANDER SMITH, HOMER E. 
CAPEHART, ALEXANDER WILEY, ROBERT A. TAFT, 
WALLACE H. WHITE, Jr., HOMER FERGUSON, 
ROBERT F. WAGNER, C. WAYLAND BROOKS, 
JOSEPH H. BALL, OWEN BREWSTER, HAROLD H. 
BURTON, HUGH BUTLER, RAYMOND E. WILLIS, 
RORREST C. DONNELL, ARTHUR CAPPER, CHAN 
GURNEY, GUY CORDON, KENNETH S. WHERRY, 
WARREN R. AUSTIN, GEO. D. AIKEN, WILLIAM 
LANGER, "WAYNE MORSE, ROBERT M. LA FoL
LETTE, Jr., JAS. M. MEAD, DENNIS CHAVEZ. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, did the 
clerk read my name? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that the name of the 
Senator from Ohio was read. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, did the 
clerk read my name? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it 
does not make any difference whose 
names are signed to the petition if the 
required number of 16 have signed. That 
is a sufficient number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are .more than the required number. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The petition will 
·speak for itself as to who signed it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pe
tition will be filed under the rules of the 1 
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Senate, and the clerk will note the time 
at which the petition was presented. 

Mr. BARK~EY. Has the petition 
been officially filed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair has ordered it i'i.led, and the time 
has been noted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
time now being a quarter past 12 mid
night, we are still operating under the 
legislative day of last Monday, as I re
call. The petition being filed, ·I inquire 
when will the Senate be required under 
the rule to vote upon it? Will it be at 
1 o'clock on Saturday or Monday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 1 
o'clock p. m. on Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It could not be voted 
upon earlier than Monday except by 
unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. The present calendar day be
gan 1 minute after 12 o'clock. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If that is the ruling 
of the Chair, and I do not question it, 
in view of the fact that the President 
of the United States is scheduled to ap
pear in the Senate next Monday at 1 
o'clock in the afternoon, it would be nec
essary, by unanimous consent to waive 
that part of the rule which requires the 
Senate to vote at 1 o'clock. I am sure 
no Senator wishes to interfere with the 
program of the President's presentation 
of the charter which was agreed to in 
San Francisco. For that reason I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote upon 
the cloture motion be taken immediately 
following the President's appearance 
and his presentation of the San Fran
cisco Charter. 

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

Mr. BILBO. Mr. Pre~ident, what is 
the unanimous-consent request which 
has been made? I did not understand it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from 
Mississippi understands that the Presi
dent is to appear in the Senate at 1 
o'clock in the afternoon of next Monday, 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Under the rules of 

the Senate we would have to votl'! at 1 
o'clock on Monday on the motion which 
has been presented. 
• Mr. BlLBO. Yes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am asking unani
~ous consent that the vote upon the 
petition be taken following the Presi
dent's appearance in the Senate and his 
presentation of the San Francisco Char
ter. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. -

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield for that pur
pose. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1 of the 
bill, after line 8, it is proposed to insert 
the following: 

COMMITTEE ON T'AIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICE 

Salaries and expenses: For all expenses nec
essary to enable the Committee on Fair Em
ployme~t Practice to carry out any functions 
lawfully vested in it by Executive Orders 
Nos. 8802 and 9346, including salary of 
a Chairman at not to exceed $8,000 per 
annum and six other members at not to 
exceed $25 per diem when actually engaged; 
travel expenses (not to exceed $63,800); ex
penses of witnesses in attendance at com
mittee hearings, when necessary; printin~ 

and binding (not to exceed $4,800); purchase 
of newspapers and periodicals (not to ex
ceed $500); not to exceed $694 for deposit 
in the general fund of the Treasury for cost 
of penalty mail as required by section 2 of 
the act of June 28, 1944 (Public Law 364); 
and the temporary employmellt of persons, 
by contract or otherwise, without regard to 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes and the 
civil-service and classification laws (not to 
exceed $8,900); $446,200: Provided, '!'hat no 
part of the funds herein appropriated shall 
be used to pay the compensation of any per
son to initiate, investigate, or prosecute a:r;1y 
complaint against any defendant where such 
defendant does not have the same right 'to 
appeal an adverse decision of the Committee 
on Fair Employment Practice to the President 
of the United States, or to refer said com
plaint to the President-of the United States 
for final disposition, as is asserted by or al
lowed the said Comm-ittee on Fair Employ
ment Practice in cases where persons com
plained against refuse to abide by its orders: 
Provided further, That no part of this ap
propriation shall be used to pay the com
pensation of any person to "initiate, investi
gate, or prosecute any proceedings against 
any person, firm, or corporation which seeks 
to effect the seizure or operation of any plant 
or other property .of such person, firm, or cor
poration by Federal authority for failure to 
abide by any rule or regulation of the Com
mittee on Fair Employment Practice, or for 
failure to abide by any order passed by the 
Committee on Fair Employment Practice: 
Provided further, That no part of the funds 
herein appropriated shall be used to pay the 
compensation of any person employed by 

. said Committee on Fair Employment Practice 
who issues or attempts to enforce any rule, 
regulation, or order which repeals, amends, 
or modifies any law enacted by the Congress. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Chair will un
derstand that earlier in the evening I 
secured a ruling from the Chair that the 
presentation and reading of a proposed 
amendment complied with rule XXII, so 
that if the cloture motion were adopted 
by the two-thirds vote necessary it would 
then be in order to offer the amendment. 
This presentation and reading of the 
amendment is in compliance with the 
Chair's ruling, so as to preserve the right 
of the Senator ·from New Mexico to offer 
the amendment in the event the Senate 
by the required two-thirds votes to close 
debate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I un
derstand the amendment cannot be 
offered until after the committee amend
ments have been acted on. Is that the 
understanding? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I only wish to preserve 
the right to offer the amendment. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BARKLE~. Just a moment. Un
der the parliamentary situation, com
mittee amendments have not yet been 
disposed of, and no amendment from the 
:floor is in order until they have been dis
posed of. The presentation of this 
amendment and its reading complies with 
the rule, so that the Senator from New 
Mexico can offer it in the event the Sen
ate votes by two-thirds majority to close 
debate. 

Mr. TAFT. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. A parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Arkansas will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I take it that what 
has been read does not change the piu-

liamentary situation. If it does, I want 
to know what the change is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will announce that the RECORD will 
show that the Senator from New Mexico 
presented the amendment, that it was 
read, and that it now lies upon the table. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And may be offered 
by him. · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The amendment 
is now on the table, and not before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
before the Senate, but can be offered at 
the proper time after committee amend
ments have been disposed of. 

Mr. TAFT. I think it will be necessary . 
also to offer all the committee amend
ments which have not yet been consid
ered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, they may 
be presented and read at any time before 
we are required, under the rule, to vote, 
which would be 1 o'clock on Monday, 
or following the President's appearance 
here. Tomorrow and Saturday the com
mittee could present its amendments 
under the rule, and have them read, so 
that we could vote upon them after a 
vote on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio to close debate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to say to the Senator from Ohio 
that committee amendments have been 
offered and will be offered, and will be 
urged at every possible moment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As a matter of fact, 
they are already before the Senate, and 
will be taken up in their order prior to 
the vote on the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
committee amendments will be first in 
order, to be followed by others. 

Mr. STEWART. A parliamentary in
quiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. STEW ART. The motion for clo
ture having just been filed affects only 
the pending business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only 
the bill, and amendments which may 
be offered. . , 

Mr. STEW ART. The rule, as I under
stand it, provides that it affects the 
pending measure. Rule XXII provides: 

If at any time a motion, signed by 16 
Senators. to bring to a close the debate upon 
any pending measure is pres en ted to the 
Senate, the Presiding Officer shall at once 
state the motion to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
has been done. 

Mr. STEWART. The motion is to 
close the debate upon the pending 
measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pending measure. 

MJi. STEWART. What is the pending 
measure? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pending measure is the appropriation 
bill, together with the committee amend
ments, and with the amendment pre
sented by the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. This is the inquiry 
I wish · to propound. How can the 
amendment of the Senator 'rrom New 
Mexico be a portion of the pending busi
ness affected by the cloture motion when 
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it requires a two-thirds majority to place 
that amendment on this bill? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Chair will 
:Permit, I will say to the Senator from 
Tennessee that the proposal for closing 
debate applies to the pending measure, 
that is, the appropriation bill and all 
amendments thereto, and all amend
ments thereto must be presented and 
read prior to the vote on the motion. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not so under
stand. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The question whether 
the two-thirds requirement for suspen
sion of the rule would still be applicable 
was presented to the Chair earlier in the 
evening, and the Chair was not pre
pared to rule. I might say that I do 
not think that the adoption of the cloture 
rule would abrogate the requirement of 
the two-thirds rule insofar as an amend
ment otherwise not in order is con
cerned, because the two-thirds rule ap
plies to an amendment otherwise not 
in order, and on a motion to suspend the 
rule; so that the two-thirds rule would 
still apply, even after the cloture vote, 
to the amendment offered by the Sena~ 
tor from New Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. Then the amend
ment of the Senator from New Mex
ico cannot be considered until after the 
vote on the cloture motion has been dis
posed of? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct, and 
if a point of order should be made it 
could not be considered, except after a 
motion to suspend the rule, which would 
have to be carried by two-thirds vote. 

Mr. STEWART. A motion to suspend 
the rule is necessary in order to consider 
the amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, the 
cloture · motion does not interfere with 
the rule of the Senate requiring that a 
suspension of the rule requires a two
thirds vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Suspension of the 
rule, of course, is necessary, because the 
proposed amendment would be legisla
tion on an appropriation bill. I quite 
understand that. But there is a distinc
tion between the amendment of the Sen
ator from New Mexico and committee 
amendments, which must be adopted by 
a mere majority. Of course, the same 
majority is required to suspend the rule 
to make it possible to adopt the motion 
of the Senator from New Mexico, as is 
required to adopt the cloture motion, 
namely, two-thirds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only 
purpose in filing the amendment by the 
Senator from New Mexico now is to com
ply with rule XXII. It does not change 
anything else. 

Mr. STEW ART. I do not yet under
stand why it is necessary for the Senator 
from New Mexico ~o offer his amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I might clarify that 
situation, inasmuch as the Chair has 
ruled that the motion to close debate 
cannot be voted on until Monday, any 
Senator who has an amendment to offer 
to the bill, who presents the amend
ment and has it read prior to the time 
the vote is taken on Monday, will be in 
order if he offers his amendment after 
the vote. provided it does not violate the 
rul~ that requires a two-thirds vote, and 

• 

in the event it does require a two-thirds 
vote, we have to vote upon it as if the 
cloture motion had not been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
a correct statemen.t of the rule. 

Mr. STEWART. If I understand the 
situation correctly, an amendment not 
offered at this time cannot be consid
ered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No. If the Senator 
has an amendment to the pending bill 
he can offer it tonight, or tomorrow, or 
Saturday and have it read, and it wllllie 
on the table, and he can bring it up at 
any time after the vote on the question 
of cloture. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask the Chair to 
bear with me while I read the concluding 
portion of rule L""'{II: 

Thereafter no Sanator shall be entitled to 
s·peak in all more than 1 hour on the pending 
measure-

Which is, as I understand it, after we 
have voted on the cloture motion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If there is a two
thirds vote, no Senator can speak more 
than 1 hour. 

Mr. STEWART. The rule continues: 
the amendments thereto, and motions affect
ing the same, and it shall be the duty of 
the Presiding Officer to keep the time of each 
Senator who speaks. Except by unanimous 
consent, no amendment shall be in order 
after the vote to bring the debate to a close, 
unl~ss the same has been presented and read 
prior to that time. 

It is in order to comply with that pro
vision, as I understand it, that the Sen
ator from New Mexico offered his amend
ment at this time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator could 
have offered it tomorrow or on Satur
day, because the Chair has ruled that 
the vote will be taken on Monday. 

Mr. STEWART. So far it is partially 
clear, at least. The rule continues: 

No dilatory motion, or dilatory amend
ment, or amendment not germane shall be 
in order. 

May I inquire of the Chair if that 
means that such amendments shall not 
be in order at this time, or not in order 
after the vote on the cloture? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the 
vote on cloture. 

Mr. STEWART. The rule as to ger
maneness would not apply then to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Mexico which has just been read 
from the desk? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair would not say that. The Chair is 
not prepared to rule on that proposi
tion yet. The question has not yet come 
up. 

Mr. STEWART. It seems to me that 
is a matter which could be disposed of
possibly not at this time but at the proper 
time, and I propound that as a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair does not decide questions of rele
vancy. They are determined by the 
Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. But, of course, the 
question must be submitted to the Sen-
ate. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 

Mr. President, is it not true with respect 

to an amendment offered not by a com
mittee but by an individual Senator that 
a two-thirds majority is required to 
waive the rule before it can be acted on? 

The PRESIDING OFFlCER. Not 
every amendment. That applies only to 
amendments which are contrary to the 
provisions of rule XVI. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If it is an amendment 
that increases an appropriation or pro
vides for an appropriation not in the bill 
the two-thirds rule would apply. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
would be an amendment contrary to 
rule XVI. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. I 
think, Mr. President, the situation is now 
made clear. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BURTON. I wish merely to in
quire, in order to make sure that I un
derstand the nature of the proced.Jlre 
after cloture, whether the limitation on 
debate takes effect after the vote on 
next Monday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 
Mr. BURTON. And therefore be

tween now and next Monday we may 
proceed in the usual manner, and it may 
be that the whole thing may be disposed 
of in the usual manner without all the 
procedure which has been under dis
cussion, and we may get it all over by 
tomorrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFIGER. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. In that connection, 

Mr. President, I express the further hope 
that we may be able to dispose of the 
whole problem before we have to vote on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. TAFT]. 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee 
on the Library, to which was referred 
the bill <H. R. 44) to amend the act en
titled "An act to provide for the disposal 
of certain records of the United States 
Government," reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report <No. 
447) thereon. 

ADDITIONAL BILL INTRODUCED 

Mr. BARKLEY introduced a bill (S. 
1208) to authorize the President to ap
point Gen. Omar N. Bradley to the office 
of Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, 
without affecting his military status 
and perquisites, which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 

Naval Affairs: 
sundry aviators and citizens to be second 

lieutenants in the Regular Marine Corps. 
By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 

Post Offices and Post Roads: 
Lester J. Williams, to be r:ostmaster at 

Canastota, N. Y. 
By Mr. BARKLEY.- from the Committee on 

the Library: 
Luther H. Evans, of Texas, to bz L~brarian 

of Congress: 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I now move that the 
Senate take a recess until12 o'clock noon 
today, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 
o'clock and 33 minutes a. m. Friday, 
June 29, 1945), the Senate took a recess 
until 12 o'clock noon today. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, JUNE 28, 1945 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Blessed Lord and Master, Thou who 
hast glorified all that is of earth and 
sea and sky, to Thee we offer our tribute 
of praise. On Thee we base our comfort 
and our hope and rejoice that our faith 
is not in vain. By our awareness of Thy 
presence, we pray Thee to reveal unto 
us the hidden things of the soul by which 
despondency is relieved through the 
ministry of the spirit. 

Almighty God, the source of all life 
and power, bring honor, peace, and 
brotherhood to this weary earth. What
ever hinders concord among the nations, 
grant that we may see the beginning of 
a new day in which righteous and just 
achievement shall overcome unrighteous 
ambitions; then we shall behold the frui
tion of the prophetic vision: "Instead of 
the thorn shall come up the fir tree and 
instead of the briar shall come up the 

. myrtle tree, and it shall be unto the Lord 
for a name, for an everlasting sign that 
shall not be cut o1I." We pray for 
Heaven's blessing to be on our Presi
dent and all his immediate advisers. In 
the name of Him who is the Light of the 
World. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 
BILL 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

state it. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I wish to 

ask if the previous question is pending 
on the second deficiency appropriation 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. And is the 

unfinished business and the first order 
of business today, ' 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi
ness is the passage of · the bill (H. R. 
3579) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies 1n certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1945, and 
for prior fiscal years; to provide supple
mental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946; 
to provide appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1946; and for other 
purposes. 

The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The· question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap
peared to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present. I 
make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently no quorum 
is present. The Doorkeeper will close the 
doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members; and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-ayes 318, nays 14, not voting 102, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 128] 

AYEs-318 
Abernethy Elston 
Adams Engel, Mich. 
Allen, Dl. Ervin 
Allen.La. Fallon 
Andersen, Feighan 

H. Carl Fenton 
Anderson, Calif. Fernandez 
Andresen, Fisher 

August H. Flannagan 
Andrews, Ala. Flood 
Andrews, N. Y. Fogarty 
Angell Forand 
Arends Fulton 
Bailey Gallagher 
Baldwin, Md. Gamble 
Barrett, Pa. Gardner 
Bates, Ky. Gary 
Bates, Mass. Gathings 
Beall Gavin 
Beckworth Gearhart 
Bennett, Mo. Geelan 
Biemiller Gerlach 
Bishop Gibson 
Blackney Gifford 
Bland Gillespie 
Bolton Gillette 
Bonner Gillie 
Boren Goodwin 
Boykin Gordon 
Brehm Gore 
Brooks Gorski 
Brown, Ga. Gossett 
Brown, Ohio Graham 
Braumbaugh Granahan 
Bryson Grant, Ala. 
Buck Green 
Bulwinkle Gregory 
Burch Griffiths 
Burgin Gross 
Camp Gwinn, N.Y. 
Campbell Gwynne, Iowa . 
Canfield Hagen 
Cannon, Mo. Hale 
,Carlson Halleck 
Carnahan Hancock 
case, N.J. Hand 
Case, S.Dak. Hare 
Chapman Harless, Ariz. 
Chelf HarneEs, Ind. 
Chenoweth Harris 
Church Hartley 
Clark Havenner 
Clements Healy 
Cochran Hedrick 
Coffee Henry 
Cole, Mo. Herter 
Colmer Heselton 
Combs Hess 
Cooper Hill 
Corbett Hinshaw 
Court~ey Hoch 
Cox Hoeven 
Crosser Holmes, Mass. 
ounningha:m Holmes, Wash. 
Curley Hope 
Curtis Horan 
D'Alesandro Howell 
Daughton, Va. Huber 
Davis Hull 
De Lacy Izac 
Delaney, Jackson 

John J. Jenkins 
D'Ewart Jennings 
Dirksen Jensen 
Dolliver Johnson. Ill. 
Domengeaux Johnson, 
Dondero Luther A. 
Doughten, N . C. Johnson, Okla. 
Douglas, Calif. Jonkmau 
Douglas, Ill. Kean 
Doyle Kee 
Drewry Keefe 
Durham Kefauver 
Eberharter Kelley, Fa. 
Elliott Kelly, m. 
Ellsworth · Keogh 

Kerr 
Kilday 
King 
Kinzer 
K irwan 
Knutson 
Kopplemann 
Kunkel 
Landis 
Latham 
Lea 
Lecompte 
LeFevre 
Lemke 
Lewis 
Link 
Luce 
Ludlow 
Lyle 
McConnell 
McCormack 
McCowen 
McDonough 
McGehee 
McGlinchey 
McGregor 
McKenzie 
McMillan, S. C. 
McMillen, Dl. 
Madden 
Mahon 
Maloney 
Manasco 
Mansfield, 

Mont. 
Mansfield, Tex. 
Marean tonic 
Martin, Mass. 
Mason 
May 
Michener 
Miller, Cali!. 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mills 
Monroney 
Morgan 
Morrison 
Mott 
Mundt 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn . 
Murray, Wis. 
Neely 
Norrell 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O 'Konski 
O'Neal 
O'Toole• 
Outland 
Pace 
Patman 
Patrick 
Patterson 
Peterson, Fla. 
Peterson. Ga. 
Philbin 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Plumley 
Poage 
Powers 
Priest 
Rabaut 
Rabin 
Ramey 
Rams peck 
Rando! ph 
Rankin 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Res a 
Richards 

Rivers · Snyder Trimble 
Rizley Sparkman Vinson 
Robertson, Spence Voorhis, Calif. 

Vorys, Ohio 
Vursell 
Wasielewski 
Weaver 
Weichel 

N.Dak. Springer 
Robinson, Utah Starkey 
Robsion, Ky. Stefan 
Rockwell Stewart 
Roe, Md. Stockman 
Rogers, Fla. Sullivan Weiss 
Rogers, Mass. Sumners, Tex. Welch 
Rogers, N.Y. Sundstrom West 
Rooney Taber White 

Whittington 
Wigglesworth 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
WoOd 
Woodhouse 
Woodrum, Va. 
Zimmerman 

Ryter Talbot 
Sabath Talle 
Savage Tarv~r 
Scrivner Thomas, Tex. 
Sheridan Thomason 
Simpson. Dl. Tibbett 
Slaughter Tolan 
Smith, Maine Torrens 
Smith, Va. Towe 
Smith, Wis. Traynor 

Arnold 
Barrett, Wyo. 
Buffett 
Clevenger 
Dworshak 

NAY8-14 
Ellis 
Jones 
O 'Hara 
Pittenger 
Schwabe, Mo. 

Schwabe, Okla. 
Shafer 
Short 
Thomas, N.J. 

NOT VOTING-102 
Anderson, 

N.Mex. 
Auchincloss 
Baldwin, N.Y. 
Barden 
Barry 
Bell 
Bender 
Bennet, N.Y. 
Bloom 
Bradley. Micb. 
Bradley, Pa. 
Buckley 
Bunker 
Butler 
Byrne,N. Y. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Cannon, Fla. 
Celler 
Chiperfield 
Clason 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N.Y. 
Cooley 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Dawson 
Delaney, 

James J. 
Dickstein 
Dingell 
Earthman 
Eaton 
Elsaesser 
Engle, Cali!. 
Fellows 

Folger Powell 
Fuller Price, Fla. 
,Granger Price, Ill. 
Grant, Ind. Quinn, N.Y. 
Hall, Rains 

Edwin Arthur Rayfiel 
Hall, Rich 

Leonard W. Riley 
Hart Robertson, Va. 
Hays Rodgers, Pa. 
Hebert Roe, N.Y. 
Heffernan Rowan 
Hendricks Russell 
Hobbs Sadowski 
Hoffman Sasscer 
Holifield Sharp 
Hook Sheppard 
Jarman Sikes 
Johnson, Cali!. Simpson, Pa. 
Johnson, Ind. Smith. Ohio 
Johnson, Somers, N.Y. 

Lyndon B. Stevenson 
Judd Stigler 
Kearney Sumner, Ill. 
Kilburn Taylor 
LaFollette Thorn 
Lane Wadsworth 
Lanham Walter 
Larcade Whitten 
Lesinski Wickersham 
Lynch Wilson 
Martin, Iowa Winter 
Merrow Woodruff, Mich. 
Norton Worley 
Pfeifer 
ploeser 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
General pairs: 
Mr. Walter with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Lynch with Mr. Clason. 
Mr. Pfeifer with Mr; Rodgers of Pennsyl

vania. 
Mr. Quinn of New York with Mr. Baldwin 

of New York. 
Mr. Riley with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Bennet of New York. 
Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Fuller. 
Mr. Sasscer with Mr. Elsaesser. 
Mr. Bunker with Mr. Bradley of Michigan. 
Mr. Roe of New York with Mr. LaFollette. 
Mr. Price o! Illinois with Mr. Edwin Arthur 

Hall. 
Mr. Bloom with Mr. Kilburn. 
Mr. Whitten with Mr. Ploeser. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Johnson of Indiana. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Grant of Indiana. 
Mr. Byrne of New York with Mr. Judd. 
Mr. Somers of New York with Mr. Wads-

worth. 
Mr. Rowan with Mr. Stevenson. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Fellows. 
Mr. Rayfiel with Mr. Hoffman. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Woodruff of Michi

gan. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. Sundstrom. 

• 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-07-18T15:17:51-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




