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Code, to make clear that such chapter, does 
not apply to contests wherein prizes are 
awarded for the species, size, weight, or 
quality of fish caught b-y the contestant; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WERDEL: . 
II. R. 7915. A bill to provide . for the pro

tection .of the water rights . of water users 
of t he Kings River, Calif.; .to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

By Mr. MACY: 
H.J. Res. 446. Jc,int resolution to provide. 

for the establishment of a Commission on the 
Steel Industry; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LESINSKI : 
H. Con. Res. 191. Concurrent resolution au

thorizing the printing of the committee print 
entitled "Financing Public School Construc
tion" as a House document and providing for. 
additional copies thereof; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H. Res. 5:;i3. Resolution providing for the 

consideration of s: ~440, a bill to authorize 
certain construction at military and naval 
installations, and for other purposes; to the . 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DAWSON: 
H. Res. 524. Resolution providing for the 

expenses of conducting the studies .and in-· 
vestigations authcriz~d by rule. XI (1) (h) 
incurred by the Committee on Expeaditures 
in the Executive .Departments; to the Com
mittee on House Administration. · 

By Mr. HAGEN: : . . 
H. Res. 525. ·Resolution authorizil: g and di

recting the Committee on Public Lands to 
conduct a full and complete investigation 
and study to promote the rehabilitatio"n of 
the bands of Ohippewa Indians in the State 
of Minnesota, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule X:XII, memo
rials were presented and referred as fol
lows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of Arizona, relating to 
proposed dismemberment of the Veterans' 
Administration; to the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs. 

Also, nieri-.orial of the . Legislature of the 
St ate of New York, requesting confirmation 
of ownership in the States of lands and re
sources within and beneath navigable waters 
within the boundaries of the . respective 
States; to the Committee on the Juqiciary-. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Rhode Island, requesting the Mem
bers of Congress to exert their influence to 
effect the unification of all the counties of 
Eire; to the CommitteJ on Foreign Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under .clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming: 
H. R. 7916. A bill to authorize and direct 

the Secretary of the Interior to execute an 
oil and gas lease on a certain tract of land 
in Park County, Wyo.; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio: 
H. R. 7917. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Gizella Kezdy-Reich; to the Committee on 
t he Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRNE of New York: 
H. R. 7918. A bill for the relief of certain 

Chinese stewards of the United States Navy; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASE of South Dakota: 
H. R. 7919. A bill for the relief. of Mrs. 

· Yukiko Yoshii French; to the . Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOYLE: 
H. R. 7920. A bill for the relief of Leland c. 

Barnard; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. JENKINS: 

H. R. 7921. A bill for the relief of Eva T. 
Ross; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: 
H. R. 7922. A bill for the relief of William 

E. Ackerknecht; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILES: 
H. R. 7923. A bill for the relief of George 

Brander Paloheimo and Eva Leonora Palo
heimo; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NIXON: . 
H. R. 7924. A bill for the relief of Akio 

Esumi; ~o the· Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7925. A bill for the relief of Gerszon 

Gruszka, Stell Gruszka, and Tamara Gruszka; 
t~ the qommittee on the Judiciary. , 

H. R. 7926. A bill for the relief of Robert 
Francis Symons; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POULSON: 
H. R. 7927. A bill for the relief of Luisa 

Monti; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By .Mr. STEFAN: 

H. R. 7928. A bill to authorize the sale of 
certain allotted inherited land on the Winne
bago Indian Reservation in Nebraska for the 
benefit of Alice Greyhair Armen, Charles 
Greyhair, and Clyde Greyhair; to the Com
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WERDEL: 
H. R. 7929. A bill for the relief of Marcus 

M. Jones; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 
. 2030. By Mr. CANFIELD: Telegram from 

Miss Helen S. Young and 39 other members 
of Wesley Methodist Church, . of Paterson, 
N. J., protesting against the production of 
atomic and hydrogen bombs and urging that 
our Nation take a stand r~specting their use 
for destructive purposes; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

2031. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution passed 
by the general assembly of the State of Rhode 
Island, merr..orializing the Members of Con
gress from Rhode Island to exert their influ
ence to effect the unification of all of the 
counties in Eire; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

2032. By Mr. HESELTON: Resolutions of 
the general court of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, memorializing Congres ·· to en
act legislation for t:ie distribution of sur
plus foods to the several States and the po
litical subdivisions thereof in proportion to 
their population and per capita income; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

2033. By Mr. RICH: Petition of American 
Legion Auxiliary of Glenn Sharrow Post, No. 
35, Hughesville, Pa., against compulsory 
health insurance or any other proposed form 
of a national health program controlled by 
the Government; to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2034. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
president, Women's Prospect Re:Jublican 
Club, Johnstown, Pa., opposing any form of 
compulsory health insurance or any system 
of political medicine ·designed for national 
bureaucratic control; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · 

2035. Also, petition of T. L. Gilmer Dental 
Society, Quincy, Ill., requesting Con'."ress not 
to enact any legislation containing the prin
ciple of compulsory health insurance; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce .. 

2036. Also, petition of the secretary, Water
melon Growers and Distributors Association, 
Gainesville, Fla., protesting the current anti
trust suit now pending against the Great 

Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., and Atlantic Com
mission Co., and similar suits against any 
other business concerns when based on the · 
same principle; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

2037. Also, petition of E. M. Coe and· oth
ers, requesting passage of House bills 2135 
and 2136, known as the Townsend plan; to 
the Committee ·on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MARCH 30, 1950 

<Legislative day of Wednesday, March 
. 29, 1950) 

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

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

Almighty God, who desirest truth in 
the inward parts, we would come to Thee 
in that fear of the Lord which is the 
beginning of wisdom. Refresh our faith 
that the tensions of life . may not. ·break 
our spirits. As those whose powers are 
dedicated to the .Nation's weal, make us 
ever faithful to each challenging duty, 
loyal to every high claim, responsive to 
the human needs of this suffering earth. 

We thank Thee for every word of.truth 
which has been ·spoken the wide world 
through, and for all righteousness which 
the human conscience has perceived and 
woven into the social .fabric. With Thy · 
benediction may we face the toil of this 
day with honest dealing and clear think
ing, with hatred of all hypocrisy, deceit, 
and sham, and in the knowledge that all 
great and noble service in this world is 
based on gentleness and patience and 
truth. In the dear Redeemer's name. · 
Amen. 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of Wednesday, March 29, 1950, 
was dispensed with. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. McFARLAND. I suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 
should like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor may make a parliamentary inquiry, 
although a roll call has been ordered. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
withhold the request for a quorum call. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, it is 
my understanding that the Senate is 
operating under a unanimous-consent 
agreement whereby the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. NEELY] is entitled to 
the floor. I am wondering if the dis
tinigushed acting majority leader con
templates affording Senators an oppor
tunity for insertions in the RECORD and 
other routine matters aftet the quorum 
call is had. I think that several Senators 
would like to have such an opportunity. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I was going to 
malce such a request. 
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Mr. President, I renew my. suggestion 

of the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre

tary will call the roll. 
The roll was called, and the fallowing 

Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 

. Byrd . 
Cain 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
Gillette 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hendrickson 
Hickenlooper 

Hill M1llikin 
Hoey Morse 
Holland Mundt 
Humphrey Murray 
Hunt Neely 
Ives O'Conor 
Jenner O'Mahoney 
Johnson, Colo. Robertson 
Johnson, Tex. Russell 
Johnston, S. C. Saltonstall 
Kefauver Schoeppel 
Kem Smith, N. J . 
Kerr Sparkman 
Kilgore Stennis 
Knowland Taft 
Langer Taylor 
Lehman Thomas, Okla. 
Lodge Thomas, Utah 
Long Thye 
McCarran Tobey 
McCarthy Watkins 
McClellan Wherry 
McFarland Wiley 
McKellar Williams 
McMahon Withers 
Magnuson Young 
Malone · 

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BEN
TON] and the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. EASTLAND] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from North CaFolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GREEN], the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LUCAS], the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MYERS], and the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are 
absent on public . business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY], the Senator £rom Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island CMr. LEAHY] are absent because of 
illness. · 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] is absent by leave of the Senate 
on o:fficial business, attending the Defense 
Council and the Defense Chiefs' meeting 
at The Hague, Netherlands. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
BREWSTER], the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. MARTIN], the junior Senator 
from Maine [Mrs. SMITH], and the Sena
tor from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] 
are necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

Under the unanimous-consent agree
ment the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. NEELY] is entitled to the floor. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
me to make a unanimous-consent re
quest? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen
ator from West Virginia yield to the Sen
ator from Arizona with the understand
ing that he does not lose the floor? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield. 
COMMITTEE MEETING DURING SENATE 

SESSION 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Foreign 
Relations Committee may meet during 
the session of the Senate today, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
je?tion, it is so ordered. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that routine 
business may be transacted now, without 
speeches and without comment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered, with the under
standing that it does not deprive <the 
Senator from West Virginia of the floor. 
INVESTIGATION OF INTERSTATE GAM-

BLING AND RACKETEERING ACTIV
ITIES 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
me so I may make a unanimous-consent 
request? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield with the under
standing that I shall not lose the floor. 

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

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, on 
last Thursday the Committee on Rules 
and Administration unanimously. re
ported · a resolution which provides that 
the Committee on the Judiciary be au
thorized to make an investigation and 
report in connection with organized 
crime. I have spoken to the acting ma
jority leader, the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. MYERS] about the matter. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President can 
this matter not be taken up after Sen
ators have concluded presentation of 
routine matters? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unani
mous consent applies only to the inser
tion of matters into the RECORD, the in
troduction of bills and joint resolutions, 
and the presentation of petitions and 
memorials, without debate and without 
statements. · 

Mr. KEFAUVER. But, Mr. President, 
the Senator from West Virginia yielded 
to me to make a unanimous-consent re
quest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia yielded so all Sen
ators may have an opportunity to pre
~ent routine matters for the RECORD, that 
is, for the transaction of routine busi
ness. It is not necessary for the Sena tor 
from West Virginia to yield to the Sen
ator from Tennessee in order that the 
Senator from Tennessee may place some
thing in the RECORD. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, I do 
not want to argue or debate the matter 
I simply wi;;h to ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of Senate Resolu
tion 202. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 

heard. 
Mr. KEFAUVER. I wonder if the Sen

ator from New Mexico would withhold 
his olljection until I make a 30-second 
explanation. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am extremely sorry, 
but I have been waiting 6 months for an
other matter to be brought before the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
heard. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a list of papers and documents on 
the files of several departments and 

agencies of the Government which are 
not needed in the conduct of business 
and have no permanent value or histor
ical interest, and requesting action 
looking to their disposition, which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred 
to a Joint Select Committee on the Dis
position of Fapers in the Executive De
partments. 

The VICE PR:rl:SIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on the 
part of the Senate. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

The following report of a committee 
was submitted: 

By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry: 

H. R. 6567. A bill to increase the borrowing 
power of Commodity Credit Corporation; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1375). 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and ref erred as fallows: 

By Mr. LANGER: 
S. 3320. A bill for the relief of Leo Waalen 

Wiczynski; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. THYE: . 
S. 3321. A bill for the relief of Dr. Zena 

(Zenobia) Symeonides; to the Committee on 
the Judiciarv. 

By Mr. BUTLER: 
S. 3322. A blll to. authorize the sale of cer

tain land held in trust for Valentine P arker 
under jurisdiction of the Winnebago Indian 
Reservation; Nebr.; and · -

S. 3323. A bill to authorize the sale of in
herited interests in certain allotted land 
under the jurisdiction of the Winnebago In
dian Agency, Nebraska; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MURRAY (for Mr. DOWNEY): 
S. 3324. A bill for the relief o.f Mrs. Maurice 

Aquino Mayo; 
S. 3325. A b111 for the relief of Isolde Bax

ner; and 
S. 3326. A bill for the relief of Katsutoshi 

Matsumoto; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. · 

By Mr. TAFT: 
S . 3327. A bill to amend title III of the 

Army and Air Force Vitalization and Ret ire
ment Equalization Act of 1948 to provide for 
the crediting of certain service performed in 
the Military and Naval Academies prior to 
August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

(Mr. BRIDGES (for himself and Mr. GIL
LETTE) introduced Senate bill 3328, to pro
vide for national recognition of Adelaide 
Johnson, the sculptor of the Woman's Mon
ument, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules and Ad
ministration, and appears under a separate 
heading.) 

By Mr. MORSE: 
S. 3329. A bill for the relief of Kiyomi Kita

mura; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. JOHNSTON of Sout~ Carolina: 

S. 3330. A bill to amend the Civil Service 
Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as amended, 
so as to provide an order of precedence for 
lump-sum death payments, and for other 
purposes; and 

S. 3331. A b111 to bring employees of 
county agricultural conservation committees 
within the purview of the civil-service laws 
and regulations, the Classification Act of 
1949, the Civil Service Retirement Act of 
May 29, 1930, as amended, and the laws 
relating to sick and annual leave for Gov
ernment employees; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 
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By Mr. CORDON (for himself and Mr. 

MORSE): 
S. 3332. A bill to provide additional time 

for presenting certain tort claims against 
the United States; to the Committee · on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHAVEZ · (for Mr. DOWNEY): 
S. 3333. A bill to authorize a survey to de

termine the feasibility and advisability of 
constructing a multi-purpose tunnel through 
tbe Laguna Mountains in San Diego County, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Public Works. 

RECOGNITION OF ADELAIDE JOHNSON 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on be
half of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE] and myself, I introduce for 
appropriate reference a bill to provide 
for the national recognition of a great 
American, Adelaide Johnson. It would 
b~ unseemly, I believe, for me to pre
sume that any mere words I might utter 
could add in any way to the immeasura
ble esteem in which Adelaide Johnson is 
held by the women 'of the United States 
and of the world. 

Therefore, I send the bill to the desk 
with the hope that the proper commit
tee will see fit to report it to the Senate 
while this magnificent woman, now 104 
years of age, is with us to know that we 
appreciate all she has done for this 
Nation. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately ref erred. 

The bill <S. 3328) to provide for na
tional recognition of Adelaide Johnson, 
the sculptor of the Woman's Monument, 
·and for other purposes, introduced by 
Mr. BRIDGES (for himself and Mr. GIL
LETTE), was read twice bY its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration. 
NOMINATION OF THOMAS E. MURRAY TO 

BE MEMBER OF ATOMIC ENERGY COM
MISSION-REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, as in 
executive session, from the Joint Com
mittee on Atomic Energy, I report favor
ably the nomination of Thomas E. Mur
ray, of New York, to be a member of the · 
Atomic Energy Commission for the term 
expiring June 30, 1S50. In connection 
with the nomination, I ask unanimous 
consent that a statement showing the 
qualifications and experience of Mr. 
Murray, together with other information, 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE · PRESIDENT. The nomi
nation will be received and placed on the 
Executive Calendar, and, without objec
tion, the statement and information pre
sented by the Senator from Connecticut 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement and information is as 
follows: 

THOMAS E. MURRAY 
Residence: 686 Park Avenue, New York 

City. 
Born: June 20, 1891, Albany, N. Y. 
P arents: Thomas E. Murray and Catherine 

Bradley Murray. 
Education: Our Lady of Victory School, 

Brooklyn, N. Y.; St. Francis Xavier's Gram
m :- r School; St. Francis Xavier's High School, 
NJW York City; Yale University, Sheffield 
Scientific School with bachelor of science de
gree in mechanical engineering, 1911. 

Professional memberships: Professional en
gineer's license, 1930; member of the Ameri
c:an Society of Mechanical Engineers, _1932; 
fellow of the American Society of Mechani-

cal Engineers, 1947; fellow of the American 
Institute of Electrical Engineers, 1933. 

Honorary degrees: . St. John's University, 
1rn7; Georgetown University, 1939; Fordham 
University, 1940. 

Experience: 1907-11, during college course 
worked during summer with Consolidated 
Edison Co.; 1911-12, worked as engineer with 
Consolidated Edison Co.; 1912-15, served in 
various capacities as research engineer with 
Metropolitan Engineerin::: Co. founded by his 
father in 1900; 1915-49, president of Metro
politan Engineering Co. until its merger with 
MurrayManufacturing Corp.in October 1949; 

-1932-40, sole Federal receiver of the $500,-
000,000 properties of the Interborough Rapid 
Transit. His term of office . was not marred 
by a single serious labor difficulty; 1941, im
partial arbitrator in settling the important 
B:.. ll Aircraft labor controversy; 1942-49, pres
ident of Murray Manufacturing Corp., found
ed in 1942~ resigned as president in October 
1949; 1943, · won a special award from the 
United States Government for inventing new 
method of manufacturing shells which saved 
tons of strategic m aterials and accounted for 
25 percent of all World War II trench mortar 
shell production; 1946, appointed by Presi
d nt Truman as first impartial chairman of 
the United Mine Workers welfare and retire
ment fund; 1947, also served as impartial 
representative of the 1947 United Mine Work- · 
ers welfare and retirement fund. Granted 
approximately 200 patents in electrical and 
welding research. 

Directorships: Director of American Radia
tor & Standard Sanitary Co., 1930-39; direc
tor of Bank of New York and Fifth Avenue 
Bank, 1933 to date; director and member of 
finance committee of Chrysler Corp., i935 to 
date; trustee, Manhattanville College, 1945 
to date. 

Family: Married Marie Brady, of Brooklyn, 
January 4, 1917; 11 children-Thomas E. 
Murray, Jr., Mrs. Basil Harris, Jr., James B., 
Mr. D. Bradley, S. J ., Paul, Anne, Jane, Frank, 
Mr. Joseph G., S. J., Peter, and Margot. 

THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COM
MISSION-STATEMENT BY SENATOR 
BRIDGES 

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a statement 
prepared by him on the subject of the Fed
eral Communications Commission, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

THE BIGGEST SWINDLE IN ETSTORY 

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "The Biggest Swindle in History,'• 
which is to be published in the April 11, 
1950, issue of Look magazine, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

THE BRANNAN PLAN-F.XCERPT FROM 
SPEECH BY GUY G·EORGE GABRIELSON 

(Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an excerpt from 
a speech delivered in Lincoln, Nebr., on March 
21, by Hon. Guy George Gabrielson, chair
man of the Republican National Committee, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

STATUS OF THE INDIANS 

[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "Are Indians No Longer Wards of the 
Government?" written by G. E. Lindquist, 
and printed in the News Letter published in 
Lawrence, Kans ., by ti1e Home Missions Coun
cil, which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE MISSOURI BASIN-ADDRESS BY HON. 
WILLIAM E. WARNE 

(Mr. GURNEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an address en
titled "Missouri Basin: Growth and First 
Harvest," delivered by William E. Warne, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, at the 
Farmers' Day Celebration, held at Cham-

berlain, S. Dak., on February 28, 1950, which 
appears in the Appen~ix.] 

ADDRESS BY P . S. MARTHAKIS COMMEMO
RATING GREEK INDEPENDENCE 

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an ad
dress delivered on March 22, 1950, by Hon. 
P. S. Marthakis, a member of the Legislature 
of the State of Utah, commemorating Greek 
independence, which appears in the Appen
dix.] 

MIDDLE-INCOME HOUSING-STATEM'ENT 
BY TED BALDWIN 

[Mr. WHERRY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a statement 
by Ted Baldwin regarding middle-income 
housing, which appears in the Appendix.] 

LOW-COST HOUSING IN IOWA-ARTICLE 
FROM THE DES MOINE3 REGISTER 

[Mr. HICKENLOOPER asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an article 
regarding housing for students, published in 
the Des Moines Register of February 23, 1950, 
and another article in reply, published in 
the same newspaper dated February 28, 
1950, which appear in the Appendix.] 

. . . ~ . 
PROPAGANDA AFFECTING PROPOSED 

BASING-POINT LEGISLATION 

[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob
tained leave to have printed in the Appendix 
of the RECORD a copy of a bulletin issued by 
the National Association of Retail Druggists 
relating to Senate bill 1008, the so-called 
basing-point bill, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

MR. LIPPMANN AND THE LODGE-GOSSETT 
AMENDMENT-STATEMENT BY JOSEPH 
E. KALLENBACH 

[Mr. LODGE asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a statement en
titled "Mr. Lippmann and the Lodge-Gossett 
Amendment," by Joseph E. Kallenbach, as
sociate professor of political science at the 
University of Michigan, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

· THE AWAKENING SOUTH-EDITORIAL 
FRO~ THE _ANNISTON (ALA.) STAR . 

. .(Mr". SPARKl\4AN asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "The Awakening South," published 
in th.e Anniston (Ala.) Star of March 27, 
1950, which appears .in the Appendix.] 

FOREIGN INFORMATION AND EDUCATION 
PROGRAM-EDITORIAL FROM THE 
WASHINGTON POST 

[Mr. FLANDERS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "Whispering Voice,'' from the Wash
ington Post of March 30, 1950, which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

POINT 4, CORN, AND MEXICO-EDITORIAL 
FROM THE DES MOINES REGISTER 

[Mr. GILLETTE aslted and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "Point 4, Corn, and Mexico,'' 
published in the Des Moines Register of 
March 27, 1950, which appears in the Ap
pendix.) 

FULTON LEWIS, JR.-ARTICLE BY 
CHARLES VAN DEVANDER 

[Mr. HUMPHREY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD two install
ments of an article dealing with the career 
of Fulton Lewis, Jr., written by Charles Van 
Devander, which appear in the Appendix of 
the RECORD] . 

PLIGHT OF JEWS IN COUNTRIES BEHIND 
THE IRON CURTAIN 

[Mr. LEHl\iAN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD excerpts from a 
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report on the ·plight of Jews in countries be
hind the iron curtain, issued by the Jewish 
Labor Committee and delivered at a meeting 
of the national executive committee of the 
Jewish Labor Committee on March 12, 1950, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

SURPLUS FARM PRODUCTS AND ACTIVI
TIES OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPO
RATION-ARTICLE FROM BARRON'S 
WEEKLY 
[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD an article relating 
to surplus farm products and the activities 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation from 
Barron's National Business and Financial 
Weekly, for March 27, 1950, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 

EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM TO COMBAT 
COMMUNISM-EDITORIAL COMMENT 
[Mr. TOBEY asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD two editorials re-
garding an educational program in the 
United States to combat communism, one 
from the Boston Globe of March 24, 1950, and 
the other from the Boston Post of March 24, 
1950, which appear in the Appendix.] 

ACCESSION OF GERMANY TO THE 
INTERNATION~\.L WHEAT AGREEMENT 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the 
RECORD at this point an exchange of cor
respondence I have had with Secretary 
Brannan regarding the accession of 
Germany to the International Wheat 
Agreement, and also to insert a press 
release by the Department of Agricul
ture dealing with this subject. 

Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious 
from this material that the net effect of 
bringing Germany into the agreement 
:s to slice away an annual market for 
about 20,000,000 bushels of American 
wheat and to give that market to 
Canada, Australia, and other countries. 
That market, I might add, is bought and 
paid for with American dollars con
tributed by the taxpayer through the 
appropriations for occupied areas. Ad
mitting Germany to this agreement is 
of no possible benefit to the United 
States. 

If the administration is to continually 
whittle away the foreign market for 
American wheat, it is no wonder that 
our wheat surplus grows and grows and 
that more and more strict controls on 
the wheat farmer become inevitable. 

There being no objection, the cor
respondence and the press release by 
the Department of Agriculture were or
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

FEBRUARY 23, 1950. 
Hon. CHARLES F. BRANNAN, 

Secretary of Agriculture, Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

M:: DEAR MR. SECRETARY: I am writing to 
register a strong protest against including 
Germany and Japan in the International 
Wheat Agreement on the proposed basis 
which will permit other wheat-exporting 
nations to take away from us a portion of 
those markets which we now supply prac
tically 100 percent. 

This proposal can only mean a net loss 
in our export sales of wheat. It cannot 
possibly result in any gain. It seems to be · 
in direct conflict with your virtual promise 
of 2 years ago, made in connection with con
sideration of the wheat agreement at that 
time, that American wheat farmers "Could be 
assured of the markets in the zones of mili
tary occupation in addition to the markets 
guaranteed by the wheat a~reement. Cer-

tainly the proposal seems inconsistent with 
your general mandate to protect the markets 
and prosperity of the American farmer and 
to foster exports of as much surplus wheat 
as possible. 

·The German and Japanese economic sys
tems are being supported with American 
funds given freely as a gift. That means 
that, in effect, American Government appro
priations pay for the wheat shipped to those 
countries. If we supply the money to buy 
the wheat, I believe .we are entitled to re
quire that the wheat be American wheat, 
not Canadian or P_ustralian wheat. After 
all, the Commodity Credit Corporation al
ready has plenty of wheat in storage for this 
purpose which has already been financed by 
Federal money. 

To give a portion of these markets to Can
ada and Australia will simply mean putting 
a double cost on the American taxpayer. It 
will also mean a greater wheat surplus and 
more severe acreage allotments next year. 

It seems to me that our representative on 
the International Wheat Council should in
sist that the entire German and Japanese 
wheat quotas be allotted to the United States. 
If that cannot be done, I believe we should 
reject the admission of those t.wo countries 
to the wheat agreement and continue to 
sell them their wheat u:r.id~r the present sys
tem by which we can assure our wheat 
farmers of these markets. 

Yours very truly, 
HUGH BUTLER, 

United States Senator. 

DEPARTMENT O'.'i' AGRICULTURE, 
Was/1/~ig"':on, D. C., March 27, 1950. 

Hon. HUGH BUTLER, 
United States Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR: Thank you for your letter 
of February 23, concerning the accession of 
Germany and Japan to the International 
Wheat Agreement. In seeking a satisfactory 
solution to t he question of a division among 
·exporting countries of increased· quotas re
sulting from the accession of those countries, 
we have had in mind ~ome of the. considera-

. tions expressed in your letter. 
As you know, the applications of Germany 

and Japan for accession to the agreement 
were submitted to the International Wheat 
Council in October of 1949. These applica
tions were welcomed by the Council and have 
had the active support of United States rep
resentatives. By action taken on March 15, 
the application of Germany was accepted by 
the council but further consideration of the 
application of Japan ?Jas postponed until an
other meeting to be held not later than July 
31, 1950. 

The results of the recent meeting of the 
council in London, including the division of 
Germany's quota among exporting countries, 
are summarized in the enclosed press release 
of March 17, 1950. It should be noted, how
ever, that the question of United States 
financing of wheat exports to 9ermany, 
Japan, or any other country, lies entirely 
outside of the wheat agreement. The in
creased quotas received by the United States, 
Canada, Australia, and France under the 
agreement wlll be subject to the uoual terms 
and conditions of trade between the import
ing and exporting countries concerned 

Sincerely yours, 
CHARLES F. BRANNAN, 

secretary. 

GERMANY ADMITTED TO INTERNATIONAL WHEAT 
AGREEMENT 

Tb.e International Wheat Council, by ac
tion taken March 15, has accepted Germany's 
application for membership and has post
poned further consideration of Japan's ap
plication until June or July. This informa
tion was received by the United States De
partment of Agriculture from the United 
States representatives at the Council meet
ing, which has now adjourned. 

The Council accepted the application of 
Germany for accession to the agreement 
with an annual quota of about 67,000,000 
bushels. German participation in the agree
ment will become effective upon deposit by 
that country's government of a formal in
strument of acceptance with the United 
States Department of State. However, upon 
such acceptance, supplies of wheat already 
shipped by the United States to Germany 
this year which have not been distributed 
for consumption will. be recorded against this 
year's quota. These stocks, title to which 
has been retained by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, total about 28,000,000 bushels 
and will come under the agreement after a 
price has been established within the terms 
of the agreement. This arrangement results 
from an understanding reached between the 
CCC and the Department of Army early in 
the year when Germany applied for member
ship in the International Wheat Agreement. 

The total increased quota (approximately 
07,000,000 bushels) resulting from the acces
sion of Germany will be assigned to the 
United States for the ·1949-50 year. For the 
remaining 3 years, the United States 
quota will be increased by 55,000,000, 47,-
000,000 and 45,0.00,000 bushels, respectively, 
over its present quota. 

Canada's quota for the first year will not 
be increased as a result of Germany's acces
sion, but for the remaining 3 years Wi~l 
be increased over- its present quota by 8,000,-
000 bushels, 16,000,000 bushels, and 18,000,000 
bushels, respectively. Likewise, Australia's 
anti France's quotas will not be increased for 
the first year, but for the three remaining 
years, Australia's quota will be increased over 
its present quota by about 3,300,000 bushels, 
and France's quota will be increased by about 
500,000 bui:ihels. 

The following table records the unofficial 
total guaranteed sales of exporting countries 
as the result of Germany's accession to the 
agreement, in addition to adjustments in the 
total guar anteed purchases of various other 
importing countries thus far in the 1949-50 
year. More detailed figures will be available 
when officially confirmed by the Interna
tional Wheat Council and will be noted in 
the Production and Marketing Administra
tion weekly report on sales and purchases. 

Adjusted quotas 1 

[!n millions of bushels] 

194!}-50 1950-51 1951-52 

United States ____ 235. 3 223. 5 215. 5 
Canada __ ____ ____ 203. 9 211. 9 219. 9 
Australia_------- 80. 3 83. 6 83. 6 
France __ _ --- ----- 3. 3 3. 8 3. 8 

1 Tentative unofficial estimate. 

1952-53 

213. 5 
221.9 
83. 6 
3.8 

Consideration of the application of Japan 
for accession to the agreement was again 
postponed until a later meeting of the Ii;i.
ternational Wheat Council to be held before 
July 31. Some importing countries, includ
ing the United Kingdom, are concerned over 
access to nondollar wheat, of which Aus
tralia is the primary source, and, therefore, 
wished to impose conditions upon Japan's 
accession which would have specifically lim
ited the amount of Australian wheat Japan 
could buy. The United States maintained 
that Council action which would result in 
the placing of limitations or restrictions on 
any acceding country is contrary to the spirit 
of the International Wheat Agreement, and 
that Japan should be admitted on the same 
basis as all other acceding countries. Under 
these circumstances it was not possible for 
the Council to approve Japan's application 
at this time. · 

THE NATURAL-GAS BILL-STATEMENT BY 
SENATOR WILEY 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I send to 
the desk a statement on the subject of 
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the natural-gas legislation now pending 
in the Senate-House conference com
mittee. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the body of the RECORD at 
this point. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: · 
AN APPEAL TO PRESIDENT TRUMAN TO VE'IO 

DANGEROUS NATURAL-GAS BILL 
Mr. ·President, I appeal to the President of 

the United States to veto the natural-gas 
legislat ion which the Senate unfortunately 
passed yesterday and to issue a statement de
cisively denouncing this legislation. I appeal 
to him, not on a partisan basis, but on the 
basis of the welfare of 40,000,000 American 
consumers of natural gas. 

I should lilrn to point out that if, as present 
evidences indicate, the President chooses to 
sign the bill (with its inadequate paper safe
guards against arbitrary increases in natural
gas rates) he will have left no course for the 
Republican Party but to point out this plain 
fact: 

DEMOCRATS' PHONY CLAIMS BELIED 
The Democratic Party, which for years has 

bleated about its alleged love for the common 
man, the poor consumers, the underpro
tected, underprivileged, will then have been 
guilty of sponsoring, promoting, adopting, 
and signing legislation which, according to 
the National Institute of Municipal Law 
Offices, can result ' in increased cost to con
sumers of . more than $200,0CO,OOO per year. 
In other words, the Democratic Party's spon
sorship of this legislation belies the phony, 
high-sounding claims that have been made 
through the years as to the alleged love by 
that party of the great masses. A recent edi.;. 
torial in a great newspaper, the Madison 
(Wis.) State Journal, very clearly demon
strated the facts besting the Democrats' 
sham. 
WHY SOME REPUBLICANS SUPPORTED KERR BILL 

I respect, of course, the convictions of 
those of my Republican colleagues who chose 
to support this legislation which exempts 
independent natural-gas producers from the 
rules of the Federal Power Commission. I be
lieve that they did so because they have gen
erally opposed what they feel to be· unneces
sary regulations by the Federal Government. 

· The Democrats on the other hand can have 
no such claim, because their party has con
stantly sought to expand the field of Federal 
regulation, but has made an exception in 
this striking instance where the consumers' 
throats will be cut by natural-gate-rate in
creases. 

I appeal to the President, therefore, not as 
a Republican, but as a Members of the United 
States Senate, to protect the welfare of the 
American people by vetoing this unsound, 
undesirable, unjustified legislation. 

NATURAL-GAS BUSINESS IS MONOPOLY 
Let me point out that the natural-gas 

business-a utility-is of necessity a monc,p
oly in any community, and it has consist
ently been the policy of Congress to regulate 
monopoly in order to protect the public wel
fare. Natural gas is quite inexpensive; it is 
only one-third as expensive as coal, one
fifth as expensive as fuel oil, and that is why 
it is particularly disadvantageous that the 
Congress should take action which would 
m ake this fuel more expensive. The poor 
consumer-whenever he has been getting a 
fair break with an inexpensive item-he soon 
finds that something happens to zoom up 
the price of that item. And that is just 
what is shaping up now, unfortunately. 

REPUBLICANS GENERALLY OPPOSED THE BILL 
The American people are aware of the fact 

that the majority of Republicans rightly 
opposed this legislation just as the majority 
of Democrats wrongl~ supported it. 

I challenge the Democratic bigwigs of Wis
consin to show where they stand, and if they 
h ave such a great love for the consumer, let 
them protest against the stand of their party 
and openly urge the President to veto the 
bill. 
WISCONSIN RIGHTLY PROTESTED AGAINST KERR 

BILL 
I~ casting my ~ote yesterday against this 

bill, I believe that I reflected the wishes of 
the people of Wisconsin. · 

I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed in the body of the CONGRE.O:SIONAL 
RECORD at this point a listing of some of the 
municipal officials and organizations who 
suggested voting against the Kerr bill, in 
addition to a listing of a few of the national 
organizations which contacted me in this 
same behalf. 
WE HAVE ENOUGH OF AN INFLATIONARY PROBLEM 

ALREADY 
America has enough of an inflationary 

problem right now without further compli
cat ing the m atter for th '.lse who can least 
afford it. We have suffered wave after wave 
of strikes and industrial unrest brought 
about in considerable part because wage 
earners felt that they were falling far behind 
in t he race to keep up . with a rising cost of 
living, and because they felt that their pay 
checks simply could not enab~e their :iamilies 
to keep tody and soul together, while prices 
were constantly going up in the market place. 

Let not the President of the United States, 
who has always protested against inflation's 
ravages, himself add to those ravages by 
signing this legislation. 
LIST OF WlSCGNSINITES AND OTHERS SU1'J TING 

SENATOR WILEY'S POSITION 
The Honorable Frank Zeidler, mayor of 

Milwaukee. 
The Common Council of Milwaukee. 
The Honorable Ferdinand A. Glojek, acting 

city attorney of West Allis. 
The Honorable Willard M. Sonnenberg, 

mayor of Sheboygan. 
The Honor ~ble A. F.. Axtell, city manager of 

Kenosha. 
The Honorable Ernest Siewert, mayor of 

Oshkosh. 
The Hor:orable Edwin Weiss, mayor of 

Fond du Lac. 
The Wisconsin State Industrial Union 

Council (CIO). 
· The Congress of Industrial Organizations. 
The Milwaukee Women's Club. 
Locals of the · Amer:can Federation of 

Labor. 
Locals of the International Association of 

Machinists. 
The Maritime Trades Counr-il of Dt:luth

Superior. 
The Fond du Lac Commonwealth Reporter 

stated: 
"Companies which could be exempted 

from regulation * * * account for 80 
percent of all natural gas now produced in 
the United States * * *. The real aim of 
these changes is to triple natural gas prices 
in most areas. 

"With so much at stake for the ordinary 
consumer, prudenc::l demands that this leg
islation * * * be put um:er the finest 
microscope, and the initiative in the inquir
ing ought to come in the Senate." 

The Milwaukee Journal in two separate 
editorials: 

"If opponents-of the bill-lose, the defeat 
will be reflected in the pocketbook of every 

· user of natural gas." 
"If the FPC is forbidden to regulate rates 

·at the wellhead on gas sold by independent 
producers the rates will inevitably go up. 
The spread of natural gas has removed it 
from the buyers' market and put it into the 
sellers' market. The demand for it would 
inevitably enable the producers to charge 
what the traffic would bear at the wellhead. 

That increase would be reflected in pipe-line 
rates and in rates to consumers, making pres
ent control of those rates meaningless." 

ADMISSION OF DISPLACED PERSONS INTO 
THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have sundry ar
ticles, editorials, statements, and reso
lutions bearing on the subject of dis
placed persons printed in the body of 
the RECORD, at this point in my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the articles, 
editorials, statements, and resolutions 
were ordered to be printed in the REC
ORD, as follows: 
[From the Herald-News of March 15, 1950, 

Passaic-Clifton, N. J.] 
DrsPLACED-PERSONS PROGRAM Is SORRY MEss

BADLY MISMANAGED, HIT BY RELIGIOUS 
RIVALRY, SAYS ALEXANDER 

(By Holmes Alexander) 
WASHINGTON.-lt's a safe bet that the 

country knows less about the displaced-per
sons program than about any national mat
ter of comparable importance. The dead
locked Senate debate, which is scheduled to 
resume on March 31, has divided into a fa
miliar but rather deceptive pattern. 

Ranged on one side of the question are a 
group of midland Republicans and southern: 
Dzmocrats. On the other side are the Fair 
Deal Democrats and several urban Republi
cans. This line-up suggests that the issue 
is clean-<:ut and obvious. It suggests that 
reactionary elements are battling it out with 
enlightened humanitarians, and that all just 
men ought to side with the latter. 

But such would be a gross oversimplifica
tion of the matter. The so-called reactionary 
or McCarran bill calls for the admission of 
330,000 DP's end 54,000 expellees. The so
called liberal or Kilgore bill calls for 339,000 
plus 54,000 expellees. 

The difference in numbers is not large. 
The McCar;:an bill favors north European 
farmers, and the Kilgore bill in general favors 
middle European farmers. Both in that 
sense are selective and discriminatory, as 
any DP bm has tn be. 

But if the McCarran bill finally gets ma
jority support, as is not impossible, that will 
not prove that the United States Senate is a 
reactionary body. It will prove that the 
Senate has protested-not against DP's but 
against the.. mistaken theory and the proven 
mismanagement of the Displaced Persons 
Commission. 

This Commission, although a creation of 
the Republican-run Eightieth Congress, is 
a typical example of pyramided bureaucracy. 
There is no good reason for its existence any
how. Both the Immigration Service (Justice 
Department) and the Consular Service (Sta,te 
Department) have personnel which is some
times three generations deep in the experi
ence of handling immigration problems. 
There never was much sense in setting up 
a new agency to do an old, familiar job. 

Mr. Truman and the Eightieth Congress 
compounded the original error by building 
the DP Commission on strictly religious lines. 
The President appointed three Commis
sioners-one Jewish, one Catholic, one Prot
estant, all of them social workers. He might 
just as logically have appointed a tall man, 
a short man, and a fat man, while disregard
ing three middle-sized men who happened to 
be rr.ore caoable. 

One result of the trireligious selection has 
been to engender rivalry. This is not the 
sort of statement which Senators make on 
the floor of the upper Chamber, so the dis
cussion has been driven underground. Since 
rivalry of any sort breeds ill will and emo
tional outbursts-and since religion is the 
touchiest of all human subjects-the DP 
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problem has become a seething cauldl'on ot 
race-religion distrust. 

Two other ingredients--politks and mis
management--have been tossed into the pot. 
Many Senators and Representatives have 
used the DP bUl to cadge themselves votes 
back home. And hardly a witness has come 
before the judiciary subcommittees without 
bringing new evidence of messy, corrupt ad
ministration of the DP law. 

The real harm, of course, falls upon the 
DP's themselves and upon the American 
communities which have taken them in. 
Most of the resettled DP's are decent, hard
working peopl· who are getting a good break 
after more than their share of h ard luck. 
But · the good will which they brought into 
the country is being chipped away when
ever it appears that hundreds of DP's are 
here under false pretenses. Americans don't 
like to learn that they've befriended, say, 
shoe clerks who passed as farmers, or that 
they gave refuge to slick operators Wh'J bribed 
or chiseled their way past the Commission 
employees. 

Senators will hear many such stories before 
the debate resumes at the end of the month. 
The issues of liberalism and conservatism 
will rise again. But behind these are the 
issues of honesty and good government. 

[From the Herald-News of Passaic-Clifton, 
· N. J., of March 13, 1950) 

THE DP BARREL CONTAINS MANY ROTTEN 
APPLES--ALEXANDER GIVES AN EXAMPLE
ACCUSES REFUGEE AGENCIE.S OF CONNIVANCE 

(By Holmes Alexander) 
WASHINGTON .-Mr. K, a European dis

placed person, now lives in an American city 
where he is courting an American girl. The 
girl's father does not question Mr. K's hon
orable intentions, but he does feel a natural 
curiosity about the background of the man 
whom his daughter may marry. 

The father recently .contacted his Congress
man and asked for a report. The Congress
man asked the Immigration Service to dig 
up the facts on Mr. K, and obtained the 
following information: 

1. Mr. K applied for resettlement under 
the DP Act of 1948. He testified that he was 
a farmer and was seeking work on an Amer
ican farm. His application was sponsored 
by an organization which we'll call Refugee 
Refuge, Inc. This organization found a job 
and a house for Mr. K in one of our northern 
States. 

2. Mr. K. was met at the boat by repre
sentatives of Refugee Refuge, Inc. Until 
the present investigation took place, it was 
presumed that Mr. K was hard at work on 
his farm Job. But not at all. For a year 
or more he has been living in a crowded 
city and holding a Job in the crowded tex
tile industry. If he ever went near the 
farm, it was merely on a token visit. 

3. Mr. K. is not yet specifically earmarked 
for deportation, but he soon may be. The 
Immigration Service expects to deport some 
500 fraudulent DP's in the near future. 

This is not a sensational story, and is not 
intended to be. The congressional hearings 
and the recent Senate debate supplied a 
good many stories which featured lewdness, 
dishonesty, and the like. But such side 
issues tend to distort the true picture. The 
case of Mr. K., which is minus the sensa
tional aspects, reveals several points which 
belong in any discussion of the DP program. 

It should be noted, first of all, that Mr. K.'s 
deceit was made possible by the connivance 
of the organization we have called Refugee 
Refuge, Inc. That is a made-up name for a 
real organization, but it would be unfair to 
suggest that the methods are peculiar to any 
one group. 

The practice of connivance, as the 1:1.uthori
ties in Washington know, is fairly common 
to all such groups. Not only that, but 
trickery, wire-pulling, pressurizing, and care-

lessness have become almost the rule, rather 
than the exception, in the procession of DP's. 
One witness explained the state of affairs as 
follows: 

"You must remember that the job of the 
International Refugee Organization is to get 
rid of DP's, as many as possible, as soon as 
possible, no matter how." 

Such a system puts great pressure and 
temptation upon the groups which sponsor 
DP's in America. But it does not remove 
any responsibility. For every Mr. K. who 
reaches America or remains in America under _ 
false pretenses there is a breach of good faith 
and a loss of good will. 

Except for h is romantic inclinations, 
Mr. K.'s case might not have been noticed. 
How many other persons, m~ch worse than 
Mr. K., are on the loose? The chances are 
that we shall never know, for bureaucracy 
has made its masterpiece of confusion in this 
DP program. So many records have been 
falsified, so many officials have been ad
mittedly lax, that there is little hope of 
unscrambling the unsavory omelet. 

The whole situation, with its mystery and 
stench, gives an unfortunate opportunity to 
the witch hunters and scaremongers. This 
brotherhood always does better for itself 
when specific data is scarce. Sad to say, we 
m ay be in for a period when any unsolved 
crime and any untoward circumstance will 
be blamed on the luckless DP's. They have 
already become useful whipping boys for the 
next two election campaigns. 

Much of this can't be helped, but there's 
no excuse to let the situat ion worsen. There 
is still time for the President to get a new 
broom and sweep out the officials of the Dis
placed Persons Commission who are respon
sible for the mess. The soft-hearted Ameri
can people, having spent .a quarter-billion 
dollars on the program, deserve that much 
satisfaction for their money. 

[From the Indianapolis Star of March 15, 
1950) 

JENNER'S CHARGES ARE SERIOUS 
Before doing anything about liberalizing 

the displaced persons bill the Senate Judi
ciary Committee should make a thorough in
vestigation of charges by Senator WILLIAM E. 
JENNER that criminals, defrauders, murder
ers, black marketeers, and Communists are 
being let into the country. 

The United States wants useful, intelli
gent, and loyal citizens from the DP groups 
now in Europe. We can use thelr skills and 
abilities. People who are devoted to liberty 
and democracy should always be welcomed in 
this country. . 

But the United States is not morally obli
gated to take just anybody in as a citizen. 
Americans have a right to choose carefully 
those upon whom the honor of citizenship is 
conferred. Senator JENNER charged that the 
screening of DP's under the present law is 
largely handled by other DP's who h ave never 
been in this country. If he is right, that 
practice should stop immediately. American 
cit izen ship and entry to America should be 
granted only by Americans who know this 
country's needs and who understand the 
American way of life. 

Senator JENNER charged also that employ
ees of the Displaced Persons Commission have 
been ordered by their superiors to eliminate 
all questionable data from reports on DP's 
applying for entry into the United States. 
This 1s the most serious charge he makes. 
If it is true, there should be a wholesale 
clean-up of the Commission. Already the 
American people are suspicious that there are . 
still Communists and fellow travelers work
ing in important Government posts. The 
Displaced Persons Commission would give 
such people an unparalleled opportunity to 
carry out the orders of the Kremlin by 
admitting Communists and other undesir
ables to the United States. 

{From the Chicago Tribune, Tuesday, March 
21, 1950] 

Two HUNDRED DP's RECEIVE MEDICAL CARE BY 
COUNTY 

The Cook County Board of Commissioners 
was notified yesterday by Joseph L. Moss, 
county welfare director, that 200 displaced 
persons in Chicago had become p ublic charges 
last year to the extent of receiving free med
ical treatment in the county hospital. 

Moss, who estimated the medical cost to 
the 200 persons at $21,900, asl{ed the county 
board to approve a policy of admitting dis
placed persons to county hospital only if they 
a1·e emergency cases. He also asked that the 
county attempt to recover medical costs from 
welfare agencies or sponsors of the displaced 
persons. 

EIGHT THOUSAND SETTLE IN ILLINOIS 
Of an estimated a.ooo displaced persons in 

Illinois, about 80 percent have settled in Chi
cago, Moss said. Many who were settled 
downstate gravitated to' Chicago, he said. 

Commissioners expressed concern over the 
county's expenses for displaced persons, ad
mitted to this country under a Federal law, 
and over the failure of many sponsors to look 
after the1r charges properly. 

"What good is a sponsor if a person can't 
go back to him for necessary medical ex
penses?" asked Mrs. Elizabeth .A. Conkey, 
chairman of the board's welfare committee. 
Mrs. Conkey .called a meeting of her com
mittee tomorrow to consider Moss' plan, 
which he said was intended to serve as a 
guide for the welfare department. 

THREE HUNDRED TREATED AT HOSPITAL 
Moss disclosed that a total of 300 displaced 

persons were treated in county hospital last 
year. Bills for 100 of these were paid either 
by the sponsor or a welfare agency. Later, 
he said the only agency which his depart
ment h as been able to collect hospital ex
penses from is the Jewish Family and Com
munity Service, 231 South Wells Street. 

Religious, national, and cultu ral groups 
are the chief sponsors of arrivals, finding 
homes for the displaced persons before they 
arrive here, Moss told the board members. 
In some cas.es, he said, sponsors have suffered 
financial reverses and are unable to pay the 
hospital bills of their charges. 

Fred K. Roehler, State director of welfare, 
said that only one displaced person had be
come a charge -0n the State by being com
mitted to a mental hospital. 

DP's AT THE COUNTY HOSPITAL 
Joseph L. Moss, county welfare commis

sloner, is trying to collect $21,900 due the 
county for treatment received at the county . 
hospital by some 200 displaced persons. · 

Patients at county hospital are supposed 
to pay whatever their means permit. Only 
if they are public charges is treatment free. 
In the case of displaced persons, it is tech
nically impossible for them to be public 
charges, because they were admitted to the 
United States on guaranties of sponsors that 
they would not become so. 

About 300 DP's were admitted to the hos
pital. last year. The charges of 100 were paid 
by their sponsors, some of whom are indi
viduals and some charitable agencies. The 
only agency that met its responsibility was 
the Jewish Family and Community Service. 
Mr. Moss said that he has had difficulty col
lecting from many other sponsors. 

This financial unreliability of sponsors is 
a matter for the attent ion of Congress, which 
is now considering legislation to admit more 
displaced persons. Congress was assured that 
sponsorship would save the taxpayers any 
expense connected with the admissio;n of 
DP's. In practice this has been shown to be 
untrue. Either sponsors should be required 
to post bonds to cover their responsibilities 
or the system should be stricken from the 
law as a mere device to fool the public. , 
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UNITED STATE3 WELFARE UNITS ACCUSED IN 
"GIFT" RACKET IN· GERMANY 

FRAN,I-{FURT, July 13.-American and inter
national welfare and charity organizations 
are deeply involved in multi-million-dollar 
smuggling operations which support the Ger
man black market, an official American Mili
tary Government report revealed today. 

The part played by these agencies, which 
import gift packages for needy Germans, is 
outlin()d in the first report of the United 
States customs group, new American super
visory customs and border control agency in 
Germany. 

The report said : 
"Some of the largest and most respectable 

welfare agencies, through their officials, have 
conspired to bring in large quantities of gift 
shipments, ranging anywhere from foodstuffs 
up to restricted and prohibited machinery 
and other items, duty-free, then have com
mercial firms or nefarious individuals secure 
these items direct from the customs ware
houses and divert them into commercial and 
black':'market channels." 

The report did not name any of the or
ganizations involved. John R. McCarthy, 
chief of the customs group, also declined to 
do so, because cases involving the welfare 
agencies are still under investigation. 

Mr. McCarthy said a very low estimate of 
customs duties anc;. taxes which had been 
evaded by smuggling into western Germany 
amounts to $600,000 annually, with the actual 
worth of the contraband being many times 
that. 

An unofficial countermeasure against the 
·smugglers has been taken by arming the 
border and customs police in the American 
zone. This is a step which was taken earlier 
in the French and British zones. 

Running of contraband across German 
borders "constitutes one of the greatest 
threats to a revival of the German economy," 
and "corrective procedures must be adopted 
ir,1 mediately," the report said. 

ILLINOIS SOCIETY, 
~ONS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 

Chicago, March 8, 1!L 0. 
Hon. Senator PAT McCARRAN, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR McCARRAN: The Illinois 
Society of the Sons of the American Revolu
tion, as a body of 900 descendants of revolu
tionary patriots, declares its opposition to 
H. R. 4567 and any proposed legislation of 
similar intent. 

This bill, leading toward 'an uncontrolled 
immigration, and our leniency of the past 
years is endangering the stability of our 
country. Do not allow any more aliens to 
enter our country than those whose faithful 
intent we can be reasonably sure of. 

Let us promote increased governmental ef
ficiency in the executive branch. Let us not 
neglect such vital issues as immigration, be
cause of present inefficiency in administra
tion. Let us turn the tide on those who 
would relax all control for their political gain. 
Encourage all means, whether through exist
ing or new laws if necessary, to reverse this 
trend. Would you have the American citizen 
drowned out by the organized cries of a sub
versi v3 minority? 

Respectfully, 
JOHN D. RANDALL, 

Historian. 

COLUMBIA, Mo., March 5, 1950. 
Hon. PAT McCARRAN, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. "· 

DEAR SENATOR McCARRAN: For S::!veral 
months I have been reading criticisms 0! 
your attitude on the displaced-persons leg
islation. I do not know the contents of the 
bill. I do not know your reasons, but I do 
know that I have had three displaced per-

sons families on a farm of mine in Missouri. 
I am sure that you are justified in carefully 
screening any eisplaced persons. 
; One family came to my farm and stayed 
only a few hours. They wanted quarters 
where there were no stairs to climb, and, in 
f::ict, this fellow wanted a managerial or a 
secretarial position. He had the idea that 
farms in America were so large that he 
would not be required to do any manual 
labor. He was a law student from Austria. 
Of course, I did not give him work and re
turned him to the parish from w11ich he was 
sent. Another of these families had lived 
in a large city in Poland before the war. 
Ti1e husband had been an electrician and a 
radio repairman. He knew nothing of 
f .crming. He had no desire to farm. His 
constant boast was that everything in Po
land and Germany, and, particularly Ger
many, was superior to America. After stay
ing on the farm a little more than 2 months 
he drifted into a city, and is now doing part
time work as a radio repairman. He vir
tually refuses to learn English, and is con
stantly seeking out perwns with whom he 
can converse in German. The other man 
and "lis wife came from Austria. This man 
knew nothing of farming. In fact, he had 
been a factory worker in Austria. He is now 
on a construction job. He was constantly 
cr'..ticizing methods in America and telling 
how superior everything was in Austria. 

My experience with these people, and the 
information that I have gained from others 
who have had experience with them, con
vinces me that they have no place in Amer
ica. They expect a living without much 
efi'0rt. They oxpcct charity. They seem to 
regarj America only as a reUef from their 
fear of the Russians. I think you are right 
in opposing the opening of a flood gate which 
would permit these people to come to 
America. · 

Very truly yours, 
W. A. BROOK•SHIRE. 

S'!'ATEMENT OF UNITED ACTION COMMITTEE FOR 
EXPELLEES, CHARLES F. GERHARD, CHAIRMAN, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., COOPERATING WITH COM• 
MITTEE FOR CHRISTIAN ACTION IN CENTRAL 
EU.i:OPE, OTTO B. DURHOLZ, SECRETARY, PAT
ERSON, N. J. 

FEBRUARY 1950. 
DEAR FRIEND:. Many Americans still think 

that a DP (displaced person) and an expellee 
a.re one and the same; that expellees are 
getting the same medical care, the same sup
plementary food and clothing rations, and 
the same immigration privileges as the DP's. 
In truth, they are not. 

Broadly speaking, a DP is a displaced per
son of any other nationality or racial origin 
than German. An expellee, on the other 
hand, is a person only of German origin and 
;for that very reason is automatically, by 
law, excluded from the above-mentioned 
forms of aid. The constitution of the IRO 
(International Refugee Organization) ex
pressly denies aid of any kind to persons of 
German ethnic origin. 

The expellees were ruthlessly evicted from · 
their homes in eastern Germany and other 
areas and deprived of practically all their 
possessions. This happened not only with
out protest from our Government, but was 
actually sanctioned in principle by a pact 
agreed to by the United States, Great Britain, 
and Russia. 

We are a group of American citizens who 
feel it our duty to do whatever possible to 
right this grievous crime against an inno
cent people. We offer to those who share 
our viewpoint the following possibilities to 
help: 

1. Write at once to your Senators urging 
their support of the McCarran committee 
bill. . 

2. Ask friends in other cities to do like
wise. 

3. Inform yourself fully about the expel
lees. We shall we glad to furnish additional 

information based on carefully documented 
facts. 

The act passed by the House, H. R. 4567 
(known as the Celler bill) quietly excludes 
the entire racial group ( expellees) which 
outnumbers other displaced persons and con
cerns the most United States relatives; then 
says: "Selection of eligible displaced persons 
shall be made without discrimination in 
favor of or against a race, religion, or na
tional origin." * * * In haste, many of 
our worthy leaders had endorsed the deceit. 
Shocked, they give approval now to the Mc
Carran committee's real thing (McCarran 
committee bill, filed January 24-25, 1950). 
Caution your own Senators and Representa
tives and urg.:i them to back the McCarran 
Judiciary Committee bill. 

We respzctfully solicit your interest and 
support of our great humanitarian task. 
Please keep us informed of your action. 

CHARLES F. GERHARD. 

HOME RE-CONSTRUCTION Co., 
Cleveland, Ohio, March 12, 1950. 

The Honorable PATRICK A. McCARRAN, 
Senate Office B,uilding, · 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR MCCARRAN: If the attached 

articles are factual, and I see no reason for 
doubting them. it begins to seem as though 
instead of increasing the displaced persons 
quota we should materially reduce it. 

·After all, since we have stated restrictions 
covering immigrants, there should be the 
same application in the case of these people 
and while all of us may deeply feel sympathy 
for them, there comes a time when the in
terest of the common peoples of this coun
try, and which these groups din:ctly affect, 
should have some consideration. 
~ith unemployment at a peak', with the 

rellef rolls mounting everywhere, with a 
fictitious industrial prosperity, and with 
plenty of 3tarvation right in this country, 
it is time to close the door. 

Resp~ctfully yours, 
DAVID J', EVANS. 

JUDGE RAPS ENTRY OF INCOMPETENTS 
"Until the United States establishes facili

ties for handling incompetent people, we 
ought not permit admission of more such 
cases." This was the comment of Municipal 
Jud~e C~arles A. Vanik, today after hearing 
Dav!d Friedman, 29, a displaced. perrnn from 
Poland, charged with malicious destruction 
of property. 

Friedman came here in September after 
years in a German concentration camp and 
lives at 603 East One Hundred and Ninth 
Street. He was accused of kicking and break
ing glasF doors on a bookcase in offices of the 
Jewish Family Service Association at 2073 
East Ninth Street. The case was passed to 
March 22. 

Judge Vanik said he would pass his recom
mendations along to the Displaced Persons 
Commission in Washington. 

COMMUNISTS HOPEFUL TRUMAN WILL SUCCEED 
IN ADMI'lTING REFUGEES 

(By George Weller) 
. PRAGUE, CZECHOSLOVAKIA, July 22.-Ameri
ca's proposals for throwing open its doors to ' 
Europe's refugees are 3iving great satisfac
tion to the Communist parties of eastern 
Europe. 

· Nobody wishes more fervently than the 
Communist and semi-Communist regimes
from Poland to Bulgaria-that President 
Truman's plea for the transfer of the refugee 
problem to the United States be fulfilled, and 
the 2tratton bill for the entry of 400,000 dis
placed persons in 4 years be passed. 

The Truman proposals, backed by humani
tarian motives, fit perfectly into the program 
Moscow has been pressing, through all Eu
rope's Communist parties, ever since the 
:war's end. · 
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PROGRAM SIMPLIFIED 

Somewhat over'simplified_ the program can 
be boiled down to: 

1. Get American forces to abandon key 
bases in Europe and go home for good. 

2. Penetrate and break up a!l independent 
Socialist parties until they become depend
ent for existence on Communist tolerance. 

3. Drive westward, if possible, across the 
Atlantic, all fioating anti-Soviet or anti
communist minorities, so as to clear the 
path for the next surge of communism to
ward the English Channel. 

Displaced persons are about 80 to 85 per
cent fugitives from Communist regimes. 
Three-quarters of these speak Germar and 
the rest speak Slavic tongues. i3y blood ~-.hey 
are mixed. 

NUISANCE COMMUNISTS 
As long as they remain in central Europe 

they are a nuisance and even possibly a dan
ger to Communist Parties. Being both Ger
man and Slav at once, and profoundly anti
communist, they can be troublesome to the 
Comintern's next leap across the Rhine
Danube frontier. 

If allowed to settle in Austria, or Germany, 
rather than to be ushered into the United 
States, their peculiar double allegiance for 
Socialist and Centrist Parties is a decided 
annoyance. So Communist Parties every
where try to keep them moving westward. 

In some ways this Comintern attitude 
is like the Soviet attitude toward White Rus
sians after World War I. But DP's ·are some
what harder to kick around because there 
is no broken-down nobility among them and 
there are no doubtful Romanovs. These 
people are plain and earnest and ready to 
settle down anywhere and work with their 
hands. 

In spite of their political beliefs, their 
camps are busy, clean places where everybody 
is simply trying to get a foothold in ordinary 
civilian life, and many are succeeding by 
sheer earnestness and grit. The_ handful of 
small war criminals has been eliminated. 

RUN THEIR OWN AFFAIRS 
Naturally, anti-Communists welcome en

trance into the United States as heartily as 
would three-quarters of Europe's population. 
But, unlike the Jews who comprise the other 
20 percent of Europe's DP's, they have not 
been filled with dreams of overseas migration 
to the United States or Palestine, nor have 
they received special food allowances and 
guards. They run their own affairs without 
aid from the United States Army with a 
minimum of self-pity and political agitation. 

The Comintern today is indiffErent to dis
pl,aced Jews, because their total of about 
160,000 is not important politically, because 
their attitudes are Z.ionist without being 
either pro- or anti-Communist and because 
Soviet policy in the Middle East is generally 
still feeling its way toward replacing Britain 
as a friend · of the Arabs before the United 
States can do so. 

But, with regard to other displaced per
sons, the policy of Russia and the Balkan 
Communist governments is now entering a 
phase of open attack. For example, the 
Oestereichische Zeitung surnamed Newspaper 
of the Soviet Army for the Austrian Popu
lation, plastered its front page this week 
with a diatribe "On Austria's shoulders-the 
displaced persons use up 312,000,000,000 
calories." 

PORTRA n:;D AS GLU'ITONS 
Without stating anywhere that most of 

these calories were grown by American farm
ers and pa1d for by American taxpayers, the 
Red Army's editorialist explained. how, in 
1 year, displaced persons devoured 70,000 
tons of bread, 6,000 tons of meat, 4,600 tons 
of fish, and 40,000 tons <if potatoes. 

This line parallels that used by the Daily 
Worker in London to push out anti-Soviet 
Poles by representing them as gluttons. 

What ls omitted is that these DP's-with 
the exception of children and welfare cases
work 8 to 10 hours daily for what they have 
eaten, that except in the case of Jews, it 
never exceeds 1,550 calori~s a day and that it 
is mostly American. 

The Russian, Polish, Yugoslav, and Ruma
nian boards, which visited the DP camps 
to persuade families to return to their home
lands, have mostly ended their work. They 
picked up few recruits. The Polish sales 
talk was the most successful because the 
Warsaw government promised no bed of 
roses, but hard work and enough to eat. 

FIFTY-FOURTH DISTRICT, 
JUNIOR QUAM STATE COUNCIL, 

Altoona, Pa., March 17, 1950. 
Senator PAT McCARRAN, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MtCARRAN: Enclosed 
·herewith is a copy of a resolution passed 
unanimously by officers and delegates of the 
fifty-fourth State council diatrict, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics. 

A copy of Displaced Persons-Facts Versus 
Fiction, was read and discussed at our meet
ing held February 13, 1950, which resulted in 
the adoption of the resolution. The members 
were high in their praise for the splendid 
work you are doing on the Judiciary Com
mittee, and we trust that you will continue 
this· fight against displaced persons, not pri
marily for the benefit of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, but for the 
benefit of all patriotic minded American 
citizens. 

We need. more level headed representatives 
in the Senate, and in the House, like your
self, who will legislate for the ben.efit of their 
constituents, the American citizens, rather 
than the citizens of Europe or some other 
foreign country. May the Lord strengthen 
you and give you boldness t-0 continue your 
battle against displaced persons' bills. 

Very sincerely yours, _ 
PAUL E. SORGE, 

State Chairman, Le9islative Committee, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics. 

P. S.-I have requested from one of the 
named Representatives in the resolution to 
have the resolution printed in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, but I see he neglected to do 
so for some unknown reason. Could this be 
placed in the Appendix of the RECORD, or is 
it too late now? 

Yours, 
P. E. SORGE. 

Whereas during the past few years bills 
have been passed by the House of Repre
sentatives and the Senate authorizing the 
immigration of several hundred thousand 
so-called displaced persons into the United 
States; and 

Whereas these displaced persons were to be 
brought here on the assumption that they 
would :iave jobs waiting for them, but in
stead, are taking the jobs that rightfully be
long to American citizens ( 4,500,000 of which 
are unemployed) ; and 

Whereas State officials in Maryland esti
mate that 40 percent of the DP's had left their 
sponsoring farms within a week of their ar
rival, thereby disproving their loyalty to their 
sponsors and to the United States; and 

Whereas several Members of Congress, and 
of the Senate, are still busy preparing and 
presenting bills that would permit addi
tional hundreds of thousands of so-called 
displaced persons to reach our shores, rather 
than preparing and presenting bills that 
would benefit the worthy citizens of the 
United States: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the officers and delegates of 
the fifty-fourth State council district, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, in con
vention assembled this 13th day of February 
1950, go on record as being unanimously op
posed to the passage of any bills which would 

permit any additional displaced persons into 
the United States; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
sent to Hon. JAMES E. VAN ZANDT~ Member of 
Congress; a copy to Hon. FRANCIS JOHN 
MYERS, Senator; and a copy to Hon. EDWARD 
MARTIN, Senator; be it further -

Resolved, That a copy be sent to each of 
the Altoona daily newspapers, and that a copy 
be spread upon the minutes of the fifty
fourth State council district, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics. 

JOHN S. GOTTSHALL, 
National Representative. 
ROBERT E. ORBERG, 

State Councilor. 
P. E. SORGE, 

State Legislative Chairman. 
. H. L. RHOADS, 

District Deputy State Councilor. 
P. E. CLARK, 

District Secr.~tary. 

{From the Los Angeles Herald and Express] 
VETERAN SPEAKS 

I read that 43 refugees are coming to Los 
Angeles, sponsored by the International Re
lief Association, and that they have housing 
and jobs awaiting them. 

That is good news, but I am afraid that I 
do not appreciate it. 

I am among hundreds of thousands of 
veterans who served 5 and 6 years in the 
armed forces who were promised job pro
tection and security by a grateful Govern
ment while the shooting was going on-and 
now we are living in trailers, in shacks, in 
garages, and tents. We are walking the 
streets, vainly looking for jobs. And we read 
that 43 refugees are coming to this city to 
good jobs and nice homes. 

Do you blame me for being bitter? 
I believe that as long as c te veteran is 

without a house to live in and as long ~ 
one veteran is unable to find employir,l..t 
we should curb our desire to bring in 
refugees and give them houses and jobs. 

I could give 150 more reasons, but not 
in 150 words. 

M.E.T. 

STEUBEN SOCIE'rY OF AMERICA, 
New York, N. Y., March 24, 1950. 

Hon. PAT McCARRAN, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: It was with consider

able interest that I followed the debate in 
the Senate on the displaced-persons' legis
lation, and I wish to express to you the sin
cere thanks and appreciation or the members 
of the Steuben Society of America for the 
stand taken by you. 

It is our sincere hope that the McCarran 
committee amendments will be voted upon 
favorably when the displaced-persons' bill 
comes up for vote. 

With kindest regards, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

T~o. H. HOFFMANN, 
National Chairman. 

JOHN T. HOFFMANN UNIT, No. 25, 
THE STEUBEN SOCIETY OF AMERICA, 

Yonkers, N. Y., March 13, 1950. 
Senator PAT McCARRAN, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR McCARRAN: The above unit 
of the Steuben Society of America wishes to 
express its sincere gratitude and ·apprecia
tion for your great efforts to effect passage 
of your displaced-persons bill now before 
Congress. 

We sincerely hope that this bill will be 
passed, as we are not in favor of any sub
stitute bill. We can assure you of our deep
est respect and admiration in this matter. 

Very respectfully yours, 
CAROL BAESSLER, 

Secretary. 
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ROCKLAND COUNTY COUNCIL, 

VETERANS OF F0REIGN WARS 
. OF UNITED STATES, 

Spring Valley, N. Y., March 25, 1950. 
Senator PAT MCCARRAN, 

State of Nevada, Chairman of the Sen
ate Commi ttee on the Judiciary, -
Senate of the United States, Wash-
ington, D. C. · 

DEAR Sm: Recently your statement regard
ing the displaced person, Facts Versus Fic
tion, was brought before . the Rockland 
County cquncil for their co.nsideration. 

The Rockland County council, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars of· the United States, has 
gone on record as being opposed to H. R. 
4567 and have so published t:~e fact in the 
local newspapers. 

Also, the Rockland, County council in
structed their delegates to bring this in
formation to the attention of the Rockland 
County Associated Veterans' Council, which 
is an organization composed of all (nine) 
the veterans' organizations in the county 
such as the American Legion, Purple Heart, 
Jewish War Veterans, Catholic War Veter
ans, etc. 

I have been instructed to write to you to 
secure more pamphlets. we· could use from 

· 50 to · 100 if you have them available. If 
there is any expense to be incurred please 
bill Wallace B. Schmipf, Quartermaster, 
Rockland County Council, VFW, Airmont, 

· N.Y. 
Please send the pamphlets to Past County 

Commander Frank Sheridan, Rockland 
County Council, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States, Mountain View Road, 
central Nyack, N. Y. 

Yours truly, 
- KENNETH F. HARNIMAN, 

· Adjutant. 

CORRECTION OF THE RECORD-PRO
CEDURE ON QUORUM CALLS 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I should 
like to have the attention of the Sena
tor from Arizona- [Mr. McFARLAND] to a 
request I desire to make, because I want 
to be certain I am in order. I have no 
desire to proceed out of order. My re-

. quest involves a desire to do two things: 
first, to correct the RECORD, and to make 
a statement to clarify the RECORD in re
gard to a ruling of the Chair which I 
think ought to b.e clarified so that there 
will not be in the RECORD any misun
derstanding of certain action taken last 
night and no precedent will be estab
lished. I think it is perfectly evident 
that we can clear up this matter. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
understand it is agreeable to the Sen
ator from West Virginia that the Sen
ator from Oregon may take the floor to 
correct the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon may correct the RECORD 
without unanimous consent, but he may 
make a statement about the other mat
ter to which he referred only by unani
mous consent. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, that is 
satisfactory. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senator from Oregon 
be permitted to make his statement 
without the Senator from West Virginia 
losing his right to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered, and the Senator 
from Oregon may proceed. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I should 
like to make a brief statement about a 
correction of the RECORD. For the pur
pose of the correction, I refer to the 

RECORD for yesterday, March 29, at page 
4308, in the third column, beginning 
with the words immediately following the 
heading "Recess": 

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the Senate 
stand in recess until 12 o'clock noon to
morrow. 

Mr. LoNG. I suggest the al?sence of a quo
rum. 

Mr. MORSE. On the suggestion of the ab
sence of a quorum I ask for the yeas and 
nays. ' 

Mr. President, I never said that. The 
insertion of that statement at that point 
is a clear mistake on the part of the 
reporter. 

The Journal shows that my request 
for yeas and nays was in regard to the 
motion to take a recess. Of cJurse, it 
is perfectly obvious that I would not have 
asked for the yeas and nays in regard 
to the suggestion of the absence of a quo:. 
rum. That simply would not make par
liamentary sense. 

I ask that the RECORD be corrected in 
regard to this paragraph, in accordance 
with what the Journal shows, namely, 
that the junior S0nator from Oregon 
asked for the yeas and nays on the· mo
tion of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
Mc~ARLAND] ·that the Senate stand in re
cess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The correc
tion will be made. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, !"wish to 
read further, to clarify this matter~ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask for the 
yea.; and nays. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As many as favor the 
request for the yeas and nays will make it 
known by a show of hands. 

Mr. LONG. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator cannot 
do that at this time. 

The request for the yeas and nays is not 
sufficiently seconded. 

As many as favor the motion to recess will 
say "aye." Contrary "no." The "ayes" s·eem 
to have it. 

Mr. MORSE and Mr. DOUGLAS asked for a 
division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A division has been 
asked for. All who favor the motion to re
cess will stand and remain standing until 
counted. 

Mr. MORSE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is in the 

act of dividing at the moment. 
Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from Oregon 

[Mr. MonsE] is standing, and is being counted 
in favor of a recess. · 

Mr. MORSE. Then I shall sit down. 

Mr. President, the point I wish to make 
is that as the RECORD now stands, I think 
there is great danger that it will be used 
as a precedent for holding that a quorum 
cannot be called for when some Member 
of.the Senate moves that the Senate take 
a recess. In the confusion which existed 
in the Senate yesterday afternoon, I 
think a mistaken point of view was left 
with the Senate. The Vice President is 
perfectly capable of speaking for him
self, of course; but I am satisfied th.at he 
did not wish to give the impression that 
a quorum cannot be called for when 
some Senator moves that the Senate take 
a recess. It is my understanding, as I 
have studied the parliamentary pro
cedure of the Senate,·· that whenever a 
motion to take a recess is made, any 
l'.1:ember of the Senate has the right to 

ask for a quorum call, because certainly 
the Senate itself has a right to be here 
when any proposed business is submitted 
to the Senate for action. 

It is true that under our rules a Sena
tor has to follow the procedure of being 
recognized in order to suggest the ab
sence of a quorum; but I submit that the 
language used yesterday showed that 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. LONG] 
.was recognized, because he ·said, "I sug
gest the absence· of a quorum," and the 
Vice President said, "The Senator can
not do that at this time." I submit that 
as the RECORD now reads, that amounted 

. to recognition of the Senator from Loui".' 
siana, and he was in order in making- the 
suggestion of the absence of a quorum 
at that time. 

Mr. President, I speak out of .the high
est of respect for the Vice President, 
and I think he knows that I also speak 
out of love and atf ection for him. My 
only purpose in this matter is the good
intentioned purpose and desire to h~ve 
this matter clarified now, so that in the 
future in the heat of debate on the floor 
of the Senate, when one group of Sena
tors wishes to have a quorum .of the Sen
ate present to pass judgment on a mo
tion that the Senate take a recess, · this 
language in the RECORD of yesterday will 

. not be cited as a pracedent for a ruling 
that a request for a quorum in connection 
with a motion to take a recess is not 
in order. I think it is always in order, 
provided the Senator· suggesting the ab
sence of a quorum is recognized by th~ 
Chair in the proper form. 

I hope the Vice President will under.
stand my good-intentioned purpose in 
raising this point, because. I think the 
present wording c,f the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of yesterday, at the point I have 
indicated, should be clarified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
would like to say that he appreciates 
the candor of the Senator from Oregon 
in making his remarks in regard to this 
matter. There was considerable confu
sion in the liienate late yesterday after
noon. The Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
McFARLAND], in the capacity of acting 
majority leader, was holding the :floor 
and was yielding to various Senators, as 
frequently happens in the late afternoon 
when Senators wish to put various mat
ters in the RECORD or wish to obtain 
unanimous consent for various routine 
purposes. However, strictly speaking, 
that is not in accordance with the rule 
itself, because, technically, a Senator 
who has the :floor does not have the 
right to yield for any purpose except to 
permit another Senator to ask a question 
of him. However, from time immemorial 
in the late afternoon when the Senate is 
about to close its session for the day, 
the majority leader or the acting major
ity leader has been in the habit of obtain
ing the floqr for the purpose of making 
a motion that the Senate take a recess or 
adjourn, and then has withheld that 
motion, but at the same time, while 
holding the floor, has Yielded to other 
Senators who desire to present routine 
matters. That was the situation yester· 
day. 

A Senator who has the floor cannot 
be taken from the floor for the purpose 
of permitting another Senator to _ mak8 
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the point of no quorum, unless the Sena
tor who has the floor yields for that pur
pose; and technically, when he yields for 
the purpose, he yields the floor. 

The Senator from Arizona was carry
ing out the usual custom of holding the 
floor and yielding to Senators. The Sen
ate was in the process of dividing on the 
question of agreeing to the motion that 
the Senate take a recess. The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. LONG], without ad
dressing the Chair and being recognized 
by the Chair for that purpose, suggested 
the absence of a quorum. 

The Chair observed that at that time, 
under ·those circumstances, the Senator 
from Louisiana did not have 'the right 
to make the point of no quorum. The 
Chair did not mean by that, of course, 
that any Senator cannot make a point 
of no quorum ·in connection with any 
motion or any bill or any vote which is 
about to be taken by the Senate; but the 
Chair did not recognize the Senator from 
Louisiana in the midst of the division 
on the question of agreeing to the mo
tion that the Senate take a recess. The 
mere fact that the Chair said that the 
suggestion of the absence of a quorum 
could not be made at that time did not 
indicate: in the Chair's mind, that the 
Chair had recognized the Senator from 
Louisiana for the purpose of permitting 
him to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The Chair recognizes, and has always 
held, that the right to suggest the ab
sence of a quorum is a fundamental 
right. A quorum is always supposed to 
be present or is presumed to be present 
until a point of order is made that a 
quorum is not present. The point of no 
quorum may be withdrawn during the 
process of the roll call, following the 
suggestion of the absence of a quorum, · 
provided no announcement has been 
made by the Chair that a quorum is not 

· present. The absence of a quorum is de
clared officially only when the announce
ment is made by the Chair. 

The Chair appreciates the action of 
the Senator from Oregon m calling at- , 
tention to this matter. The Chair 
wishes the Senator from Oregon to un
derstand that the circumstances which 
prevailed here late yesterday afternoon 
in no way set a precedent in regard to 
the right of a Senator, when properly 
recognized, to suggest the absence of a 
quorum or to make the point that a 
quorum is not present. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to 
say to the Vice President that I appre
ciate very much his explanation. I most 
respectfully point out to him that, as 
the RECORD shows, the Senator from 
Louisiana did suggest the absence of a 
quorum prior to the request for a divi
sion on the question of agreeing to the 
motion that the Senate take a recess; 
and it was at that point that the Vice 
President said: 

The Senator cannot do that at this time. 

The RECORD would seem to indicate-
and my recollection of what happened 
verifies the RECORD on this point--that at 
the time when the Vice President made 
that statement, the "ayes" and "noes" 
had been called for, and apparently at 
that time the count was being taken as 

to the number of hands which had been 
raised on the request for a roll-call vote. 
However, it is my understanding that 
even in the process of the taking of a 
count of hands raised on a request for a 
roll-call vote, a Senator is then in a par
liamentary position to ask the Presiding 
Officer to have the roll called in connec
tion with the suggestion of the absence 
of a quorum at that time. Very often, as 
a count of the hands raised on a request 
for an "aye" and "nay" vote is being 
made, Senators in looking around the 
Chamber and noting the absence of 
many Senators determine that they de
sire to have a quorum present. 

It was at that point that the Senator 
from Louisiana made his suggestion of 
the absence of a quorum, and it was also 
at that point that the Vice President 
said that--

The e ·mator cannot do that at this time. 

It is that point which I wish to have 
clarified, because I most respectfully say 
that, in my judgment, under the rules 
of the Senate, during the counting of the 
hands raised o~ a request for the "ayes" 
and "noes", any Member of the Senate 
has a right at that time, when there is 
business pending, to suggest the absence 
of a quorum. In my opinion, the reply 
of the Vice President himself to the Sen
ator from Louisiana was a recognition 
of the Senator from Louisiana, and, 
therefore, at that point, a quorum call 
should have been ordered automatically. 
That is the position of the junior Sena
tor :::rom Oregon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
would be compelled to disagree with the 
Senator in that respect. While the Chair 
is seeking to ascertain whether a suffi
cient number of hands are raised to order 
a yea-and-nay vote, he is not required 
at that moment to recognize a Senator 
for the purpose of making a point of no 
quorum. The Chair at that time thought 
that, during the process of obtaining a 
consensus of the Senate as to whether 
it wanted a yea-and-nay vote, he had 
the right to complete the process. If 
the process had been completed, and, in 
that case, there was not a sufficient num
ber of hands, if the Senator from Louisi
ana, or any other Senator, had sought 
recognition from the Chair and obtained 
recognition, he certainly could have made 
a point of no quorum. But in the process 
of hand-raising, to determine whether a 
yea-and-nay vote should be ordered, the 
Chair, not having recognized the Senator 
to make a point of no quorum at that 
time, felt that he was justified in the re
mark which· he made, which he did not 
regard as a recognition of the Senator 
for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. MORSE. I shall not argue the 
matter further at this time, because it 
would not be fair to the Senator from 
West Virginia. But I wish to serve no
tice that, at a later date, if an appeal is 
in order, if this is a ruling of the Chair, 
I most respectfully will appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, because I think 
this ruling is very fundamental to the 
rights of individual Senators on the floor 
of the Senate. I think we :tnust be free 
on the floor of the Senate, when the yeas 
and nays are requested, and any Senator 

believes that from the standpoint of his 
, parliamentary advantage or right he 

wants a quorum call at that time, he is 
entitled to it as a matter of right. I 
shall appeal from that ruling of the Chair 
at the appropriate time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT~ The Chair 
would like to say at the moment that 
an appeal from the ruling of the Chair 
made yesterday in regard to a matter 
then pending and which is not pending 
today would not be in order. The Chair 
is perfectly willing for the Senate to vote 
on the propriety of what the Chair did 
ye::;terday, but as a matter of parlia
mentary procedure, an appeal cannot be 
taken at this time, or at any time in the 
future, in regard to a procedure which 
was had yesterday on a point of order. 

Mr. MORSE. I am sure we can work 
out an appropriate procedure for giving 
t:1e Senate an opportunity to vote on the 
parliamentary interpretation of the Vice 
President this morning, because I think 
the statements of the Vice President this 
morning will clearly be a precedent un
less changed by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
very positive in the belief that no Sen
ator can make a motion or proceed in 
any other way to seek action on the part 
of the Senate without being recognized 
by the Chair; and that is as applicable 
to a point of no quorum as 1t is to a 
motion to adjourn or to recess or to offer 
an amendment. Every Senator must be 
recognized by the Chair before he can 
proceed with- a motion or a point of 
order or anything else. The Chair thinks 
the Senator from Oregon agrees with 
that. -

Mr. MORSE. I am in complete agree
ment with that. I simply say I think 
that was done, in fact, yesterday, as the 
RECORD shows, when the Presiding Offi
cer carried on a colloquy with the Sena
tor from Louisiana. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President--
Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I decline 

to yield. I have been standing here for 
about 45 minutes, waiting to proceed. 

~·!.l:r. BRIDGES. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
cannot make a parliamentary inquiry, 
unless the Senator from West Virginia 
yields for that purpose. -

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for that purpose? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield. 
Mr. BRIDGES. I thought we were 

still at that point where we could intro
duce bills and place matters in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; that 
pro·cedure was terminated and the Sen
ator from West Virginia was recognized 
unC.3r unanimous consent given him re
cently, and he yielded to the Senator 
from Oregon for the purpose of a state
ment in regard to the matter which has 
been under discussion. Does the Senator 
from West Virginia yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire for some routine 
matter? 

Mr. NEELY. r · yield. 
Mr. BRIDGES. I thank the Senator 

from West Virginia. 
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<Mr. BRIDGES submitted a statement 

. prepared by him and an a,rticle for print
ing in the Appendix, which are noted 
elsewhere in today's ~ECORD.) 

NATURAL GAS ACT-ARTICLE BY 
MARQUIS CHILDS 

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from West Virginia yield to the 
Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. NEELY. I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 

had intended at the close of the session 
yesterday and following the vote on the 
natural gas bill, to take the opportunity. 
to pay my respects to the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS] for the cou
·rageous and brilliant manner in which 
he led the opposition to the natural gas 
bill. I wanted to assure him that even 
though he did not receive a majority of 
the votes in the Senate of the United 
States, I b~lieve that the people of the 

, United States know that he acted in the 
public interest and support his position. 
I also wanted to assure him that I felt 
confident that the President of the 
United States would veto t~1e bill, and I 
wanted to join in such a request to the 
President. However, I was unable to 
make that statement last night in view 
of the sudden decision of the Senate to 
recess. I therefore take this occasion to 
ask unanimous consent to place in the 
_body of the RECORD these remarks and a 
copy of an article by Marquis Childs 
which appeared in the March 28 issue 
of the Washington Post. 

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

DOUGLAS AND THE KERR BILL 
(By Marquis Childs) 
GAS-MONOPOLY FIGHT 

Being a United States Senator is really 
tough these days if you take your job at all 
seriously. In an earlier day, some high
falutin oratory got you over the rough 
places. 

But in the face of an issue as that pre
sented by Senator ROBERT KERR'S bill to take 
the independent producers of natural gas 
out from under Federal regulation, oratory 
is not enough. It takes hard, thorough, 
conscientious digging into the facts and fig
ures that spell out certain basic economic 
relationships in this country. 

That hard, thorough, conscientious dig
ging is what Senator PAUL DouGLAS, of Illi
nois , has supplied in the controversy now 
moving toward a cli~1ax. His initial speech 
and the part he is playing in the give and 
take of debate constitute a remarkable per-
formance. . 

DOT:JGLAS has got down to the hardpan of 
the argument so that no one can fail to 
see what the realities are if they choose to. 

In the background knowledge he has 
brought to the ;fore and in the way he mar
shals it, DOUGLAS makes old-timers think of 
Senator George Norris at his best. For one 
thing, DOUGLAS' presentation is completely 
in the American tradition. It owes nothing 
to any alien ideology. 

The Senator from Illinois went back to the 
early attempts of State governments to regu
late private monopoly in the gas and electric 
industry. Here, as he pointed out, was none 
of the vital force of competition which can 
and does under our system act to bring 
prices down and give the consumer value 
and quality. 

"This was not," said DouGLAS, !'public 
·ownership. It was an attempt to avoid public 
ownership by ·providing _for private · owner
ship and operation but with public regu
lation to protect consumers and also in
vestors. It was not socialism as some may 
imply, but America's answer to socialism." 

In this last there is good American com
mon sense. It is a sound and valid answer 
to the distorters who cry socialism at every 
form of Government activity. 

But the States found themselves debarred 
from regulating the sale of natural gas trans
ported from one State to another. Only the 
Federal Government has the power to regu
late interstate commerce. For that reason, 
as DouGLAs develops the argument, Congress 
adopted in 1938 a law giving the Federal 
Government through the Federal Power Com
mission authority over the sale and trans
mission of natural gas. 

In the course of the debate the Senator 
has r resented a remarkable array of figures, 
statistical tables, and supporting data. They 
show in a way difficult or impossible to re
fute that the so-called independent pro
ducers are for the most part the big oil com
panies. These companies, which in past 
yaars have shown exceedingly generous prof
its, would be in a position to make an ex
traordinary killing on the basis of the gas 
reserves they own and the contracts now in 
existence, if Congress gives them a go sign. 

DcuGLAs has thoroughly analyzed these 
contracts and he seems to me to knock down 
one of Senator KERR'S chief arguments, which 
is that they provide ' for a fixed price over 
a long period of years. Even if the com
panies were freed from regulation, that is to 
say, they could not hike the price. But 
DouGLAS points out that most of these con
tracts have favored-nation clauses providing 
a:i. increase for the company if it can be 
shown that a higher price is being paid to 
another producer. 

And, incidentally, throughout the debate 
the Senator from Illinois has kept away from 
name calling. He has not felt it necessary 
to impugn Senator KERR'S motives. Consist
ently he has pounded in facts and figures 
and always he's come back to the main 
theme-that the choice is between unrea
sonable profits for a few producers with dras
tically-increased prices to northern consum
ers and, on the other hand, reasonable profits 
and comparatively low prices benefiting mil
lions of citizens. 

The vote on the Kerr bill will be closely 
scanned in a great many States and one rea
son is because Senator DouGLAs has contrib
uted so much toward making the issue crys
tal clear. He got his pre!'~ ration years ago 
when the jerry-built utility empire of Samuel 
Insull was crashing into ruin in Illinois. 

They say that PAUL DOUGLAS is running for 
President, or anyhow Vice -President. He 
puts this aside, sternly saying that all he 
wants to do is be a good Senator. And that, 
in my opinion, is one of the best possible 
ways to run for President. 

ADMISSION OF DISPLACED PERSONS TO 
THE UNITED STATES 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, at the 
conclusion of my address, and not before, 
I shall gladly yield for any questions 
which those present may wish to ask. 

Mr. President-
Man whose heav'n-erected face the smiles of 

love adorn- · 
Man's inhumanity to man makes countless 

thousands mourn. 

To the sad plight of more than a mil
lion victims of man's inhumanity to man 
the sympathetic attention of the Sen
ate is earnestly requested. 

The melancholy tragedy of displaced 
persons which has long been before the 
Sen:-,te was, according to sacred history, 
first enacted in the land of Egypt more 
than 3,600 years ago. Since its first 
visitation, it has distressed many na
tions, afflicted many races and a'gonized 
millions of men, women and children. 
Presumably, it will continue to scourge 
humanity until the angel of the Apoca
lypse, with one foot on land and one on 
sea, proclaims that time shall be no 
more. 

The victims of this tragedy's first en
actment were the children of Israel. 
After their bondage was ended, it cost 40 
yea:·3 of endeavor, toil -and divine as
sistance to transport them from Egypt 
to their home in Canaan-a distance o~ 
only 300 miles. 

Manifestly, relief for the homeless and 
deliverance for the destitute moved al
most as slowly on the way to the Land 
of Promise in the sixteenth century be
fore Christ as they move on the long, 
obstructed, weary way through the 
United States Senate in the twentieth 
century of the Christian era. 

The displaced persons tragedy was 
next presented in Asia, on the banks 
of the Euphrates River 586 years before 
Christ. Again the children of Israel 
were the victims. Nebuchadnezzar and 
his army overran Jerusalem, destroyed 
the temple and carried a way the Jewish 
people to a 70 years' captivity in Babylon. 

It is a singular fact that in both these 
cases, the service of the Almighty was 
required to solve the displacement prob".' 
lem and provide ~,dequate relief. 

Let us remember that Pharaoh and 
his host, who in Egypt had resisted the 
repatriation of the Jews, were all super
naturally drowned in the Red Sea; and 
that Nebuchadnezzar, who was respon~ 
sible for the second great displacement 
of the Jews was, in a most extraordinary 
manner, miraculously and severely pun
ished. He was transformed into a beast 
of the field, made to dwell with the wild 
asses, eat grass like the oxen, and suffer 
the humiliation of having his nails turn 
to bird's claws and his hair into the 
feathers of ari eagle. 

Those who have' long, stubbornly, and 
successfully prevented this country from . 
discharging its full duty to the de.spoiled, 
despairing, displaced sufferers of Europe 
should take warning from these historic 
examples of the tragic results · of op
posing humanitarian relief for the dis
tressed victims of oppression who were 
made in the image of their Creator. 

After the end of the Second World War 
the allied armies, with praiseworthy 
promptitude, liberated more than 8,000,-
000 displaced persons in the European 
theater of operations. Among them were 
three distinct groups: 

First. The homeless, destitute survivors 
of the Jewish communities of Europe. 

Second. The more numerous slave 
laborers who had been driven from their 
homes and who, after their long nights 
of misery and their longer days of agony, 
were released by the allied armies from 
Nazi detention camps and labor stock
ades. 

Third. The refugees from the lands 
overrun by the Communists-lands in 
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which every enlightened democratic con
ception of political liberty had been 
obliterated and every vestige of religious 
freedom had been destroyed. 

The vast majority of these displaced 
persons had one common, burning, 
heartfelt desire-and that was to return 
to their homes. 

By the 1st of January 1947 more than 
7,000,000 of these victims of misfortune 
and distress had been repatriated. But 
in the western zones of occupation of 
Germany and Austria, and in Italy, there 
remained more than a million who could 
not be repatriated. To nave returned 
them to their former homes would have 
been to deliver them to imprisonment, 
persecution, and eventual extermination. 

Russia unhappily insisted that all per
sons whom we held to be displaced should 
be returned to the country of their 
origin-if necessary by force. The 
United States led the democratic nations 
in rejecting this heartless proposal as 
contrary to humanitarian standards of 
governmental action. The free peoples 
of the world then joined in an offer of 
asylum to the million who, like the Son 
of God, had no place to lay their head. 

The contribution of the United States 
to the world program was the displaced 
persons law of the Eightieth Congress. 
Th3 President reluctantly signed it on 
the 25th of June 1948. He, at that time, 
stated that the measure was flagranply 
discriminatory and mocked the Ameri
can tradition of fair play. He called for 
appropriate liberalizing action by the 
Congress tha-:; was to convene on the 3d 
of January, 1949. 

Not in January 1949 but in January 
1950 a bare majority of the Senate Com
mittee on the Judiciary reported amend
ments to the law which other members 
of the committee inform us would not 
only fail to eliminate the restrictive, un
fair, and discriminatory provisions of the 
basic act but would, in fact, add other 
burdensome requirements to the legis
lation. 

THE DEFINITION OF DISPLACED PERSON 

The most injurious new limitation 
proposed by the committee amendments 
is the change in the definition of a dis
placed person. 

The present law accepts the definition 
set forth in the constitution of the In
ternational Refugee Organization. It 
specifically ' excludes war criminals, or
dinary criminals subject to extradition, 
quislings, traitors, those who aided the 
enemy, and what the Organization calls 
persons of German ethnic origin. This 
last phrase is defined as German na
tionals, or members of German minori
ties in other countries who were trans
ferred to Germany or evacuated ·from it, 
or who fled from Germany or into it to 
a void the Allied armies. 

To the International Refugee Organi
zation and to millions of others of good 
will the term "displaced persons" means, 
for the purposes of the pending bill, those 
who, by the Nazis or Fascists, have been 
forced to leave the country of their na
tivity; those who have been reduced to 
slave laborers; and those who have been 
deported for racial, religious, or political 
reasons. 

The amendments offered by a ma
jority of the members of the committee 

propose a new definition of the expres
sion "displaced person" which, to th~ 
irreparable prejudice of those in the 
foregoing categories, would make more 
than 8,000,000 German expellees eligi
ble to share all the benefits of our .dis
placed-persons law. These expellees are 
persons of so-called German ethnic 
origin who, after the war was ended, 
were ousted from the nations which the 
Nazis had overrun and the peoples of 
which they had conquered, pauperized, 
and enslaved. The committee amend
ments would make these Gerr1ians "dis
placed persons" within the meaning of 
the law. Thus they would confus. the 
issue between those who suffered im
measurably at the hands of the Nazis 
and multitudes who benefited greatly by 
Nazi aggression. 

By June 30 of this year the United 
States will have contributed more than 
$200,000,000 for the resettlement of dis
placed persons. If the committee amend
ments become law, we shall next year and 
the year after next still be face to- face 
with the problem of these victims of mis
fortune, and the financial drain upon 
this country will be increased instead of 
diminished. · 

Moreover, the change of definition pro
posed by the com:rp.ittee amendments 
would create hopeless complications in 
existing administrative machinery. Ac
cording to the present definition, we know 
who the displaced persons are; they have 
been registered; facilities have been pro
vided to process them and transport them 
to their destination. Shall we now be
gin the registration of 8,000,000 German 
expellees? Who would care for them? 
Certainly not the International Refugee 
Organization, because under its consti
tution German expellees are not eligible 
for admission to its refugee facilities. 
Vast resettlement accommodations would 
be required. Who would provide them? 
Additional "holding centers" at various 
ports would be indispensable. Who 
would construct them? The Interna
tional Refugee Organization pays for the 
transportation of displaced persons from 
Europe to the United States. But who 
would pay for the transportation of Ger
man expellees? If the law should be 
amended to include them as displaced 
persons, the transportation expense 
would, of course, be paid by the Ameri
can taxpayers, including our veterans 
who fought and bled and suffered to 
prevent the Nazis from conquering the 
world. 

The proposed change in the definition 
is a delusion and a snare. It would keep 
the real displaced persons out; it would 
not bring German expellees in. It has 
been more accurately than euphe
mistically described as a double double
cross. 

The German expellees are entitled to 
serious and sympathetic consideration. 
But they are not entitled to relief under 
this bill. Fortunately the approach to 
the solution of their problem is made 
clear by the proposed substitute amend
ments. These would leave the defini
tion of displaced persons unchanged and. 
create a joint committee of the Sena~e 
and House to investigate the problem of 
the expellees and report its findings to 
the Congress. 

Any aid that is given to the expellees 
should be provided by an international 
organization and not exclusively by the 
American people. -

HOW MANY DISPLACED PERSONS SHALL BE 
ADMITl'ED? 

A second serious defect in the McCar
ran amendments lies in the fact that 
they would reduce the number of Inter
national Refugee Organization displaced 
persons who would be allowed to enter 
this country. The existing law author
izes the admission of 205,000 displaced 
persons and 27,372 expellees. The Mc
Carran amendments would authorize the 
admission of a total of 330,000 persons. 
But because of the deliberate inclusion 
of expellees in the category of displaced 
persons, the amendments would substan
tially reduce the number of displaced 
persons who may enter this country un
der the existing program. 

To adopt the committee amendments 
would be to leave the question of the 
displaced persons of Europe unsettled. 
The International Refugee Organiza
tion has announced that on June 30, 
1950, there will remain, under the exist
ing law, 243,500 displaced persons in 
Germany, . Austria, and Italy. Only 
19,000 of these are in the "hospitalized 
hard core" classification, and ineligibie 
to enter the United States because of 
ill health. Unhappily, these residual 
displaced ones are largely in the care of 
our occupation forces in Europe and 
until they are resettled, they will con
tinue to be a heavy burden to the Amer.:. 
ican taxpayers. 

·The substitute amendments provide 
that the total to be admitted shall be 
increased to 339,000_:_the number origi
nally specified in the bill passed by the 
House. These figures include 10,000 
Greek refugees and 5,000 adopted 
orphans whose admission was recom
mended by the committee. 

If all the visas authorized by this pro
posal should be utilized, our total popu
lation, over a period of 3 years, would be . 
increased by less than a fourth of 1 per
cent. Many of the immigrants would be 
s~ttled in rural areas_; others would live 
with sponsoring relatives in the cities. 
These newcomers would bring us new 
occupational skills and additional tal
ents. They would create an increased 
demand for the services and product.3 of 
our trades and industries. They would 
help us to make this Nation greater, 
stronger, and better than it has ever 
been. 

European immigrants in the past have 
supplied us with innumerable scientific 
processes, inventions, techniques, and in
dustries. Those who come here under 
this act will undoubtedly make valuable 
contributions to the welfare of the 
American people. 

THE ORIGINAL DISCRIMINATORY PROVISIONS 

Under existing law a displaced per
son who arrived in Germany, Austria, or 
Italy after December 22, 1945, is ineligi
ble to enter the United States. This is 
the notorious "date-line requirement," 
which both President Truman and Gov
ernor Dewey criticized as a manifest 
discrimination against Catholics and 
Jews. The committee amendment. 
which proposes to liberalize the law by 
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advancing the ''cut-off" date to the 1st 
of January 1949 is unstintedly approved. 

But the date-line discrimination is 
only one of the detested provisions of 
preference, priority, and unreasonable 
numerical limitations which have bewil
dered, bedeviled, and excluded from im-

. migration to the United States thousands 
of helpless victims of racial hatred 
and religious bigotry. The Committee 
amendments fail to eliminate two of the 
most indefensible of these provisions. 

The first is the limitation that 40 per
cent of the persons eligible to enter the 
United State~ under the law shall come 
from countries which have been "de facto 
annexed by a · foreign power." This 
is the so-called Baltic preference clause, 
which favors a single group on the 
sole ground of national origin. Its dis
crimination has proved to be so unjust 
to the peoples of Poland, Yugoslavia, 
Hungary, Rumania, and other countries 
which have not been annexed by a for
eign power that both Estonia and Latvia, 
which the provision favors, have, through 
their relief organizations in this country, 
asked that it be eliminated from the law. 

The minority report says that this 
"undesirable provision" works to the 
"disfavor of Jewish and Catholic groups." 
This is a masterpiece of understatement. 
The provision, in reality, repudiates the 
American tradition of equality. It vio
lates the American tradition of religious 
liberty. It debases the lofty humani
tarianism that America has uniformly 
practiced for generations and long 
preached to the world. It should be 
stricken from the law in accordance with 
the proposal made by the House. 

The original Displaced Persons Act 
contains a second deplorable discrimi
nation which directs that 30 percent of 
all immigrants admitted under the law 
shall have been previously employed in 
agricultural pursuits. · It was evident, 
even in 1948, that the almost certain con
sequence of this provision would be a re
duction in· the total number of 205,000 
who were eligible to enter the United 
States under other language of the law. 
Exclusively because of the 30-percent 
clause the Displaced Persons Commission 
has been compelled to reduce admissions 
from 16,000 to fewer than 6,000 persons 
a month. The right of entry has been 
denied to more than 10,000 unfortunates 
who, but for this provision, would be 
eligible in every particular, to come to 
our shores: The number of excluded 
ones will increase by 2,000 a month as 
long as this restriction remains in the · 
law. 

This exclusion by indirection of the 
deserving who survived the horror 
camps and gas chambers of Europe can
not be justified. It should be discon
tinued without delay. 

The 30-percent preference for agri
culturists was summarily eliminated by 
the House bill. It would be restored by 
the committee amendments and further 
burdened by a requirement of proof of 
2 years' previous farming experience. 

This preference is peculiarly inhuman, 
because the inability of many of the refu
gees to qualify under this provision is due 
to the fact that the · countries of the.ir 
origin denied them the right to own land 
or obtain training in agriculture. · 
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It has been proved that at the time the 
present law was enacted only 22 percent 
of the displaced persons had previously 
been engaged in agricultural pursuits 
and that of this number, only 6 percent 
were of the Jewish race or faith. What 
possible conclusion-except that of de
liberate discrimination against the 
Jews-can be deduced from the action 
of the majority of the committee in re
taining in their proposed amendments 
the 30-percent agricultural preference 
clause? 

The House bill contains a specific pro
vision which would for bid discrimination 
for or against displaced persons on the 
basis of race, religion, or national origin. 
The committee substituted for this pro
vision one which merely states that the 
selection of displaced persons shall be 
made without discrimination or favorit
ism on account of religion. Does this 
provision mean that the committee fa
vors discrimination against displaced 
persons on the basis of race or national 
origin? If so, the Senate should em
phatically repudiate it, and irrevocably 
reject it. If this is not the intention of 
the committee, then the provision of the 
House bill should be approved. 

Let me briefly contrast the mesh of 
restrictions, priorities and favored cate
gories contained in the proposed com
mittee amendments wiih the forthright, 
simple and direct provisions which the 
committee has embodied in Senate bill 
No. 1165. Does this measure propose to 
give priority in immigration to selected 
victims of the Nazis who spent years in 
displaced persons camps, or offer asy
lum to victims of the Communists who 
fled from eastern Europe to seek polit
ical or religious liberty in the west or, 
in any way, benefit a needy widow, or
phan or other unfortunate person? 

No; it is for none of these humani
tarian purposes. Its object is to satisfy 

· a demand for sheepherders in the West. 
It proposes to make available special 
quota immigration visas for 250 sturdy 
Basque shepherds from Fascist Spain. 

My heartfelt sympathy goes out to 
those members of the committee who are 
responsible for that part of the report 
which declares that "unless skilled and 
competent sheepherders are promptly 
made available, it will be necessary for 
the herds to be progressively reduced." 
If such an emergency exists, relief should 
be sought among displaced persons who 
are qualified to care for sheep. Some 
shepherds have already been admitted; 
more are available. Unfortunately for 
them, they have not been trained under 
the Franco regime. They are merely dis
pl_aced persons within the meaning of the 
International Refugee Organization's 
definition of that expression. 

THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLEXITIES 

Under existing law, responsibility for 
administration is divided between the 
Displaced Persons Commission and the 
consular service of the State Depart-

. ment acting with the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. 

The Displaced Persons Commission has 
limited functions. It determines eligi

. bility for · the benefits of the Displaced 
·Persons Act, and nothing more. As a 
result of the preliminary ·screening by 

· the Commission more than 28 percent 

of the applicants are rejected. To this 
extent the burden of the consular serv
ice is reduced. 

After the Commission has decided that 
an immigrant is eligible under the Dis
placed Persons law, he is sent first to the 
consular service and then to the Immi~ 
gration and Naturalization Service. 
These agencies determine whether the 
displaced person is admissible under the 
ordinary immigration laws. Eligibility 
and admissibility must both be deter
mined, but the procedures and the deci
sions are wholly independent of each 
other. · 

The existing allocation of responsibili
ties was establishEd by mutual agree
ment of these three responsible agen
cies, and experience demonstrates that 
their services have been both effectual 
and economical. 

All this is ignored by the committee 
amendments, which would exclude the 
Displaced Persons Commission from re
sponsibility for preliminary screening 
and have the Immigration and Natural
ization Service and the consular service 
of the State Department make final de
terminations of both eligibility -and ad
missibility. 

These two combined agencies would, 
by some obscure procedure, reach and 
render final decisions. Any review by 
the Board of Immigration Appeals, the 
Attorney General, or even by the Fed
eral courts appears to be precluded. 

The crowning complexity of the com
mittee amendments is contained in the 
astounding provision that the Displaced 
Persons Commission, not the consular 
service or the Immigration and Natu
ralization Service, be directed to draft 
and promulgate regulations to implement 
the law. 

The certain result of the adoption of 
the administrative monstrosities under 
consideration would be to render the 
performance of effectual service impos
sible and virtually prohibit relief under 
a law that is already restricted beyond 
all possibility of satisfactory operation. 

THE CHARGE OF MALADMINISTRATION 

Many who are hostile to the displaced
persons law have again and again 

. charged that there has been a complete 

. break-down in its administration, that 
there is no adequate screening of appli
cants, and little or no regard for personal 
background or political beliefs. 

Screaming headlines· have declared 
that vast numbers of persons who wish 
to enter this country under the 1948 law 
have used fictitious documents and been 
guilty of wholesale misrepresentation, 
perjury, and fraud. 

There is not, to my knowledge, any 
competent evidence to ·sustain these 
.accusations. 

The solution of the problem of im
proper administration of a law lies not 
in the reckless cumulation of restrictive 
provisions, but in a change of its admin-

. istrators. 
The headlong charge of maladminis

tration is completely refuted by the find
ings of a special subcommittee of the 
House Committee on the Judiciary which 
recently investigated in Europe the con
duct .of the displaced-persons program 
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and concluded that on the whole the ad
ministration of the 1948 act is being con
ducted in a diligent and satisfactory 
manner. That excellent report is com
mended to the favorable consideration 
of every Member of the Senate. 

On the subject of false statements and 
false documents the subcommittee con
cluded, after a thorough study of the 
European operation, that such charges 
"could be safely classified either as ru
mor or deliberate misrepresentations in
tended to serve a definite purpose." 

In October 1948 the President explicit
ly instructed the Displaced Persons Com
mission that-

The highest standards of security shall be 
observed at all times in order to guard 
against the entry into the United States of 
persons who may be undesirable from the 
standpoint of the national security. 

The safety measures established for 
the administration of the displaced per
sons program are far more rigorous than 
those contained in any other immigra
tion statute of the United States. 

The security protections provided by 
the genernJ immigration laws consist of 
an inspection by the investigative staff 
of the consular officials overseas coupled 
with a limited inspection upon arrival in 
the United States. 

In the displaced persons program at 
least seven thorough security investiga
tions and inspections are made by Gov
ernment agencies, as follows: 

First. By virtue of law and Executive 
order the Displaced Persons Commission 
maintains a strict supervision of all se
curity service from initial screening to 
final entry into this country. The Com
mission has issued ironclad instructions 
that no one who has ever been a member 
of the Communist, Nazi, Fascist, or re
lated parties, shall be admissible. This 
rule is stricter than any comparable. pro
vision of our general immigration law. 
It is scrupulously obeyed. 

Second. An intensive field investiga
tion is conducted overseas by the Coun
ter Intelligence Corps of the United 
States Army. This comprises a careful, 
on-the-spot, personal investigation in
volving 21 separate investigative proc
esses for each displaced person. 

Third. A special additional investiga
tion is made of any person whose coun
try of origin has been overrun by the 
Russians. 

Fourth. Special laboratories have been 
established abroad for the examination 
and analysis of documents relating to 
eligibility. . · 

Flfth. All displaced persons are exam
ined by the Immigration Service over
seas and reexamined upon arrival in the 
United States. Under this law, the over
seas immigration inspector has what he 
lacks in all other similar immigratiu.n 
matters, namely, the complete file con
cerning the person under investigation. 
Thus .. the immigration inspector and the 
consul make thorough, independent ex
an.inations of the eligibility of every im
mig-rant. 

Sixth. No one can be admitted until 
after he has been checked by the Federal 
B~reau of Investigation. Last November 
the Attorney General's office reported 
that the ·questionable ones among the 

more than 120,000 displaced persons who 
had entered this country would not ex
ceed a twentieth of 1 percent. 

Seventh. No one is permitted to enter 
until after he has been checked and re
checked by the International Refugee 
Organization, of which Russia is not a 
member. 

Finally, the House has suggested the 
following additional protection which is 
included in both the committee and the 
substitute amendments: 

Each applicant for admission would, 
upon arrival, be required to subscribe to 
an oath that he has never been a mem
ber of the Communist Party or of any 
organization designated by the Attorney 
General as communistic, or a member of 
any movement which is or has been 
hostile to the United States. An appli
cant who refused to take this oath would, 
if abroad, be denied a visa; if he had 
entered this country, he would be 
deported. 

It is simply to state a Gospel truth to 
assert that the Government has provided 
greater protection against vlolations of 
the displaced-persons law and more as
surances of its strict enforcement than 
were ever provided in relation to any 
other immigration law enacted by the 
Congress. 

Every fair-minded patriot should be 
grateful to the •Displaced Persons Com
mission, the Counter Intelligence Corps 
of the United States Army, the Immi
gration and Naturalization Service, the 
consular service, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, the International Refugee 
Organization, and to all who have helped 
them carry on the displaced-persons 
program for the high degree of perf ec
tion achieved in preventing the admis
sion- of those who might become a 
menace to our national security. These 
loyal, vigilant agencies have more than 
earned the commendation, "Well done, 
thou good and faithful servants." 

JOB SECURITY AND HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES 

The present law provides that there 
shall be a resettlement plan in the United 
States before immigration is authorized. 
More specifically, assurances are re
quired for suitable employment and for 
safe and sanitary housing as a condi
tion precedent to eligibility for immigra
tion to the United States. 

The regulations of the Displaced Per
sons Commission prohibit the entry into 
this country of any displaced person 
without satisfactory advance guaranties 
that he will be provided employment and 
safe, sanitary housing, without the dis
placement of any other pei:son; that he 
will not become a public charge; and 
that he will be received on arrival and 
transported to his new home. Thus the 
program contains explicit provisions 
which prevent displaced person3 from 
settling in surplus labor areas or from 
depriving anyone here of his home. 

The Commission has received a 
profusion of assurances of adequate co
operation by various sources, namely, in
dividual sponsors, relatives and friends, 
domestic and international voluntary 
charitable agencies, and State commis
sions or committees established by the 
Governors of more than half the 'States. 

Opposition to the liberalization of the 
law for fear that it might injure labor is 
without a shadow of justification, as 
shown by the statements of great labor 
leaders. · 

While the House was recently consid
ering liberalizing amendments to the bill, 
Mr. William Green, president of the 
American Federation of Labor, declared 
that-

The United States should admit a hundred 
thousand displaced persons a year for 4 
years. We feel that this would be both 
morally and economically sound, and cer
tainly should not have any ~dverse effect on 
our economy. 

At about the same time, Mr. Philip 
Murray, president of the Congress of In
dustrial Organizations, stated that--

The Congress of Industrial Organizations, 
at its tenth constitutional convention in 
November 1948, passed a resolution which 
endorsed the concepts which subsequently 
have been incorporated into the :M:cGrath-

. Neely bill (S. 311) and the Celler bill (H. R. 
1344). 

We do not think that the alleged economic 
maladjustments, whether prolonged or cor
rected, have any bearing upon the question 
of the admission of displaced persons. 
Therefore, we endorse wholeheartedly the 
:M:cGrath-Neely and Celler bills which will 
permit the entry of 400,000 displaced persons 
into the United States without the restric
tions contained in the Displaced Persons Act 
of 1948. 

On February 17, 1950, the executive 
council of the American Federation of 
Labor unanimously urged the enactment 
of a ·series of liberalizing amendments 
to the present law, which are embodied 
in the House bill and which are, in sub
stance, contained in the substitute 
amendments now before the Senate. 

Facts stated in a report made by the 
Department of Labor last December con
clusively prove that the displaced per
sons who may be . resettled in any par
ticular area are so few that they should 
be considered entirely negligible from the 
unemployment point of view. 

Any . effort . to restrict the proposed 
carefully controlled and limited immi-

. gration of displaced persons because of 
alleged employment scarcity or national 
housing deficiency should be attributed 
not to a desire to protect or serve Ameri
can labor but to the unworthy determi
nation to withhold refuge from the vic
tims of race hatred and religious prej
udice. 

THE CHARGE OF LOBBYING 

It has been repeatedly charged and 
frequently intimated that the advocates 
of humanitarian amendments to the dis
placed-persons law have been unduly in
fluenced by some mysterious, powerful 
lobby. 
If it were so, it was a grievous fault, 
And grievously hath (not Caesar but) the 

suffering displaced persons answer'd it. 

But here, under leave of Brutus and 
all the other honorable antireformers, 
let me tell the story in a different way. 

Recently a relevnnt telegram signed by 
10 well-known,· outstanding Americans 
was received by the ivrembers of the Sen
ate. It was in the following language: 

As Americans we are deeply concerned that 
· our country fulfill our moral obligation and 

international commitment tb find new demo-
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cratic homelands for th!? helpless displaced 
human beings under our care in Europe. 

..Therefore, we respectfully petition the Mem
bers of the United States Senate to approve 
the substitute amendments to the Displaced 
Persons Act of 1948 presented by Senators 
FERGUSON, GRAHAM, and KILGORE. It is our 
sincere and heartfelt conviction that with
out these amendments it is impossible for 
us to create a displaced-persons law that 
will enable our Nation to admit our share of 
displaced persons in a just, humane, and fair 
way. 

That message was signed by Gen. 
Lucius D. Clay, Mrs. Franklin D. Roose
velt, James A. 'Farley, Maj. Gen. William 
J. Donovan, James F. O'Neil, Judge 
Joseph Proskauer, James L. Kraft, Mark 
Ethridge, Fred Lazarus, and Harry 
Bullis. 

Do the honorable antiref ormers con
sider all these eminent ones lobbyists? 

On February 23, 1950, a joint state
ment was issued by the National Catholic 
Welfare Conference, the Federal Council 
of the Churches of Christ in America, the 
Synagogue Council of America, and the 
National Lutheran Council, which con
tained the following: 

We want you to know that tnroughout 
America there continues a grave sense of re
sponsibility for helping the displaced per
sons still homeless in Europe. Many Ameri
can citizens have dedicated themselves to 
offering new homes and new opportunities 
of work in America to displaced persons. 

We feel that the substitute amendments 
most closely reach the objectives which have 
been recommended by our various groups 
concerned with the resettlement of displaced 
persons, and represent an advance toward a 
workable, just, and humane law. 

Do the antiref ormers consider all these 
religious organizations lobbies? 

Regardless of their politics, the gover
nors of 23 States-including such popu
lous ones as New York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, and 
California-have appealed to the Con
gress to liberalize the displaced persons 
law. Are these illustrious governors lob
byists, seeking to serve s9me selfish end, 
or are they in reality the honorable, 
humanitarian statesmen and patriots 
which millions believe them to be? 

The Democratic platform of 1948-the 
most authoritative statement of the faith 
of the true democracy of the Nation-
says: 

We pledge ourselves to legislation to admit 
a minimum of 400,000 displaced persons 
found eligible for United States citizenship 
without discrimination as to race or religion. 
We condemn the undemocratic action of the 
Republican Eightieth Congress in passing an 
inadequate and bigoted bill for this purpose, 
which law imposes un-American restrictions 
based on race and religion upon such ad
missions. 

Is this the pronouncement and pledge 
of a sinister lobby? 

Did ' the United States Chamber of 
Commerce attempt to lobby by sending 
to each Member of the Senate an urgent, 
written request for favorable action on 
H. R. 4567, the original House bill? 

Shall we spurn the resolutions of the 
American Federation of Labor and the 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, 
and the appeal of the Farm Bureau Fed
eration for favorable consideration of the 
liberal House bill, on the ground that all 

these praiseworthy organizations have 
become lobbies? 

Mr. President, when the outstanding 
associations of religion, American labor, 
business, and agriculture, and the most 
distinguished representa.tives of the 
clergy, of commerce, of the press, and of 
the academic and cultural life of America 
all join in a common plea for the relief 
of innocent, suffering human beings who 
are helpless victims of Nazi tyranny, or 
who are political refugees .from the 
devastating blight of communism, it :Ls 
time for the Senate to act, and act re
sponsively, instead of evasively hurling 
charges of lobbying at those who are 
striving to rescu.e thousands who, with
out our aid, will be doomed to perish in 
despair. 

Those whom we have quoted demand 
a humane displaced persons law. They 
reject the discriminations of the original 
act and the committee amendments. 
They vigorously recommend the hu
manitarian provisions of the substitute 
amendments. This recommendation is 
beneficent and just. It should be un
hesitatingly accepted. 

THE IMMIGRANTS' CONTRmUTION TO OUR 
GENERAL WELFARE 

Immigrants have long, generously, and 
unfailingly contributed their means and 
brain and brawn to the exalted enter
prise of making the United States the 
greatest Nation in the world. All 
Americans, except the Indians, are immi
grants or descendants of immigrants. 
Therefore, our traditions, mode of life, 
political economy, and civil and religious 
liberties have practically all _ been 
brought to us from foreign lands. 

The immortal Washington earnestly 
appealed to his countrymen-
humbly and fervently to beseech the kind 
author of these blessings to render this coun
try more and more a safe and propitious asy• 
lum for the unfortunate of other countries. 

The illustrious Jefferson propounded 
the searching inquiry: 

Shall we refuse to the unhappy fugitives 
from distress that hospitality which the sav
ages of the wilderness extended to our fath
ers arriving in this land? Shall oppressed 
humanity find no asylum on this globe? 

The wisdom of Washington's admoni
tion, and the implied answer to Jeffer
son's interrogatory are manifest in the 
solution of the problem of utilizing 
atomic energy. 

Many non-Jewish scientists rendered 
great service in solving the riddle of the 
atom. But it is nevertheless true that 
without the aid of the profound knowl
edge and tireless endeavor of the famous 
Jewish doctors, Albert Einstein, Lisa 
Meitner, Franz Eugen Simon, Robert 
Frisch, J. Robert Oppenheimer, and 
Prof. Rudolf Peierls, we would still be 
without the atomic bomb. Without the 
atomic bomb we would, in all probability, 
have long since been involved in a third 
world war. 

Professor Peierls, who was born in 
Berlin, fled from German persecution to 
England in 1933. While Dr. Meitner 
was investigating the atom, the Nazis ex
pelled her from Berlin University. About 
the time she made her·atomic discoveries 
she was exiled from Germany because 
she was a jewess. The Nazis drove Dr. 

Frisch from the University of Hamburg 
and made it necessary for him to seek 
safety and freedom abroad. But for 
the Nazi persecution of the Jews, Ger
many, not the United States, would un
doubtedly have become the beneficiary of 
all that these preeminent scientists had 
learned about the atom. 

A refugee from Mussolini's Fascist dic
tatorship who escaped penniless from 
his native country, Enrico Fermi, was 
entrusted with the dangerous and deli
cate task of erecting and operating the 
first plutonium pile at Chicago. His 
chief associate was a Hungarian refugee, 
Leo Szilard. Their successful construc
tion and operation of this first pile con
stitute one of the world's most brilliant 
achievements in the practical application 
of theoretical knowledge. 

The list does not end with Fermi and 
Szilard. Samuel Goudsmidt, a Dutch 
Jewish refugee, Teller, Rabi, Wigner, 
Weisskopf, and Pauling-all immigrants 
or refugees-made vital contributions to 
our stock pile of knowledge of the atom. 

It is perhaps too much to believe, but 
certainly not too much to hope, that our 
comparatively few but extremely ener
getic race haters, regardless of their 
rank or station, will fully realize that 
these staggering losses of intelligence, 

. invention, and discovery by the Nazis 
were caused by stupid bigotry and sense
less cruelty. If our noisy, reckless little 
Hitlers cannot, for righteou~ness' sake, 
restrain their hatred and their vilifica
tion of the racial and religious minori
ties in our midst, they should, for the 
selfish purpose of promoting their own 
welfare and that of their country, for
sake their evil ways before the!r folly 
afflicts the people of the United States 
with losses similar to those which the 
Axis Powers suffered as the result of 
scourging Jewish genius, Jewish ma
terial wealth, and Jewish spiritual 
blessings from their wicked lands. 

At one time our enemies in the last 
war had within their control most of the 
brilliant minds which conceived the first 
atomic bomb. They lost them because 
of their 'abominable policy of racial and 
religious persecution. Not our vast ma
terial resources nor our great generals 
nor our renowned scientists gave us all 
our leadership in the field of atomic 
energy. ·Our grant of asylum and the 
assurance of freedom to those willing to 
help bear our burdens, fight our battles, 
and share our fate rendered possible our 
absolute supremacy in the atomic field. 

If the proposed committee amend
ments had been in effect, it is doubtful 
whether any of the refugee scientists 
who transmuted into reality the fan
tastic dream of the atom bomb would 
have been able to enter the United 
States. 

Every hour of our history presents a 
fresh refutation of the error of the views 
·that we should now repudiate the prin
ciple of asylum; that tolerance has 
ceased to be a virtue; and that humani
tarian service is a luxury which the 
American people can no longer afford. 

Mr. President, let me entreat the Sen
ate to accept the substitute amendments 
as a whole. They do not contain certain 
provisions which the distinguished Sen
ator McGrath, now Attorney General, 
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and I included in S. 311 which we intro
duced more than a year ago; they are, 
in some particulars, less desirable than 
the House bill. But they nevertheless 
propose l!larked improvements over 
the committee recommendations. If 
adopted, they' would blot out the most 
obnoxious features of the 1948 act. 

Let us reject the proposed committee 
amendments which would leave unim
paired most of the present law's dis
crimination and prejudice and which 
would diminish the act's effectiveness 
and increase the hardships of its opera
tion. 

Let us, by adopting the . substitute 
amendments, prepare fully _to cooperate 
with all the other nations of good will in 
relieving distress and providing oppor
tunities for the enjoyment of life by the 
penniless, persecuted, and deserving dis
placed persons who now hopefully and 
prayerfully await the extension of our 
strong and generous helping hands. 

Let us provide an adequate opportu
nity for- our full share of the worthy 
displaced persons of Europe to come 
unto us, to the end that they may find 
prosperity, happiness, and peace for 
themselves and severally enrich this Na
tion as it was enriched by the hero of 
the following story: 

At a meeting of school children in New 
York to celebrate the Fourth of July, one 
boy, a descendant of native Americans, spoke 
as follows: 

"I am an American. My father belongs to 
the Sons of the Revolution; rhy mother be
iongs to the Colonial Dames; one of my an
cestors threw tea overboard in Boston Har
bor; another stood his ground with Warren; 
another hungered with Washington· at Val~ey 
Forge. My forefathers were of America in the 
making. They cleared her forests, they com
manded her ships. They spoke in her coun
cil halls, they died on her battlefields. 
Dawns reddened and paled; stanch · hearts 
of mine beat faster as each new star was 
added to the Nation's flag. Keen eyes of 
mine foresaw this Nation's greater glory, the 
sweep of her seas, the plenty of her plains, 
the man-hives in her billion-wired cities. 
Every drop of blood in me holds a heritage of 
patriotism. I am proud of my past. I am 
proud that I am an American." 

Then a foreign-born boy arose and said: 
- "I am an American. My father was an atom 
of dust; iny mother was a straw in the wind 
to his serene majesty; one of my ancestors 
died in the mines of Siberia; another was 
crippled for life by 20 blows of the knout; 
another was killed defending his home dur
ing a massacre of the peasants. The history 
of my ancestors is a trail of blood to the 
palace gate of the great white czar. But 
then a dream came-the dream of America. 
In the light of liberty's torch, the atom of 
dust, which was my father, became a man, 
and the straw in the wind, which was my 
mother 1 became a woman for the first time. 

· "'See,' said my father, pointing to ari. 
American flag that .fluttered near, 'tha1; glo-: 
rious banner of stars and stripes is yours. It 
is the emblem of the promised land". It is, 
my son, the sublime hope- of the humanity 
of all the world. Live for it. If need be, fight 
for it. If necessary, die for it.' 

"Under the open sky of my new country I 
swore to obey my father's admonition, and 
every drop of blood in my veins will kee.p 
that vow. I am proud of my future. I an+ 
proud that I, too, am an American." 

Mr. President, let us, by the adoption 
of the substitute amendments, prove our
selves worthy of fellowship with this 
exemplary, patriotic immigrant boy, 

Thus, let us demonstrate our gratitude 
to him and pave the way for boys of his 
nobility, who are languishing in dis
placed-persons camps, to come here to 
help him and us fight battles for democ
racy, win victories for humanity and so 
fortify our priceless heritage of right
eousness, happiness and peace that it will 
continue to bless us and our posterity 
forever. 

By the final vote, let us-
Throw out the lifeline to danger-fraught 

men, 
Sinking in anguish where we've never been. 
Soon will the season of rescue be o'er, 
Soon win they drift to eternity's shore. 
Haste then, my brothers, no time for delay, 
But throw out the lifeline and save them 

today. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. - Mr. President, at 
this moment I wish to pay tribute to the 
marvelous, moving, stirring, and inspir
. ational address which has just been de-
livered by our distinguished colleague, 
the junior Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. NEELYJ. The Senator from West 
Virginia has stated the case for the sub
stitute amendments sponsored by him
self, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
FERGUSON], the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. GRAHAM], the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KILGORE], and 
other Senators, to the displaced-persons 
bill; and he has done so in a manner 
which should appeal to all decent, right
eous, and fair-minded men and women. 
I think he has served more or less as a 
prophet in our midst, and has reiterated 
the words of the Good Samaritan. 

As one of his ·colleagues and friends, 
I wish to express my deep gratification 
and personal tribute for the ·manner in 
which he has stated the case and urged 
the Congress of the United States to live 
up to its great heritage as a parliai:pen- · 
tary institution· of a free people. 

I hope every Senator will read the re
marks of the distinguished junior Sen
ator from West Virginia, and not only 
will read them but will read them in the 
spirit -of humility, of understanding, and 
of compassion, because that is the tone 
in wh5.ch the address wa::i delivered. His' 
profound understanding of the humani
tarian motivation of the so-called dis
placed persons legislation brings great 
comfort and joy to my heart, and I know 
that if his words could be heard by the 
150,000,000 Americans whose hearts are 
good and true, there would be no doubt 
as to how this proposed legislation would 
finally be written and sent to the Presi
dent for his signature. 
· So, as one of its colleagues, I say agafn; 
thank God that we have men of such 
conviction and of such profound under
standing, and I feel it a great honor to 
serve in a body of men dedicated to the 
proposition of human freedom, where 
one of those men is such as our colleague 
from West Virginia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. CHAVEZ and Mr. LEHMAN ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
THOMAS of Oklahoma in the c.hair). 
Th~ Sartator from New Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I ask that amendment 
A to the bill H. R. 5472 be taken up at 
this time. 

Mr. HUMPHRE-¥ and Mr. LEHMAN 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for half a minute's time? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I said 
yesterday that this bill has baen delayed 
for 6 months. I have been patient and 
tolerant. I know that even my good 
friend from New York is interested in 
the provisions of this bill, because he has 
asked that some amendments ,be consid
ered in connection with the bill, and I 
insist on the regular order. I do not have 
in mind anything the Senate may t.ave 
agreed to heretofore by way of unani
mous consent, but I will not . yield for 
any other purpose. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. fait not true that 
there is the unanimous-consent agree
ment that the Senator from New Hamp
shire shall address the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the under
standing. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I understand that, but 
we cannot wait all day for the Senator. 
I ask for· the regular · order. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unani
mous consent has been granted for the 
Senator from New Hampshire to address 
the Senate at this time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from New Hampshire does not 
seem to be present, and while I am most 
desirous of cooperating with the Senator 
from New Mexic;o, -I, as the ·acting ma
jority leader, feel somewhat compelled to 
fallow the unanimous-consent arrange
ment. May I again inquire of the Chair 
as to whether it is necessary that we fol
low the unanimous-consent agreement? 
· Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair holds that it is necessary. If the 
Senator from New Hampshire were on 
the floor, the present occupant of the 
chair would recognize him. 

Mr. McCA~THY, -Mr. McCARRAN, 
and Mr. CHAVEZ addressed the Chair; 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President-
The - PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

junior Senator from Minnesota has the 
floor. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I suggest that the 
Senate proceed with the business ·at 
hand, which Js in charge of the Senator 
from New Mexico, but I may say that 
when the Senator from New Hampshire 
comes in, it appears to me that he should 
be permitted to have the opportunity of 
fulfilling his unanimous-consent ar
rangement to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I do not 
object to the unallimous-consent agree
ment but the three or four amendments 
which have been submitted by the com
mittee could be acted on while we are 
waiting for the Senator from New Hamp
shire under the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state the inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we proceed under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, and 
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the Senator from New Mexico is allowed 
to proceed temporarily, am I correct in 
understanding that the Senator from 
New Hampshire may take the floor when 
he arrives? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair would hold that he can be recog
nized any time he is on the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest we allow the 
the Senator from New Mexico to pro
ceed with the presentation of his amend
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New Mexico is recognized. 

FLOOD CONTROL AND RIVERS AND 
HARBORS 

The Senate resumed the considera
tion of the bill <H. R. 5472) authorizing 
the construction, repair, and preserva
tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors for navigation, flood control, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I ask consideration of 
amendment A of the committee amend
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 53, after 
line 15, it · is proposed to add the 
following: 

The sum of $1,500,000 additional is au
thorized to be appropriated and expended by 
the Federal Power Commission for carrying 
out any examinations and surveys provided 
for in this act or any other acts of Con
gress, to be prosecuted by the Federal Power 
Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. McCARRAN and Mr. McCARTHY 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent out of order to in
sert in the RECORD certain articles, edi
torials, statements, and resolutions bear
ing on the subject of displaced persons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without . 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President---
• The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from-Wisconsin. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
have some remarks that will take some 
considerable time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state the inquiry. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Does not the Sen
ator from New Mexico have the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. He 
cannot hold the floor indefinitely. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator from 
New Mexico has not yet yielded the floor, 
has he, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New Mexico called up an 
amendment. The amendment was 
agreed to, and then the floor was again 
open. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, it 
was my understanding that the Senator 
from New Mexico was about to explain 
the amendment before there was any 
vote taken on the amendment. It is 
the intention of the acting majority 
leader to have a quorum call, before we 

act on any of these amendments. I be
lieve that is only fair and appropriate. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Then I shall make a 
motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to reconsidering the vote by 
which the committee amendment let
tered A was just adopted? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
understand 1 have the floor, in which 
case I shall be glad to yield to the Sena
tor from New Mexico to make any re
marks he cares to make. The question 
is, Do I have the floor at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognized the Senator from Wis
consin. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I ask unanimous 
consent to be allowed to yield, so that 
the Senator from New Mexico may finish 
his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Sena tor from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, it 

was my understanding that the Senator 
from New Mexico was bringing before 
the Senate the unfinished bu'siness, 
namely, the bill, H. R. 5472, and that, in 
connection with the committee amend
ment lettered A, he desired an oppor
tunity to explain it. In the meantime, 
the Senator from Wisconsin obtained 
recognition by the Chair, without the 
Senator from New Mexico having yielded 
the floor. I ask for a clarification of the 
parliamentary situation, because the 
Senator from New Mexico has not yielded 
the floor; he is still on his feet; he has 
not resumed his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair ordered the amendment stated for 
the information of the Senate. After 
the amendment was stated, it was be
fore the Senate, and, there being no one 
interested, seemingly, or specially, the 
Chair put the question, and the amend
ment was agreed to. Thereafter, the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to was reconsidered. It is within the 
province of the Chair to recognize any 
Senator who seeks recognition, but the 
Chair holds that a Senator may not take 
the floor and hold it indefinitely when 
other Senators seek recognition--

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is· 
especially true, when business is being 
transacted, when amendments are being 
taken up and considered. The Senator 
from New Mexico will state the inquiry. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Will the Senator from 
Wisconsin yield in order that I may pro
pound a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am very glad to 
yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. As I understand, after 
I called up the amendment, which was 
read to the Senate, the amendment was 
subject to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Based on that, the Sen
ator from Wisconsin addressed the Chair 

and received r·ecognition. Is that cor
rect? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President-
Mr. McCARTHY. I may say at this 

time, I have no desire whatever to pre
vent the Senator from New Mexico dis
cussing his amendment, and I shall be 
glad to yield to him, if I can get unani
mous consent, so that I shall not thereby 
lose the floor. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I wish 
to say, in order to clarify the matter, 
there are but three or four committee 
amendments, to which there is no op
position whatever. They are regular 
committee amendments affecting the 
pending bill. After they have been acted 
upon, I should have no objection, who
ever gets the floor I think we should 
make some headway on the program. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Then, Mr. Pres
ident, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may yield to the Senator from New Mex
ico, in order that he may present his 
amendments, and that I may do so 
without losing the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Reserving the right 
to object--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Oregon is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I am 
sure I find myself in agreement with 
the Senator from New Mexico on the 
amendments. Nevertheless, I think it is 
of great importance that we at all times 
protect the rights of Members of the 
Senate, within the precincts of the Sen
ate. The junior Senator from Oregon is 
greatly disturbed about a tendency he 
has noted in the Senate to overlook the 
rights of minorities within the Senate. 
At a later hour, I shall discuss what I 
think is a very unfortunate precedent 
which was established yesterday in re
gard to the rights of Senators in con
nection with quorum calls. In order to 
make certain that my colleagues in the 
Senate are fully informed as to the con
tents of these amendments, with which 
I find rr1yself in agreement, I cannot give 
my consent to the request of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, unless we can also have 
the understanding that he will yield for 
the purpose of a quorum call at this time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, re
serving the right to object--- ·~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not the situa
tion that there is already a unanimous
consent agreement permitting the Sena
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES] 
to address the Senate, which unani
mous-consent agreement is still in 
effect? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands there is. But the 
Senator who has the permission is not on 
the floor and therefore cannot be recog
nized. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, be
fore I yield any further, I may say I had 
discussed the unanimous-consent agree
ment with the Senator from New Hamp
shire, and he said he would forfeit his 
right under the unanimous-consent 
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agreement, in order that I might address 
the Senate today upon the matter about 
which I am going to speak. But I should 
like--

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--. 
Mr. McCARTHY. I should like, of 

course, to accord the Senator from New 
Mexico the right to make the remarks 
whic11 he wants to make. I cannot do 
that, of course, without unanimous con
sent, without losing the floor. 

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

Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Reserving the right to 

object-and I think it has gone beyond 
the right to object now-the Senator 
from Wisconsin was given the right in 
his own right to occupy the floor. 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. And he did so. The 

Senator has a right to discuss any 
amendment, even if he talks about some 
other matters, as I understand he . in
tends to do. I also agree with the Sena
tor from Oregon that the rights of the 
Senator should be protected. All I ask 
is that; pending that discussion-and the 
Senator from Wisconsin has agreed
we proceed for at least 4 or 5 minutes 
with noncontroversial committee amend
ments to the pending bill, which is now 
before the Senate, without the Senator 
from Wisconsin losing the floor. 

Mr. MORSE. Reserving the right to 
object, the Senator from New Mexico 
says that the amendments are noncon
troversial. I am satisfied they are non
controversial, but none of us can speak 
for the other Members of the Senate 
who are not present. There may be a 
colleague who believes the amendments 
to '.le entirely controversial, for aught 
I know. Therefore, Mr. President, I 
must hold to my general practice of in
sisting upon a quorum call before busi
ness is transacted in the Senate. Ab
sent Senators were not aware of the . 
fact that these amendments were going 
to be presented. I think it is only a 
matter of fairness to them that the ab
sence of a quorum be suggested. There
fore I shall object to the consideration 
of the amendments until a quorum is 
present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield for. the 
suggestion. of the absence of a quorum? . 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall be glad to 
yield for that purpose, if by so doing I 
shall not lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec
retary will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 

Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
Gillette 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hendrickson 
Hicken looper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Hunt 

Ives 
Jenner 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kefauver 
Kem 
Kerr 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Langer 
Lehman 
Lodge 
Long 
Mc Carran 
McCarthy 

McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon . 
Magnuson 
Malone 
Millikin 
Morse 
Mundt 
Murray 
Neely 

O'Conor 
O'Mahoney 
Robe"rtson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith, N. J . 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Taft 
Taylor 

Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Th ye 
Tobey 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Withers 
Young 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo-
rum is present. · 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
now ask unanimous consent that I may 
yield for not to exceed 10 minutes to the 
Senator from New Mexico to present his 
amendments, and that thereafter I may 
yield for a short statement by the Sen
ator from New York, with the under
standing that no other matters will be 
brought up except the committee amend
ments, and that if the consideration of 
the committee amendments takes more 
than 15 minutes, let us say, I may refuse 
to yield further, and that I shall not yield 
the floor. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, this is 
in the natur·e of a unanimous consent re
quest, and reserving the right to object, 
I may say that I do not know anything 
about the amendments the distinguished 
s ·enator from New Mexico would like to 
have adopted. I suppose they are c9m
mittee . amendments which came from 
the committee, probably after the·. bill 
was written up, but inasmuch as we will 
be asked to act on the amendments, I 
feel that it would not be in the interest 
of orderly procedure to try to act 9n 
them in a hurry, if that is what will be 
attempted. . 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President--
Mr. WHERRY. I am reserving the 

right to object. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. WHERRY. While I am in total 

sympathy with the effort of the Senator 
from New Mexico to get his bill acted on, 
inasmuch as 10 minutes is the time to be 
allotted to the consideration of the 
amendments, I feel that an objection 
should be made, and that the Senator 
from Wisconsin should proceed, and 
that after the Senator from· Wisconsin 
has concluded, the amendments may be 
taken up and acted on in an orderly 
fashion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MAGNUSON in the chair). Does the Sen
ator from Nebraska object? 

Mr. WHERRY. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFI.CER. The 

Senator from Nebraska objects. The 
Senator from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
IvEsJ has indicated that he has a very 
brief statement which he is interested 
in getting into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent that the Senator from New York 

·be permitted to make a brief statement : 
without the Senator from Wisconsin 
losing the floor. 

Mr. WHERRY. I object, for the same 
reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Nebraska objects. The 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

COM~UNISTS IN GOVERNMENT SERVICE 

-Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, for 
the convenience of the press mainly, I 
ask unanimous consent to have my en
tire speech inserted in the RECORD at this 
time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I am 
not quite sure that I understood the 
request. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the 
Chair state the request. The Senator 
from Wisconsin asks unanimous con
sent that his speech, and the Chair pre
sumes he means his written speech, 
which he has in front of him, be placed 
in the RECORD at this point. Is there 
objection? · 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I 
object. I think he should read his ad
dress. I believe objection always has 
been urged to such procedure as that 
suggested. · 

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me make my
self clear. I intend to read the address, 
but members of the press came to me 
and asked if I would not have it intro
duced into the RECORD .before I started 
to read it, for their convenience. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from New Mexico object? 

'Mr. 'ANDERSON. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER: Objec

tion is heard. The Senator from Wis
consin will proceed. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, first 
I .should lil{e to pay tribute to 13 people 
who have been of unlimited help to me 
in this matter, and without whose night · 
and day · work it would not have been 
possible to assemble the facts which 
have been assembled to date. If the 
work is effective in accomplishing what 
we hope it will, the thanks of the Senate 
should go to those people, who are my -
staff. . • 

I shall be glad to yield freely during 
the speech. However, I crave the indul
gence of Senators not to ask me to yield 
until I have reached the point of pre
senting certain documentary evidence in 
the Lattimore case. I believe that ques
tions asked of me before that time would 
be premature. Therefore, I shall de
cline to yield until I have presented cer- -"' 
tain documentary evidence in the Latti
more case. 

Mr. President, before going into mat
ters which I -think might be of interest 
to the Senate in the Lattimore, Jessup, 
Service, and Hanson cases, I thought it 
might be well to clear the air and record 
in regard to two matters. 

As the Senate knows, there has been 
considerable criticism by a number of 
well-meaning people of the naming of 
names in public before the individuals 
have had an opportunity to be heard. 

It might be well, therefore, to briefly 
cite the record as to why names have 
been named in public rather than in 
private. On the 20th of February, 
as the Senate will recall, I gave to the 
Senate in some detail 81 cases of indi- , 
victuals whom I stated the files indicated 
ranged all the ·way from being bad se
curity risks to very dangerous individ
uals. 

At that time I pointed out that perhapS 
some of those individuals would be able 
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to produce facts to offset the effect of 
the material in the files and show that 
they were actually loyal employees. I 
st ated in effect-and while I have not 
had an opportunity to check the number 
of times in the record, my office tells me 
that I did so over a dozen times-that· 
I would consider it extremely improper 
and unfair to name names in public 
before the individuals had a chance to 
appear in executive session. 

The leader of the majority [Mr. Lu
CAS], however, on five separate occa.:. 
sions demanded that the names be pub
licly named. His first demand was on 
page 1953 of the RECORD. Again on page 

. 1955, he had this to say: 
I want to remain here until he names them. 

That is what I am interested in. 

Again on page 1959, he said: 
Will the Senator tell us the name of the 

man for the RECORD? We are entitled to 
know who he is. I say this in all serious-
ness. · 

Again on page 1963, he said: 
The Senator should name names before 

that committee. 

Again on page 1973, he said: 
Why does the Senator refuse to divulge 

names before the Senate? 

The very able Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. WITHERS] also on almost countless 
occasions asked me for the names, stat
ing on page 1973: 

Does the Senator realize that I, like all 
others, am curious to know the names? 
When the Senator gives the cases, the people 
and the country at large are entitled to know 
who they are. 

At that time, in answer to the urging 
of the Senator from Illinois and the Sen
ator from Kentucky, I stated that I would 
not give the names in public unless a 
majority of the Senate demanded that 
they be made public, and this is all a. 
matter of record. 

After the subcommittee had been ap
pointed and the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS] made chairman, he saw 
me on the floor of the Senate and stated 
that a public hearing had been sched
uled, and asked if I would be ready to 
appear and testify. At that time I urged 
that the hearings be in executive session, 
and reminded him of the statements 
which I had made on the Senate floor. 

He informed me that the first hearings 
would be public, and that later we would 
go into executive session. Later I was 
informed by the press ·that the Senator 
froni Maryland had made the state
ment that I could present my cases as I 
saw fit. I again contacted him and told 
him that if that were the case, I thought 
the names should be given in executive 
session, but was again informed that the 
first hearings weuld be public. 

I then contacted my colleague, the 
.Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER] 
and told him that while I thought this 
might be good politics for the majority 
members of the subcommittee because of 
the position in which it would place me, 
it was so unfair to some of the individ
uals who might be able to produce evi
dence giving them a clean bill of health, 
that something should be done. 

The Senator from Iowa informed me 
there was nothing that he or the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] could 
do because the Senator from Maryland 
had made the announcement that the 
first hearings would be open, and it was 
not even brought to a vote, inasmuch as 
the ·senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
McMAHON] and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN] so obviously went 
along with him. I do not like to take the 
time of the Senate on this point, but so 
much has been said about it· in the press 
that I think the RECORD should be made 
absolutely clear. 

At the time of the first public hearing, 
after I had begun to testify, and had al
ready passed out to the members of the 
press the first case covering Judge Ken
yon, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] then told me that if I cared to 
we would go into executive session. He, 
of course, knew full well that to go into 
executive session, so far as the Kenyon 
case was concerned, would be meaning
less, after I had commenced the case and 
handed the evidence thereon to the press. 

I had tried to make it clear that the 
Kenyon case was preserited as one of a 
sequence which I had hoped to present 
the first morning, that is, if I had been 
allowed to proceed. I felt that it was 
important, not so much from the stand
point of Judge Kenyon but rather as a 
typical case, to show the complete in
competence of the loyalty board for the 
reason that in this case the files con
tained more than 28 documents showing 
membership in organizations listed as 
subversive or Communist front-that re
gardless of this, the loyalty board never 
even went through the motions of ask
ing the judge for an explanation as to 
why she joined these organizations, 
which the Secretary of State himself had 
stated were evidence that an employee 
was a bad security risk. 

After being held to the Kenyon case 
by what I considered rather petty bick
ering for 2 days during which, accord
ing to my staff, I occupied approximately 
5 percent of the time, the committee ad
journed over the week end and stated 
that Judge Kenyon would be called as a 
witness. 

The chairman of the committee then 
magnanimously offered that the other 
cases which I was prepared to present 
the first day be given in executive ses
sion. I do not condemn or criticize the 
chairman for this maneuver. It was ex
t remely clever. However, after present
ing one case to show how the loyalty 
board worked, a case which happened 
to be a lady judge, it would seem unusual 
in the extreme that the committee re
tire into executive session to consider the 
cases of those prominent State Depart
ment officials in whose activities the pub
lic was so vitally interested. 

I might say that, while at the time I 
felt that the Senator from Illinois was 
wholly wrong in demanding the names 
be made public and while I originally 
was very much disturbed by_ the very 
clever maneuvering of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] in getting the 
names into public print, I am not too 
sure that perhaps some good has not 
been accomplished. 

After all, an individual who takes a 
high Government position must realize 
that for the gooci oL the country his ac
tions and motives should be subjected to 
the closest scrutiny. After all, the aims 
and objectives of the group who have 
been formulating a rather disastrous far 
eastern policy should be subjected pub
licly to a cold and searching light. 
Therefore, I am not too sure that the 
Senate majority leader and the chair
man of the committee may not have per
formed a service to the country when 
one insisted that the names be made pub
lic and the other maneuvered those 
names into the public press. 

Incident2Jly, later today, I intend to 
discuss those who think we should write 
off this entire investigation because it 
might cause some suffering to the fam
ilies of the betrayers of America, while 
at the same time forgetting the vast 
amount of suffering of the families of the 
hundreds of millions whom they have 
betrayed. r 

Again, Mr. President, I am going to 
take a very brief time to clear the air 
on another matter, which normally would 
not be considered of sufficient impor
tance to be referred to, but it has re
ceived so much attention by the mem
bers of the committee and others that 
I ::eel impelled to mention it. 

Since my Lincoln Day speech, there 
has been confusion in the minds of some 
as to the flgures used. At every meet
ing, or in discussing the matter with the 
press, I used both the figure 205 and 
also the figure 57. It might be well 
briefly to review the situation to which 
each of those two figures apply, espe
cially so in view of the fact that there 
have been those who have argued that 
my use of two different sets of figures 
proves that my information in regard 
to bad security risks, fellow travelers, 
and so forth, is false. As to the 57, I 
said: 

I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals 
who appear to be either card-carrying mem
bers or certainly loyal to the Communist 
Party. 

Now as to the figure 205. I shall first 
read to the Senate a letter written by 
the then Secretary of State, Byrnes, at 
the inception of the so-called loyalty 
program. This letter was written to 
Representative SABATH and appeared 1n 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on August 1, 
1946, on page A4892. The letter, which 
deals with the number 205, reads as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, July 26, 1946. 

DEAR ADOLPH: I have yours of May 24 ex
pressing your concern with respect to cer
t ain allegations made on t h e floor of the 
House to the effect that "hundreds, if not 
thousands, of employees have been elimi
nated from the State Department by the 
screening committee because of communistic 
leanings or activities or membership." Such 
statements are incorrect-

I am reading from Secretary Byrnes' 
letter. I should ·point out that at that 
time Secretary Byrnes was under rather 
heavy criticism from some of the mor? 
left-wing elements who claimed that he 
was indiscriminately firing people be-

. cause of their left-wing leanings, and 
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this letter appeared to be-in answer to 
that. · He said: 

Such ·statements are incorrect and do a 
grave injustice not only to the employees 
of the D:iparti;nent but to Government e~-

. ployees as a whole, the great majority of 
whom are loyal American citizens. I there
fore welcome this opportunity to answer your 
specific questions in the order in which they 
are presented. 

· (1) Pursuant to executive order, approxi
mately , 4,000 employees have been trans

.ferred _to t he Department of State from 
various war agencies suqh as the OSS, FE.I\, 

. OWI, OIAA, etc. Of these 4,000 employee!?, 
the case h ist ories of approximately 3,000 
have been subjected to a preliminary 'ex·
aminat ion, as a result of which a recom
mendation against · permanent employment 

' has·been m ade in.284 cases-

! believe this is a misp1:int; I believe it 
·should be 285: but I am not sure..,- .. 
by the screening committee to which yoµ 
refer in you r letter: · 

(2) Of the 284 individuals who have been 
the subject of adverse recommendation as 
indicated in ( 1), above, the services of 79 
have been terminated. 

Senators will understand the Secre:-
tary was referring to the board which 

·the President had appointed to screen 
· the S_tate Department employees, and 
. recommend who should be discharged 
because of their disloyalty or because 
they were bad risks. 

(3) Of the 79 actually separated from the 
Servica, 26 were aliens and therefore urlder 
"political disability" with · respect to .em
ployment in the peacetime operations o_f 
the Department. I assume that factor alone 

. could be considered the principal basis for 
. their separation. 

(4) V\ith respect to the 79 thus separated, 
the following break-do~n is submitted: 
Aliens _________________________________ . 26 

Failure to comply with foreign-service 
regulations, such . as citizenship for 
15 years prior to foreign assignment 
and other reasons disqualifying the 
individual for service abroad________ 13 

Close connections or involvement with 
foreign · governments or their organs, 
past records indicating a high degree 
of security risk, etc ____________ .;_____ 40 

Total--------------------------- 79 
The Department is equally concerned with 

disclosing subversive activities or associa
tion s of all kinds whether Communist, Nazi, 
er Fascist, in any employees present or pro
spect ive. 

( 5) Because of the security considerations 
involved in the mission of the screening 
commit tee, I do not feel at liberty to dis
close publicly the identity of its membership. 
This committee, incidentally, has no p0wer 
or authority to eliminate anyone from em
ployment in the State Department. It 
rimply makes recommendations which the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration may 
accept or reject in whole or in part in the 
light of all the relevant .evidence. 

I call the Senate!s attention to the 
fact that such is still the situation. The 
Loyalty Board of the State Department 
hgs no power whatsoever to · discharge 
any employees, hor has the Review Loy
alty Board of the Civil Service Commis
sion. The Review Loyalty Board of the 
Civil Service Commission can do what 
they did in the Service case. They can 
p ick up the ball and say, "We are not sat
isfied with the clean bill of health you 
gave this man. Send the case back to· 
the Loyalty Board." nen the Loyalty;_ 

Board· is free to do· as it sees fit, unless 
·it isTever-sed, of· course, by the Secretary. 

I continue to read Secretary Byrnes' 
letter: 

I hope what I have said above corrects 
any misapprehensions which you may have 
entertained as to the Department's personnel 
policy. Like any other administrative mech
anism, it is not perfect. However, I am en
'tirely clear that it has been fair to the Da:.. 
partment's employees in its operation. It 
is my firm intention to see that it remains 
fair. · 

Sincerely yours, 
J1\MES F. BYRNES. 

I then pointed out at various meetings, 
either in speeches or 'in ' discussing the 

·matter with members 'of the press, that 
·out of the first group 'of 3,000. employees 
·which was less than 20 :Percent of the 
total ·of the 16,000 who were .working ·in 
the Department, 284 according · to the 

·Secretary's letter were found to be dan·-
gerous security risks. ·1 called attention 
to the · fact that for some unexplained 
reason the St.ate Department insisted on 
keeping 205 of those whom the Presi
dent's own security board-appointed for 

·that purpose-named as dangerous se
curity risks . . I further pointed out that 
while I did not have the exact figure on 
the number adversely ruled on by the 
subsequent screening of the balance of 
13,000 employees of the State D2part
ment the modus. operandi was the same 
in subsequent cases; namely, first these
curity board investigating and, appar
ently, doing a fairly good job of investi
gating, and tnen placing its finger upon 
individuals that are dangerous from the 

-security standpoint and the State De.
partment discharging a few and reta_in
ing the rest. Just so there can be no 
future doubt or mistake about these fig
ures, let me repeat the figure 205 was 

· used in connection with the Secretary of 
State's letter to the effect that they were 
not discharged even though the security 
board labeled them as· dangerous secu-
rity risks. · 

As I have said previously, I do not 
know how many of those individuals are 
still in the State Department.- How 

. many of those names appear in the 1ist 
I gave the Senate committee I do not 
know, but we can assume that it is that 
sizeable number. 

·Th,e figure of 57 referred to w:hat I 
called individuals who appeared to be 
either members of the party or certainly 
loyal thereto. 

Since my Lincoln Day speaking tour, 
during which I made the statement that 
I had the ·names: of 57 individuals who 
were either members of or at least loyal 
to the Communist Party, a great num
ber of phrases have been interchange
ably used, such as card-carrying Com
munist, ·fellow traveler, disloyal people, 
and bad-security risk. Which of those 
phrases is properly ~pplicable to each of 
the cases I gave the committee, only 
complete and painstaking investigation 
will tell. 

A new phrase, however, which might 
well apply to some of the most dangerous 
individuals in our State Department;_:_ 
that is, from the American point of 
view:-is bad-policy risk. 

By "bad-policy risk,'' I mean indi
viduals who influence or shape official 

United . states pqlicy, which forwards 
.the- intere.sts . of totalitaria~ COJ,!ln:lU.:
nistic half of the world a:t .the expense 
of the free God'."fearing half of the 
world. Whether the individual acts 
.thus because of disloyalty or merely be
cause of stupidity is sometimes . rela
tively unimportant. 
. The question which I feel should con
cern the Senate and the country in
finitely more thain tne . question o_f 
.whether· any of the particular individ
.uals named have actually paid their 
.dues and carry a Communist Par.ty ·ca1'il, 
is. the question 9f whe~her or _not--:either 
·because -of. design-or for any other rea
son-they are actually devoted to th~ 
interests of this the. ·Nation. which has 
·given them the high positiCms which 
they hold. · . · · · _" 

. The more deeply I delve into this sub
ject, the more I am convinced that two 
distinct but at the same time inte·rlock
ing areas of operations are almost com
pletely controlled and dominated by in
dividuals who .are more loyal to the 
ideals and designs of communism than 
to those of the free, God-fearmg half 
of the world. I refer to the Far Eastern 
Division of the State Department and to 
the Voice of America. · 

Let me make it clear that in referring 
to those two divisions, I do not incl11de 
all of the employees. I realize full well 
.that of the thousands of employees in 
the State Department, a;.11 but a small 
-percentage are honest and loyal Amer
icans. But that sm:;ill percentage can 
and has been doing almost untold dam
age. The State Department is the life
work of most of those employees. They 
have given to it years of service, unques
·tioned loyalty; and they have served it 
with great pride. 

In the far-flung places of the world, 
. those loyal men and women have spent 
their lives and exercised all their inge·
nuity' to give to their department and 
their Government every possible bit of 
information and advice they . consider 
useful. · · 

Career employees of the State Depart-
· ment, by virtue of their long residence in 
every· foreign country ort the globe and 
their · close association and, many times, 
friendship with citizens arid officials o·f 
those countries, have had access to; and 
have reported' on·, every phase of eco
nomic and political affairs in the nations 
to which· they are attached. Those are 
the real experts of the State Department. 

It is a tragedy when we find the advice 
· and experiences of such ·outstandingly 
able employees stored in a multitude of 
steel filing cabinets · and disregarded, 
while the Department of State's closed 
corporation of untouchables c9.ll upon 
pro-Communist idealists, crackpots, and, 
to put it mildly, bad security risks to ad
vise them on American diplomatic policy. 

Two weeks ago I presented to the for
eign relations subcommittee some docu-~ 
mentation on a Mr. Owen Lattimore. I 
referred to Mr. Lattimore at that time as 
a bad security risk. That was at the 
public hearing. I should have also re
f erred to h im by the additional and more 
appropriate designation ·of "bad policy 
risk." · · 
· Subsequently, in executive session, I 
told the subcommittee that I thought 
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this man was one of _the top Communist 
agents in this country. Today, I intend 
to give the Seriate some documentation 
to show that he is a Soviet agent and 
also that he either is, or at least has been, 
a member of the Communist Party. 

I realize that this is an extremely 
shocking statement. 

The State Department publicly labels 
this man as its outstanding authority in' 
the Far East" He is also, and I believe 
rightly so, described as the architect of 
our far-eastern policy. Therefore, a 
charge that this man is an agent of Rus
sia and a member of the C'ommunist 
Party is one that can be made only after 
the most deep and painstakingly thor
ough study. If lightly made without 
adequate proof, it would be irresponsible 
to a most alarming degree. On the 
other· hand, anyone in the important 
and responsible position of a Senator 
who had such informatfon and failed to 
make it known to the public would be 
guilty of worse than treason. 

Some time ago I worked on the so
called 5-percenter investigation,_ where 
I had .the honor of serving with the 
most able Democratic chairman, the 
Senator from Nm·th Carolina [Mr. 
HoEYJ, as well as with other members~ 
both Democrats and Republicans, who 
in my opinion operated in a completely 
nonpolitical manner. Since that time, 
certain loyal and disturbed Government 
employees apparently have felt it their 
duty to give to me information in regard 
to individuals and activities which they 
consider -dangerous to _this Republic of 
ours. 

The increasing pile of evidence which 
I have accumulated since that time in 
regard to individuals holding l;l,igh posi
tions in our Government-and with ap
parently not even· the remotest sense of 
loyalty or responsibility to this Nation
has created in me a deep and disturbing 
fear as to the final result of their ac
tivities. 

Let us take the case of Owen Latti
more, for example. When his activities 
first· were brought to my attention, the 
first reaction was, "Why not take this to 
the President or the Department of Jus
tice?" However, I then recalled two 
rather famous cases. First, the Hiss case, 
in which even after a complete exposi
tion of his treasonable acts by the House 
Un-American Activities Committee, the 
President shrugged it off with wisecracks, 
apparently honestly feeling that the only 
purpose of the committee in -exposing 
traitors high in Government was to 
hamper him politically. That attitude, 
the Senate will recall, the President 
retained even after Hiss' indictment, 

. when the President referred to this as a 
red herring. This, of course, could mean 
only one thing to me-namely, that tak
ing a case of the. same or even more 
serious nature to the President would 
result in the same red-herring treatment. 

The next question which occurred to 
. me was, of course, "Why not go to the 

Justice Department?" While we have a 
new Attorney General whom I person
ally like and respect, I could not help but 
remember that at the time of the Service 
case, we also had an apparently able 
Attorney General. It will be recalled 
that in that case tpe FBI, after months 

of painstaking work bY scores, or · per• 
haps hundreds of agents, developed what · 
J. Edgar Hoover, the head of the Depart
ment, publicly referred to as "a 100-per
cent airtight case" of espionage and 
treason. 

J. Edgar Hoover, as everyone knows, is 
not known for overstating his case. I am 
sure we all agree that he is the ablest 
law-enforcement officer in this Nation 
and, I think, in the world. When he 
stated that after the tremendous amount 
of labor put into that case, it was a 100 
percent airtight case of treason and 
espionage, I believe most of us would be 
willin$ to rely on his judgment on the 
case. _ 

Strangely, however, after the arrest of 
six suspects in that case of treason, there 
was an unusual sequence of events, re
sulting in a most fantastic finale. The 
curtain was rung down when a young 
Department of Justice attorney disposed 
of Hoover's six 100-percent airtight 
cases of treason with a statement to the 
effect that he could cover all of the facts 
in that case in less than 5 minutes, and 
then proceeded to assure the court that 
there was not the slightest indication of 
disloyalty. , 

Obviously, with that treatment by the 
administration of the carefully investi
gated and developed case which the head 
of the FBI called a 100-percent-airtight 
case of treason, I felt that the Depart
ment of Justice was not the correct place 
to take what I consider an even more 
dangerous case. 

The next question fs, Where should it 
be taken? The answer, I think, is in-' 
escapable: to the 140,000,000 American _ 
people. That is where I have been· tak
ing it, and where I shall continue to take 
the cases of those whom I consider a 
danger and threat to this Republic. 

When I commenced this work, I real• 
ized the fact that the odds were greatly 
against bringing it to the successful con.;, 
clusion of cleaning out that small but 
dominant percentage of disloyal, twisted, 
and, in . some cases, perverted thinkers 
who were rendering futile the Herculean 
.efforts of the vast number of loyal Amer
icans in the State Department who have 
been even more deeply disturbed than 
I have been at the way the world is be
ing rapidly delivered to communism. 

In discussing this matter with some of 
my friends before launching upon this 
project, they pointed out to me the ap-

, parent futility of the task, and that the 
road has been strewn with the political 
corpses of those who have dared to at
tempt an exposure of the type of indi· 
victuals whom I intend to discuss today. 

They pointed out to me the obvious 
fact that those in this Nation who are 
part of a Communist world-wide con
spiracy would stop at nothing in order 
to attempt to discredit and hamper any 
effort toward a long-needed houseclean
ing. 

This has been amply proven over the 
years, and certainly to some additional 
extent over the past 4 or 5 weeks. In 
fact, the word has gone out that if only 
this investigation can be caused to fail, 
if in this case those who may exert efforts 
to make it succeed can be sufficiently 
smeared and discredited, then no one 

will dare to probe into· such devious and 
siuelly passages until it will be too late. 

Ho,vever, over the past few weeks tens 
of thousands of disturbed American peo
ple have written urging that this house
cleaning-perhaps I should say rodent
destroying-task be continued. This has 
given me even greater and renewed con
fidence in the good common sense and 
inherent decency of the 140,000,000 peo
ple who make up this Nation. 

Many of those people have expressed 
a deep concern for fear that I may quit 
this fight. I want to assure them now 
that, in the words of John Paul Jones, 
"I have just begun to fight." 

In connection with the Lattimore case, 
I have here several documents which 
might be of some interest. I also have 
the name of a witness which I am turn
ing ' over to the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation. This witness has been used 
by the Justice Department as a Govern
ment witness in another matter. The 
Department has trusted his veracity and 
publicly indicated confidence in his 
truthfulness. 

This man will testify substantially as 
follows: . 

That he has been a member of the 
Communist Party for a number of years; 
that he was high up in Communist cir
cles; that his party work required that 
he know the members of the party so 
that he might. distinguish between Com
munists who were subject to party dis
cipline and the loyal fellow travelers over 
whom the party had no discipline. 

He will testify that it was part of his 
job to have this information-not, Mr. 
President, as you understood, on every 
one of the 50,000, or 60,000, or 70,000 
Communists in the United States, but on 
the important ones who were relied upon 
to do the important work for the party. 

He will further testify that Owen Lat
timore was known to him to be a member 
of the Communist Party, a member over 
whom they had disciplinary powers. · 

I have before me another document, 
the original of which is being given to 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. I 
quote the pertinent parts from this affi
davit: 

·I met and got to know Owen Lattimore 
in the spring of 1936 in Moscow when he 
and E. C. Carter were very obviously re
ceiving instructions from the Soviet Govern
ment concerning the line which the Insti
tute of Pacific Relations ought to follow. I 
would be willing to so testify u· subpenaed. 
However, I request that my name be not pub
licly used at this time, but you do have my 
permission at this time to quote what I have 
said and give a copy of this to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. 

I have another statement which I had 
a great deal of difficulty getting. I had 
no difficulty obtaining the information 
from this man, but he was extremely re
luctant to sign a statement, fearing that 
his job might be endangered if he did 
so. He also stated that he had been 
reading about how the committee was 
operating and seemed to feel that if he 
were subpenaed and gave testimony 
which was damaging to anyone charged 
with communistic activities or of being 
bad security risks, and so forth, he would 
be given too rough a time by the com
mittee. We tried to ·reassure him as 
much as pQssible and finally obtained 
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this statement. He gave his consent to 
his name and this statement being given 
to the FBI. We had to promise him, 
however, that his name would not be 
given to the committee. We had to fur
ther promise him that in making known 
the contents of his affidavit it would not 
be done in such a fashion that he could 
be identified. 

This affidavit ties Owen Lattimore in 
so closely with John S. Service and the 
Amerasia case that before giving the 
contents of the affidavit I feel it neces
sary to cover the facts in that case. I, 
therefore, ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD at this point the 
case of John S. Service as I presented it 
to the Foreign Relations Subcommittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

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

SERVICE 

This case is that of John Stewart Service. 
This man is a foreign service officer of the 

Department of State and at the moment is 
in Calcutta, India, where he is helping de
termine the all-important policy of our Gov
ernment toward India. · 

The name of John Stewart Service is not 
new to the men in the Government who 
must pass on a governmental employee's fit
ness as a security risk. 

When Mr. Peurifoy testified before the Sen
ate Appropriations Committee he said that 
Service had been cleared four different times. 

It is my understanding that the number 
has now risen to five and I earnestly request 
that this committee ascertain immediately if 
Service was not considered as a bad security 
risk by the Loyalty Appeal Board of the Civil! 
Service Commission, in a post audit decision, 
handed down on March 3 of this year. 

I understand that this Board returned the 
file of Mr. Service to the State Department 
with the report that they did not feel that 
they could give him clearance and requested 
that a new board be appointed for the con
sideration of this case. 

To indicate to the committee the impor.;. 
tance of this man's · position as a security 
risk to the Government, I think it should be 
noted that he is one of the dozen top policy 
makers in the entire Depart ment of State on 
far-eastern policy. 

He is one of the small, potent group o! 
untouchables who year aft er year formulate 
and carry out the plans for the Department 
of State and its dealings with foreign na
tions; particularly those in the Far East. 

The Communist affiliations of Service are 
wen known. 

His background is crystal clear. 
He was a friend and associate of Frederick 

Vanderbilt Field, the Communist chairman 
of the editorial board of the infamous 
Amerasia. 

Half of the editorial board of this maga
zine were pro-Communist members of the 
State Department and the committee is in 
possession of these names. 

On June 6, 1945, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, ifter an exceedingly pains
taking and careful investigation covering 
months, arrested Philip J. Jaffe, Kate Louise 
Mitchell, editor and coeditor of Amerasia; 
Andrew Roth, a lieutenant in the United 
States Naval Reserve stationed in Washing
ton; Emanuel Sigurd Larsen and John Stew
art Service, who were employees of the State 
Department (this is the same John S. Serv
' ice to whom I have just referred and who 
is presently representing the State Depart
ment in Calcutta, India); Mark Julius 
Gayn, a mag~zine writer of New York City, 
wl • .:> is about to leave for Russia. ·They· 
.:were arrested on charges of espionage in · 

connection with the theft of the following its long vested course to the Soviet lirie. i:t 
Government records: 360 classified docu- is a story which has never been told before in 
ments from the State Department, including full. Many senf!ational though little ex
some top secret and confidential classifica- plained developments, such as the General 
tions; 163 prepared by ONI; 42 prepared by Stilwell affafr, the resignation of Under Sec-
MID; 58 pepared by OWI; 9 from the files of retary Joseph C. Grew and Ambassador Pat-
the War Department. rick Hurley and the emergence of a pro-

Some of the important documents picked Soviet bloc in the Far Eastern Division of 
up by the FBI at the ·time of the arrest were the State Department, are interlaced with 
as follows: the case of the six, as the episode became 

First. One document marked secret and knowh. 
obviously originating in the Navy Depart- It is the mysterious whitewash of the chle! 
ment dealt with the schedule and targets actors of the espionage case which the Con
for the bombing of Japan. This particular gress has directed the Hobbs committee to 
document was known to be in the posses- investigate. But · from behind that white
sion of Philip Jaffe, one of the defendants, wash there emerges the pattern of a major 
during the early spring of 1945 and before operation performed upon Uncle Sam with
the program had been effected. That in- out his being conscious of it. That opera
formation in the hands of our enemies could tion vitally affects our main ramparts in 
have cost us many precious American lives. the Pacific. In consequence of this opera-

Second. Another document, also marked tion General Marshall was sent on a fore
top secret and likewise originating in the doomed mission to China designed to pro
Navy Department, dealt with the disposition mote Soviet expansion on our Asiatic fron
of the Japanese fleet subsequent to the tier. It was a mission which could not but 
major naval battle of October 1944 and gave come to grief and which may yet bring un
the location and class of each Japanese war- told sorrow to the American people. 
ship. What conceivable reason or excuse How did it happen that the United States 
could there be for these people, or anyone began to turn in 1944 upon its loyal ally, 
else without authority to have that infor- the Chiang Kai-shek Government, which 
mation in their possession and at the same had for 7 years fought Japan, and to assume 
time claim freedom of the press? That was the sponsorship of the rebel Communist 
the excus·e they offered. They stole this regime which collaborated with the Japanese 
dccument for no godd purpose. during the period of the Stalin-Hitler Pact? 

Third. Another document stolen from the How did it come to t>ass that Washington 
Office of Postal and Telegraph Censorship since 1944 has been seeking to foist Com
was a secret report on the Far East and so munist members upon the sole recognized 
stamped as to leave no doubt in anybody's and legitimate government of China, a 
mind that the mere possession of it by an maneuver equivalent to an attempt by a 
unauthorized person was a clear violation powerful China to introduce Earl Browder 
of the Espionage Act. This was not an an- and William z. Foster into key positions 
tiquated paper but of current and vital in- in the United States Government? How did 
terest to our Government and the Nation's it transpire that our top-ranking military 
welfare. 

Fourth. Another document stolen was leader, General Marshall, should have pro-
moted an agreement in China under which 

from the Office of Military Intelligence and American officers would be training and 
consisted of 22 pages containing information equipping rebel Chinese Communist units 
obtained from Japanese prisoners of war. t th t· 

Fifth. Another stolen document, particu- a e very ime when they were ambushing 
larly illuminating and of present great im- our marines and when Communists the 

Portance to our policy in China, was a lengthy world over were waging a war of nerves upon 
the United States? 

detailed report showing complete disposi- Whose was the hand which forced the 
tion of the units in the army of Chiang Kai-
shek, where located, how placed, under whose sensational resignation of Under Secretary of 
command, naming the units, division by State Joseph C. Grew and his replacement by 
division, and showing their military strength. Dean Acheson? And was the same hand 

Many of the stolen documents bear an responsible for driving Ambassador Patrick 
imprint which reads as .follows: Hurley into a blind alley and retirement? 

"This document contains information af- In describing the arrest, Larsen had this 
fecting the national defense of the United to say about his arrival at the office of the 
state3 within the meaning of the Espionage United States Commissioner: 
Act, 50 United ·States Code 31- 32, as amend- "There I found myself sitting next to John 
ed. Its transmission or the revelation of Stewart Service, a leading figure in the pro-
its contents in any manner to an unauthor- Soviet group in the China Section of the 
ized person is prohibited by law." State Department, and to Lt. Andrew Roth, 

Despite the very small circulation of 1,700 liaison officer between t he Office of Naval In
copies of this magazine it h ad a large photo- telligence and the State Department, whom 
copying department. According to Congress- I also knew as an adherent of pro-Soviet 
man DoNDZRO, who sponsored the resolution policies. Both of them were arrested sep
for the investigation of the grand jury, this arat ely the same night in Washington." 
department was working through the night, Larsen then goes on to describe John 
in the small hours of morning, and even on St ewart Service, John P. Davies, Jr., and 
Sundays. It could reproduce the stolen doc- John Cart er Vincent as the pro-Soviet group 
uments-and undoubtedly did-and distrib- in the China section whose views were re
ute them into channels to serve subversive fleeted by Amerasia and whose members were 
purposes, even into clenched fists raised to in close touch with Jaffe arid Roth. In con
destroy our Government. - nection with this, it will be remembered that 

In June 1944 Amerasia commenced attacks John Service, as Stilwell's political adviser, 
upon Joseph C. Grew, who had during his accompanied a highly secret military com
stay in the · State Department rather vigor- mission to Yenan. Upon the return of this 
ously opposed the clique which favored mission, you will recall that Stilwell de
scuttling Chiang Kai-shek and allowing the manded that Chiang Kai-shek allow him to 
Communist element in China to take over. equip and arm some 300,000 Commt,nists. 

Larsen, one of the codefendants in this case, Chiang Kai-shek objected on the grounds 
subsequently wrote a lengt hy report on this that this was part of a Soviet plot to build 
matt er. I would like to quote briefly from up the rebel forces to the extent, that they 
parts of that report: would control China. Chiang Kai-shek 

Behind the now famous State Department promptly requested the recall of Stilwell and 
espionage case, involving the arrest of · six President Roosevelt relieved Stilwell of his 
persons of whom I was one, an arrest which command. It was at this time that Service 
shocked the Nation on June 7, 1945, is the submitted his Report No. 40 to the state 
story of a highly organized campaign to Department, which, according to Hm·ley, was 
switcil American policy in the Far East from . ___ a plan for the removal of support from the 
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Chiang Kai-shek Government with the end 
result that the Communists would take over.. 

The espionage cases apparently had their 
origin when a British inte111gence _unit called 
attention to material being published in 
Amerasia which was embarrassing its investi
gations. 

Preliminary investigations conducted at 
that time by OSS disclosed classified State 
Department material in the possession of 
Jaffe and Mitchell. The FBI then took over 
and reported that in the course of its quest 
it w.as found that John Stewart Service was 
in communication from China with Jaffe. 
The substance of some of Service's confi
dential messages to 'the State Department 
reached the offices of Amerasia in New York 
before they arrived in Washington. One of 
the papers found in Jaffe's possession was 
Document No. 58, one of Service's secret re
ports entitled: "Generalissimo Chiang Kai
shek-Decline of His Prestige and Criticism 
of Opposition to His Leadership." 

In the course of the FBI investigation 
Amerasia was revealed as the center of a 
group of active and enthusiastic Communists 
or fellow-travelers. To give you a better pic
ture of Amerasia, it perhaps should be men
tioned here that Owen Lattimore was for
merly an editor of Amerasia, and Frederick 
Vanderbilt Field, a writer for the Daily 
Worker, was the magazine head. Mr. Jaffe 
incidentally was naturalized in 1923 and . 
served as a contributing editor of the De
fender, a monthly magazine of Inter.national 
Labor Defense, a Communist organization, in 
1933. From 1934 to 1936 he had been a mem
ber of the editorial board of China Today, 
which was a publication of the pro-Soviet 
American Friends of the Chinese People. At 
that time he operated under the alias of 
J. W. Philips. Under the name of J. W. 
Philips, he presided in 1935 over a banquet 
at wbich Earl Browder was a speaker. He 
also lectured at the Jefferson School of 
Social Science, an avowed Communist Party 
institution. He was also a member of the 
board of directors of the National Council of 
American Soviet Friendship. The New York 
Times, subsequent to his arrest, referred to 
him as an active supporter of pro-Communst 
and pro-Soviet movements for a number of 
years. 

According to an article in Plain Talk maga
zine Jaffe has been a liberal contributor to 
pro-Soviet causes and that on one occasion 
he reserved two tables at a hotel banquet 
held to launch a pro-Communist China front 
in the name of "The fifth floor, 35 East 
Twelfth Street," which happens to be the 
national headquarters of the Communist 
Party. 

I realize that this history of Jaffe's activi
ties is unnecessary for most of the Members 
of this investigating body, but I feel that 
the record should be complete so that any
one who reads it will understand the back
ground of the individual to whom his four 
codefendants had been delivering secret 
State and War Department material. His 
coeditor, Miss Mitchell, gave a party for 
John S. Service when he · returned from 
China., Service had previously attended a 
special press conference held by the Insti
tute of PacUlc Relations, in which he sup
ported the position of the Chinese Com
munists. 

Larsen had this to say about his code
fendants: 

"I knew Jaffe and his group as the -editor . 
of a magazine which had almost semi-otfl.
cial stapding amo:µg the left ·wingers in the 
State Department." 

The night Kate Mitchell was arrested, 
she had in her possession, according to 
Congressman DONDERO, a highly confiden
tial document entitled: "Plan of, Battle Op
erations for Soldiers," a paper of such im
portance that Army officers were subject to 
court martial if they lost their copies. 

Congressman FRANK FELLOWS, a member 
of the Committee on the JudicieJr'y which 
investigated the grand jury which failed to 
indict Service, wrote a minority report in 
which he stated: 

"The author of the resolution under which 
this committee assumed jurisdiction stated 
upon the :floor of the House, 'The President 
authorized the arrest to be made and the 
arrests were forbidden by the State Depart
ment.'" 

Under Secretary Joseph C. Grew very ur
gently insisted upon a prosecution of the slx 
individuals who were picked up by the FBI 
on charg.es of conspiracy to commit espio
nage. He thereupon immediately became a 
target in a campaign of vilification as the 
culprit in the case rather than the six who 
had been picked up by the FBI. 

Lieutenant Roth wrote a series of articles 
for a New York paper and published a book 
in which he vigorously attacked Grew for 
his opposition to the Communist sympa
thizers in the State Department insofar as 
the far-eastern policy was concerned. 

Under Secretary Grew, after a lifetime in 
the diplomatic service, resigned and Presi
dent Truman announced that Dean Acheson 
would take over the post of Under Secretary 
of State. • • • 

"During my conference with Mr. Jaffe in 
October," Larsen said, "he dropped a remark 
which one could never forget, 'Well, we've 
suffered a lot,' he said, 'but, anyhow, we got 
Grew out!'" 

In regard to the legal handling of this 
case, the following is found in Plain Talk in 
an article by Larsen: 

"While public attention was largely fo
cused upon extraneous issues, the espionage 
case itself was following a special course be
hind the scenes. It appeared that Kate 
Mitchell had an influential uncle in Buffalo, 
a reputable attorney by the name of James 
M. Mitchell, former president of the New 
York State bar association. Mr. Mitchell was 
a member of a very influential law firm in 
Buffalo-Kenefick, Cooke, Mitchell, Bass & 
Letchworth. The New York City corre
spondents of that law firm include the most 
redoubtable Col. Joseph M. Hartfield, ex
tremely well known and extremely influen
tial in Government circles in Washington. 
Colonel Hartfield, who is regarded by some 
as one of the most powerful political law
yers in the country, made at least four trips 
to Washington where he called on top otfl.
cials of the Department of Justice in the 
matter." 

In that connection I would like to quote 
again from Congressman DONDERo's talk on 
the House floor, in which he stated:· 

"I have heretofore charged and reiterate 
now that the court before whom these cases 
were brought was not fully informed of the 
facts. A summary of the court proceedings 
has been furnished to me, which shows no 
evidence or exhibit obtained by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation presented to the 
court: Jaffe's counsel tolq the court that 
Jaffe had no intention of harming the Gov
ernment, and .United States Attorney Hitch
cock told the court there was no element of 
disloyalty in connection with the case. If 
that is the fact, may I respectfully ask what 
purpose did these individuals have in mind 
in stealing these particular files? 

"Had this same thing happened in certain 
other governments, these people would un
doubtedly have been summarily shot, with
out a trial. Let us not forget we were still 
at war with Germany and Japan when these 
files were stolen, and Jaffe, in whose posses
sion they were found had been for more than 
10 years a leader and heavy financial sup
porter of Communist propaganda causes, ac
cording to the FBI." 

As I stated above, after the grand jury. 
failed to indict Mitchell, Service, and Roth, 

the House passed a resolution in which it 
directed the .Committee on the Judiciary-
. "To make a thorough investigation of all 

the circumstances with respect to the dis
position of the charges of espionage and the 
possession of documents stolen from secret 
Government files which were made by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 'against 
Philip J. Jaffe, Kate L. Mitchell, John Stewart 
Service, Emmanuel Sigurd Larsen, Andrew 
Roth, and Mark Gayn,' and to report to the 
House (or to the Clerk of the House, if the 
House is not in session) as soon as practica-· 
ble during the present Congress, the results 
of its investigation, together with such 
recommendations as it deems necessary." 

This committee then confirmed a report of 
a theft of a vast number of documents from 
the State, War, and Navy Departments, which 
ranged in classifi.ca tion all the way from top 
secret to confidential. This committee re
port indicates that a number of the members 
of the grand jury voted for the indictment 
of Service and Mitchell on the espionage 
charges, but that the required number of 12 
did not so vote. 

It will be noted that the committee was 
not appointed for the purpose of passing 
upon the guilt or innocence of the espionage 
suspects, but was appointed for the purpose 
of investigating the way that the case was 
handled and to make recommendations. 
The committee did not in any way question 
the theft of the documents. However, it 
seemed to place a great deal of stress upon 
the fact that the documents might not be 
admissible in evidence because of the method 
of obtaining them. 

For example, on page 5, the report states 
as follows: 

'.'4. Many of the identifiable documents 
might have had their evidential value 
destroyed by reason of the possibility of the 
court's sustaining the defendants' motions 
attacking the warrants of arrest. 

"VI. Judicial decisions require scrupulous 
care to see that searches and seizures are 
reasonable. While search and seizure on 
arrest may be made without a search war
rant, yet this is not so unless the warrant of 
arrest issued after 'probable cause' of guilt 
had been established by legal evidence." 

On page 6, the following statement is 
made: 

"If the warrant for arrest was not issued 
on 'probable cause' substantiated by facts, 
the evidence disclosed as a result of the 
search and seizure incident to the arrest 
based on such a warrant would be subject to 
suppression and, therefore, not usable as 
evidence of the crime for which arrest was 
made." 

While· I have not seen any testimony of 
any of the grand jurors, and do not know 
where i't is available, this would seem to 
indicate that the committee felt that the 
grand jury was disturbed, not so much by the 
question of guilt or innocence of the defend
ants, but by the question as to whether or 
not the gullt or innocence could be proven 
they apparently feel that much of the mate
rial would not be admissible because of the 
method of search and seizure. The follow
ing comment will be noted on page 7 of 
the committee report: 

"Most of the items seized at Jaffe's office 
were typewritten copies. Some of such 
copies were proved to have been typed in 
one of the Government departments. It 
may be fairly inferred that the originals of 
such copies were never removed but that 
copies were made at the department or 
agency where the original reposed." 

This makes it very clear that the commit
tee felt making copies of secret documents 
and then delivering the copies to unauthor
ized persons placed the crime in a different 
class from the delivery of the originals. It 
is rather dim.cult to understand this reason.:. 
ing in view of the fact that photostats or 
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copies of an important secret document 
would normally be of as much ·value to an 
enemy power as the originals. The com
mittee further pointed out that additional 
reason for not finding the grand jury at fault 
is because any of the six can still be further 
prosecuted on the charge of espionage. The 
majority report makes some excellent recom
mendations, which the Secretary of State 
might well read. I especially call his atten
tion to recommendations 1, 2, and 3, on 
page 9, which read as follows: 

"1. That the head of every department 
and agency of our Government see to it that 
more-much more-care be exercised in per
sonnel procurement. That all those con
sidered for Government positions in every 
echelon be investigated so thoroughly as to 
insure that no one be employed unless ab
solute certainty has been attained that noth
ing in background, present attitude, or af
filiations raises any reasonable doubt of 
loyalty and patriotic devotion to the United 
States of America. 

"2. That the watchword and motivating 
principle of Government employment must 
be: 'None but the best. For the fewer, the 
better, unless above question.' 

"3. That each and every present employee 
who fails to measure up to the highest stand
ard should be discharged. No house divided 
against itself can stand.'' 

One of the members of the six-man com
mittee, Congressman Hancock, was pre
vented by illness from participating in the 
report. Two of the members of the com
mittee _wrote dissenting opinions, which 
meant that the decision to absolve the grand 
jury of responsibility was made by a 3-to-2 
decision. 

Congressman FELLOWS, in his -dissenting 
opinion, made the following statement: 

"Jaffe either took these documents him
self or his confederates took them for him. 
And two of the documents found were 'top 
secret,' so marked and so designated. I can 
see no point in arguing that these papers 
may not have been of much value. The 
thieves thought they were. The Gbvernment 
agencies so adjudged them. And the facts 
show that the defendants could have had 
their choice of any documents they wished; 
they were given no protection so .far as the 
State Department was concerned.'' 

"This transaction, or rather a series of 
transactions involved, embraces the unlaw
ful removal of 'top secret,' · 'secret,' 'confi
dential,' and 'restricted' files from the · De
partment of State, in our national Govern
ment. This is a very serious offense. In 
time of war, this is a most serious offense. 
When war :'.s in progress, or even in time of 
peace, it is of little or no concern whether 
the files removed were 'originals' or 'copies,' 
the fact that information of either or any 

. classification was removed from the secret 
files in the Department of State and was de
livered to any individual, or group of indi
viduals, who had no lawful right to receive. 
the same, is the essence of the offense. When 
that very secret information was thus unlaw
'fully revealed to others, no matter how the 
same was imparted to Mr. Jaffe, whether by 
an original, or by cop~r, or by any other 
method, the real damage has been done. 

"There should not be any attempt made 
in the report to either ..minimize or acquit 
anyone from the magnitude of the act or 
acts committed. The report filed appears to 
be at least an attempt to either minimize or 
completely justify some of the unlawful acts 
which were undoubtedly committed. 

"All those who participated in any way 
in the removal, or attempted removal, of 
these documents from the Department of 
State-or who copied such reports and there
after delivered such copies to Mr. Jaffe, or to 
any other person, not lawfully entitled to 
receive the same, should be prosecuted, and 
all these participating, in ·any degree in the 
unlawful acts under investigation, should be 
immediately discharged from their positions 

in our Government. The report should 
speak strongly and without any reservation 
upon that subject. 

"The questions here involved are so grave 
and the offenses so great, that no effort 
should be made to protect or defend those 
who so offended, but the report should be 
made both firm and strong-to speak the 
truth-but to place the blame where the 
same rightfully belongs." 

This is but a small portion of th" pertinent 
background of service, but certainly, beyond 
doubt, it forever exclu.des this man as a se
curity risk by whatever yardstick it is meas
ured. 

Again we have a known associate and col
laborator with Communists and pro-Com
munists, a man high in the State Depart
ment consorting with admitted espionage 
agents, and I wis~1 to say to this committee 
what I said on the floor of the Senate on 
february 20, 1950: . 

"When Chiang Kai-shek was fighting our 
war, the State Department had in China a 
young man named John S. Service. His 
task, obviously, was not to work for the 
communization of China. Strangely, how
ever, he sent official reports back to the 
State Department urging that we torpedo 
our ally Chiang Kai-shek and stating, in 
effect, that communism was the best hope 
of China. 

"Later this man-John Service-was picked 
up ,by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
for turning over to the Communists secret 
State Department information. Strangely, 
however, he was never prosecuted. However, 
Joseph Grew, the Under Secretary of State, 
who insisted on his prosecution, was forced 
to resign. Two days after Grew's successor, 
Dean Acheson, took over as Under Secretary 
of State, this man-John Service-who had 
been picked up by the FBI and who had 
previously urged that communism was the 
best hope of China, was not only reinstated 
in the State Department but promoted. Aiid 
finally, under Acheson, placed in charge of all 
placements and promotions.'' 

Mr. Chairman, today this man, John S. 
Sel'vice, is a ranking officer in the policy
making group of "untouchables" on duty in 
Calcutta, India, one of the most strategically 
important listening posts in the world today 
and since the fall of. China .the most impor
tant new front of the cold war. 

Five times this man has been investigated 
as to his loyalty and his acceptance as a 
security risk to the Nation. · 

What possible reason could there have been 
for even a second investigation of his record. 

He was not an a<:ceptable security risk 
under Mr. Acheson's "yardstick of loyalty" 
the day he entered the Government. 

He is not a sound security risk today. 

Mr. McCARTHY. In this connection, 
let me remind the Senate that the ma
terial involved in this case, the stolen 
documents, included the following Gov
ernment records: 360 classified docu
ments from the State Department, in~ 
eluding some top secrets and confiden
tial classification; 163 prepared by ON!, 
the Office of Naval Intelligence; 42 pre
pared by MID; 58 prepared by OWI; 9 
from the files of the War Department. 

' It will be recalled that J. Edgar Hoover 
at the time said this was a "100 percent 
airtight case against Service, Roth, and 
their co-defendants." Now here is the 
affidavit. This affidavit is to the effect 
that the night before John S. Service, 
Lt. Andrew Roth and four codefendants 
in the Amerasia case were arrested, this 
man was at the home of Owen Lattimore. 

He states that he was introduced to 
John S. Service and Lt. Andrew Roth. 
He states further that Roth, Lattimore, 
and Service spent a great deal of time 

by themselves, discussing certain papers 
or manuscript. He states that their 
actiOns seemed strange at the time, and 
that at that time Lattimore stated that 
they were going over a manuscript. He 
states further that he went into another 
room in the house on a personal matter 
and that Roth followed him in and 
grabbed his-that is, Roth's-brief case, 
which most likely contained the docu
ments or manuscript. 

Then I have another statement gotten 
under almost the same circumstances, 
which is being turned over to the Bu
reau. Again there was great reluctance 
to sign the paper. In it substantially 
the same facts are set forth; except this 
inan did not see Roth rush in to grab 
his brief case. He stated, however, that 
when he later asked Lattimore for an 
explanation, Lattimore stated that they 
had been declassifying secret documents 
in favor of some friends; that Lattimore 
further stated that this was a common 
Washington practice; that Lattimore 
further stated that Roth and Service 
were.arrested because of a feud they had 
with some people in Washington. It 
.must have been a rather serious feud 
with the FBI, I assume. 
· I have before me the phot6stat of an

other document. A copy of this photo
stat is also being forwarded to the FBI. 
This is a rather unusual document for 
a number of reasons. In order that the 
significance of this document can be 
fully understood, I beg the · indulgence 
of the Senate while I briefly recite some 
history which is known to most of the 
Senators-the history of the official Com
munist Party line insofar as Chiang Kai
shek was concerned. 

From 1931, when Japan seized Man
churia, until· 1935, the Communist Party 
line was anti-Chiang. He was denounced 
repeatedly as a tool of Japan during that 
period of time. 
- In 1935 at the world Communist meet

ing in Moscow-I believe that was the 
seventh meeting of the Comintern-the 
so-called united . front, or Trojan-horse 

. policy, was adopted-a policy. calling for 
·the Communists to combine with the 
governments in .power ·· and to get into -
strategic positions so that Moscow could 
control, C'r at least exert influence on, the 
governmE:nts in question. At this time, 
in 1935, as the Senate will recall, Chiang 
Kai-shek made an agreement with the 
ehinese Communists. 

From 1935 to 1939 the Communist line 
was pro-Chiang Kai-Shek. 

In 1939, after the signing of the Hit
ler-Stalin Pact and the Stalin-Matliouka 
Pact, the Communist Party line again 
became anti-Chiang Kai-shek. 
- As the Senate will .recall, this con

tinued until June 22, 1941, the day Hitler 
invaded Russia, at which time the Com
munist Party line ·again switched and 
was pro-Chiang Kai-shek. · 

This continued until 1943. The Sen
ate will recall the Russian victory at 
Stalingrad in the early spring of 1943, 
and the reversal in the course of the 
war at that point, which up until then 
had been going rather badly against 
Russia. The Communist Party line again 
definitely became anti-Chiang Kai-shek. 

If any particular day could be said to 
be the day when the party line changed, 
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which cannot be tied down to a day, but, 
if it were possible to fix the day, it would 
probably be April 26, 1943-the day Sta
lin broke relations with the exiled gov
ernment of Poland, which at that time 
had armed forces fighting with us in 
Italy. Undoubtedly, history will some 
day record that April 26, 1943, marked 
the beginning of World War III-the 
tirme Russia decided she was no longer 
in danger from Hitler and could pick up 
her temporarily postponed plans for 
world domination. 

I mention this brief history of the 
shifting o:tI:icial Communist Party line 
toward Chiang because it is important 
to understand, and it should be kept in 
mind in order to grasp the full import
ance of this document. 

This is a letter-there is nothing like 
a .good filing system-dated June 115, 
1943, which is when the line had again 
swung to anti-Chiang Kai-shek. This 
is a letter from Owen Lattimore, direc
tor of Pacific Operations, OW!. The odd 
thing is that he is writing to his boss 
in the Government service, telling the 
story to him, not writing to someone who 
is working for him. 

The first paragraph reads as follows: 
In your capacity as a member of our Per

sonnel Security Committee there are cer
tain things which you ought to know about 
Chinese personnel. It is a delicate matter 
for me to tell you about these things be
cause of my recent official connection with 
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek. For that 
reason I am marking this communication 
secret. 

The reason for marking this document 
secret becomes abundantly clear as you 
read through it. In it he directs the re
cipient of the letter to get rid of all the 
Chinese in OWI who were loyal to either 
the Nationalist Government or Wang 
Ching-wei, who, as the Senate will recall, 
was the Japanese puppet in China. 

He then issues instructions that the 
personnel be recruited from the share
holders of the New China Daily News, 
a Chinese Communist paper in New 
York. 

In the letter he condemns the other 
Chinese papers. He also points out' that 
the Nationalist and Wang Ching-wei 
group are engaged in handing out care
fully colored news and doctored editorial 
policies and are intensely jealous of and 
hostile to the New China Daily News 
which, so to speak, flaunts its sins by be
ing so readable that the Chinese public 
in America buys it for its own sake. 

He even admits that it would be rash 
to say that there are no Communists 
connected with the New China Daily 
News. 

He then shrugs this off, however, by 
saying that these Communists are not 
"tied to the chariot wheels of Moscow." 

Incidentally, at that time the only 
other New China Daily News was pub
lished in the Communist headquarters 
of Yenan. However, since the Commu
nists have taken over China, there is, 
as far as I know, at least one New China 
Daily News in each of the larger Chi
nese cities which the Communists occu-
pied. · 

Do Senators get the picture? At that 
time there was in New York .a New China 
Daily News. There was also one in 

Yenan, Communist headquarters, and as 
the Communists took over China they 
established a new Chinese Daily News in 
each of the major cities of China. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Did the Senator 

mention the name of Lattimore's boss? 
Mr. McCARTHY. No; I did not. I 

would rather not mention it. I should 
be glad to let the Senator see the letter, 
if he wants to see it. I shall tell the 
Senator why I would rather not mention 
the name. I do not have any docu
mented material on this particular in
dividual, except that he is mentioned in 
another a:tI:idavit which I shall cite. He 
is not now employed by the Government. 
I do not have enough information to 
decide whether or not he is a loyal Amer
ican at this time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it not true that 
if J_,attimore was working for someone 
in the Government at that time, it could 
be found out? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The letter is ad
dressed to Mr. Joseph Barnes, O:tI:ice of 
War Information, New York, N. Y. 
· Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. _ 
Mr. TOBEY. Would not the regular 

thing be to insert the entire letter in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. McCARTHY. If the Senator will 
allow me to proced as I think I should, 
I would rather do it in that way. If the 
Senator from New Hampshire, or any of 
the other Senators, cares to read the en
tire letter, I shall be glad to let them 
do so. , 

Mr. TOBEY. Is it the Senator's in
tention to place the· entire letter in the 
RECORD? -

Mr. McCARTHY. No; it is not. 
Mr. TOBEY. I suggest that that be 

done. The quotation from it is taken 
out of context. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall refuse the 
Senator's request at this time. The let
ter is marked "secret," and it is my pres
ent intention not to put any secret docu
ments into the RECORD, even though I 
think they might well be . declassified in 
view of the fact that the purpose of 
marking it secret was, very obviously, 
so that the people would not know that 
Mr. Lattimore was saying, "Fire from 
the OWI any man who is loyal to Chiang, 
and hire individuals who are loyal to the 
Communist government." 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. TOBEY. If the letter is marked 

"secret,'' I suppose that applies in toto. 
If the · Senator is reading excerpts from 
the letter, is he not violating his own 
princ.iple, when the whole letter is marked 
"secret"? 

Mr. McCARTHY. This will become 
abundantly clear as I proceed. Some of 
the affidavits in ·regard to certain indi00 

viduals cover unusual personal habits, 
whiC3h I feel I .should not attempt to make 
public on the Senate floor to the Nation. 
I do not intend to read those. I intend 
to read into the RECORD portions of the 
affidavits which I think are proper; and 
regardless of whether any Senator may 

disagree with me, that is the procedure 
which I intend to follow. The entire 
document is being made available to the 
FBI. I respect the Senator's thought, 
but I have been living with this problem 
a long time, and intend to develop each 
case as I think wise, regardless of wheth
er some other _Senator may disagree with 
me. 

Mr. TOBEY. My only thought was 
that it is wholly inconsistent to take a 
paper marked secret and pick out cer
tain things without placing the letter in 
the RECORD in toto. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me finish the 
contents of the letter, first. He then 
goes on to authorize the retention of a 
Dr. Chi and Mr. Chew Hong. He points 
out that Chi is loyal to him, Lattimore, 
and that Chew Hong is loyal to Chi. He , 
then goes on to state that as long as Dr. 
Chi remains loyal to him-Lattimore
there ·will be no di:tI:iculty with either 
Chew Hong or Chi. 

Perhaps some background on Dr. Chi 
would be of interest to the Senate. 

Before Dr. Chi came to America he 
was president of Shansi Law College and 
was alsu commissioner of education in 
the Shansi Province. 

In America, prior to being in the OWI, 
Dr. Chi was the editor of the Chinese 
Daily News in New York, the Chinese 
Communist daily. Dr. Chi is the father 
of Ch'ao-ting Chi who now awaits in 
China for passage to the United States 
as the o:tI:icial representative of the Chi
nese Communist government to the 
United Nations. Ch'ao-ting Chi, in the 
publication Pacific Affairs, for December 
1934, writes an article for his good friend, 
the editor, Owen Lattimore. 

Thus we have the picture of Lattimore 
using his high office in the OWI to shape 
the Communist line for China through 
a Chinese Communist whose son now 
awaits being seated as a ·representative 
of the Chinese Communists in the United 
Nations; and it is important to point out 
that Lattimore's maneuver was based 
upon fraud and misrepresentation in his 
intended deception of his superior. We 
·have here an excellent example of the 
far-flung Communist discipline so much 
insisted upon by Lenin. 
. In closing the letter he also urges the · 

necessity for exercising pronounced ag
nosticism when any of our Chinese per
sonnel are attacked-meaning, of course, 
after they have first gotten rid of those 
who are loyal to the Nationalists and 
Wang Ching-wei. 

In the last paragraph he again urges 
the strictest confidence in acting on this 
letter. 

The Senate will recall the date of this 
letter-June 15, 1943-a time when 
Chiang Kai-shek was our very badly 
needed ally in· the Pacific; a time when 
the war was not going too well with us:. 
a time when officially we were committed 
to all-out cooperation with Chiang Kai
shek. It was at this time that Lattimore 
sends this highly secret letter in which 
he twice urges the strictest secrecy be 
followed in getting rid of any Chinese 
who are loyal to our ally, Chiang Kai
shek~ and the ~ recruiting of personnel 
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solely from the shareholders of the Com
munist New China Daily News. 

I shall be glad now to yield to the 
junior Senator from New York. 

Mr. LEHMAN. May the junior Sena
tor from Ne\/ York ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether he has made avail
able to the subcommittee of the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations of the Sena\~e 
the information and the facts containe~ 
in his charges, a part of which, and only 
a pcixt of which, is submitted here today? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The answer is "No". 
Mr. LEHMAN. May I ask the Sena

tor from Wisconsin why the answer is 
"No?" When a committee has been set 
up by the Senate, of which the Senator 
of course is a distinguished Member, to 
investigate charges, why he should be 
unwilling to submit his facts to the 
comr..1ittee created for the sole purpose 
of investigating these charges? It 
seems to me that is the place to which 
charges should be referred for investi
gation if the charges are made in good 
faith, rather · than to submit in this 
Chamber certain so-called evidence, se
lected to suit the purpose of the distin
guished Senator, in order to provide a 
spectacle and a sensation for the press 
and the galleries. In the way the Sena
tor from ·wisconsin has chosen an ac
cused man has no chance to answer. 
But in the special committee created by 
the Senate, the greatest legislative and 
deliberative body in the world, an ac
cused person can make his reply. t 
should like to have an explanation of 
this fromthe distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator says 
-that a man does not have a chance. 
There were men in China who did not 
have a chance because of traitorous acts 
of certain individuals. Some people 
shed crocodile tears for the suffering to 
which the families. of traitorous individ
uals are bound to be subjected. They 
forget entirely about the families of 
400,000,000 people who have been sold 
into slavery by these same persons who 
are traitors to this Nation and to 400,-
000,000 people who thought they could 
dep:md upon us, a great and good ally, 
I shall proceed, regardless of what the 
Senator from New York thinks or says, 
to develop these facts in detail before 
the innerican people. . 

I do not intend to discuss the activi
ties of the subcommittee. I have told 
the subcommittee exactly where they 
can get the material necessary, and I 
hope the subcommittee will proceed 
with their staff, with the money which 
we gave them, to. do the task which I 
have been trying to do with no staff 
whatsoever except my own. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. LEHMAN. The Senator says he is 

developing his case before the American 
people. I would have no objection to 
that if he would do more than make un-. 
substantiated charges. 

Mr. McCARTHY. It makes no dif-. 
ference if the Senator has objection. 

Mr. LEHMAN. When charges are 
made against the loyalty of a man he 
should be given an opportunity to an
swer those charges in the same forum in 

which the charges are made. I should 
like to ask the distinguished Sena~cor 
why he is so delicat~ ir: refusing to yield 
to the request of the distinguished Sen-. 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY] 
to give the full text of the information. 
when the Senator from Wisconsin has 
no hesitation whatsoever in coming be
fore this body and before the American 
people and attempting to damn and 
blac~-::en the reputation of many people 
who may be innocent. 

Mr. McCARTHY. If the Senator 
would like to know why some of these 
documents are not being made available 
to the press, if he will step over here I 
will show him part of a document which 
will make very clear to him why it would 
be completely unfair to make them 
available. Does the Senator care to step 
over? [Laughter.] 

l.Vlr. LEHMAN. I am delighted to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will be order in the Senate. T·he Chair 
admonishes the occupants of the gal
leries that they are guests o.: the Senate, 
and are not permitted to indulge in dem
onstrations of approval or disapproval. 

<Mr. LEHMAN thereupon crossed the 
Chamber and approached Mr. Mc
CLRTHY's des}{.) 

Mr. LEHMAN. May I see the letter? 
Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator may 

step to my desk .and read the letter. 
Mr. LEHMAN. I should like to see it. 

The Senator invited me to come over to 
read the letter. I am here to read the 
letter. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
let me see the letter? 

Mr. McCARTHY. DJes the Senator 
wish to come close enough to read it? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I thinl{ I would like to 
-read the letter in my own way. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the Senator 
come here and see it? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I would like to read 
it in my own way. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the Senator sit 
down? 

Mr. LEHMAN. May I say, Mr. Pres
jdent--

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not yield 
further at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Wisconsin declines to 
yield further. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. Certainly. I shall 
be glad to yield at any time, assuming 
that I have unanimous consent to allow 
these speeches to be made, rather than 
questions being asked, without losing the 
ftoor. 

Mr. McMAHON. In his colloquy with 
the Senator from New York, the Sena
tor from Wisconsin stated that he in
tended to discuss in full detail, and in 
the way he saw fit, the activity of all the 
traitorous individuals. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he in
cludes in that classification Judge Ken
yon, Philip Jessup, Mr. Hanson, or Mrs. 
Brunauer. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall spend con
siderable time today on Mr. Jessup; and 
·I hope the Senator will remain in the 
Chamber. I think the American people 
will wonder why the Senator from Con
necticut did not go into the matters in 
detail when M;r. Jessup appeared before 

the commi·~tee. I do not wish to be put 
in the position of getting into a personal 
argument on the matter in the Senate, 
because I do not believe th~s is the proper 
forum for _ it,_ nevertheless I was very 
much disappointed when I asked of the 
committee the rlght to cross-examine 
Mr. Jessup when he appeared befo1~e it. 
I told the committee that there were cer
tain facts which I could develop through 
Mr. Jessup. The committee did not even 
give me the courtesy of an answer to my 
request. The committee did not even 
properly examine Mr. Jessup. After Mr. 
Jessup had finished with his statem<mt 
all I heard the Senator from Com'lec
ticut say was, "I am very happy that 
you are a constituent of mine." 

I might say that when Mr. Hiss had 
finish2d his formal presentation-a 
formal pres3ntation much more col@r
ful and much more appealing than Mr. 
Jessup's-bcfore the House Un-Ameri
can Activitiss Committee, if that com
mitt3e had followed the same line which 
the Senator from Connecticut followed 
in regard to Mr. Jessup, Mr. Hiss un
doubtedly still would be . det·~rrnining for
eign i:olicy in the ~tate Department. 
· The Senator -from Connecticut asked 
me another question. He asked me 
whether or not I intended to · include· 
Judge Kenyon in this discussion today. 
The S=nator knows full well why the 
Kenyon case was ·presented. · The Ken
yon case was presented as the first in a 
sequence of cases. As I said.at the time, 
it was presented, not because Judge 
Kenyon herself was important, but I 
lmew that as we went through the vari
ous cases we would time and time again 
hear the statement, "Well, he has been 
cleared by the Loyalty Board." There
fore, ·I . took a typical case to show just 
what being "cleared ·by the Loyalty 
Board" meant. Unfortunately, it hap
pened to be the case of a lady. I took 
a typical case in order to show just what 
it meant to be cleared by the Loyalty 
Board. It was a case in which the board 
had documentation with respect to 28 
organizations which-had been declared to 
be Communist-front organizations. They 
had not been declared to be Communist
front organizations by McCARTHY, but 
they had been declared to be Communist-.. 
front organizations by the Attorney Gen
eral, the House Un-American Activities 
Committee, the California Committee, 
the Coudert committee. I ·presented 
her case to the committee to show that 
28 organizations, according to our ex
hibits, showed her name, and showed 
that she was a sponsor of the organiza
tions. The committee did not even go 
through the motions of calling her and 
asking her, "Judge, why did you join? 
Were you a dope, or did you join pur
posely?" That was the importance of 
the Kenyon case. The Senator knows 
that. The Senator knows also that I 
have never accused Judge Kenyon of 
being a traitor. Whether she joined 
these organizations, as she said, because 
\she may have been-I do not recall 
her testimony-I . think she said she 
joined w~thout _knowing it, or without 
knowing something about them. I do 
not know what she sajd. However, so 
far as the Loyalty Board is concerned, 
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if it did not know why she joined those 
organizations, it certainly should have 
found out before giving her a clean bill 
of health, especially in view of the fact 
that the Secretary of State had ~aid that 
membership in even one of those or
ganizat ions-not 28, but 1-was evidence 
that an individual was a bad security 
risk. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. McMAHON. Will the Senator now 

answer my question whether he regards 
Miss Kenyon, Mr. Jessup, Mr. Hanson, 
or Mrs. Brunauer as traitors to the 
United States? 

Mr. McCARTHY. If the Senator will 
remain on the floor-and I hope he will 
remain-he will hear in some detail ex
actly what I have to say about Jessup. 
Then the Senator may decide for him
self whether Mr. Jessup is merely a 
stooge, who does not know what he is 
doing, or whether he has planned what 
he has done. I intend to come to that 
next. I do not intend to discuss the 
Jessup case until I reach it. I shall get 
to it before the Senate adjourns tonight. 
So, if the Senator will wait, I shall get 
to that case. 

I intend to discuss the Hanson case. 
I intend to point out the work Lattimore 
is doing in connection with Hanson's 
work. When I have finished, if the Sen
ator has any doubt in his mind as to 
the facts in these cases, I shall be very 
glad to have him question me. However, 
I shall not discuss the Jessup case until 
I get to it. We have some extremely 
interesting documents in the Jessup case. 
Mr. Jessup will have some difficulty ex
plaining some of them. 

Mr.. McMAHON. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. McMAHON. As I understand, the 

Senator does not wish to state at this 
time his opinion as to whether or not 
Mr. Jessup is a traitor. With respect 
to Judge Kenyon, Mr. Hanson, or Mrs. 
Brunauer, does he care to give a direct 
answer to the question whether or not 
they are traitors within the classifica
tion which was ref erred to in the Sena
tor 's colloquy with the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. McCARTHY. If I were in a po
sition to ask a question of the Senator 
from Connecticut, I would ask him 
whether he considers Mr. Lattimore a 
traitor. 

Mr. McMAHON. Is that the Sena
tor's answer to my question? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator will 
hear what I have to say about each of 
these individuals, if he will be patient 
and sit down. 

Mr. McMAHON. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? . 
Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. If everything which 

the Senator from Wisconsin has stated 
about the persons regarding whom the 
Senator from Connecticut has inquired 

. is true, and if everything he has stated 
proves interesting to the Senate and to 
the .audience, can the Senator from Wis
consin tell us of what crime the persons 
are guilty under American law. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Of what statutory 
crime? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of what crime; yes. 
Of what crime are they guilty under 
American law? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall let the Sen
ate decide that question. I_ am merely 
giving the facts as to these individuals. 
I am not in the Attorney General's office. 
·when I get through I think the Senate 
will have just as good an idea as I have 
as to what crime they are guilty of. I 
h ave some more documents which shed 
further light on that subject. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield 
to the Sena.tor from Minnesota. 

Mr. HU1\1:PHREY. I wonder whether 
the Senator from Wisconsin, prior to 
making his charges public with refer
ence to the cases of Judge Kenyon, Mr. 
Hanson, Miss Brunauer, an<.l Mr. Jessup, 
and now Mr. Lattimore, consulted with 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or 
divulged such information to them as he 
had in h is possession. 

Mr. McCARTHY. First let me say 
none of this information came from the 
FBI nor from any FBI agent. Let me 
further say to the Senator from Minne
sota that if I had had any correspond
ence or any conversation with any mem
bers of the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion I do not feel called upon to give it 
to the Senator. Is that clear? The 
Federal Bureau of Investigation will have 
available every speck: of evidence that 
I pick up. I do not :flatter myself with 
the thought that I can do this more 
efficiently than the FBI. I think they 
have done an exceedingly fine job. I 
assume that practically .all this evidence 
must also be in the files of the FBI. 

The FB_I has not gone over to the Jus
tice Department and insisted upon his 
prosecution. Let me first say, whether 
they have done it or not I do not know. 
But I was brought up on a farm, and an 
old farmer said to me, "If a cat once 
drinl~s scalding water you have difficulty 
getting him to drink even cold water 
from then on." If the FBI starts devel
oping a case on a man such as Lattimore, 
all one has to do is to look back and see 
what happened in a case such as that of 
Service, and one cannot be surprised :lt 
why they do not insist upon prosecuting 
Lattimore. 

Let me say something about the Serv
ice .case so the Senator can understand 
why perhaps the FBI has good reason to 
leave it to the Justice Department to de
cide when prosecution shall be started. 
The Government attorney in the Service 
case was a young man named Hitchcock. 
Hitchcock quickly disposed of this case, 
which the FBI had worked up over 
months of detailed investigation. The 
case was worked up by scores of FBI 
men. This man Hitchcock then . got up 
before the court and said, "I can dispose 
of this case in less than 5 minutes. 
There are no indications of disloyalty 
here." In other words, he could take all 
of J. Edgar Hoover's work and say, "He 
has nothing." 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I have this ques
tion. I gather from the Senator from 
Wisconsin that it is his opinion that the 
information he has now presented to the 
Senate was undoubtedly already in the 
files of the FBI, and therefore there was 
not any particular need for h is immedi
ate givin g of that information to the 
FBI. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not know 
whether it is there or not. I have a 
great deal of respect for the FBI. I sin
cerely hope and assume that they have 
done a much more competent job of in
vestigating than I have. But on the 
assumption that they may not have all 
this information, every scrap of evidence 
I get is going directly to the FBI. When 
I say I assume they have it, I do not 
know. I hope they have it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Let us assume that 
the Senator is correct, that the FBI has 
it. I have high regard for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. I share the 
high regard in which the Senator holds 
that agency. I have extremely high re
gard for the head of the Bureau, J. Edgar 
Hoover, and I share the high regard in 
which the Senator from Wisconsin holds 
him. I should like to ask the Senator if 
the FBI has the inf-Ormation, or if he 
assumes it has it because it possesses, as 
the S3nator says in his own words, bet
t3r investigatprs than he, vmuld it not be 
a dereliction of duty on the part of the 
Director of the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation, who has taken an oath to up
hold the Constitution and to defend it, 
and to uphold the law of the land, if he _ 
were not to reveal or identify a traitor, 
since we have laws pertaining to traitors? 
I should like to ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin if he will give us an answer as 
to whether or not he believes that the 
Director of the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation, Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, has been 
derelict in his responsibility in the sense 
that he has not prosecuted what the Sen
ator from Wisconsin calls a top Com
munist agent, an agent of Russia, who is 
or has been a member of the Communist 
Party, thereby making him obviously a 
traitor? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator from 
Minnesota knows the answer to that 
questi-0n. He knows that the FBI has no 
power to prosecute. He knows that the 
only function the FBI has is to gather 
evidence. He knows that the only indi
vidual who can decide whether to prose
cute is the Attorney General. He also 
knows very well that if the Attorney 
General desired to prosecute one of these 
men high up in the State Department be 
would have to obtain the President's 
consent. Do not load this onto J. Edgar 
Hoover. 

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

Mr. McCARTHY. Not till I have com
pleted my answer. J. Edgar Hoover did 
a phenomenal job in the Service case, 
and if the Department of J~tice had 
done an equally good job, Service would 
not be in the Far East trying to turn the ' 
whole business over to Russia. Do not 
try to hide behind the skirts of the FBI. · 

·They have done a phenomenal job. If 
J. Edgar Hoover had control over the 
Department of Justice so the cases he 
prepared would be presented, then we 
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.would have a much cleaner Federal Gov- man in the Government who has the 
ernment. courage to ' speak in behalf of the Re

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will public? I shall not indulge in that as-
the Senator yield for a final question? .sumptiqn, Mr. President. I believe that 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. if Mr. Hoover had the information he 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Am I to under- would be the first to call it to the at

stand it, then, the Senator from Wis- . tention of the people of the United States, 
consin is saying that the distinguished, and not wait till he could secure a public 
patriotic, and devoted American citizen, forum, such as the forum of the United 
in the person of J. Edgar Hoover, t:P.e ·states Senate, to make the charge. 
head of the FBI, is so anxious for his Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator from 
.job that when a top Communist agent, Minnesota knows full well that the Di
a No. 1 traitor, is disclosed by the rec- rector of the FBI has no authority what
ord's of the FBI,. the distinguished Direc- soever to call the attention of the public 
tor of t he PSI would not resign and .to things which are in his files. In fact, 
make public the information if the evi- the Senator from Minnesota is one of 
dence is there to substantiate the those who has been urging that the files 
charge? Does the Senator say that the should not be made available to a com
Director of the FBI would protect the .mittee in executive session. He certainly 
Attorney General and protect .the Presi- cannot ask that .the files be made .avail
dent rather than the United States of able to the world at large. Certainly he 
America if he had the evidence to sub- cannot say that the fact that Mr. Hoover 
stantiate that a man is a traitor? will not publish the files on the front 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator knows pages of all the newspapers indicates 
that the Director of the FBI has one disloyalty on the part of J. Edgar Hoover. 
job and that is to develop information, There is something rather contradictory 
develop the case, and make it available in the Senator's position, that is, that 
to the Attorney General. There is no .the files should not be made available 
doubt whatsoever in the mind of the to Senators such as the Senator from 
Sem1,tor from Minnesota as to that. Mr. Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], the Senator 
Hoover is one of the few men left" who from Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON], the 

." are fighting energetfcally against com- _Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEJ;iTLOOPER], 

.munism, and there is nothing the Com- the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
munists wouid like better than to get J. LODGE], and the Senator from Rhode 
Edgar Hoover out of his job. I certainly ·Island [Mr. GREEN], but that J. Edgar 
hope the Senator from Minnesota is not Hoover is disloyal if he will not make 
urging that he resign. [Laughter in the them available to the world at large. I 
galleries.] I think that if J. Edgar Hoo- do not question the Senator's sincerity, 
ver were to resign it would be a major but I do question the Senator's reason

. catast rophe. So do not ask me those ing power on that point. [Laughter in 
things, Senator. [Laughter in the gal- the galleries.] 
leries.J y 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will Mr. HUMPHRE · Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. Mr. McCARTHY." I am glad to yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Of course, the Sen- Mr. HUMPHREY. Let me say that 

ator from Wisconsin did not mean to tell the Senator from Minnesota wishes to 
the distinguished Members of the Sen- reciprocate in kind th~ observations the 
ate that the junior Senator from Minne- Senator from Wisconsin has made, in 
sota is suggesting that the patriotic, that the Senator from Minnesota does 
loyal public servant, J. Edgar Hoover, not question the sincerity of the Senator 
resign. What the Senator from Wiscon- ·from Wisconsin, but does question the 
siri is trying to .do at the moment is to logic of the Senator from Wisconsin and 
interpret the remarks made by the junior .the deductions which have been made 
Senator from Minnesota. I should like by him. . 
to ask the Senator from Wisconsin, since Let us get clear--
he has seen fit to · make this public dee- Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
laration because of his loyalty to the Re- ask unanimous consent that, under the 
public, which loyalty no one ~an ques- rules, I shall not lose the floor by yield
tion, whether he believes that J. Edgar ing to permit the Senator from Minne
Hoover would be less loyal if he had in sot a to make observations. 
his records the same information as to The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
an outstanding public enemy, Soviet top- Senator from Wisconsin requests unani
Communist agent. I remind the Sena- . mo us consent that he not lose the floor 
tor that he assumes the FBI has the when observations are made by other 

·records and as he says better investiga- Senators. Is there objection? The 
tors than he is. In other words, does Chair hears none. 
the Senator from Wisconsin feel that Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
the Director of the Federal Bureau of · wish only to observe, first, that at no 
Investigation would be so lacking in in- t ime have I said anything as to whether 
test inal fortitude and patriotic devotion or not the President should open or keep 
to public duty that he would not resign closed the files. That matter is not be
if he knew that the records of the FBI fore the junior Senator from Minnesota. 
disclosed a top Soviet agent in the State It is before a special committee of the 
Department who could not be prosecuted? ·Senate. 
Am I to assume by the remarks of the Second, I wish to observe that I do not 
Senator from Wisconsin, that the Di- care to have the Senator from Wiscon
rector of the FBI would be a party to a sin twist my remarks, or interpret them 
conspiracy to protect a member of the ;;r in such a manner as to confuse their 
St at e Department? Am I to assume that ·; .· meaning. The junior Senator from 
_th<:! Senator from Wisconsin is the only . .:: Minnesota holds th<:; Attorney General, 

Mr. McGrath, and the Director of the 
FBI, Mr. Hoover, in the h ighest esteem. 
The junior Senator from Minnesota be
lieves in them, trusts them, pa,ys tribute 
,to their patriotic, loyal service. It is 
my position that if J. Edgar Hoover had 
the information which the Senator from 
Wi.sconsin says is available in th~ files, 
or which the Senator assumes to be avail
able, Mr. Hoover, because of his patr'iotic 
devotion to his country, would have.made 
.the information public, would have called 
it to the attention, first ; to the distin
guished Attorney General, Mr. McGrath, 
then the President of the United States, 
an~ tl).en to th~ attel)tion of the people. 

In view of the loyal service of Mr. 
Hoover and of the loyal service of Mr. 
Richardson; head of the Loyalty Board, 
does the Senator · from Wisconsin be
lieve that either one of them would cover 
up the record of an alleged traitor-an 
allegation made on the part of the Sen
ator from Wisconsin? Does the Senator 
from Wisconsin believe that Mr. Mc
Grath, or Mr. Hoover, or Mr. Richard
son· would be part of a conspiracy to 
cover up for a "bad policy risk"-I quote 
now-"a top Communist agent," "a So
viet agent who is or has been a member 
of the Communist Party, and an agent 
of Russia"? · 

I should like to have the Senator from 
Wisconsin answer whether he believes 
that Mr. Richardson and Mr. Hoover 
would be parties ·to such a consl>iracy to 
cover up for that kind of a person in the 
employ of the Government of the United 
States . 
. Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, let 
us take up the various questions the 
Senator from Minnesota has asked. 

He has asked about Mr. Richardson. 
Personally, I do not know him, except 
I have had an _experience at arm's length, 
without seeing him, during the past sev
·eral weeks. As the Senator from Min
nesota will recall, I made the statement 
before the committee, under oath, that 
the John S. Service case had been post
audited by Mr. Richardson's Loyalty 
Board. I pointed out that Mr. Richard
son's Loyalty Board, on March 3, sent 
that case back to the State Department, 
saying, "Not only are we dissatisfied with 
the clean bill of health you gave Service, 
but we want y.ou to appoint a completely 
new loyalty board." 

Mr. Richardson's top executive officer, 
when asked by the press whether or not 
I was telling the truth, said, "No; we 
have never heard of Service." 

The Senator from Minnesota asks me 
whether Richardson would cover up any
thing. I know that his top executive, 
when asked about the facts I gave on 
Service, said, in effect, "McCARTHY is 
I:v.ing. We never heard of Service." 

Then something happened in the State 
Department. Apparently they became a 
little worried about the machinery which 
had been set in motion and about the 
fact that too many papers had been 
signed. So the next day they had to ' 
admit that I was right, and that on 
March 3, as I had said, the Review Board 
sent Service's case back. 

So I wrote to Mr. Richardson and said, 
in effect, "Can you give us an explana
tion of t~is? Why does the head of the 
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Loyalty Board tell the Americin people · Have any laws been -violated? . If -so, let 
a deliberate untruth?" "Why -they eaid us prosecute or punish those who Violate 
there was nothing to my case on Service them. . 
and why they said· they had never heard We should not take up other matters 
of him~ and yet the next day· admitted simply because they are entertaining; we · 
that I was right in every ·detail. should not engage in colloquy simply be-

What do S~nators · think his answer cause it is entertaining. It might enter
was? He said~ "I had to say this be- · tain for the moment anyone who is ·us
cause too many people were asking qUes- tening, but that does not prove a thing. · 
tions." Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 

So, when: the Senator from Minnesota · wish to thank the Senator from New 
asks me· about · what Mr. Richardson Mexico for giving the Senator ·from·Min
would cover up, my answer is, "I do not nesota that advice.· 
know." ·The Senator understands that no mat-

As to J. Edgar Hdover, I think · the ter ·how intelligent or unintelligent a 
Senator froin Minnesota is doing a thing · question may be, when a Senator asks 
he certainly should not do, after serious · a question of me, I try to . answer it. I _ 
thought, n·amely, attempting to convince am not accusing the Senator from Min
the American people that J. Edgar Hoo- · nesota of asking an unintelligent ques
ver condones what is going on in the tion., but I gather-that the Senator ·from · 
State· Department. n · is not his task fo New Mexico is criticizing me for yielding 
approve or ·disapprove what the state to permit the Senator from Minnesota to 
Department does. The ·Senator from ·• make an observation . . ·1 say-that, rightly 
Minnesota knows, and I know, that J. or wrongly; I Jee! that when I discuss a 
Edgar Hoover has no power whatsoever subject so important as this one, I should 
to hire or fire anyone in the State De- freely yield. · Another Senator may think 
partment. The Senator from Minne- the · Senator ·· from New Mexico is not . 
sota knows, and I know, that all J. wisely taking up time. However, so far 
Edgar Hoover's organization can do is · as I ain concerned, I shall give the Sena
to·develop the facts. · The Senator knows · tor from New Mexico all the time he · 
that if J. ·Edgar Hoover started· making wishes. ·· · 
those facts available to the public he · Mr. CHAVEZ. Very well, and I thank 
would not ·continue in his job for more the Senator. In this particular in
than a moment. . . . stance; I am not criticizing either the 

Although I am sure the Senator from Senator from Wisconsin or 'the Senator 
Minnesota does not want.to -see the serv- . from Minnesota; neither am I trying to 
·ices · of Mr. Hoover dispensed w"ith, yet heckle the Senator from Wisconsin or to 
I know there are in this Nation com:. keep hini fr"oin saying anything about 
munistic a_nd un-American persons ·who this· matter. · 
would like nothing better than to see .·Mr. McCARTHY. I know the Senator 
Mr. Hoover retired to private life. from New Mexico is not. · 

· Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the Mr. CHAVEZ. My point is, Let us 
Senator yield? keep the. record clear. The ·only way 

· · the American people w111 get any benefit . 
· Mr. McCA~TllY. I am glad to yield from it is by a consideration of whether 

to the Senator from New Mexico. the law is being obeyed, not by a dis-
Mr. CHAVEZ. I thank the Senator cussion of what the Senator from Wis-

from Wisconsin. consin or I may think about some Gov-
. Let me say that the observation I am ernment officials. What I think about 

going to make, with the indulgence of the some Government officials probably 
Senator from _ Wisconsin, is not based · could not be said in polite society; and 
upon an attempt to heckle the Senator , what-the Senator from Minnesota thinks 
from Wisconsin. about some Government officials prob-

. What difference does it make whether ably could not be said in polite society. 
one person thinks Mr; Hoover is doing However, it is basic, if we are to have 
the right thing or not; or what difference a government of laws-not a government 
does it make whether Mr. Richardson, based on the ideas of the Senator from . 
who is only one individual, is trying to do · Wisconsin or. of the Senator from . Min
certain things or not? . I think what we nesota or of the Dir.ector of the FBI or . 
should emphasize is the protection of of someone else-that the laws be obeyed. 
American rights. If I correctly under- If the laws are obeyed, I think the people . 
stand the Senator from Wisconsin, that · of the United States will have a better 
is all he is trying to do; he would like to government. 
have removed from the Government Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
service, no matter where, anyone who · thank the Senator from New Mexico. 
would not protect American rights. Frankly, I feel very strongly that when . 

The colloquy which has occurred be- any Senator rises on this floor and tries 
tween the Senator from Wisconsin and t0 indicate-of course, I may have mis
the Senator from Minnesota has been in interpreted the remarks of the Senator 
regard to whether Mr. Hoover is doing from Minnesota-that a man with the 
the right thing or whether Mr. Richard- background of J. Edgar Hoover would 
son or someone else is doing the right condone what is going on, then I think 
thing. should not the question be, Is I should make it as clear as possible that 
the law being obeyed? After all, Mr. Mr. J. Edgar Hoover has no power what .. 
President, should we have a Government soever over the situation, no function to 
based upon what Mr. Hoover thinks or approve or disapprove. 
upon what someone else may think or Mr. President, I have before me an-
upon what Mr. Richardson or I or · the other affidavit. 
Senator from Wisconsin thinks; or Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, will 
should we have a government of law? the Senator yield at this point? 
Therefore, should not the question be, Mr. McCARTHY. I am giad to yield. 

XCVI--277 

·Mr. ANDERSON. I have · waited un
til the Senator finished with the letter 
from Mr. Lattimore, to ask the Senator 
a question about it, if he does not mind. 

Mr. McCARTHY . . ·I may say to the 
Senator that I am not through with the 
documentation on Mr. Lattimore. 

Mr. ANDERSON. However, the Sen
ator from Wisconsin read from a letter 
dated June 15, 1943, did he not? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I believe the Sen

ator fixed as April 26, 1943, the date when 
the party line changed. 

·Mr. McCARTHY. Let me make that 
clear. I say that if we can fix any par
ticular date, I think that would be it. 
Some persons say the party line com
rn,enced to change after the German sur
render at Stalingrad. · Others .say that 
the t:ime we can more definitely fix for it 
is the date .when Stalin broke relations 
with the Polish Government-in-exile. 
However, I would say that April 26, 1943, 
is about as close as any date we can 
determine upon. . 

.Mr .. ANDERSON. I wished to ask the 
Senator whether he would make any 
comment on such papers as have been 
filed by Ge_nera:I Stilwell, for · example, 
about his relationship with Chiang Kai
shek, or by General Marshall" and many 
other persons . . I do not believe the Sen
ator would question their loyalty, and I 
wonder whether he . differentiates be
tween them and Mr. Lattimore because · 
of some other history or becaus·e of that 
individual date. · 

Mr." McCARTHY. I intend to . dwell 
on this letter. I think Lattimore was as 
much responsible, if not more so, for 
Stilwell's activities in China as any other 
one individual. If the Senator will 
carefully study his record I am sure the 
Senator will believe that to be the case. 

·The Senator understands that it is im
possible for me, with a limited staff, to 
present a court case here; but I am sure 
that if the Senator will sit here and will 
listen to the material which I am pre
senting, he will be convinced that the 
clique of Lattimore, Jessup, and Service 
has been responsible, almost com
pletely-under Acheson, of course--for 
what went on in the Far East, although 
there were .other individuals taking part. 
If the Senator will wait until I have com
pleted my remarks, then if he has any 
questions, I shall certainly try to answer 
them. However, I am reasonably certain 
that when the Senator from New Mexico, 
for whom I have unlimited respect, sees 
this evidence, he will quite heartily agree 
with me. 

Mr. President, I have before me an 
affidavit which is of interest, covering 
the testimony which will be given by a 
former general in the Red army, who 
has indicated his willingness to testify 
if subpenaed. His testimony will be to 
the effect that while a general in the 
Red army, and while at Moscow, he was 
in close contact with a general, whom he 
names, who is named in the affidavit, 
who was one of the top generals in Soviet 
intelligence. This conversation was in 
1935 or 1936. He was discussing with 
that top man of Russian intelligence the 
difficulty of getting good intelligence in
formation from Mongolia and the Far 
East generally. · 
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I may say incidentally this former 
Russian general states that he gave a 
statement to a Government investiga
tive agent. Whether that was the State 
Department, or what investigative 
agency it was, I frankly do not know. 
The testimony will be that the thing 
that particularly disturbed Russian in
telligence was that they had difficulty 
getting Russian agents into the Far East, 
because of the suspicion of the Japanese 
and the Chinese at that time. That, Mr. 
President, you understand, was 1935 or 
1936. The testimony will be that the 
head of the Russian intelligence told this 
witness, this prospective witness, that 
they . were having excellent success 
through the Institute of Pacific Rela
tions, which the Soviet Intelligence, 
through ~ommunists in the United 
States, had taken over. In connection 
with this, he particularly mentioned 
Owen Lattimore and another individual 
whose name the Senate would recognize, 
who is not at present connected with our 
Government. That name is also in the 
affidavit. The ·individual has not been 
connected with the State Department, 
but did spend some time with Lattimore 
in the OWi. I am not using his name on 
the Senate floor today, in view of the 
fact that he is not in the Government. 
But the entire affidavit is being turned 
over to the FBI. 

This former Red army general will 
further testify that, at the time he was 
in Moscow, the name of Owen Lattimore 
meant nothing to him, but that it was 
only after he reached the United States 
as a fugitive from Soviet persecution, and 
in the late thirties, that the significance 
of the Russian Intelligence became ap
parent to him. His testimony will 
further be that in the course of visits to 
other European capitals, he had received 
approximately the same information 
about IPR, and also about Lattimore, 
and the other, named as a Soviet agent 
in this atndavit. 

1 have before me another affidavit, 
which--

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I should like to re
fer to another affidavit, first, so we may 
have both of them in mind. I have 
before me another affidavit, the original 
of which is being handed to the FBI. 
This affiant lives in China. While Latti
more was there the affi.ant was an editor 
of a newspaper in Tientsin and another 
in Peking. 

He states that Lattimore was a leader 
in several pro-Russian student uprisings 
in China. He points out Lattimore's 
known connection with and control over 
the magazine Asia, which later became 
Amerasia. The Senate will recall that 
one of the editors of Amerasia was ar
rested and found guilty of conspiracy to 
steal secret documents from the State 
Department, the War Department, and 
the Navy. I refer to Jaffe. There is a 
rather humorous vein in this affidavit. 
He points out that Chiang Kai-shek was 
displeased with Lattimore, who as the 
Senate will recall, was sent by Roosevelt 
as an adviser to China. · He was sent 
over there for 6 months. Chiang Kai
shek apparently did not want to hurt 
Roosevelt's feelings by requesting Latti-

more's recall, so he handled this in an 
oriental fashion. He appointed Latti
more a c:1inese official and sent him back 
to represent him in Washington. 
[Laughter.] 

He points out that the Lattimore crowd 
was responsible for the indoctrination of 
Stilwell against Chiang Kai-shek. He 
will point out in his testimony that this 
was abundantly clear to anyone who 
lived in China. 

The affidavit of this editor of a Chinese 
newspaper is I believe valuable princi
pally to show Lattimore's leadership of 
pro-Russian Chinese student uprisings. 

l am glad to yield now to the S:mator 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does the Senator 
mean to convey the impression that the 
Institute of Pacific Relations, in 1935 
and 1936, was under Communist con
trol? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me explain to 
the Senator. I was going to cover this 
later, but I will do it briefly now, and I 
will cover it more at length later. The 
IPR was established back in the early 
twenties by some outstanding men. It 
took some time for the Communists to 
gain control of it. There are 50 trustees 
on the board of the Institute of Pacific 
Relations, which it will be understood, 
consists of 10 councils. 

Apparently the party has made no 
great attempt to place men upon that 
council, and so far as I know, of the 50, 
they have never had a membership of 
more than 10, or at most 15. In other 
words, the party has never had, and it 
does not even now remotely have control 
of the board of trustees. There is, how
ever, the executive committee, which 
consists of 10 individuals. Those are 
members of the board of trustees, large
ly who· live in and around New York. 
The party has made a tremendous effort 
either to get Communists, fellow travel
ers, or merely deluded liberals on that 
particular board. Three, four, or five 
members have been about the most they 
have had on the board, who actually 
have done a rather effective job of con
trol. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I was wondering 
whether the Senator could fix the time, 
because if he would fix the time, for ex
ample, as 1935 or 1936, I should be glad to 
name for him people whom I am quite 
sure he would never call Communists. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Oh, I can give the 
Senator the names of any number of out
standing men. As I said, on the board of 
trustees I think there has at all times 
been a sizable number of outstanding 
men, and on the executive board there 
have also been some outstanding·men. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I was only hoping 
the Senator might indicate why, if the 
other 35 or so out of 50 distinguished peo
ple were not Communists, it proved that 
Lattimore was, because he associated 
with them, the heads of great American 
universities, prominent editors of news
papers, distinguished citizens of every 
type. They are not brought into this 
discussion. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I am 
not pointing out that Mr. Lattimore was 
a Communist, because he associated with 
those men on the board of trustees. I 
am now reading an affidavit from a Red 

army omcer as to what his testimony 
will be in regard to information which 
he got from Russian intelligence. This 
is a part of the entire picture. 

One of the recent activities of Latti-
. more, which I wish to point out to the 

Senate today, is a recent trip to Point 
Barrow, Alaska, in May of last year. He 
had two cameras with him on that trip, 
as did everyone else who went on the 
trip. Point Barrow is, as Senators know, 
the northernmost place in Alaska, and 
one of the main approaches to the Amer
ican Continent near the Arctic. It 
would be interesting to know where the 
pictures are today which Lattimore took 
with those two cameras. 

I think the committee might also try 
to investigate, to find out how that trip 
was arranged. In this connection I un
derstand that in Professor Lattimore's 
home in Baltimore he has a room de-

• voted to special photographic equipment. 
Understand, I have never been in the 
room, but that is my information. 

I also discussed Owen Lattimore ·with 
Freda Utley who was formerly a member 
of the British Communist Party. Her 
husband was picked up .by the OGPU 
and has apparently since died in a 
Siberian prison camp. She states that 
while she was not admitted to the secret 
meetings between the Russian Commu
nist leaders and the IPR delegates, it 
was common knowledge at the Institute 
where she worked, in the Russian Coun
cil of the Institute, in Moscow, that the 
Soviet Government was paying a large 
sum as its contribution to the Institute 
of Pacific Relations. 

In regard to Lattimore, she states 
that at the time she met him in Moscow 
in 1936, in her opinion he was not yet a 
Communist, but that later when she 
knew him in Baltimore in 1940, he had 
definitely decided to throw in his lot with 
the totalitarian enemies of America and 
of freedom because he has become con
vinced that the Communists were des
tined to win. 

She states further that a few months 
after she had gotten to know him in 
Moscow, she met him in London where 
he told her that he had almost lost his 
job as editor of Pacific Affairs because 
he had published an article by the 
Trotskyite, Harold Isaacs. 

Keeping in mind that Pacific Affairs 
is a publication for 10 councils, the pub
lication of which Jessup was editor be
ing the publication for the American 
Council. I should like to call the Sen
ate's attention also to an article by 
Philip J. Jaffe, entitled "China's Com
munists Told Me," which appeared in 
the New Masses of October 12, 1937. It 
will be recalled that this is the same 
Philip Jaffe who recently was found 
guilty of conspiracy to steal secret docu
ments from the State Department and 
the War and Navy Departments in con
nection with the Amerasia case. 

In this article Jaffe gives considerable 
detail about his travels in China with 
T. A. Bisson and Owen Lattimore, giving 
details as to their stay at the Communist 
foreign omce in Yenan and being greeted 
on arrival at Yenan, the Communist 
headquarters, by Agnes Smedley. Miss 
Smedley, it will be recalled, has been 
named by General MacArthur's Intelli-
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gence Service as "one of the most ener
getic workers for the Soviet cause in 
China for the past 20-odd years." · 

Let me make it clear: ·I do not claim 
the distinction of having exposed Latti
more. He has long since been exposed 
to the State Department. For example, 
on October 26, 1946, nearly 5 years ago, 
the Washington Times-Herald in an ar
ticle entitled "State Department Sends 
Soviet Sympathizer as Aide," we find 
the following : 

Another Red sympathizer, if not a Com
munist; Owen Lattimore, h as been named 
Special Economic Adviser to Tokyo. 

As the Senate well knows, the Ameri
can Legion, through its Americanism 
Commission, for years, has been waging 
a gallant fight against odds in an at
tempt to maintain America as a free 
Nation. 

In March of 1949 its subcommittee on 
subversive activities put out a document 
entitled "Summary of Trends and De
velopments Exposing the Communist 
Conspfracy." In this it listed a number 
of individuals as "unsuitable and, inap
propriate for Legion sponsorship." One 
of the ·names is Owen Lattimore. Cer
tainly 'this was known to the State De
partment when they ·Sent Lattimore to 
Afghanistan on the poirtt 4 mission. 
Also. the fact-finding committee of the 
California Legislature on page 199 of its 
fourth report on un-American activities 
had the following to say: "Among the 
Communists and fellow travelers who 
have been writing books for public 
schools is Owen Lattimore." 

I fear in the case of Lattimore, I may 
have perhaps placed too much stress on 
the question of whether or not he has 
been an espionage agent. In view of his 
position of tremendous power in the 
State Department as the "architect" of 
our far-eastern policy, the more im
portant aspect of his case deals with his 
aims and what he advocates; whether 
his aims are American aims or whether 
they coincide with the aims of Soviet 
R·ussia. Therefore, forgetting for the 
time being any question of membership 
in the Communist Party or participation 
in espionage, I would like to deal briefly 
with what this man himself advocates 
and what he believes in. 

It does not take any counterespionage 
staff to determine what he stands for. 
It does not take an investigative group to 
determine whether he favors com
munism over our form of democracy. 
All it takes is a detailed study of his 
voluminous writings. -

We wonder why a man as brilliant as 
Lattimore would set forth his aims so 
clearly over a number of years-espe
cially when he now denies those aims so · 
loudly. I suppose, however, if we had 
the answer to that question, we woul(j 
also have the answer to why Hitler wrote 
h is Mein Kampf and why Stalin wrote 
his Principles of Leninism. 

He is undoubtedly the most brilliant 
and scholarly of . all the Communist · 
propagandists, and also the most subtle 
of the evangelists who have deceived the 
American people about the Chinese · 
Coir.munists. 

I might say that if we study him we 
cannot help but see that here is a bril-

liant individual. That is wh_at makes 
him dangerous. If he were merely a 
dupe, such as are some of the persons 
he has been using, he would not be so 
dangerous to the Nation. Nevertheless, 
no one can read his books carefully 

' without realizing that they are replete 
with pro-Soviet propaganda; twisted 
half-truths about America; misinforma
tion about the Chinese Communists; 

' and historical distortions and omissions 
designed to trick the American public 
into support of policies advantageous to 
Moscow. 

In a moment I shall give some quota
tions · from Lattimore's books. But firnt 
I wish to emphasize the point that the 
administration's disastrous far-eastsrn 
policy reflects point by point Mr. Latti
more's recommendations and advice. 

In this conn~ction the Senate will re
call that when · I gave the name and 
some facts in the Lattimore case to the 
Foreign Relations Subcommittee in ex
ecutive session, the State Department 
'made the following statement: 

He [Lattimore] has never been employed 
by or connected with the State Department, 
except once. About 5 years ugo, and for a 
period of 4 months only, he was associated 
with a mission outside the United States. 

Once thereafter, on a single day, although 
not employed or compensated by the State 
Department, he publicly addressed a group 
of State Department employees. 

On. another occasion, although not em
ployed by the State Department, he took 
part over a period of 2 days in a citizens' 
round-table conference, in the company of 
many distinguished Americans who likewise 
were participating in this discussion. 

There was no other contact, association, 
employment or connection between the 
State Department and this individual in 
any manner or form, at any other time, save 
as mentioned above. 

I call attention particularly to the all
incusi.ve language: 

There was no other contact, association, 
employment or connection between the 
State Department and this individual in any 
manner or form, at any other time. 

For that reason it might be well to 
give Lattimore's employment and con
tact with the State Department and 
other Government agencies. 

In 1941 he was appointed by R·oosevelt 
as adviser to Chiang Kai-shek. While 
I do not have any documentary proof as 
to why President Roosevelt picked Lat
timore for this job, the best information 
available would indicate that it was 
largely on the recommendation of Henry 
Wallace. He remained with Chiang 
Kai-shek, however, only 6 months and 
wa~ then sent back by him to the United 
States. 

Shortly after his return to the States, 
he was put in charge of the Overseas 
Division in charge of Pacific operations 
of the OWI. 

Incidentally, Mr. President, I had 
hoped I would have, for the benefit of . 
the Senate today, some of the excerpts 
from the broadcasts which he beamed · 
out to China and the Pacific. They were 
really "dillies." 

In 1944 he and John Carter Vincent 
accompanied 'Henry Wallace on a · tour 
of China, after which Wallace made his 
i·eport to ~he State Department, rec-

ommending the torpedoing of Chiang 
· Kai-shek. 

Incidentally, in this connection the 
State Department issued a press r~
lease-and I have a copy of it in my 
hand-denying the existence of such a 
report and stating as follows: 

The Department reiterates in the plainest 
language that it does not have in its files 
and d oe3 n ot know of the existence of any 
report of ;the n ature suggested by Mr. JUDD. 

This was in answer to a demand by 
Congressman JUDD that the report be 
produced from wherever it is and pub
lished. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
O'CoNoaJ subsequently proved conclu
sively that the State Department was 
again mistaken-if that is the correct 
term-in this connection. The Senator 
obtained from Wallace a summary of his 
report and, as will be recalled, made a 
report to the press. · 

Upon his return from this trip, Henry 
Wallace wrote a book entitled "Soviet 
Asia Mission," in which he pays tribute 
to Owen Lattimore for his invaluable 
assistance. He also points out on page 
17 that the President-Mr. Roosevelt
"urged me to take Owen Lattimore with 
me, who, he said, ·was one of the world's 
great experts on the problems involving 
Chinese-Russian relationships." . 

This would seem to indicate that not 
only the State pepartment but the 
President have looked to Owen Latti
more as their adviser and ex~ert on far
eastern policy. 

In 1946 Lattimore headed a special 
mission to Japan, again to make recom
mendations to Mr. Truman and the State 
Department. 

In 1949 he attended the Indo-Ameri
can Conference in New Delhi, India, 
according to a copy of the Indian News 
Chronicle. According to this newspaper 
and the Hindustan Times, our Ambas
sador to India also took part in this 
Indo-American Conference. This con
ference was jointly sponsored by the 
State Department and the Institute of 
Pacific Relations. 

At the present time Lattimore is in 
Afghanistan. While the State Depart
ment denies he has any connection with 
it, the following information was obtained 
from the Library of Congr~ss: 

The Afghanistan Government asked the 
United States in December 1949 to send a 
P.reliminary mission to Afghanistan to in
vestigate the possibility of economic devel
opment under United Nations technical as
sistance program. Owen Lattimore was se
lected to be the head · of this mission, which 
included a Mr. Caustin of the United King
dom who is a member of the United Nations 
Secretariat; a Mr. Kirk of Canada, who is . 
with the United Nations Food and Agricul
ture Organization; and a fourth member, an 
engineer, whose name is not known. The 
purpose of this mission was to pick out some 
key economic projects which might provide 
the basis for long-term a~sistance. 

Iri other words, Mr. President, the 
Afghanistan Governm~nt asked this 
Government to send a preliminary mis
sion there to investigate the possibility 
of assistance under our point 4 program. 
,That is the program which Hanson is 
now planning. 

For some time he has also served on a 
State Department lecture panel, his job 
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being to prop8rly indoctrinate other State 
Department employees. In this connec
tion I call attention to an editorial writ
ten by Frank Waldrop which appeared in 
the Times-Herald of June 6, 1946. 

Whether or not the Secretary of State 
will ever admit that Lattimore has a 
desk in the State Department is com
paratively unimportant. The fact con
cerning which there can be no doubt 
whatsoever is the dominant influence of 
Mr. Lattimore over the formulation and 
implementation of the policy which has 
delivered China to Stalin. One can find 
in his books the clearest exposition of 
the theories and views which have been 
the basis for the administration's .disas
trous China policy and which are re
flected in the white paper. Indeed the 
reports from its Foreign Service officials 
in China during the war, as given in the 
white paper, read like extracts from Lat
timore's books. Lattimore's views are 
followed by the State Department inso
far as the Chinese Communists are con
cerned. These Chinese Communists are 
represented by Lattimore and his friends 
in the State Department as "democrats," 
"liberal agrarian reformers," "progres
sives not under Moscow's direction," or, 
more recently, as "detachable from" So
viet Russia. We hear a new term for 
them every day. 

The general drift of the line of propa
ganda put across by Mr. Lattimore in his 
writings is clearly shown by the follow
ing blurb on his book, Solution in Asia. 

This is what the editor says about the 
book: 

He shows that all the Asiatic peoples are 
more interested in actual democratic prac
tices, such as the ones they can see in action 
across the Russian border, than they are in 
the fine theories of Anglo-Saxon democracies 
which come t:oupled with ruthless imperial
ism. * • * He inclines to support Ameri
can newspapermen .who report that the only 
real democracy in China is found in Com
munist areas. 

Lattimore's admiration for Russian 
democracy is characterized by the fol
lowing passage in the same book: 

To ·an of these peoples (along the Russian 
frontier from Korea and Manchuria past 
Mongolia, Sinkiang, Afghanistan, and Iran 
all the way to Turkey) the Russians and the 
Soviet Union have a greater power of attrac
tion. In their _eyes--rather doubtfully in 
the eyes of the older generation, more and 
more clearly in the eyes of the younger gener
ation-the Soviet Union stands for strategic 
security, economic prosperity, technological 
progress, miraculous medicine, free educa
tion, equality of opportunity, and democracy, 
a powerful combination. 

The quotation appears at page 139. 
That is Lattimore's description of 

Communist Russia. In "The Situation 
in Asia," Lattimore is engaged in "prob
lems of policy," which-
are continuous, and stem out of each other 
at successive stages, in such a way that even 
when the same kind. of policy is followed or 
proposed, it must adapt itself in details to 
the changing situations which it is intended 
to manage. 

I have read from page 216. 
To illustrate, Lattimore goes on to say:· 
Aruerican policy at the end of the war 

s01.1ght to slow down the rate of change in 
Asia and give priority to the political stabili-

zation and economic recovery of Europe. 
Since then, however, in spite of American 
policy, the rate of change has been greater 
in Asia than the rate of recovery in Europe. 
We should, therefore, recognize the necessity 
of adapting our policy to the changing reali
ties; and we can only do so by relaxing our 
pressure on Asia to subordinate its interests 
to our interests and those of Europe, and by 
increasing our pressure on Europe to join us 
in a policy of negotiating compromises on 
terms acceptable to Asia. 

I have read from page 217. 
This is a roundabout way of sayin&' 

that, since the march of communism is 
irresistible in Asia, American policy 
should be to leave it alone, and then, 
through threatening to stop Marshall 
aid, to force European nations to do the 
same, that is, to negotiate compromises 
on terms which are acceptable to the 
Communists in Asia. In other words, it 
is a policy of appeasement of commu
nism in Asia, which is to be jointly pur
sued by all nations under American lead
ership. 

At page 43 Lattimore attacks what he 
calls "the grandiose and disastrous 
American attempt to determine the 
character and outcome of the Chinese 
Civil War." Does he mean the Marshall 
mission to China and the policy of form
ing a Kuomintang-Communist coalition? 
If so, Lattimore is for it. For he says 
that "this Marshall policy was a states
manlike effort to secure for the United 
States a position of free maneuver." I 
have read from page 148. He blames the 
Marshall failure, and here he fallows all 
standard Communist propaganda, on the 
assertion that "all during the period of 
his mission, the Kuomintang kept ac
cumulating American supplies and 
American transportation kept moving 
Kuomintang troops into north China 
and Manchuria." 

This is Communist propaganda, PUl'e 
and simple. For it is by now generally 
known, and documented by the white 
paper, that no such thing happened, 
and that General Marshall himself 
stated in testimony before Congress that 
a ban was imposed on arms and ammu
nition shipments to China which was 
a virtual embargo. Moreover, Latti
more fails to point out that the Soviet 
troops in Manchuria were systematically 
preventing Chinese troops from moving 
into Manchuria, either by sea through 
the port of Dairen, or overland through 
t:Q.e Great Wall pass Shanhaikwan, or by 
air to Mukden and Chan,kchun, while 
the Soviet troops were building up large 
Chinese Communist forces all over Man
churia. The tragic story is now pre
sented in the document China Presents 
Her Case to the United Nations, which 
was laid before the United Nations Gen
eral Assembly by the Chinese Govern
ment, November 25, 1949. 

After stating that the Marshall mis
sion "was a statesmanlike effort to ,c;ecure 
for the United State a position of free 
maneuver"-that is, the mission to get 
the Chiang Kai-shek government to take 
in the Communists-Lattimore feels that 
the Truman doctrine is "the first damage 
to this position of maneuver," and he 
blames the Eightieth Congress for his 
Msertion that General Marshall, was 
"blackmailed into destroying what re-

mained of the position of free maneuver 
in China policy which he himself set up." 
This blackmail, of course, was the China 
Aid Act of April 3, 1948-and he makes 
this abundantly clear-which Lattimore 
wrongly describes as having been taken 
out from the money for the Marshall plan 
for Europe. In other words, he says that 
the attempt on the part of Congress to 
give the $125,000,000 aid to Nationalist 
China was blackmail. 

The fundamental thesis of the book 
is the following statement: 

Clearly, the Communist ascendency had 
become so decisive that it could not be re
versed (p. 151). 

He goes on to spell out this assumption 
with some remarkable predictions of sub
sequent Soviet policies: 

We must also abandon the stubbornly lin
gering delusion that we can somehow main-

. tain footholds by supporting rump terri
tories or rump government somewhere south 
of the Yangtse, or on the coast, or on the 
island of Formosa (p. 179). 

This is Lattimore saying this should 
be the policy which should become the 
State Department policy. He says, 
"Don't think you can maintain a rump 
government beyond the Yangtse, don't 
think you can maintain one on Formosa.'' 

Here he was prepared to write off free 
China in favor of the Communists, even 
if the Communists were still on the north 
of the Yangtse, or when they were con
trolling only one-third of China. 

I might say that I dislike taking up so 
much time developing these quotations 
from Lattimore's works, but I think it is 
such an important part of the entire pic
ture that it should be made a part of the 
RECORD at this time. 

Lattimore's predictions regarding Sov
iet policy were accurate: 

We shall soon have a government in China 
firmly established in the heart of the land 
and controlling practically the whole of its 
fringes. This Government will be recognized 
de jure and de facto by Russia. The new 
government of China will claim China's big 
five position in the United Nations, includ
ing the right of veto. 

That prediction has not come true as 
yet, of course. 

These lines were written a full year 
before the Communists took such steps~ 

Lattimore does not believe that any
thing should or could be done to arrest 
the march of communism in China and 
Asia. However, he is not advocating a 
policy of app~asement of Communist ag
gression. He believes that Communist 
rule is good in itself. 

As Senators listen to this, I ask them 
to keep in mind Dean Acheson's speech · 
before the National Press Club several 
months ago. This is what Lattimore 
says: 

Throughout Asia_ today there prevails an 
atmosphere of hope, not of despair. There 
is not a single country in Asia in which 
people feel that we are entering an age of 
chaos. What they see opening up before 
them is a limitless horizon of hope--the hope 
of peaceful constructive activities in free 
(sic) countries, and peaceful cooperation 
among free (sic) peoples.- There will be dis
illusionments along the way as these hopes 
unfold. They should not come from Amer
ica, or as the result of American policy. 
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In other words, he says to America, 

"Keep your hands off." 
A great part of Asia's hopes, however, will 

be fulfilled, and should be fulfilled with 
American cooperation. We have everything 
to gain by being on the side of hope (p. 238). 

BIPARTISAN FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from New York [Mr. IvEs] has 
requested that I ask unanimous consent 
to allow him to make a short statement. 
I now ask that his r€quest to be allowed 
to make the statement be granted, with
out my losing the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, the r€quest is granted. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, the Sena
tor from New Yori~ thanks the able Sen
ator from Wisconsin for his courtesy. 

On March 27 my distinguished col
league, the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. LEHMAN], in speaking before 
the Senate, expressed deep concern oyer 
criticism of the Secretary of State, which 
has been voiced by Members of the Sen
ate. My colleague more than intimated 
that these attacks upon Mr. Acheson, 
coming from Republicans as they. were, 
were politically inspired and were .cal
culated to bring the State Depa:i:tment 
and the foreign policy of the United 
States into discredit, and by this means 
to furnish the Republican Party with an 
issue contrived for. the political campaign 
of 1950. My colleague further stated 
"in . times so fraught with danger the 
security and the welfare of our country 
d2mand somewhat more than normal 
restraint." My colleague went on "to 
plead with the gentlemen of the oppo
sition to join with us (Democrats) once 
again in adjourning politics in the limited 
yet critically important field of forei~n 
relations." He ma9.e a powerful . ·plea 
for the restoration ·of the so-called bipar
tisan foreign policy~ _ . 
· I thoroughly agree with what my col
league from. New York said about the 
importance of b~par~isan foreign policy 
and the-necessity of exerci_sing restr~int 
in order to preserve it. But I would point 
out that the ·preservafion o~ bipartisan 
foreign policy demands restraint on th~ 
part of D2mocrats as well as Republi
cans. . 

Members of the Democratic Party can 
hardly expect members of the Republi
·can Party to walk the narrow p~th o~ 
~political . restraint if that path is to. be 
reserved for Republicans only, leavmg 
the Democrats free to attack without 
-restraint those on the Republican side 
who have <;iedicated themselves to the 
cause of developing a national foreign 
poli~Y upon a bipartisan · basis. _ 

The two Republicans who since 1944 
have played the leading rotes in making 
foreign policy bipartisan are the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. YANDENBERG] and our former col
league, · John Foster Dulles. If today 
there is a lack of bipartisanship in for
eign policy, it is due in no small degree 
to the absence from active service of 
these two men. The absence of the 
senior Senator from Michigan is due to 
illness from which all of us hope and pray 
he will speedily recover. The absence of 
Mr. Dulles is due to the outcome of the 

political campaign last fall in New York he h as hitherto supported, presumably, out 
state, in which the present junior Sen,;; of conviction and patriotism? Or does he 
ator from New York was the winner. mean that he considers his presence in the 

Perhaps the example of · att.ack which. Senate indispensable to the maintenance of 
that policy? He would stand revealed as a 

was set in that New York campaign was very poor architect of bipartisanship indeed 
the real forerunner of the present cpn-, if the structure were to fall apart just be
troversy over Secretary Acheson. In cause he was not on hand to shore it :UP· 
that campaign Mr. Dulles was the vie- This kind of campaign extravagance pays 
tim of innuendo and misrepresentation scant courtesy either to the integrity of his 
through advertising and other media senatorial colleagues or to the intelligence of 

the New York voters." 
calculat ed to disclose the so-called dev- As Al Smith used to say, "Let's look at the 
astating facts behind the Dulles myth. record!" 
It was charged that his participation in 
foreign policy was not because . he was THE DEVASTATING FACTS BEHIND THE DULLES 
comp2tent, but merely because he was MYTH 

selected by Governor Dewey as the Gov- Foreign-policy expert? 
ernor's personal representative. It was John Foster Dulles has been an interna-
stated that Mr. Dulles was .in no sense tional lawyer all his life. That's his business. 

Serving his banking, big business, and cartel 
an adviser, and he was pictured as an clients, Mr. Dulles found it expedient to pose 
isolationist, with an affinity for Nazis and in public life as a foreign-affairs expert. 
Fascist causes. When he seeks election to the United States . 

Isolated and detached s~ntences from Senate on the basis of his record, ·it becomes 
various of Mr. Dulles' writings were torn the people's business. Here is the record: 
out of their context in an effort to rep- Dulles was taken into foreign-policy con
resent that his major loyalty was to the fidence in 1944, not because he was the most 
German I. G. Farben and the other big competent man, but because he was selected 

by Dawey as his personal representative. He 
boys who built up the Nazis. It was al- was in no sense an adviser, but rather a rep-
leged that the Nazis were-and are-his resentative of the man who was Republican 
clients, although it was a matter of pub- candidate for President. There was a war 
lie record that he had given up his law to be won, and in his desire for unit y of the 
partnership in order to work wholly for entire ·country F. D. R. felt that continuity 
public service. in foreign policy was essential if a Republi-

It was further alleged· that he had can were elected President. 
looked with favor upon the rape of ·His claim to wisdom goes way back to the 

1907 Hague Peace Conference. Sounds 
Czechoslovakia and that he favored the wonderful. But that year the "expert" was 
aggressive wars of . the Axis. Attempt '19 years old and his grandfather was an im-
was lnade to identify him with the Ger- portant American official. · · 
man American Bund and with such From 1917-19, says Who's Who, he was 
men as Bund Leader Fritz Kuhn, Gerald engaged in wartime activities, especially in 
L. K. Smith, and so forth. because, out connection with reparations. But why 
of the thousands of persons who had at didn't he also tell Who's Who that while he 
one time or another been clients of his was apparently working to bring reparations 
· · back for the people of the United States, he 

law firm, one client allegedly had--som~ made himself solid with the German bank-
time or other-been a member of an or- ·ers-so solid that he has been their trusted 
ganization that had had an association ·' 'representative ever since·, including the 
wJth Kuhn and Smith. period of world war II? I. G. Farben, the 

Mr. President, at this point in my re• Schroeder banking firm and its affiliates, 
·marks I ask unanirriotis consent to have · the other big boys who built up the Nazis 
printed in the RECORD the text of an were-and are his clients . . 

f th Where does his major .loyalty lie, for on 
advertisement appearing in most o ~ the eve of World W~r II, after Munich, after 
daily newspapers in New York State on the .rape of Czechoslovakia and just · before 
Friday, November 4, 4 days before the - -- the dastardly attack on Poland, Dulles said: 
election, at a time when Mr. Dulles had "There is no rea·son -to' believe that any 
neither the opportunity nor any chance · totalitarian states separately ·or collectively, ~ 
·whatever to -make appropriate or ade'- would attempt to attack the United 
quate reply. It will be notec;i that · this States. • • • Only hysteria entertains 
advertisement was sponsored by the New the idea that Germany, Italy, or Japan con-
York Democratic State Committee. . templates war upon us." 

Is this the "foresight and wisdom" ~hat 
There being no objection, the a_dver- qualifies him as expert on foreig1:1 policy? 

tisement was ordered to be printed in the Where would we be had we· followed this 
RECORD, as follows: advice? · · · 
[From the New York Times of Nov-ember 4, He even went to the trouble of publishing 

1949) a book called "War,' Peace, and Change," 
LET'S BE FAIR, MR. DULLES (1940) in which he tried to justify Germans, 

Japanese, and Italian land grabs-aggressive 
The other day Mr. Dulles predicted ·that war-on the ground that they were "dynamic 

his defeat would end ·the bipartisan foreign peoples," entitled to expansion. Who prof-
policy. Aside from the insult to Senator ited from-that ext>ansion? · 
VANDENBERG, who was and is the architect of At that time he argued iri favor _of "peace-
Republican foreign policy, such arrogance ful change"-that is, the invaded and threat-
shows dangerous delusions of .grandeur- ·ened people were to remain peaceful. What 
with contempt for the plain facts, contempt about genuine peaceful change desired by 
for the peoples' intelligence. 

John Foster Dulles has been in the Senate New York State citizens? 
a scant 4 months. Is bipartisan foreign pol- .And what about his talk in Troy the other 
icy a creation of this short period? day when he raised the question of revolu-

Read this editorial from the Washington tion if the American people continued their 
Post, October 30, 1949. · forward march via social legislation? 

"Senator Dulles' threat is . ambiguous. Oh, · yes; wasn't · America First incor-
Does he mean that if the voters cif New porated in his office, and weren't . he :=tnd 
York fail to return him to the Senate he will his wife big contributors-through 1941 the 
cease to support the bipartisan policy which year of Pearl Har.bor-to this isolationist 
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group that was supported by other organiza
tions like the German-American Bund, and 
connected with such men as Bund Leader 
Fritz Kuhn, Gerald L. K. Smith, etc. 

Defender of democracy 
Three · days after Pearl Harbor, a memo

randum over Dulles' signature was sent to 
the young men in his office, warning thex;n. 
that if they enlisted or entered Government 
service, there would be no guaranty that 
they would · have their jobs back after the 
war. War that just plain meanness or did 
it show a lack of real support for the war 
effort? 

"For democracy is, of course, a luxury. It 
involves inefficiencies and weaknesses, and it 
is incompatible with the attainment of a 
maximum national effort." 

That's what Dulles said in his speech be
fore the Foreign Policy Association, March 
18, 1930. 

He was wrong on at least two counts. 
Maximum national effort is compatible with 
democracy-as anybody knows who partici
pated in the national war effort. And de
mocracy is not a luxury. It's a necessity. 

In Life magazine in June of 1946 he made 
a high-sounding statement about the impor
tance o(_social security. 

But how did he feel about the extension 
of social security when i~ came up in Con
gress recently? 

And the RECORD shows that he voted "no" 
three times on raising the minimum wage 
above 40 cents an hour. 

Business prophet or fear merchant? 
In the 1948 campaign the Dewey-Dulles 

prophets predicted collapse of our country's 
economy unless the reins of Government 
were turned over to them. You know it 
didn't happen. 

Now, once again the Dewey-Dulles prophets 
predict calamity. Let's look at the facts now, 
in November 1949. Business is better than 
it has ever been. Wages are higher than 
eyer. Farm income is bigger than at any 
time in our Nation's history. Mortgages are 
lower than ever. The greatest demand for 
consumer and durable goods exists today. 
We are in a period of an abundant, expand
ing economy, despite all the dire fears of the 
Dewey-Dulles prophets of disaster. Yes; and 
with faith in America and America's future, 
we can go on making this a finer, happier, 
healthier America. 

NOW, LET'S LOOK AT TIUS RECORD 
Authority on foreign affairs 

HERBERT H. LEHMAN, in 1943, was unani
mously elected by the representatives of 48 · 
nations to become Director General of the 
United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation 
Administration. The lives, hopes, and fu
ture of 500,000,000 people depended on 
UNNRA. All the nations of the free world 
chose him to administer this vast program. 
In 16 months UNNRA shipped 18,000,000 tons 
of essential food, clothing, medical supplies, 
farm equipment, and lumber to the liberated 
nations of Europe. This program helped 
many nations to stem the tide of commu
nism. In this work LEHMAN visited devas
tated areas, often directly behind the fight
ing fronts, to be certain that his program 
was being carried out effectively. He was on 
intimate terms with the leaders of all the 
democracies. He mingled with and came to 
know the plain people of many countries 
and came to understand their problems and 
their desires. 

Fighter against communism 
HERBERT LEHMAN'S vigilance against Red 

fascism is attested to by no less an expert on 
communism than United States Attorney 
John F. X. McGohey. Judge McGohey is the 
brllliant public servant who conducted the 
sucicesstul prosecution of the 11 Communist 
leaders just re.::ently. Last week Judge Mc
Gohey wired Governor LEHMAN: 

"MY DEAR GOVERNOR: Thanks for your gra
cious compliments on the result of the trial 
of t he 11 Communist leaders. It is, of 
course, a vindication of your own long fight 
against the Communists and all subversive 
groups in this country, as I well know from 

.my .own experience during the 10 years I was 
privileged to serve with you in your admin
istrations as Governor of New York. I send 
you every good wish for continuation and ex
tension of your distinguished service to our 
country." 

Fighter for a free world 
When the Marshall plan was first proposed 

and met with isolationist and Communist 
opposition, Lehman was an organizer of a 
committee of outstanding Americans to 
work for the passage of this great measure. 
His efforts on behalf of this committee, while 
others were silent, helped immeasurably in 
securing passage of the Marshall plan. 

Low-cost housing 
His State program cleared the way for hous

ing and slum clearance. He fostered 19 proj
ects-IO in New York City and 9 upstate
to provide living quarters for 60,000 people. 

Civil rights 
Lehman has fought and will continue to 

fight against discrimination because of race, 
color, or creed in civil or political life, in em
ployment, education, union membership and 
human relations. 

Aid to jobless 
Millions have been helped by his outstand

ing unemployment-insurance program, pro
viding weekly checks to wag.a earners thrown 
temporarily out of work through no fault of 
their own. 

Public health 
During Governor LEHMAN'S four adminis

trations in Albany, bills providing medical 
and corrective services for crippled children 
and maternal and Child C!ire were passed. 
At the same time, a greatly expanded State 
hospital-construction program was launched 
and many new units were built. In a state
ment in New York Medicine, the official pub
lication of the Medical Society of the County 
of New York, October 20, 1949, Governor 
LEHMAN stated clearly that he believes that 
every man, woman, and child in the Na
tion, regardless of economic status, is en
titled to full access to adequate medical 
services. He said further, "I do not favor 
socialized medicine. I insist, however, that 
every man, woman, and child in the Nation, 
regardless of economic status is entitled to 
full access to adequate medical services. But 
I am against governmental control of medi
cine." 

Social security 
As four times Governor of New York State 

he pushed through his social-security pro
gram, providing old-age pensions, care for 
dependent and handicapped children, des
titute mothers, and the blind. He favors 
extending social-security benefits. 

Economy in government 
Without impairing services, Governor LEH

MAN decreased income taxes by $90,000,000, 
and left office with an $80,000,000 surplus 
in the State treasury, a surplus since wiped 
out by Dewey although he has tripled the 
budget and doubled the taxes. 

Federal aid to education 
As far back as 1936, Lehman caused the 

legislature to pass bi1ls providing for free 
transportation for children in private and 
parochial schools as well as public schools. 
LEHMAN has placed himself on record as fa
voring Federal aid to education including 
transportation and a.ux111ary services for all 
school chilaren. . 

Minimum wages and hours 
· Governor LEHMAN favors the increase in 
the minimum wage. Women and children, 

employees on public works, civil-service em
ployees, and other workers have better pay, 
shorter hours, and safer working conditions 
because of LEHMAN'S labor program. 

Labor legislation 
Reforms adopted under Governor LEHMAN 

include a. State labor-relations act to en
courage collective bargaining, and a State 
board of mediation to prevent and settle la
bor disputes. "Yellow dog" contracts pro
hibiting a worker from joining a union were 
outlawed. LEHMAN favors repeal of the Taft· 
Hartley law. 

Government aid to tiie farms 
Lehman is for the moderate program of 

fiexible benefits for the farmer. As Gover
nor, he rescued the dairy industry from dis
aster by creating the Federal-State ~ milk
marketing order. His farm program has in
cluded development of marketing and re
search facilities, improved rural roads, and 
stabilization of the agricultural industr y. 

"I stand on my record"-HERBERT H. LEH
MAN. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, the record 
of Mr. Dulles is, I think, well known to 
many Senators. 

It was he who negotiated the under
standing with Secretary Hull in August 
1944, which resulted in lifting the cause 
of world organization above partisan 
politics. Secretary Hull pays tribute to 

· that service in his recently published 
memoirs. 

rt was he who, at the invitation of 
President Roosevelt, became a principal 
adviser at the San Francisco Conference, 
and the quality of his service has been 
testified to by the then Secretary of 
State Stettinius and by the distinguished 
senior Senator from Texas who was then 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. · · 

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

Mr. IVES. If the Senator from Cali
fornia does not object, the Senator from 
New York would like· to complete his re
marks before yielding. 

It was he who, at the invitation of 
President Truman and Secretary Byrnes, 
served as adviser at the first Council of 
Foreign Ministers meeting held in Lon
don in 1945. Upon returning from this 
meeting Secretary Byrnes, in his radio 
report to the Nation of October 5, 1945, 
paid public tribute to Mr. Dulles as "one 
of the best inf armed Americans in the 
field of foreign relations and a loyal Re
publican" who, he said, "has been more 
t:Qan an adviser; he has been a partner." 

It was Mr. Dulles who served, through 
successive appointments by President 
Truman with confirmation - by the 
Senate, as United States Delegate to all 
of the regular Assemblies of the United 
Nations, beginning with the first in 1946 
and continuing on until the spring of 
1949.· 

It was such service which led the 
present Deputy Under Secretary of' 
State, Dean Rusk, to express on Novem
ber 6, 1947, his "great admiration"; which 
led Secretary Marshall on December 20, 
1948, to express his "very deep apprecia
tion for the splendid work .you did as a 
leading member o{ our delegation" and 
''your chairmanship during my absence 
was a source of great satisfaction and 
reassurance to me"; and which led Presi
dent Truman to express on November 7, 
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"1948, his "appreciation of the splendid 
wor.J.{ you are doirig in Paris." 

It was Mr. Dulles wl1.o, at the invita
tion of Secretary Marshall, attended 
with him the Moscow Conference in the 
spring of 1947. And Secretary Marshall, 
upon hie; return, in his radio report, said 
that he had ' '.the invaluahle assistance of 
Mr. Dulles, a distinguished representa
tive of the Republican Party as well as 
a recognized specialist in foreign rela
tions and in the processes of interna
tional negotiations and treaty making.'' 
Secretary Marshall also said of this evi
dence of bipartisanship_ that it was "of 
transcendent importance to all our peo
ple." 

It was Mr. Dulles who, when Mr. 
Acheson became Secretary of State, ac
companied him as adviser to the Paris 
meeting of the Council of Foreign Min- · 
isters held in the spring of 1949, and to 
whom, following that meeting, Secretary 
Acheson stated: "It would be very hard 
to tell you adequately how deeply grate
ful I am to you for the constructive con-

. tribution which you made." 
At thiS point in my remarks I ask to 

have printed in the RECORD the texts of 
the statements and remarks from which 
I hava just quoted. 

There being no bbjection, the mat
ters referred to were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

EXCERPT FROM BROADCAST OF SECRETARY 
BYRNES, OCTOBER 5, 1945 

Regardless of how Americans may differ 
as to domestic policies, they desire unity in 
our foreign policies. This unity will be es
sential in the days ahead of us when we may 
expect differences in views by various gov
ernments as to peace settlements. However, 
the political party in power cannot expect 
this unity unless it freely consults repre
sentatives of the opposing political party. 

Believing this, I requ3st Mr. John Foster 
Dulles, one of the best-informed Americans 
in the field of foreign relations and a loyal 
Republican, to accompany me to London in 
an advisory capacity. He has been more 
than adviser; he has been a partner. Be
tween us there have been no secrets. At the 
council table and in private conference he 
has participated in the making of all deci
sicms. Our accord serves to show that in 
foreign affairs Republican!: and Democrats 
can work together and that in vital matters 
of foreign policy we Americans are united. 

EXCERPT FROM BROADCAST OF SECRETARY 
MARSHALL, APRIL 28, 1947 

Finally, I should comment on one aspect 
of the matter which is of transcendent im
portance to all our people. While I did not 
have the benefit, as did Mr. Byrnes, of the 
presence of the two leading members of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, I did 
have the invaluable assistance of Mr. Dulles, 
a distinguished representative of the Re
publican Party as well as a recognized spe
cialist in foreign relations and in the proc
esses of international negotiations and 
treaty-making. 

THE HORSESHOE, 
Rapidan, Va., March 1, 1947. 

Mr. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR FosTER: Not only for ·General Mar
shall's sake, but for all of us it is a comfort 
to know that you have accepted the call to 
go to Moscow. 

Good luck to you, my dear friend, and if 
you do as well by the General as you did by 
me, you will render the country a great 
service. 

Cordially, 
EDWARD R. STETTINIUS, Jr. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, June 6, 1947. 

Mr. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR DULLES: Thank you for your letter of 
June 4. I have not heard any reports of 
disagreement between us, and of course do 
not need your assurance to realize the com
plete falsity 0f anything of the kind. 

It seems that our work at Moscow must 
have been so closely integrated that the only 
way of making news is to fabricate stories 
apparently designed to discredit us both. 

I can only assure you that on my part, I 
am most grateful for the wholehearted as
sistance and cooperation you gave me at 
Moscow and are continuing to give me. I 
have received exactly the same reaction from 
all members of my staff. 

I hope that the next time you are in the 
city you will drop in to see me. I want to 
talk to you about the delegation for the 
Assembly meeting. 

Faithfully yours, 
G. C. MARSHALL. 

NOVEMBER 4, 1947. 
Please deliver personally following confi· 

dential message from the Secretary to John 
Foster Dulles: 

"I am now arranging for CFM meeting in 
London commencing November 25. Will you 
go along as special adviser as in Moscow? 
I very much hope you feel disposed to help 
out on this London meeting though I real
ize that you have had and still are having a 
long and heavy task with UN Assembly. Your 
presence in London would be very helpful." 

MARSHALL, 

UNITED STATES DELEGATION 
TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

OF THE UNITED NATIONS, 
November 6, 1947. 

Hon. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
United States Representative to the 

General Assembly of the United 
Nations, New York, N. Y. 

DEAR MR. DULLES: At the risk of appearing 
presumptuous, I should like to express my 
great admiration for the remarkably effective 
manner in which you conducted the Ko
rean and Interim Committee · questions 
throu3h Committee 1. It was a particularly 
noteworthy success in view of the fact that 
most of the delegations were originally un
informed about Korea and many liad gen
uine doubts abo-qt the constitutionality and 
political wisdom of organizing the Interim 
Committee at this time. The large vote in 
Committee 1 on both these questions was a 
direct result of your hard work and political 
sagacity as our representative. 

I take the liberty of mentioning this be
cause I am reflecting not only my own views 
but the expressed opinions of the staff gen
erally who have watched you in this opera
tion. 

Cordially yours, 
DEAN RUSK. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, November 8, 1947. 

Mr. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR DULLES: Thanks for your letter of No
vember 5 confirming our oral arrangements 
for you to be my special adviser at the Lon• 
don Con,ference. 

As I told you over the phone, we are in
debted to you for the splendid job you have 
been doing in the General Assembly and I 
am most grateful. It is important not to 
interfere with the culmination of your work 
there and I believe it would be perfectly Ml 

. right if your arrival in London should be 
· delayed a few days beyond November 25. 

Because of a commitment of several years 
that I made with Halifax for a degree at 
Oxford, for which (most confidentially) 
Bevin invites me formally for a date between 
the wedding and Molotov, I leave here No
vember 20. Our people here will make all 
arrangements for you and Mrs. Dulles for the 
trip, in accordance with your preferences. 

I hope that you can come to Washington 
to talk the conference over with me when
ever there is a "let up" in New York. 

Faithfully y~mrs, 
G. C. MARSHALL, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 16, 1947. 

Mr. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

MY DEAR MR. DULLES: In reviewing the ac
complishments of the United States delega
tion to the second regular session of the 
General Assembly, I should like, on behalf 
of the Secretary of State and of the Depart
ment, to congrautlate you upon the extremely 
valuable contribution which you made to the 
work of the delegation. 

Yo.ur masterful presentation of the Unite~ 
States proposal for the establishment of the 
interim committee was highly instrumental 
in mobilizing the overwhelming support 
which it finally received. The equally strik
ing success of the United States proposals 
with regard to Korea and the veto was also 
due in no small measure to your ekillful work 
in both the delegation and the Assembly 
itself. 
. I cannot conclude this letter without ex

pressing my belief that your services to the 
delegation have done much to cement the 
tradition of a truly nonpartisan American 
policy in the affairs of the United Nations. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT A. LOVETT, 

Acting Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 17, 1947. 

The Honorable JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York. 

DEAR DULLES : This will confirm your desig· 
nation as a special adviser to serve with me 
during the forthcoming session of the Coun
cil of Foreign Ministers which will be con
vened at Lancaster House in London on 
November 25, 1947. 

It will be a real pleasure to have the benefit 
of your experience and counsel again during 
one of these meetings. 

Faithfully yours, 
G. C. MARSHALL. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, Novmber 19, 1947. 

Mr. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR DULLES: While I will see you soon in 
London, I want to express now my regret 
that I could not join with you and the other 
delegates in the last phases of the Flushing
Lake Success meetings. Also, I wish again 
to thank you for the very effective manner 
in which you have carried out your missions. 
This encourages me in the hope that you wili 
be able to boost us over some of the diffi
culties in London. 

With warm regards to Mrs. Dulles and you 
and the hope that you have a pleasant trip. 

Faithfully yours, 
G. c. MARSHALL. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, D. 0., November ·7, 1948. 

Hon. JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
· Paris·: 

My heartfelt thanks for your message of 
congratulation. I am happy for this oppor
tunity to express my appreciation of the 
splendid work you are doing in Paris. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, December 20, 1948. 

The Honorable JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR DULLES: Now that the third session 
of the General Assembly has come to a 
temporary halt, I send you my very deep 
appreciation for the splendid work you did 
as a leading member of our delegation. The 
resolutions on Greece and Korea alone are 
a great tribute to your leadership, and your 
chairmanship during my absence was a source 
of great satisfaction and reassurance to me. 

Tpis brings you every best wish for the 
season. 

Faithfully yours, 
G. C. MARSHALL. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, June 24, 1949. 

· The Honorable JOHN FosTER DULLES, 
New York, N. Y. 

DEAR FOSTER: It would be very hard to tell 
you adequately how deeply grateful I am 
to you for the constructive contribution 
which you made to the work of the American 
delegation to the Council of Foreign Min
isters these last 4 weeks. 

I knew as we sat together in staff meetings 
and in the CFM meetings, and as we talked 
together at luncheon and other times, that, 
without stint, you were putting all of ·your 
large store of experience and wisdom at my 
disposal, and I knew that I counted heavily 
on your support. Now that these meetings 
have gained perspective, my admiration of 
your part has grown even stronger. No one 
could have been more helpful. No one could 
have been a finer friend. 

With deep appreciation and warm regards. 
Sincerely yours, 

DEAN. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, many of us 
will remember that it was Mr. Dulles 
who, when he was with us in the Senate 
last year, carried his share of the heavy 
burden of debate to secure the ratifica
tion of the North Atlantic Treaty; who 
helped to fight off what he believed 
would be crippling amendments to the 
European recovery appropriation bill; 
and who, in collaboration with the senior 
Senator from Michigan, worked out a re
casting of the military assistance pro
gram which made it acceptable to the 
Congress and to the administration alike. 

And let us not forget that it was this 
same Mr. Dulles who, when it served 
Democratic political ends, was sought to 
be smeared as one whose international 
experience was a myth; as one who had. 
made no genuine contribution to bi
partisan foreign policy and was, in fact, 
an isolationist; and as one who was sym
pathetic to, and disloyally working for, 
Fascist and Nazi causes. 

I foresaw, during the course of that 
campaign, and I then said, that the de
liberate partisan effort to injure Mr. 
Dulles' reputation and to belittle his 
contribution to bipartisan foreign policy 
was striking a dangerous blow at the 
cause of bipartisanship and national 
un•ty in foreign policy. In this connec
tioa I am constrained to observe that 

those who sow· th3 wind should not be · 
surprised if they sometimes reap the 
whirl Wind. 

Mr. President, at this point in my re
marks I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an article by 
David Lawrence. The article appears in 
today's issue of the Washington Star, and 
is entitled "Break in Bipartisan Fore~gn 
Policy Held Fault of Democrats." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Reserving the right 
to object, will the Senator from New York 
indicate how much longer he will be in 
presenting his remarks? 

Mr. IVES. About 2 minutes; I am 
practically through. 

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

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
BREAK IN BIPARTISAN FOREIGN POLICY HELD 

FAULT OF DEMOCRATS-FIGHT AGAINST 
DULLES IN SENATE RACE · CITED AS TYPICAL 
"REWARD" 

(By David Lawrence) 
A lot of holier-than-thou speeches are be

ing made about how the Republicans are up
setting the bipartisan foreign policy, when 
the truth of the matter is that the Demo
crats are primarily responsible for destroying 
the fine spirit of cooperation which once . 
prevailed. 

It's all very well for former Secretary Stim
son and others with short memories to de
nounce the Republicans for their attacks on 
foreign policy, but the principal damage was 
done last autumn when John Foster Dulles
who, with the exception of Senator VANDEN
BERG, was the strongest influence in the Sen
ate for bipartisan cooperation-was pilloried 
by the Democ:ratic Party's wrecking crew in 
the New York State campaign. 

With Senator VANDENBERG in 111 health, it 
was logical that Mr. Dulles would carry the · 
ball for a bipartisan foreign policy at this 
session. But the heavy guns of the Demo
cratic administration were trained on him 
just the same. This antagonized the Repub
licans in Congress, many of whom harbor to 
this day a bitter resentment against the tac
tics of the administration. 

Mr. Dulles has magnanimously chosen to 
ignore the episode and strive again for coop
eration. Some of the Republicans in the 
Senate, however, say that it is all very well 
for a Republican to cooperate and help the 
Democrats muddle through a difficult situa
tion, but his reward usually is a series of 
partisan ·reprisals the moment he runs for 
office. 

CREDIT MINIMIZED 
With all due respect to former Governor 

Lehman, it was far more important for the. 
country to have Mr. Dulles returned to the 
Senate. The term was only a year, and it 
would have been a great example of nonpar
tisanship if the Truman administration had 
come out in support of the Republican can
didate. That would have made sense, be
cause it would have been an example of ·real 
patriotism on the part of the administration. 

Today the Republicans are aware that 
whatever credit is due them for their coop
eration will be minimized, no matter how 
much they help, and also that they will have 
no opportunity to formulate policy, anyhow, 
:for the Republicans were not consulted in 
the making of :far-eastern policy. 

The usual cry by the exponents of hush
hush and suppression is that the potential 
enemy abroad will derive aid and comfort 
from criticism in foreign-policy matters. 

This is an exaggeration. People in the for
eign offices abroad k~ow that the only time 
an administration can be removed from of
fice in the United States is when a change 

. in the Presidency occurs. A minority op
position viewpoint is thoroughly understood 
and has its constructive values. 

Any national or international policy that 
cannot stand the light of constant criticism 
probably isn't worth defending in the first 
instance. Prime Minister Attlee and Wins
ton Church111 didn't observe any bipartisan 
etiquette on foreign policy in .their recent 
campaign. 

GOP CAN OVERPLAY 
Naturally, if the Republicans overplay 

their :hand by their criticism, they will hurt 
themselves, and the majority party and 
administration will be correspondingly 
strengthened instead of weakened. If the 
Republicans happen to be . right in their 
critiCif?m, the De.mocrats wm be influenced to 
change their policies, which is all to the good. 

The fight against Secretary of State 
Acheson arose not because of any personal 
antagonism against him in the first in
stance, but because he is symbol of the ad
ministration, especially since the President 1 

appears to have delegated virtually com
plete responsibili~y for the making of for
eign policy to his Secretary of State. 

In these dispatches last autumn, atten
tion was called to the way the administra-

. tion was fighting Mr. Dulles, and the pre- · 
diction was made then that far more than a 
Republican candidate was being destroyed. 
This has now come true. Except for a mean
ingless gesture now and then like the de£ig
nation of former Senator Cooper, of Ken
tucky, to accompany the American delega
tion to London for the forthcoming meeting 
of the foreign ministers, the days of bi
partisan cooperatron on foreign policy as car
ried on heretofore are over. 

Republican Senators are no longer to feel 
muzzled to speak their thoughts in the Sen
ate, and there are signs that the Democrats 
themselves are considerably relieved, too, to 
be able to accept the political challenge of 
their opponents whenever it is flung toward 
them._ 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I do not 
suggest, however, that because Demo
cratic partisanship ignored national 
welfare, the Republicans should follow 
suit. 

I believe, and I know that Mr. Dulles 
believes, that our present peril from the 
cold war is as serious as was our peril 
from the shooting- war that ended in 
1945. It equally calls for policies that 
command solid support in the Congress 
and in the country. 

But in these matters a burden of ini
tiative rests upon the administration. 
It is · the President, and the President 
alone, who, under the Constitution, has 
the primary re@onsibility for the cur
rent conduct of foreign policy. It lies 
within his power to draw again into 
foreign policy making those who meet 
the tests suggested by Secretary Byrnes 
and Secretary Marshall, by being loyal 
Republicans, experienced in interna
tional affairs. 

During the period that ended with the 
first session of the Eighty-first Congress, 
our foreign policies, insofar as there 
was bipartisan cooperation, commanded 
respect in the world and solid support 
here at home. That area of cooperation, 
I may add, never included, as it should 
have, the Far East. 

It is time to practice again what we 
have learned, so that our foreign policies 
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may inspire again the confidence needed 
to achieve for them united support. · 

These are critical times which call for 
patriotism that rises above partisan poli
tics. They call for foreign policies made 
by the ablest and most experienced men 
drawn from the stalwart membership of 
both our major parties. Behind these 
policies our people and their representa
tives. should be prepared to unite so that 
the policies can succeed. It is a time · 
for leaders who put aside partisanship . 
and a time for followers who, behind 
such leaders, will close ranks to meet 
the· grave peril that threatens our Nation 
from without. . 

Again, I thank the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr: !~NOWLAND. Mr. President-, will 
the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
ask one question of the Senator from 
New York? I promise that I shall not 
take an undue amount of the Senator's 
time, but I think it is important to clari
fy the RECORD. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, the 
Senator from ·Wisconsin has the floor; 
has he not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I object to having any 
Senator take the time of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The PR~SIDING OFFICER. Objec
tion is heard. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, may I 
ask the Senator .from Wisconsin to yield 
for a few minutes, to permit me to an
swer a statement made by my colleague 
from New York? I would speak for only 
3 or 4 minutes. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President-
Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Presicent, I 

shall object .unless I am permitted to ask 
a question which directly relates to the 
issue raised by the Senator from New 
York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin :·ield; and if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
think the Senator from New York should 
have a few minutes to answer. However, 
I do not w-ish to delay this discussion in
definitely. It is now 4 :SO. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I object. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in

asmuch as ·objection is made, I cannot 
yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New Mexico objects. 
COMMUNISTS IN GOVERNMENT SERVICE 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield, to permit me to ask a 
few questions? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield for a ques• 
/ tion; certainly. · 

Mr. DONNELL. I should like to ask 
the Senator, first, briefly, what has been 
the connection of Mr. Lattimore with the 
State Department, and over how long a 
period? 

Mr. McCARTHY. First, let ·me state 
what his connection is as of now. 

Mr. DONNELL. Yes. 
Mr. McCARTHY. This is information 

which I got from the Research Branch of 
the Library of Congress; I called the 
State Department, but I could not get 
this information there. The Library of 

Congress gave me this information: 
namely, that the ~fghanistan Govern
ment asked the United States in Decem
ber 1949 to send a preliminary mission 
to Afghanistan to investigate the possi
bilities of utilizing the point" 4 pro
gram in that area; that Owen Lattimore 
was selected to head that delegation; 
and that he· is in that area or has re
cently returned therefrom. 

· As· to his previous connections, it is, I 
may say to the Senator, hard to put one's 
finger upon them. As I told the com
mittee the other day he has a desk in the 
State Department. He has access to the · 
files. Ever since President Roosevelt 
labeled , Owen Lattimore as the out
standing authority, he has been recog
nized as the "architect"-that is not my 
phrase-of our far-eastern policy. 
· For example, when President Truman 

called in the press at the time of the 
Japanese surrender he had on his desk 
only two books. One of them was Lat
timore's book from which I have been 
quoting. 

So it·is hard to put one's finger on the 
exact job he has. However, without any 
doubt, he has been formulating the 
poliey. 

Later I intend to cover in some detail 
the extent to which Secretary Acheson 
has followed the Lattimore line. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, do I 
correctly understand from the Senator 
that at this very moment Lattimore does 
have this duty to perform on behalf of · 
the State Department in Afghanistan? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I believe he is on 
his way back. 

Mr. DONNELL. At any rate he has 
been there until a very few hours before 
the present time; has he? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator per

mit me to ask a few more questions? 
Mr. McCARTHY. Certainly. 

- Mr. DONNELL. The Senator from 
Wisconsin has referred to one Philip 
Jaffe; has he not? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Was Philip Jaffe 

convicted of a crime? 
Mr. McCARTHY. Yes or he pleaded 

guilty. 
Mr. DONNELL. Approximately what 

was the dat& of that? 
Mr. McCARTHY. That was in 1945, 
Mr. DONNELL. So, 4 years before Mr. 

Lattimore was sent on this mission to 
Afghanistan, Mr. Jaffe had been con
victed, and that was a matter of public 
knowledge. Is that correct? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct; 
ther.-e can be no doubt about it. 

Mr. DONNELL. I should like to ask 
the Senator whether he has observed
! am sure he knows the fact, but 1 ·ask 
whether he has observed-that ·in the 
published report of the Special Commit
tee on Un-American Activities, of the 
House of Representatives, Seventy
eighth Congress, second session, at page· 
1446 of that document, the committee 
had this to say-it is not long, and I 
should like to read it; and I ask the Sen
ator whether he has observed this, and 
then I shall ask him a f urthcr question: 

propaganda through publications and peri
odicals. It would be difficult indeed to com
piie an absolutely complete list of these pub
lications and ·periodicals, but the foll0wing 
tabulation presents many of them. In ad
dition to these, there have been thousands 
of local and shop papers, some of which 
have been printed and some of which have 
been mimeographed. 

Did the Senator from Wisconsin ob
serve that· immediately following that 
st~tement PY the committee ·of the 
House of Representatives, to the effect · 
that the Communist Party has made a 
speciality of propaganda through publi- · 
cations and :Periodicals, and stating that, 
"The following tabulation presents many 
of them," the very first one that is men
tioned is Amerasia? That is correct, is 
it not? 
· Mr. · McCARTHY. That is correct. 

Amerasia has long been· known as com
pletely controlled by· the Communist 
Party. I do not think there is any 
one, no matter how partisan, who 
would deny the fact that Amerasia is an 
organ of Soviet Russia. 

Mr. .DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
th~ . Se_nator yield for a further question? 

. Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Am I correct in un

derstanding that the S<mator.from Wis
consin in referring to Philip Jaffe re
ferred to the same Philip J. Jaffe, man
aging editor of the editorial board of 
Am~rasi::i,, listed at page 1446 of the doc
ument to which I have referred, as being 
managing editor and a member of the 
editorial board of 12 persons, of whom 
Owen Lattimore is listed, likewise, as 
being one of those members? Am I cor
rect in that? 
· Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. I 

may say also, for the Senator's benefit, 
that Far Eastern Survey, the publica
tion of the American Council of the In
stitute of Pacific Relations, for a long 
time occupied offices adjoining the offi
cial offices of Amerasia; in fact, I un
derstand that in order to get into one 
office, one went through the other-al-· 
most a sort of joillt venture. · 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, Will 
the Senator yield for a further question? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Then, am I correct 

in understanding from the statement 
contained in this report of -the House 
committee, from which it appears that 
the information I have just read about 
membership on the editorial board of 
Amerasia came from the issue of August 
1938, tJ;lat the fact that Mr. Jaffe, who 
was convicted in 1949, was a member of 
a board of 12, of whom Owen Lattimore 
was one member, was known from 1938 
up until .and including the present time 
and at the time when Mr. Lattimore was 
sent to Afghanistan on the mission upon 
which he is engaged; is that correct? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator from 
Missouri is 100 percent correct. I may 
say that I think he inadvertently stated 
"1949" when he meant 1945. Jaffe was 
convicted in 1945. 

Mr. DONNELL. In referring to 1949, 
I was referring to the year which I un
derstood the Senator from Wisconsin 
to say was the year when Mr. ·Lattimore Throughout its existence in this country 

the Communist Party has made a specialty o! _ was sent to Afghanistan. 
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Mr. McCARTHY. No; in 1949 he went 

to New Delhi, India, on a project which 
was sponsored, apparently jointly, by 
the State Department and the Institute 
of Pacific Relations. · It was in 1950-a 
matter of weeks ago-that he went to 
Afghanistan. 

But lest the Senate be misled as to the 
1949 project, let me say that I have tried 
to get the information as to the extent 
to which the State Department spon
sored the meeting in New Delhi. The 
local newspapers certainly appeared to 
think it was a State Department project. 
Our Ambassador over there attended. 
One of my representatives talked to the 
members of one labor organization who 
said they had been invited to send two 
representatives to this conference, and 
that while they would not be on the 
Government pay roll, their air travel 
would be taken care of through the State 
Department. So, the only information I 
can give the Senator as to the sponsor
ing of that project is that the Indian 
newspapers all carried it as a State De
partment IPR project, and apparently 
either the State Department paid for, or 
furnished the air travel for the individ
uals who went there. In 1950, up to this 
time, until but a few days ago, Lattimore 
has been in Afghanistan working out 
the point 4 program. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? / 

Mr. McCARTHY. Certainly. 
Mr. DONNELL. In whose behalf is it 

that the Senator understands that Mr. 
Lattimore is now in Afghanistan work
ing out the point 4 program? 

Mr. McCARTHY. All I can say is, the 
Afghanistan Government asked our State 
Department to send a man. They said, 
"We will send Owen Lattimore." I think 
perhaps the Senator will find that he is 
on the pay roll' of UN; of course, being 
paid American money. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Sen
ator from Missouri? 

Mr,. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Am I correct in un

derstanding the Senator a few minutes 
ago to say that the State Department was 
Tequested to send a man to Afghanistan 
on the matter to which he has referred? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
Mr. DONNELL: And that Mr. Latu:. 

more was sent by someone on that mis
sion? Is that correct? 

Mr. McCARTHY. He was picked by 
the State Department and sent on that 
mission. 

Mr. DONNELL. ·And that was in the 
year 1950, was it? 

:Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
Mr. DONNELL. That was 5 years 

after the conviction of Philip J. Jaffe, to 
whom reference has been made. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
Mr. DONNELL. What was the crime 

of which Mr. Jaffe was convicted and 
what was his punishment, if the Senator 
recalls? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I frankly do not 
know what particular crime he was final
ly accused of, but it was in connection 
with the theft of documents from the 
State Department, and from the Office 
of Naval Intelligence. There were 360 
taken from the State Department and, 
while I do not have the exact figures, a 
sizable number were taken, from the 
Office of Naval Intelligence, from Army 
Intelligence, and one other agency. I 
should lik.e to give the Senator very brief
ly a resume of some of the documents, so 
he will realize their importance, but I am 
sorry, I do not have the data before me 
at the moment. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, while 
the Senator's assistant is looking for 
that, may I, with his permission, ask 
another question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from Missouri for a further 
question? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. May I ask the Sena

tor from Wisconsin has there ever been, 
so far as he knows, since the publication 
of the House committee from which I 
have read-and which, by the way, was 
printed at the United States Government 
Printing Office in 1944-has there ever 
been any serious question raised, so far 
as the Senator knows, as to the correct
ness of the conclusion of that committee, 
that Amerasia was a publication through 
which the Communist party put forth . 
propaganda? Is there any doubt of that 
in the Senator's mind? 

Mr. McCARTHY. There is no doubt 
whatever in my mind, and I do not be
lieve there can be any doubt in the mind 
of any open-minded individual. The 
Senator is speaking of Amerasia, I take 
it. -

Mr. DONNELL. I am speaking of 
Amerasia. Has there ever been, so far 
as the Senator knows, any action taken 
by any committee of the House of Repre
sentatives or of the Senate, setting aside 
or contradicting the conclusion of the 
House committee in 1944 that Amerasia, 
having Jaffe and also Mr. Lattimore on 
their editorial board of 12, was a Com
munist publication? Has there ever been 
any action of any committee of the Con
gress which set aside that c.onclusion or 
denied its validity? 

Mr. McCARTHY. None whatever. 
Merely to give the Senator a better pic
ture of some of the individuals on the 
board of Amerasia, I may say I have a 
letter here signed by T. A. Bisson, who 
was in the State Department, and also 
on the Amerasia board. The letter is 
addressed to the head of a Protestant 
missionary council. 

Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator per
mit me to interrupt to ask whether that 
is the same T. A. Bisson who was listed 
by the House committee in 1946? 

Mr. McCARTHY. It is the same Bis
son. I shall cover this in more detail 
later. The letter is a fantastic docu
ment if ever there was one. He writes 
to the head of a Protestant missionary 
council-and I will give the Senator the 
letter-advising against giving aid in, to 
quote, "rehabilitating the Red-ravaged 
districts." In other words, when the 

Communists departed and the Protestant 
missionary group undertook to give the 
people aid, Bisson wrote saying it was 
wrong. He ends his letter with a post
script, which sound interesting: 

P. S.-I would strongly advise every pros
pective missionary to China to read Chinese 
Destinies, by Agnes Smedley. 

In case the Senator does not know who 
Agnes Smedley is, she was the individ
ual about whom MacArthur's intelli
gence unit issued a document which was 
placed in the RECORD in which she is 
branded as the outstanding Soviet agent 
for over 20 years. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President; will 
the Senator yield for a further ques
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Does the Senator 

know of any reason why the State De
partment has found it necessary, in 
sending a man abroad, if it did send 
him, on this Afghanistan project, to se
lect a man who was on the editorial 
board, consisting of 12 members, of a 
publication which the Congress of the 
United States, through the House of 
Representatives, had officially stated 
was a periodical through which the 
Communist Party had made a specialty 
of issuing propaganda? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Let me state in 
this connection that, as the Senator will 
recall, John Service was arrested. That 
is the case which Hoover says was a 100-
percent airtight case. Joseph Grew, 
who was then Under Secretary of State, 
was very vigorous in insisting on the 
prosecution of Service. Grew resigned. 
Dean Acheson took over. A few days 
later, John Service was reinstated. He 
is the man who was accused of stealing 
these documents. Subsequently, he was 
put in charge, so far as I can determine, 
of personnel, promotions, and place
ments in the Far East. The man who 
stole the documents for Amerasia, an 
0·1tfit which is clearly Communist-con
trolled, and who was the subject of this 
espionage case was picked up by Dean 
Acheson, and was not only reinstated 
but was placed in the position of con
trolling placements and promotions of 
personnel in the Far East. • This may 
explain why men like Lattimore were 
assigned such important jobs in the East. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will pardon me, are these the 
documents Jaffe was accused of steal

, ing, or that he did steal? 
Mr. McCARTHY. Not of trying to 

steal, but which he did steal. These are 
documents which were recovered from 
the office of Amerasia by the FBI or 
Naval Intelligence. I think this is the 
one which was recovered by the FBI
either the FBI or Naval Intelligence. 
First, there is a document marked 
"Secret," obviously a document origi
nating in the Navy Department, with 
the schedule and targets for the bombing 
of Japan. This particular document was 
known to be in the possession of ·Philip 
Jaffe on one of the days during the 
early spring of 1945, before the bombing 
program had been undertaken. That 
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information, in the hands of our enemies, 
could cost us many precious lives. 

Second, there is another document, also 
marked "Top Secret," likewise origi
nating in the Navy Department. It dealt 
with the dispositon of the Japanese fleet 
subsequent to the major naval battle of 
October 1944, and gave the class and 
location of each Japanese warship. What 
Jaffe wanted that for is a $64 question. 

Third, there is another document 
stolen from the Office of Postal and Tele
graph Censorship, a secret report on 
the Far East, which was so stamped, 
leaving no doubt in the mind of anyone: 

Another document stolen from Mili_; 
tary Intelligence consisted of 22 pages: 
and one of the documents, of consider
able interest, which was found in his 
possession and that appa,.rently reached 
Jaffe before it reached the State De
partment, was John Service's report No. 
58, a report highly critical of Chiang 
Kai-shek. Does the Senator follow me? 
Before that document reached the State 
Department from Service, he had first' 
mailed it to Philip Jaffe. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President,·! give 
assurance that I am going to trespass 
only a very short time further on the 
Senator's time, but I should like to ask_ 
another question or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the_ 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. This is in connection 

with the query that is in my mind as to_ 
why it would be necessary for our Gov
ernment in selecting a person to go to . 
Af ghapistan to restrict itself _to a man 
who had been connected with an organi
zation such as Amerasia; as a member 
of a board consisting of 12 members, of 
whom Jaffe, who was convicted in 1945, 
was one. The further question I have 
along that line arises from a similar 
query. I find in the same report of
the Committee on Un-American Activi
ties of the House of Representatives, pub
lished in 1944, that there is a series of 
exhibits listed; I should like to ask -the 
Senator a question based thereon. The 
report says: 
- In this section of the report will be found 

numerous exhibits of Communists and Com
munist-front organizations. The personnel 
of these organizations reveals an extensive 
interlocking directorate with the other or
ganizations that are discussed in these vol
umes. In his memorandum on the National 
Federation -for Constitutional Liberties, the 
Attorney General has called attention to the 
importance of the interlocking directorate in 
identifying Communist-front organizations. 

. Then, I point out to the Senator, and 
will ask him the question in a moment, 
the fact that among the exhibits that 
reveal a part of the personnel of these 
organizations, or, I should say, among 
those organizations, is the Maryland As
sociation for Democratic Rights. 

I want to ask the Senator whether 
he has noted that at page 1136 of the 
report of the House of Representatives 
in 1944, 6 years before Mr. Lattimore 
was selected to go to Afghanistan, it ap
pears that the Maryland Association for 
Democratic Rights, listed as an organ
ization under the heading of "Miscel
laneous Communist and Communist-

front Organizations," included among 
the sponsors of a certain conference the 
name of Owen Lattimore. I ask the 
Senator if he knows why it is necessary 
that our Government should have any 
organization acting for or with the con
sent of our Government to restrict its 
choice of a man to go on an important 
diplomatic mission to Afghanistan to 
someone who is not only connected with 
a publication such as Amerasia, but is. 
also a member. of an organization which 
is listed among Communist and Com
munist-front organizations? Can the 
Senator explain the necessity for our 
Government, or anyone connected with 
it, or with its approval, confining itself, 
in the instance cited, to a man who is 
connected with such organizations? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I can see no con
ceivable reason for it. Ther-e is an ex-
cuse for some of these unusual indi
viduals being appointed, I suppose, but 
the picture has been so clear and it has 
been painted over so many years that 
there can be no conceivable reason for . 
this man's being appointed. _There are, 
after all, a vast number of good, intel- -
ligent ·individuals who are not painted · 
with the brush with which Lattimore 
has been painted, who could do a good 
job. · · · _ _ 

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

Mt. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I should like to ask 

the junior Senator from Wisconsin if 
he is familiar with the photostat put 
into the RECORD by the senior Senator _ 
from New York [Mr. IVES] which con
tains a most irresponsible and vicious 
attack upon Mr. Dulles, then a Senator 
of the United States and one of the prin- : 
cipal architects of our bipartisan policy, 
and which was signed not by some ir
responsible fly-by-night organization, but 
was signed for the Democratic State 
committee by Paul Fitzpatrick, chair
man? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I was aware of that 
fact. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, will 
'the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall yield for a 
question. 

Mr. ANDERSON. In furtherance of 
the ,questions raised by the senior Sena
tor from Missouri [Mr. DONNELL], is the 
Senator from Wisconsin familiar · with 
the fact that the House of Representa
tives took recognition of some of the pub
lications and appointed a committee to 
investigate many of the charges made? 
Is he familiar with the results of the 
investigations? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The results of the 
investigation of the publications? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; the charges 
made against hundreds of citizens which 
resulted in Republicans and Democrats 
voting unanimously to discredit most of 
the charges. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am not sure that 
I understand the import of the Senator's 
question. : 

Mr. ANDERSON. I asked the Senator -
if he is familiar with the fact that the 
House of Representatives, stirred up by 
these charges, appointed a committee to 
look into them, that there was evidence 
before the House that charges had been 

I 
pref erred by . employees of the Depart
ment without the faintest consultation 
with a single member of the committee, 
and that it resulted in .new rules which 
prohibited them from issuing publica
tions of this character. I wonder if the 
Senator wants to review the whole pro~ 
cedure of _ the House of Representatives. 

Mr . . McCARTHY . . So far as I know, 
there is no Member of the House who has 
objected to the finding that Amerasl.a is 
a mouthpiece for the Communist Party. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is the Senator fa
miliar with the fact that among those 
listed were many persons who held high 
political office, men who were even Mem
bers of the Congress of the United States, 
and would it not have been the duty of 
the House to expel Members who be
longed to such organization? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator is 
picking out one of the weakest bits of 
evidence and asking whether--

Mr. ANDERSON. I was somewhat 
disturbed by the questions of the Sena- · 
tor from Missouri who had not seen this 
list and might not be familiar with the 

· fact that the ·House of. Representatives 
itself has taken some recognition of the 
situation. 
' Mr. McCARTHY. I agree with the 

Senator from Missouri that when we find 
a person belonging to Communist organ
izations, then, under no circumstarnces, 
should they be permitted to represent 
the United States until we find out why 
they joined the.Communist organization. 
In connection with Lattimore's connec
tion with Communist-front organiza
tions, I invi_te attention to the fact that 
the American Legion has named him as 
one of the individuals who should, under 
no circumstances, be sponsored by any 
Legion group. The California Senate 
committee ·also named him as an in
dividual who is writing subversive books 
for colleges or schools. It is the entire 
picture which is important. It is not 
the question of belonging to the Mary
land association; it is the entire chain 
of events. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Has the Senator 
identified Lattimore with employment by 
the State Department? Was the man 
from Canada appointed to the State 
Department? 

Mr. McCARTHY. He was appointed 
by the United Kingdom. Our State De
partment is not the head of that group. 
Even if we did not have evidence putting · 
him at work in the State Department, 
the fact remains that both Roosevelt and 
Truman considered Lattimore an expert 
on the Far East. Roosevelt, according to 
Wallace's book, pointed · out that "this · 
man is our greatest expert on Chinese
Russian relations." I believe you can 
ask almost any school child who the 
architect of our far-eastern policy is, 
and he will say, "Owen Lattimore." 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator -yield? 
- Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. The distinguished 

Senator from New Mexico has made in
quiry as to whether the Senator from 
Wisconsin knew of the fact that sub
sequently to the preparation of the lists 
from which I: read the House of Repre
sentatives had taken notice of them and_,-
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appointed committees, and that many 
persons were exonerate.d, or words to that 
effect. That may be entirely correct, 
but is it not a fact that two things are 
true, first, that the lists which I read are 
not mere lists which were presented to 
the committee, but are set forth in a 
report of the committee, and in this sec
tion of the report there will be found 
various things? Is it. not also true that 
there has been no exoneration of Amer
asia? Certainly if everyone else had 
been exonerated along the lines of the 
distinguished Senator's question, Jafie's 
statement with reference to the charges 
to which the Senator has referred clearly 
demonstrates that there has been no 
exoneration of Amerasia set forth in the 
official report of the House Committee 
on Un-American activities. · 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator is 
100-percent correct. In that connection, 
I should like to point out that Frederick 
Vanderbilt Field, a man who has ad
mitted and proclaimed to the world that 
he is a Communist, was editor of Amer
asia for a considerable period of time. 

Mr. DONNELL. May I ask the Sena
tor if he will permit me to invite the at
tention of the Senate to the fact that at 
page 1446 of the official report, from 
which I have read, Frederick Vanderbilt 
Field is stated to be chairman of the 
editorfal board, according to the issue of 
March 1943, and that according to the 
issue of August 1938, Frederick V. Field 
was shown to be chairman of the edi
torial board. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. McCARTHY. That is correct. 
In connection with that I ask unanimous 
consent to have inserted in the RECORD 
at this point a brief article entitled 
"Millionaire Communist-A Case Study 
of Frederick Vanderbilt Field," published 
in the May 1949 issue of the magazine 
Plain Talk. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 

· as follows: 
Mll.LIONAmE COMMUNIST--A CASE STUDY OF 

FREDERICK VANDERBILT FIELD 
(By Archie Black) 

O! the half dozen millionaire Commu
nists in the United States, none provides a 
more fascinating case history than Frederick 
Vanderbilt Field. The great-great grandson 
of Cqmmodore Cornelius Vanderbilt, with an 
annual income well into the upper brackets, 
Mr. Field suffers none of the disabilities of· 
a lowly proletarian. 

A Vanderbilt without power, Frederick V. 
Field, as he prefers to be known, has hitched 
his star to the Communist chariot in pur
suit of power. That, too, explains the ser
vility which this Vanderbilt scion has dis
played in the presence of Communist com
missars. Furthermore, being a mediocre 
writer, Mr. Field has been able to satisfy 
his ambition of becoming a columnist in the 
pages of the Daily Worker. And the Com
munist movement sets up no barriers for the 
playboy: his volatile and fickle temperament 
can find ample expression in the Red pas
tures. Undoubtedly the artalyst of the 
future will discover other psychological 
facets in the make-up of a millionaire Com
n1unist. As a social phenomenon, the type 
has hardly been studied. 

Sympathy for oppressed peoples all over 
the world is the theme song for Mr. Field's 
writings. And it is said that, in general, 
he tries to practice what he preaches. On 
the occasions when he seems to revert to type 

and snub the proletariat, he dQes so through 
h is eagerness to serve Moscow's higher-ups. 
An example occurred a few years ago when 
Earl Browder, then general secretary of the 
Communist Party, sent word that he was 
coming to see Field at the latter's office. 
Field rushed down to meet him. A lame 
Negro woman was waiting to take the eleva
t'or. At the sight of the party's grand 
sachem, Field became so flustered that he 
unceremoniously shoved the woman out of 
the way to m?-ke room for Browder, whom he 
escorted into the elevator. 

A tall, slender man in his early forties, 
Field has a high brow and thin face which 
give him the air of an intellectual. Though 
he has never had to do a day's work at any 
gainful occupation, he works hard and ear
nestly for a multitude of party causes. Fre
quently he puts in long hours in his office at 
23 West Twenty-sixth Street-a building 
which serves as headquarters for Communist 
fronts. 

When Frederick Vanderbilt Field invited 
Whittaker Chambers to luncheon at the Van
derbilt Hotel in New York City in the mi<;ldle 
1930's, to discuss a certain, crucial under
ground matt er, Field was already closely 
linked to the Communist Party machine. 
Less than a decade earlier he had graduated 
from Harvard (class of 1927) where he had 
had a good academic record and had served, 
among other leading activities, as president 
of the Harvard Crimson. When he entered 
college, classmates of his say, he had little 
intetest in politics. But in the atmosphere 
of Harvard at the time that Laurence Dug
gan an.d Alger Hiss were also students, Field 
began to be converted to the political l~ft. 

After his graduation Field traveled to Eng
land to study at the school of economics of 
London University. Here the lectures of 
Harold Laski were influential in turning him 
further toward socalism. His break with his 
family past became apparent in the presiden
tial campaign of 1928, when, after dallying 
with the idea of supporting Alfred E. Smith, 
he publicly endorsed Norman Thomas and 
became active in the affairs of the American 
Socialist Party. For a time he acted as sec
retary to Mr. Thomas. In 1928 he organized 
the League of First Voters, a group which 
had its origin in Harvard and which aimed to 
fight for liberalism and socialism. 

During the early thirties Field grew more 
and more dissatisfied with the slowness of 
socialism in achieving reforms. Those who 
were intimate with him at the time report 
that he was obsessed with the idea of using . 
quick action to get quick results. He viewed 
the Soviet Union as having succeeded. Like 
so· many who began as Socialists, he turned 
to the more militant gospel of Stalinism. 
How large a part in his awakening to the true 
faith was played by Communist wooing of 
his ego can only be surmised. 

One of Field's first party assignments was 
to help lead others down the road he had 
taken. Appropriately, it was the open-road 
tours to which he was detailed as president. 
This Communist-controlled travel outfit was 
designed to show Potemkin villages to visi
to1·s in the Soviet Union. That was before 
the iron curtain descended, but the innocents 
who took the tours saw only what the Krem- · 
lin wanted them to see. 

By the time of the Stalin-Hitler pact in 
· 1939, the Vanderbilt heir was an established 
toiler in the Communist Party vineyard and 
a willing slave of it fuehrers. He under
took a major role in the Communist task of 
softening up America with "peace" propa
ganda, to block our preparedness against the 
Nazi aggressors. Field served as national 
secretary and one of the chief financial back
ers of the American Peace Mobilization 
(APM) launched in September 1940-the 
Communist front which flooded the country 
with the slogan, "The Yanks Are Not Com
ing." Under his leadership, APM picketed 
the V{hite House and opposed lend-lease and 

conscription as a spearhead of the attacks 
on our democracy. 

"On the afternoon of June 21, 1941, he 
(Frederick V. Field, national secret ary) sud
denly called off the picket line around the 
White House," reported Attorney General 
Francis Biddle in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Hitler had attacked the Soviet Union. No 
more a.ntidefense propaganda was fed into 
the APM mimeograph machines. Superpa
triotism and dedication to the "people's war 
against. fascism" were the order of the day. 
And on February 13, 1942, Frederick Vander
bilt Field applled for a commission in the 
United St ates Army Military ·Intelligence. 

After an investigation, the Army turned 
him down. Mr. Field was hurt; he was eager 
to aid the war effort. Why were his services 
refused? His stated reason for applying was 
that the Far East had been his specialty. 
Actually, so far as is known, he has visited 
the Orient three times, living there for a year 
on one occasion. 

It is as an authority on the Far East that 
Field has shone particularly in the varied 
theaters of Stalinist cultur e. He has given a. 
lecture course on "The Far East in World 
Affairs" at the Jefferson School of Social 
Science-the party-line academy listed as 
subversive by the Attorney General, and of 
which Field was one of the organizers. He 
has written voluminously on Asiatic affairs 
for the Daily Worker, the New Masses (now 
Masses and Mainstream) and the. highbrow 
Communist monthly, Political Affairs. Un
failingly these articles are iull of diatribes 
against United States imperialism in the 
Pacific, against th<: iniquities of the Chinese 
Nationalists, and against United St ates in
terference with the course of democracy 
in China as it might be bestowed by the 
Communists under Mao Tse-tung. 

The line Field follows is the same that has 
been peddled with such success to our State 
Department and our muddled intellectuals 
by the fellow:..traveler writers and commen
tators. It is doubtful whether Field's party 
writings have influenced anyone outside 
the faithful who read the prescribed party 
organs. But through his Communist-front 
activities, he has aided in a more subtle plan 
to reach the public at large with propaganda. 
designed to keep the United States out of 
the Orient so that the Soviet Union might 
have clear sailing there. 

Appearing in pamphlets under the imprint 
of the Institute of Pacific Relations (IPR) 1 

Field's party-line views won a wider audi
ence. In 1929, after he left London, Field 
attended the third biennial conference of 
the IPR in Kyoto, Japan. He was to play 
a long and increasingly important role in 
this organization, leading to its almost com
plete Stalinization. Field was one of the 
eight members of the inner circle of the IPR's 
American Council-the executive committee 
of its board of trustees. 

Field is no longer connected with IPR, 
which has purged itself of the Stalinist 
group that misdirected it. But he has a 
new vehicle for his activities in behalf of a 
Sovietized Asia. This front, with the high
sounding n ame of the Committee for a 
Democratic Par Eastern Policy, has Field and 
other Communists on its board of directors. 
The current program of the committee 
stresses that the United States should give 
no aid to Nationalist China, but should do 
business with and aid Communist China, 
and investigate the "China lobby" in 
Washington. 

A secret directive of the Communist Party 
of New York State, dated March 1, 1949, and 
signed by May Miller, assistant organization 
secretary of the party, ordered all sections 
and counties of the party to plan action in 
their communities on the China question, 

1 For two articles analyzing Communist- in
fiuence in the IPR, see Plain Talk !or Decem
ber 1946 and January 1947. 
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followin g a special outline prepared by the 
committee. Miss Miller's lett.er to the com
rades concluded: 

"Any inquiries in relation to further activ
ity can be received by writing to the Com
mittee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy 
at 111 West Forty-second Street, New · York 
City." · 

Typical of Field's current line on China 
is a 15-page article signed by him which 
was publish ed in the J anuary 1949 issue of 
Political Affairs (a m agazine "devoted to the 
theory and practice of Marxism-Leninism" ). 
He r ejoices that "under the leadership of the 
great Communist P art y of China and its 
ren owned chairman, Mao Tse-tung, the heroic 
Chinese people are discharging their duties 
with honor. The imperialists are being de
cisively beaten back in China ." These are 
hardly novel sentiments for Field to ex
press. What is new is this undisguised call 
to United States Communist action: 

"It is incumbent on the American people, 
in the first place the American labor and 
progressive movements, not to overloo~ :this 
opportunity to demand an end to all pollt1cal, 
military, and. financial intervention in China. 
It is our task, as American Communists, to 
help mobilize the forces of labor and all 
anti-imperialists in our country, to deal such 
further blows at Wall Street, that the Chinese 
New Democracy may consolidate its victories · 
and move firmly and powerfully on the road 
toward socialism." 

Though most of the millionaire C.ommu
nist's thunder against the world intrigues 
of Wall Street is directed to the East, his 
concern fdr downtrodden colonial peoples 
extends also to Latin America and to Africa. 
He serves as executive vice president of the 
Council for Pan-American Democracy, which 
devotes most of its propaganda to opposing 
"United States imperialism" in Latin Amer
ica. He has entertained Lombardo Toledano, 
the leading promoter of the Stalinist line ig 
Latin· American labor circles. 

The executive secretary· for the council is 
Ma,tion Bachrach, a sister of John Abt, avowed 
pro-Soviet attorney whose wife, Jessica 
Smith, edits Soviet Russia Today. All three 
of them were members of the inner Russia 
First circle in Washington. It was a circle in 
which cocktails and the cause often mixed. 
And Frederick Vanderbilt Field served as a 
base for this mixture. · 

On October 21, 1945, for example, a quiet, 
unreported cocktail party was held at 16 West 
Twelfth Street, the private home of Mr. Field. 
About seventy persons were present and each 
paid $.100 for the priyilege. T.he_ purpose of 
this exclusive gathering, far from the eyes 
of the press, was to raise fu.nds for the . Com
munist-controlled Council on African Affairs. 

The chief 'notable was Paul Robeson. At 
such· conclaves he speaks instead of singing. 
He told the sympathetic guests what was on 
his mind. He had recently made a tour of 
Europe for the USO and was distressed by 
what he had "seen," a distress that earlier 
had been announced by the Soviet Union. 
Fascist elements wer.e still permitted to rule, 
according to Robeson. This was the result of 
State Department instructions to the Amer
ican Military Government. Next, he indicted 
the Catholic Church; his accusation was that 
it was preaching the same Fascist sermons 
which, he charged, it had delivered under 
Hitler. 

Later in the evening-the $100 tariff not 
being satisfactory-an appeal was made for 
additional funds. This brought in $3 ,500. A 
buffet supper was then served; drinks were 
plentiful. The enlightened guests, clipped 
for the cause, happily discussed current 
events. Result: seventy persons, meeting 
privately, contributed $10,500 for a Stalinist 
cause. Nobody, not even the neighbors and 
certainly not the press, knew or knows· any
thing about this meeting which included 
among the guests Diana Forbes-Robertson 
.and Muriel Draper. 

Though Field held no office in the Cou.ncil' 
on African Affairs, he was evidently assigned 
by the party to keep an eye on its activities. 
His wife, Edith c. Field, served as treasurer 
of the council in 1946, at a time when its 
chairman, Paul Robeson, issued a call for a 
"Big Three Unity for Colonial Freedom" 
rally, held in Madison Square Garden. 

The headquarters of the Council are in the 
four-story building at 23 West Twenty-sixth 
St reet, which was purchased in 1944 by a 
partnership of Field, Yergan, & Field. It 
was actually Communist Party property, as . 
subsequent events were to show. Dr. Max 
Yergan, executive director of the Council, 
who broke with the party in 1948, bought a 
one-third share in the building. The rest 
of the purchase price of $30,000 was supplied 
by Field and h is wife. When the break came 
between Yergan arid the party, the latter 
employed the law firm of Pressman, Witt, 
& Cammer. It became obvious that they 
would protract the proceedings indefinitely, 
so Yergan settled for $5,000. The majority 
of the C:>uncil, Yergan reported, were in 
favor of his position, but they resigned in 
protest ag::;,inst the Communist tactics. The 
organization was then t aken over completely 
by the Communist Party. 

The party building, which owes two-thirds 
of its purchase price to the Vanderbilt for
tune, is listed by Mr. Field in the telephone 
book as his business address. Among the 
Communist fronts it houses are the Ameri
can Committee for Protection of the Foreign 
Born, which is especially active now in de
fense of Communist agents who never both
ered to take out American citizenship; the 
Civil Rights C'ong1;ess; the Veterans of the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade; the National De
fehse Committee, under the aegis of Ferdi
nand Smith; the Council for Pan-American 
Democracy, and a district office of the Ameri
can Labor Part y. On the main floor is the 
elegantly furnished Frederick Vanderbilt 
Field Library, open to the public. 

Sharing Field's interest in some of these 
causes is his wife, the former Edith Cham
berlain Hunter, whom he married in 1937. 
She studied at the Katherine Branson 
School in Ross, Calif.; as well as in New York 
and abroad, and was married previously to 
Phelps· Stokes Hunter of Santa Barbara. 
Field's first marriage, to Elizabeth G. Brown 
of Duluth in 1929, ended in divorce 6 years 
later. 

Field is a stockholder in other Stalinist 
enterprises. The Trade Union · Service, Inc., 
of· New York owns a number.of labor papers, · 
so-called, published for and· by party-line 
trade unions. The law .requiriirn publica
tion of a statement of ownership has revealed 
that Field, together with Corliss Lamont and 
others, has a finger in this pie. ' 

When the Wallace campaign cried for 
funds last summer, the Vanderbilt scion was 
quick with his checkb0ok. His contribution 
was $5,000, the maximum permitted by law. 

In 1945, Field was issued credentials to 
attend ·the top-secret ·sessions of the Com
ml.in"ist Party at the time of Browder's depo
sition and Foster's ascension to the throne. 
A member of the organizing committee of 
the Jefferson · School, and -later a trustee, 
Field has served also as treasurer of the New 
York Council of American-Soviet Friend
ship. Journalistically, he has been associate 
editor of the New Masses, chairman of the 
editorial board of the pro-Communist 
Amerasia; legal owner of People's Press, 
edited and published by Frank L. Palmer, 
for many years a supporter · of the party 
line. 

The Daily Worker sent Field to San Fran
cisco in May 1945, to report on the founding 
of the United Nations. While there he 
spoke at a meeting on the United Nations 
Conference presented by the Communist 
Political Association of San Francisco. 

One of Field's UN columns, Molotov versus 
Vandenberg at Frisco, contrasted the two 

delegates and, quite naturally, favored t.he 
Soviet representative. He reported: 

"Molotov has given the clearest expression 
to the views of those who believe the United 
Nations are here forming an international 
organization for the related purposes of 
eliminating the danger of future Fascist ag
gression and promoting democracy. The 
Michigan Senator is the leader of those ele
ments who conceive the main t aslt of the 
new organization to be the policing of the 
Soviet Union and the promotion of reaction." 

Frederick Vanderbilt Field conceives his 
own m ain task to be that of a Soviet sentry 
in the United States. Molotovs may come 
and go, Soviet policies may be exposed· as 
those of a most reactionary police st ate, one 
independent nation after another m ay fall 
under Stalin's iron heel, even Titos and 
Dimitrovs may be denounced by the Polit
buro as capitalist lackeys, but the intellectu
ally adrift millionaire Communist will re
main· unswervingly loyal to the great Red 
father in the Kremlin. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Incidentally, this 
man Field fa no shrinking .violet. Field 
uses the term "we American Commu
nists." He is the man who created what 
is known as the American People's Fund, 
Inc. The sole purpose of the fund is to 
act as a repository for funds which are 
to be doled out to such Communist or
ganizations as Field decides to name. 
There is no secret about it. He proclaims 
the fact publicly. He is a man with a -
great deal of money, wl;lich incidentally 
he did not earn, but inherited. No one 
who is on the board could have any con- . 
ceivable doubt that the chafrman of .the . 
board is a self-proclaimed and leading 
Communist. Actually, of course, Field is 
not a leader of Communists. The Com
munists are simply using him for his 
money. He would like to regard himself 
as a leader, and he has proclaimed him
self as such, and he is the chairman of 
the editorial board. There.fore Lattimore 
could have had no doubt as to the nature 
of the organization. 

.Qne of Lattimore's subtle methods is to 
put his own ideas in the mouths of some 
hapless Mongol tribesman, or Chinese 
peasant, who cannot possibly refute 
Lattimore's assertions, and does no.t even 
know what sent~ments are being ascribed 
to him by the learned professor. · For in
stance at page 140 in Solution in Asia, 
he writes: · · 

Let us take ·an Uighur it?- Sinkiang Prov
ince * * * who learns that among his 
near kinsmen, the Soviet Uzbeks, a poor 
man's children may ·attend, free, a school 
at which they are taught in their own lan
guage · * * *; that they may go on to 

· the university and become doctors, engi
neers, anything in tl}.e world * * * then 
he is going to think that the Uzbeks are 
free and have democracy. 

Incidentally, the professor is in error 
here. Stalin's subjects have had to pay 
for their high school · and college educa
tion since 1941. 

However, the main point is that this 
passage is clearly designed to batter down 
any doubts the reader may have, by con
fronting him with evidence of Latti
more's unique knowledge of people such 
as Uighurs and Uzbeks, whose names his 
audience cannot even pronounce and of 
whose existence they have never heard. 

I certainly never heard of them until 
I took the trcuble to read Lattimore's 
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books, and I have probably pronounced 
Uighur incorrectly. 

'I'he poor Uighurs are forced to act as a 
ventriloquist's dummy in Lattimore's 
writing. When he thinks that it would 
be advisable to have someone voice his 
own admiration for the Soviet Union, 
Lattimore needs only to drag in some 
Uighur tribesmen who are obviously not 
in a position to contradict him. Since 
no one else in America knows any 
Uighurs, Lattimore can safely ascribe to 
these nomads the greatest love and re
spect for Communist Russia. So, for in
stance, in his 1949 book, The Situation 
in Asia, he tells us how in 1949, he "ran 
into" some Uighur pilgrims on their way 
to Mecca via the Soviet Union, who said 
to him: "Haven't you heard? The Rus
sians have democracy. They are good to 
Moslems." 

After a perus~l of Lattimore's writings, 
one begins to feel quite sorry for the 
Uighurs who have no one else to inter
pret their sentiments, and in all proba
bility have no idea that a professor at 
Johns Hopkins has been telling the world 
how much they love communism. 

Whereas Marco Polo found, when he 
returned to Venice from China and cen
tral -Asia, that his true reports of this 
strange and unknown world were not 
believed, Owen Lattimore has been able 
to convince his readers and lecture audi
ences that his fantasies or untruths are 
the truth. 

In passage after passage Lattimore sly
ly slips in big lies and small, always with 
the air of a detached observer and stu
dent of international affairs. In one 
place he casually refers to "the trend to
ward increased personal liberty and eco
nomic prosperity which has contributed 
so much to---Russia's-advantages in 
competing with us" for the favor of the 
peoples of Asia, as compared with our 
tardiness in "the evolution of democratic 
processes." In another place he refers 

_ to the grant by Moscow to Mongolia of 
"independent diplomatic representation 
and action." All the evidence available 
contradicts the first statement, and the 
second is simply not true. But how many 
Americans can be expected to know how 
things are in Mongolia? 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
the hour is getting late, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert in the RECORD at this 
point a further analysis of the writings 
of Owen Lattimore, so that I may go on 
to the next case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

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

In his book, The Situation in Asia, pub
lished in 1949, Lattimore has gone even far
ther in deceiving the American people than 
in his former writings. Also, something new 
has been added. Formerly, he urged us to 
recognize only the superior "power of at
traction" of the great and good Soviet Union, 
and the virtues of the Chinese Communists. 
Now he is also seeking to awaken our fears. 
This book of his seeks to convince us that, 
whether ct not we like communism, the 
Soviet Union and its adherents all over the 
world are certain to win, so we had better 
appease them 1f we want to avoid destruc
tion. For instance, he writes: "clearly the 
Communist ascendancy had become so de
cisive that it would not be reversed." 

It would seem that Lattimore, and others 
like him, had only two choices after it be
came increasingly clear to the American peo
ple that they had been deluded concerning 
the nature and aims of the Soviet Union and . 
the Chinese Communists. They had either 
to retreat, or advance to the offensive. To 
retreat would have meant that they would be 
forced to admit: (a) that the Soviet govern
ment is neither peace-loving nor democratic 
nor "progressive," but a totalitarian tyran
ny; (b) that the Chinese Communists are 
not nice liberal agrarian reformers uncon
nected with Moscow, but very "real" Com
munists under Moscow's orders. To retreat 
would have meant that Lattimore and his 
friends in the State Department must sac
rifice their reputations and possibly their jobs 
since they would have exposed themselves as 
ignoramuses or liars. 

Having once hitched their wagons to the 
Soviet star, they had either publicly to re
cant, or convince us that the Communists 
are destined to win and so force us to give 
way to them. Lattimore has chosen the 
latter course. 

In The Situation in Asia he tries to main
tain his reputat ion as an objective and 
scholarly student of world affairs by admit
ting to a few unpleasant facts about the 
Soviet Union and the Communists which 
are by now too well known to be denied; 
but his main effort is directed toward 
frightening us into pursuing a policy of 
appeasement, by demonstrating that we have 
no hope at all of stopping the triumphant 
advance of communism because we are much 
wea::er than we know. 

Whereas formerly, when the climate of 
American opinion was favorable to the Soviet 
Government, Lattimore forebore to mention 
anything bad in Russia, he now writes: "No 
propaganda can hide (from Russia's neigh
bors) the fact that there is good and bad in 
Russia." 

Since his readers must be expected to 
know that the Soviet satellite countries are 
not happy under the Communist yoke, and 
that Yugoslavia has broken with Russia, 
Lattimore can no longer rely in putting 
across his propaganda on the complete ig
norance of his readers. Instead; he seeks 
to turn the tables on America by arguing 
that Stalin's abandonment of persuasion for 
compulsion in dealing with subject peoples 
is due to fear of an American attack and the 
necessity to consolidate the defenses of the 
Socialist world against imperialist America. 
He writes: "When under the pressure of a 
war scare the Russians feel that there is no 
time to take it easy, to explain and persuade, 
or to ease the transitional -processes from 
capitalism to socialism in countries like 
Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, or Outer 
Mongolia. They sacrifice the federalizing 
aspects of nominal political voting equality 
between big and little states in the comin
form to what they think is the compelling 
need for harsh military centralization." 

Thus, Lattimore argues, the "Tito crisis 
broke ·into the open when in the spring of 
1948 • • • we (meaning America) pre
pared to go onto a war footing." 

Lattimore manages even to blame America 
for Russia's looting of Manchuria. "The 
Russians," he writes, "were afraid that Man
churia, 1f its industries were left a going 
concern, might be turned into an American 
stronghold on the doorstep of Siberia, so 
they gutted the factories of Manchuria as 
they withdrew." 

Maybe, Lattimore says, this was a bit hard 
on the Chinese Communists, who were sure 
they could hold Manchuria, and were loyal 
to Russia in all questions of common world 
policy. But, he remarks, "This ruthless ex
ample of the sacrifice of the interests of non
Russian Communists has not diminished the 
Russian power of attraction in Asia." 

In this book, as shown by the above quota• 
tion, Lattimore has silently abandoned his 

former pretense that the Chinese Com
munists are not real Communists. The ad
mission that they are under Moscow's orders 
ls used instead to frighten us, now that they 
control all of China. This in turn is used 
as an argument for appeasement. Briefly 
his argument runs as follows: 

"The Soviet Union is not at the moment in 
a position to give economic aid to Communist 
China, so if America will give such aid with
out asking for anything in return, if we will 
refrain from using our economic power to 
force political concessions, we may be able 
to prevent all Asia joining up with the Soviet 
Union against us." 

One has only to read the published report 
of Mr. Acheson's speech to the National Press 
Club last January to see how closely the 
State Department line follows the Lattimore 
line. 

The first chapters of The Situation in Asia · 
are replete with warnings to America to 
recognize the limits to our power. He tells 
us we just have not got what it takes. 
Russia, he tells us, is stronger than we are 
largely because of her greater power of at
traction, and although the Communist band 
wagon is not yet completely repaired, anyone 
who does not jump on it now is. a fool, be
cause communism represents progress and 
is therefore bound to win eventually. 

In this book, Lattimore reveals why he ls 
on the side of the Communists. He writes: 
"To be progressive in politics means to be on 
the side of that which is going up and against 
that which is going down." 

True, he does not directly assert that he 
believes this; he says this is Communist 
theory. But he makes it quite clear that he 
agrees by telling his readers that when Rus
sians read Stalin's formula for revolution 
"they are convinced of the farsight and wis
dom of their leaders, and have the feeling 
that their country and their cause are going 
forward on the tide of history." Stalin's 
formula, Lattimore continues, "is so electri
fyingly exact that it should be studied with 
cautious respect." 

The belief that the Communists are going 
forward on the tide of history is the keynote 
of Lattimore's philosophy and teachings. 
Clearly he is determined to be on the side 
of the powerful, because, as he tells us, 
power is the only thing which counts. And 
since he believes that the Soviets are more 
powerfUl than America, he ls naturally on 
the side of the Communists. If, however, 
America would only stop worrying about 
moral issues and decide to adopt Communist 
methods and the Communist philosophy, 
Lattimore might decide to stick by us. 

The issue, Lattimore repeats again and 
again, "is one of power." Americans are 
just silly to think that moral issues are im
portant. Besides, we aren't moral anyhow, 
since everything we do ls in our own self
interest. The only reason we do not always 
act like imperialists is that we sometimes 
find it more profitable not to do so. The 
only reason, for instance, that we have be
haved better in the Philippines than other 
Western Powers in their Asiatic colonies is 
that we just did not need or want Philippine 
raw materials or sugar. 

In case any Americans, inspired by Latti
more's philosophy, should start demanding 
that we use such power as we have to stop 
the Communist conquest of Asia, Lattimore 
hastens to add that there is just one excep
tion to his "power decides" formula. "In 
China," he warns us, "moral attitudes will . 
take precedence ln deciding the future." 
Since, according to Lattimore, Russia ls way 
ahead of us with respect to moral attitudes 
in the eyes of Asiatics, we should not imagine 

· that we can win. Our failure so far in 
China is in fact due to our unmoral attempt 
to foist a dictatorship on the Chinese peo
ple. Soviet Russia has . succeeded because 
she advances by "political infiltration or per
suasion which is a moral question." 
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These t9t.:Hy false arguments are based 

on an equally false premise, namely, that 
America did her level best to aici the dhfnese 
National Government and thus prevent the 
seizure of power by the Communists. The 
facts are entirely different. But since the 
State Department has misled the American 
people in respect to the amount of aid we 
gave to Chiang Kai-shek's government, Lat
tlmore is here on ground where his ability to 
tell persuasive untruths has free rein. 

Now, l\:Ir. Lattimore is "a great authority" 
Qn China. He cannot, therefore, plead ig
norance of the true facts. He must know 
that General Marshall embargoed all arms 
and ammunition to China in· July 1946; 
that this embargo was not even partially 
lifted until a year later; and that the first 
shipment of arms voted for China by the 
Congress in 1948 did not start arriving until 
the end of that year. So he must know he 
is not telling the truth when on page 152 
of his book, he writes how much better it 
would have been "if military aid to the 
Kuomintang had been suspended,'' or again, 
when on page 147 he writes: "All during the 
period of General Marshall's mission, the 
Kuomintang kept accumulating · American 
supplies." 

Far from giving his readers the facts, he 
again and again misinforms them about the 
course ar:d motivation of American poli-y 
in China. The incontrovertible facts are 
that General Marshall was sent to China in 
December 1945, to try and force the Natio:ial 
Government to share power with the Com
munists. This was the anno"Jnced purpose 
of his mission, as shown by President Tru
man's public statement on December 15, 
1945, in which he said that .unless and un
til the .Communists were given "fair and 
equitable representation" in a coalition gov
ernment, all economic or other aid would 
be denied to the Chinese Government. Yet 
Lattimore, far from admitting that United 
St ates policy was designed to help the Com
munists acquire at least equal power with 
the Nationalists, refers to "American at
tempts to maintain indirect control (in 
China) by backing one side against the other · 
in a civil war"; and continues: ."The grandi
ose and disastrous American attempt to de
termine the character and outcome of the 
Chinese civil war proved that 
America does not have the kind of power 
that can settle Chinese issues" (p. 43). 

Further on in his book, Lattimore is in
discreet enough to repeat almost verbatim 
the charge made by the Chinese Communist 
radio against America. He writes at page 
165: . 

"It took 3 years and from two to four bil
lion dollars of American money to prove 
the us3l~ssness of an American attempt to 
imitate this early Japanese policy in China." 

I could cite many other quotations from 
Lattimore's writings to demonstrate his anti
Americanism. As against his totally unfair 
and untrue diatribe against America, he in
sists that Soviet policy "cannot fairly be 
called Red imperialism." "It certainly," he 
continues, "establishes a standard with 
which other nations must compete if they 
wish to practice a policy of . attraction in 
Asia. Russo-Mongol relations in Asia, like 
Russo-Czechoslovak relations in Europe, de
serve careful and respectful study." 

I shall confin~ myself to mentioning only 
a few of the most blatant untruths Latti
more has written on other matters. In order 
to make us believe that Moscow has little or 
no control over the Chinese Communists, he 
makes the following false assertion: "The 
top politica·. and military leadership (of the 
Chinese Communist P_arty) i~ not Moscow 
trained." Mr. Lattimore, who has been called 
the best informed American on Asiatic af
fairs living today, certainly must know this 
is not true. He is deliberately deceiving his 
readers. For the Chinese Communists them
selves . have been proud to acknowledge the 
fact that almost all of the important leaders 

of the Chinese Communist Party are Moscow
trained. Among · the many · names which 
could be cited are the following: 

Chou En-lai, who head.ed the Communist 
delegation which negotiated with General 
Marshall in Chungking in 1946. · Chou En-lai 
was for years the representative of the Com
munist Party in China's war-torn capitals 
and acted as a sort of Communist Ambassa
dor. His charming manners-and skill ·in 
representing the Communists as democrats 
is thought to have been largely responsible 
for General Mar~hall's falling into the trap 
set by Moscow. 

Today he is Premier' and Foreign Minister 
of the Chinese Communist Government at 
Peking. 

Li Li-san spent 15 years in Moscow before 
returnfng in 1945 to bis native land with 
the Russian Red Army, to become the Com
munist boss of Manchuria, und Stalin's per
sonal watchdog over the Chinese Communist 
Party. 

The Chinese Communist delegate to the 
San Francisco United Nations Conference in 
1945 was Tung Pi-wu, also a Moscow-trained 
Communist. Subsequently he became head 
of the Communist government in Peking 
after it capitulated to the Communists. 

Liu Shao-chi, vice chairman of the present 
Chinese Communist government, is Moscow
trained. 

Jen Pi-shih, the economic dictator of 
Communist China, is Moscow-trained. 

Yeh Chien-ying, the present Communist 
boss of Canton, who was formerly the Com
munist delegate to the executive headquar
ters set up by General Marshall in Peiping in 
1946 to direct the truce teams which were 
suppcsed to stop the civil war, is another 
famous Communist leader who was trained 
in Moscow. 

Gen. Liu Po-cheng, the Communist boss 
of southwest China, known as th~ one-eyed 
dragon, is yet another Moscow-trained Com
munist. 

Wang Miu, otherwise known as Chen Shao
yu, a most important man in China, was for 
years the Chinese representative on the 
executive committee of the Comintern and 
is Stalin's personal disciple. 

Liu Shoa-chi, leading theorist of the Chi
nese Communist Party, was also Moscow
trained. 

Even the Chief of Staff of the Chinese 
Communist armies, Nich Yung-chun, was 
trained for his .job in Russia. 

And if one takes the Chinese Communist 
leaders, such as Chu Teb, who were not actu
ally trained in Moscow, one usually finds that 
they were educated in Germany or France 
by Comintern agents. 

Let me mention a few other typical Latti
morisms: 

"Greece is a doubtful stronghold because 
it is a stronghold in which the garrison is 
besieged by the populace." 

In other words, the Greeks wanted to be 
ruled by a Communist tyranny. 

Another: 
"Every one of the east European govern

ments, with the exception of Czechoslovakia, 
had been Fascist or semi-Fas'cist." 

Another untruth. Poland had a predomi
nantly liqeral and Socialist government in 
exile. Nor is it correct to describe Yugo
slavia under its monarchy as Fascist. Mi
h~ilovitch, murdered by Tito, after leading 
the Siberian anti-Na~i forces, can by no 
stretch of the imagination be designated as a 
Fascist. But Lattimore makes it clear 
throughout his book that he accepts the 
Communist definition of a Fascist as iden
tical with a supporter of a capitalist, or free
enterprise system, such as we have in 
America. 

Having done his best, and a very good best 
it was, to influence American policy along a 
line which would lead to the defeat of our 
loyal ally, the Nationalist Government of 
China, and to the Kremlin's conquest of 
China, Mr. Lattimore is now busy telling us 

that it is too late to do anything; that there 
is no longer anything but a corpse in China 
for us to support. In a debate against Sen
ator FERGUSON, on the American Forum of 
the Air in Was~ington, on May 9, last year, 
Lattimore said: 

·"Senator, I think we ought ·to try to get 
down to the basic realities of the situation. 

From the American point of view, 
what can American policy do in the situa
'tion? * * * (we are left) with nothing 
there to support, so we cannot talk of the 
interests we would have defended if there 
were something there for us to support." 

In Solution in Asia, Lattimore was intent 
on proving that the Chinese Communists 
were independ~nt of Russia. He writes (p. 
94): "The Chinese Communists were so iso
lated * * * that they could not receive 
arms or any other help from Russia, while 
the intensity of the fight for survival made 
it impossible for· them to slacken or 
strengthen their civil-war efforts in accord
ance with 'directives' from either the Third 
International or the Soviet government. 
They were on their own." 

The period referred to is the late thirties. 
Now, Mr. Lattimore reads both Chinese and 

· Russian so, if he is in fact the eminent 
authority he i;:; represented to be, he must 
have studied the writings and proclamations 
of the Chinese Communists. So he cannot 
plead ignorance of the fact that Mao Tse
tung, the leader of the Chinese Communist 
Party, was then on record as follows-I quote 
from the Chinese Handbook on Party Organ
ization: 

"According to the constitution of the Chi
nese Communist Party, all who recognize the 
constit ution and rules and program of the 
Communist International and the * * * 
Chinese Communist Party may become party 
members. * * * The Chinese Commu
nist Party was born with the help of the 
Communist International; it grew up under 
the guidance of the Communist Interna
tional, and the Chinese revolution developed 
under the guidance of the Communist Inter
national. The Chinese Communist Party 
and its central committee, with the excep
tion of the two short periods, have been loyal 
to the guidance of the Communist Interna
tional. * • * To carry out the Interna
tional line and to be loyal to the executive 
committee of the Communist International 
is to guarantee the success of the Chinese 
revolution." 

During this same period when, according 
to Professor Lattimore, the Chinese C'om
munists were on their own, their repre
sentative on the executive committee of the 
Comintern, Comrade Wang Min, wrote as 
follows in the December 1937 issue of the 
Communist International: 

"The Chinese Communist Party is guided 
by the new line of tactics of the Seventh 
Congress of the Comintern, and the historiC 
report made by Comrade Dimitrov." Thfa 
historical report I should here explain was 
the one in which Dimitrov laid down the 
trojan horse tactic for Communists every
where in the world. They were instructed 
at this Comintern Congress to get influence 
inside the liberal movements everywhere by 
pretending to be democrats in order to de
stroy the non-Communist world from with
in. 

Comrade Wang Min, in his article, €X

plained that abandonment of the policy o:l 
overthrow of the Kuomintang Government, 
and the pretense of being disciples of Dr. 
Sun Yat Sen, was only a tactic, and once 
Japan was defeated the slogan of a Soviet 
China would be revived. 

Now I am ready to believe that Mr. Jessu5J 
and Mr. Acheson were so innocent and igno
rant as to be taken in by this transparent . 
stratagem. But I do not believe that Pro
fessor Lattimore was just an innocent dupe. 
Not only does Professor Lattimore pride hin\
self o:n. his ,scholarship_ and intimate know~
edge of Russian and Chinese affairs, but we 
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also have direct evidence to show that he 
himself participated in Moscow in working 
out the tactics to be pursued in deluding th& 
American and other peoples concerning 
Moscow's designs and plans. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in 
passing I should like to deal briefly with 
a. rather fantastic bill of goods which 
Lattimore and his friends are trying to 
sell to the American people and which 
they apparently are with some success 
selling to some few members of the press 
and radio. 

I understand that a national magazine 
of some prominence has been taken in 
rather completely and is about to run a 
picture story on it. A well-known radio 
commentator really swallowed the story 
hook:, line, and sinker. If he is in the 
gallery, and would like to take a half 
gainer to the :floor, I shall ask the pages 
to get out of the way. 

Sunday night I heard him very dra
matically tell his listeners that this man 
Lattimore, whom McCARTHY accused of 
being a Communist, rescued the Living 
Buddha from Mongolia-the Living Bud
dha, who escaped from Mongolia a step 
ahead of the Russians. · 

The reason for bringing the Living 
Buddha to Baltimore, where he is now 
teaching at Johns Hopkins, was to have 
him available when the time came for 
Mongolia to start its drive upon Russia. 
According to this radio commentator
! do not have a transcript of the radio 
address-the Baltimore Living Buddha 
is to all Mongolians what the Pope is to 
all Catholics, and the day will come 
when all Mongolians will rally around 
the Living Buddha and wrest Asia from 
Communist control. 

I do not blame him so much for hav
ing been taken in, because, after all, 
very few of us have had any reason to 
make a detailed study of the politics of 
Mongolia. 

I think this is significant in view of 
the fact that Lattimore and his friends 
have been making such a tremendous at
tempt to foist such a fantastic story on 
the American people as proof that Latti
more cannot be a Communist. 

A number of things should be men
tioned, however, one is that if this living 
Buddha fled from Moscow ahead of the 
Russians~ it must have been about 25 
years ago, because Russia has had almost 
absolute control of Mongolia for ap
proximately that period of time. Also it 
should be mentioned that living Buddhas 
actually are not very scarce in Mongolia, 
in that they are merely priests or minis
ters of Lamaism. 

Normally, I would not want to take the 
Senate's time with this subject, but I do 
think that because of the fact that there 
iipipparently an attempt to use this liv
ihg Buddha as proof that Lattimore is 
a loyal American, it might be well to give 
you a very brief picture of just how im
portant to the politics of Asia is t:he 
Baltimore living Buddha. 

Lamaism is a form of Buddhism be
lieved chiefly by peoples of Tibet and 
Mongolia, and is a mixture of Buddhism 
and shamanistic practices. 

Lamaism believes in reincarnation. 
After the death of a Hutuktu, that is, 
the living Buddha, his spirit is said to 
reappear in the person of some boy born 

at the time of his death, and thus comes 
forth reembodied. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HOL

LAND in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Wisconsin yield to the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I should like, if I 

may, to have the attention of the Sena
tor from New Mexico to this question. 
I interrogated the Senator a little while 
ago'in regard to som·e observations by the 
House Committee on Un-American Ac-

. tivities in 1944. I call another matter 
to the attention of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and ask him for whatever ob
servations, if any, he sees fit to m'ake 
upon it. I ref er to the hearings before 
the Senate Subcommittee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization of the Commit
tee on the Judiciary, which occurred in 
September 1949, and particularly to ·a 
part of each of two pages referring to 
Frederick Vanderbilt Field, to whom the 
Senator referred. I ask the Senator 
what comment he will make upon what 
I shall read. 

A question was asked by Mr. Dekom, 
who is one of the -staff of the Senate 
committee, as follows: 

Are you fani.mar with the Committee for 
a Democratic Far Eastern Policy? 

The witness, a Mr. Huber, said: 
Yes; I am. That is a Communist front 

set up to promote the Communists iti China 
and the Far East generally; that is, to propa
gandize the American people on behalf of 
communism in Asia. This organization was 
formed at the home of Fre"derick Vander
bilt Field, who is an ardent supporter of 
the Communist Party as well as a writer for 
its publications. In connection with thiS 
or~anization, I was able to attend a closed 
meeting of the Committee for a Democratic 
Far Eastern Policy held in the library of the 
building at 23 West Twenty-sixth Street, 
New York, which houses the offices of a num
ber of Communist-front organizations. Paul 
Robeson has his offices there. The building 
is owned by Frederick Field. Only known 
persons were admitted to this-meeting, and 
about 60 were present. Ira Golubilin was 
the chairman. 

Then, at page 580, ref erring to a meet
ing held December 3, 1944, he said: 

On December 3, 1944, I attended a party 
of leading Communist functionaries in this 
country given at the home of Seymour Cop
stein, a Communist professor, honoring Alex
ander Trachtenberg. Trachtenberg is the 

· president of International Publishers, the 
Communist publishing house in New York 
City; a member of the national committee. 

· of the Communist Party; and on the board 
of directors o:( the Jefferson School of Social 
Science. 

There were about 30 people present, and 
admission was by invitation only. Only old 
and trusted friends of Trachtenberg were 
invited. Entertainment was furnished by 
Richard Dyer-Bennett, who sang and played 
folk songs of Russia. 

Then he gives a list of the guests, say
. ing, "The ·guests included,'' and among 
· others is the name of Frederick V. Field. 
·Mr. Lattimore was at one time a mem-
ber of the Amerasia Board, but I would 
not say, without reference again to the 
papers, which I do not have before tne, 
that he was a member at the same time 
Mr. Field was, but I ask, does the infor
mation in this hearing, developed in the 
testimony before the Senate -committee 

in 1949, indicate to the mind of the Sen
ator that Frederick V. Field possessed 
the qualifications which the Senator has 
previously indicated, namely, of "close 
communistic affiliations"? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Field goes beyond 
that. There can be no doubt about 
Field. He himself said, "I am one of the 
leading Communists." He himself said, 

· "My mission is to communize the world." 
He is deluded by the idea that the Com
munists consider him as a leader. Actu
ally the Communists in this country con
sider him as a stooge, whose money they 
use. 

Mr. DONNELL. Without reference 
to documents, a moment ago I said I 
was unable to state whether Mr. Field 
and Mr. Lattimore had been on the 
board at the same time. I call atten
tion to the fact that on page 1446 of 
the House hearings it is recited that the 
editorial board consisted of Field as 
chairman, Jaffe as managing editor, and 
several other members, including Mr. 
Owen Lattimore. ' . 

Mr. McCARTHY. I shall develop that 
point later. Frederick V. Field was also 
on the board of trustees of the American 
Council of !RP, as was also Alger Hiss, as 
was also Owen Lattimore, as was also 
Philip Jessup. 

In 1947 one of the members of the 
board, one of the good American mem
bers, insisted that there be an invest!· 
gation to determine the extent to which 
the Communists had taken over control 
of the American Council of !RP. That 
was very vigorously 'opposed. Keep in 
mind that at that time Frederick V. 
Field was a member ·of the board. Hiss 
was then a member, or was shortly 
thereafter. Lattimore was a member of 
the board. One of -the men who vigor
-ously protested, and sent a letter over 
his name, which I have, objecting 
strenuously to any such investigation, 
was our Ambassador at Large, Philip 
Jessup. I intend to go into that later. 

. So this man Field has had many activi
ties. For the information of Senators, 
I have a photostat of the letter which 
I shall place in the RECORD later, to show 
how Field used some of his money. I 
wish the Senator from Missouri would 
not ask any questions about that now. 

The most important Hutuktu-living 
·Buddha-is the Dalai Lama, who is the 
· temporal head of Tibet. The next in 
importance is the Panchan Lama, who is 

· technically the spiritual head of Tibet. 
During recent decades, however, the 

. Panchan Lama was driven out of Tibet 
by the Dalai Lama, and now the Chinese 
Commuhists are using the Panchan Lama 
as a puppet to regain control in 'l.'ibet. 

· The temporal and spiritual head of Tibet 
is therefore the Dalai Lama, with head
quarters in Lahsa, Tibet. 

The other important Hutuktu, the 
. Djebtsung Damba Hutuktu, was not re
embodied since 1924 . 

Of the important living Hutuktus, the 
following are the most prominent: 
Changchia Hutuktu, Galdan Siretu Hu
tuktu, Minchur Hutuktu, Chilung Hu
tuktu, Namuka Hutuktu, Achia Hu· 

· tuktu, Lakuo Hutuktu, Tsahantarkhan 
. Hutuktu. 

A Hutuktu-living Buddha-thus is a 
religious title. It is not hereditary, but 



chosen by the process ·of reincarnation. ·: 
It represents the top of a series of re- . 
ligious offices. There are, however, hun-. 
dreds of Hutuktus· existing simultane-· 
ously; and there are some who are more 
important than others. The relative im
portance is mostly" determined by the. 
territory over which each exercises con
trol, and there are Hutuktus who control: 
no territory at all. 

The Mongols de not live exclusively in 
.Mongolia. Wlierever there are Mongols, 
they are divided traditionally into. 
leagues-such as Ulanchab League, the 
Ikhchao League, the Alashan League, 
and so f ort-Q.-and the leagues ~re in turn 
divided into banners. . The Hutuktus-. 
living Buddhas-sometime::; are heads of 
these leagues; tnese _are · important. 
Others are heads of banners; they are 
less important. Still others only get the 
title without any territory; they are the· 
least impor-tant. 

Diluwa Hutuktu-now teaching in 
Johns Hopkins University-comes from 
the Mongols in the Chinese Province of 
Chinghai, with headquarters at Koko-
nor-Blue Sea. . 

So far as I know he never was in Mon
golia. So it must have been that one of 
his ancestors escaped ahead of the Com-· 
munists by fleeing from Mongolia. · 

The Kokonor Mongols are divided into 
two leagues an~ W banners. Th.ey are 
a very minor branch of the Mongolian 
race, because Kokonor is overwhelming
ly populated by Mohammedans. 

-Although Lattimore's Diluwa is a Hu
tuktu by reason of. religious attainment, 
he is the head. of. neither a league nor a 
banner and is a very minor figill;e, he i~ 
not included in · any· list of living 
Buddhas, such as the list given above. 

Diluwa Hutuktu is primarily a reli
gious teacher, with a handful of dis
ciples, some now in Baltimore, and some 
in Tibet. He has none in Mongolia. · 

The whole edifice of Mongolian Gov
ernment is guided very strictly by the 
rule of seniority. It is not possible for 
an individual priest, whatever his rank 
in the religious hierarchy, to achieve any 
degree of power and allegiance unless he 
has followed the trodden path of pro
motion. 

In this connection I have before me 
an affidavit-this is the affidavit which 
I asked the able junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. LEHMAN] to glance at
of an American citizen who, for a con
siderable period of time, edited several 
newspapers in China and who knew 
Lattimore while he was in China. 

It deals in complete detail with back
ground facts which explain rather 
clearly why the Living Buddha and his 
two friends are in Baltimore. This affi
davit is also being turned over to the 
FBI. I might say that this affidavit 
certainly does not indicate any ·great 
plan to use this Living Buddha to recon
quer Asia from the Cqmmunists. In 
fact, I might say it deals with nothing 
grand of any nature. 

We next come to Dr. Philip Jessup who 
is an important part of this entire pic
ture. Perhaps the kindest .tning ·that 
can be · said about Dr. Jessup is that· he 
was simply an unwitting but very will
ing stooge of the brilliant Owen Latti
more. Unfortunately, however, the dam-
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age ·which ·he has ·done is as great as 
though he were selling out for 30 pieces 
of silver. 
· Mr. Jessup, either knowingly or other-· 
wise, became the very~ very valuable tool 
of the Communists in ·1943. In order to 
fully understand the picture at that time 
it might ·be well to·again recite some his
tory ·of the Institute of Pacific Rela
tions. 

I now ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an article entitled 
"IPR-Tokyo Axis," written by Shep
pard Marley, and published in the De-· 
cember 1946 issue of Plain Talk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. HOL
LAND in the chair). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

The article is as follows: 
IPR--TOKYO AXIS 

(By Sheppard Marley) 
Some time ago the Institute of Pacific Re

lations placed the following notice in the 
personals column of the ·saturday Review of 
Literature: 

"Long on curiosity-short on time? IPR 
popular pamphlets make you a scintillating 
conversationalist on the Far East. You can 
defty discuss everything from Australian 
slang to the problems of China and the 
Philippines. Send for a list of Institute of 
Pacific Relations pamphlets today. Box 
939-K." 

If a reader of this semi-intellectual lonely
hearts column had made a slight error in the 
box number and written to 938-K instead of 
the IPR's 939-K, she would have received an 
answer from the gentleman who inserted the 
following notice in the same issue: 'Will lady 
in a quiet castle seek spiritual relaxation 
through exchange of correspondence with a 
highly learned gentleman?" 

What the IPR copy writer deftly neglected 
to mention in this prospectus designed for 
the busy dilettante was that the publications 
of the Institute of Pacific Relations are likely 
to make the deft conversationalist sound 
similar to a Daily Worker editorial, though 
on a much more genteel level. For the IPR 
is still another of the respectable moneyed 
organizations into which fellow travelers 
have infiltrated and have developed workers 
in their own image. The peculiar conjunc
ture of social conditions and psychological' 
ailments which has resulted in the dissem
ination of Stalinist propaganda by groups 
supported mainly with capitalist money is a 
problem for the academicians. Here we · 
merely offer another case study. 

The Institute of Pacific Relations came 
into being in July 1925, in Honolulu, at an 
international conference of which the chief 
engineer was Mr. Edward C. Carter, the pres
ent executive vice chairman of the American 
Council of the Institute of Pacific Relations 
and apparently its most influential officer. 
The intricate nature or · the administrative 
set-up of the Institute makes it ideal for 
control by a few well placed persons. Small 
wonder then that many of its leading and 
most prolific writers are dependable fellow 
travelers who faithfully follow the -tortuous 
path Stalin sets-even if they have to slow 
down around the sharp turns of Soviet policy. 

The institute's activity seldom reaches any 
large section of the public directly, and few 
persons know -that it exists. It is doubtful 
if 1 out of 1,000 of the parents of boys who 
fought their way across the Pacific, from 
Guadalcanal to Okinawa, has ever heard of 
this organization. Yet in Government circles, 
including those where America's high policy 
in the Pacific is determined, the influence 
of the Institute of Pacific Relations has been 
enormous and is .apparently growing. 

During the recent war, the Institute sup
plied many agencies with experts on the . 
Far East. Four IPR staff members worked 
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for the China section of the UNRRA. Three 
others did research for MacArthur's head
quarters on Japanese reconstruction. Wil
liam L. Holland was the head of the OWI in 
China. Owen Lattimore was President Roose
velt's gift to Chiang Kai-shek for a time and 
President Truman's special adviser to Mac
,t\rthur as well as Far Eastern head of OWI. 
The ;IPR supplied lesser lights to the OWI, 
OSS, and the State Department. Not all of 
these workers who joined Government agen
cies were Communists or fellow travelers. 
The IPR, however, frequently provided re
search specialists who were interested mainly 
in the furthering of Stalin's aims in the Far 
East. 

Many IPR trustees reached positions of 
9onsiderable importance. In 1941, Lauchlin 
Currie was President Roosevelt's special emis
sary to China. William C. Johnstone worked 
on a special assignment for the State De
partment. George E. Taylor was director 
of the OWI's Far Eastern Section and later 
in the State Department's Office of Interna
tional Information and Cultural Affairs. 
Benjamin Kizer, a Spokane lawyer, headed 
the UNRRA in China. 

The Institute's aid to the Government was. 
not limited to supplying experts of varying 
degrees, for the Government bought 750,000 
IPR pamphlets for soldiers in the Pacific and 
Asiatic theaters. Schools, too, have been 
influenced by IPR publications, especially 
the series published jointly with the Webster 
Co. of St. Louis, designed for a 14-year-old 
reading level. In three and a half years this 
series sold over a million copies. 

Another way in which the IPR influences 
public opinion is through the newspapers 
and periodical press. As the IPR itself does 
not tire of saying, no one seems to know 
anything about the Far East. The harried 
editorial writer is immeasurably pleased, 
then, whe~ he sees on his desk a neat pub
licity release and a copy of an article on 
some aspect of Chinese politics which he ca~ 
now proceed to discuss as deftly as t:pough 
he had read the IPR's notice in the Saturday 
Review of Literature. 

Like most associations into which the Com
munists and fellow travelers have moved, 
the IPR reveals certain inconsistencies and 
peculiarities of policy that can be explained 
only by the ideological affiliations of its most 
important figures. 

Operating more cleverly in IPR than in 
most groups they have entered, the Com
munists and their friends have been able to 
keep the reputation of this outfit pretty 
clean. But · evidence of their work is easily 
noted when one takes the IPR material in 
bulk and breaks it down into two types-the 
controversial and noncontroversial. What 
has buffaloed most readers of IPR books, 
pamphlets, and periodicals is that so much 
of the stuff is of a very scholarly nature, 
not at all on subjects that arouse the emo
tions any more readily than do articles on 
Chinese pottery. Yet in the last decade or 
so at least two out of every three articles 
in IPR's two journals-Pacific Affairs, quar
terly, and Far Eastern Survey, biweekly-on 
such hot subjects as Chinese politics, the 
Soviet Union, and the general political situa
tion in the Far East, with respect to those 
two countries and the . United States, have 
been written by such staunch defenders of 
Stalin as T. A. Bisson, Owen Lattimore, Har
riet Moore, Laurence Salisbury, and others 
not too numerous to mention in due time. 

It may be claimed that by selecting ex• 
cerpts and quoting "out of context" any 
writer can be shown to believe almost any
thing.. This is frequently true. Yet the 
weight of the evidence that links the IPR 
to the Communist line is too great to pass 
off with such platitudes. The writings of 
the fellow travelers and outright Commu
nists in IPR publications constitute only a 
small part of the total IPR material-but 
they constitute its most vital part, and they 
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deal with the subjects that are most sig
nificant for American foreign policy, inter
national relations, and public education. 

The IPR's chief method of disclaiming re
sponsibility for what appears unde: ~ts 
sponsorship is to include a statement m its 
publications that the views expressed are 
those of the writers, not of the IPR or any 
of its component units. But no one is ever 
fooled by such disavowals, not even IPR 
people. Owen Lattimore, who edited the IPR 
quarterly Pacific Affairs from 1934 to 1941, 
wrote in a report of the IPR secretariat in 
1936: "The fact that there is a printed no
tice in each number (of Pacific Aff~irs] sp~
cifically declaring that each .contributor is 
personally responsible for h1~ own state
ments of opinion and that neither the na-. 
tional councils nor the institute as a whole 
can be held responsible has meant little." 

The IPR has often protested that it does 
not select its writers according to their po
litical beliefs, but because of their scholar
ship and research ability. One wonders, 
nevertheless, whether the bulk of ~he IPR 
publications would yie~d an impre~s1on any 
different from the one it does now if it w~re 
not being used as a front for Commumst 
propaganda. It could hardly do better wo~k 
for Stalin even if it had been set up by his 
agents. . . 

The Institute of Pacific Relat10ns is com-
posed of 10 member bodies fron: each of the 
following countries: Australla, Canada, 
China France, Netherlands-Netherlands In
dies 'New Zealand, the Philippines, the 
United Kingdom, the Soviet Union, and t~e 
United States. The Pacific Council, no~i
nally the ruling body, has one repr:sentat~ve 
from each of these national councils. With 
the members of the Pacific Council scattered 
over thousands of miles there is little cen
tralized control. Actually the American 
council is the main unit, and the one most 
familiar to Americans as well as the one most 
amicted with the disease of Stalinist apolo
getics. Like the parent organ~zation, the 
American Council is itself a mghtmare of 
administrative complexity. In recent years 
there has been no meeting of the member
ship, which now is just below 2_,000. 

Genuine power in the American Council 
of the IPR is vested. in the executive com
mittee of the bo.ard of trustees. Of the eight 
members of this ruling group, the four most 
vocal are Communists and fellow travelers. 
This is-what the broad and respectable front 
of IPR .conceals. The big four ai;e Edward C. 
Carter, Frederick Vander.bilt Field, Harriet. L. 
Moore and Owen Lattimore. All four, with 
the re~ent exception of Field, who has joined 
the Communist Party, move exclusively on 
the higher levels of geQtility in American 
academic and political life. 

Edward c. Carter, the leading light. in the 
IPR, is not the i:ritellectual type. He ~as 
written rather infrequently, but his amlla
tions are nevertheless enlightening. For 
many years he was on the board of directors 
of the American-Russian Institute, which 
publishes a quarterly dedicated to the schol
arly adulation of all that takes place in 
Stalin's Russia. He has contributed to Soviet 
Russia Today, a less esoteric market for pro
Soviet articles. In 1938 he signed a state
ment, published in that magazine, defending 
the Moscow mock trials. During most of the 
war years he was a member of the board of 
directors of Russian War Relief. 

The case of Frederick Vanderbilt Field is 
more ob•1ious. Now a member of the Com
munist Party, Field is the Daily Worker's 
special expert on the Far East, and an asso
ciate editor of the Communist weekly, New 
Masses. 
:, Harriet L. Moore has the usual Commu
nist-front connections. She was secretary 
of the Russian War Relief and a member of 
the board of directors of the American-Rus
sian Institute, whose publications she edits. 
She lJ.as also been on the editorial board of 

Amerasia, long a tooter of Stalin's horn 
among those interested in far eastern affairs. 
This is the magazine which figured as the 
focal point in the State Department espio
nage case, as reported by E. S. Larsen in Plain 
Talk for October. 

Of the four chief policy makers of IPR, 
Owen Lattimore is the best known and most 
respected in academic circles. He is now_ 
director of the Walter Hines Page School of 
International Relations at Johns Hopkins 
University. He too had served his stint on 
the editorial board of Amerasia, and has de
fended the Moscow purge trials." 

Through his editorship of the quarterly, 
Pacific Affairs, from 1934 to 1941, Owen Lat
timore was able to exert considerable in
fluence in IPR. When he took it over, Pacific 
Affairs was dull, unknown, and devoted 
mainly to research and statements apparently 
carefully pruned to remove the slightest 
trace of a positive point of view about any
thing more controversial than the depth of 
the Sulu Sea. As fascism spread and the 
threat of war increased, Lattimore published 
articles that took a forthright stand, but in 
general he followed the popular front line 
then in vogue. Pacific Affairs contained con
tributions generally favorable to Soviet Rus
sia, against America's neutrality policy, and 
in praise of the Chinese Communists. 

Is the IPR a pressure group or a research 
outfit? The letter from Owen Lattimore to 
Edward C. Carter, which we are publishing 
on page 18, a remarkable document in sev
eral respects, should settle this question once 
and for all, although the stream of highly 
opinionated writing emanating from the IPR 
for years furnishes a clear-enough answer. 
Three characteristics stand out in a study 
of the IPR pµblications: 

First, there is not to be found in its litera
ture any fundamental criticism of the Soviet 
Union, either of its internal regime or its 
foreign policy. -

Second, there has been abundant and vig
orous criticism of the Chinese Government 
and, especially in recent years, equally strong 
and prominent espousal of the cause of the 
Chinese Communists. 

Third, there was until -Pearl Harbor rela"" 
tively little criticism on the part of the IPR 
of Japan's internal regime or its foreign 
policy. 

Indeed, in the light of the accompanying 
letter from Mr. Lattimore to Mr. Carter and 
of the additional pieces of evidence as to 
the IPR's ties with· the Japanese imperialists, 
there is roem for a congressional inquiry 

· into this still dark field. In a subsequent 
: article, we . shall deal with the first two 

aspects of the IPR's activity, namely, its 
pro-Soviet and anti-Chiang Kai-shek stands. 
Here we shall confine ourselves to five salient 
features of the strange marriage between the 
IPR and the Japanese war lords: 

1. Owen Lattimore wrote his letter on May 
18, 1938, less than 10 months after Japan 
Jaunched its undeclared war on China and 
but a few weeks after Hitler's annexation of 
Austria, events which were regarded in Mos
cow as the beginnings of World War II. In 
this missive Mr. Lattimore proposed the dis
memberment of China and a settlement with 
Japan on the basis of "what China is and 
what Japan is, as of 1939, rather than what 
either country was as of 1936." The occa
sion for this communication was a memo
randum by a Chinese pro-Communist, Chen 
Han-seng, who had outlined a study of Chi
nese foreign policy to cover the period of 
1931-39. Mr. Carter, upon the receipt of the 
extraordinary letter, is on record in a memo
randum, dated May 20, 1938, addressed to 
Miriam Farley of the IPR, as follows: "This 
morning I have received Owen Lattimore's 
comment with which, of course, I agree." 
All that remains to be added on this point is 
that neither Mr. Lattimore nor Mr. Carter 
made clear the _purpose of the proposed set
tlement. Was it intended to help Japan re-

taln the vast areas in North China gained by 
her aggression or to enable the Chinese Com
munists to extend their domains as they did· 
in 1945? 

2. Lattimore's suggestion, with which Mr. 
Carter agreed, contemplated direct action by 
the IPR in the political field, something 
which it has been at pains to deny frequent
ly. As recently as October 24, 1946, Mr. car
ter wrote to a critic of his organization: 
"The IPR is not an action group, and I can 
assure you it has never set up an action 
group of any nature whatevjlr." It is obvi
ous from Lattimore's letter that in pressing 
for terms of settlement the IPR certainly 
qualified as a pressure group, which is hardly 
distinguishable from an action group. 

Is it possible that Mr. Carter, finding him
self on the horns of a dilemma, really had 
meant to endorse the idea of turning over 
half of China to the Communists and not to 
the Japanese?1 For this is what he wrote on 
October 24, 1946: 

"One of your most fantastically inaccurate 
statements is the accusation that Mr. Owen 
Lattimore, back in 1938 and 1939, advocated 
peace in China by turning over half of China 
to the Japanese. Mr. Lattimore was far 
ahead of the vast majority of Americans in 
recognizing the nature and danger of Japa
nese aggression-years before our Govern
ment and people were fully alive to its 
menace." 

3. In 1936, a Japanese scientific expedition 
was permitted by the United States to cruise 
freely in the waters along the Alaska coast, 
where it took soundings. Around the same 
time the Japanese tried to establish fisheries 
rights in the same area. In both of these 
ventures, it has been-charged by Miller Free
man, Pacific-coast publisher and former 
Navy Intelligence ofilcer, that the _ Japanese 
were aided by the chairman of the American -
Council of the IPR at the time, who was also 
a member of a special · advisory committee 
o:p. trade and commerce in the Department 
of State. 

4. Upton Close, writer and radio commen
tator, made the following signed statement: 
"A few days prior to the Pearl Harbor dis
aster, Mr. Trammel [of the National Broad
casting Co.] received a letter from E. C. 
Carter, head of the Institute of Pacific Re
lations, demanding that I be dropped from 
tl!!e air because I was anti-Japanese." 

5. The Japan Council of the IPR served 
the interests of aggression. A dispatch of 
December 7, 1945, by Frank Kelley, then in 
Tokyo as correspondent for the New York 
Herald Tribune, describes how in Japan the 
IPR was used as a front for imperialist pur
poses. Prince Fumimaro Konoye, who was 
Premier of Japan during much of the crucial 
period between the renewed war on China 
in 1937 and the attack upon Pearl Harbor 
4Y:i years later, took a deep interest in his 
country's IPR chapter. He put his personal 
trusted aides into the key posts- in the Jap
anese IPR, which was supported largely with 
funds contributed by the very industrialists 
who helped the militarists plan and carry 
out wars of aggression throughout the Pa
cific area. It was Konoye who had ordered 
the preparation of a report explaining Ja
pan's need for expansion because of popu
lation pressure. This report was read to the 
IPR international conference of 1936, which 
was held in Yosemite National Park, in Cali
fornia. 

The chief secretary of the Japan Council 
of the IPR, according to Mr. Kelley in the 
Herald Tribune, was Tomohiko Ushiba, 
Konoye's private secretary. Through Ushiba, 
Prince Konoye kept in touch with Edward 
C. Carter, then chief of the IPR's interna
tional secretariat, so that he could keep 
watch on American State Department poll- . 
cies. Far-eastern experts, such as abound 
in the IPR, must surely have known that 
Prince Konoye was among the leading ex
ponents of Japanese aggression for many 
years before Pearl Harbor. Yet there is no 
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evidence that the institute ever took any 
steps to prevent its use as a front for the 
dissemination of propaganda in the United 
States and for the gathering of Inside politi
cal and military information about this 
country. 

Unlike the pink pills se.rved by Dr. Carter 
when treating Russia or China, these five 
points bearing upon the relations between 
the IPR and the imperialists of Japan can
not be sugar-coated. The responsible di
rectors of the IPR, which is in the nature of 
a higher educational Institution, owe it to 

· the public to probe fully into its ba~ng . ties 
with the Mikado's servants. Considering the 
semiofficial status which the IPR has acquired 
in the policy-making branches of the Federal 
Government, the Congress owe$ it to the 
country to investigate the history of the 
organization, its obscure foreign links, its un
duly complex administrative set-up, and its 
alliances with pro-Soviet and pro-Communist 
elements both at home and abroad. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., May 18, 1938. 
Mr. EDWARD C. CARTER, 

New York City. 
DEAR CARTER:· I have just been reading with 

great interest Chen Han-seng's memoran
dum of 27 April attached to your letter of 
9 May. As I shall be going with Fred 1 to a 
regional conference at Seattle at the end of 
this week and so shall have to miss Holland 
when he passes through, I am replying 
directly. 

As usual, Chen Han-seng has picked out 
the really crucial points. The IPR stands to 
maintain and increase its reputation by pre
senting the constructive possibilities of a far
eastern settlement. All reactionary estimates 
of "What is China?" will be based on prewar 
China and will exclude changes occurring in 
the course of the war. In pressing for terms 
of settlement, the IPR is in a better position 
than any other agency to gage the character 
and extent of changes occurring during the 
war; it could and should establish what 
China is and what Japan is, as of 1939, rather 
than what either country was as of 1936. 

Of course in order to establish the "is" of 
1939, the taking-off point must be the "was" 
up to 1937; but the "was" should be only the 
taking off point and the major emphasis 
should be consistently applied to the 
processes of change in 1937 and 1938 and the 
levels attained and further trends indicated 
as Of 1939. 

Your very sincerely, 
OWEN LATTIMORE. 

Mr. McCARTHY. This institute con
sists of the councils of 10 nations having 
interests in the Pacific. As originally set 
up it was in no way controlled by the 
Communist Party. Since its creation it 
has had on both the board of trustees 
and the executive committee a very 
sizable numbe1" of outstanding and loyal 
Americans. Membership on the board 
of trustees or on the executive committee 
in no way in and of itself indicates any 
Communist sympathies or leanings. Ap
parently the board of trustees was not 
a prime target for the Communists. Of 
the 50 members, as far as I know, not 
more than 10 to 15 at any time were Com
munists or fellow travelers. However, as 
far as I know, the board actually never 
meets, but does its business by having the 
various members send in their proxies. · 

The executive committee, however, 
consists largely of trustees who live in 
or near New York and is 10 in number. 
The executive committee in effect con
trols the institute. The executive com-

1 Probably Frederick Vanderbilt Field, mil
lionaire Communist.-Editor. 

mittee is a prime target for the Commu
nists. The Communists apparently try 
to have on the executive committee at 
least four or five members of the party or 
fellow travelers upon whom they can de
pend at all times. This, of course, is not 
a majority but the committee is made 
up of busy men and the attendance at 
meetings apparently is such that even 
three or four can control the activities 
of the institute. 

Then there is the research advisory 
committee, the principal function of 
which is to edit and pass upon the ma
terial which goes into the American 
Council's publication, Far Eastern Sur
vey. 

Dr. Jessup was vice chairman of the 
American Council and chairman of the 
research advisory committee for some 
time. Under him the council's biweekly 
publication, Far Eastern Survey, pio
neered the smear campaign against 
Chiang Kai-shek and the idea that the 
Communists in China were merely agrar
ian reformers and really not Commu
nists at all. Of this campaign the former 
editor of the Daily Worker, ~Uis Budenz, 
on March 19, 1949, in an article in Col
lier's entitled "The Menace in Red 
China," had this to say: 

Most Americans during World War II fell 
for the Moscow line that the Chinese Com
munists were not really Communists but 
agrarian reformers. That ls just what Mos
cow wanted Americans to believe. This de
ception of United States officials and the 
public was the result of a planned campaign. 
I helped to plan it. 

The first blast in this campaign was 
fired in Jessup's publication on July 14, 
1943, in an article signed by T. A. Bisson. 
I think it might be here important to 
call attention to the record of this man 
Bisson, who as I recall was allowed to 
resign from the State Department be
cause of his Communist conr..ections in -
1946. · 

I have here a photostatic copy of a 
letter to Bisson, which I briefly .discussed 
in answer to a question the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. DONNELL] asked. As I 
have stated, this is a rather fantastic 
document coming from the man whom 
Mr. Jessup used to initiate the smear 
campaign-a rather fantastic document 
coming from a man high up in the State 
Department, but not too fantastic, how
ever, when coming from a man who 
worked under Frederick , Vanderbilt 
Field on Amerasia. This is written to 
the International Missionary· Council, 
419 Fourth Avenue, New York City. It 
reads as follows: 

I have just noticed the statement in the 
Herald Tribune that the National Christian 
Council is cooperating with the Nanking 
government -in "rehabilitating the Red-rav
aged districts." Could you tell me whether 
this step is approved by the boards at home, 
or is it taken only on the NCC's initiative: 
In my opinion, any such collaboration in
volves great risks for the future of the 
whole Christian enterprise in the Far East. 

In other words, any help to the poor 
people in the Red-ravaged area, in Bis
son's opinion, endangers the ·Christian 
endeavor in the Far East. 

He further says: 
The Nanking government is under fire 

from many Chinese progressives for its direct 

tie-up with western imperialism, particularly 
its reliance upon foreign aid in the anti
communist campaign. 

Mr. President, Senators should keep 
in mind that at that time Bisson was in 
the State Department and was an im
portant :figure-I beg pardon; he may 
not have been in the State Department 
at that time. I am not sure. I do not 
recall at what dates he was in the De
partment. 

Then Bisson, the writer of this letter, 
goes on to point out that this missionary 
group should be careful not to make the 
mistake of aligning itself "against the 
great progressive movements of the fu
ture in the East." 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have the entire letter printed at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The postscript to the letter is very 
interesting. In it Bisson says: 

I would strongly advise every prospective 
missionary to China to read "Chinese Desti
nies," by Agnes Smedley. 

Mr. President, in case any Senator 
does not understand the significance of 
that reference by Mr. Bisson, I refer now 
to page A707, Appendix of the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, volume 95, part 12, which 
contains a report by the National Mili
tary Establishment qr, more specifically, 
by General MacArthur's intelligence 
unit, which report was inserted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by Representative 
HAROLD LOVRE. Let me quote briefly 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at that 
point, for it gives a direct quotation from 
General MacArthur's intelligence unit 
report. This covers the individual 
whose book Bisson says all prospective 
missionaries should study before they 
will be qualified to become missionaries 
to China. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the 
Chair inquire at this time whether the 
Senator has offered for the RECORD the 
letter to which he has just referrtd. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I have. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With

out objection, the lett~r will be incor
porated in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 
FOREIGN POLICY ASSOCIATION, INC., 

New _York, November 4, 1933. 
Dr. A. L. WARNAHuis, 

International Missionary Council, 
New York City. 

DEAR DR. WARNAHUIS: I have just noticed 
the statement in the Herald Tribune that 
the National Christian Council is cooperat
ing with the Nanking Government in "re
habilitating the Red-ravaged districts." 
Could you tell me whether this step is ap
proved by the boards at home, or is it taken 
only on the NCC's initiative? In my opin
ion, any such collaboration involves great 
risks for the future of the whole Christian 
enterprise in the Far East. The Nanking 
Government is under fire"from many Chinese 
progressives for its direct tie-up with west
ern imperialism, particularly its reliance 
upon foreign gunboats in the anti-Commu
nist campaign. If, now, the Chinese Chris
tian Church links itself up with the Nan
king regime, which , maintains its power 
through a continuous "wfiite terror" against 
the Chinese workers and peasants, its future 
will be deeply compromised. Henceforth it 
will flourish or decline in accordance with 
the fi.uctuations in the political .fortunes of 
a regime of capitalist exploitation that is 
steadily outraging the elementary sense of 
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justice of the Chinese masses. - Is it wise for 
the Chinese Christian Church to take sides 
in a political struggle of this importance? 
Might it not be the part of s~atesmanship 
to m aintain a neutrality that would enable 
the church to succor the victims on both 
sides of this domestic conflict? In the long 
run, I feel · convinced that the workers and 
peasants of Asia will throw off the yoke of 
foreign imperialism and native exploitation, 
and assume control of their own political 
destinies. Is the mission enterprise looking 
ahead toward this future, and laying its 
plans accordingly? 
. Frankly, I believe that the whole future 

of the Christian Church-in the West as 
well as in the East-is bound up with the 
answer to this question. In many ways, the 
modern church has demonstrated its wisest 
and most forward-looking policies in connec
tion with the youthful churches in Asia. It 
is for this reason that I question the wisdom 
of this reported step of the National Chris
tia1i Council, which, in my opinion, will 
aline the mission enterprise against the great 
progressive movements of the future in the 
East. 

Sincerely yours, 
T. A. BISSON. 

P. S.-I would strongly advise every pro
spective missionary to China to read Chinese 
Destinies, by Agnes Smedley. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in 
paragraph (e) of the report of General 
MacArthur's intelligence unit; we find 
the following: 

Agnes Smedley, American-Soviet spy: This 
American, Miss Agnes Smedley, has been one 
9f the most energetic workers for the Soviet 
cause in China for _the past twenty-odd years. 

The Army intelligence report then goes 
on to state that much harm has been 
done by Agnes Smedley-
but perhaps it could be mitigated if she is 
now exposed for what she is, a spy and agent 
of the Soviet Government. 

So we find that Bisson, who either then 
or later was a State Department em
ployee, and, incidentally, also was one of 
the members of the Amerasia editorial 
board, was urging that all prospective 
Christian missionaries to China, in order 
to qualify themselves, should read Agnes 
Smedley's book. I give this information 
on Bisson because he is the man whom 
Jessup useq to pioneer the smear cam
paign against Chiang Kai-shek. 

Lest anyone question Jessup's control 
over Far Eastern Survey, let me call to 
your attention that the Chinese consul 
objected strenuously to the Bisson line 
being carried in the Institute of Pacific 
Relations publication. He was referred 
to Jessup, who made the magnanimous 
offer that he would print his answer to 
Bisson's letter. However, before print
ing the Chinese consul's answer, Jessup 
submitted the letter to Bisson and ob
tained for publication in the adjoining 
column Bisson's criticism of the Chinese 
consul's answer in an obvious attempt to 
ridicule, twist, and distort the meaning 
of those loyal Chinese who were backing 
our ally, Chiang. There can be no ques
tion there as to where Jessup stood. 

Within a matter of weeks after Jes
sup's labeling the Chinese Communists 
as land reformers, the Daily Worker and 
Isvetzia also took up the line of compar
ing the Chinese Communists with "Iowa 
·farmers." 

Professor Jessup must, therefore, be 
. credited by the American people with 

having pioneered the .·smear campaign . 
against Nationalist China and Chiang 
Kai-shek, and with being the originator 
of the myth of the "democratic" Chinese 
Communists. 
. From that time onward we witnessed 

the spectacle of this three-horse team 
of smears and untruths thundering down 
the stretch-Jessup's publication, Far 
Eastern Survey, the Daily Worker, and 
Isvetzia. What an effective job they did 
can best be demonstrated by the fact 
that this was the line which the State 
Department followed in formulating its 
far-eastern policy, right down to the last 
comma. 

I personally have stated that I thought 
that J·essup was a well-meaning dupe of 
the Lattimore crowd.· However, I do not 
think the decision on that point is up to 
me; but rather, it is up to the Congress 
and the American people. 

In that connection I hold in my hand 
two photostats which I think may inter
est the Senate and the American people 
mightily. 

In order to recognize the significance 
of these two documents, it might be well 
for me to digress for a minute and give 
the background of one· Frederick Van- . 
derbilt Field. 
- Of course, Mr. President, I believe it 
will be unnecessary for me to go into 
detail in that respect, in view of the fact 
that we went over that matter in great 
detail in connection with the questions 
asked by the Senator from :Missouri [Mr. 
DoNNELLl. Suffice it to say that Fred
erick Vanderbilt Field acknowledges, 
proclaims, and brags about the fact that 
he considers himself one of the top 
Communists in this Nation. In pass
ing, I may state that he also contrib
uted $5,000 to the Wallace campaign in 
1948. 

Getting back to the photostats of the 
documents in question, we should keep in 
mind that Jessup pioneered the fictional 
idea that the Communists·of China were 
not really Communists at all. He did 
that 'in July 1943. That is when th~ 
campaign started. 

I now hold in my hand two Photostats, 
on.e being a photostat of a check in the 
·amount of · $2,500, signed by Frederick 
Vanderbilt Field, and made payable to 
Jessup's organization, the American 
Council of the· Institute of Pacific Rela
tions. This check is dated September 
12, 1943, and was cashed by the Insti
tute. 

I also hold in my hand another check, 
signed by the same man, the man who 
says, "I am the outstanding Ameri
can Communist"-Frederick Vanderbilt 
Field. This check is in the amount of 
$1,000, and was made payable, also, to 
Jessup's organization, the American 
Council of the Institute of Pacific Rela
tions. The check is dated November 27, 
1942; and this check also was cashed by . 
that Institute. 
· Incidentally, Mr. President, these 
checks came, not from Field's own per
sonal account, but from the American 
People's Fund, Inc., which is a repository 
created by Frederick Vanderbilt Field for 
funds for whatever Communist or Com
munist-front enterprise he saw fit to 
support. In other words, the American 
People's Fund, Inc., has no func;tion what-

soever except to act as a ban.I{ for funds 
to be turned over to such Communist en
terprises as Field decided to contribute to. 

Therefore, we find Jessup in 1943 using 
his magazine to sell to the American 
people the identical line followed by Is
vetzia, one of Soviet Russia's official 
papers, and also the line followed by 
the Daily Worker, which, as everyone 
knows, is the official Communist news
paper in this country, and at the same 
time receiving funds to support the pub- . 
lication from a man who publicly pro
claimed that he was one of the top Com
munists in this Nation-Frederick Van
derbilt Fleld. 

Whether Jessup was simply a dupe or 
whether he was publishing the party line 
for a fee, I leave to the Senate to deter
mine. However, when we consider that 
Jessup, ·using Bisson ·as the · writer, 
started that campaign to smear; and 
when we consider that in his publication 
he followed the Communist Party line 
;right down to the dotting of every "i" 
and the crossing of every "t"; and then 
when we consider that he got money for 
it-$3,500-from the man who says, "I 
am the outstanding Communist in this 
Nation," then I leave it to the Senate to . 
decide whether he was a dupe-if so, he 
must have been an extremely stupid 
one-or whether he knew what he was 
doing for a fee. 

Lest Jessup say he did not know Field's 
connections and Field's communism, let 
me again point out that Field made no 
secret of the fact that he went all-out in 
support of communistic Russia. For ex
ample, in 1941, he was executive director 
of the Am~rican Peace Mobilization, and 
led the picket line which picketed the 
White House and heaped abuse upon the 
head of the then President Roosevelt, as 
a warmonger, and ·used all the foul ad
jectives in the communistic vocabulary. 
That picket line was before the White 
House on the morning of June 22, 1941; 
and let us keep in mind that Field was 
the director of the organization and lead
ing that picket line. The Senate will re
call that was the day when Hitler in
vaded Russia. Confusion hit the picket 
line when the newspaper headlines pro
claimed Hitler's invasion of Russia, and 
by early afternoon all the pickets had 
quietly slunk away. Then the American 
Peace Mobilization became the American 
People's Mobilization, which commenced 
again to vilify the President, not this 
time as a warmonger, but this time for 
his failure to establish a second front 
quickly enough to relieve Joe Stalin. 

In view of that, I do not believe there 
is anyone who can say that Jessup did 
not know exactly who Field was when 
he took from him $3,500 while at the 
same time publishing the Communist 
Party line. 

I may say that I think the kindest 
thing ·we can say about him is that he 
was a dupe. What I have said so far is 
that he was a complete dupe. After all, 
before that time he was simply a profos
sor of international law; and let me say 
in passing that very ·little international 
.Jaw originates in China. However, over
.night he suddenly became an expert on 
far-eastern affairs. As I have said, I 
think the man was such a dupe that he 
did not know that he was being used by 
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Owen Lattimore. That is · the kindest 
thing we can say about him. But dupe 
or knave, certainly he is not the type of 
person we want shaping our foreign 
policy. 

In fact, a few weeks later, Frederick 
Vanderbilt Field signed an open letter 
demanding a second front. Mr. Field, 
incidentally, was the paid secretary of 
the Institute of Pacific Relations from 
1933 to early 1940, and was one of the 
trustees until 1947. Field was also named · 
by Chambers as head of a Communist 
espionage ring. 

Thus - we find Jessup taking money 
from a traitor and a Communist to sup
port his magazine which was following 
the party line to a "t." 

I also have before me a photostat of 
a letter dated March 17, 1947, which is 
of some interest. This is a letter written 
by the American Council of the Institute 
of Pacific Relations, signed by Jessup and 
others. It expresses vigorous opposition 
to a proposed investigation of the In
stitute of Pacific Relations to determine 
·whether or not it was Communist con
trolled. In other words, Jessup says, 
"No, let us not have this investig::-,tion," 
and sends a letter over his name to that 
effect. At that time, incidentally, Fred
erick· Vanderbilt Ffeld was on the board 
of trustees, and Alger Hiss was either on 
the board at that time or became a mem
ber shortly thereafter. 

I do not know whether I pointed out 
to the Senator the fact, but the maga
zine Amerasia, about whose Communist 
line there can be no question, for a period 
of time had its offices right next to the 
offices of the Jessup publication for IPR. 

I think it might be well at this point 
to discuss also Jessup's connection with 
various Communist-front organizations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair inquires whether that particular 
letter was offered for the RECORD. 

Mr. McCARTHY. No; it has not been. 
If any of the Senators care to have it put 
in the RECORD, I shall be glad to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will proceed. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I have noted since 
the beginning of this inquiry, that there 
are those who contend that membership 
in Communist front organizations and 
association with Communists is not a 
serious matter. There are sincere peo
ple who are disturbed because they think 
this is an attempt to establish guilt by 
association. They forget that we are 
dealing here with extremely sensitive 
positions where the individual has access 
to top secret material, the disclosure of 
which might well shove us into or cause 
us ·even to lose a war. They forget that 
it is not a question of guilt by associa
tion, but a question of bad security risk 
by association. 

I cannot emphasize too strongly that a 
naive or gullible person who associates 
with the wrong people constantly and 
t]lereby discloses-perhaps even unknow
fllgly-secret information, has done the 
country the same damage as the party 
agent who divulges or obtains the same 
information, for a fee, or otherwise. Let 
me repeat, it is not a question of guilt 
by association, it is a question of bad 
security risk by · association. 

For example, if any one of you of the 
Senate happened to be a bank presi
dent and you found that your cashier 
was traveling with a crowd of crooks, s·afe 
crackers and racketeers, you would un
doubtedly no longer trust this cashier 
with the depositors' money. In your 
mind, it would not be a . question of 
whether he was guilty of some crime,· but 

. rather a question of whether you could 
safely trust him with large ·sums of 
money. In such a case you have to give 
your depositors, instead of the wayward 
cashier, the benefit of the doubt. Un
fortunately, the State Department does 
not adopt that rule. 

When the State Department adopted 
the rule which provides that those who 
travel with Communists and join Com
munist-front organizations are bad se
curity risks, it was apparently done 
because of the fact that it has been 
proven over thousands of years that 
"birds of a feather :fiock together." 

While it is possible occasionally to get 
a few good citzens on a letterhead of a 
questionable organization, you can be 
certain that if anyone associates with 
such an organization for any length of 
time, he is in sympathy with its aims. 
That, gentlemen, is just good every day 
American horse sense. And keep in 
mind, it was the Attorney General, and 
not McCARTHY, who has listed those or
ganizations as Communist-front and 
subversive because of their aims. 

That, Mr. President, is just good, 
every day, American horse sense. And 
keep in mind., if you will, it was the At
torney General, it was congressional 
committees, not the Senator from Wis
consin, who listed those organizations as 
Communist fronts and subversive be
cause of their aims. 

Of course, any American has the com
plete right to join-any front organiza
tions he pleases; but having joined such 
organizations and having exercised that 
right, he must necessarily jeopardize the 
privilege which he has to hold a position 
in the Federal Government. 

In this connection it should be noted 
that Mr. Jessup was also quite a joiner. 
Perhaps he was also a dupe in this re
spect, but it is rather significant that the 
only organizations that he so prolifically 
joined were Communist-front organiza
tions. He does not seem to be so prolific 
in joining any other type of organization, 
which I believe he should explain. 

For example, the American Law Stu
dents Association was affiliated with the 
American Youth Congress according to 
the testimony of William W. Hinckley, 
former executive secretary of the Ameri
can Youth Congress. -That is in the 
hearings of the Special .Committee on 
Un-American Activities, volume 11, page 
7039. It was also affiliated with the 
United Students Peace Committee, of 347 
Madison Avenue, New York City, accord
ing to an exhibit presented to the Spe
cial Committee on Un-American Activ
ities, volume 12, pages 7568, 7569. The 
United Students Peace Committee was 
closely interlocked with the American 
Peace Mobilization; which I recently 
mentioned in connection with Field and 
the picketing of President Roosevelt. 
According to the Daily Worker of Feb
ruary 27, 1937, page 2, the American Law 

Students Association was affiliated with 
the American League Against War and 
Fascism, an organization with an out
right treasonable program, which has 
been cited as a Communist front by the 
Special Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities and Attorney General Biddle. 

Jessup was not only a member of this 
organization but was a sponsor. There 
is a difference between being a sponsor 
and merely a member. 

In this connectfon it should be noted 
that this organization, of which Jessup . 
was a sponsor, the letterhead of which 
organization bears his name, used the 
Communist Party print shop, which was 
known as the Prompt Press, and used 
union label 209. 

In view of the fact that Jessup was the 
head of a magazine engaged in consider
able p1•inting, it is hard to believe that he 
did not know where this material was 
being printed. It is hard to believe that 
he did not know that union No. 209 was 
the union which was doing the work 
of the Prompt Press, which is the Com
munist print shop. 

Also, in connection with Communist
front activities, I call your attention to 
the fact that the National Emergency 
Conference was held in Washington in 
1939 or 1940. Dr. Jessup not merely at
tended this affair, but was a sponsor of 
it, and signed the call of the conference 
which went against registration and 
fingerprinting of aliens-things which 
certainly could not adversely affect any . 
alien with intentions of becoming a 
loyal American citizen. 

Mr. President, let it · be noted that he 
sponsored and issued the call for this 
organization, which meant, and which 
said, "We are against the registration 
and fingerprinting of aliens," and that 
was at a time when all of us expected war 
momentarily. Registration and finger
printing obviously, could only be opposed 
by those aliens who, iri those early war 
days, were engaged in activities in which 
the FBI and our law enforcement agen
cies would be interested. . 

Why Jessup at that time should have 
so vigorously opposed such a simple 
matter, it is rather difficult to under
stand. We know the Communist line 
at that time was that this type of regis
tration and fingerprinting was an en
croachment upon the civil liberties of the 
individual. 

Dr. Jessup's position against the regis
tration and fingerprinting of aliens was 
enthusiastically supported by the Com
munist press and by individuals such as 
Carol King, attorney for Gerhardt Eisler, 
and Doxey A. Wilkerson, an avowed 
member of the Communist Party. 

This organization later changed its 
name to the National Emergency Con
ference for Democratic Rights and was 
cited as a Communist-front organization 
by both the House Committee on Appro
priations on April 21, 1943, and the 
Special Committee on Un-American 
Activities on March 29, 1942, and again 
by the House Un-American Activities 
Committee on March 29, 1944. 

Jessup was not only a sponsor of the 
above-mentioned affair, but the letter
head of the National Emergency Confer
ence for Democratic Rights shows that 
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he was a member of the board' of spon
sors of this organization, also. 

Here is something of considerable in
terest. I have in my hand a photostat 
of the New York Times, dated February 
16, 1946-a time at which it was becom
ing rather clear that Russia had already 
embarked upon world war III and was 
committed to annihilation of western 
nonatheistic civilization. In this letter 
the brilliant Dr. Jessup urges not only 
that we quit producing atomic bombs but 

. that we eliminate the necessary ingredi
ents which were produced for atomic · 
bombs by-and I quote-"means such as 
dumping them into the ocean." 

It should be recalled that at that time 
the Russians were already engaged in a 
race to surpass us in the production of 
atomic weapons. 

Let the Senate and the country decide 
whether he was so stupidly blind that he 
did not realize what he was urging or 
whether he planned it that way. I 
frankly think that the man was merely 
stupidly following the Lattimore line
a line which in this case certainly was 
the line which must have warmed the 
cockles of Stalin's heart. 

In this connection I would like to read . 
to the Senate an editorial from the New 
York Wqrld-Telegram entitled "Who Is 
Dr. Jessup?" 

Dr. Philip C. Jessup, the American spokes
man in the current United Nation's debate 
on Nationalist China's charges against the 
Soviet Union, is the same Dr. Jessup chosen 
by the State Department to draft a new 
American policy for the Far East. 

For this reason, his past associations and 
attitudes have become of general public con
cern. 

Over a period of years, Dr. Jessup held 
various positions in the Institute of Pacific 
Relations, including the chairmanships of 
its American and Pacific ccuncils. In these . 
capacities he was in close association with 
such well-known left-wingers as Anna Louise 
Strong, Guenther Stein, Harriet Lucy Moore, 
E. C. Carter, Theodore A. Bisson, Andrew 
Grajdanzev, and Frederick Vanderbilt Field. 

While the institute's publication, the Far 
Eastern Survey, was under Dr. Jessup's direc
tion, it began a campaign against Nationalist 
China. Referring to what it called the two 
Chinas, it said, in an article signed by Mr. 
Bisson: "One is now generally called Kuomin. 
tang China, the other is called Communist 
China. However, these are only party labels. 
To be more descriptive, the one might be 
called feudal China, the other democratic 
China." 

Let us keep in mind that in July 1943, 
when this was printed, and also in 
November 1942, before it was printed, 
Jessup took sizable checks from a known 
Communist. This one article in July of 
1943 was of course only part of a whole 
series of like articles. 

Thus began the long campaigns to tear 
down Chiang Kai-shek and present the 
Chinese Reds to the American people as 
democrats and simple agrarian reformers. We 
know them better than that now. But that 
is due to no contributions by Dr. Jessup. 

The Communist-front organizations with 
which Dr. Jessup ·has been affiliated or has 
sponsored include the American-Russian In
stitute, the National Emergency Conference 
(organized in 1939 to protest the deporta
tion of aliens who advocated changing our 
form of government), the National Emer
gency Conference for Democratic Rights and 
t.ne Coordinating Committee To Lift the Em
bargo-on Red Spain . . 

He was one of 12 signers of a letter in 
the New York Times, February 16, 1946, urg
ing the United States to suspend the manu
facture of atomic bombs, following the ap
pointment of the United Nations Commis
sions on Atomic Energy. 

Thii:; letter urged, in order that the dis
cussions on atomic energy control might 
proceed in an "atmosphere of good faith and 
confidence,'' that: 

Here is where Jessup urged, and it was 
while the Communists were exerting 
every effort to outstrip us in the produc
tion of atomic weapons-

1. "The United States at once stop the pro
duction of bombs from material currently 
produced"-this to include the preparation 
of subassemblies and "all other procedures 
involved in the fabrication of the bomb." 

2. "For 1 year, which would seem to be 
a reasonable time for the commission to 
mature its plans and to secure action on 
them by the governments concerned, we 
will stop accumulating purified plutonium 
and uranium-225, which are the essential 
ingredients of atomic bombs." 

The letter to the Times added that any · 
fissionable products developed while keeping 
the atomic energy plants on a stand-by 
basis should be dumped in the ocean or re
turned to their original mixture. 

Since the Russians claim they began mak
ing bombs in 1947, they might have caught 
up with us or passed us in atomic bomb · 
production had Dr. Jessup's views prevailed. 

Dr. Jessup was a character witness for 
Alger Hiss at his first perjury trial. 

He was the editor of the State Depart
ment's white paper on China, which one 
student of the subject characterized as a 
"bulky compendium of many truths, some 
half truths and frequent contradictions of 
published and acknowledged fact." 

Here, at best, we have the picture of a con
fused liberal feeling his way round in circles 
and often finding himself in questionable 
company. Certainly it is not the record of a 
man who should be chosen to formulate 
anything of such tremendous potentialities 
as an American policy for the Far East. 

Imagine sending a Dr. Jessup to preside 
over a conference on far-eastern affairs at 
Bangkok, when we have a man like Gen. 
Douglas MacArthur in_ nearby Tokyo. 

Incidentally, I think it is of interest to 
note that the State Department, appar
ently upon Jessup's suggestion, chose 
Bangkok as the place for this all-impor
tant conference. Anyone who is at all a 
student of that area knows that it is the 
hotbed of Russian espionage activities 
and that the only sizable hotel in the citY. 
is owned by the Russian Government. 
Just why he said, "Let ·us go to that area 
instead of to some area controlled by 
General MacArthur, such as Tokyo," is 
not clear. 

I read further: 
If this is the way American foreign policy 

is being made; God save us from the Rus
sians. 

One interesting insight into Dr. Jes
sup's lack of sensitivity to disloyalty is 
shown by his answer to the question of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKEN
LOOPER] on March 20, last. The Senator 
asked Jessup if he was of the same opin
ion now about Hiss as he was at the times 
last year when, as one of Hiss' character 
witnesses, he stated that Hiss' reputation 
for integrity, loyalty, and veracity was 
good. Dr. Jessup answered the Senator 
that he saw no reason to alter his state
ments. One can understand a person 

standing by his friend on a private basis; 
but Dr. Jessup, as Ambassador-at-Large, 
represents the American people. He is 
supposed to be aware of the dangerous 
tactic of infiltration as practiGed by Stal
in's police state. To put it mildly, Jes
sup's reaction to gross disloyalty seems 
obtuse. He can say, without qualifica
tion and as a most important public offi
cial, that he can see no reason whatever 
to change his opinion about Hiss' verac
ity, loyalty, and integrity, even though an 
American jury has convicted him of per
jury and what amounts to far-reaching 
espionage on damning evidence which 
satisfied the jury and ·a Federal judge 
that Hiss, beyond reasonable doubt, was 
proved to be an underground Communist 
agent. - . 

In other words, if Jessup today were 
in charge of the loyalty program he 
would say, "In my opinion, Hiss still has 
an outstanding reputation for veracity, 
integrity, and loyalty, and I see no rea
son to change my opinion." 

This is in the very best Acheson tradi
tion of "not turning one's back" on 
treason. 

The Senate will recall that I presented 
to the committee the case of one Haldore 
Hanson, who has been named by the 
State Department as chief of the Tech
nical Cooperation Projects Staff, which is 
developing plans for the point 4 program. 

It will also recall my mentioning the 
fact th~t Owen Lattimore is now in Af
ghanistan in connection with making a 
study and submitting recommendations 
in regard to the application of our point 
4 progra:rp in that area. 

So we find Owen Lattimore again the 
great planner. This time instead of di
recting Jessup to pioneer the campaign 
of villification against Chiang Kai-shek 
and the deification of the Chinese Com
munists; this time instead of helping 
Service and Roth in their theft of secret 
State, Navy, and Intelligence documents, 
he is helping Haldore Hanson to plan the 
point 4 program in that area of the East 
which has not yet fallen under Commu
nist control. 

This is the same Haldore Hanson who 
in his book "Human Endeavor," on page 
349, condemns the right-wing groups in 
the Chinese Government "for fighting 
against the democratic revolution by Mao 
Tse-tung of the Communists." This is 
·the same Haldore Hanson who on the 
same page complains that anti-Red of
ficials within the Government were mak-

. ing indirect attacks upon the Commu
nists, and that "leaders of the Commu
nist Youth Corps were arrested by mili
tary officials at Hangkow." 

This is the same Haldore Hanson who 
was the penniless coeditor of a Com
munist magazine in Peiping when the 
Japanese-Chinese war broke out. This 
is the same Haldore Hanson who in 
chapter 28 condemns the red-baiting of
ficials in Chungking. 

Rather than take the time of the Sen
ate in developing the entire Hanson case, 
I now ask unanimous consent to have in
serted. in the RECORD at this point the 
case of Haldore Hanson as I ·presented it 
to the subcommittee of the Senate For
eign Relations Committee. 
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There being no objection, the case was 

ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The next case is that of Haldore Hanson. 
This man occupies one of the most stra

tegically important offices in the entire State 
Department. 

It is my understanding that he joined the 
Department of State in February 1942, and is 
recognized in the Department as a specialist 
and expert on Chinese affairs. 

Hanson, now Executive Director of the Sec
retariat of the Inter-Departmental Commit
tee on Scientific and Cultural Cooperation, 
will head up a technical cooperation proj
ects staff of the new point 4 program for aid 
to underdeveloped areas which will have 
charge of the expenditures of hundreds of 
millions of dollars of our taxpayers' money 
over all the world. (Source: Department of 
State Departmental Announcements 41, 
dated February 21, 1950.) 

The pro-Communist proclivities of Mr. 
Hanson go back to September 1938. 

Hanson was a contributor to Pacific 
Affairs, the official publication of the Insti
tute of Pacific Relations, whose staff was 
headed by millionaire Frederick Vanderbilt 
Field, an admitted Communist. Field has 
devoted his entire fortune to the Communist 
cause. 

It is important that the committee keep 
in mind that Mr. Hanson also wrote for the 
magazine Amerasia, of which Philip Jacob 
Jaffe was managing editor. 

Jaffe was arrested, indicted, and found 
guilty o! h.aving been in illegal possession of 
several hundred secret documents from the 
State, ·Navy, War, and other Government De· 
partment files. 

Mr. Chairman, I have before me a docu
ment entitled "Department of State, De· 
partmental Announcement 41." The head· 
ing is "Establishment of the Interim Office 
for Technical Cooperation and Development ... 
Then in parentheses, by way of explanation 
of this rather high-sounding name, we find 
"point 4 program." 

The first paragraph of the order reads as 
follows: 

"l. Effective imniediately there is estab· 
lished under the direction of the Assistant 
Secretary for Economic Affairs of the Interim 
Office for Technical Cooperation and De
velopment {TCD) ." 

On page 4 we find that the chief of this 
technical coope_rations project staff is one 
Haldore Hanson. 

Paragraph 2 on page 1 sets forth the fol· 
lowing responsibilities of Hanson's division: 

"The interim office is assigned general re
sponsibility within the Department for (a) 
securing effective administration of pro-

, grams involving technical assistance to eco
nomically underdeveloped areas and (b) di
recting the planning in preparation for the 
technical cooperation and economic develop
ment (point 4) program. In carrying out its 
responsibilities the interim office will rely 
upon the regional bureaus, Bureau of United 
Nations Affairs, and other components of 
economic affairs area for participation in the 
technical assistance programs as specified be· 
low, and upor- the central administrative 
offices of the administrative area for the 
performance of service functions." 

From this it would appear that his division 
will have a tremendous amount of power 
and control over the hundreds of millions or 
billions of dollars which the President pro
poses to spend under his point 4 program, or 
what he has referred to as the bold new 
plan. 

Hanson's appointment is not made by the 
President, but by the State Department and 
is not subject to any Senate confirmation. 
Therefore, it would seem rather important 
to examine the background and the philos
ophy of this young man. 

T_lle State Department Biographical Regis
ter gives what would on its face seem to 

be a chronological story of an increasingly 
successful young man. It shows that he 
graduated from college, for example, in 1934 
at the age of 22; that he was a teacher in 
Chinese colleges from 1934 to 1937; and then 
a press correspondent in China from 1936 to 
1939; a staff writer from 1938 to 1942; then 
in 1942 he got a job in the State Department 
at $4,600 a year; that in 1944 he was listed as 
a specialist in Chinese affairs at $5,600; that 
in 1945 he was made executive assistant to 
the Assistant Secretary of State at $6,500; 
that in May of 1948 he was made assistant 
chief of the area division number 3; that on 
June 28, 1948 he was made Acting Chief for 
the Far Eastern Area, Public Affairs Overseas 
Program Staff; that on November 14, 1948 he 
was made Executive Director of the Secre
tariat of the Inter-Departmental Committee 
on · Scientific and Cultural Cooperation. 
There is certainly nothing unusual about this 
biography. Nothing there to indicate that 
this man might be dangerous in the State 
Department as Chief for the Far Eastern 
Area, Public Affairs Overseas Program Staff, 
during a time when the Communists were 
taking over China. However, much is left 
out of this biography. It does not show, for 
example, that this young man was running 
a Communist magazine in Peiping when the 
Japanese-Chinese war broke out. It does 
not show, for example, that he spent several 
years with the Communist armies in China. 
writing stories and taking pictures which 
the Chinese Communists helped him smuggle 
out of the country. Nor does this biography 
show that this man, after his return from 
China, wrote a book-a book which sets forth 
bis pro-Communist answer to the problems 
of Asia as clearly as Hitler's Mein Kampf 
set forth his solutions for the problems of 
Europe. 

Nothing that he has said or done since 
would indicate that he repudiates a single 
line of that book. 

This man clearly believes that the Com
munists in China stand for everything that 
is great and good. His is not the picture of 
a mercenary trying to sell his country out 
for 30 pieces of silver. In reading his 
book, you are impressed with the fact that 
he firmly believes the Communist leaders in 
China are great and good men and that all 
of Asia would benefit by being communized. 

Take, for example, what he had to say 
about Mao Tse-tung, the head of the Com
munist Party at that time _and now the 
Communist ruler of China, and Chu Teh, 
commander-in-chief of the Eighth Route 
Communist Army, and according to Life Mag
azine of January 23, 1950, No. 2 man in 
prestige to Mao Tse-tung. 

In chapter 23, entitled "Political Utopia 
on Mt. Wut'Ai," in describing a meeting 
with an American Major Carlson, here is 
what he had to say: 

"We stayed up till midnight exchanging 
notes on guerilla armies, the farm unions, 
and the progress of the war. I was particu
larly interested in the Communist leaders 
whom Carlson had just visited and whom 
I was about to meet. -Mao Tse-tung, the 
head of the Communist Party, Carlson char
acterized as 'the most selfless man I ever met. 
a social dreamer, a genius living 50 years 
ahead of his time.' And Chu Teh, com
mander in chief of the Eighth Route Army, 
was 'the prince of generals, a man with the 
humility of Lincoln, the tenacity of Grant. 
and the kindliness of Robert E. Lee.' " 

For a man slated as chief of the bureau 
which may have the job of spending hun
dreds of millions of dollars throughout the 
world this indiQates, to say the least, a dis
turbing amount of hero-worship for the No. 
1 and No. 2 Communist leaders in the Far 
East today. · 

On page 349, he condemns the right wing 
groups in the Chinese government for 
"fighting against the democratic revolution 
as proposed by Mao Tse-tung and the Com
munists.'' 

On the same page he points out that anti
Red officials within the government were 
making indirect attacks upon the Com
munists and that "leaders of the Communist 
youth corps were arrested by military offi
cers at Hankow. I myself was the victim 
of one of these incidents and found that 
local officials were the instigators." 

From Hanson's book it appears that the 
Nationalist Government knew of his close 
collaboration with the Communist army. 
For example, on page 350, we find that his 
passport was seized by the police in Siam 
when they found that he was traveling from 
Communist guerrilla territory to the Com
munist headquarters. He states that the 
man responsible for this illegal action was 
Governor Ching Ting-wen-one of the most 
rabid anti-Red officials in China. The Gov
ernor's purpose was merely to suppress news 
about the Communists. 

Before quoting further from this book 
written by Mr. Hanson, it might be well to 
give a clearer picture of the job which Secre
tary Acheson has picked out for . him. The 
State Department document lists some of the 
duties of his bureau as follows: 

1. Developing over-all policies for the pro
gram. 

2. Formulating general program plans 
and issuing planning directives. 

3. Coordinating specific program plans de
veloped by the regional bureaus and making 
necessary adjustments. 

4. Approving projects, determining action 
agencies, and allocating funds for United 
States bilateral programs. 

5. Directing negotiations and relationships 
with intergovernmental agencies and with 
other United States agencies participating 
in the coordinated program or .ot~erwise car
rying on technical assistance activities. 

6. Initiating and developing plans for 
technical assistance programs for individual 
countries or groups of countries within their 
respective regions. 

7. Reviewing program proposals affecting 
their regions which originate from any other 
source. 

8. Negotiating and communicating with 
foreign governments. 

9. Directing State Department personnel 
assigned abroad to coordinate and give ad
ministrative and program support to, bi· 
lateral programs. 

10. Continuously evaluating programs and 
projects within regions. 

11. Proposing program changes. 
12. Initiating instructions to the field 

carrying out their respsonsibilities and re
viewing all other instructions concerned with 
technical assistance programs. 

This gives you some idea of the tremendous 
powers of the agency in which Mr. Hanson 
is a top-flight official. 

Let us go back to Hanson's writings: 
All through the book he shows that not 

only did he have complete confidence in the 
Communist leaders but that they also had 
complete confidence in him. On page 256 
he refers to how Communist Generals Nie 
and Lu Chen-Tsao acted as his couriers, 
smuggling packets of film and news stories 
from him with the aid of Communist guer
rilla spies into Peiping. 

In this connection I might say that he 
very frankly points out that the Communists 
do not tolerate anyone who is not completely 
on their side. Hanson makes it very clear all 
through the book that he is not only on the 
Communist side, but that he has the atti
tude of a hero worshipper for the Chinese 
Communist leaders. 

His respect and liking for the Communist 
leaders permeates almost every chapter of the 
book. For example, on page 284 and page 
285, he tells about how some ragged waifs 
whom he had gathered into his sleeping 
quarters regarded Mao Tse-tung and Chu 
Teh as "Gods.'' He then goes on to tell 
about their favorite Communist General, 
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Holung, and states that they convinced him · 
that Holung was a very extraordinary man 
whom they described as "big as a Shan
tungese, heavy as a restaurant cook but quick 
as a cat in battle." He then goes on to 
describe on page 285 how, when he met Ge_n
eral Holung, he found him to be much as 
the hero-worshipping boys had described 
him. "He is," said Hanson, "a living picture 
of Rhett Butler from the pages of Gone With 
the Wind." 

This praise of Chinese Communist lead
ers goes on page after page. On page 278, 
he describes Communist General P'eng as 
the most rigid disciplinarian and "the most 
persistent student of world affairs ." 

In chapter 26 he speaks with apparently_ 
bated breath of the "brain trust" of Commu
nist leaders who were immortalized by Edgar 
Show in his Red Star Over China. 

On page 295 in referring to two other. 
Communist generals, he said: "Should this 
book ever fall into Communist hands, I must 
record that those two lonely men made ex
cellent company during my 3 weeks in 
Yenan." 

After describing in complimentary manner· 
this university and the students, on page 
296, he says, "Every cadet divides his time 
between political and military subjects. On 
the one hand he listens to lectures on Marx:
ian philosophy, the history of the Chinese 
Revolution, the technique of leading a mass 
movement; on the other hand he studies 
guerrilla tactics, the use of military maps, 
and the organization of a military labor 
corps." 

On page 297 he points out that no tuition 
is charged at the academy and that each 
student is supplied with uniform, books, and 
food, plus a pocket allowance, and then has 
this to say: "Some recent visitors to Yenan 
have spread a report that the academies 
are supported by Russian rubles-a thin 
piece of gossip. I was told by several Chi-. 
nese leaders, including Mao Tse-tung, that 
the largest contributions came from Ameri
can sympathizers in ~ew York." 

On pages 297 and 298 Hanson relates that 
in talking to one of the Nationalist war 
lords: "I suggested that he could learn a 
great deal from the Communists about dis
cipline and integrity of leadership." 

On page 303 Hanson has this to say: "My 
attitude toward Communist China's leaders 
was a mixture of respect for their personal 
integrity and a resentment of their suspi
ciousness. They impressed me as a group 
of hard-headed, straight-shooting realists." 

After an interview with Mao Tse-tung he 
states, "I left with the feeling that he was · 
the least pretentious man in Yenan and 
the most admired. He is a completely self
less m an ." 
. Following is Hanson's description of how 
the Reds took over. I quote from page 102: 

"Wh enever a village was occupied for the 
first time, the Reds arrested the landlords 
and tax collectors, held a public tribunal, 
executed a few and intimidated the others, 
then redistributed the land as fairly as 
possible." 

In chapter 28, in comparing the Commu
nists to Chiang Kai-shek's troops, Hanson 
h ad this to say : 

"I left Yenan with only one conviction 
about the Communists; that they were :fight
ing against the Japanese more wholeheart
edly than any other group in China." 

He then goes on to condemn "Red-baiting" 
officials in Chungking. 

On page 312 of his book, Hanson quotes a 
Communist editor as stating as follows: 

"Our relationship to the U. S. S. R. is no 
different than that·of the American Commu
nist Party. We respect the work of Russia's 
leaders and profit by their experience wher
ever we can, but the problems of China are 
not the same as those of Russia. We plan ; 
our program from a Chinese point of view." 

Hanson then adds, "The explanation 
seemed logical enough to me." 

In connection with Hanson's position as 
Chief of the Technical Cooperation Projects 
Staff, in charge of Truman's point 4 pro
gram, the following on pages 312 and 313 of 
his book would seem especially significant. 
He quotes Mao Tse-tung as follows: 
, China cannot reconstruct its industry and 
commerce without the aid of British and 
American capital. 

Can there be much doubt as to whether 
the Communists or the anti-Communist 
forces in Asia will receive aid under the 
point 4 program with Hanson in charge? 

Gentlemen, here is a man with a mission
a mission to communize the world-a man 
whose energy and intelligence coupled with 
a burning all-consuming mission has raised 
him by his own bootstraps from a penniless 
operator of a leftist magazine in Peiping in_ 
the middle thirties to one of the architects 
of our foreign policy in the State Department 
today-a man who, according to State De-· 
partment announcement No. 41 will be large
ly in charge of the spending of hundreds of 
millions of dollars in such areas of the world 
and for such purposes as he decides. 

Gentlemen, if Secretary Acheson gets away 
with his plan to put this man to a great 
extent in charge of the proposed point 4 pro
gram, it will, in my opinion, lend tremendous 
impetus to the tempo at which communism 
is engulfing the world. 

On page 32 of his book, Hanson justifies 
"The Chinese Communists chopping off the' 
heads of landlords-all of which is true," 
because of hungry farmers. That the farmers 
are still hungry after the landlords' heads 
have been removed apparently never oc-' 
curred to him. · 

On page 31 he explained that it took him 
some time to appreciate the appalling prob
lems which the Chinese Communists were at
tempting to solve." 

In chapter 4 of Hanson's book, he presents 
the stock Communists' arguments for the so
called Stalin-Hitler Pact of 1939. 

Secretary Acheson is now putting Hanson 
in the p·osition to help the Communists 
solve the appalling problems · in other areas 
of the world with hundreds of millions or 
billions of American dollars. 
· The obvious area. in which this man will 
start using American money to help the 
Communists solve the people's problem will 
be Indochfo.a and India. 

It should be pointed out that this case 
was brought to the attention of State De
partment official~ as long ago as May 14, 
1947. At that time the Honorable Fred 
Busbey, on the floor of the House, discussed 
this man's affinity for the Communist cause 
in China. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in 
my opinion the all important thing to be 
determined is not so much the question 
of whether Lattimore was a Russian 
agent or whether Service was guilty of 
espionage in the Amerasia case, nor the 
disloyalty or bad judgment of many of 
the particular individuals in the group . 
of untouchables determining the far
eastern policy, but rather, to determine 
to what extent our far-eastern policy 
bas paralleled the Communist Party ob
jectives. 

At this point I would like to read a . 
brief of the Communist Party objectives 
insofar as the Far East is concerned, as · 
laid down by the Asiatic Cominform of 
May 1949: . 

1. Conquer China; (2) conquer Hainan, 
and (3) Formosa (air base to neutralize Ry
ukyus and Okinawa). 

. 2. Infiltrate and conquer Indochina and 
Burma. 

3. Infiltration and riots in India and Pak-
istan; Philippines. · 
· 4. Infiltr.ation and riots in Japan; wean 
Japan from United States. 

PROPAGANDA 

(a) Japan cannot survive without trade 
with China. 

(b) United States taxpayers cannot pay 
the tax bills to support 88,000,000 Japanese. 

(c) Maintain split between Japan and 
Philippines. 

( d) Maintain split between Japan and 
Australia. 

(e) Omit all mention of Japan's deeds in 
China (1931-45) ·. 

5. Prevent Far Eastern Pact (Pacific Alli-
ance) at all cost s. 

6. Keep Nehru out of Far Eastern Pact. 
7. Woo Afghanistan. 
8 . Self-determination in Sinkiang Prov

ince. Future ethnic ties to Soviet Uzbeks, 
etc. 
· 9. Infiltration, riots in Iran. Get pro
Soviet Ministers appointed. 

. It should require no comment to cause 
anyone with even a semiopen mind im
mediately to recognize the fact that the 
Lattimore line fallows that line practi
cally 100 percent. The important ques
tion, of course, is not whether Lattimore 
follows that line, but whether the State 
Department actually follows that line. 

In connection with the question of 
whether or not Acheson knows what the 
party line actually is, I would like to 
quote to you from a letter written by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES] to the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG] in April of 1947. 

In that letter the Senator from New 
Hampshire questions whether the State 
Department Far Eastern Planning 
Branch is following two official docu
ments which set forth in detail the Com
munist objectives in China. He points 
out those two documents are available 
at the Library of Congress or at the State 
Department. 

The twq documents are as follows: 
1. "The Program of the Communist Inter• 

national and its Constitution. Workers 
Library Publishers. 1928. Third American 
edition, 1936. 

2. "The Revolutionary Movement in the 
Colonies and Semi-Colonies," adopted as a 
resolution by the Sixth World Congress of 
the Comintern, September 1, 1928. 

Acheson's answer sheds considerable 
light perhaps on why he may, without 
even knowing it, be following the Latti- · 
more Communist line. He points out 
that his top adviser on Chinese affairs· 
"advises me that he has never even read 
the two Communist documents under 
reference. I have never read them my
self." 
' Can anyone imagine a person trying 
to plan a policy or a campaign against 
Hitler without having read his Mein 
Kampf? 

So we find the Secretary of State ad
mitting that he and his top advisers in 
Far Eastern Affairs do not even take 
the time to acquaint themselves with the 
Communist aims · in that theater. 

I can assure him that Lattimore knows 
what the Communist aims are. 

Let us see how much of the party line 
of the Soviet Agent, Lattimore, has 
found its way into Secretary Acheson's 
far-eastern policy. 
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The Secretary of State made his most 

import~nt speech on far-eastern policy 
before the National Press Club on Jan
uary 12th last. While in that speech he 
refers to the detachment of the provinces 
of northern China by the Soviet Union 
and he somewhat frowns upon this ac
tion, he asserts that we must ·do nothing 
by way of intervention, such as aid to 
Chiang on Formosa, which would merit 
the Chinese wrath that they now have for 
the Russians. 

But the important thing in Mr. 
Acheson's speech, and the main burden of 
his argument, is that in the rest of China 
a democracy has been born. He states 
that communism is a subtle instrument 
of Soviet foreign policy, which would 
"if it could,. take from these people what 
they have won, what we want them to 
keep and develop which is their own na
tional independence, their own indi
vidual independence, their own develop
ment of their own resources for their own 
good, and not as mere tributary states to 
this great Soviet Union. 

Has Acheson the temerity to state 
that the people of China have won China 
for themselves? Does Acheson want the 
Chinese people to keep their present 
government? Does Acheson really want 
us to believe that they have won their 
national independence and their own 
individual independence? 

This is exactly the line that Lattimore 
wrote in his article, Asia Conquers Asia, 
in March of this year in which Latti
more refers to Russian communism only 
as a "hypothetical threat-a card un
played." 

Acheson ended his China policy speech 
of January 12 with these words. Listen 
to the mind of Lattimore in the voice 
of Acheson: 

What we conc!ude, I believe, is that there 
is a new day which has dawned in Asia. 
It is a day in which the Asian peoples are 
on their own and know it and intend to 
continue on their own. It is a day in which 
the old relationships between East and West 
is gone, relationships which at their worst 
were exploitations and which at their best 
were paternalism. That relationship 'ts over 
and t.he relationship of East and West must 
now be in the Far East one of mutual re
spect and mutual helpfulness. We are their 
friends. Others are their friends. 

Let · us compare that with the final 
paragraph in one of Lattimore's latest 
books, Situation in Asia: 

Throughout Asia today there prevails an 
atmosphere of hope, not of despair. 

Acheson says: 
What we conclude, I believe, is that there 

is a new day which has dawned in Asia. 

Acheson said: 
There is not a single country in Asia in 

which people feel •that we are entering on an 
age of chaos. What they see opening out 
before them is a limitless horizon of hope
the hope of peaceful constructive activity 
in free countries and peaceful cooperation 
among free peoples. There wm be disil
lusionments along the way as these hopes un• 
fold. They should not come from America, 
or as the result of American policy. A great 
part of Asia's hqpes, however, will be ful
filled, and should be fulfilled with American 
cooper·ation; We have everything to gain by 
being on the side of hope. 

Acheson at the National ·Press Club 
said a new day had dawned for Asia. 
Lattimore, his teacher on oriental af
fairs, tells of the "limitless horizon of 
hope in Asia." 

Acheson told the Press Club: 
It is a day on which the Asian peoples are 

on their own and know it and intend to con
tinue on their own. 

Lattimore had said---
There will be disillusion along the way as 

these hopes unfold. They should not come 
from America, or as the result of American 
policy. 

Lattimore wrote that it was China that 
conquered China. · Acheson believes that 
China has conquered China. 

The best authorit: · on China affairs in 
the Senate is perhaps the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. KNOWLANDJ. 

I wish to quote his estimation of the 
grave problem that we are considering. 
In a speech printed . in the Appendix of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, at page A2133, 
he said-and 1 shall not read the entire 
speech: 

There is one great void in the speech of 
the Secretary of State dealing with our Asia 
policy. He treats the islands of F·u:::mosa, 
Hainan, Kinmen, Chosun, and the Pesca
dores, with their 8,000,000 people under the 
jurisdiction of the legal government of the 
Republic of China as though they were ships 
which had been sunk beneath the waves of 
the China Sea and the Pacific. 

Since Formosa alone has more population 
than either Australia or Greece, this ls hardly 
realistic. Formosa is closer to the Phillp
pines than the island of Luzon ts to the 
island of Mindanao. It is hardly conceivable 
that this Government can view with uncon
cern the moving of international c.ommu
nism off the Asiatic land mass on iifl first 
major island-hopping venture. 

An American missionary with years of ex
perience in China recently said to me: "Sen
ator, I cannot understand how Chiang Kai
shek can be the No. 1 target in the Far East 
of international communism and at the same 
time be the No. 1 target for the Far Eastern 
Division of our own State Department." 
From my own observations in China last No
vember and from recent communications 
from people still there and those who have 
just returned, I believe that the Republic of 
China has passed her darkest hour of Dun
kerque and Valley Forge. There has been a 
new rebirth of morale that is of tremendous 
significance to those who are not so blind 
that they will not see. 

The Benedict Arnolds, the Quislings, and 
the fair-weather friends have long since de
parted. The new Cabinet of President 
Chiang Kai-shek contains many young and 
able administrators who are men of integ
rity. • • • 

It is not realistic to ignore the fact that 
the Republic of China has approximately 
600,000 men under arms, 300,000 of whom are 
excellent soldiers. This total number is 
greater than the combined troop strength of 
Korea, the Philippine Republic, the United 
States of Indonesia, Siam, Vietnam, Burma, 
Australia, New Zealand, Hong Kong, and the 
United States forces in Japan. · 

The island of Formosa is not needed by 
the United States as either an air or naval 
base. In the friendly hands of the Republic 
of China, it presents no problem to our own 
defenses. In the hands of international 
communism the many Japanese-built air· 
strips and the excellent harbors would drive 
a wedge into our Pacific defense line that 
runs from Japan through Okinawa to the 
Philippines. In unfriendly hands it would 

be a strategic loss that no competent mili
tary, naval, or air commander would or has 
overlooked. 

Does Acheson believe that Mao's con
quest of China is the birth of a new day? 
Does he think that the Chinese people 
are now "on their own," as he says? 

He looks upon the Chiang government 
with horror and he sees the bright new 
day for 400,000,000 Chinese. 

He was asked by a questioner after his 
January 12 speech the following ques
tion: 

. You stated that the present trend in Asta 
is to throw off foreign domination. Is not 
the present d~bacle in Chin!'L the very re
verse of this; that is, the allowance of a 
foreign power to overthrow an existing · 
government? 

But Acheson did not answer that very · 
pointed question. 

Acheson takes the same position as 
his grand counselors on far-eastern af
fairs-Lattimore, Jessup, and1 Service
he has adopted almost wholly the thesis 
of Lattimore's article in United Nations . 
World for March 20, "Asia Has Conquered 
Asia." 

But let us take a look at the real rec
ord. Let us take a look at a secret docu
ment of our Department of State, en
titled, "Current Foreign Relations,'' 
printed for the month of March 1950, 
which was not meant far the eyes of the 
American public, the contents of which 
the people are entitled to know at this 
time in view of the astounding position 
of the Secretary of State. 

I read directly from page 10 of this 
secret document, and I might incident
ally commend this document to the at
tention of the Senator from California 
[Mr. KNOWLAND]. There is much in it 
which I believe will shock him also. This, 
Senators will understand, is not written 
by the Lattimores and the ·Jessups and 
the Services. This is written by some 
of the loyal people in the State Depart
ment who know what is going on, and 
that undoubtedly is why it is marked 
"Secret." I read directly from page 10 
of the secret document: 

Position in Far East, the Communist con
quest of the mainland of China and the con
clusion of the Soviet-Chinese treaty of al
liance constitute the greatest advance which 
Soviet imperialist expansion has achieved 
since the war, and this advance is no doubt 
a major factor behind the attitude of con
fidence which appears to characterize the 
curre"'.t Soviet outlook. 

That is the true state of affairs. That 
is a bit different from Jessup's statement 
before the committee when he tried to 
treat what is happening in Asia as a vic
tory for the United States; it is a bit dif
ferent from his attitude when he con
demned me for having in some way in
terfered with that successful program 
in the Far East. Mr. P.resident, the 
true state of affairs as set forth in that 
document is not meant for the eyes of 
the public. That is the opinion of the 
loyal Americans in our Department of 
State whose voice has been muffled by 
the small group of intellectuals that has 
ensnared Acheson's mind. 

It was not Chine·se democracy under 
Mao that conquered China, as Acheson, 
Latt~more, Jessup, and Hanson contend. 
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Soviet Russia conquered China and an 
important ally of the conquerors was this 
small left-wing element in our Depart-6 
ment of State. 

I should like to point out that this 
document is a direct contradiction of 
what Dean Acheson himself has publicly 
told the people. It is a direct contradic
tion of everything that Owen Lattimore 
has said. 

This secret document, which is less 
than a month old, dated March 19, ex
presses the frank analysis of the situa
tion from the American point of view. 
I would like to read the frank analysis 
of the situation from the Russian point 
of view as contained in a broadcast from 
Moscow on December 17 last, as follows: 

The Chinese people have dumped Chiang 
Kai-shek into the garbage can . of· history. 
The same fate awaits the United States pup
pets in other countries. Inspired by the 
grand historical victory of the Chinese peo
ple, the people of Indonesia and Vietnam, 
the Philippines, Southern Korea and Burma 
are intensifying their national liberation 
struggle. The democratic movement is gain
ing ground and strength in Japan where peo
ple refuse to be tools in the implementation 
of the plan cooked up by Wall Street. 

It sounds almost like Lattimore in his 
latest article. 

With the triumph of Chinese democracy, 
the popular liberation movement of the peo
ples of Asia under the oppression of the im
perialists has entered a new and more ad
vanced ::.tage. 

The mind of the Soviet Foreign Office 
1s as sharp as steel. The mind of the 
left-wing crowd in the American State 
Department is as soft as curdled milk. 

The truth, as the Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. KNOWLAND] has pointed out, 
is that the only fighting force in the 
whole of Asia is the army of Chiang Kai
shek. 

Acheson on January 12th referred to 
support of Chiang Kai-shek on Formosa 
in these terms: 

Some silly adventure which some people 
1n this country are urging, 

And-
The folly of ill-conceived adventures. 

The great mind of the Secretary of 
State refers to the support of the Na
tionalist cause as "silly" and "folly,'' 
while it still has the best-equipped army 
of China and is even now on the offensive. 

For his benefit let me point out that 
the most recent battle he led was the 
battle of Kinmen, an island off the coast 
of China opposite Formosa. As re
ported by the New York Herald Tribune: 

On October 25, 17,000 Commun!sts with 
supporting artillery m9.de a night attack on 
Kinmen. By the twenty-seventh, the three 
Nationalist armies there, sparked by regi
ments trained under Sun Li-jen, had anni
hilated the attackers, of whom 8,000 were 
captured and 9,000 killed or drowned. The 
Nationalist air force aided the defenders. 

The battle of Kinmen is the largest 
battle in which the Communists were 
defeated. For the first time, the new 
Chinese forces trained on Formosa had 
a test with the Communists, and came 
out triumphant. 

Another recent battle was the battle 
of Tengpu Island, in the Chusan group, 

off the coast south of ·Shanghai. Ac-
cording to the same source: · 

On November 3, a somewhat smaller Com
munist force attacked Tengpu Island (near 
Tinghai), and on the sixth they were finally 
destroyed by units of the four armies in the 
Chusan group. 

The reporter of the Herald Tribune 
commented: 

The morale of the Nationalist troops par
ticipating was good, and as a result of the 
battles they captured artillery and small 
arms which strengthsn their position. 

The above quotes are from a dispatch 
by A. Doak Barnett, New York Herald 
Tribune, December 29, 1946. 

We have seen the fl.ow of crocodile 
tears for the families of those who have 
been named as the formulators of that 
policy. The searchlight of truth has 
finally been thrown upon these men and 
it is unfortunate, indeed, that their fami
lies have suffered from the adverse pub
licity. But those who shed tears for the 
families of these people with whom I 
also sympathize, I say, What kind of tears 
will you shed for the 400,000,000 people 

· of China, the free leaders of which are 
now being prepared for liquidation as 
Mao drinks vodka with Stalin in Mos
cow? 

The left-wing intellectuals are now in 
the process of actually preparing world 
tragedy. Can we stop them before it is 
too late? Can we have done with this 
business of subversion and degeneration 
behind high-sounding, phony diplomacy? 

The Senate of the United States should 
take firm hand in its constitutional role 
of helping now to formulate a real 
foreign policy for the United States of 
America. 

FLOOD CONTROL AND RIVERS AND 
HARBORS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill °<H. R. 5472) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and har
bors for navigation, flood control, and 
for other purposes. . 

Mr. HlTMPHREY obtained the floor. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield to me? · 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield to the Sen

ator from New Mexico, to permit him to 
ask a question. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. If it is the intention of 
the Senator from Minnesota to move 
that the Senate take a recess at this 
particular time, I ask him to desist for 
a moment, so that the Senate May trans
act some business on the periding meas
ure. ':':'he amendments I have in mind 
are not objectionable to Senators on 
either side, I am sure. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I merel~· wish to 
obtain some clarification from the Sena
tor from New Mexico. I understand 
that he wishes to have the Senate act 
now on several amendments to which 
there is no objection, and which have 
received support from the majority side 
as well as from the minority side. There
fore I yield to the Senatcr from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment B to House bill 5472. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised that amendment A is 

pending and has not yet been acted upon. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I with

draw amendment A for the moment, and 
I now call up amendment B. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 25, 
between lines 14 and 15, it is proposed to 
insert the following paragraph: 

(g) The project for flood protection at Des 
Arc, Arkansas, substantially in accordance 
with the report of the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Numbered 485, Eighty-first 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $228,000, 
in addition to presently authorized work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment C, and ask that it be stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

amendment will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 48, 

between lines 16 and 17, it is proposed 
to insert the following: 

Lower Rio Grande Valley, including streams 
in Starr, Hidalgo, Cameron, and Willacy 
Counties, Texas, in the interest of flood con
trol and major drainage improvements. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

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

Mr. CHAVEZ. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. I am very glad in

deed that the Senator has offered the 
amendment. It is wholly desirable; and 
its cost should be very little, if any. It 
simply calls for a survey and reexamina
tion. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes. It was unani
mously reported by the committee, and 
is supported by Senators on both sides 
of the aisle. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, the 
amendment calls for a preliminary sur~ 
vey and examination only. Is that cor
rect? 

Mr .. CHAVEZ. That is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. ·The amendment does 

not authorize the project? 
Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct. It 

authorizes the survey. 
Mr. WHERRY. Very well. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. It was proposed by the 

Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. KERR] for 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. JOHNSON], 
and it is supported by the Senator from 
Texas and by the Corps of Engineers, 
and by the residents of that area. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment "E." · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

amendment will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 18, 

line 20, it is proposed to delete the figure 
"1949" and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure "195oi•. 

On page 67, line 8, it is proposed to 
delete the figure ''1949" and insert in 
lieu thereof the figure "1950". 

Mr. CHAVEZ. _Mr. President, the pur
pose of the amendment is to correct the 
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reference to the date of the act from 
1949 to 1950. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agree~ng to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I shQuld 

like to ask the Senator from Nebraska· 
[Mr. WHERRY] whether at this time he is 
agreeable to letting me explain amend- . 
ment "A" for the benefit of the Senate. 

Mr. WHERRY. Certainly. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President amend

ment A is s'imply an extension of exist
ing authority for the Federal Power Com
mission to make examinations and stud
ies of power possibilities at projects, in 
connection with the Corps of Army Engi
neers. The original authorization was 
passed in 1938. The funds authorized 
have almost been exhausted. So an ex
tension of the authorization is needed 
now for these studies, which go hand in 
hand with the work of the Corps of. 
Engineers. . 

The amendment has been recom
mended by the Bureau of the Budget 
and has the approval of the entire com
mittee. 

The Flood Control Act of 1938-the 
authorization for this particular item 
goes as far back as that act of 1938-
authorized -an appropriation of $1,500,-
000, to be expended by the Federal 
Power Commission to investigate, in con
nection with the Corps of Engineers, the 
power possibilities of rivers and harbors 
and flood-control projects. The Flood 
Control Act of 1944 authorized an ad
ditional $1,500,000. 

So $3,000,000 has been authorized 
from 1938 up to the present time, and 
of that amount $2,594,840 has been ap
propriated up to and including the fiscal 
year 1950. With an appropriation for 
1951 comparable to that for the past few 
years, the present authorization will be 
insufficient for the fiscal year 1952. The 
committee believes that an additional 
authorization to carry on this important 
work should be provided. 

It means that possibly there will be, for 
this particular type of survey throughout 
the United States, . an expenditure of 
$250,000 a year up to 1954. That is all it 
means. 

The amendment was reported favor
ably by Senators on both sides of the 
aisle who were present at that particu
lar time in the committee. 

I hope the Senate will agree to the 
adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I should 
like to comply with the distinguished 
Senator's request. I am sure the ex
planation he has made is very clear, and 
probably the amendment will meet with 
the approval of the Senate, now that 
the explanation is in the RECORD. 

However, I ask that the Senator agree 
to have the amendment go over until the 
bill is before the Senate tomorrow; and 
I make a similar request in regard to the 
amendment relating to the Hawaiian 
Islands. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Certainly. 
Mr. President, I thank the Senator and 

the Senate for the action which has just 
been taken. In a few minutes we have 
done more on this subject than has been 
done in the past 6 months. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from New Mexico wish the 
amendment providing an · authorization 
of $1,500,000 to be the pending question? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I understand that it is 
now the pending question. 
PRODUCTION FOR SENATE COMMITTEE 

USE OP LOYAL'l'.'Y RECORDS OF GOVERN
MENT EMPLOYEES 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 
in today's issue of the New York Times 
there appears a very .interesting and, I 
think, · well presented article by Arthur 
Krock, on the question of congressional 
authority to subpena or acquire the files
of Government departments. I ask 
unanimous consent that the article may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa for offering this article for the 
RECORD. I had already had the same 
article prepared for publication in the 
RECORD, together with a short statement 
by me. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 
if I may, I then withdraw the article, so 
that the Senator from Nebraska may in
troduce it, along with his own statement. 

Mr. WHERRY. No, Mr. President; it 
is perfectly agreeable to me, in order to 
save time, to have the Senator from Iowa 
introduce it; but I wish to associate my
self with the Senator from Iowa in that 
connection, because I feel that the article 
clarifies the proposition, with which the 
Senate is confronted, relative to whether 
there should be a showdown in regard 
to how far we should go, and how soon 
we should do so, in connection with ob
.taining the files which apparently have 
been withheld from the committee. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, ' 
I have utterly no personal pride about 
submitting the article for the RECORD, 
and I think the Senator from Nebraska 
should present it. 

Mr. WHERRY. Very well. 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con

sent that the article may be printed in 
the RECORD, together with bri~f remarks 
I have prepared in connection with the 
same sub'ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICF...R. Without 
objection, the order previously entered· 

. in connection with the submission of the 
article by the Senator from Iowa will be 
rescinded. 

Without objection, the remarks sub
mitted by the Senator from Nebraska, 
and the article, will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. WHERRY'S statement is as fallows: 
follows: 

Mr. President, the reasons given by the 
President for refusing to let the Senate For
eign Relations Committee see the loyalty 
records of Government employees-even for 
secret examination-are flimsy and full of 

. holes. 
The President has set a dangerous prec

edent. He has paved the way for him to 
put an iron curtain around the entire ex
ecutive branch, a curtain which the people, 
acting through their Representatives in the 
Congress, would be barred from piercing. 

If his argument is accepted, the most 
shocldng scandals could occur in the execu
tive branch, and the people, through their 

Congress, would be barred from exposing the 
facts that would lead to punishment of the 
wrongdoers. 

It is a long-established and generally ac
cepted principle that the President may 
properly withhold from the Congress cer
tain information, such as his personal cor
respondence with members of his Cabinet. 

The Constitution gives the President the 
sole duty and responsibility of negotiating 
with foreign countries; and in connection 
with those negotiations he may withhold 
from the Congress information the publica
tion of which he believes to be incompatible 
with the public interest. 

But the Constitution also provides that 
he can make no treaties or far-reaching 
agreements with foreign countries without 
the approval of the Senate. 

President Truman in refusing to open 
loyalty files to Senate inspection is attempt
ing to spread to the entire personnel of 
the executive branch and their fitness to 
work for the Government the immunity that 
he alone has in respect to secrecy for cer
tain of his actions. 

Congress created the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and appropriates the money 
for its expenses. Is the creature now to 
become greater than the creator? 

Is the United States Senator, elected by 
the people, and sworn to uphold the Con
stitution, less trustworthy in examining the 
records, the activities, and policies and opera
tions of the FBI, the State Department, or 
other departments, than are the employees 
of the FBI or of those departments? 

The President has appointed a Loyalty 
Review Board of 20 private citizens, and 
now he authprizes them to look at the loyalty 
records and' report to him-not to Con
gress. Is such a Board more worthy of trust 
with the records than a duly authorized 
committee of the United States Senate, a 
committee carrying out the responsibilities 
for which they were elected by the people? 

Is Congress, the policy-making branch of 
Government, and controller of the Nation's 
purse strings, now to be prevented from 
making the investigations necessary to leg
islate and appl"opriate? 

President Truman now challenges the prin
.ciples of representative republican govern
ment. His action is intolerable to free 
people. 

By what authority did Mr. Truman issue 
an ll!xecutive order telling Government em
ployees that if their loyalty records are sub
penaed by the Congress, they shall ignore 
the subpenas and give -him the subpenas? 

By what right does one citizen, and that 
includes the President, tell another citizen 
to defy Congress? 

The loyalty records of Government em
ployees do not come under any of the court 
precedents cited by the President. 

So, Mr. President, we and our fellow
Americans should not be misled. 

We still live in a republic. 
It seems to me that the Senate should take 

every legal means at its disposal to see that 
the President's shock_ing, shameful action is 
thoroughly tested in the courts, which have 
the duty of interpreting the Constitution. 

The American people are greatly disturbed 
over the failure of the Truman administra
tion to win durable peace. It is nearly 5 
years since the explosions of war stopped, 
and yet there is no tangible peace. Instead, 
the godless monster of communism is 
spreading over the world, and we are losing 
the cold war . 

Many of our people believe, and I think 
.rightly so, that the blame for the failure to 
win lasting peace rests squarely upon the 
President and his alien-minded advisers in 
the State Department. 

There will be no progress in nailing down 
the peace until the State Department is 
cleansed of its alien-minded personnel and 
until our foreign policy is restored to the 
principles set forth in the Constitution that 
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apply to our own people .in their daily liv
ing, principles on the basis of which Amer
ica h as become great and strong. 

Mr. President, these are the vital issues 
raised by the President in arbitrarily seal
ing the loyalty records of State Department 
officials and employees from the scrutiny of 
the people, through their representatives in 
thfl Congress. 

Given the facts, all the facts, the people 
will make the right decisions. Woe be to 
any who try to rob the people of their lib
erty. 

The article from the New York Times 
of March 30, 1950, is as follows: 
THE COURTS AND THE SECRET FILES· IMPASSE 

(By Arthur Krock) 
WASHINGTON, · March 29.-lf the. Senate 

pursues its demand for the secret executive 
files in the loyalty-security cases after the 
President's order to tl>e heads of the State 
and Justic,e Departments and the Chairman 
of the Civil Service Commission to ignore the 
Senate's subpenas, its next step could be to 
summon these executive officers to the bar 
of the Senate in contempt. If the President 
should then direct ';hem to ignore this sum
mons, as the text of his letter to Senator 
TYDINGS strongly indicates he would, the 
S:mate's next step could be an appeal to the 
courts for a decision as to its powers vis-a
vis those of the President in the circum
stances . 

Very few persons here believe the Senate 
will go that far, the general expectation 
being that, as often before in our history, 
the legislative body will make angry gestures 
after its subpenas ar-e ignored and let it go 
at that. But, if the Senate sh'ould take the 
impasse before the courts, an ancient dis
pute over coordinate Government powers 
would be up for adjudication for the first 
time in our hii...tory. Many lawyers and other 
students of the Constitution would· welcome 
that. 

The test would, of course, come to nothing 
if the courts found lack of jurisdiction, 
which eminent authorities believe would be 
the correct finding. And if the courts de
cided that the Senate had a constitutional 
right to the files there is no visible basis 
for the conclusion that the President would 
accept the decision or could be compelled 
to do so. But assumption of jurisdiction by 
the courts and a finding either way would 
at least contribute something definitive to 
the record of a controversy that began in 
Washington's time. 

PRIOR "HEAD-ON COLLISIONS" 
Several . Presidents have ignored congres

sional subpenas; that was the end of it le
gally; no Executive aide was cited for con
tempt. Jackson in 1832 refused to execute a 
Supreme Court decision ( W oi·cester v. Geor
gia); and Franklin D. Roosevelt in 1935 pre
pared a radio speech to the Nation to the/ 
same effect, to be delivered if the Supreme 
Court held illegal the cancellation of the 
gold clause in Government contracts. Mr. 
Truman could come -to the same brink of 
decision if the Senate and the courts took the 
affirmative steps enumerated above. 

But the ancient dispute over powers, in 
general and in particular, has remained aca
demic and without benefit of judicial en
lightenment. Today the news dispatches of 
this paper carried the following summary of 

· it by Prof. Edward S. Corwin (from the 1948 
edition of his book; The President: Office 
and Powers, New York University Press) 
which anticipated the current controversy 
and deserves repetition: 

"As the converse of his power to discipline 
unfit personnel, the President, aided by his 
pardoning power, is able to spread over them 
to some uncertain extent the mantle of his 
own immunity · from judicial process and 
from legislative inquiry, except, of course, in 
impeachn!ent proceedings against himself. 

This, however, should not be done for the 
protection of the per.sons thus immunized, 
but only for . that of state secrets or what 
purport to be such; and among these today 
m ay ordinarily be classified information bear
ing on the loyalty (security) of Federal ex
ecutive personnel. That the power is capable 
of colliding head-on with Congress' inherent 
power to investigate all matters as to which 
it may legislate is obvious. Thus far the 
adjustment of the two powers to one another 
has been effec_:ted by the give-and-take of 
the political process, and presumably it must 
continue to be." 

That about sums up the present impasse 
and the prospect, ·according to the prevailing 
Washington view. 

JACKSON'S VIEW 
Though the first of' these head..:on collisions 

was between Washington and Congress, it 
was Jackson who gave the firs·t expansive ~iew 
of executive independence,. "The Congress, 
the executive, and the court," he said, "must 
each for itself be guided by its own opinion 
of the Constitution. Each public officer who 
takes an oath to support [it] swears that he 
will support it as he understands it, and 
not as it is understood by others. It is as 
much the duty of the House of Representa
tives, of the Senate, and of the President to 
decide upon the constitutionality of an,y bill 
or resolution which may be presented to them 
for passage or approval as it is of the Supreme 
judges when it may be brought before them 
for judicial decision. The opinion of the 
judges has no more authority over Congress 
than the opinion of Congress has over the 
judges, and on that point the President is 
independent Of both ." 

COMPROMISE AFTER JACKSON 
This position has been modified by the 

"give-and-take" mentioned by Professor Cor
win, and that was necessary because Jack
son and no one else has suggested any other 

· method by which constitutional disputes can 
· be finally settled and orderly government 

maintained. But neither executive nor leg
islature has yi:ilded on the substantive point 
involved in the present case. Hence the cur
rent issue remains as new as it is old, being 
unset.tled, and probably insoluble under our 
syst~m by any legal process enforcea,ble on 
the executive. Congress might for a while 
assure compliance from successors by remov-

. ing a President. But that method is in
direct. 

GROWING DISPARITY BETWEEN FARM 
PRICES AND CONSUMER PRICES 

Mr. HUMPHREY . Mr. President, in 
recent months we have all been seriously 
concerned with the growing disparity be
tween farm prices and consumer prices. 
This problem is associated with the 
larger one encompassing the whole area 
of our price system. Scores of · letters 
have come to my office expressing con
sumer indignation at the price of cof :
fee, for example, when compared with 
the cost of producing this essential fam
ily commodity. In my own State of Min
nesota the problem of gasoline prices has 
also caused serious concern in our com
munity, particularly since that price, 
uniform throughout the State, seems to 
vary widely in comparison wit.h the price 
of gasoline in adjacent States. Similar 

·complaints dealing with fuel oil have 
been expressed to me. 

The most acute demonstration of this 
problem, howev,er, remains in the dis
parity in agriculture between prices paid 
to farmers and prices which consumers 
must pay. This is significant not only 
because of its effect on the cost of living 
for ·the American consumer, but also be-

cause high prices may lead to the feeling 
on the part: of the American consumer 
that farm price supports are dangerous 
to his well-being. 

I have therefore been in communica
tion with a number of prominent Min
nesota people representing the coopera
tive, business, labor, agriculture, and 
consumer movements. From these con
versations it became clear to me that 
there was a need for a conference •to· be 

- held in our section of the country to ex
plore the ways and means by-which this 

· problem could be ·further investigated 
and a solution Iound. 

I called such a conference, and re
quested Commissioner John Carson, of 
the Federal T.rade Commission, to be 
present and to cooperate with a citizens 
group. CommtSsioner Carson brought· 
with him Dr. Corwin Edwards, chief 
economist of the .FTC, and Mr. Joseph 
Sheehy of the FTC legal staff. 

These three gentlemen were most co
operative, and I want to take this oppor
tunity publicly and on the floor of" the 
Senate to thank them for their cooper-

. ation and their contributlon· towa:rd-fu:r:. 
ther enlightenment on-this problem for 
the citizens of my State and of the adja
cent States. 

The conference took place in Minne
apolis on March 20, 1950. The chairman 

· of the· conference was Mt. William Paul
bitske, representing Lodge No. 77 of the 
International AssoCiation of Machinists, 

- St. Paul, Minn., one of the groups which 
initiated the call for the : corif erence. 
The s·ecretary was · Mr: Harry J. Peter
son, executive secretary of the Minne
sota Association of Cooperatives, who 

· was himself responsible for much of the 
planning and organization of the con
ference. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed at this point in the body of the 
RECORD a list of the organizations which 
were· invited to attend. This list in
cludes representatives from Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, North and South Dakota, and 
Nebraska. 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

· follows: 
The groups invited to rttem:l included the 

following organizati.ons: Minnesota Farm 
Bureau Fegeration; · Minnesota Farmers 
Union; Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce; 
St. Paul Association of Commerce; Minne
apolis Consumers Interstate Council; League 

· of Women-Voters; St. Paul Council for Social 
Action; American Association of University 
Women·; International Association of Ma
chinists; American Federation of Labor; 
Minnesota Federation of Labor; State CIO; 
r :i}lroad brotherroods; School of Business, 
University of Minnesota; College of Agricul
ture, University of Minnesota; Macalester 
College; Land O'Lakes Creameries; Central 
Liv6stock Association; FarmerR Union Grain 
Terminal Association; Farmers Union Cen-

. tral Exchange; Midland Cooperative Whole
sale; . Central Cooperative Wholesale; Group 
Health Mutual; Mutual Service Cooperative 
Insurance Co.'s; Minnesota Wool Growers; 
Ohio Farm ·Bureau Insurance Co.; Coopera
tive League of the United States of America; 
Minnesota Association of Cooperatives. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I als.J ask unani
mous consent to have included in the 
body of tlie RECORD a l.i.st of the names of 
individuals and 01 ganizn. Gional repre-
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sentatives wi10 registered for the con
ference. 

'!"here being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be p:rinted in the RECORD, as 
folfows: 

. The following individuals and organiza
tional representatives registered for the con
ference: 

Citizens and civic organizations: Mrs. 
Helen Frink, Mrs. A. N. Satterlee, Barbara 
Stuhler. 

Farm organizations: Ray Brazell, Harry 
Miller, Roy E. Wiseth; Joe Skalbe, Jr. 

Educational institutions: Lyle M. Bender, 
Helen G. Canoyer, 0. B. Jesness, Richard L. 
Kuzelka, Dorothy Simmons. 

Government: Roy A. Bodin, John Carson, 
Charles W. Stickney. 

Labor: Robert W. Aiken, L. J. Covey, Ste
phen FiS.!her, Orlin Folwick, Robert L. Gan
non, William Gydesen, Rodney Jacobson, 
Wil!iam Paulbitske, A. J. Reiser, William Sin
nott, J. W. Sperbeck,· Mrs.- Paul Watters. 

Cooperatives: John Brandt, Chris Elling
sen, Frederick S. Gram, Walter Hoffman, An
drew P. Jensen, George W . .Jacobson, J. K. 
Kyle, Walter L. Lassen, George F. T. Mayer, 
Andrus Norman, D. L. O'Connor, Charles 
Polich, Frank Paskewitz, Herman G. Pietz, 
Harry J. Peterson, A. J. Smaby, Glenn W. 
Thompson, Jerry Voorl:}.is, John B. Vancler
myde, Howard Y. Williams, M. D. Zeedies. 

News: Dave Douthit, Gene Newhall, Horace 
s. Ogden, Marie Powell, A. D. Stedman. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, one 
of the significant results of the confer- . 
ence was the adoption of a resolution 
requesting the Feder.al Trade Commis
sion to investigate the methods and costs 
of distributing farm products. I want 
to endorse that resolution, and ask that 
it be printed in the RECORD following my 
remarks and referred to the appropriate 
committee of the Senate for action. I 
am convinced that this is a problem 
which merits our consideration, and I 
urge its support. 

There being no objection, the resolu .. 
tion was ref erred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD: as 
follows: 

Be tt resolved, That this conference of 
representatives of organized farmers, organ
ized labor, small business, cooperatives, and 
consumers hereby petition the Honorable 
Harry S. Truman, President of the United 
States, to dirt::ct the Federal Trade Commis
sion to investigate the methods and costs 
of distributing farm produce so that the Con
gress of the United States may legislate, if 
necessary, to make certain that the spread 
in price between producers and co:t?-sumers 
of farm products shall be kept as small as 
possible through the elimination of all un
necessary costs of distribution; and 

That the Commission shall be instructed to 
so organize its investigation that it will 
hold public hearings at intervals of not more 
than 3 months and shall make periodic re
ports to the Congress at intervals of not less 
than 6 months; and 

That the Commission shall organize its in
vestigation so that inquiry shall proceed into 
costs of dist:i:ibution of particular farm com
modities suc~1 as grain, eggs, milk, cattle, etc., 
and the foodstuffs processed from these raw 
commodities and so that, as the Commission 
makes its report to the Congress, the Con
gress may develop its legislative program as
sociated with the production and distribu
tion of these commodities; and 

That the Commission shall have authority 
to call on all other agencies of government 
for any assistance such agencies can give so 
that there shall be no duplication of work; 
and 

That the President shall ask Congress to 
appropriate $250,000 to the Commission im
mediately so the investigation may be 
launched; and 

That this conference call on groups of 
organized farmers, organized labor, small 
business, cooperatives, and consumer groups 
in other States to join with us in urging the 
President and the Congress to act so as to 
have this work launched immediately; and 

That copies of this resolution be forwarded 
to Hon. Harry S. Truman, President of the 
United States, to the Senators, and Con
gressmen from the respective States, and to 
the Federal Trade Commission. 

Upon motion duly made and seconded the 
resolution presented by the committee was 
unanimously adopted. 

RECESS 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I now move that 
the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock 
noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 
o'clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Friday, 
March 31, 1950, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, MARCH 30, 1950 

The House met at 12 o'clocJr noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras

kamp, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

0 Thou, who art the Lord God Al
mighty, we humbly pray that we may be 
more sensitive and responsive to the 
appeals of the higher life and the persua
sions of Thy spirit. 

May we daily bear witness to our kin
ship with the Master who went about 
doing good and who inspired His fol
lowers to give their strengtr. to the weak, 
their sympathy to the sorrowing, their 
substance to the poor, and their heart to 
God. 

Help us to appropriate by faith the 
overtures of His friendship and accept 
the challenge to make a more daring trial 
of His moral and spiritual principles as 
we seek to build a nobler civilization. 

May Thy name be glorified. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes

terday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McDaniel, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R. 1758. An act to amend the Natural 
G ' s Act approved June 21, 1938, as amended. 

. The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on·the disagree~ng votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, Mr. McFAR
LAND, Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. TOBEY, 
and Mr. CAPEHART to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President has appointed Mr. JOHN
STON of South Carolina and Mr. LANGER 
members of the joint select committee on 
the part of the Senate, as provided for 
in the act of August 5, 1939, entitled "An 

act to provide for the disposition of cer
tain records of the United States Gov
ernment," for the disposition of execu
tive papers ref erred to in the report of 
the Archivist of the United States num
bered 50-19. 

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE 

_Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
· offer a resolution <H. Res. 526) and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, of 

Missouri, be, and he is hereby, elected a mem
ber of the standing Committee of the House 
of Representatives on Agriculture. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
RESIGNATION F'ROM COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation· from a com
mittee: 

MARCH 29, 1950. 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I hereby resign as a 

member of the Committee on House Admin
istration. 

EARL WILSON. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 
ELECTION TO COMMITTEE 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a resolution <H. Res. 
527) and ask for its immediate consid
eration. 

Tr.e Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That EARL WILSON, of Indiana, 

be, and he is hereby, elected a member of 
th::i standing Committee of the House of Rep
resentatives on Appropriations. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
BE NIFTY AND THRIFTY IN FIFTY 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker and Members 

of the House, do you have faith in the 
teaching of our f oref.athers, especially 
George Washington, when he said, "Keep 
ou·t of foreign entanglements"? Yet you 
say to Britain: "Let Ir"eland alone." You 
say to others: "Let Israel alone." You 
tell China what government they should 
have. You interfere with Greece and her 
operation. For France, you take sides. 
You meddle in Spain; and you arm most 
of those nations, all requiring billions of 
our taxpayers' money. You have all 
those countries on our taxpayers' backs. 

In the name of America, work through 
the United Nations. Stop meddling with 
other governments. By this ECA bill you 
wreck us. Our taxpayers will crack with 
all nations on their backs. 

THE FEATHER RIVER :JASIN 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD, 
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