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2276. Also, petition of L. D. Glenn, secre

tary, Associated Townsend Clubs of Pinellas 
County, St. Petersburg, Fla., requesting pas
sage of House bills 2135 and 2136, known as 
the Townsend plan; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2277. Also, petition of J. C. Michael and 
others, Orlando, Fla., requesting passage of 
House bills 2135 and 2136, known as the 
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, JULY 21, 1950 

<Legislative day of Thursday, July 20, 
1950) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock ll}eridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, associate 
minister, Foundry Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, Thou great indwelling 
Spirit, who art ever attempting to guide 
the spirit of man to the realization of 
abundant life, give us a greater expect
ancy. Deliver us, we pray, from fears 
that paralyze the will, and from doubts 
that breed despair. Let us see Thee, the 
unchanging, secure foundation, upon 
which we can continue to build a glori
ous heritage of freedom and fidelity. 
We need the insight of Thy spirit and 
the all-pervading power of Thy love. To. 
this end grant unto us the divine initia
tive that, as imitators of the Infinite, 
we may be bearers of light and abundant 
life to our age. Teach us to look upon 
our purpose and place in the world with 
the same sense of mission of the One 
who staggered the world by the daring
ness of his faith, the Man of Galilee. 
Amen. 

THE JOUR
0

NAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
July 20, 1950, was dispensed with. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT-AP-

PROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were commu
nic,ated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, and he announced 
that on July 20, 1950, the President had 
approved and signed the following acts: 

s. 1304. An act for the relief of Nicolae 
G. Caranfil and his family; 

s. 2231. An act for the relief of ·Marco 
Murolo and his wife Romana Pellis Murolo; 

S. 2349. An act for the relief of Ho Paak
Sui; 

S. 2745. An act for the relief of Marie De 
Champourcin; and -

S. 2795. An act. for the relief of Fortunato 
Giulio Torre. 

)dESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives; by Mr. Snader, its assistant 
reading clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill <S. 2822) to 
amend the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Act <U. S. C., title 12, sec. 264L with 
amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolutions, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: ' 

H. R. 5137. An act to provide for the ap
pointment of an additional Federal district 
ju9.ge for the eastern district of Texas; 

H. R. 7840. An act to provide for the re
fund of certain estate t axes; 

H. R. 9120. An act to amend section 322 (ti) 
(3) of the Internal Revenue Code; 

H.J. Res. 489. Joint resolution to permit 
articles imported from foreign countries for 
the purpose of exhibition at the Mid
Century International Exposition, Inc., New 
Orleans, La., to be admitted without pay
ment of tariff, and for other purposes; and 

H.J. Res. 496. Joint resolution to permit 
articles imported from foreign countries for 
the purpose of exhibition at the Interna
tional Food Exposition, Inc., Chicago, Ill., to 
be admitted without payment of tariff, and 
for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

On his own request, and by unanimous 
consent, Mr. MAGNUSON was excused 
from attendance on the sessions of the 
Senate on Monday and Tuesday of next 
week. 
COMMITTEE MEETING DURING SENATE 

SESSIONS 

On request of Mr. MAYBANK, and by 
unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Banking and Currency was authorized 
to hold hearings on Monday, Tuesday, 
and Wednesday of next week, to con
sider the Production Act of 1950. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

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

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

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Chapman 
Connally 
Cordon 
Darby 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Downey 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Fe:guson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Gillette 
Graham 
Gurney 

Hayden Millikin 
Hendrickson Morse 
Hill Mundt 
Hoey Murray 
Holland Neely 
Hunt O'Conor 
Ives O'Mahoney 
Jenner Pepper 
Johnson, Colo. Robertson 
Johnson, Tex. Russell 
Johnston, S. C. Saltonstall 
Kem Schoeppel 
Kilgore Smith, Maine 
Langer Smith, N. J. 
Leahy Sparkman 
Lehman Stennis 
Lodge l'aft 
McCarran Thomas, Okla. 
McClellan Thomas, lJtah 
McFarland Thye 
McKellar Tydings 
McMahon Watkins 
Magnuson Wherry 
Malone Wiley 
Martin W1lliama 
Maybank Young 

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CHA.: 
vEzl is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GREEN], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. HUMPHREY], the Sena
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. KERR], the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAsl, and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MYERS] are absent on public business. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. KE
FAUVER] is absent on official committee 
busines~ 

. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
LONG], the Senator from Idaho [Mr . . 
TAYLOR], and the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. WITHERS] are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce 
that the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
CAIN] , the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICK
ENLOOPER], and the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. VANDENBERG] are absent by 
leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. DwoR
SHAKJ is absent on official business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
KNOWLAND] and the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. McCARTHY] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY] is absent on official busi
ness attending a meeting of the Special 
Committee To Investigate Organized 
Crime in Interstate Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum 
is present. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, .I 
ask unanimous consent that Senators be 
permitted to present petitions and me
morials, introduce bills and joint reso
lutions, and submit routine matters for 
the RECORD, without debate and without 
speeches. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, be
fore action on the request of the Senator 
from Arizona, I desire to make a unani
mous-consent request that the consid
eration of the appropriation bill may be 
proceeded with for 2 hours today. I 
do not want to be greedy at all, but we 
did not proceed with the consideration 
of the bill at all yesterday, and we have 
been proceeding very slowly with it for 
the last 2 days. I think we should pay· 
some attention to the bill. Our coun
try is in very serious condition, and it 
is necessary to have these appropria
tions made. Instead, we are dealing 
with other matters and are not consid
ering the bill before the Senate. 

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent 
that beginning at 2 o'clock this after
noon the Senate proceed for 2 hours, 
until 4 o'clock, to consider the appropri
ation bill. I appeal to Senators to give 
the matter some thought, and let it be 
done. I hope SenatOrs will agree at 
least 2 hours today should be allotted 
to consideration of the unfinished busi
ness so that we may get as far with the 
bill as we can. We made very good 
progress earlier in the consideration of 
the bill, but we are now making no prog
ress at all. Therefore, I mal{e my 
unanimous-consent request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The senior 
Senator from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent that from 2 o'clock p. m. 
until 4 o'clock p. m. today the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the un
finished business, the appropriation bill. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object, there is no one in 
the Senate who believes in expediting 
the work of the Senate more than does 
the junior Senator from Nebraska. I 
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want to say to the distinguished Sena
tor from Tennessee that I should like to 
C:)Operate with him as much as I can. 
He is the chairman of the committee of 
which I am a member, and I usually co
operate with him. However, I wish to 
say that this is a most unusual request, 
in face of the fact that all day yesterday 
t:as spent on the Tydings report, and 
most of the time was occupied by Sena
tors on the majority side, and rightly so, 
because the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] was making a speech in con
nection with the filing of the report. 
C€rtain objections were raised, and Sen
ators on this side stated that at the 
proper time today they would ask to 
have the floor so that they could set the 
record straight. In view of that fact, 
notice has b~en served that Senators ex
pect to speak today on the report, I think 
they should be allowed to proceed. I 
suggest, therefore, that we should get 
the r€cord straight today, and then take 
up the appropriation bill. With all due 
respect to my distinguished chairman, 
the junior Senator from . Nebraska is 
forced to object to the unanimous-con
sent request. 

·The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
McFARLAND] with respect to the trans
action of morning business? The Chair 
h ears none, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 
AMENDMENT OF ACT OF JUNE 26, 1884, RELAT• 

ING TO ALLOTMENTS MADE BY MERCHANT 
SEAMEN 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 

Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to amend subsection (b) of sec
tion 10 of the act of June 26, 1884, as 
~mended (U. S. C., title 46, sec. 599 (b)) 
'(with an accompanying paper); to the Com
mittee on Intersta~e and Foreign Commerce. 
REPORT ON ExPORT CONTROL AND ALLOCATION 

POWERS 
A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, 

transmitting, pursuant to law, his quarterly 
report on Export Control and Allocation 
Powers (with an accompanying report); to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY 
A letter from the Comptroller of the Cur

rency, transmitting, pursuant to law, his 
report for the year 1949 (with an accompany
ing report); to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL MUNITIONS CONTROL 
BOARD 

A letter from the Executive Secretary, Na
tional Munitions Control Board, Department 
of State, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
confidential report of the Board for the 
period January 1, 1949, to June 30, 1949 
(with an accompanying report); to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
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 Gov
ernment which are not needed in the con
duct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking to their disposition (with ac
companying papers); to a J oint Select Com-

mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on 
the part of the Senat~. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate and referred as indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
Resolutions adopted by the Associated 

Townsend Clubs of Orange County, of Or
lando, and the Townsend Clubs of Volusia 
County, of Daytona Beach, both in the State 
of Florida, favoring the enactment of the 
so-called Townsend plan, providing old-age 
assistance; to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 

The following reports of a committee 
were submitted: 

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

S. 3180. A bill to amend the District of Co
lumbia Teachers' Salary Act of 1947; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 211!3); 

S. 3522. A bill to amend section 824 of the 
Code of Laws for the District of Columbia; 
without amendm·ent (Rept. No. 2114); and 

H. R. 7670. A bill to regulate the height, 
exterior design, and construction of private 
and semipublic buildings in the Georgetown 
area of the National Capital; without amend
m.ent (Rept. No. 2115). 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first · 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 3953. A bill to provide for the appoint

ment and compensation of an Assistant So
licitor General and two assistants to the 
Solicitor General; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN: 
S. 3954. A bill for the relief of Mirko M. 

Bjelopatrovich; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNT (for himself and Mr. 
O'MAHONEY): 

S . 3955. A bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey certain lands in 
the State of Wyoming to the town of Jack
son, Wyo.-,, to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah: 
S. 3956. A bill for the relief of Kiyoko 

Motomura; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

INCREASE IN LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES 
BY SELECT COMMITTEE ON SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr. SPARKMAN submitted the fol
lowing resolution (S. Res. 315), which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on 
Sn'iall Business created by Senate Resolution 
58, agreed to February 20, 1950, is authorized 
to expend from the contingent fund of the 
Senate the sum of $10,000 in addition to any 
other amount available to said committee, 
for the purpose of holding hearings, report
ing such hearings, and making investiga
tions as authorized by section 1 of Senate 
Resolution 272, agreed to May 26, 1950. 

PROTECTION OF PUBLIC INTEREST IN 
CASE OF STRIKES-RESOLUTION OF 
GREENBURG (KANS.) CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I 
present for appropriate reference, and 

ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD, a resolution which I have 
received from the president of the 

. Chamber of Commerce of Greensburg, 
Kans., which resolution urges some form 
of legislation be enacted whereby the 
public interest is protected in the case of 
strikes that affect our transportation 
systems, public utilities, and communica
tions. 

The resolution is an expression typical 
of many I have receiyed, and it definitely 
should signify to those of us in Congress 
that some appropriate action be taken to 
prevent recurrences of strikes affecting 
these types of industries. 

There· being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Labor and Public Welfare, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as fallows: 

Be it ·resolved, That Senator ANDREW F. 
ScHOEPPEL of Kansas be informed that by a 
majority vote of the Greensburg Chamber of 
Commerce, Greensburg, Kans., at an adver
tised meeting held on July 14, 1950, urges 
that some form of legislation be enacted 
whereby the public interest be protected in 
case of strikes that affect our transportation 
systems, public utilities, and communication 
systems; that in passing this resolution the 
chamber of commerce recognizes the rights 
of individuals as well as employees of such 
systems and that the rights of both ~ust be 
protected; that the chamber of commerce 
believes th~ rights of the public are para
mount in the matter of the transportation of 
grain, live stock, farm commodities, and mail 
and also in the matter of heat, light, power, 
and public health; that our national economy 
not be permitted to be endangered by such 
strikes. 

Ernest Swisher, Russell V. Kay, Louis 
Lehr, Wayne E. Turner, Harold D. Cor
less, Dwight H. Moore, Clinton M. 
Swisher, Truman E. Nash, W. R. John
son, E. H. Broadbooks, F. 0. Corns, 
Geo. L. Kirby, Edgar B. Corse, Donald . 
E. Waters, Stanley Mitchum, Martin A. 
Aelmore, F. A. Northrup, R. G. Tucker, 
Robert V. Corns, L. S. Birch, Wm. 
Keller, O. O. Dieux, Jesse L. Caphuge, 
H. L. Pratt, Leo J. Burton, L. H. Braun, 
Fred E. Heinze, J ames C. Allen, J. A. 
Menobs. 

STATEHOOD FOR HAWAII AND ALASKA
COMMUNICATION FROM INTERRACIAL 
FEDERATION OF MILWAUKEE GOUNTY, 
WIS. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I received 
this morning from W. J. Doyle, presi
dent of the Interracial Federation of 
Milwaukee County, Wis., an important 
communication concerning the interre
lationship between the present war in 
Korea and America's relations with Ori
ental peoples. Obviously one of the key 
considerations in the proposed statehood 
legislation for Hawaii and Alaska en
dorsed by the federation is the matter 
of the impact on our foreign policy of 
United States granting of statehood
the effect of our action in terms of ce
menting our relationships with the peo
ples of Asia. Of course, there are·many 
other considerations, strategic, mili
tary, and otherwise, which must neces
sarily go into making a decision on the 
two statehood bills. I believe, however, 
that this communication from the fed
eration will be of general interest and 
so I ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the body of the RECORD to be 
followed thereafter by a listing of the 
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officers of the federation, and appropri
ately referred. 

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

INTERRACIAL FEDERATION 
OF MILWAUKEE COUNTY, 

Milwaukee, Wis., July 18, 1950. 
Hon. Senator ALEXANDER WILEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR WILEY: In view of :the cur
rent situation in the Orient including the 
war in Korea and the unrest all along the 
eastern periphery of the Pacific, a great bur
den is placed on the American people and 
their Government to show their good faith 
to Asians. For a number of pars now it 
has been the most important talking point 
by Communists to create · discontent and 
hatred that the American people regard Asi
atic people as inferior. 

To give for once and for all the lie to this 
line c..f talk, the Unit.ed States should at once 
take steps to grant statehood to Hawaii and 
Alaslrn. 

Since 1920 Hawaii has been only a passive 
member of our American system of govern
ment. It is not democratic to deny the right 
of self-government to people who are other
wise so integrally a part of America. It 
would seem to us that the requests of the 
people of Hawaii have been too long ignored 
and that the time has arrived to recognize 
the rightful claims of the people to partner
ship. 

Both political parties are committed to 
early statehood in their platforms. The 
strategic importance of the two Territories 
in a military sense cannot be ignored, but 
what is more important is the fact that full 
statehood will give the people throughout 
the entire Pacific Basin a knowledge that 
America has at last grown to her full stature 
as a member nation of the Pacific area. 

We urge you to give your full support to 
getting the statehood bills up for a vote. 

Cordially yours, 
w. J. DOYLE, President. 

(Officers: W. J. Doyle, president; Mrs. Web
ster Woodmansee, vice president; Mrs. So
phia Foreman, secretary; Miss Edwina Thom
as, corresponding secretary-treasurer. Exec
utive committee: Miss Dorothea Carter; Mrs. 
Vernice Gallimore; Robert George; Mrs. Josie 
Glover; Miss Jeanette Hayes; Father Claude 
Heithaus, S. J.; Miss Virginia Huebner; Wil
liam V. Kelley; Father Franklyn J. Kennedy; 
Mrs. Manfred Landsberg; Mrs. Austin F. Lut
ter; Mrs. Fred Madison; Rev. W. J. G. McLin; 
Miss Marie Merkle; Mrs. Henry Mullen; Mrs. 
c. T. O'Harrow; Mrs. Robert Ota; Sidney 
Sayles; Arthur Schubert; Edel Seebach; Miss 
Flora Seefeld; Miss Florence Van Vliet; John 
J. Williams.) 

FINANCING OF STORE BUILDING AND 
MODERNIZATION-RESOLUTION OF NA-· 
TIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RETAIL 
GROCERS 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I pre
sent for appropriate reference, and ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD, a resolution adopted by the Na
tional Association of Retail Grocers, at 
Chicago, Ill., relating to financing of 
store building and modernization. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

XCVI--678 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED AT FIFTY-FIRST ANNUAL 
CONVENTION, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RE• 
TAIL GROCERS, JUNE 4 THROUGH 8, INCLUSIVE, 
1950, NAVY PIER, CHICAGO, ILL. 

FINANCING OF STORE BUILDING AND 
MODERNIZATION 

Whereas the problem of adequately financ .. 
ing new food stores or modernizing present 
locations through present banking facilities 
is quite often impossible for most independ
ent food retailers: Therefore be it 

Resolved, at the Fifty-first Annual Con
vention of the National Association of Retail 
Grocers, in Chicago, Ill., June 4 to 8, 1950, 
That Congress be petitioned to pass adequate 
legislation to provide for the insurance, sim
i1ar to the present Federal insurance on loans 
for home improvements, on a self-sustaining 
basis, and without cost to the taxpayers, of 
bank loans up to $50,000, repayable within 
10 years; further . 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
sent to all Members of Congress. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on 
February 28, 1949, Senate bil'. 1119 to au
thorize settlement for certain inequi
table lusses in pay sustained by officers 
of the commissioned services under the 
emergency economy legislation, and for 
other purposes, was referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 
. Upon discussion at executive session of 

the Judiciary Committee on July 18, 1950, 
the committee considered that the sub
ject matter of the bill was one which 
more properly came within the jurisdic
tion of the Armed Services Committee. 

On behalf of the Committee on the Ju
diciary I request that the committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be referred to the 
Armed Services Committee. 

The :PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
o~jection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Committee on the Judiciary is dis
charged from further consideration of 
the bill, and it is referred to the Commit
tee on the Armed Services. 

DEFENSE' PRODUCTION ACT OF 1950-
AMENDMENT 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill <.S. 3936) _to establish 
a system of priorities and allocations for 
materials and facilities, authorize the 
requisitioning thereof, provide financial• 
assistance for expansion of productive 
capacity and supply, strengthen controls 
over credit, regulate speculation on com
modity' exchanges, and by these meas
ures facilitate the production of goods 
and services necessary for the national 
security, and for other purposes, which 
was ref erred to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. · 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS
AMENDMENTS 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I send 
to the desk two amendments to the Mari
time Commission section of the general 
appropriation bill (H. R. 7786) making 
appropriations for the support of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1951, and for other purposes, 
now the unfinished business, which will 
have the effect 'Of reducing ship con
struction subsidies through contract au~ 

thorizations by approximately $93,000,-
000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ments will be received, printed, and lie 
on the table. 

Mr. GURNEY submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by him to House 
bill 7786, supra, which were ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS - ADDI-

TIONAL COSPONSORS OF AMENDMENTS 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, there 
is on the desk an amendment intended 
to be proposed by me (for myself and 
other Senators) to the bill (H. R. 7786) 
making appropriations for the support 
of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1951, and for other pur
poses. I ask unanimous consent that 
the name of the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] be added as an 
additional cosponsor of the amendment. 

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, 
there is on the desk an amendment in
tended to be proposed by me (for my
self and other Senators) to the bill (H. R. 
7786) making appropriations for the sup
port of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1951, and for other 
purposes. I ask unanimous consent that 
the names of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. AIKEN], the junior Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. KERR], the Senator from 
California [Mr. DOWNEY], the senior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KIL
GORE], the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
HUNT], the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MoRSEJ, the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CHAPMAN]. the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. MYERS], the junior Sen
ator from South Carolina [Mr. JOHN
STON], the senior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], the Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], and the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LEAHY] 
be added as additional cosponsors of the 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolu
tions were severally read twice by . their 
titles, and referred, as indicated: 

H. R. 5137. An act to provide for the ap
pointment of an additional Federal district 
judge for the eastern district of Texas; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7840. An act to provide for the refund 
of certain estate taxes; 

H. R. 9120. An act to amend section 322 
(b) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code; 

H.J. Res. 489. Joint resolution to permit 
articles imported from foreign countries for 
the purpose of exhibition at the Mid-Century 
International Exposition, Inc., New Orleans, 
La:, to be admitted without payment of 
tariff, and for other purposes; and 

H.J. Res. 496. Joint resolution to permit 
articles imported from foreign countries for 
the purpose of exhibition at the International 
Food Exposition, Inc., Chicago, Ill., to be ad
mitted without payment of tariff, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 
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CONDITIONS IN EUROPE-LETTER FROM 
CONSTITUENT OF SENATOR JOHNSON 
OF COLORADO 
[Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado asked and ob

tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
a letter from a constituent regarding condi-

1 tions in Europe and the attitude of certain 
Europeans toward the United States, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

MOBILIZATION AND PRICE AND WAGE 
CONTROL&-ARTICLE BY ARTHUR 
KROCK 
[Mr. SALTONSTALL asked and obtained 

leave to have printed in the RECORD an article 
entitled "Another Effort To Bypass Ex
perience," written by- Arthur Krock, and pub
lished in the New York Times of July 21, 
1950, which appears in the Appendix.] 

THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE COR
PORATION-ARTICLE FROM LABOR 

[Mr. LANGER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article en
titled "Bankers Close to Success in 'Raid' on 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
Fund," published in this week's edition of 
Labor, which appears in the Appendix.] 

INTERNATIONAL INFORMATION AND 
EDUCATION PROGRAM - STATEMENT 
BY OVETA CULP HOBBY 
[Mr. BENTO!': asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD a statement by 
Oveta Culp Hobby, executive vice president, 
the Houston Post, on Senate Resolution 243 
relating to the international information and 
education program, which appears in the 
/_ppendiX.] 

SENATOR WILEY'S RECORD AGAINST 
COMMUNIST MENACE 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD certain materials 
dating from prewar days showing a parallel 
between our e,fforts against communism in 
those times and our efforts today, which ap
pear in the AppendiX.] 

THE TYDINGS WHITEWASH-EDITORIAL 
FROM THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR 

[Mr. JENNER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "The Tydings Whitewash," published 
1n the Indianapolis Star of July 19, 1950, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

REPLY BY SENATOR YOUNG TO CRITI· 
CISMS IN NORTH DAKOTA UNION• 
FARMER 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, the 
North Daktota Union Farmer in its issue 
of July 3, 1950, contains an article se
verely criticizing the senior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. LANGER] and myself. 

This was in connection with the vote 
by which the Senate adopted the con
ference report on H. R. 6567 <S. 2826). 

I ask unanimous consent to have in
serted as a part of my remarks the article 
fr-om the North Dakota Union Farmer 
and my answer contained in a letter ad
dressed to Mr. Bob Dugan, editor. 

There being no objection, the article 
and Mr. YOUNG'S reply were ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
BUTTON, BUTTON-WHERE WERE LANGER AND 

YOUNG WHEN THE SENATE VOTED ON CCC 
BILL? 

While you're sitting on your tractor these 
days doing your summer fallowing, and pon
dering on the strange and devious ways of 
North Dakota politics, the Korean war, and 
the price of wheat, here's something that will 
keep you busy while you finish up the north 
quarter. 

It has to do with politics, the price of 
wheat, and a couple of North Dakota Sena
tors. And when you get done thinking about 
it, you'll begin to realize that politics and 
Senators and Congressmen are a pretty im
porta-µt part of your farming operation. 

Here's the way this little story goes: 
For 6 months Congress has been ding

donging around. with the appropriation bill 
which will provide the necessary funds by 
which the Federal Government gives you 
farmers price support for your wheat. Under 
the present law (and it doesn't look now as if 
it will be changed in this Congress) the sup
port floor isn't as, high as we or you would 
like it to be. It's set for 1950 to guarantee 
you about 80 percent of parity. It's too low, 
but it's better than no supports at all. 

Now it isn't enough that Congress has 
passed a law saying that certain crops will 
be supported. Congress must also appropri-
ate the money. · . 

That's the appropriation we're talking 
about-the so-called $2,000,000,000 Commod
ity Credit Corporation bill. The House 
passed it some time ago. 

Last week the $2,000,000,000 appropriation 
bill came up on the floor of the Senate. The 
Dixiecrats and the Republicans ganged up 
and when the vote was tallied-it ended in a 
tie. It took a nasty, old, liberal Democrat 
like Vice President BARKLEY to break the 
tie-in favor of the farmer. The farmers are 
now assured of at least 80-percent price sup
ports on basic crops for 1950. 

But wait. That's only half the story. 
This is where the story starts getting dirty. 

While a nasty, old Roosevelt-New Deal
Fair Deal-Truman Democrat was breaking 
the tie, did you know where North Dakota's 
two great Republican agricultural Senators 
were? 

Well it seems as if there was a primary 
election campaign coming on in North Da
kota about that tim~. Mr. YOUNG was spend
ing $10,000 and two sets of vocal cords tell
ing the voters that he was not only a mem
ber of the powerful Senate Appropriations 
Committee, he was also a member of the 
equally powerful Senate Agricultural Com
mittee. Yes, sir. No other North Dakota 
Senator could make that statement. As 
such, he was God's own gift to the American 
farmer-particularly the North Dakota 
farmers since they had the votes. 

Two days before the primary election, just 
as Mr. YOUNG was getting a full head of 
steam on this great-man theme the papers 
announced the dramatic victory of how 
BARKLEY broke the Senate tie. At the bot
tom of the story it said: "YOUNG paired 
against." 

• Yes, Mr. YouNG, junior Senator from North 
Dakota, one of the brave, liberal GOP turks, 
the champion of farm legislation, the pro
ponent of high price supports-the dirt 
farmer from Berlin-was recorded "against" 
appropriating money for not 100-percent 
price supports, not even 90-percent prfce sup
ports, but for 80-percent price supports. 

Wait a minute. The story is not over yet. 
What about Mr. LANGER? 
At the time this crucial piece of farm leg

islation came up on· the Senate floor and 
when every vote in favor of the -bill was so 
urgently needed, the senior Senator from 
North Dakota was out in the State cam
paigning for his great and good friend, Mr. 
Vogel. Usually when a Senator knows he is 
going to be absent when an important vote 
will be taken he arranges to "pair" with 
some other Senator who will be absent. At 
least, Mr. YouNa was conscientious enough 
and had the courage to record his vote
though we believe there ts no plausible ex
cuse for his voting against the farmers. But 
Mr. LANGER did not even take the trouble to 
indicate whether he was for or against
and, since he did not vote, we must assume 
he was against the appropriation. 

Both Mr. LANGER and Mr. YOUNG owe the 
farmers of this State an explanation of their 
vote or lack of vote on this important appro
priation bill. Both talk glibly about t eing 
for the "farmer-about how they are for high 
price supports. Today, more than ever be
fore, we need those words backed up with 
action. 

Last year North Dakota farm income 
dropped $225,000,000 from the 1948 level. 
So far this year North Dakota farm income 
is down another $40,000,000 from the 1949 
level. 

Mr. YouNG is up for reelection this fall. 
Every Farmers Union member who sees Mr. 
YouNG during his fall campaign should ask 
him about this vote. Mr. LANGER is up for 
reelection in a couple of years. He needs to 
explain his position also. 

It all comes to this: That this business of 
politics, this business of keeping informed 
as to the record of our public figures, re
gardless of personal party loyalties and af
filiations, is just as important to the farmer 
today as the actual job of farming itself. 

In this particular instance, what good 
would it be to you as a farmer if you did 
harvest a good crop this fall, if that $2,000,
ooo,ooo CCC appropriation bill had failed to 
pass. With glut of wheat on the market and 
no price supports, you'd go bankrupt in a 
hurry on $1 wheat or less. 

It's something to think about, isn't it? 

JULY 14, 1950. 
Mr. BoB DUGAN, 

Editor, North Dakota Union Farmer. 
Jamestown, N. Dak. 

DEAR MR. DUGAN: This letter is in answer 
to your vicious and maliciously untruthful 
article attacking Senator LANGER and me in 
the July 3, 1950, issue of the North Dakota 
Union Farmer. 

It .is inconceivable to me that the editor 
of a publication primarily designed for farm 
readers could be so ignorant of legislative 
processes and the workings of the present 
farm program as this article makes you ap
pear. Therefore, I can only conclude that 
the many misrepresentations were deliberate. 

Three times in the course of this diatribe 
you fiatly state that price supports on 1950 
crops are based upon 80 percent of parity. 
As every one of your readers knows the true 
figure is 90 percent. You imply that I am 
opposed to high supports when, as a matter 
of fact, you have previously published the 
information that I was a joint sponsor of 
the Young-Russell amendment for 90 percent 
supports, a principle which was, in part, 
embodied in the Farm Act of 1949. 

In the course of your article you tell your 
readers over and over again that I was 
"paired" against the $2,000,000,000 appropria
tion for CCC. In the first place, this was not 
an appropriation bill. It was a measure to 
increase the borrowing authority of CCC by 
$2,000,000,000. In the second place, as the 
record will show, I fought in the Senate Agrt
culture Committee, on the floor of the Senate, 
and in conference for this $2,000,000,000 in
crease.· I opposed every crippling amend
ment, including the one offered by Senator 
WILLIAMS to reduce the borrowing authority 
by $1,000,000,000. My vote for the bill is re
corded in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 
6, 1950. 

The "pair" which you have so grossly dis
torted was against adoption of the confer
ence report on the measure. I had refused 
to sign this report, as a Senate conferee, 
because the so-called Magnuson-Morse 
amendment, inserted by the Senate to pre
vent a flood of importations of foreign farm 
commodities, was deleted in conference. My 
"pair" was to send the measure back to con
ference in the hope that the House conferees 
could be induced to yield on this vital point. 

You assert that the Dixiecrats and the Re
publicans ganged up in an effort to defeat the 
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CCC bill. Had you bothered to check the 
CONGREESIONAL RECORD for June 26, ·1950, on 
page 9176, you would have discovered that 
not one southern Damocrat voted against the 
adoption of the conference report. Southern 
agriculture, by and large, has not been in
jured by foreign importations as the North 
has. · 

The Magnuson-Morse amendment was a di
rect outgrowth of large importations of 
apples and nuts which wrecked the price of 
these commodities in the Pacific Northwest. 
It was supported by 16 of the major farm 
and producer organizations. It was sup
ported by these organizations because they 
felt that the most important part of any 
farm program was to protect our markets 
against a flood of more cheaply produced 
foreign commodities. Producers .of rye, po
tatoes, beef, nuts, pork, wool, and other com
modities felt very keenly about the need for 
such a provision. 

For your information-and I believe you 
would do well to absorb a considerable 
amount if you intend to attempt further in
terpretations of Washington developments
the Magnuson-Morse amendment was de
signed to make effective section 22 of the 
Agriculture Act. This is the section which 
permits the President of the United States 
to impose quotas or increase tariffs when 
importations of foreign farm commodities 
jeopardize domestic price-support programs. 

During the 12-month period from May 1, 
1949, through April 30, 1950, the United 
States imported great quantities of agricul
tural commodities from Canada and other 
countries, at a time when the cash price of 
these commodities was below support levels 
in the United States. Importations of rye 
and potatoes, particularly, had a disastrous 
effect on our market situation. The impor
tation of 12,000,000 bushels of potatoes un
doubtedly had a more depressing effect on 
our markets than even our own surplus. It 
would seem almost insane to import such 
huge quantities of potatoes when we were 
dumping millions of bushels of American
produced potatoes on the ground for fer
tilizer or other purposes. Had rye imports 
even been curtailed, with our extremely short 
rye crop last year prices would have been 
far above support levels and would have re
quired no price-support program whatever. 

You could not have been entirely ignorant 
of the rye situation, Mr. Dugan, inasmuch as 
the Farmers Union Herald of St. Paul has 
specifically called to the attention of its 
readers the fact that American rye require
ments are being virtually filled by importa
tions from Canada. The fact of the matter 
is that United States rye was going into 
storage under the price-support program 
while we were importing 10,095,000 bushels of 
Canadian rye. These importations were 
more than half of our total production. 

Under these circumstances, I have no 
apology for supporting wholeheartedly the 
Magnuson-Morse amendment to the CCC 
bill. This proposal would have directed the 
Secretary of Agriculture-who is to my mind 
the responsible official-to initiate the in· 
vestigation whenever foreign importations 
threatened the domestic farm price-support 
program. The Secretary would then report 
his recommendations to the President who 
then could invoke quotas or tariffs. In my 
opinion, this would have insured speedier 
and more certain action to halt imports. 

At the same time, the Magnuson-Morse 
amendment would have prevented further 
international agreements or extension of 
existing agreements which did not reserve 
the right of this country to invoke section 
22. This provision is vital to the protection 
of American agricultural interests. 

For years foreign wool has supplied ap
proximately two-thirds of United States re· 
quirements. Simple tariff protection would 

have been all the farmers needed to maintain 
decent price levels for wool. Failing to ac
complish this. a wool price-support program 
became a necessity. 

For your further information, I am a co
author and co-sponsor of the present CCC 
Char.ter Act. A!Ilong the provisions of the 
act is the present authority to borrow· $4,750,-
000,000 from the United States Treasury to 
support farm prices. I supported the $2,000,-
000,000 increase in borrowing authority, 
even though I do not feel that the additional 
funds will be required for some time. Near
ly $1 ,000,000,000 of CCC funds were still un
committ ed and the prices of many commodi
ties were above support levels. 

As a farmer, it never occurred to me before 
becoming a Member of the United States 
Senate that anyone working in the interests 
of agriculture would not only have to fight 
opponents of farm legislation such as the 
grain trade, but would even have to battle the 
editor of a publication ostensibly devoted to 
the improvement of agricultural conditions. 
Could it be that you are so narrow in your 
partisan views that you can see no merit in 
anything done by a Republican, whether he 
be of the ROC ·Or Nonpartisan League group? 

The recent election returns demonstrate 
rather well, I believe, that yonr narrow views 
on candidates and policies are not shared by 
many people in North Dakota. 

Sincerely yours, 
MILTON R. YOUNG, 
United States Senator. 

CONFIRMATION OF NOMINATIONS IN THE 
ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Chair whether it 
would be in order to ask unanimous 
consent to have certain routine nomina
tions for promotions in the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force considered as in executive 
session at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
supposes it is in order to ask unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, as in 
executive sessicn, I ask unanimous con
sent that certain routine nominations 
for promotion in the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force, which I am reporting favor
ably from the Committee on Armed 
Services, be considered and approved. 
All these nominations are reported by 
the committee unanimously, no objec
tions having been heard. They are all 
routine nominations, and for the most 
part from colonel on down, and, so far 
as I recall, not any high-ranking officers 
are involved. 

The VIC~ PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
the Senator whether all the nominations 
are within the armed services, or are 
there civilian nominations also? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall have to re
fresh my memory. My recollection is 
that the nominations cover solely pro
motions of persons in uniform. If I am 
in error, I .hope some Senator will cor
rect me; but in going over the list, I see 
that I am correct. 

Mr. WHERRY. If that is the case, 
and the nominations are routine, and if 
this action will save a printing bill, I 
acquiesce, as I always do in such cases. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the nominations will be consid·. 
ered, and, without objection, they are 
confirmed en bloc. 

THE METAL MINING INDUSTRY AND THE 
PRESENT CRISIS-LETTER FROM SEN· 
ATOR McCARRAN 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr.. President, in 
view of the President's message to the 
Congress this we.ek with reference to our 
preparations for any eventuality that 
might grow out of the Korean crisis I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD a letter I have written to 
the President of the United States con
cerning this country's metal-mining in-
dustry. . 

It is my considered judgment that 
those in control of the strategic and 
critical metal mines which supply ma
terials so vital to a synchronized indus
trial machine, should be informed what 
demands may be made upon them in 
the event of total war, which we pray . 
will never come. I have tried to set 
forth some of the problems the metal
mining industry faces today; and for 
which it is seeking answers. 

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

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

July 20, 1950. 
Hon. HARRY s. TRUMAN' 

President of the United States, 
The White House, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I want to bring to 

you a message from the metal-mining indus
try, that it is ready and willing to do any 
job it may be called upon to do as a result 
of the Korean conflict, or any future even
tualities that might be thrust upon this 
Nation. 

This country's mining operators and min
ers are awaiting some advice from you, Mr. 
President, and the National Security Re· 
sources Board, as to how they might best 
make preparations to gear themselves for 
their all-important job. 

I need not remind you that during the 
last war our domestic metal supply played 
a. role second to none in winning victory. 
Although these metal producers are anxious 
to assist in every way possible, I want to ex
plain that the relative health of this indus
try is considerably worse than it was in 
1940, insofar as the ability to produce is 
concerned. 

Statistics available to me show that ex
ploration and development of metal mines, 
other than iron, today show a drastic de
cline. In the event of total war, 98 percent 
of the industry would be in a worse condi· 
tion than it was in 1940, and 30 percent of 
it would be in a most deplorable condition. 
Only a few of the open-pit copper mines 
would be as well off as in the years prior to 
World War II. 

Exploration for the critical metals-cop
per, lead, and zinc-has declined by 57 per
cent, while exploration for strategic metals-
manganese, tungsten, antimony, and quick
silver-has declined 96 percent. 

As illustrative of the retrenchment of 
western mining activity, the number of op
erating underground metal mines from the 
period 1940 to 1949 has decreased 76 per
cent in California, 89 percent in Utah, 95 
percent in Oregon, and 66% percent in Ne
vada. The number of skilled miners has 
likewise dropped proportionately. 

These statistics can show only that greater 
preparations must be made now than in 194() 
if our metal-mining industry is to meet de
mands placed upon it. Without these met
als we would have no steel industry, no jet 
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engines, no poison gas, no storage batteries, 
no electric lights, no radio tubes, no guided 
missiles, no antiatomic weapons. In the 
event foreign sources of the strategic and 
cr itical metals should be cut off due to sub
marine warfare, these mines would be what 
the military calls the strategic reserve upon 
which we would have to rely. 

May I urge upon you, Mr. President, that 
th~ metal-mining industry be permitted to 
b :tve its task outlined to it in as specific terms 
as possible so it can prepare, and prepare 
now. As a manufacturing plant must take 
time to tool up, so must a mine make lengthy 
preparations before the actual metal be
comes available fo1· planes, tanks, and guns. 

Another subject I feel honor bound to 
m ention is the future of gold and silver pro
ducers. During the last war, War Produc
tion Board order L-208 was handed down 
without consultation with the precious 
metal producers. This arbitrary ultimatum, 
while designed to aid our war effort, affected 
mines that could not possibly have been a 
deterrent in any way to our industrial ef
fort. It was later admitted that the order 
was hasty and probably ill-advised. Today 
our gold and silver mines have not recovered 
from that order that closed down their op
erations. Many never will recover, since 
shafts and tunnels are filled with water and 
the ·gold and silver is lost forever. 

The precious-metal mining industry asks 
only, Mr. President, that if any need for such 
an order is believed to exist for any reason 
in the future, the industry be consulted in 
order that it may explain its position . It 
wants to be heard before a guilty verdict is 
t-anded down; 

I will await any information that you may 
p::ovide to me on the above matters, which 
I deem to be so important to the future 
welfare of our country. 

My kindest personal regards and all best 
wishes, 

Sincerely, 
PAT McCARRAN, 

United States Senator. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CALL OF CALENDAR 
ON WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
should like to make an announcement. 
Before doing so I wish to state that I 
am fully in accord with the desire of 
the distinguished chairman of the Ap
propriations Committee to move forward 
as rapidly as possible with the unfinished 
business, the omnibus appropriation bill. 
I may state in that connection that I 
have taken up with the distinguished 
minority leader the question o:: working 
out some kind of agreement in regard to 
limitation of debate on that bill begin
ning next week. I am hopeful that such 
an agreement may be reached. 

It is the intention of the majority to 
ask that the unfinished business, the 
appropriation bill, be laid aside tempo
rarily next Wednesday for the call of 
the calendar. It is necessary to an
nounce in advance the time for the call 
of the calendar so that Senators will 
know when they can count on the cal
endar being called, I make the an
nouncement now, and if there should 
be any change in the plan, further 
announcement will be made. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should 

like to make a suggestion to the ma-
' jority and minority leaders in connec

nection with working out some sort of 
system whereby we may make progress 
with the appropriation bill. My sug-. 

gestion is that debate be restricted per
haps to 15 minutes or 10 minutes by 
any Senator on each amendment prior 
to 4 o'clock, let us say, of each day, and 
that after 4 o'clock other matters may 
be considered. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Evidently the dis
tinguished Senator from Colorado has 
been reading our minds, because that is 
what we have been discussing, except 
we have considered 5 o'clock to be the 
proper time at which to proceed to other 
matters. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That 
suits me better. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I hope we can 
work out an acceptable plan. I shall 
not propound a unanimous-consent 
request now. • 

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I understand the 

acting majority leader announced tbat 
on next Wednesday the unfinished busi
ness will be laid aside temporarily and 
that the calendar will be called. 

Mr. McFARLAND. A request will be 
made to lay aside temporarily the unfin
ished business on that day for the 
purpose indicated. 

Mr. WHERRY. I understand. If the 
unfinished business is laid aside on next 
Wednesday, is it intended to begin call
ing the calendar at the point where we 
left off the last time, or will the calendar 
be called from its beginning? If the 
latter action is proposed, it would make 
some difference. 

Mr. McFARLAND. That will be an
nounced later. 

Mr. McFARLAND subsequently said: 
Mr. President, it will be our intention to 
ask that the calendar be called from the 
place at which we left off at the last call, 
and also to include a few bills which are 
listed as to which objections have been 
withdrawn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is al
ready a list in existence containing eight 
or ten bills which will come under that 
designation. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I un
derstood it was the Senator's intention 
to request a call of . the calendar on 
Wednesday. If the calendar is called 
during the consideration of the appro
priation bill, it will be next Wednesday, 
and we can be assured of that. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there 

any further routine matters to be 
presented? · 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I am trying 
to obtain the ftoor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The Senator 
from New York is seeking recognition to 
make a speech. The Chair is not in 
position at the moment to recognize the 
Senator for that purpose. He will do 
so later. 

THE MERIT CO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill <S. 1027) 
for the relief of the Merit Co., which was 
on page 1, line .6, strike out ''$47 ,427" and 
insert "$31,612.39." 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this 
1s a private relief bill, passed by the Sen-

ate last year. As it passed the Senate, 
the bill authorized the payment of 
$47,427. In the House of Representa
tives, the bill was delayed for many 
months, and during that period a supple
mental report was submitted by the Navy 
Department. On the basis of this sup
plemental report, the House has 
amended the bill so as to reduce the 
amount allowed to the claimant to : 
$31,612. 

I have been informed that the sponsor 
of the bill, the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. JENNER] will be satisfied if the Sen
ate accepts the House amendment. 
Accordingly, it does not appear to be 
necessary to send the bill to conference, 
and I now move that the Senate concur 
in the House amendment to the bill S. 
1027. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES FOB 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2864) to 
authorize certain administrative ex
penses for the Department of Justice, and 
for other purposes, which were, on page 
2, line 15, strike out "marshals,'' and in
sert "marshals and"; on page 2, line 15, 
after "attorneys,'', insert "and at the re
quest and in behalf of the Director of the 
Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts those of the''; on page 4, 
strike out linE:s 6 to 12, inclusive; on page 
4, line 13, strike out "SEC. 8." and insert 
"SEC. 7.", and on 1JS.ge 4, line 18, strike 
out "SEC. 9." and insert '-'SEC. 8.'' 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the 
purpose of this bill is to enact into sub
stantive law authorization for certain 
items that frequently recur in the appro
priation act dealing with administrativa 
expenses incurred by the Department of 
Justice. 

The bill consists of a total of nine sec
tions, each one of which furnishes the 
necessary authorization in substantive 
law to support a specific part of an ap
propriation. In the past such appropri
ations have been supported solely by leg
islative language contained in the annual 
appropriation act for the Justice De
partment. Such legislative language in 
an appropriation bill is always subject 
to a point of order. The new policy is 
to put the legislative language on the 
statute books outside the appropriation 
bill. 

This bill passed the House July 10, 
. 1950, with certain amendments which 
are explained fully in House Report 2309. 

Only two substantive amendments 
were made by the House. The first of 
these is designed to preserve the present 
.authority of the Director of the Adminis
trative Office of the United States Courts. 
Failure to include this provision in the 
bill as originally submitted by the Justice 
Department to the Senate was an over
sight on the part of the Justice Depart
mnet, and that Department now con
cedes that this provision should be in the 
bill. 

The other substantive amendment 
made by the House is to strike out sec-
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tion 7 as superfluous, on the ground that 
the same subject matter is adequately 
covered by Public Law 285, Eighty-first 
Congress, chapter 535. This section was 
left in the bill as it passed the Senate, 
because it was believed that the section 
was slightly broader than Public Law 
285, Eighty-first Congress. The Depart-. 
ment of Justice now feels that the bill 
should pass with this section ·deleted. 

Acco::dingly, I now move that the 
Senate concur in the House amendments 
to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection--

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, the first 
change has to do with replacing in the 
bill the appropriation for the Director 
of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts; is that correct? 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. Why was that left out 

in the first place? 
Mr. McCARRAN. The Department of 

Justice left it out when it sent the bill 
to us. It was left out by oversight by the 
Department. 

Mr. WHERRY. Of course, the Senator 
is not referring to a conference report, 
but to two House amendments to a bill 
pas[ed by the Senate. Is that correct? 

Mr. McCARRAN. T1!at is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. These amendments, if 

'enacted, will be substantive la~. will they 
not? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Y~s. 
Mr. WHERRY. Let me inquire about 

the other amendment made by the HOll;Se 
of Representatives, and the difference 
between the bill as passed by the Senate 
and the bill as passed by the House. As 
I understand, the Senate broadened the 
authority. 

Mr. McCARRAN. The other substan
tive amendment made by the House is to 
strike out section 7 as superfluous, on 
the ground that the same subject matter 
is adequately covered by Public Law 285, 
Eighty-first Congress, chapter 535. This 
section was left in the bill as it passed 
the Senate, because it was believed that 
the section was slightly broader than 

· Public Law 285, Eighty-first Congress. 
The Department of Justice now feels 
that the bill should pass with this section 
deleted. 

Mr. WHERRY. Can the Senator tell 
us how the Senate version of the bill 
was broader than the House version of 
the bill? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Merely in giving a 
little broader scope, which it is now felt 
is unnecessary. 

Mr. WHERRY. So if the House 
amendment is adopted, that provision 
will be deleted from the bill; and Public 
Law 285 will govern; and there is to be 
no change in that respect. Is that cor
rect? 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. t have no objection. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection--

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I was 
unavoidably detained, and hau to enter 
the Chamber late. Let me ask to what 
subject this matter relates. 

Mr. McCARRAN. It relates to Sen
ate bill 2864, which passed the Senate, 

after having been reported from the 
committee of which the able Senator 
from North Dakota is a member. The 
bill relates to the administrative expenses 
of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. LANGER. I have no objection. 
Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I .. 

now renew .my motion .that the Senate 
concur in the House amendments to 
Senate bill 2864. 

The motion was agreed to. 
AMY A. TAYLOR AND MYRNA TAYLOR 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1049) for 
the relief of Amy Alexandrovna Taylor 
and Myrna Taylor,'' which was, on page 
2, line 5', after "residence". insert "upon 
the payment of the required visa fees and 
head taxes." 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on 
June 8, 1950, the Senate passed Senate 
bill 1049, a private immigration bill. 
The House has amended the bill to make 
provision for the payment of the :re
quired visa fees and head taxes, which 
is in accordance with established prece
.dents in this type of case. 

Accordingly, I move that the Senate 
·concur in the amendment of the House 
to the bill. 

The motion . was agreed to. 
THOMAS N. EPIPHANIADES AND WANDA 

J. EFIPHANI.hDES 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1792) for 
the relief of Thomas Nicholas Epipha
niades and Wanda Julia Epiphaniades. 
which was on page 1, line 8, after "1948" 
insert ", upon the payment of the re
quired visa fees and head taxes.'' 

Mr. McCARRAN . . Mr. Pr~sident, on 
June 8, 1950, the Senate passed Senate 
bill s. 1792, a private immigration bill. 
The House has amended the bill to make 

· p·rovision for the payment of the required 
visa fees and head taxes. This is in ac
cordance with established precedents in 
this type of case. 

Accordingly, I mova that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House 
to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
TEVFIK KAMIL KUTAY 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Repres-entatives to the bill (S. 2243) for 
the relief of Tevfik Kamil Kutay, which 
was on page 2, line 2, after "entry" in
sert ", upon the payment of the required 
visa fee and head tax." 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on 
April 19, 1950, the Senate passed S. 2243, 
for the relief of one Kutay. This is a 
private immigration bill. The House 
has amended the bill to make provision 
for the payment of the required visa fee 
and head tax, which is in accordance 
with established precedents in this type 
of case. Accordingly, I move that the 
Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques

tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE ACT 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representative3 to the bill <S. 2822) to 
amend .the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Act m. s. c., title 12, sec. 264), which 
were, on page 1~. strike o'lt lines 10 and 
11, and insert "drafts drawn by it on de
posit accounts in other banks which are 
issued in the regular course of business; 
and the amount of any advices or au
thorizations, issued by it for cash letter~ 
received, directing that its deposit ac
count in the sending bank be charged 
with the amount thereof;''; on page 12, 
line 22, after "one", insert "semiannual"; 
on page 14, line 24, strike out "1949, and" 
and insert "1950, and as of December 31, 
of"; on page 15, line 5, after the word 
"bank", insert "i.>ecoming due"; on page 
15, line 5, strike out "Such credits" and 
insert "Each year such credit"; on page 
15, line 7, strike out "assessments" and 
insert "assessment"; on page 15, line 8, 
after "July l", insert "and any excess 
credit shall be applied upon the assess
ment next becoming due"; on page 24, 
line 23, strike out all after "States." over 
to an including "brought." in line 2, page 
25; on page 26, line 24, strike out all after 
"to" over to and including "bank" .in 
line 9, page 27, and insert "examine any 
insured bank, any bank making applica
tion to become an insured bank, and 
any closed insured bank, whenever in 
the judgment of the Board of Directors 
an examination of the bank is neces
sary"; on page 31, line 18, strike out 
"proof of" and insert "admissible to 
prove"; on page 33, line 11, after "bank," 
insert "or of any noninsured national 
bank or District bank hereafter closed,"; 
on page .35, line 15, strike out "and sub
ject to withdrawal on demand"; ·on page 
45, line 9, strike out all after "the" down 
to and including "closing" in line 10, 
where it appears the first time, and in
sert "Board of Directors deems it neces
sary"; on pag£; 45, line 10, strike out 
"such closing" and insert "the closing 
of an insured bank"; on page 45, line 13, 
strike out "or make deposits in,"; on page 
45; line 14, stri!re out all after "pre
scribe'' down to and including "com
munity" in line i7; on page 45, line 17, 
strike out "and deposits"; on page 47, 
after line 15, insert: 

No agreement which tends to diminish or 
defeat the right, title, or interest of the 
Corporation in any asset acquired by it un
der this section, either as security for a loan 
or by purchase, shall be valid against the 
Corporation unless such agreement (1) shall 
be in writing, (2) shall have been executed 
by the bank and the person or persons claim· 
Ing an adverse interest thereunder, includ· 
Ing the obligor, contemporaneously with 
the acquisition of the asset by the bank, 
(3) shall have been approved by the board 
of directors of the bank or its loan commit
tee, which approval shall be reflected in the 
minutes of said board or committee, and 
(4) shall have been, continuously, from the 
time of its execution, an official record of 
the bank. · 

On page 47, line 17, strike out "out of 
its capital account."; on page 47, line 18, 
strike out "and the Federal Reserve 
banks, respectively,"; on page 47, line 21, 
strike out "such" and insert "the Federal 
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Reserve"; on page 47, line 22, after "re- · 
paid," insert "The amount payable here
under shall be considered as -Operating 
costs and expenses of the Corporation in 
determining the net assessment income 
under section 7 (d) of this act."; -on page 
52, line 16, strike out "in advertisements 
relating to deposits."; on page 52, lines 16 
and 17, strike out "statement," and insert 
"statement"; on page 52, line 18, after 
"poration", insert "in all of its advertise
ments: Provided, That the Board of Di
rs;ctors may exempt from this require
ment advertisements which do not relate 
to deposits or when it is impractical to 
include such statement therein"; on page 
57, line 19, after "SEC. 3.", insert "a)"; on 
page 58, after line 10, insert: 

(b) The eleventh paragraph of section 709, 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding the following new sentence at the 
end thereof "The use of the contraction 
'Federal Savings Insurance Corporation' or 
the initials 'F. S. I. C.' shall not be con
strued as a violation of this section.'' 

(c) The amendment mad·e by subsection 
(a) of this section shall become effective on 
January l, 1951. 

And on page 59, after line 3, insert: 
SEC. 5. Subsection (b) of section 405 ·of 

Title IV of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, is amended to read as follows: 

"(b) In the event of a default by any in
sured institution, payment of each insured 
account in such insured institution which 
is surrendered and transferred to the Cor
poration shall be made by the Corporation 
as soon as possible either (1) by cash or (2) 
by making available to each insured member 
.a transferred account in a new insured in
stitution in the same community or in· an
other insured institution in an amount equal 
to the insured account of such insured mem
ber: Provided, That the Corporation, in its 
discretion, may require proof of claims to be 
filed before paying the insured accounts, 
and that in any case where the Corpor~tion 
is not satisfied as to the validity of a claim 
for an insured account, it may require the 
final determination of a court of compe
tent jurisdiction before paying such claim." 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
·move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments of the House, request a con
ference with the House on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
that the Chair appoint the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

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

Mr. MAYBANK. :.;.: yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Does the bill deal with 

the FDIC? 
Mr. MAYBANK. The bill deals with 

the FDIC, yes. It is the proposal for an 
increase of guaranty of bank deposits 
from $5,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. LANGER. I am interested in the 
$65,000,000 which it is alle&'ed was taken 
out of this fund. Can the distinguished 

- Senator tell me what happened to that? 
Mr. MAYBANK. I will say that that 

is what I want to find out. We are going 
to have a conference on it, I may say to 
the Senator from North Dakota, to see 
if we can iron out the differences between 
the two Houses, and.when the conference 
report is made I shall certainly notify 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. LANGER. · I thank the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 
is a privileged one. The question is on 

the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 

MAYBANK, Mr. ROBERTSON, ' Mr. DOUGLAS, 
Mr. TOBEY, and Mr. FLANDERS the con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

LOUIS P. MURPHY 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Rep
resentatives announcing its · disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill <H. R. 3506) for the relief of 
Louis .P. Murphy, United States immi
grant inspector, El Paso, Tex., and re
questing a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. McCARi ,AN. Mr. President, this 
is a private bill for the relief of a United 
States immigration inspector of El Paso, 
Tex., who lost his personal effects, and 
Mexican pesos to the value of 500 Ameri
can dollars, when the automobile in 
which he was traveling to his post of duty 
in Mexico was totally destroyed by fire. 

The total amount of the bill as orig
inally passed by the House was $725.50. 
The Senate reduced the amount to $225. 
The reduction represented the $500 in 
Mexican currency stated by the claimant 
to have been in a suitcase which burned 
up when the car burned. It was the 
opinion of the Senate committee, in 
which the Senate apparently concurred, 
that in the absence of affidavits definite
ly establishing that the cash actually was 
in the suitcase which was destroyed, the 
bill should be amended to the reduced 
amount. Since the Senate's action on 
the bill, affidavits have been received· 
which do establish that this currency was 
in the suitcase and did burn. It ·is be
lieved, therefore, that a conference would 
simply result in the Senate receding from 
its am.endment. Accordingly, instead of 
asking that the Senate agree to the con
ference asked by the House, I now move 
that the Senate recede from its amend
.ment to the bill. 

Mr. WHERRY. What is the amount 
of money involved? 

Mr. McCARRAN. The amount is 
$725.50. 

Mr. WHERRY. What is the rescis
sion? 

Mr. McCARRAN. We recede from the 
amendment reducing the amount $500. 

Mr. WHERRY. Which brings the 
amount up to $725.50? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Yes. 
Mr. WHERRY. There is no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-

tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

The motibn was agreed to. 
SUSP~NSION , OF DEPORTATION OF 

· .CERTAIN ALIENS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the CQncurrent reso
lution <S. Con. Res. 91) favoring the sus
pension of deportation of certain aliens, 
which were, on page 2, strike out line 1, 
and on page 22, after line 4, insert: 

, Bakker, John or John Cornelius 
Bakker or John C. Bakker or -John Baker or 
Jan Bakker. 

, Contis, Eleni Constantine nee 
Paschalis. 

, Friedmann, Ernest. 
, Friedmann, Alzbeta nee Gottes

mann. 
, Kuo, Ching Tsiu or Kuo Gin 

Chiu or Helena Gin Chiu Kuo. 
, Linguista, Antonio Luigi. 
, Lutschewitz, Anna Marie Eliza

beth nee Elfner. 
- , Rinde, Oistein. 

 Tsolainos, Mariongouls T. nee 
Coumarianos or Mariongoula Vardakas. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the 
House has amended Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 01. This is a resolution 
dealing with the suspension of deporta
tion of certain aliens. One House 
amendment strikes out the name of one 
alien, in a case which has been with
drawn by the Attorney General, and the 
.House has added the names of nine ad
ditional aliens. These names have been 
checked, and the individuals named ap
pear to be properly eligible for this 
relief. · 

Accordingly, I move that the Senate 
concur in the House amendments to Sen
ate Concurrent Resolution 91. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I do 
not quite understand how it is that one 
name has been stricken from the reso
lution and nine have been added. 

Mr. McCARRAN. The House has a 
right to strike •out names and to add 
others, and when they add others those 
names come back to the Senate commit
tee for screening. 

Mr. WHER~Y. That has been done, 
and the Senator is satisfied with the 
screening? . 

Mr. McCARRAN. Yes . . 
Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-

tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Nevada. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN ALIENS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 
the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the con
current resolution <S. Con. Res. 95) fa
voring the suspension of deportation of 
certain aliens, which were on page 25, 
strike out line 5, and on page 32, after 
line 20, to insert: 

, Bortolotto, Paoli. 
, .Calovich, Mary or Mara Abram 

alias · Mary Car. 
, Didner, Samuel. 
, Edquid, Arturo M. or Arturo 

Maatubank Edquid. 
, Livanos, Arietta Stavros nee 

Zaflrakis. 
, Mondillo, Giovanni Battista 

alias Giuseppe Battista Mondilla or Gio 
Batta Mondillo. 

, Tonseth, Johanna Katharina · 
Flood. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the 
House has amended Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 95. The amendments strike 
out the name of an alien in a case which 
has been withdrawn by the Attorney 
General, and adds the names of seven 
additional aliens. 

It is recommended by the committee 
staff and by the committee that the Sen
ate concur in the House amendments. 
We have screened these additional aliens, 
and concur in the House amendments. 

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx
xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx
xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx
xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx
xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxx

xxxx



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORI)-SENATE 10771 
I therefore move that the Senate con-

cur in the House amendments. . 
Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on agreeing to the motion of the Sena
tor from Nevada. 
~he motion was agreed to. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1951 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 7786) making appro
priations for the support of the Govern
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1951, and for other purposes. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to have the attention of the 
Senator from Arizona. The appropria
tion bill which is now before the Senate, 
in the items dealing with the Bureau of 
Reclamation, has abandoned the form 
Y:hich was used in prior years, so that 
individual projects are not mentioned. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That change was made 
at the suggestion of the House of Repre
sentatives. What appear in the bill now 
are lump sums. In order to obtain a 
break-down of the lump sum, one must 
examine the House committee report 

·and the Senate committee report. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. I should like to 

have the attention of the minority lead
er, also, please. 

Last year when we passed the Interior 
Department appropriation bill, it con
tained two legislative limitations upon 
the expenditure of funds which were ap
propriated for the Missouri River Basin. 
The first of these was one upon which the 
junior Senator from Nebraska and the 
present speaker agreed with respect to 
the Glendo unit. That amendment 
reads as follows, being a provision of the 
existing appropriation bill for the fiscal 
year 1950: 

Pr ovided further, T.ha ;; in order to promote 
agreement among the St ates of Nebraska, 
Wyoming, and . Colorado and to avoid any 
possible alteration of existing vested water 
rights, no part of this or of any prior appro
priation shall be used for construction or for 
further commitment for construction of the 
Glendo unit or any feature thereof, until a 
definit e plan report thereon has been com
pleted, reviewed by the States of Nebraska, 
Wyomi:ng, and Colorado and approved by 
Congress: Provided further, That no part of 
this or prior appropriations shall be used for 
construction, nor for further commitments 
to construction of Moorhead Dam and Reser
voir, Montana, or any feature thereof until a 
definite plan report thereon has been com
pleted, reviewed by the .States of Wyoming 
and Montana, and approved by the Congress: 

Mr. President, the purpose of the two 
amendments was to provide that since 
the streams involved are interstate 
streams, there should be, in the ·spirit of 
the existing law, complete agreement be- · 
tween the Bureau of 'Reclamation, rep
resenting the Federal Government, and 
the States affected, before any expendi
ture should be made for either of these 
units. 

The definite plan report and the re
view and the approval required of Con
gress have not been had in either case. 
Nevertheless, a reading of these two 
amendments will show that they refer 
only to limitations on the appropria
tions carried in the appropriation bill for 
1950 and prior appropriations. In order 
to mal):e a proper legislative enactment, 

there should now be an amendment to 
this bill providing that no part of this 
appropriation shall be expended for 
either purpose. But inasmuch as last 
year's bill required the preparation of a 
definite plan and report, to be submitted 
to the States and to be approved by Con
gress, it will not be necessary. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I was about to suggest 
that, since ·the Senators from Nebraska, 
Wyoming, and Colorado were in perfect 
accord last year, nothing should be done 
until the authorities in their several 
States have had an opportunity to ex
amine and agree to these matters. Ob
viously the Bureau of Reclamation 
should spend nd money for the units re
ferred to by the Senator from Wyoming, 
until the States have satisfied them
selves. I do not think it is necessary to 
incorporate such a provision in the bill, 
because the understanding is perfectly 
clear. rt was expressed here on the floor 
that it should be binding on the Recla
mation Service. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I am satisfied 
that by the legislative recognition of this 
situation, and in view of the legislative 
history of the matter, the Bureau of 
Reclamation will recognize what we are 
doing, just as the Bureau has always re
garded a .statement in a report as being a 
directive to be fallowed. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Obviously, if the 
directive of last year could not be com
pliej with within the time available, 
and the States have not had an oppor
tunity to examine into this matter, 
nothing should be done, on the face of it, 
until an understanding is arrived at. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. J;resident, will 
the S2nator yield'? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Wyoming yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY .. I yield. 
. Mr. WHERRY. I think we appreciate 

the action of the Senator from Wyo
ming in calling attention . to this provi
sion. It apparently is not in the bill. I 
deeply appreciate the remarks of the 
chairmap, with whom I am in entire 
agreement. I am also in agreement with 
the distinguished Senator fro~ Wyo
ming. !'hope there will be no objection, 
since it was done last year. Personally, 
if there is no objection, I should like to 
·see this language included in the bill. 
My reason for it is that there has been a 
great deal of question as to whether a 
committee report governs in such cases. 
That question has been raised on the 
Senate ft.oar and discussed at length in 
the consideration of the Interior Depart
ment appropriation bill. I appreciate 
the legislative history which is being 
made now, upon which there is absolute
ly complete accord. In view of the fact 
that --an the States went to such length 
and a compromise was . reached, on 
which they are in total agreement, even 
though it be legislation on an appropria
tion bill, since it was included in an ap
propriation ·bill once, I wonder whether 
the distinguished Senator from Wyo-

. ming will prepare the amendment and 
offer· it for insertion in the bill. That is 
the least we can do. If it is thrown out 
on a point of order, we can do nothing 
about that, but· at least I should prefer 
to have it in the bill. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
personally believe that is the proper way 
of accomplishing what is desired. I be
lieve the most expeditious way of hand
ling it then is for me to ask unanimous 
consent, inasmuch as this is a legislative 
matter, that a legislative amendment 
may be added to this bill, providing that 
no P,art of the current appropriation may 
b~ expended for the purposes set forth, 
with respect to the Glendo unit and the 
Moorhead unit in the appropriation bill 
for 1950. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, what 
the Senator is now proposing is that we 
repeat the text of last year's bill, is it 
not? 

IY.Ir. O'MAHONEY. Exactly. 
Mr. WHERRY. Then if any Senator 

wants to object to it or to debate it, 
he will have a perfect right to do so. 
But certainly I shall not object to such 
a unanimous-consent proposal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Sen~ 
ator from Wyoming proposing to make 
it a part of the bill? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

will state his request. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. My request is for 

unanimous consent to insert in this bill 
the complete text of the two amend
ments which were approved by the Con
gress last year with respect to the Glendo 
unit and the Moorhead unit in the 
Missouri River appropriation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob:. 
jection to the Senator's offering such an 
amendment, which is ari amendment to 
perfect the bill? The Chair hears none. 
Will the Senator send his amendment to 
the desk to be stated? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY . . Mr. President, the 
amendment which I propose will be 
found marked on pages 2t and 22 of the 
appropriation bill for 1950. I ask that 
these two amendments be now stated. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object, is the ~mendment 
in the exact form of the amendment 
which was inserted in the bill last year? 

.Mr. O'MAHONEY. They will be 
stated by the clerk precisely as they 
appear in the present law. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will state the amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the proper 
place in the bill, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That in order to promote 
agreement among the States of Nebraska, 
Wyoming, and Colorado, and to avoid any 
possible alteration of existing _vested water 
rights, no part of this or of any prior ap
propriation shall be used for construction 
or for further commitment for construction 
of the Glendo unit, or any feature thereof, 
until ·a definite plan report thereon has been 
completed, reviewed by the States of Ne
braska, Wyoming, and Colorado, and ap
proved by Congress: Provided further, That 
no part of this or prior appropriations shall 
be used for construction, nor for further 
commitments to construction; of Moorhead 
Dam and Reservoir, Mont., or any feature 
thereof, until a definite plan report thereon 
has been completed, reviewed by the States 
of Wyoming and Montana, and approved by 
the Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, on 
page 152 of the report which was sub
mitted by the Appropriations Commit
tee on the Interior Department appro
priation bill, there is a proviso, to which 
my colleague, the junior Senator from 
Wyoming, and I have both agreed, which 
reads as follows: 

KEYHOLE DAM, WYO. 
The 1951 estimate for this project appears 

Under phase A in the amount of $3,179,000, 
which has been allowed by the committee. 
However, representations h ave been made to 
the committee that the water supply on the 
Belle Fourche River is such that under the 
Wyoming-South Dakota compact of Febru
ary 18, 1943, it may be d ifficult to fill this 
proposed reservoir. Under the terms of the 
compact between the two States, there is no 
limitation upon the number of small reser
voirs which may be built in Wyoming. It is 
the opinion of the committee that a com
prehensive study of the future water supply 
should be made before construction is un
dertaken. 

Mr. President, this matter has been 
the subject of a great deal of considera
tion by the water authorities of the 
State of Wyoming. I have in my hand 
a letter from the State engineer, Mr. L. C. 
Bishop, together with a photostatic copy 
of a letter which he received from Dis
trict Engineer Francis M. Bell, of the 
Geological Survey of the Department of 
the Interior, with respect to this matter. 
There is no question that under the com
pact between the two States, Wyoming 
has the right to build these small reser
voirs. What the e:ff ect may be upon the 
water supply, I do not pretend to know. 
Some residents of the State say that 
there will not be sufficient water. But 
the State engineer of Wyoming writes 
me, in this letter, .as follows: 

The enclosed copy of a letter received re
cently from Mr. Francis M. Bell, district en
gineer, United States Geological Survey, Den
ver, Colo., is self-explanatory. This infor
mation from Mr. Bell was at the request of 
Mr. James Munro, of Sheridan, who repre
sents some of the landowners above Keyhole 
dam site, and who insists that there will be 
no water for the reservoir because under the 
Belle ·Fourche River compact, all of it will 
be held back in stock reservoirs. I do not 
agree with Mr. Munro on this. 

I ask unanimous consent that the en
tire text of the State engineer's letter 
may be printed as a part of my remarks. 
I read it, because I want to emphasize 
the .essential nature of the recommenda
tion made in the committee's report, that 
the Bureau of Reclamation undertake a 
close scrutiny of this water supply be
fore any construction is initiated. 

There being no objection, the letter, 
with its enclosure, was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATE OF WYOMING, 
STATE ENGINEER'S OFFICE, 

Cheyenne, July 5, 1950. 
Hon. JOSEPH C. O'MAHONEY, 

Senator from Wyoming, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR JoE: This will acknowledge receipt 

of your letter of July 1 with reference to the 
water supply for the Keyhole Reservoir. 

It is my own opinion based on a review 
of the report of the United States Bureau of 
Reclamation, the records of the United Statea 

Geological Survey and my own knowledge of 
the water shed above Keyhole Dam site that 
the average fl.ow above the dam will average 
between 20,000 and 26,000 acre-feet per year. 

The enclosed C()py of a let ter received re
cently from Mr. Francis M. Bell, district engi
neer, United States Geological Survey, Den
ver, Colo., is self-explanatory. This infor
mation from Mr. Bell was at the request of 
Mr. James Munro, of Sheridan, who repre
sents some of the landowners above Keyhole 
Dam sit e, and who insists that there will be 
no water for the reservoir because under the 
Belle Fourche River compact, au of it will be 
held back in stock reservoirs. I do not agree 
with Mr. Munro on this. 

The Bureau of Reclamation estimates the 
192947 average runoff of the Belle Fourche 
River above Keyhole Dam at 28,500 acre-feet 
with a maximum of 243,000 acre-feet in 1929, 
and a minimum of 3,100 acre-feet in 1934. 

In a stream with such large variation in its 
runoff, a large capacity reservoir is necessary 
as yoµ know to hold over irrigation water for 
the short years and control the floods if and 
when they come. 

Since you have a copy of the definite plan 
report of the' Keyhole unit, Cheyenne divi
sion, South Dakota, Missouri River Basin 
project, I will conclude by saying that our 
office is in general agreement with this re.
port although we do believe that the height 
of the water level of the dam could well be 
reduced 10 feet, and thus save a million dol
lars or more in the cost of construction. 
This we agree will impair the fl.9od-co~trol 
value to a great extent, and also reduce the 
carry-aver capacity, which, according t o past 
records, will be needed. We urged this at 
the hearing in Moorcroft, but t·he Bureau 
officials did not see fit to make this change. 

As you know in allowing the permit, we 
required an outlet to be constructed at the 
bottom of the pool and a compromise was 
later made with the Bureau officials whereby 
a 24-inch outlet may be placed at elevation 
4,034 or 14 feet above the bottom of the pool, 
and about 1,000 acre-feet of water held as 
dead storage. The original plan proposed a 
dead storage of about 10,000 acre-feet. 

Yours very truly, 
L. C. BISHOP, 

State Engineer. 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, · 
Denver, Colo., June 5, 1950. 

Mr. L. c. BISHOP, 
State Engineer, Cheyenne, Wyo. 

DEAR MR .. BISHOP: I am sending to Mr. Eis
enh uth at Sheridan a copy of your letter of 
May 31 relative to average flow ot7 the Belle 
Fourche River and by copy of thi!J letter am 
suggesting that he obtain a series of compar
ative measurements at the Moorcroft gage 
and at the Keyhole Dam site. Since the 
Moorcrqft gage is located at the upper end 
of the proposed reservoir, it is my personal 
opinion that measurements will show no de
cided increase in fl.ow between the gage and 
the dam site unl~s there are some spring-fed 
streams in the intervening area. Apparently 
the acditional area involved is less than 200 
square miles. 

Unfortunately, the Moorcroft record itself 
ls too short to permit any accurate determi
nation of average annual disc:Qarge. The 
Moorcroft record is in two periods, t~e first 
of which is broken. During the second pe
riod the gage was at a different location. 
The longest record in that Pl:lrt of Wyoming 
is on the Powder River at Arvada, and al
though that is a much larger stream it seems 
reasonable to assume that over a period of 
time both streams would behave in a similar 
manner. On this assumption, average dis
charge may be computed for each period of 
record ~or Moorcroft and for the, two periods 

considered as one. The calculations a.re as 
follows: 

FIBST PERIOD 
Average discharge Moorcroft, 1924- 32 

equals 79 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1924-32 equals 

534 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1916-49 equals 

426 cubic feet per second. 
Computed Moorcroft, 1916- 49 equals 63 

cubic feet per second equals 45,500 Af. (ap
proximate) . 

SECOND PERIOD 
Average discharge Moorcroft, 1944·-49 

equals 25.5 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1944-49 equals 

330 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1916-49 equals 

426 cubic feet per second. 
Computed Moorcroft, 1916-49 equals 33 

cubic feet per second equals 23 ,900 Af. (ap
proximate). 

_ BOTH PERIODS 
Ave..-age discharge Moorcroft, 1924-32, 

:944-49 equals 56 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1924-32, 1944-

49 equals 447 cubic feet per second. 
Average discharge Arvada, 1916-49 equals 

~2~ cubic feet per second. 
Computed Moorcroft, 1916-49 equals 53 

cubic feet per second equals 39,400 Af. (ap
proximate) . 

The wide ·range in tllese values indicates 
that the original assumption is not entirely 
correct. However, it seems reasonable to 
assume that the longer the period of com
parison the more accurate would be the re
sult. On this basis the average Moorcroft 
discharge would be 39,400 acre-feet. It 
should be pointed out, however, that in
cluded in this figure are 2 years of extremely 
high run-off. If those 2 years were not con
sidered, the figure would be reduced to 22,200 
acre-feet which closely approximates the fig
ure obtained by using only the last 6 years 
of record. Thus, it would appear that the 
true average annual discharge is somewhere 
between 22,000 and 39,000 acre-feet. 

In view of the influence on the average 
discharge of the extremely higil run-off years 
of 1924 and 1929, another comparative study 
may be made using median discharge rather 
than mean. On this basis it may be deter
mined that the median discharge (likely 
to occur 50 percent of the time) is about 
21,500 acre-feet. Since this method is sta
tistically incorrect this figure cannot be giv
en full weight despite the fact that personal 
judgment indicates it may not be too far out 
of line. 

Because of the short, broken record at 
Moorcroft a detailed analysis of precipita
tion-run-off relations would be required to 
obtain an idea of the correct annual dis
charge at the Keyhole dam site or at Moor
croft. Superficial studies of available stream. 
flow records as shown above indicate that in 
an ordinary period of years run-off would 
average about 22,000 acre-feet. However, the 
occasional occurrence of an extraordinary 
wet year such as 1924 would greatly increase 
the average. 

Information contained herein should be 
considered as preliminary and provisional. 
The results of comparative measurements 
may throw additional light on the subject. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANCIS M. BELL, 

Distri.ct Engineer. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, as 
the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
distinguished Senator from Arizona, will 
recall, on pages 837 to 841 of the Senate 
hearings on the measure a justification 
was presented by the Bureau of Recla
mation for the proposed development of 
a cooperative farm upon the Riverton 
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project. Included in the testimony is 
a letter from President Humphrey, of the 
University of Wyoming. The letter sets 
forth the interest of the university in the 
establishment of a development farm on 
the Riverton project under a coop2rative 
agreement with the Bureau of Reclama
tion, Soil Conservation Service, the Bu
reau of Plant Industry, Soils, and Agri
cultural Engineering, and the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics of the Depart
ment of Agriculture. 

I did not seek to offer any amendment, 
and I do not now, because the Reclama
tion Omnibus Adjustment Act, section 40, 
provides as follows: 

Provided, That in connection with the set
tlement and development of each of these 
projects the Secretary · of the Interior is au
thorized in his discretion to enter into agree
ments with the prpper authorities of the 
State or States wherein said projects or divi
sions are located, whereby such State or 
States shall cooperate with the United States 
in pro~oting the settlement of the projects 
or .divisions after completion and in the 
securing and selecting of settlers. 

So I think the legislative authority is 
quite sufficient for such a cooperative 
agreement if the State authorities and 
the Bureau of Reclamation see fit to 
carry it out. It is an agreement which 
I heartily recommend. The Riverton 
project is one of the most productive 
and one of the oldest under the reclama
tion law, and it would be very helpful 
in encouraging settlement if such a co
operative farm should be established. 

Mr. President, I should like to say th3.t 
I felt it would be very desirable if this 
farm should include a soil-testing sta-· 
tion, but that is a matter to be worked 
out. 

Does the Senator from Arizona agree 
with the statement which· I have made? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am quite sure that 
the Senator's quotation from the law is 
correct. There was no budget estimate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will state the next committee 
amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 250, 
line 5, to strike out "$7,000,000" and to 
insert "$7,400,000." 
STATE DE'PARTMENT EMPLOYEE LOYALTY 

INVESTIGATION 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, yesterday 
the Senate was treated to the spectacle 
of a blistering demonstration in a seem
ingly desperate effort to prove that a 
fraud and a hoax have been committed 
by one of its own Members. 

The effect of that demonstration will 
be determined in part by public reaction 
to the majority report of the Foreign 
Relations Committee's subcommittee in
vestigating disloyalty in the State De
partment, when compared to the indi
vidual views of the ·junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], who has 
been a minority member of the subcom
mittee. It will be determined also by 
public reaction to any political motiva
tion behind the demonstration. 

Charges of a fraud and a hoax, with 
or without provocation, whether sub
stantiated or unsubstantiated, should not 
be allowed to serve as camouflage for 
dereliction in duty or failure in perform-

ance on the part of those pref erring the -
charges. 

Errors in commission by some should 
not blind us to errors in omission by 
others. 

The Senate Committee on Foreign Re
lations had been given the task of con
ducting a full and complete study and 
investigation as to whether persons who 
are disloyal to the United States are or 
have been employed by the Department 
of State. 

Its duties and functions were not to 
be limited or confined to an ·investiga
tion of the charges by the junior Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY]. 

To the contrary, if there was one func
tion not specifically assigned to the com
mittee, it was an investigation of the 
junior Senator from Wisconsin ·[Mr. Mc
CARTHY] himself. 

In fact, investigation of the McCarthy 
charges was purposely omitted from the 
text of Senate Resolution 231 as a result 
of debate in the Senate last February 21. 

That resolution as originally offered 
was as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and di
rected to conduct a full and complete study 
and investigation as to whether persons who 
are disloyal to the United States are employed 
by the Department of State as charged by the 
Senator from Wisconsin lMr. McCARTHY]. 
The committee shall report to the Senate at 
the earliest practicable date the results of its 
investigation, together with such recom
mendations as it may deem desirable. 

At that time I objected to the inclusion 
of the words "as charged by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY]", and, 
speaking on the subject before the Sen
ate', I spoke, in part, as follows; and my 
remarks can be found on pages 2063 and 
2064 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I do not like to see this particular investi
gation limited to the charges made by one 
particular individual. • * * If we are 
going into this matter, it seems to me that 
we very definitely should not limit the in
vestigation to those charges. If there are 
conditions in the State Department which 
ought to be investigated, they certainly ought 
to be investigated in full, and the investiga
tion Ehould not be limited in any respect. 

I wish to say that I intend at the proper 
time to move to amend the resolution offered 
by the distinguished Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LUCAS] by deleting the words "as 
charged by the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. 
McCARTHY]." That would give us a clear in
vestigation of the type which it seems to me 
should be undertaken if an inve'3tigation at 
all is to be conducted. 

After some debate on the question, the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAsJ made 
the following statement, which appears 
at page 2066 of the RECORD: 

I have conferred with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CONNALLY], the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions, and with other Members of the Senate. 
We believe that the amendment which was 
suggested by the able Senator from New York 
(Mr. IvEs] is in keeping with the best inter- · 
ests of what we believe to be a thorough and 
fair investigation. I should like to modify 
my resolution by striking out • • • the 
words • • • "as charged by the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. McCARTHY]," 

Subsequently, these words were strick
en from the resolution, and the resolu
tion in its final form was adopted on 
February 22, 1950. 

Not until yesterday, however, was the 
cat let out of the bag when the majority 
leader stated that the Democratic pol
icy committee drafted the resolution for 
this investigation. 

So there may be some who feel that if 
a fraud and a hoax have been perpe
trated on the Senate of the United States 
a!,ld the American people, such perpe
tration is evident in the apparently de
liberate action of the subcommittee in 
disregarding the will of the Senate, as 
expressed in the debate on February 21, 
and in Senate Resolution 231, as finally 
adopted by the Senate. 

The tone of the report and yester
day's presentation by the chairman of 
the subcommittee [Mr. TYDINGS] show 
beyond question that the subcommittee's 
investigation has been aimed primarily 
and exclusively at the Senator from Wis- · 
consin [Mr. McCARTHY]. 

The individual views of the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] and yesterday's statement be
fore the Senate by the senior Senator · 
from Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER] offer 
compelling evidence that the subcom
mittee has not performed the function 
assigned by the Senate to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

With this task, therefore, wholly un
completed and with no evident effort or 
even desire· to complete it on the part of 
the majority responsible for it, this im
portant work should now be assigned to 
a body qualified to finish the undertak
ing as originally directed by the Senate. 

For this reason I strongly support and 
urge favorable action on the proposal of 
the junior Senator froJn Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE], or on any other appro
priate proposal-, by which the job can be 
properly concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire 
to express my appreciation to the Sena
tor from New York [Mr: IvEsJ for having 
so completely and indisputably cleared 
the record. Our subcommittee was spe
cifically directed by the Senate not to 
make its work an investigation of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. McCAR
THY]. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Did I understand 

· the Senator from Massachusetts to say 
that the subcommittee was instructed 
not to investigate the charges of the 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LODGE. In effect, yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. How does the Sen

ator come to that conclusion? 
Mr. LODGE. I came to that conclu

sion by listening to the record just read 
by the Senator from New York, which 
showed that the Senate voted to strike 

· out the language of the original resolu
tion which provided that the committee 
should investigate the charges of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does not the Sen
ator from Massachusetts realize that 
the Senator from N:ew York was trying 
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to broaden the scope of the investiga
tion and not to eliminate the charges of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? It was 
clearly stated by .him that he wanted 
those charges investigated. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Now the Senator 

from Massachusetts says the committee 
was not to investigate those charges. 

Mr. LODGE. Not to concentrate and 
focus on them. 

Mr. ANDERSON. How much should 
the committee have done? 

Mr. LODGE. I think they should 
have gone to the whole question of for
eign penetration, I will say to my good 
friend from New Mexico, and the com
mittee definitely did not do that. To 
create the impression before the coun
try that we have considered the whole 
question of foreign penetration, to use 
a not very kind expression-but it is 
true nevertheless-would be an attempt 
to bulldoze the country. · 
. Yesterday reference was maC::e a num

ber of times to what I thought about 
various phases of the investigation. As 
a matter of fact, I think every single 
reference was inaccurate and was based 
on partial quotations or quotations taken 
out of context. Therefore today I plan 
to set the RECORD straight about myself. 
I shall do so in four or five different 
parts, and I shall not yield while I am 
discussing a particular point. When I 
get through with the discussion of a 
particular point I shall be very glad to 
yield for questions. It is understandable 
that Senators should want to quote each 
other but I think that when a Senator 
is in good health, and is here and not in 
Siberia, or some other place, it is better 
to let him speak for himself. 

The Senate heard statements made· 
about my vote in the subcommittee in 
relation to the case of Mr. Philip Jessup. 
As I recall, we were asked to vote on 
whether or not the investigation had 
cleared him, or words to that effect. Let 
me say that I am very glad to take the 
word of General Eisenhower for the fact 
that Mr. Jessup is a splendid American. 
I would be very much surprised if an in
vestigation into Mr. Jessup were to reveal 
that he was not a splendid American. 
However, though I may be wrong about 
it, when the motion was made in the 
subcommittee I had the feeling that it 
was similar in effect to the question 
which a lawyer may sometimes ask a 
man as to when he had stopped beating 
his wife. I thought it was an attempt 
to be very clever about it, if Senators 
know what I mean, instead of being 
frank about it and playing it straight 
across the board on the merits. I will 
say that if Mr. Jessup had been investi
gated I would not have hesitated to vote 
my conviction on what the investigation 
showed. It is certainly contrary to the 
facts, and not at all helpful to Mr. 
Jessup, to pretend that an investigation 
has been held when in fact no investiga
tion has been held. There were only two 
individual cases which the committee in
vestigated. One was the case of John . 
Service, and the other of Owen Latti
more. The Owen Lattimore investiga
tion was, as I shall show in a minute~ 
most incomplete. However, an attempt 
was made to investigate him. 

The Senate was not told yesterday 
what happened after the vote was taken 
on Mr. Jessup. It seems to me it is al
ways much better when trying to give the 
story of what went on in one of the sub
committee meetings to give the whole 
story and let the Senate judge for itself. 
instead of trying to censor the account 
which the Senate gets. After the vote 
on Mr. Jessup was taken, which was a 
vote of three voting in favor of Mr. 
Jessup and two members of the commit
tee voting "present," I moved that the 
-committee report a resolution establish
ing a bipartisan commission to clear up 
this whole question once and for all. I 
still think the country demands some
thing of that sort. The motion was de
feated, with only two members voting in 
favor of it. So much for the last meet
ing of the subcommittee. 

Reference has been made to my posi
tion with regard to Owen Lattimore. It 
has been stated that I cleared him. I 
would prefer to have the word"'cleared" 
set off in quotation marks, because it 
pops up all the time. I say to the Sen
ate very frankly that sufficient evidence 
was not developed with regard to Mr. 
Lattimore to enable me to clear him or 
not to clear him . . The most I could say, 
as I said in my individual views-and it 
is all there for Senators to read-was 
that the evidence which had been de
veloped ,did not sustain the charge that 
he was the "top architect of American 
foreign policy in the Far East," or that 
he was the "chief Communist agent in 
the United States." The most pertinent 
questions about Mr. Lattimore were 
never asked. They were questions which 
would have to be asked in executive ses
sion and we were never given a chance 
to have an executive session in which .to 
ask those questions, although I tried 
many times to get those questions asked. 
The pertinent questions related to 
whether or not Mr. Lattimore influenced 
American foreign policy. It is per
fectly clear of course that he never held 
a major office in the State Department. 
That was not the point. The point was 
whether the unofficial influence which 
he may have had on the policy makers 
in the State Department was extensive. 
and if he did have that influence.whether 
his influence was good or bad. That was 
an extremely pertinent matter. 

I should like to read a few of the ques
tions which I thought should have been 
asked with regard to this subject. Here 
are questions in the Lattimore case, 
which were not covered. 

I refer to my individual views: 
There is no authoritative and detailed 

presentation in the record from the State 
Department setting forth precise evidence, 
dates, etc., concerning Mr. Lattimore's re
lationship in the State Department. The 
persons mentioned by Mr. Budenz as having 
had relations with Mr. Lattimore have not 
been examined. There were some 16 in 
number. 

Those who headed the China desk in the 
State Department have not been questioned 
to determine whether Mr. Lattimore gave 
advice on United States policy on China, 
and whether his advice was followed. 

The United States Ambassadors to China 
who held that office during Mr. Lattimore's 
period of activity have not been questioned 
along the same line. 

One can very well see that those are 
pertinent questions. They are questions 
which could not be gone into in public. 

The subcommittee has not discovered 
whether any new information has come into 
the possession of the Department of Justice 
respecting Mr. Lattimore since March 24, 
1950, when the members of the subcommit
tee were allowed to see a summary of Mr. 
Lattimore's fl.le. 

On April 25, Mr. Budenz stated that he 
would furnish the subcommittee with names 
of Communists whom he knew to be in the 
State Department. That list has not come 
to the subcommittee. 

Investigation has not been made of all 
those whom Mr. Lattimore is supposed to 
have brought into the Institute of Pacific 
Relations. 

It seems to me that those are all legiti
mate questions which a trained commis
sion would go into, and which anyone 
would desire to go into who wanted to 
reach a dependable conclusion about this 
case. 

This went to the very heart of the 
whole Lattimore question and it is a pity 
from the standpoint of Lattimore and 
from the standpoint of the State De
partment and from the standpoint of the 
public that we were never allowed to go 
into that question. My position there
fore is a very simple one. It is that the 
record which we made does not sustain · 
the charge against Lattimore and that 
the record which we made is most in
adequate and fragmentary. No good 
purpose is served by trying to twist that 
statement into an-endorsement or into 
a clearing. As I said in my report, my 
conclusions regarding Lattimore were 
inescapably tentative, and I do not see 
how, with the very inadequate record 
which was made, it could be otherwise. 

Now I come to the matter of the 81 
files. Senators heard it said yesterday 
that I said, after reading 12 of the 81 
files, that because I was not a lawyer I 
was unable to appratse the files. I have 
great regard for lawyers, but I think a 
person with newspaper training is just 
as much qualified to read these files and 
reach conclusions on them, if anyone can 
reach conclusions on them, as a laWYer 

.would be. 
The statement that I said that is ut

terly inaccurate. My statement of views 
in this matter is contained in full in 
my minority views, and neither there 
nor anywhere else have I said I could 
not reach a conclusion on the files be
cause I was not a lawyer. I was unable 
to re~ch conclusions on the files for per
fectly obvious, simple, nontechnical rea
sons. I was unable to reach conclusions 
on the files because the leads were not 
followed up, the evidence was not de
veloped. 

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

Mr. LODGE. As soon as I finish this 
part about the files, I shall yield. 

I repeat, I was unable to reach con
clusions on the files because the leads 
were not followed up, the evidence was 
not developed, the credibility of the wit
nesses was not demonstrated, and all 
sorts of extremely damaging allegations 
about the subject of the files were neither 
proved nor disproved. That is not a 
question of being a lawyer or not being 
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a lawyer; it is simply a question of com_
mon sense. 

Now, Mr. President, let me give three 
examples of the files I read. I will say 
to the Senate that we were not allowed 
to take any notes out of the White 
House, but when I got back to my office 
after being at the White House, I would 
dictate memoranda to a dictaphone, 
from memory, and I believe the account 
I am now giving is substantially accu
rate. But, of course, not being able to 
take a note out of the White House, one 
cannot be absolutely sure about any de
tail being accurate. 

Example No. 1 was an employee whose 
loyalty was vouched· for by two persons 
whom I happen to know personally and 
in whom I have confidence. In fact, 
they are two members of the press. On 
the other hand, the file contained the 
following unfavorable allegation against 
him: First, that a Communist who was 
well known to the FBI stated that the 
s:ibject was a Communist; second, _ that 
anpther man who had worked in a well
known newspaper office in a big city in 
the east, stated that the subject was a 
Communist; and, third, that the sulJject 
was a member of an organization the -
officers of which were Communist. My 
natural personal inclinations were to 
abide by the judgment of the two men 
who vouched for this individual. On 
the other hand, one could not possibly 
ignore the unfavorable allegations. Yet 
there was nothing in the file which had 
any material bearing on the three cate
gorical charges of communism. As far 
as the information in the file was con
cerned, the investigation apparently 
er::_ded right there. 

To say that I was in the position of a 
juryman and · that my only job was to 
decide on the basis of the file alone 
whether the man was guilty or innocent 
is utterly to miss the point. A Senator 
who is a member of an investigatingcom-
mittee is not in the position of a judge 
or juryman and, even. if he were, he 
would have to have all relevant points 
cleared up before he coul_d make up his 
mind. The handbook guiding the pro
cedure of loyalty boards makes it clear 
that the loyalty boards are not required 
to make any findings of fact-those pro
ceedi!lgs are included in each person's 
file-or to obtain rebuttals or answers to 
allegations which may be made, but are 
simply required to announce their con
clusion, it being prescribed in directive 
IV, page 25, that the board "shall state 
merely the action taken." They do not 
have to say why. This does not make 
for a record which is illuminating to 
someone who has not seen any of the 
witnesses and who is limited in his 
knowledge of the facts to what he may 
find in the file. 

Example No. 1 also raises the question 
clearly to my mind, as to whether in this 
case the announced policy of resolving 
all doubts in favor of the Government 
have been followed, but Senators can see 
that in that example alone it is impos
sible, at least it is from my viewpoint, 
for a man who has not made up his mind 
already to look at that file and reach a 
conclusion. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield i 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield when I get 
to the end of the discussion of the 81 
files. I announced, before the Senator 
from Connecticut came into the Cham
ber, that my remarks would be very 
brief, and would be in three or four parts, 
and that at the end of each part, I would 
yield. 

Mr. McMAHON. Will the Senator in
dicate when he gets to the end of that 
part? 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be delighted to 
do so. I am giving three -examples taken 
fron:. the files I read to show how hard 
it is for someone .who approaches the 
matter with an open mind to reach a 
conclusion. 

Example No. 2: In this file a statement 
occurred that the subject married a girl 
in a foreign city and then took her to 
another foreign city and abandoned her. 
Upon reading this statement, I made 
mental note of it, expecting that as my 
reading of the file progressed the state
ment would be either confirmed or de
nied. I read the whole file and there was 
no further mention of it. It was just 
left hanging. If one is limited to read
ing the file alone, it is obviously impos
sible to reach a conclusion regarding the 
character of this man without knowing 
whether this allegation is true or false. 

Example No. 3: This case contained an 
allegation that the subject had asked a 
high-placed State Department official to 
put in a word with another high official 
in behalf of two former Communist em
ployees of tl;le State Department. I 
searched the whole file and found no 
confirmation or denial or explanation 
of this allegation. This file also con
tained an FBI statement "from a reliable 
informant" that the s:ibject had associ
ated with a very well-known Communist 
indeed. This was also neither denied 
nor explained. 

I think it is to be noted, speaking of 
these files, on which so much emphasis 
was put yesterday, much more than I 
would have put, that the Senator from 
Maryland, as appears on pages 10710 and 
10711 of the RECORD, makes it perfectly 
clear that neither he nor the Senator 
from Connecticut nor the Senator from 
Rhode Island read all the files them
selves. It is really not necessary, and 
hardly fitting, to point the finger at me 
when tpey themselves did not read them. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President-
Mr. LODGE. It is noteworthy that 

the majority in their report-and I ask 
Senators to look at the report-did not 
make a case by case description of each 
file together with their verdict on each 
file. There is simply the broad state
ment, tn effect, that "God's in His heaven 
and all's right with the world." I realize 
that we were forbidden by Presidential 
order from taking notes out of the White 
House, but we were furnished with a 
listing of the files and it is possible from 
memory to reconstruct one's opinion of 
each one and it would have added greatly 
to the completeness and the authorita
tive character of the majority report if 
each one of the 81 files had been com .. 
pletely described, without, of course, giv
ing the name, and an opinion expressed 
on each one. That would have been a 
thorough, conscientious, and authorita
. tive way of handling the question. As 

it is, there is just a broad", sweeping state
ment which in no way meets the objec
tions which I consider to be funda
mental. 

The question here is not that of being 
a lawyer, brilliant or otherwise. We did 
need technical help, but it was not help 
from a lawyer. It was heip from FBI 
personnel, who could have given real as
sistance in interpreting some of the no
tations which were in these files from 
the FBI. 

If any of my colleagues have never 
seen one of those files, I may suggest that 
they are extremely complicated, very 
voluminous, and the FBI notations ap
pear in a special format, a special style. 
As a matter of fact, on l'v,fay 10, 1950, I 
requested that an FBI man be detailed 
to be present all the time in order to re- · 
spond to questions as to what the signifi
cance was as to the different items that 
occurred in the files, and I was flatly 
turned down by Mr. Peyton Ford, the 
Assistant Attorney General. He flatly 
tu.med down that request. We were also 
denied any help from the subcommittee's 
professional staff or from our own staff. 

I have discussed the sta-te of these files 
confidentially with persons who have 
had long experience in the Government 
service, persons who are respected by 
everyone in this Chamber, persons 
whose experience has been very broad. 

- They had to discuss the matter on 
a confidential basis, but they con
firmed my view that the files were 
not sufficiently developed, were not 
sufficiently complete to enable a person 
to reach a conclusion based on the files 
alone. It seems to me that only a person 
whose mind was made up in advance 
could possibly reach a conclusion based 
on the files alone. · 

Mr. President, if the bipartisan 
trained commission which I advocate is 
created, it could investigate all persons 
making allegations, such . as are men
tioned in the files, and disprove or con
firm the allegations. This would mean 
an average of about 10 witnesses per 
case, which would mean a total of about 
800 persons to be examined. This is the 
thorough, conscientious, businesslike way 
to do this job. It will probably take a 
full-time commission of tra'ined men a 
good 6 months, but at least when it was 
done we would have definitive results. 

I now yield to the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. MCMAHON]. 

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator, of 
course, appreciates the fact that the re
ports of investigations which he found 
in the files he did consult-and, inci
dentally, for the Senator's information, 
the Senator from Connecticut has con
sulted every one of them--

Mr. LODGE. Every single file? 
Mr. McMAHON. Every single file. 
Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator 

from Connecticut ought to tell the Sena
tor from Maryland about that, because 
the Senator from Maryland did not 
know that. 

Mr. McMAHON. That i:;; all right. He 
can get it out of today's RECORD. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Mary
land said: 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mc
MAHON] and I think our colleague, the Sen
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], shared 
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the work a little, and took each other's word, 
when we got to a file, for cert~in parts of it. 

That is what the Senator from Mary
land said yesterday. When the Sena
tor tells us that, I believe him, of course. 

Mr. McMAHON. Of course, the Sen
ator appreciates the fact that when he is 
criticizing the extent of the investiga
tions, reports of which he found in the 
files, he is criticizing the work of the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation, which was 
charged with developing all the factual 
evidence after word was given to them to 
conduct a full field investigation. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not admit that, I 
will say to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. McMAHON. Very well. That 
speaks for itself. At any rate, the FBI 
got the order to make the investigation. 
They made it. And with respect to what 
they found, contrary to the statement 
which was given to the press and to the 
world, the files were complete, and their 
complete investigation was in the files. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 
Mr. McMAHON. The Federal Bureau 

of Investigation does not stop its inves
tigation of any person whom it is charged 
with investigating until it is satisfied 
that it has developed all of the facts 
capable of being developed. If they have 
not done their job and the Senator is 
criticizing it, he is welcome to do it, but 
I will disagree with him. 

Mr. LODGE. No; the Senator from 
Connecticut, I think, unwittingly is cre
ating a false impression. There were 
many files in which there was no full 
field investigation by the FBI whatever. 
Of course, a full field FBI investigation, 
as we have been told hundreds of times, 
is a summary of information they have 
obtained, and is not an evaluation. They 
never evaluate the information .. They 
never make a recommendation. So 
there can be no question as to whether 

1 one agrees or whether one disagrees with 
I the opinion of the FBI, because the FBI 
does not· express an opinion. That is 
one point I want to make. The second 
point is this--

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

Mr. LODGE. Let me complete my 
answer to the· Senator from Connecticut, 
and then I shall be glad to yield to the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The second point is this: The files con
tain rumors and reports from the FBI in 
addition, in some of the files, to the re
sults of field investigation5. There were 
admittedly rumors and reports. Now, 
of course, the FBI is not going to vouch 
for every single rumor and report. No 
investigative agency is going to do that. 
So, when I say that a rumor about.a man 
is neither proved or disproved in the file, 
that is no criticism of the FBI at all. 
That is no criticism of anybody. It 
simply means that that file is not suf
ficiently complete to enable one to reach 
a conclusion. That is all there is to that. 

I now yield to the Senator from Mis
souri. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts if it is not 
true that it was developed by the Fer
guson committee in connection ·with its 
investigation of the failure of the De
partment of Justice to investigate and 

prosecute the Kansas City vote fraud 
perpetrators, that there are several types 
of investigation conducted by the FBI. 
That there is a so-called full investiga
tion. There is a so-called limited in
vestigation. Then there is an investiga
tion in which the FBI is directed to as
certain certain facts only and then re
port ba:ck to the Department of Justice. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I understand that 
to be true. I should like to say, before 
I leave this subject and go on to my next 
point, that I would be very much sur
prised if Mr. J. Edgar Hoover would ever 
make a statement underwriting these 81 
files. I doubt very much if Mr. J. Edgar 
Hoover' would ever be prevailed upon to 
say that these files, in their present state, 
are sufficiently well developed and suf
ficiently complete to make it ·possible 
for somebody to read the files, and not · 
do anything else, and reach a conclusion. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. McMAHON. Of course, the sub

jects who were investigated by the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation were thor
oughly investigated, in the opinion of 
the Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. I know that is true, be
cause if he did not think all investiga
tive efforts had been made which would 
develop the facts the investigation would 
have been carried further . . 

I should like further to say to the Sen
ator from Massachusetts that, of course, 
he totally loses sight of the fact that in · 
many of the cases witnesses· were heard 
before the loyalty boards and looked in 
the eye. Of course, the Senator has 
made reference to the fact that in one 
of the cases witnesses whom .he knew 
personally, on whom he placed gr.eat 
reliance, made certain statements upon 
which he ·placed great reliance. I be
lieve the Senator said there were three 
witnesses, whom he did not know, who 
gave a different view. That is something 
which occurs in every courtroom in the 
land on every trial day, where there are 
more witnesses on one side than on the 
other. That is why findings of facts by 
trial courts are binding upon the appel
late court, because the facts have been 
determined after witnesses have been 
seen and heard. There may be one wit
ness or two witnesses, such as those who 
testified favorably to Phil Jessup; and 
then there may be hundreds of witnesses 
who may tell of rumors and bring in 
innuendoes against Phil Jessup abso
lutely contradicting the sta'tements of 
General Eisenhower and of General 
Marshall. Yet I will take the word of 
a Senator in this body on the other side 
of the aisle, the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG], who - referred to 
'Jessup and. his magnificent perform
ance in combating Vishinsky and Mol
otov before the Foreign Relations Com
mittee. That is in the record of the 
Foreign Relations Committee~ That iS 
the kind of American Phil Jessup is. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have 
the floor, and I shall be glad to answer 
the questions of the Senator from Con
necticut, but I do not like him to make 
three assertions and then not allow me 
in · my own time to reply to the asser
tions. l'hat is a little unreasonable. I 

think the Senator was not here when I 
spoke about Mr. Jessup, so I will repeat 
what I said; which is that I am delighted 
to take, and do take, the word of General 
Eisenhower and of General Mar~hall 
that Mr. Jessup is a fine, loyal American. 
I will go one step further, and say that. 
if we should investigate Mr. Jessup and 
were to find anything bad about him I 
would be tremendously surprised. I will 
say that I think the job Mr. Jessup has 
done in the United Nations has been 
wonderful. But I will not say that we 
have investigated Mr. Jessup when we 
have not. The Senator will never get 
me to say that, never. We did not in
vestigate him. Why try to say we in
vestigated him when we did not, except 
for a desire to be clever and try to put 
people on the spot? 

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

Mr. LODGE. I will not yield to the 
Senator from Washington until I re
spond to the statement the Senator from 
Connecticut made. Then I shall be glad 
to yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Furthermore, there is no use in trying 
to create the impression that I am criti
cal of the FBI or of the loyalty boards. 
I am not critical of the FBI or of the 
loyalty boards. I have just as much ad
miration for the FBI as has the Senator 
from Connecticut. However, I think it 
is a great pity-and I believe the Senator 
from Connecticut will agree with me on 
this-that these 81 persons were not 
cleared by the Loyalty Board-before they 
were taken in by the State Department. 
I think all of them should have been 
cleared first by the Loyalty Board. In 
my opinion, that would have been much 
better, rather than to hurriedly at the 
last minute, order an investigation of 
their loyalty simply because the investi
gation was begun in the Senate. 

The FBI is a wonderful tool; but I 
think the administration should use it 
with foresight and with intelligence. 

The Senator from Connecticut made 
three points, Mr. President, and I am 
answering them. Then I shall yield for 
interruptions. 

In my opinion the personnel of the 
loyalty boards is good; I have confidence 

. in them. However, I still say that the 
file, as it stands, with the leads not fol
lowed up and the evidence not developed 
and the allegations neither proved nor 
·disproved, makes it very difficult to reach 
a final conclusion. 

Mr. KEM and Mr. MAGNUSON ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HOEY 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield first to the Sen
ator from Missouri, and then I shall yield 
to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who, I know, shares with me admiration 
for the FBI and for its Director-and I 
think all Americans have that feeling
if it is not true that the statute which 
created the FBI places it under the juris
diction and control of the Department of 
Justice, and if at every step in an in
vestigation the activity and the work 
of the FBI and its Director are under tbe 
control of the Attorney GBneral. 
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Mr. LODGE. I think there can be no 

doubt about that. The FBI is under a 
politically appointed Attorney General, 
just as the Navy is under a politically 
appointed Secretary of the Navy, in, 
roughly, the same sense. 

So it was that when I was at the White 
House, I tried to have the FBI man sit 
in with us there and help us interpret 
some of the notations, but I had to go 
through Mr. Peyton Ford, the Assistant 
to the Attorney General, and he turned 
down the request. He had the power to 
say whether the FBI could go there and 
help a United states Senator or whether 
it could not do so. 

Mr. President, I now yield to the Sena
tor from Washington. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. First, let me state 
that I am leaving Washington ·at 8 
o'clock this evening to go back to my 
home State - for obvious reasons. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know what 
they are, but I am sure they are good 
ones. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. All this discussion 
has been very interesting. I have read 
the report--

Mr. LODGE. Which report? 
Mr. MAGNUEON. I have read both 

reports-both the minority views of the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the 
majority report. 

When I reach home tomorrow morn
ing, I shall be asked a question by the 
p3ople of the State of Washington, and 
I think perhaps the Senator from Mas
sachusetts can answer it for me now; 
at least, I should like to take his an
swer back with me. It is a very simple 
question: Did the Senator from Massa
chusetts in his investigation find any 
Communists in the State Department? 

Mr. LODGE . . No; I did not. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. That is tlie answer. 
Mr. LODGE. No; I did not. 
I should like to go a little further. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. I appreciate the 

Senator's position, in that he does not 
think the inquiry is complete. 

Mr. LODGE. Let me answer the Sen
ator's question in a little more detail, 
please. 

I did not find any Communists in the 
State Department, but I went to all the 
lengths to which I think any man could 
go, in that I personally interviewed the 
State Department agents and special 
agents covering a large part of the United 
States, Europe, Africa, and the Middle 
East, and I asked every one of them 
whether they knew of any Communists 
in the State Department. All of them 
said they did not. 

As I said yesterday, I think the great 
error of judgment and the great laxity 
occurred in 1945 and 1946. I have made 
that very clear. The officials of the State 
Department who testified before us, and 
who are nonpolitical, all make that same 
statement. I do not know why we do not 
admit that a great mistake was made in 
1945 and 1946, and that since then a 
sincere effort has been made to correct it. 

I believe the State Department has the 
basis of a good security system, but, in 
my judgment, it can be invigorated and 
improved along the lines of the report 
which w~s sigrn:d by the Senator from 

Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] and myself. 
Let me say that it is the only feature of 
this whole wretched, miserable business 
on which there has been any bipartisan 
agreement in regard to what should be 
done to improve and strengthen the State 
Department set..:up. I think that is en
couraging. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
for his reply. 

Mr. LEHMAN and other Senators ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Ssnator ,from Massachusetts yield; 
and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I now 
yield to the Senator from New York, 
who was first on his feet, I believe. · 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the S:;nator for yielding to me. I won
der whether the Senator from Massa
chusetts recognizes the implications of 
his refusal to clear Philip Jessup. Noth
ing, .absolutely nothing has been proved 
against Mr. Jessup. No sound basis for 
any charge has been found. Neverthe
less the Senator from Massachusetts is 
not willing to clear him. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; the Senator 
from New York misunderstands me. I 
said I was not willing to say I had inves
tigated Mr. Philip Jessup when I had not. 
The Senator from New York was not 
here when I made the statement, I 
believe. 

I said that I fully accept General Mar
shall's and General Eisenhower's opin
ion that Philip Jessup is a good Ameri
can; but I said I could not say that I had 
investigated him when I had not. The 
Senator would not want me to say I had 
investigated him if I had not done so. · 

Mr. LEHMAN. Of course not. How
ever, the Senator from Massachusetts 
certainly seemed to imply or left the im
pression that there should still be some 
doubt in the minds of the American peo
ple in regard to the loyalty of Philip 
Jessup. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; that is in error. 
Mr. LEHMAN. I am glad to have that 

assurance from the able Senator from 
Massachusetts, but that was certainly 
the impression I received. 

Mr. LODGE. Then the Senator from 
New York certainly received the wrong 
impression, because nothing I have said 
or done would warrant such an impres
sion. I am delighted that the Senator 
from New York has asl{ed the question, 
so that I can correct the misappra
hension. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Massachusetts will per
mit me to make a brief statement at this 
point, let me say that I deeply regret 
the dangerous iniquitous and intolera
ble position in which individuals in Gov
ernment service have been placed by the 
sweeping, unsupported, and completely 
unproven and unprovable charges made 
on the floor ·of the Senate and in other 
places by the junior Senator from Wis
consin. Until the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin reflected on the loyalty of 
Philip Jessup, no one had ever raised 
a question about his patriotism or in
tegrity and in the months since the jun
ior Sena tor from Wisconsin first .leveled 

his charges against Philip Jessup, I have 
heard not a single responsible person 
support those charges. 

On the other hand, we have had the 
testimony of four Secretaries of State 
and the testimony of General Eisen
hower in regard to Philip Jessup's loyal
ty and responsibility and Members of 
this body, one Senator after another, to 
the number of four or five, rose on this 
floor and testified to their confidence in 
Philip Jessup. 

Yet the fact that the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin has reflected on Mr. 
Jessup's loyalty has gone through the 
country and has raised doubts in the 

_minds of many Americans regarding his 
· loyalty and his value .as a public servant. 

I think this proves the iniquity" the 
danger, and the unjustifiable nature of 

· the accusations which have been made, 
but have not been proved, judging by 
the report of the Tydings t::ommittee. 

It is incomprehensible to me that any
one would even question the loyalty of 
~ man like Philip Jessup. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am 
glad to say to the Senator from New 
York that I have never questioned Mr. 
Jessup's loyalty, and I accept what Gen
eral Eisenhower and General Marshall 
and the Senator from New York say 
about him. I would be very much sur
prised iZ anything reflecting on Mr. Jes
sup's loyalty were revealed. I admire 
his public record. However, I am not 
going to say that I have investigated 
hjm, when I have not. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. I should like to ask the 

Senator whether the Department of Jus
tice furnished any explanation or was 
of any assistance in clarifying any of the 
questions which may have come to the 
Senator's mind when he was examining 
the files? 

Mr. LODGE. The Assistant Attorney 
General, Mr. Ford, was of assistance, 
yes. He was there. 

Mr. THYE. Did he offer explana
tions? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I want to be abso
lutely fair to him. He put in much of 
his time and went to a good deal of 
trouble. He is a very agreeable man. 
He undertook to furnish answers to ques
tions which arose. But, of course, what 
I wanted there was not that. I did not 
want somebody at the Cabinet level. I 
wanted somebody from the FBI who was 
a career maa. If we are having an in
vestigation into submarines, we do not 
want the Secretary of the Navy; we want 
an Annapolis man who has spent his life 

. in the submarine category, I wanted 
trained FBI men there. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for another question? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. Would it not have been 

more helpful and more assuring to the 
general public if the Senator could have 
reported to the Senate today that the 
FBI had answered every question asked 
by the Senator concerning the files, and 
if the Sena tor could have reported to us 
that the President had said, "I will send 
the files to you. You, as a Unitec1. States 
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Senator, elected by the people, sworn to 
defend the Constitution, have just as 
much right to examine a file as a file 
clerk would have." If the President had 
taken that attitude, we could have had 
greater assurance in making our report 
to the people that the investigation had 
been thorough and that the facts had 
been obtained. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is true. It 
is always much better to be generous and 
candid and open about these matters. 
Yesterday I referred to the remark made 
by former Senator Wheeler, of Montana, 
in connection with the oil scandals 
under the Harding administration. 
Senators may recall that he, Senator 
Walsh, of Montana, and others con
ducted a vigorous investigation which re
resulted in a number of people going to 
jail. Senator Wheeler s·aid-and :t 
quoted him yesterday-that President 
Coolidge simply opened up all the files 
of the Department of Justice, and there 
they were, open to inspection by mem
bers of the oppositiOn party. He let theµl 
look· at everything. The country had 
confidence in the result. I may add, it 
did not hurt President Coolidge one bit. 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. McMAHON 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HOL
LAND in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts yield; and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New 
Mexico was on his feet first. I yield to 
him. I shall next, yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I am 
sure the Senator from Massachusetts will 
understand that the questions I am 
about to ask are based upon a desire to 
get some information, and that I retain 
the highest esteem for him, both as a 
citizen and as a Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. ANDERSON. The Senator has 

made a remark or two about the fact 
that the committee did not investigate 
Jessup. I want to say that the replies 
made by the Senator to the earlier ques
tions about Jessup were completely satis
factory to me, and I would not be in
clined to cast any reflections upon them. 
The Senator stated his faith in Mr. 

. Jessup. But did the Senator or anyone 
else in the committee ask for any further 
justification of Jessup, after the testi
mony of General Eisenhower and Gen
eral Marshall? 
. Mr. LODGE. That, I do not recall. 

That occurred during a time when I was 
absent because of a tragic accident which 
smote my family, when a young man who 
was close to us was drowned near our 
home. I was not present on the day 
when the Jessup investigation took place, 
so I cannot answer the question from 
personal knowledge. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does the Senator 
not feel that if there was any question 
of the thoroughness of the investigation, 
it should have been raised while the com
mittee was at work? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, I think so.. I think 
that almost all the qu~stions I now raise 
were raised by me while the committee 
was at work. If the stenographic re
port of the committee ·is ever printed 

. in full-and I hope it will not be printed 

unless it is printed in full-the .Senator 
from New Mexico will see a great long 
list of questions raised by me, and they 
were raised while the committee was at 
work. I think that is quite right. 

Mr. ANDERSON. In his statement, 
the Senator from Massachusetts said he 
believed that Lattimore had never held 
a major office in the State Department. 
Did the investigation show that Latti
more had ever held a minor office in the 
Department? 

Mr. LODGE. Y.es. There was testi
mony on that point. He was a repara
tions commissioner to Japan, I think, in 
1945, which I would say .was a minor 
State Department office. Would not the 
Senator say that? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I question whether 
he was ever a State Department em
ployee. No one else was able to find that 
testimony. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the statement 
was that he was on a reparations com
mission to Japan. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, would 
the Senator like my assistance on that 
question? I happen to know the facts. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I should be glad to 
know that, because, as~ I recall, there 
never got into the record a factual 
statement from the State Department 
a:s to exactly the status of Lattimore and 
the facts of Lattimore's connection. I 
wanted to get such a statement, but 
never got it. 

Mr. McMAHON. I think it is in the 
record. I think I can find it in the 
record. 

Mr. LODGE. If it is, I shall be glad 
to be shown where it is, because I have 
not be~n able to find it. 

Mr. McMAHON. Perhaps I can re
fresh the Senators' recollection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut, that he may enlight
en me and may elucidate this point. 

Mr. McMAHON. The facts and the 
history of Lattim<;>re's mission to Japan 
were that Edwin Pauley, who was the 
head of that commission, had him as
signed to him as one of his experts. It 
was quite a large mission. As a matter 
of fact, he was paid by the State Depart
ment, but it was an independent mis
sion working out of the White House. I 
do not believe there was any other con
nection with the State' Department per 
se, other than the fact that he was paid 
by the State Department. 

Mr. LODGE. I have found the infor
mation, which is the most that I have 
been able to find in the record. . The 
State Department describes Lattimore 
as being "associated with a mission out
side the United States" for a period of 
4 months in 1945. I am quite sure that 
that is all the record says on that point. 

I yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I :was very much 
interested in the Senator's statement 
that the FBI does not express an opin
ion. I want to say that I was connected 
with an investigation of this same type 
in the Haus~ of Representatives, and it 
was a matter of deep concern to me that 

there was no one able to express an 
opinion on behalf of the FBI. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts not feel 
that we must some day develop machin
ery so that, after the FBI has gathered 

·its information, someone connected with 
an official agency can speak out and say, 
"Yes; we think this man is or is not a 
dangerous person for the Government to 
employ"? 

Mr. LODGE. I share the feeling of 
the Senator from New Mexico as to the 
sort of hopeless sensation which comes 
over one when he reads all the state
ments which have come to him, second
and third-hand, and then nobody 
reaches any kind of conclusion. The 
Senator, who has been Secretary of Agri
culture, has had to confront that prob
lem from an administrative standpoint, 
and he has had much more experience 
with it than I have. I certainly should 
be glad to join with him and to work 
with him to try to establish a system 
which would be a little tighter, and 
under which responsibility would be 
fixed a little more definitely in the hands 
of those who have the greatest 
knowledge. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does the Senator 
recall that early in the period of the war 
the Congress of the United States voted 
approximately $700,000 to be appro
priated to the FBI to make an investi
gation of the loyalty of people and re
port to the Congress? Does he recall 
that the report to the Congress does not 
mention a soul as disloyal-not one-be
cause of the very fact that the FBI does 
not express an opinion? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I want to say to 

-the Senator that I questioned Director 
Hoover on that a great deal in connec
tion with the loyalty investigation in 
which I was engaged as a member of the 
House of Representatives Appropriations 
Committee. His answer was precisely 
what the Senator from Massachusetts 
has just now given, that the FBI does not 
express an opinion; it collects facts. It 
is not a jury. 

Mr. LODGE. That is correct. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I recognize the 

probable correctness of what the Direc
tor has said, but it seems a shame that 
$700,000 was ·spent and not one person 
could ·be identified as in any way dis
loyal, of all those who were investigated. 

Mr. LODGE. It is very disconcerting 
to a great many Department officials in 
Washington who have talked to me 
about it, and it certainly is ver;v. discon
certing to a Senator who is charged with 
the responsibility of investigating and 
reaching a conclusion. 

Mr. CAPEHART and Mr. TAFT ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield; 
and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield first to the Sen
ator from Indiana, and after that I shall 
yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Is it not a fact that 
Supreme Court Justice Frankfurter and 
Supreme Court Justice Reed, Mr. 
Foster Dulles, and, I think, Mr. Acheson 
testified in good faith as to the charac
ter of Alger Hiss, prior to the time he was 
convicted? 
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Mr. LODGE. I do not know. I had 

no connection with that case, and I do 
not know. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. I was interested in the 

Senator's example No. 1, a file which 
ccntains conflicting statements about 
one of the men who were being investi
gated by the subcommittee. I assume 

. that those statements were read by the 
Senator from Connecticut as well as by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, since 
he has stated that he read these files. 
What I want to ask is this: Here is an 
employee whose file showed that two 
persons said that they had confidence in 
him. Were those two persons then 
called by the committee to ascertain 
upon what they based their opinion? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no, no. 
Mr. TAFT. Was the FBI man who 

made the investigation called by the 
committee to testify as to what he found? 

Mr. LODGE. No; not at all. 
Mr. TAFT. It was stated that a Com

munist who was well known to the FBI 
said that a certain man was a Com
munist. Was that Communist called 
before the committee to ascertain the 
basis of his opinion that this man was a 
Communist? 
· Mr. LODGE. No. The conditions un
der which we saw the files would have 
made such a procedure impossible. 

Mr. TAFT. Were those names given 
in the files? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; but we saw the files 
on a completely confidential basis, so it 
would have been impossible to have · 
called anyone. 

Mr. TAFT. Was not the sole purpose 
of seeing the files to get leads which the 
committee could follow up? 

Mr. LODGE. That was what I 
thought, and that has been my conten
tion right along. I approached it with 
a perfectly open mind, because I . had 
never done that kind of work before. 
Allegations were left hanging. The 
common sense thing to do was to send 
for the people, have them appear before 
the committee, and ask whether the 
statement was true. 

lVIr. TAFT. There is a reference to a 
man working in a well-known news
paper office who was stated to be a Com
munist. Was he ever called before the 
committee? 

Mr. LODGE. No. 
Mr. TAFT. 'i'he thing which im

presses me is that the committee was 
trying to find out, presumably, whether 
Subject No. 1 was a Communist. How 
could it find out without calling persons 
and asking them the reasons for their 
opinions or views? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it is pos
sible to say that a thorough and con
scientious job could be done unless that 
condition were fulfilled. But the condi
tions under which we were allowed to 
see the files, which were conditions of 
complete confidence-and we were not 
allow ~d to make any notes and were 
bound in honor not to reveal any 

· names-I promised not to reveal any 
names-those conditions made it impos
sible to have that kind of a follow
through, If we establish a bipartisan 
trained commission, for which so many 
of us voted yesterday, whereby all wit
nesses and persons with pertinent in
formation could be called, the leads 
could be run down. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. McMAHON. I assume that the 

Senator from Massachusetts--
Mr. LODGE. Is the Senator asking 

me a question? 
Mr. McMAHON. Yes. I assume the 

Senator does not wish to leave any im
plication in the RECORD which might 
have been raised by the comment of the 
Senator from Missouri with reference to 
the way in which the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation performs its duties--

Mr. LODGE. That question is not 
clear to me. 

Mr. McMAHON. The insinuation, as 
I got it, was that the Attorney General 
had general supervision over the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, and that, there
fore, there was a possibility, in fact, a 
probability, that the FBI and the Attor
ney General were in cahoots not to make 
a full and complete investigation. The 
Senator does not want to leave any such 
implication, does he? 

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

Mr. McMAHON. I am not interested 
in the Senator from Missouri; I am in
terested in the Senator from Massachu
setts. 

Mr. LODGE. I have the floor, and I 
obtained it for the purpose of rectifying 
inaccuracies which were uttered with 
reference to myself yesterday. I stated 
my views concerning the FBI. I have 
the highest regard for those men, who 
are career men, like the men in the Army 
and the Navy. Obviously the Cabinet 
level and the political level stand be
tween them. 

Mr. McMAHON. But the Senator 
would agree, would he not, that the job 
which was given to the Federal Bureau 

. of Investigation, namely, the investiga
tion of these persons, was performed? 

Mr. LODGE. I would not agree that 
those people had been investigated by 
the Department of Justice before they 
were given their jobs. 

Mr. McMAHON. I did not ask that 
question. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh. Pardon me. 
Mr. McMAHON. I asked whether the 

files from the Bureau of Investigation 
indicated, in the Senator's opinion, that 
the FBI had done what it was ordered to 
do, namely, to investigate. 

Mr. LODGE. The files were not from 
the FBI; they were loyalty files from 
the State Department. 

·Mr. McMAHON. Does not the Senator 
realize that the bulk of the files had been 
sent to the State Department by the 
FBI, and there was a report of their 
investigation? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that in those 
files there was some material from· the 
FBI. There were hearings and proceed
ings before the State Departm~nt Loy~ 

alty Board, . and letters and memoran
dums from persons working in the State 
Department. I do not think it is accu
rate to say or to try to create the impres
sion that those loyalty files were mostly 
the work of the F'BI, because many of 
them were not. I am sure the Senator 
cannot find Mr. J. Edgar Hoover accept
ing responsibility for the development of 
those files. 

Mr. McMAHON. I wish to point out 
only that the investigative functions of 
the Government in loyalty matters rests 
with the FBI. What was developed in 
the cases is in the State Department 
files. It was after the investigations by 
the FBI and their statement of the facts 
which had been developed, that hearings 
were had before the Loyalty Board of 
the State Department. 

Mr. LODGE. ·I do not agree with that 
statement. There were several cases in 
the 12 files which I read in which the 
loyalty board held hearings, although 
a full FBI field investigation had not yet 
been made. I can remember one case. 
I can remember the man's name. I shall 
not give the name, because I promised 
not to give it. 

Mr. McMAHON. Will the Senator tell 
me the name-CJff the floor? 

Mr. LODGE. I shall tell the Senator 
off the floor. There was a loyalty board 
proceeding, and a full field investigation 
had not yet been made in May. There 
are many cases in which a field investi
gation has only recently been ordered 
because of these charges. 

Mr. McMAHON. If it is a definite 
statement of fact it is one which we can 
directly prove. But I wish ·to submit to 

· the Senator that I think he will find that 
90 percent of the investigations were or
dered in the regular course of business, 
before the junior Senator from Wiscon
sin, at Wheeling, W. Va., said there were 
205 ·card-carrying Communists in the 
State Department known to the Secre
tary of State. With that statement I 
know the Senator from Massachusetts 
does not agree. 

Mr. I.;ODGE. My view about the un
developed and incomplete state of those 
files is not a reflection on anyone par
ticularly. Certainly it is not a reflection 
on the 1',BI. I am sure the FBI will 
never accept any responsibility for the 
condition of those files. Of that I am 
positive. I admire the FBI, and I do 
not think any criticism I have made 
here could in any way be inferred as 
being directed to the FBI. Nor do I 
think I should apologize for having read 
only 12 files. I think 12 out of 81 is a 
representative cross section. I reached 
my opinion that the files were in such an 
unfinished state as to make it impossible 
to reach a conclusion, after I had read 

. six or seven. I then decided I would be 
absolutely sure, and I pulled out files at 
random until I had read 12. I am mor
ally certain that if I had neglected all my 
other duties as a United States Senator 
and had read all the 81 files, I would not 
have been any wiser than I was after I 
had read 12. · 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from Missouri. 
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Mr. KEM. I should like to have the 

attention of the Senator from Connecti
cut. Will the Senator from Massachu
setts permit me to say, for the informa
tion of the Senator from Connecticut. 
that I did not insinuate that the De
partment of _Justice has certain limited 
investigations by the FBI in which the 
hands of the FBI are tied. I state that 
as a fact, as developed by the testimony 
before the Ferguson committee, which 
was charged by the Senate with the re
sponsibility of investigating the failure 
of the Department of Justice to investi
gate and prosecute the Kansas City vote 
frauds. 

Perhaps the Senator from Connecticut 
does not remember the facts developed 
in the case. In that case, the then At
torney General of the United States ad
vised me officially as a Senator from Mis
souri that a full and complete investi
gation of the Kansas City vote fraud 
had been made by the FBI. Later, when 
the Fergbson committee undertook to in
vestigate the matter the Director of the 
FBI, Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, appeared be
fore the committee, and it developed 
through the testimony of Mr. Hoover 
that in certain cases, which were, gener
ally speaking, cases having political im
plications, the FBI were not given a free 
hand in making the investigation. In 
such cases they were permitted to inves
tigate only upon the express permission 
and direction of the Department of Jus
tice. In such instances they were di
rected to make certain limited investi
gations, that is, to interview ·certain 
witnesses and report back to the Attor
ney General. I may say in passing that 
it was unlikely that any of those wit
nesses would know anything about the 
facts which were really relevant to the 
investigation. What the Attorney Gen
eral in his letter to me had represented 
to be a full and complete investigation 
was in fact a limited investigation, in 
which the FBI was directed to interview 
certain specified witnesses only and then 
report back to the Department of Jus
tice. It further developed that when 
that limited investigation was made and 
the report made to the Department of 
Justice, the Attorney General directed 
the FBI to close its files. 

I want to say to the Senator from Con
necticut that I have told him the facts 
in language which is as clear and as ex
plicit as I can make it. So let us have 
done with any talk about insinuation. 
Those are the facts for anyone who 
wants the facts. 

Mr. McMAHON. Does the Senator 
insinuate--

Mr. LODGE. I should like to say-
Mr. McMAHON. Will the Senator 

from Massachusetts yield further? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Massachusetts yieid to the 
Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. LODGE. I would appreciate it if 
the interruptions could be kept on the 
basis of questions related to this mat
ter. I yield to the Senator from Con
necticut. 

Mr. McMAHON. I should like to say 
to the Senator from Missouri that I 
hope in what he said there was no in
sinuation about there having been any 

limited investigation ordered in any of 
these loyalty cases, because knowing 
nothing of the files, knowing nothing of 
the facts, and not having seen the files, 
I assume he would not want to leave that 
implication. 

Mr. LODGE. I have given my under
standing of the condition of the files. 

Mr. McMAHON. I should like to ask 
the Senator about his statement that no 
FBI man was present in the Cabinet 
room at the White House for consulta
tion on these files. Does the Senator 
recollect the statement mar:Ie by the Sen
ator from Connecticut and the assurance 
which the Senator from Connecticut 
gave him, that having been the Assist
ant Attorney General in charge of 'the 
Criminal Division of the Department of 
Justice and having had occasion to deal 
with perhaps thousands of these files, if 
any hieroglyphics or Egyptian symbols 
were wri tt.en on the files-and I have 
seen no such symbols--that perhaps they 
would be familiar to me and I could en
lighten the Senator with regard to them 
and that if I could not do so the deputy 
Attorney General who has the adminis
trative duti~s under his jurisdiction per
haps could answer the Senator's ques
tion? I would like to ask further--

Mr. LODGE. I should like to answer 
one question at a time. I r.emember 
something like that. Of course I was 
surprised that the Senator should even 
bring it up, because, while I have a great 
liking for the Senator from Connecticut 
and have great confidence in his in
tegrity, and although I also found Mr. 
Peyton Ford a thoroughly charming 
man and good American, it was obvious 
to me that no work we could do would 
command any confidence if we got opin
ions from people who are politically in
volved-the way all Senators ar.e in
volved in politics-and that the only way 
an investigation of this kind could com
mand any confidence would be by obtain
ing the independent judgment of career 
men in the service of the FBI. That fact 
was so obvious to me then and it is so 
obvious to me today that I am surprised 
the Senator from Connecticut does not 
see it the way I do. 

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator and I 
are talking about quite differ.ent things. 
I thought it was the Senator's conten
tion, which he made earlier, that there 
may be in the files certain symbols and 
figures of a code nature which he could 
not understand. I assume the Senator 
did not want an FBI man present to 
make an adjudication for him. I did 
not hear the Senator ask a single ques
tion of either Mr. Ford or anyone else 
present concerning any statement or any 

· symbol in the files which the Senator did 
not understand. 

l\fr. LODGE. I make it clear that Mr. 
Ford was not a satisfactory mentor so 
far as I was concerned, and that I would 
not accept him as a mentor. I think h.e 
is a thoroughly charming man, with 
whom I should be delighted to spend an 

·evening socially. However, I did not 
think I would be doing the job properly 
by having Mr. Ford in that position. I 
·was not interested merely in hieroglyph
·tcs, but in meanings. I was not merely 
putting the microscope on the files. 

Mr. McMAHON. They are all written 
in English. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; but there are 
words that have special meanings, as I 
have subsequently discovered. 

Mr. "McMAHON. That is absurd. 
Mr. LODGE. It is what? 
Mr. McMAHON. It is absurd. 
Mr. LODGE. I am sorry that the 

Senator from Connecticut should use 
such unbridled words. I shall not do 
the same. 

Mr. McMAHON. I shall when I be
lieve them justified. 

Mr. LODGE . . I do not doubt it. 
There is one thing I should like to do in 
this discussion, and that is to keep a 
reasonable tone. I think we should get 
some of the pus and some of the poison 
out of this thing. If we start throwing 
adjectives at each other, it will not do 
any of us any good. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. MORSE. The Senator from Ore

gon considers one question to have great 
weight in evaluating this entire Mc
Carthy issue. The Senator from Massa
chusetts may have answered it when 
the Senator from Oregon was off the 
floor. If he did, I am sure he will not 
object to repeating his answer for the 

. enlightenment of the Senator from Ore
gon. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC,ER. The 
Chair would appreciate it if the Senator 
from Oregon would voice his question 
a little louder for the benefit of Senators 
who cannot hear the Senator from Ore
gon. 

Mr. MORSE. In the opinion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts did the 
Senator from Wisconsin submit to the 
committee any ·evidence which substan
tiates any of his charges against a single 
one of the persons whom he accused of 
being Communists? 

Mr. LODGE. As I stated before the 
Senator from Oregon came into the 
Chamber, there were only two individual 
cases which the committee investigated. 
One was. the Lattimore case, and the 
other was the Service case. I have al
read~1 stated that the charge that Latti
more was · Communist was not substan
tiated either by the Senator who made 
the charge or by the committee. I also 
think that the committee's investiga
tion was inadequate and fragmentary. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the Senator per
mit me to repeat my question and point 
it from a slightly different angle? I . 
should like to satisfy myself as to the 
merits of McCARTHY'S charges and the 
proof he offered in support of them be
fore I reach a final conclusion on this 
very serious matter. Am I correct in my 
understanding that, so far as the pre
sentation of evidence to the committee 
by the Senator from Wisconsin is con
cerned, he failed to present any evi
dence which supported his accusation 
of communism against a single person 
whom he charged with communism? 

Mr. LODGE. The committee did not 
investigate all the charges. The only 
two· individual cases which were investi
gated were the Lattimore and Service 
cases. I have given my statement on 
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Lattimore. So far as Service is con
cerned, it is my conclusion that the case . 
·was not proved that he was disloyal. 
I think that the evidence with respect 
to the Amerasia case showed him to be 
a man who was gullible, indiscreet, and 
lacking in a sense of the realities of the 
situation. However, the evidence does 
not show him to be disloyal. 

Mr. MORSE. Did the committee 
make itself available to the Senator from 
Wisconsin to submit any and all evidence 
which the Senator from Wisconsin might 
have had that would have substantiated 
his charges as to any of those he accused, 
if he had the evidence? 

Mr. LODGE. The committee did not 
investigate any individual case except 
the two I have referred to. 

Mr. MORSE. My question is not 
whether the committee investigated, but 
whether or not the committee supplied 
the Senator from Wisconsin with a 
forum for the establishment of his proof 
if he had proof to offer. After all, the 
Senator from Wisconsin had the burden 
of proof, so far as his charges were con
cerned, and I want to know if he sus
tained it in a single case. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee gave the 
Senator from Wisconsin an opportunity 
to be heard; yes, they did; and that is 
well known. 

Mr. MORSE. So far as the opinion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts goes, 
the Senator from Wisconsin did not sub
mit to the committee any evidence that 
would cause the Senator from Massa
chusetts, as a member of the committee, 
_on any evidence he submitted, to reach 
the conclusion that the Senator from 
Wisconsin had proved his charges 
against a single person accused? 

Mr. LODGE. That is not quite what 
I said. I say that he did not provide evi
dence to sustain the charges against 
Lattimore and against s ·ervice. I think 
the Service investigation was a complete 
investigation. I think the Lattimore in
_vestigation was not complete, and there 
were certain questions which have not 
yet been answered. 

Mr. MORSE. I want the Senator 
from Massachusetts to know, as I am 
sure he does know, that I am merely 
seeking a basis for forming a final judg
ment as to whether or not the procedure 
in this case has been adequate, so far as 
providing the Senator from Wisconsin 
with a full opportunity to present proof 
in support of the charges he made on the 
floor of the Senate is concerned. The 
investigation is a twofold one. I think 
the committee had its own initiative du
ties to perform in regard to the investi
gation, and I believe the Senator from 
Wisconsin had a clear responsibility to 
present to the committee any proof he 
had that would substantiate the charges 
he made on the floor of the Senate. So 
my query goes to the question of whether 
or not he did or did not submit that 
proof, and whether or not, on the basis 
of such proof he did submit, the Senator 
from Massachusetts reached the conclu
sion that he had or had not proved his 
charges. 

Mr. LODGE. I have already indi
cated to the Senator my conclusions 
about Lattimore and Service, As to 
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whether the Senator from Wisconsin had 
an adequate opportunity or not I think 
is a question the Senator from Oregon 
might ask him some time. He certainly 
had a chance to appear in public. My 
recollection is he was not accorded the 
opportunity, which is usually accorded 
Senators, to attend the private sessions 
of the committee. That is my recollec
tion. 

Mr. MORSE. Did the committee at 
any time refuse to receive any exhibits, 
evidence, or documents which the Sena
tor from Wisconsin at any time offered 
to the committee for its perusal? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not recall anything 
·along that line. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. HOL

LAND in the chair) . Does the Sena tor 
from Massachusetts yield to the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. On the floor of the 

Senate yesterday the distinguished Sen
ator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], as 
appears at page 10712, in referring to 
Lattimore, said: 

My Republican colleague, the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], in his minority 
views-I do not quote him verbatim-says 
the charges against Lattimore have not been 
proved. 

Mr. President, I observe what I assume 
the Senator from Maryland had in mind, 
namely, that in the separate views of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is this 
language: 

In these circumstances, the only possible 
conclusion is that the investigation which 
the subcommittee conducted-and which 
was, as has been set forth above, definitely 
limited in its character~not only failed to 
prove the allegation that Mr. Lattimore was 
a Communist; it also clearly failed to prove 
the charges that he was either "the architect 
of our far-eastern policy" or "one of the top 
Communist agents in this country." 

I desire to ask the Senator whether or 
not I correctly understood him a few 
minutes ago in two separate statements 
to say, in substance, that the investiga
tion made by the committee of Mr. Owen 
Lattimore in the opinion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, was inadequate, 
fragmentary, and not complete. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my view. 
Mr. DONNELL. I ask the Senator 

whether or not he has this afternoon, 
. while the Senator from Missouri perhaps 
was off the floor, quoted from the record 
the language of the report of the Senator 
from Massachusetts showing the frag
mentary, inadequate, and incomplete 
character of the investigation. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the RECORD will 
make that clear. 

Mr. DONNELL. Would the Senator 
have any objection if I should read at 
this point, so as to have it in black and 
white in the RECORD, the statement ap
pearing in the Senator's separate views 
at page 331? 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I shall 

then read it. This, I may say, is under 
the heading "Owen Lattimore," and ap
pears at page 331 of the section devoted 
to Mr. Lattimore. I read: 

The subcommittee, however, was denied 
access to the so-called raw FBI file !or rea-

sons which are to me understandable, but 
it did see a summary. We also were denied 
the benefit of cross-examination in this case 
conducted by counsel representing the mi
nority, and the opportunity to question in 
private Mr. Lattimore, J. Edgar Hoover, and 
those who had presided over the China desk 
in the State Department and had been United 
States Ambassadors to China during the 
period when it was asserted th:J.t Mr. Latti
more was the "top architect" of United States 
foreign policy in the Far East. 

Whatever conclusion~ are to be announced 
in this case, therefore, must be based both 
on hearsay evidence and on incomplete in
vestigation, and are inescapably tentative. 
This is regrettable both from the standpoint 
of Mr. Lattimore and from the standpoint 
of the country. 

I ask the Senator whether or not he 
agrees with me that the statement made 
by the Senator from Maryland yester
day that the Senator from Massachu
setts had said that the charges against 
Lattimore had not been proved, cannot 
be correctly evaluated and cannot be 
complete unless the additional facts 
which I have read from page 331 are also 
set forth, to show the inadequacy, the 
fragmentary nature and the incomplete
ness of the investigation made. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator is 
entirely correct. · 

Mr. President, if there are no more 
questions-- -

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. FERGUSON. On page 210 of the 
report of the subcommittee, which was 
filed in the Senate yesterday, appears 
what I call to the attention of the Sen
ator, so that I may ask him a question in 
relation to it. I read: 

On October 6, 7, and 8, 1949, Mr. Lattimore, 
following preliminary correspondence with 
the Department of State, was -one of a group 
of 25 private individuals participating in a 
round-table discussion arranged by the Office 
of Public Affairs for the purpose of exchang
ing views on United States foreign policy 
toward China. 

Is that the same meeting mentioned 
on page 684 of the hearings before the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Ap
propriations this year, 1950, in consid
ering the 1951 appropriations, under the 
heading, "Conference on United States 
policy payments"? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know. 
Mr. FERGUSON. It reads: 
The Office of Public Affairs, on behalf of 

the Secretary of State, has called together 
experts representing various points of view 
to consult with Department of State offi
cers on major policy questions. 

Under that it is stated: 
Conference on Problems of the United 

States Policy in China-October 6, 7, 8, 1949. 
Cost: Travel and per diems payments of 

consultants, $2,539.1'/ (estimated). 

Mr. Owen Lattimore, director of the 
Walter Hines Page School on Interna
tional Relations, is listed as one being 
present. Is that round table the same 
as the consultation on major policy 
questions? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know, I am 
sorry to say to the Senator. I am not 
informed on that point. I would have 
to go back to my records and study that 
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in order to make an authoritative an
swer. I would not wish to make a guess. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Was there any 
testimony before the committee that 
those who attended this meeting, as in
dicated on page 684 of the hearings be
fore the Senate Committee on Appro
priations, were paid on a per diem basis 
for consultation? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know. I yield 
the floor. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Massachusetts yields to 
the Senator from North Dakota for a 
question. 

Mr. LANGER. I am very much in
terested in the four affidavits which were 
filed by the junior Senator from Wiscon
sin alleging that there was a project 
whereby the files of the State Depart
ment were thoroughly examined in 1945, 
and everything detrimental to employees 
was removed. Was any investigation 
made of that by the Senator's subcom
mittee? 

Mr. LODGE. No; that came along 
just as we were finishing. The investi
gation was sort of petering out when 
that came along. We did not go into 
that. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yieid. . 
Mr. MUNDT. Before the Senator 

yields the floor will he not be good 
enough to give us a concise statement 
particularized as well as he can, withi~ 
the boundaries of the confidential na
ture of his consultation with the re
ports and files, as to the exact nature 
of the reports which he arid the other 
members of the investigative committee 
were permitted to see? · I ask that for 
this reason: At least the junior Senator 

· from South Dakota finds himself wholly 
confused as a consequence of the collo
quy which took place this afternoon. It 
occurred to me that tne Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. McMAHON] would give 
the impression that the members of the 
subcommittee had had an opportunity 
to see the raw files and the full field , 
reports made by the FBI ae it investi
gated the characters listed in the 81 
cases. On the other hand, the Senator 
from South Dakota recalls hearing the 
testimony of Attorney General McGrath 
and J. Edgar Hoover before the subcom
mittee in which they said that they 
would not, and they could not, and they 
did not believe it advisable to present 
that" kind of evidence to the Senator's 
subcommittee. I think the country has 
at least a right to know whether a ch£mge 
of policy ensued, and whether members 
of the subcommittee were permitted to 
see the full field reports and the raw 
files, 01: whether in the fin&.l analysis 
the members of the subcommittee saw 
only simple fragmentary reports sent to 
the State Department by the FBI. 

Mr. LODGE. The question of what 
is and what is not a raw file is an FBI 
technical question. I do not know 
whether we saw the raw file or not. We 
saw files in which there would be a slip 
of .Paper with a report about the man 
in them, and then there would be a let-

ter 'from somebody, and there would be 
a State Department memorandum, and 
a whole lot of data. Whether that was 
all the data on the man, or whether the 
FBI had other things that were not in 
there I do not know. We did see those 
files, and I am perfectly prepared to be
lieve that they contained all there was 
as to a given man. But I do not know 
whether the FBI would say that that 
constituted the raw file or not. We saw 
full field reports in some cases. But 
there were other cases where such reports 
had not been made. 

Mr. MUNDT. In some of the 81 cases 
it was obvious, was it not, from the FBI
that the FBI had not concluded its in- · 
vestiga ti on? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. Of course, I do not 
think one could say that this constituted 
a complete departure from previous ad
ministration policy, because while it was 
something new to let us see the files, we 
saw them under such stringent limita
tions that we really could not follow up 
all the leads and take the file as a lead 
on which. to base an investigation, which 
is, of course really why we want to have 
a full investigation, which could not pos
sibly be made when we were seeing them 
under a seal of confidence. 

Mr. MUNDT. How was it possible for 
a Senaie investigative committee to ar
rive at a conclusion and make a report to 
the American people that there was no 
evidence of disloyalty, on tne basis of 
files and investigations which were not 
completed by the FBI? 
. Mr. LODGE. That is what I cannot 

understand. 
Mr. MUNDT. It appears the commit

tee has not seen the full evidence. How 
can it make a report either pro or con 
on that basis? 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely my 
point; and on that note of interrogation 
I will yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr; Presi
dent, since the matter we are discussing 
is of such profound importance and 
since there seems to be some misunder
standing with· regard to certain matters 
connected with it, as a Member of the 
Senate and especially as a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, I feel 
there is a duty to be performed in 
making perfectly clear some of the as
pects of this report. 

I regret exceedingly, more than I can 
express, that on certain votes yesterday 
the Senate divided on strictly partisan 
lines. We are dealing with a subject that 
should not be in the field of partisan 
politics, and yet almost inevitably it has 
gotten there. I do not believe, from fol
lowing this thing through, and from 
talking with persons familiar with the 
subject, that it is possible for us to deal 
with a matter of this kind with the type 
of congressional committee which was 
set up. So, before I proceed further, I 
want to identify myself with the sugges
tions of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE], the Senator from New York 
[Mr. IVES] and the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON], in the recent 
discussions on the floor, that the only 
way we can deal with such questions is to 
have an objective, :p.onpartisan, commit
tee of the highest caliber of men who will 
not be in any way tempted in the slight-

est, no matter what the conditions may 
be, to permit any political considerations 
to enter into their work. 

Earlier this year, when this matter 
first came up, I made the. suggestion, 
and I repeat it now, that what we need 
is a commission of that sort, headed by 
men of the caliber of former President 
Hoover, Barney Baruch, and · General 
Eisenhower. That is the only way we 
can bring to the American people a sense 
of security in such a controversy as this. 

In spite of everything that has hap
pened, no matter how the report which 
was filed yesterday is received the peo
ple of the United States are still left, a·s I 
find from telegrams and mail addressed 
to me, with a feeling of uncertainty. 
Their attitude is, "Why can we not get 
at the · truth of the charges or rumors 
which are going around, and if they are 
true, why cannot, we once and for all 
put an end to such conditions?" 

So I feel, unfortunate as it is that 
this debate has to go on while other 
matters of the utmost importance are 
pressing for consideration. We should 
clear in our own minds what the issues 
are. · So, I am going to address myself 
for a few moments to one or two ques
tions which came up yesterday and 
which gave me, as a member of the Sen
ate Foreign Relaticns Committee, great 
concern. 

After a preliminary discussion, Mr. 
President, as to whether or not the re- , 
port · submitted by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] yesterday was 
a report of the Fo"reign Relations Com.:. 
mittee or simply the transmission of a 
report· of a subcommittee, the Vice Pres- · 
ideht ruled: 

The Senator from Maryland has sub
mitted the report as. the report of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

I immediately rose and stated: 
Mr. Pre$1dent, a,s a member of the Foreign 

Relations Committee, I rise to take issue 
.with the statement just made by the Senator 
from Maryland and say that the report is 
not a report of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. · 

I stress this only be.cause I am advised, 
. after making inquiry, that the report 
that came in yesterday will now be 
printed and circulated to the country as 
a report of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee. If that be the case, and if it is 
not perfectly clear that this report is 
merely the report of the subcommittee, 
and of three members · of the subcom
mittee at that, the country is going to be 
misled into thinking that the report 
represents the complete coverage of this 
vitally important matter. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield, to permit me to make 
an inquiry? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. If the report is 
made as a report of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, would it be proper to char
acterize it-in the language which was 
used here yesterday-as a fraud and a 
hoax? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, I appreciate the S;mator's ques
tion. If the report is labeled "Report of 
the Foreign Relations Committee,'' I 
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think it would mislead the American 
people. I do not wish to identify myself 
with the chargea which were made yes
terday, when various persons, especially 
some Members of the Senate, were 
charged with engaging in a fraud and a 
hoax. I think it is most unfortunate 
that such language was used: 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Is it the opinion of 

the Senator from New Jersey, as a mem
ber of the Foreign Relations.Committee, 
that the report will not represent the 
true fact to the American people if it is 
issued as a report of the full committee? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Definitely 
so. 

Mr. CAPEHART. In other words, the 
Senator from New Jersey thinks, does 
he, that the report, if issued as a report 
of the full Foreign Relations Committee, 
will definitely mislead the American peo
ple and will misrepresent the fact? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Yes. 
Therefore, before the report is printed 
and before it is circulated all over the 
country, I think it should be made very 
clear, as the report indicates, that it is 
a report of only three members of a sub
committee of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee, not a report of the entire Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

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

Mr. S~flTH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. First of all, Mr. Pres

ident, inasmuch as the Senator from 
New Jersey is a distinguished member 
of the Foreign Relations Committee--

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, iet me say that I am a member of 
the committee; I do not express an opfn
ion as to whether I am a distinguished 
member .. 

Mr. DONNELL. I did not ask that 
question of the Senator, for of course it 
w-0uld be· embarrassing to him. 

Does the distinguished Senator from. 
New Jersey know whether the full For
eign Relations Committee has directed . 
that the title page of the report which 
was filed yesterday be removed? I refer 
to the title page reading in part ''Report 
of a Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations Pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 231'"? Has any authority 
been granted by the full committee to 
remove that title page? . 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Not so far 
as I know; and I hope that title page 
will not be removed, because it desig
nates just what the report is. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield. 

Mr. DONNELL. Has any authority 
been granted by the Committee on For
eign Relations, so far as the Senator 
from New Jersey knows, to remove, fol
lowing the word "Contents," appearing 
on page 111, the words "Report of the 
subcommittee"? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Not so far 
as I know. I do not know that the com
mittee has acted in any of those matters 
at all. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further inquiry? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Certainly, 
I yield. 

Mr. DONNELL. Without going 
through the entire report of the sub-· 
committee, I should like to ask the Sen
ator from New Jersey whether the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations has author
ized any deletion from the subcommit
tee's report, on page 4, of the words: 

We, as members of the subcomniittee-

Or has the full committee authorized 
the deletion of the words; on page 29 of 
the report: 

The conclusions of this subcommittee 1n 
regard to each allegation made by Senator 
McCARTHY are as follows-

Or has the full committee authorized 
the deletion, on page 1 70 of the report of · 
the subcommittee, of the fallowing: 

Respectfully submitte-.... 
MILLARD E. TYDINGS, Chairman. 
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN. 
BRIEN McMAHON. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. No; I 
think no such action has been taken. 

As I said before, I hope no such action 
will be taken, because the passages . the 
Senator from Missouri has just read 
properly designate what the report is. I 
am glad the Senator from Missouri has 
brought up these points, because they 
are the same points that I am making. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further inquiry? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, I am glad 
to yield. 

Mr. DONNELL. Yesterday the Sen
ator from New Jersey referred to the 
fact that there is some sort of under
standing in the Committee on Foreign 
Relatioru;; that the records of its pro
ceedings will not be ref erred to or quoted 
on the floor of the Senate. Did I cor
rectly understand the Senator from New 
Jersey in regard ·to that matter? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Yes; and · 
I am about to speak on that point at 
this time. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator be so kind, when he dis
cusses that point, to discuss it in view 
of the fact that the Reorganization Act, 
which was passed in the Seventy-ninth 
Congress, being Public Law 601, gen
erally known as the LaFollette-Mon
roney Act, provides as follows, in section 
133 (b): 

Each such committee shall keep a com
plete record of all committee action. Such 
record shall include a record of the votes on 
any question on which a record vote is 
demanded. 

When the Senator from New Jersey 
discusses this question, will he discuss 
the question of how any committee 
record kept pursuant to the LaFollette
Monroney Act can be of the slightest 
assistance to the Senate unless the 
Senate has an opportunity to see the 
record-a record which, according to 
that law, must be kept. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
the Senator from Missouri has brought 
up that point. 

The rule we have in the committee 
does not prevent any Senator from see
ing the records of the meetings of the 
committee; but the rule we have simply 
prohibits member:J of the committe~ 

from quoting hither and yon from the 
minutes of the committee's meetings, 
less there be quotations out of context. 
I was not present when that rule was 
adopted; but on at least one occasion a 
quotation was given out of context, and 
it did not give the correct impression. 

So we agreed, and quite properly so, 
that we would not quote from the com
mittee's records; but we did indicate, as 
I think it was correct for us to do, that 
we could refer to what the committee's 
records contained. 

Yesterday, Mr. President, I referred to 
the vote which was taken in the Foreign 
Relations Committee, first on the ques
tion of receiving the report of the sub
committee, and then on the question of 
discharging the subcommittee from the 
further consideration of Senate Resolu
tion 231. 

Then the question arose as to how the 
full committee should .handle the report 
of the subcommittee. 

My recollection of the language of the · 
motion made at that time was that the 
committee should transmit-not report, 
but transmit-the report of the subcom
mittee to the Senate, without recom
mendation. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Does such ac

tion by the full committee comply with 
the -~erms of the resolution? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. That is a 
question. We discussed it in the full 
committee at great length. 

Of course it could be argued that we 
would be complying with the resolution 
by saying, "We have examined the report 
of the subcommittee, and it is our re
port." 

We have discussed that matter quite 
fully in the full committee. 

I have gone through the record of the . 
committee's meeting, to see whether 
there was approval of that position, or 
whether there was a decision that the 
committee take a vote on the merits of 
that question, and ·whether there was 
approval of this, that or the other posi
tion. 

To follow up the questions asked me a 
few moments by the Senator from Mis
souri, let me say that I assume that every 
Member of the Senate is entitled to in
spect the records of any committee, un
less a matter of security is involved; for 
instance, a matter which the Armed 
Services Committee would not wish to 
have generally inspected. But, generally 
speaking, I have assumed-without ask
ing the question-that any Member or' 
the Senate could examine the records of 
the committee. 

So, Mr. President, for the benefit of 
my colleagues, and to save their time, I 
shall read now the pages of the com-. 
mittee's minutes which show any action 
on the question of approval or disap
proval of the report of the subcommittee 
or on the question of whether the sub
committee should be discharged from 
further service under the terms of Senate 
Resolution 231, either with approval or 
or with disapprovai, or in regard to 
whether the report of the ·subcommittee 
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should be accepted by the full com
mittee as its report; and I shall state 
the pages separately. Those matters· 
were discussed in the committee; and it 
was agreed by all of us in the full com
mittee that we were not passing on the 
report in any way, shape, or manner. 

It was admitted, as the committee's 
records show, that the members of the 
committee had not read the report, ex
cept possibly the chairman of the sub
committee; that at least the two minority 
members of the subcommittee had not 
even had the report submitted to them 
for their consideration, but that the re
port was simply submitted by the three 
majority members of the subcommittee 
as the report of the subcommittee, on 
the assumption that the minority mem
bers would not agree to it, and that 
therefore there was no use in consulting 
them about it. 

So the report came in as the report 
and the conclusions of the three majority 
members of the subcommittee. I am 
not arguing now whether the report is or 
is not a correct one; but I simply point 
out that the other members of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, who had 
not had an opportunity to read the re
port, could not accspt the report or could 
not pass on its merits. 

So, Mr. President, after discussion in 
the full committee, it was simply decided 
that the report of the subcommittee 
should be transmitted to the Senate, 
without recommendation. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at this point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from New Jersey yield to the 
Sena tor from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I hold in my left 

hand a copy of what was filed yesterday, 
which has on the outside of it, "Report 
of a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 231.'" I hold in my right 
hand a booklet which was just handed 
to me a moment ago, entitled "Report 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
pursuant to Senate Resolution 231." I 
ask the Senator whether any authority 
has been given by the Committee on For
eign relations so far as he knows to 
change the document which was filed 
yesterday, and of which I have a copy 
in my left hand, so as to read differently 
in the copy which is now being printed 
for public distribution throughout the 
United States. Was any such author
ity granted? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I will say 
to the Senator that no such authority 
was given. The same report has just 
been handed to me. It surprised me, be
cause I had hoped I might make my 
point here before the final printing of 
the report was made. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from New Jersey yield fur
ther to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I call the Senator's 

attention to the fact that in my left hand 
I have a table of contents appearing on 
page 111, which reads "Contents-1. 
Report of the Subcommittee." 

I hold in my right hand a booklet-
the booklet which was just handed to 
me-which has eliminated the words 
"Report of the Subcommittee." Does the 
Senator know of any authority that the 
Senate has given or that the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or anybody has 
given for the deletion from the document 
that was filed yesterday of the words 
which I have referred to, and which were 
the subject of controversy yesterday. on 
the floor of the Senate? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. No; I 
know of none. I may say that I should 
like to finish my statement. The point 
I was making--

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
· Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Let me 
finish this statement, please, and then I 
shall be glad to yield. I want to make 
my statement complete as to what was 
troubling me in this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New Jersey declines to 
yield, 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I decline 
to yield for a moment until I finish this 
statement. Last nigb.t and this morn
ing I went through the transcript of the 
committee record. I tried to note the 
pages and the very place where these 
questions came up for approval or dis
approval, where, for instance, the ques
tions came up of whether we were re
porting for the committee or were 
reporting for the subcommittee. It was 
definitely set forth that the report of 
the subcommittee would be transmitted 
to the Senate without remarks of any 
kind, without comment. The pages 
where these references appear, in case 
Senators want to read the transcript, are 
pages 8, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
24, 30, 31, 32, 33, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 48, 
54, 57, 58, 66, 67, and 69 . . I have included 
reference to the pages showing the mo
tions which were made and agreed to 
in regard to these issues. The discus
sion is quite full. There is a constant 
repetition of this question of whether 
we were simply transmitting-and the 
word "transmit" was used advisedly
the report of the subcommittee · or 
whether it was to be a committee report. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I will yield 
in a moment. I think we are justified 
in presenting this matter as a very im
portant issue because I am sure that no 
member of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee would want to mislead the public 
as to what was being put out by the com
mittee. I yield to the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. · I should like to ask 
the Senator a question. He says there 
was a motion about "transmitting,'' and 
so on. What was the question that was 
voted on in the committee? The Sen
ator knows what was in the transcript. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. If the 
Senator will let me waive the rule and 
read from the transcript, I will read the 
motion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No; the Senator 
has been giving his memory of these 
matters . . What is the Senator's memory 
about this?. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. On which 
vote? 
. Mr. CONNALLY; On the final vote 

on this matter. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The final 

vote was to transmit the report of the 
subcommittee to the Senate without 
recommendation. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is ab
solutely in error, as he will ascertain if 
he will consult the transcript which he 
has in his hand-the original transcript. 
The motion was that the · committee 
report to the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen
ator is correct. I apologize. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. That is 
what I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen
ator moved that the Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee report to the Senate, 
through the chairman, or through some
one designated by him, without comment. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. But let 

me remark that that is the first place 
where the word "report" was used be
cause throughout these particular pro
ceedings, when the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. PEPPER] was discussing the question, 
he used the word "transmit." 

Mr. CONNALLY. The committee did 
not vote on what the Senator from Flor
ida said. They voted on the question 
stated by the chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. It was the 
difference between the words "transmit" 
and "report"-that is, to "transmit" or 
"report" to the Senate the report of the 
subcommittee without comment. I will 
not argue with the Senator about the 
words. Either way, it means the same 
thing. Everyone understood it. It was 
understood that we were transmitting 
the report of the subcommittee, and that 
the committee itself was taking no action 
on it because the members of the com
mittee admitted that they had not read 
the report. So how could they· make a 
report they had not read? 

Mr. FERGUSON and Mr. DONNELL 
~ddressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield; and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 
first to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Did the Foreign 
Relations Committee have any meeting 
between yesterday noon, when the report 
was submitted to the Senate, and the 
present time? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. No; that 
is, I have no "Imowledge of any meeting 
during that time. 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from 
Michigan has just been handed--

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for just a second? I 
should lilce in a moment to propound 
a question. I observe that the Senator 
from Texas is leaving the Chamber. I 
shou!d like him to know that I am going 
to ask a question in a minute which will 
indirectly, at least, be addressed to the 
Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield. 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ·do 

not answer questions unless they are 
addressed to me. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey yield that 
I may ask a question which I will address 
to the Senator from Texas, if .I may have 
unanimous consent so to do? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I ask 
unanimous consent that I may yield to 
the Senator from Missouri for the pur
pose of asking a question of the Senator 
from Texas, on condition that I do not 
lose the floor. 

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

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, the 
question I desire to aks the Senator from 
Texas is this: Will he, at this point in 
the proceedings, permit the record to be 
brought to the Senate, particularly the 
pages which have been referred to and 
identified· by the Senator from New 
Jersey, in order that there may be in the 
RECORD now what those pages show? I 
ask the Senator whether he will permit 
that? 

Mr. CONNALLY. What is the Sen
ator talking about? What pages? 

Mr. DONNELL. The pages from the 
transcript of the meeting of the Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I have no author
ity to do that, under the rule, which is 
well established. That rule was adopted 
a long time ago. It is to the effect that 
minutes of the committee, in executive 
session, cannot be used on the floor. I 
did not make the rule. . But it was made, 
and that is the rule of the Foreign Re
lations Committee. I cannot break it, 
even under the persuasive oratory of the 
Senator from Missouri . . 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey permit me 
to ask one other question? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am 
happy to yield for that purpose, on the 
same condition. 

Mr. DONNELL. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Texas whether the rec
ord of the Foreign Relations Committee 
is available to any Member of the Sen
ate, in the office of the Foreign Rela
tions Committee, and if so, whether I 
may have his leave, as chairman of the 
committee, to make a personal exam
ination of the contents, copy the con
tents, and bring them to the floor of the 
Senate, either this afternoon or 
tomorrow? 

Mr. CONNALLY. No. The Senator 
may consult them, but when he asks that 
he be permitted to make copies and bring 
them to the Senate floor, my answer is 
that that would be a violation of the 
rule. I have no objectfon to the Sen
ator's going to the committee room and 
reading the record and finding out all it 
contains. 

Now, listen. Here i~ what happened 
in the committee, some time in 1949. 
There was colloquy in the committee. 
Mr. President, it is suggested to me that 
even this is a transcript of proceedings 
in an executive session of the commit
tee. But I can state that what I have 
indicated is the rule of the committee. 
It was a rule adopted by action of the 
committee! not by me. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey permit me 
to address a further inquiry to the Sen
a tor from Texas? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield again, on the same condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. .Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
consent is given accordingly. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, do 
I ·not have a voice in whether I shall yield 
or not? 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I ask 
the Senator from Texas to yield . . I 
know his courtesy is such that he can 
always be depended upon to yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Go ahead. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. I should like to ask 

the Senator from· Texas, Will the office 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the record to which I ref erred be 
open to any Senator, including myself, 
this afternoon and tomorrow? Before 
the Sena tor answers the question, I de
sire to say that if I go there, I am going 
to take a paper and pencil and copy 
what I read. With that notice, I ask 
the Senator whether the records will be 
open to me for that purpose? 

Mr. CONNALLY. They will be open 
to the Senator if he desires to go to the 
committee room, but I am not going to 
make any agreement or promise about 
what the effect of his going there may 
be. If the Senator wishes to take with 
him· paper and pencil, that is his re
sponsibility, not mine. Inviting some
one into the office of the committee is 
like inviting him into one's house. I 
simply invite a per.son into my house; I 
do not have to question him as to wheth- · 
er he is going to steal the silver. 
[Laughter.] 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
glad to yield if the Senator assures me 
that he will not steal the silver. 

Mr. DONNELL. I promise the Sena
tor from New Jersey that I shall not steal 
the silver. 

The delightful humor of the Senator 
from Texas is always appreciated. We 
all admire and regard with great esteem 
our distinguished colleague from Texas. 
His delightful humor is one of the rarest 
spots in senatorial experience--

Mr. CONNALLY. Period. Stop right 
there. 

Mr. DONNELL. To my mind, Mr. 
President, this is not a case in which we 
should be dissuaded from duty, and I 
know the Senator does not attempt to 
dissuade any of us from duty by the 
mere humor of the situation nor by an 
illustration which obviously is not seri
ously intended. We are here as Members 
of the United States Senate to find out 
the facts, to find whether this docu
ment which is about to be circulated 
throughout the Nation is the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, al
though, yesterday, when it was filed, it 
had on its title. sheet the words "Report 
of a Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations." We are here to find 
out whether the fact is that the records 
of the committee show that this is a re
port of the committee. It cannot be con
sidered that I would be guilty of steal-

ing the silver or anything else if I should 
go to the committee and impress on a 
piece of paper what I find in order that 
it might remain at least partially in my 
memory. It is my expectation, inten
tion, and promise to the Senate that I 
shall go to the office of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, request permission to 

· see the files, and while I am there I ex
pect to copy a portion of the files which 
refer to this subject ·matter and to re
port what I find. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, an
swering .the Sena tor's question, I am not 
the guardian of the conduct or personal 
actions of the Senator from Missouri. 
He says he is going to the office of the 
committee to read what transpired in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
request that he read page 69. 

Mr. DONNELL. I shall read it. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Read page 69 and 

note the question which was put to the 
committee by the chairman, and then 
note what follows as to the vote. What 
the Senator does is his responsibility and 
not mine; but if he is going to do any 
reading, I ·hope he will read that page, 
instead of reaching around somewhere 
else and· ducking the main question. 
Read page 69. Will the Senator i:i,gree 
to do that? 

Mr. DONNELL. I shall read it with 
the utmost care and shall report to the 
Senate every word that is in it. . 

May I say, also, that I do not believe 
any Member of the Senate, including 
my good friend from Texas, thinks I 
am going to duck around and try to 
evade the issue. I am going to the com
mittee to find out, if I can, what the 
action of the Committee on Foreign Re
lations was, with respect to this repo'rt, 
and to bring to the Senate information 
as to what the action was. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Let me 
say to the Senator from Missouri that 
I think it will be a fine service which he 
will render, because if I have in any way 
misinterpreted the language of the 
transcript, I want it called to my at
tention, and I shall be glad to admit 
any mistake I may have made. Page 
69 was one of the points I wanted to deal 
with. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. FERGUSON. The junior Senator 

from Michigan read from the original 
report which was filed yesterday, having 
taken it from the desk. The title page 
read as follows: 

Report of a subcommittee of the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 231. 

Within the past 5 or 10 minutes a page 
has delivered to the junior Senator from 
Michigan a report, No. 2108, which has 
on the title page the following: 

State Department Employee Loyalty In
vestigation-Report of tlle Committee on 
Foreign Relations Pursuant to Senate Re.so
lution 231. 

In other words, it now appears as being 
a report of the Committee -0n Foreign 
Relations. 

Does the Senator from New Jersey 
know whether there has been a meeti~ 
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of the committee to authorize the change 
in the wording which has been read to 
the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. As !°said 
to the Senator from Missouri, who asked 
the same question, there . has been no 
meeting that I know of. The very thing 
I have been trying to bring before the 
Senate is that this change of title is not, 
in fact, the committee's action. When 
I opened my remarks I endeavored to 
bring to the attention of the Senate the 
fact that the hearings show it was the 
. purpose of the committee to do. nothing 
except to transmit to the Senate the re
port of the subcommittee. That was the 
purpose of my earlier statement. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Does the Senator 

have before him a copy of Report No. 
2108, which has been handed to us 
within the past few minutes? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator be 

kind enough to turn to page 4 a.nd note 
the third paragraph on that page? Does 
he note there that while on the title 
. page are the words "Report of a Subcom
mittee of the Committee on Foreign Re
lations," on page 4, at the beginning of 
the third paragraph, it says: 

We, as members o! the subcommittee. 

Does the Senator observe that? 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I observe 

it, now that the Senator has called my 
attention to it. 

Mr. DONNELL. Does the Senator 
·also observe that at page 170 of Report 
. No. 2108 there appear these words and 
names: 

Respectfully submitted. 
MILLARD E. TYDINGS, chairman. 
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN. 
BRIEN MCMAHON. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I note 
that. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. DONNELL. Were those Senators 
members of the subcommittee which has 
been referred to in the colloquy? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. They were 
the majority members. The other 
members were the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] and the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER], who did 
not sign this report. 

Mr. DONNELL. Has the Committee 
on Foreign Relations had witnesses be
fore it in this investigation, or have those 
witnesses come before the subcommittee? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. They 
. have come before the subcommittee, en
tirely, so far as I know. 

Mr. DONNELL. I should like to ask, 
without burdening the Senator with all 
the detail of it, if he will be kind enough 
to turn to page 5 of the report, under 
the heading "Initial phases of the in
quiry," and state whether the first sen
tence reads as follows: 

The first witness to appear before us was 
Senator MCCARTHY. 

I emphasize the word "us." Does the 
Senator see that? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I see that; 
and obviously it is the subcommittee's 
report. 

Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator cast 
his eye down to the last paragraph on 
that page, which begins as follows: 

We requested the loyalty files concerning 
these individuals-

And so forth. Does the Senator ·ob
serve that? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I ·observe 
that. 

Mr. DONNELL. And the "we" refers 
to the subcommittee? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. It must 
refer to the subcommittee, because, so 
far as I know, the full committee never 
requested any files. I invite the Sena
tor's attention to the table of contents 
on page III, in which, in the second line, 
are the words "Concept.ion of the sub
committee's duty." It then refers to 
page 4. That is. corroborative of what 
the Senator from Missouri is trying to 
bring out, namely, that this document, 
although it is the report of the subcom
mittee, has been titled so as to appear to 
be the report of the whole committee. 

Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator turn 
-to page 47, which I have chanced to turn 
to-&imilarly to the manner in which 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr . 
LODGE] made his examination of the 12 
or 15 files of the 81 files involved-and 
glance at the section headed "Conclu
sion"? I notice the following language: 

The evidence before this subcommittee-

And I underscore with my voice the 
word "subcommittee"- · 

The evidence before this subcommittee-

And so forth. · I call attention also to 
the beginning of the next paragraph: 

In consideration of the charges made 
against Miss Kenyon, this subcommittee-

The Senator sees those words, does he? 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I see the 

same words. 
Mr. DONNELL. Does not the Senator 

agree with me that all of that illustrates 
the fact that the title page has been 
changed by the omission of the words 
''Report of a subcommittee of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations," which ap
peared on the document which was re
ceived yesterday and ordered filed by 
the Vice President? Does not the con
clusion follow irresistibly that this doc
ument is mislabeled when it is marked 
"Report of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations," and that the document, to 
quote the Vice President yesterday, dis
tinctly speaks for itself, although he 
ruled that the document filed was the 
report of the full committee? Does not 
the conclusion follow irresistibly that the 
document is the report of the subcom
mittee, and that if it is handed out to 
the public as the report of the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations it is .not a cor
rect representation to the public? Does 
not the Senator agree with that ~tate
ment? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey . . I am in 
accord with the Senator's statement, 
and I thank him for helping to build up 
the point I wanted to make in opening 
my statement. In other words, I feared 
it would be a misrepresentation to the 
public if we did not clear up this vitally 
important question, namely, "Was the 

Foreign Relations Committee instructed 
by committee vote to transmit a copy of 
the subcommittee's report, or was it 
adopting it as its own report?" 

The Foreign Relations Committee 
never examined the repoi·t, and riever 
had anything to do with it. It simply 
transmitted it to the Senate. As the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] 
pointed out, the words · "report" and 
"transmit" were used interchangeably, 
but the motion of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] called for the 
transmission of the report to the Senate . 
There was no discussion of the meaning 
of the words. They meant exactly the 
same thing to us. -

Mr. BREWSTER: May I ask a · ques
tion at that point?· 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the Senator from Maine. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senator from Maine addressed the 
Chair, the Chair did not hear the Sen
a tor. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I did not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Florida. 
Mr. PEPPER. Will the Sena tor from 

New Jersey yield for a question? 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 

to yield to the Senator from Florfda. 
Mr. PEPPER. I am sure the Senator 

from· New Jersey would not suggest that 
the investigation of this matter by our 
subcommittee was not within the con
templation of the Senate resolution. A 
reading of the resolution itself discloses 
the following: 

Resolved, That ".;he· Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, or any duly ·authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and di
rected to conduct a full and complete study 
and investigation- · 

And so on. So the resolution adopted 
by the Senate specifically authorized the 
inquiry to be made by a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, with the concurrence 
or by the direction of the committee 
itself, designated the distinguished sub
committee, consisting of five members, 
and named as its chairman the eminent 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS]. 
The subcommittee discharged its duties, 
made its report to the full committee, 
and the full committee transmitted the 
report by unanimous vote to the Senate 
it::>elf. Therefore, how can the Senator 
suggest that the resolution has not been 
thoroughly complied with? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. In answer 
to what the Senator has said, of course 
we all know that the work could ·be done 
by a subcommittee. There is no question 
about that. The Senator from Florida 
must remember tlut lengthy discussion 
was had on the whole question. 

Mr. PEPPER. I did not hear the Sen
ator. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen
ator from Florida used the word "trans
mit" all through the discussion. The 
understanding was that the report would 
be sent to the Senate for whatever it 
might- b~ worth. It was a~mitted that 
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no one had read the report except th~ 
Senator from Maryland. I' do not think 
the Senator from Florida would say that 
he had read the report or that he was 
prepared to pass on the merits of the re
port. · 

Mr. PEPPER. I read it as an indi
vidual. No one is claiming that the in
vestigation was made by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations as a whole commit
tee. The· investigation was made by a 
subcommittee consisting of five members 
of the whole committee, who were named 
by the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It was the subcom
mittee that made the report to the full 
committee, and the full committee sent 
the report to the Senate. So I do not 
see how anyone can suggest any irreg
ularity. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. There is 
no irregularity involved in the subcom
mittee's making its report to the full 
committee, even though I did object to 
the report being released to the press be
fore anyone had seen it. I was told, that 
the press had it last Friday, and I did not 
see it until Monday, but I will pass that 
over. I am not objecting to the fact that 
the subcommittee made its report to the 
full committee. I am objecting strenu
ously to the implication that the full 
committee ever acted on the report, or 
ever took a vote on it, or did anything 
else except to transmit it. 
·. That was brought out throughout the 
discussion. The Senator from Mary
land used the word "transmit.'' He 
stated he did not care to have approval 
or disapproval of the report. He merely 
wanted it transmitted to the Senate. It 
is now being printed as a report of the 
whole committee. I want to make it per
fectly clear that I cannot be a party to 
this being done, and I do not want my 
name to appear on it as subscribing to 
its being a report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I object to that be
ing done. As a member of the full com
mitte I have a right to object. 

Mr. PEPPER and Mr. DONNELL ad
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from New Jersey has yielded to 
the Sena tor from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. Has the chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee ever 
suggested that the full committee made 
the inquiry and that the full committee 
was making any recommendation to the 
Senate? No one has ever made any such 
claim. To my knowledge, the matter is 
here exactly as .it actually transpired. 
The Senate adopted a resolution. I read 
from it again: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and di
rected to conduct a full and complete study 
and investigation-

The subcommittee named by the full 
committee made the investigation, as au
thorized to do by the Senate. It. made 
the investigation and submitted its re
port to the full committee. The full 
committee transmitted the report to the 
Senate. The report is here before the 

Senate. An authorized agency of the 
Senate, a subcommitte, has made the in
vestigation. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yielded 
to the Senator for a question. If he 
wants to answer his own question in his 
own time, I have no objection. 

Mr. PEPPER. I add the words: "Is 
that not so?" · 

Mr. SMI'rH of New Jersey. The Sen
ator has met the technicality. 

No, it is not so, because the committee 
did not pass on the report. Therefore, 
to have it printed as a report of the 

· Committee on Foreign Relations is mis
leading the entire American public. I 
merely desire to state that, so far as I 
am concerned, as one member of the 
committee, I had not had time to read 
the report when I received it. I was 
called to a meeting of the Foreign Rela
tions Committee before I had time to 
read it. It was sent to me the night be
fore, and I could not read it because I 
was busy. I went to the meeting. It was 
presented in a few words -by the chair- · 
man. I did not sign the report. None of 
us were asked to sign it. The question 
was raised whether we ought to approve 
it or disapprove it. The chairman of the 
subcommittee said that he did not want 
a vote on approving it or disapproving it. 
All he wanted was to transmit it to the 
Senate, so it could be printed. That is 
all that came up in the committee at any 
time. Now, to have it printed as the re
port of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions is misleading to the American pub
lic. It is something that we should not 
be doing in the Senate of the United 
States. · 

Mr. PEPPER subsequently said: Mr. 
President, a moment ago I stated that 
the vote in the Foreign Relations Com
mittee with respect to the report of the 
subcommittee concerning the loyalty in
quiry was 11 to O. I inadvertently made 
an error. The vote was 9 to 2. It was 
11 to 0 to receive the report and dis
charge the subcommittee. Then the 
vote was 9 to 2 to report the report of 
the subcommittee to the Senate. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the Senator from Missouri. . 

Mr. DONNELL. I understood the 
Senator to say that he objects to this re
port going out as the report of the Com
mittee on· Foreign Relations with his 
name attached to it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am. 
Mr. 'DONNELL. Am I correct in un

derstanding that the Senator does not 
consider that this report, No. 2108, is the 
.report of the Senate Committee on For
eign Relations. Is it not correct that the 
Senator considers, instead, that it is 
merely the report of the subcommittee? 
Am I correct in my understanding? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I agree 
with what the Senator has said. That is 
the point I have tried to make. I think 
it is vitally important. 
. Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, in view 
of the fact that we have had the words 
"fraud" and "hoax" bandied around 
this Chamber in connection with this re
port, and with the allegations that there 
is Communist infiltration into the Gov-

ernment; and in view of the further fact 
that the Senator from New Jersey has 
told us candidly that if this document 
goes out as a report of the Senate Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. as the new 
jacket on the report now indicates, it 
will not be an accurate designation; and 
in view of the fact that he has told us, 
further, that the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations has never authorized· 
such a report or the issue of suc.h a 
jacket, numbered deceptively as "Report 
No. 2108," it seems to me that such a 
misrepresentation must be a fraud and 
such a misrepresentation must be a hoax 
on the American public. 

It occurs to me ·that that is what the 
chairman of the subcommittee [Mr. 
TYDINGS] had in mind when he was using · 
the words "fraud" and "hoax" in con
nection with the problem before us, and 
I ask the Senator from New Jersey if 
he does not agree that if we are to main
tain the authority of the United States 
Senate it is imperative that our docu
ments mean what they say and say what 
they mean, that if they are reports of 
committees· they should so indicate? 
Certainly it is not just or honest or fair 
to the Am~rican public to permit a docu
ment to go out under the label of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations which 
the committee's own minutes indicate 
never has been approved, which is a total 
misrepresentation and not a committee 
report at all. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, that is the point of my bringing 
this matter up this afternoon. I did not 
know this jacket had been prepared. I 
anticipated it, because I had heard some
thing about it, and it seemed to me that 
it was proper to bring to the attention of 
the whole Senate what this is, and my 
desire to make vigorous protest · against 
it. 

Mr. MUNDT. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will carry out his public-service 
suggestion, as he has indicated he would, 
and that he will get the minutes of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee and 
make them available to the Senate and 
to the public, so that this kind of "hoax" 
and this type of "fraud" may not be 
perpetrated on the American public un
der the authority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. FLANDERS and Mr. DONNELL 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield; and, if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield first 
to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. FLANDERS. I desired to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey if he would ask 
unanimous consent that he might yield 
only while I made a motion without his 
losing the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Does the 
Senator desire me to yield so that he 
may make a motion? 

Mr. FLANDERS. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I will ask 

the ruling of the Chair as to whether 
the Senator from New Jersey can yield 
the floor while the Senator from Ver
mont makes a motion. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from New Jersey· may not do so 
without asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I ask 
unanimous consent that I may yield the 
floor temporarily while the Senator from 
Vermont makes a motion, as he has re
quested, and that I do not lose tJ:le floor. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
would have to know the nature of the 
motio~ Otherwise, I would have to 
object. 

Mr. FLANDERS. I will make the 
motion, so that the Senator-- . 
~ Mr. McFARLAND. No; I am not going 
to wait for the motion to be made. 

Mr .. FLANIJERS. I cannot explain 
the motion without making it. 

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator may 
explain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New Jersey has asked 
unanimous consent to yield for a purpose 
stated, and the Senator from Arizona 
objects. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Then ;I will explain 
the. nature of the motion. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Very well. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield the 

floor. 
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, with 

the consent of the Senator from Ver
mont, will the Senator yield to me before 
he yields the floor? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. The Senator from 

South Dakota expressed the hope that 
the information as to what is in the min
utes of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions be brought in. I desire to assure 
h im, and every other Member of the 
Senate that I shall make every effort to 
procur~ that information. I shall go in 
person to the office of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and if I am able to 
obtain the information, as I assume I 
will be, I shall bring it to the floor of the 
Senate. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President-
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 

the floor. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I have 

-asked Mr. Trice to notify the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
that I intend to reply to his remarks of 
yesterday. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Indiana yield? · 

Mr. JENNER. I yield. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. I wish to announce 

at this time to the Senators present that 
as soon as the Senator from Indiana 
h as concluded his remarks, or other Sen
ators who wish to speak on the matter 
now under discussion have concluded 
their remarks, I intend to move the con
sideration of a piece of emergency legis
lation involving the Maritime Service as 
it relates to our war effort. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Indiana yield to me so I 
may make a brief explanation, requiring 
about 2 minutes? · 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, I yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin on the 
condition that I do not lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the Senator from Indiana. 
yielding to the Senator from Wiscon
sin without losing the floor? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered.. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I. sat in 
the Senate all day yesterday and lis
tened to the discussion which occurred 
on the floor, and I have heard consider
able of the discussion today as to what 
took pla~e in the meeting of the Foreign 
Relations Committee on Tuesday last. 
Unfortunately, I was not present at that 
meeting. I was called by the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN] to attend 
a meeting of the Judiciary Committee. 
I arrived at my office from Wisconsin 
about 10 o'clock in the morning and at 
10:10, as ·I recall, I went to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary committee room 
and remained there all morning, unin
formed of proceedings in the Foreign 
Relations Committee. My information 
as to what took place in the meeting of 
the Foreign Relations Committee came 
to me later. As soon as I could, Tuesday 
afternoon, after hearing of the session 
of the Foreign Relations Committee, I 
did consult with the clerk of the com
mittee and was briefed on the subject. 
I have since looked at the minutes 
briefly. 

In the motion which was made by the 
Senator from Florida · [Mr. PEPPER] in 
committee the word "transmit" was 
used. However, when the motion was 
stated by the chairman of the commit
tee the word "report" was used. In the 
meanwhile there had been a discussion 
in committee as to whether or not the 
committee would approve the report. 
As I recall, from a very brief analysis, 
and from what was told me, it was the 
consensus of those present that there 
could be no acceptance or approval of 
the report until the report had been 
studied. 

That is about all I know of what went 
on in the Foreign Relations Committee 
meeting. Of course, not being present, 
I personally did not accept or approve 
the report, nor could I, if I had been 
present without having at least studied 
the record; and, in view of the discus
sion which has been held here by those 
who constitute the investigatory sub
committee, it would appear to me to be 
very difficult for any one of us to ar
rive at any decision until we had an 
opportunity to go over the testimony. 
In other words, it seems to me that those 
of us here, sitting as we do in the nature 
of a review court, have got to examine 
the evidence and see if the evidence sus
tains the general findings and· if the 
issue raised by the Senate resolution has 
been answered. However, I must say 
that with three members or four mem
bers of said subcommittee agreeing in 
relation to certain individuals men
tioned, the issue provided by the reso
lution still remains unanswered. That 
issue is whether or not there are or have 
been any disloyal persons in Govern
ment. 

I shall have something to say later, 
but I believe in view of the general dis
cussion here as to whether or not this 
is the report of the Senate Foreign Rela
tions Committee, it is important that I 
at least express my own views on the 
report. The intent seems plain. The 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
meant to transmit the report but not ap-
pr6ve the same. --

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

Mr. JENNER. I shall not yield until 
I finish my remarks, and then I shall 
be glad to yield. 

Mr. President, never has the Senate 
been reduced to such a spectacle as was 
presented on this Senate floor yesterday 
afternoon. 

Certainly, never before have I ever 
seen a man go to such desperate lengths 
to defend his right to be wrong! 

The fact that the Senator from Mary
land saw fit . to attack me personally in 
his tirade as an accomplice of Stalin is 
relatively unimportant. 

All trained seals have to stoop to pick 
up the ball when they drop it, and the 

. attack of the Senator from Maryland 
on me is only an indication of how low 
lie is willing to stoop to pick up the 
administr·ation's ball, no matter how 
rotten the filth it has rolled through. 

Certainly in this hour of crisis the 
personal political future of anyone of 
us, including my own, is utterly insig
nificant and I have learned that since a 
man has to live with his own conscience, . 
it matters not what even the majority 
thinks of him so long as his conscience 
is clear. 

For myself, I am far more interested 
in what my fellow Americans will say of 
me 25, 50, 100 years from now than I 
am of what they are saying today or may 
say tomorrow. 
, I have also learned when one's per
sonal integrity is attacked in the gutter 
of ward politics, one only covers himself 
with another's slime when one joins in 
the fight on that level. 

But there is one more thing I have 
learned, Mr. President, and that is, when 
in such a time of crisis as this, men, in 
order to save their own miserable politi
cal hides or to cover their own bloody 
tracks of blunders and betrayals, drag 
the future of America down into the 
muck and mire of gutter politics, they 
can count me in because where my coun
try is at stake I will get down there and 
wallow around with the worst of them. 

'!'he Senator from Maryland has now 
presented a spectacle which has trans
formed the majority of the United States 
Senate into an instrument of mob rule 
with which the masterminds of this ad
ministration can ride rough shod over 
facts, legitimate evidence, the truth 
itself, the sincere concern of a unani
mous minority, and even flout the 
deepening fears and misgivings of the 
American people who are asked now to 
sacrifice, suffer, and die to cover up the 
bloody tracks of treason. 

By his actions the Senator from Mary
land has dismissed any doubt I may ever 
have entertained concerning my own 
convictions, concerning the kind of an 
America I believe in, and concerning the 
kind of constitutional government and 
way of life I want to preserve to the 
future. 

The Senator from Maryland has 
charged that the position I hold faith
fully reflects the Communist Party line; 
and he would have the American people 
believe that he has been defending and 
continues to def end America's m9st vital 
interests, principles, and security. 
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Well, Mr. President, I just cannot let 

this challenge go unanswered. 
The Senator from Maryland has pre

sented and defended a position and a 
thesis which proves we are poles apart, 
at opposite extremes. The issue he has 
raised is this: Who has been playing the 
Communist Party line, the Senator from 
Maryland or the Senator from Indiana? 

Let us examine the record and see. 
I know of no· better way of bringing 

this issue to a head than by putting the 
facts on the table, naming names, citing 
chapter and verse. 

I am sure the Senator from Maryland 
is far too clever to expect anyone to be 
fooled by his :flattery of my importance 
or infiuence in the United States Senate. 

I am only a freshman Senator who 
has served 3 % years in this body. I am 
a member of the Judiciary Committee 
and the Committee on Rules and Ad
ministration. Mor·e often than not, Mr. 
President, I have stood with a small mi
nority within the minority party. 

What is the position that I have con
sistently def ended? I believe that the 
eruption of war in Korea is the- final 

, proof that this administration's pro
Soviet propagandists, both at home and 
abroad, have been leading the American 
people, for the past 18 years, from one 
lie to another, from one sell-out to an
other, from one catastrophe to another. 
and from one war to another, behind 
false slogans, false panaceas, false pro
grams, and false promises. 

I have consistently sought to restore 
·traditional American principles to our 
foreign policies, to repudiate the be
trayals of the past, and to guarantee 
against their repetition in the future. 

I have consistently opposed the 
squandering of American resources and 
manpower down the rat holes of Europe 
and Asia, in a determined effort to do 
everything within my power to keep 
America sound, strong, and free. 

As the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BYRD] said recently in the Senate-and 
I suppose he will be called a Communist. 
too, following the line-when will we 
learn that we cannot buy friends with 
money? We have sent to the South 
Koreans $360,000,000 in economic aid, 
since the end of the war; and there has 
been available to them $100,000,000 for 
their defense; and when our Army was 
taken out of South Korea, we left there 
another $100,000,000 worth of equipment 
for them-a majority of which now is in 
the hands of the Communists, and is 
being turned against American boys. 

Mr. President, Senators must wake up. 
When will we learn that we cannot buy 
friendship? 

I have continually raised my voice in 
warning against the folly of pursuing a 
policy that played directly into Stalin's 
hands by enabling him to force America 
to spend herself into bankruptcy. 

Certainly no one in his right rqind 
could ever charge that for the pas! 18 
years this position of mine has repre
sented anything but the minority view. 

What is the position that the Senator 
from Maryland has held during these 
past 18 years, which he now asks us to 
embrace permanently in the future? 
How has this position advanced Amer
ica's interests and the cause of peace? 

Mr. President, 5 days before the Ko- · 
. rean war, Mr. Truman said, "We are 

nearer peace than at any time in the 
last 5 years." 

Mr. President, let us see about that. 
Let us look at the record and see who is 
following the Communist line. 

Let us see whether the position the 
Senator from Maryland has held dur
ing the last 18 years has advanced the 
cause of peace or has helped to stop the 
march of communism. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mary
land should know, for one thing he can
not plead is ignorance of what has taken 
place. 

Of all the men in public office in 
America today, the Senator from Mary
land is the one man who knows just 
what has happened during the past 18 
years. He has been on the ground :floor · 
since 1933, in the formulation of the 
most crucial policies in American his
tory. It is he who holds the dubious 
distinction of having first recommended 
Dean Acheson for service in the Gov
ernment; and from that time to this, 
the Senator from Maryland has been 
''in the know." 

Of course, Mr. President, we almost 
had a disc jockey in the Senate yester
day, but if the disc jockey ever comes 
into being and ever passes out cards, 
I shall wish to know the color of the 
cards of admission to the pa_rty, and I 
hope the disc jockey, if we ever have 
one in the Senate will, when he thinks 
of the fact that he is the one who has 
been responsible for bringing Dean Ache
son into the Government, add to his 
repertoire the song, 0, I've Gotta Wash 
That Man Right Out of My Hair. 
[Laughter.] · 

Yes, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Maryland .has been consulted on the 
basic policies which have been formu
lated; he has helped formulate the over
all strategy; he has lent his weight, his 
support, his prestige, and his power to 
the furtherance of these same policies. 

If the truth were known, the Senator 
from Maryland has helped to master
mind the destiny of these United States 
throughout this tragic period, and his 
influence and power have grown until 
today he is a member of the three most 
important committees in the United 
States Senate, namely, the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, the Armed Services 
Committee, of which he is chairman, and 
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy. 

With all the political and oratorical 
tricks at his command, he not only de
fends, without the slightest apology, 
the consequences of the past 18 years, 
but he has effrontery to insult our in
telligence by asking us to believe that 
throughout this tragic period of 18 years 
our destiny has been in the hands of 
competent, patriotic, loyal Americans, 
and that we should be proud of this 
leadership. 

Again I say, if any man ever knew 
what he was doing, the Senator from 
Maryland is that man, for he has even 
openly boasted on the Senate floor that 
he had access to information that was 
denied to others. The Senator from 
Maryland was telling the truth, for dur
ing the past 18 years he has been an inti
mate member of what have turned out 

to be political and family circles which 
have been pulling the strings of Ameri
can foreign policy behind the scenes. 

The political circle of which he has 
been a member is responsible for the 
recognition of Russia by these United 
States and is the originator of the 
vicious, treasonable propaganda that 
Russia was a God-fearing, law-abiding 
nation, dedicated to the sacredness of 
human personalities and committed to 
the cause of peace. 

As a member of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, the Senator from Maryland 
would have us believe that the out
rageous secret agreements during and 
since the war, have advanced the c&.w;e 
of peace and America's vital interests 
and security. He would even have us 
believe that those who were a party to 
those suicidal agreements were patriotic 
and loyal Americans, while those of us, 
such as the junior Senator from Indiana, 
who have condemned those secret sell
outs as treasonable, are supposed to be 
playing the Russian line. 

It certainly is not difficult to call the 
hand of the Senator from Mary!and, for 
the cards he is hiding are so red with the 
blood of treachery. 

The following facts will prove that the 
Senator from Maryland is asking the 
American people to believe that anyone 
who seeks to correct these criminal be
trayals or to expose their perpetrators in 
our midst is following the Communist 
line. 

The Senator from Maryland certainly 
has a low opinion of the native intelli
gence of the American people, Mr. Presi
dent; for although this administra
tion's propagandists have thus far 
succeeded in hiding the staggering 
extent of America's sell-out to Stalin 
that has been engineered by our 
own so-called statesmen, truth will not 
remain forever on the scaffold and false
hood forever on the throne. 

Can it be that the Senator from Mary
land does not know that at Tehran, by 
the single stroke of a pen, an American 
President, moved by his behind-the
scene advisers, carved Europe in two. 
sold 100,000,000 people in eastern Europe 
into the bloody and tyrannical hands of 
Russia, and paralyzed the European 
economy? 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that at Yalta, under the 
influence of Alger Hiss, a dying Ameri
can President sold Asia down the river, 
partitioned Korea at the thirty-eighth 
parallel, sold out China and Manchuria 
to Stalin and turned communism loose 
around one-half of the world? 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that the debacle in the 
Far East was made certain by the Pots
dam Agreement, which was designed to 
destroy Germany and Japan, the only 
two powers in the world which have been 
able to stop the threatened aggression 
of Russia's oriental hordes? 

With these criminal betrayals still on 
the diplomatic books, when has the 
Senator from Maryland ever raised his 
voice against them? Who is following 
the commie line? 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that for 500 years what 
Russia has been seeking to gain in a 
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v1c10us struggle of power politics is, 
namely, salt-water ports in the Orient, 
and in the Mediterranean and in the 
North Sea, and that these have been 
handed to her on a silver platter in 
these three deals? 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that so far as the Orient 
is concerned, the Korean war is the in
evitable consequence of the most com
pletely documented conspiracy against 
the United States in history? 

Does the Senator from Maryland hon
estly believe that the American people 
will accept his arguments that these 
things have just happened by coinci
dence? 

Has the Senator from Maryland for
gott8n that no one yet knows who pushed 
a dying President into accepting Russia's 
off er to enter war in the Far East 1 week 
b8f ore Japan surrendered, when Admiral 
Zacharias, himself, admits that for '6 
months our own State Department knew 
of the existence of a Japanese offer to 
surrender? Has anybody advised the 
Senator from Maryland, in the investi
gation that he has just gone through, 
who told Dean Acheson to take our troops 
out of Korea? Did the Senator from 
Maryland find that out in his very com
plete and thorough investigation which 
he has just completed and reported to 
the Senate? Who advised Dean Acheson 
and our State Department that he would 
not lift our hand to def end Formosa? 
Let us see who is following the "commie" 
line. 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that the Dean Acheson, 
Alger Hiss, Owen Lattimore, John Carter 
Vincent, and John Stewart Service, who 
engineered the sell-out of the Orient, 
r .eally took over with Japan's surrender, 
and that our most highly trained and 
most competent experienced Far Eastern 
personnel were shoved out of the State 
Department, including Stanley Horn
beck, George Dooman, Joseph Ballantine, 
and Joseph Grew? That is when it took 
place, and they are practically all in th3 
Department today. 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno:. 
rant of the fact that when this crowd of 
master conspirators took over, their first 
official act was to slap General Mac
Arthur in the face, to try to order him 
to execute the Emperor, and to issue the 
infamous document FEC-230 for the 
communization of the Japanese econo
my? Let us see who is following the 
"commie" line. · 

Ah, . is the Senator from Maryland 
ignorant of the fact that t!:e same pat
tern was repeated in China, where be
hind the propaganda line the Chinese 
Communists were "agrarian reform
ers"-just "agrarian reformers"? 

Even General Marshall, himself, was 
made a stooge of these conspirators and 
was directed to force Chiang Kai-shek to 
take the Chinese Communists into his 
Government, along with their armies. 

Is the Senatm from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that during these nego
tiations aid authorized by the United 
States Senate was deliberately withheld 
from Nationalist China until it arrived 
too late to prevent the Communists tak
ing advantage of this lack of arms for 
almost 15 months,' although the Con-

gress had appropriated the money? 
Somebody, some little boy, some place, 
said, "Let them alone-let -them rot." 

Is the Senator from Maryland igno
rant of the fact that throughout this 
whole period this same crowd of con
spirators peddled the vicious line to the 
American people and the world that was 
designzd to betray our wartime ally, who 
for 8 years had heroically fought the 
Japanese, and further designed to ad
vance the cause of communism in Asia? 

Is the Senator from Maryland also 
ignorant of the fact that this identical 
pattern was extended to Korea, where, 
I am informed, Lt. Gen. John R. Hodges, 
commanding general of South Korea, 
also was ordered by the State Depart
ment to take the Communists into the 
South Korean Army? 

And is the . Senator from Marylat\d 
ignorant of the fact that John Foster 
Dulles stated to a group of Senators 
here on Capitol Hill just a few days ago, 
prior to the attack in Korea, that the 
State Department line was advocating 
that a good dose of communism would be 
good for the Asiatics? Wake up, Sena
tors. Let us see who is fallowing the 
commie line. 

And is the ·senator from Maryland 
ignorant of the frightening success this 
State Department conspiracy has had in 
selling not only China but also America 
d~wn the river until whereas, in 1945, 
Russia dominated 180,000,000 people, to
day she has enslaved over 800,000,000? 

Does the Senator from Maryland 
think there would have been any need 
for the outrageous State Department 
white paper . on China unless there was 
a criminal conspiracy to cover up? 

Surely the ·Senator from Maryland 
has seen the document which I hold in 
my hand, which contains the charges 
.presented by the Chinese Nationalist 
Government to the Security Council of 
the United Nations against -Russia, with 
facts and figures and. such authentic 
documents that the Russians have never 
answered these charges? 

Certainly, even while this white paper 
was being issued, Secretary Acheson and 
his cohorts knew every single item in 
this Chinese Nationalist document to be 
true. 

This is only part of the story. For this 
conspiracy not only was determined to 
sell China down the river, but Korea as 
well. 

It was only a few days ago tha4; Owen 
Lattimore advised the United States 
Government "to let Korea fall, but not 
to make it look as if we pushed it." 

The sad thing about it, Mr. President, 
is that those who are being pushed now 
in Korea are the sons of the mothers of 
America. 

It was not so long ago that the State 
Department issued a secret document 
announcing 5t was its intention to let 
even Formosa go. 

In other words, these traitors were 
pushing Formosa along with China and 
Korea down the throat of the Rus3ian 
bear. 

Let us see who is playing the "Commie'' 
line. 

Think of it, Mr. President. These 
State Department conspirators have 
done their deadly work so well that, in 

spite of the fact that Ambassador Jessup 
had just returned from a 20,000-mile 
tour of the Orient, including Korea-in 
spite of the fact the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff had only recently toured all of the 
Pacific-in spite of the fact that John 
Foster Dulles, himself, had spoken in · 
Seoul just a short time prior to the 
Korean outbreak, and . Ambassador 
Muccio had been on the scene, together 
with the United Nations Con:mission for 
the last 2 years, and in spite of the fact 
the intelligence reports available through 
the different branches of the armed 
services were pouring into Washington, 
we were caught ftat-f ooted in a Korean 
Pearl Harbor. How many times can 
that happen? How long can we stand 
it? Who is playing the "commie" line? 

All the time our supreme commander 
in the Far East, General MacArthur, was 
barred from any .jurisdiction, whatever, 
in the Korean theater. The State De
partment boys were running that. 
There are Senators who shed crocodile 
tears because our boys are being killed 
because of a conspiracy which has been 
perpetrated deliberately and criminally 
in our Government. Is the Senator 
from Maryland ignorant of the fact that 
the ~ame group responsible for this de
bacle are in the State Department at this 
very moment with his official blessing? 
Does the Ser..ator from Maryland hon
estly expect u.s to believe these things are 
just a coincidence; that they have not 
been deliberately engineered? Or does 
the Senator from Maryland just hope, 
albng with the late Harry Hopkins, that 
the American people are "just too 
damned dumb" £.Ver to catch on,? 

The issue then is, who is best serving 
Stalin's interest in the United States
the Senator from Maryland, who insists 
that these things have just happened, 
or the junior Senator from Indiana who 
knows these things ~ould not just have 
happened, and who is determined to 
continue his fight to ferret out the master 
minds of this criminal conspiracy along 
with their criminal accomplices and 
clean them out of government? 

What does the. Senator from Mary
land have to say in answer to the follow
ing proof that someone master-minded 
these betrayals? 

I quote from Cordell Hull's memoirs: 
In general,. ! was not a social intimate o! 

the President. 
I was not invited to White House dinners, 

except on official occasim::ts, or to week-end 
excursio::is on Mr. Roosevelt's yacht or to 
Hyde Park. 

Moreover, I was frankly glad not to be 
invited into the White House groups where 
so often the "liberal" game was played on an 
extreme basis. 

I was known not to be an extreme liberal 
or semiradical, as were some of those who 
were close about the President, and my 
pr0senc~ in their gatherings wouid have t:>een 
as embarrassing to me as to them. 

The President's Cabinet filled, in general, 
a •ry minor role in the formulation of 
foreign policy. -

It was also natural that there sllould de
velop a so-called inside kitchen ':3.binet com-
posed of a few persons. · 

Mr. President, I quote further from 
. Cordell Hull: 

The President did not tttke me with him 
to Casablanca, Cairo,- or Tehran Conferences 
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• • • nor did I take part in his military 
discussions with Prime Minister Churchill 
in Washington, some of which had wide· 
spread diplomatic repercussions. 

I learned from other sources than the ·Pres· 
ident what had occurred at the Casablanca, 
Cairo, and Tehran Conferences. 

Mr. President, what happened at the 
Quebec Conference September 11, 1944, 
where the future of Germany was de
cided? 

Again, our Secretary of State was not 
invited. 

He was too American and too conser
vative for this gang of cut-throat con
spirators the Senator from Maryland is 
busy def ending. 

Again I quote from Cordell Hull's 
diary: 

Four days after the Conference began I 
was astonished to receive from the President 
a memorandum addressed to i:ne, dated Sep
tember 15, 1944, which indicated that he 
and Churchill had largely embraced Mor
genthau's ideas • • •. The memorandum 
• • • stated: 

"It" was felt that the two districts should 
be put under somebody under the world 
organization (the UN, where Russia was to 
get the veto until every demand she made 
was gratified)." 

Mr. President, Secretary Hull goes on 
to say: 

In fact, the President did .not seem to 
realize the devastating nature of the memo
randum of September 15 to which he had 
put his "O. K.-F. D.R." 

The President's memorandum also showed 
plainly that he had not understood the 
meaning of what he had agreed to at Quebec. 

Note that. 
At about this time Secretary Stimson had 

a talk with the President, from which Stim
son drew the same conclusion. 

Stimson informed me that the President 
was frankly staggered at hearing these sen
tences, and said that he had no idea how 
he could have initialed the memorandum, 
and that he had evidently done so without 
much thought. 

Now, Mr. President, who is playing 
the "Commie line"? Who engineered the 
Yalta sell-out? 

Again quoting Cordell Hull: 
I should state at this point that I was not 

consulted by the President or anyone else 
on policy issues prior to or during the Yalta 
Conference. 

This is our Secretary of State speaking 
in a time of great crisis. 

He continues: 
Nor was I informed beforehand of the pur

poses of this Government at any other 
important conference subsequently. 

Then who was running the show? 
According to Adolph Berle, one of 

Woodrow Wilson's and Franklin Roose
velt's trusted advisers: 

In the fall of 1944 there was a difference 
of opinion in the State Department. 

I felt that the Russians were not going 
to be sympathetic and cooperative . . 

The opposite group was largely Acheson's 
group, with Alger Hiss as his principal 
assistant. 

The Senator from Maryland brought 
Dean Acheson into the Government and 
is proud of him. Who is playing the 
"Commie" line? 

It is a matter of record, Mr. President, 
that in 1943 Dean Acheson, then Assist- · 

ant Secretary of State, headed a group 
of State Department experts· assigned to 
planning the size and duties of a world 
organization to prevent war. 

And now Alger Hiss, on whom Dean 
Acheson will not turn his back, on whom 
the Senator from Maryland will not turn 
his back, stands as a convicted liar 
and perjurer, whose interdepartmental 
memos are still locked up in this admin
istration's deep freezes, and the secret 
of his fellow conspirators along with 
them. 

Who is playing the "Commie'' line? 
Let us find out. No wonder the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] ·and 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HicKEN
LOOPER] would not sign such a report. 
They want an honest report. They want 
the American people to know .the facts 
and the truth as to what is going on in 
this beloved country of ours. 

These are the known facts, to which 
the Senator from Maryland would have 
us forever close our eyes. 

Who is following the "Commie" line? 
Is it the Senator from Maryland, who 
has conducted the most scandalous and 
brazen whitewash of treasonable con
spiracy in our history, who would con- · 
tinue to cover up these termites and 
vermin, who, even while I speak, are 
gnawing at the foundations of our free
dom, or is it the junior Senator from In
diana, who would ferret out these rats 
and fumigate their State Department 
haven? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
make a point of order. The Senator 
from Indiana is ·out of order in his re
marks about the Senator from Mary
land, and I invoke rule XIX of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Indiana .will take his seat. 

<Mr. JENNER took his seat.) 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I move 

that the Senator from Indiana be al
lowed to proceed in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. [Putting 
the question.] The "ayes" have it and 
the Sena tor from Indiana may proceed 
in order. 
· Mr. JENNER. The Senator from 
Maryland has charged that I have op
posed this administration's 35 interna
tional hand-out schemes, in which we 
have squandered $35,000,000,000 in for
eign hand-outs since the war. 

This is true. · 
But he goes on to charge that this is 

playing Stalin's game, while he, who has 
supported these hand-outs has been 
:fighting Communists. 

What are the facts, Mr. President? 
Whfoh of us is doing more to advance 

or oppose the cause of communism by 
our stand? 

Mr. President, I have consistently op
posed the squandering of American re
sources abroad because I believe we were 
merely preparing the table for Stalin, as 
we did in Korea. We gave the Koreans 
$360,000,000. We appropriated $100,-
000,000 for military equipment for 
Southern Korea, and today it is all gone 
and practically all of it in the hands of 
the North Korean Reds. We keep pour
ing . money into Europe. Why? Of 

course, I stand, as I said before, for the 
extension of the Monroe Doctrine to 
wherever the security of this Nation de
mands its extension. Why should we 
keep pouring money into France, for 
example, where they change their gov
ernment about as often as the moon 

· changes, where one-third of the popula
tion is Communist, and where one of the 
largest single political parties is Com
munist? The picture is about the same 
in Italy. Oh, let us wake up before it is 
everlastingly too late. 

I continue to be determined to hus
band our resources and to give priority 
to our own staggering needs to meet even 
the minimum requirements for an im
pregnable national defense. 

Mr. President, it is not so long ago 
that I found myself joined by such dis
tinguished Americans as Mr. William 
Clayton, Mr. John Foster Dulles, Gen
eral Bradley, Harold Stassen, and many 
others, who warned that we really were 
losing the cold war, and preparing the 
table for Stalin. 

I have never posed as a military ex
pert, Mr. President, but I still refuse to 
believe that when I took the oath of of
fice as a Senator of the United States I 
was obligated to squander our substance 
in a suicidal attempt to underwrite 
everybody else's interest and security 
but our own. 

This is my position, which the Sena
ator from Maryland says directy reflects 
"the Commie line." 

What is happening, Mr. President, to 
America when the Senator from Mary
land charges that anyone who is deter
mined to keep America sound, strong, 
and free is playing Stalin's game? 

Only men who are desperate would so 
twist the truth into such an ugly shape. 

But what of the Senator from Mary
land? 

He is a great authority on military 
affairs by his. own admission, for he is 
chairman of the Armed Services Com
mittee of the Senate, and he once at
tended a military conference in Brus
sels to discuss plans for a North Atlantic 
Pact, which did not even exist, and does 
not even exist today, except on paper. 

Who has been most useful to the 
Communist cause? 

Has it been the junior Senator from 
Indiana, o~· the Senator from Maryland, 
who advocates the squandering of Amer
ica's billions to rearm so-called allies, 
who have neither the means nor the will 
to def end themselves, and who defends 
an administration which has presided 
over the spending of $89,000,0DO,OOO for 
national defense during the past five 
peacetime years, and who now cries 
crocodile tears that e'ven this gigantic 
sum has been so maladministered that 
American GI's have been dying in Korea 
trying to stop 60-ton Russian tanks with 
peashooters? Eighty-nine billion dol
lars have been spent in the past 5 years 
for the defense of this country. The dis
tinguished Senator from Maryland is 
chairman of the Armed Services Com
mittee, and our boys are dying trying to 
stop 60-ton tanks with peashooters. 
Who is playing the Commie line? 

General Bradley, himself, has ad
mitted that in spite of the enormous ex
penditure for national defense since the 
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end of the war we cannot win r. war, keep 
the peace, or def end ourselves. 

The Senator from Maryland on Febru. 
ary 6, 16, and 23 of this year actually 
advanced the proposition for general dis. 
armament on top of t:P.e frightful neglect 
of our own national defense. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mary. 
land is also a member of the Senate Com. 
mittee on Atomic Energy, and certainly 
he cannot be ignorant of what has been 
going on in thi::; field. 

Again I ask, Mr. President, who is ren. 
dering the greatest service to commu· 
nism-the junior Senator from Indiana, 
who knows just from reading the news· 
papers that the English_spy, Dr. Klaus 
Fuchs, deliberately betrayed our atomic 
secrets into the hands of Russia, as a 
member of a gigantic atomic spy ring 
which the F·BI has already started to 
round up, right under our noses, and who 
wants to help the FBI finish the job, or, 
is it the Senator from Maryland whose 
logic has become so twisted that he can 
see no relation between the American 
atomic spy ring, now being rounded up, 
and the Mackenzie King report on the 
Canadian spy trials, which no Member of 
Congress has ever seen, because it links 
this spy ring with officials who have 
either served or are still serving in the 
State Department? 

No wonder we did not get an investiga. 
tion, Mr. President. No wonder we got 
a "whitewash" report. 

Surely the facts I have recounted are 
known to the Senator from Maryland 
and it is hard to see by what .rhyme or 
reason the Senator expects us to believe 
he is ignorant of them, for any ignorance 
in these matters which the Senator may 
possess is deliberate ignorance. 

I have never heard a more blasphe· 
mous perversion of the truth than the 
outburst of the Senator from Maryland 
yesterday giving a clean bill of health to 
the entire personnel of the State Depart· 
ment, when in addition to all the fore· 
going facts, he knows that the FBI at 
this moment has 21,104 cases of sub· 
version it has never started to prosecute, 
when the Senator from Maryland knows 
also of the army of sexual perverts who 
are engaged in the filthy immorality of 
blackmail and degradation, and when 
the Senator from Maryland knows that 
J. Edgar Hoover has warned us of 55,000 
known Communists who are becoming 
more numerous, more tricky, and more 
active than ever. 

Mr. President, the frightening fact is 
thl1t a Senator, of all people, who knows 
at least these sordid, terrifying facts to 
be true, would go to such staggering 
lengths to cover them up, along with 
whatever there may be of their rotten, 
slimy, treasonable implications. 

A man must be really desperate when 
he will organize a conspiracy within his 
own political family circle to help cover 
up such a hideous perversion and be. 
trayal of the public trust. 

Is it not true, Senator TYDINGS, that 
you sponsored and continue to sponsor 
Dean Acheson? 

Is it not true, Senator TYDINGS, that 
it is your own father-in-law, Mr. Davies, 

who, as our Ambassador to Russia, wrote 
as foul a piece of pro-Soviet propaganda 
as was ever designed to corrupt the 
minds of the American people? 

Is it not true that Mr. Seth Richard· 
son, who is chairman of the President's 
Loyalty Review Board, is a law partner 
of your father-in-law? 

Is it not true that the counsel you 
hired to do your work on this subcom· 
mittee, Mr. Morgan, was associated with 
Mr. Richardson and Mr. Hiss' pal, Mr. 
Kaufman, during the Pearl Harbor hear. 
ings, which applied an even more out· 
rageous whitewash to the past? 

Is it not also true, Senator TYDINGS, 
that after Ambassador Hurley was sab· 
otaged by the State Department's pro· 
Communist .clique, Mr. J. Leighton 
Stuart was appointed Ambassador to 
China as a direct slap in the face to the 
Nationalist Government, and that the 
whole of this story has not yet been 
told? 

Mr. President, the issues I have dis· 
cussed rise far beyond any conflict of 
politics or personality, for never before 
in our history did our own people need 
more truth and more light. Certainly 
never has there ever been such a fright· 
ening need for a restoration of their 
faith in their political leadership. 

I still believe that only the truth can 
make and keep men free. The Senator 
from Maryland believes that the truth 
belongs only to a select inner circle of 
a new political aristocracy that has 
emerged on the American scene during 
the past 18 years, which, in the name 
of progress, prosperity, and peace, has 
succeeded only in selling us down the 
river, and leading us into three frightful 
wars in one generation. 

I want to conclude my remarks'by ad· 
vising the Senator from Maryland that 
in my humble opinion everything he has 
been a party to in this mess, and his 
attempts to defend it, fly right in the 
face of the lessons of history. 

I believe that the result of the spec· 
tacle to which the United States Senate 
has been reduced will be to arouse the 
American people to the fact that they 
dare no longer entrust the future to 
those who have betrayed the past. 

And the day of reckoning is coming. 
Mr. President, I desire to say that I 

have no medals, such as the distinguished 
Senator from Maryland told us yester· 
day he has. I did not know the distin· 
guished Senator from Maryland was such 
a brave and heroic man until he told 
us from his own itsy-bitsy lips yester. 
day, but I do know that there is another 
medal which will probably come to him. 
It will be very large, and emblazoned 
with a single name: 

"Thanks, from good old Joe, for a job 
wen done." 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON ARMED 

SERVICES-EXTENSION OF ENLIST
MENTS IN THE ARMED FORCES 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Armed Services I re
port two bills, which have been unani· 
mously approved by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reports 
will be received. 

The bills reported by Mr. TYDINGS, 
from the Committee on Armed Services, 
are as follows: 

S . 3939. A bill to suspend restrictions on 
the authorized personnel strength of the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 2116); and 

S. 3937. A bill to authorize the President 
to extend enlistments in the Armed Forces 
of the United States; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2117). 

Mr. TYDINGS. The first bill <S. 
3939) is to suspend restrictions on the 
authorized personnel strength of the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; 
the second bill is to authorize the Presi· 
dent to extend erilistments in the Armed 
Forces of the United States. 

Believing that the second bill CS. 3937) 
is imperative to the defenses of the coun· 
try, as enlistments are expiring every 
day in the fighting forces, and that no 
debate will be entailed by the considera. 
tion of the second bill, I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration, 
coming, as it does, from the Armed Serv. 
ices Committee with a "must" attached 
to it. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. I also understood 
the request to be for immediate consid· 
eration. 

Mr. TYDINGS. For the one bill 'CS. 
3937). There are approximately 300,000 
men in the Army, Navy, and Air Force 
whose enlistments will expire in the next 
calendar year. Under normal conditions. 
these men would reenlist on a percentage 
basis of about 50 percent. These are 
trained men who cannot be replaced. It 
is not easy for the recruits to fill the 
shoes of these trained men. 

Since men are dropping out of the 
armed services every day, the purpose of 
the bill for which I ask immediate con. 
sideration is to extend their enlistments 
until we can secure replacements to take 
the places vacated by the men who drop 
out. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I understand the dis· 

tinguished · Senator to say that the bill 
was reported from -the Armed Services 
Committee unanimously. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It was, and with an 
imperative plea from the Defense De· 
partment, and in line with the Presi· 
dent's message, that we take quick action 
thereon. 

Mr. WHERRY. No one wants to pre· 
vent quick action being taken. The Sen. 
ator, however, has not even spoken to me 
about taking up the bill this afternoon. 
I wondered if there could be-no, Mr. 
President, I .have no objection. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Consideration. of the 
bill will talrn only 5 minutes, in my · 
opinion. If it takes longer I shall with. 
draw it. 

Mr. WHERRY. I ask the distin. 
guished Senator from Maryland to give 
us in as much detail as he can the pur· 
pose of the bill. Are copies of the bill 
now available to Members of the Senate? 
Are they on the desks of Senators? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland has reported two bills, 
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and has asked for present consideration 
of one of them, which the clerk will state 
by title. 

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. WHERRY. Is the bill printed? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Yes, it is printed. 
Mr. WHERRY. Is it available for dis-

tribution? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; it is available. I 

do not know where copies of it are, but 
the bill has been printed, and we have 
had it in our committee for some time. 

Mr. WHERRY. I wonder if we can
not have a discussion of the bill until we 
find whether copies are available. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It is a short bill, and 
I can read it in 2 minutes. Does the 
Senator want me to read it, or does he 
wish to have the clerk read it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
says it is a short bill and that he can 
read it in 2 minutes. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
Nebraska has no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. If there are 
other Members on this side of the aisle 
who wish to object, I feel they should be 
given an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, this 
ts a measure with which I am fa
miliar--

Mr. MAGNUSON. No; I will say to 
the Senator that this is not our measure. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I wish 
to make one statement and then I shall 
be glad to yield. All the bill does is to 
extend the enlistment of men who are 
now in the Army, for 1 year, to prevent 
the loss of trained personnel, until we 
can supply the vacancies, 300,000 of 
which will be created, with men who in 
the meantime have been trained to take 
their places. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. CAPEHART. We did the ·same 

thing in World War II, did we not? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; we did. 
Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator 

yield? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I did not quite under

stand the Senator. As I understood, he 
said that the bill had been reported from 
the Armed Services Committee unani
mously. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. WHERRY. Was the minority 

represented with respect to the measure? 
Mr. TYDINGS. The minority mem

bers were all present except one, as I 
recall; and we were unanimous, not only 
in reporting the measure, but in realizing 
the seriousness of the situation, and the 
need for quick action upon it. 

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to have 
the Senator explain the measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will state the bill by title for the in
formation of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S, 
3937) to authorize the President to ex.
tend enlistments in the Armed Forces of 
the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Maryland asks unanimous con
sent that the unfinished business be tem
porarily laid aside, and that Senate bill 
3937 be given present consideration. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I shall 
not object, but could we have the bill 
read? The Senator said it would take 
only 2 minutes to read it. -

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre

tary will read the bill. 
The legislative clerk read the bill <S. 

3937) , as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That until July 9, 1951, 

the President shall be authorized to extend 
all enlistments in any component of the 
Army of the United States, the United States 
Navy, and the U:nited States Marine Corps, 
including the Naval Reserve and the Marine 
Corps Reserve, and in any component of the 
Air Force of the United States for a period of 
not to exceed 12 months: Provided, That all 
persons whose terms of enlistments are ex
tended in accordance with the provisions of 
this act shall continue during such exten
sions to be subject in all respects to the laws 
and regulations for the government of their 
respective service. 

SEC. 2. Personnel of the uniformed serv
ices entitled to benefits under section 515 of 
the Career Compensation Act of 1949 (63 
Stat. 831) shall not sufier any reduction in 
total compensation by reason of any extended 
service performed under the terms of this 
act. 

SEC. 3. That portion of section 1422 of the 
Revised Statutes (18 Stat. 484) which reads 
as follows: "All persons who shall be so de
tained beyond their terms of enlistment or 
who shall, after the termination of their 
enlistment, voluntarily reenter to serve until 
the return to an Atlantic of Pacific port of 
the vessel to which they belong, and their 
regular discharge therefrom, shall receive for 
the time during which they are so detained, 
or shall so serve beyond their original terms 
of enlistment, an addition of one-fourth of 
their former . pay:", shall be suspended with 
respect to enlistments extended in accord
ance with this act. 

- Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I 
should like to say that all the bill does is 
what we have done heretofore in periods 
of imminent danger, such as that which 
confronts the Nation now. Just before 
World War II broke out, in 1941, we ex
tended the enlistments and made other 
provisions to take care of a similar emer
gency. Enactment of the bill is vitally 
needed to keep the defenses of our coun
try up to standard, until the intermedi
ate measures which will come along from 
now on will overtake this situation and 
m·ake it no longer necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. In World War I and in 

World War II was similar action taken 
before war was declared? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; in World War II 
at any rate. I do not know about World 
War I. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator ex

plain the last section? Does it provide 

for an increase of 25 percent in pay if 
the men are kept beyond the period of 
enlistment? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I did not quite un
. derstand the Senator. 

Mr. AIKEN. What is the meaning of 
the last provision of the bill? As it was 
read it would seem to me that there 
would be an increase of 25 percent in 
pay. Is that what it means, or what 
does it mean? 

Mr. TYDINGS. That section has been 
suspended, because it provides for keep
ing men on particular ships. We do not 
want to keep men on particular ships. 
That is a peacetime measure. 

Mr. AIKEN. I see. 
Mr. TYDINGS. And it was necessary 

to suspend that language along with the 
other provisions with respect to the 
Navy. 

Mr. AIKEN. Unfortunately the Sen
ator from Vermont did not hear the 
quotation marks in the reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, since 
the matter came up, two questions have 
arisen which a Senator who is not on the 
fioor would like to ask. I wonder if 
the Senator from Maryland would with
hold his request for immediate consider
ation until the other bill is discussed, and 
by the time action is taken on that I 
think we will have the Senator in ques
tion present. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall be glad to 
withhold my request. I should like to 
add that I appreciate the courtesy of 
those in charge of the unfinished busi
ness for permitting it to. be laid aside 
temporarily. The bill I have reported is 
an important piece of legislation, and 
I certainly trust that before we adjourn 
or recess today we may have the bill 
considered and enacted into law. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, this bill 
was taken up in the Armed Services 
Committee this morning with the follow
ing Republicans present: BRIDGES, GUR
NEY, SALTONSTALL, and MORSE. As a re
sult of some suggestions made by Mem~ 
bers on the Republican side of the aisle, 
particularly suggestions made by the 
able Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GURNEY], the bill was modified in cer
tain particulars, and comes to the Sen
ate with the unanimous recommenda
tion of the committee. 
. Mr. WHERRY. What were the modi
fications? That is one of the things I 
want to know. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I believe the Senator 
from Oregon has the other bill in mind, 
if he will allow me to correct him. The 
bill we are now diiicussing is the one 
extending the period of enlistment. 
There was a companion bill discussed. 

Mr. MORSE. What the Senator from 
Oregon had in minu was not the modi
fication of the language of the bill, but 
the understanding we reached that if 
and when legislation was passed in re
gard to family allotments, they should 
automatically be extended to these men 
whose service would be extended under 
the bill now being discussed. 
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. Mr. TYDINGS. That is· correct, al-. 
though that does not appear in the bill. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 
withdraw any objection. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask 
for immediate consideration of the bill. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland asks unanimous consent 
that the unfinished business be tempo
rarily laid aside and that Senate bill 
3937 be immediately considered. Is 
there objection? 

There ·· being no objection, the bill 
:cs. 3937) to authorize the President to 
extend enlistments in the armed forces 
of the Ubited States was considered, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
CONTROL OF ANCHORAGE AND MOVE
. MENT OF FOREIGN-FLAG VESSELS IN 

WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce I report Senate 
bill 3859, and I submit a report <No. 
2118) thereon. I ask unanimous con
sent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside and that the Sen
ate proceed to the immediate considera
tion of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be stated by title for the information of 
the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
3859) to authorize the President to con
trol the anchorage and movement of 
foreign-:fiag vessels in waters of the 
United States when the national security 
of the United States is endangered, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON]? 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I should like an op- . 
portunity to address the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that he was advised there were certain 
matters which needed to be considered 
immediately. The Chair has the Sena
tor from Missouri in mind to be recog
nized in his own right as soon as it is 
proper to do so. 

Mr. KEM. That is entirely satisfac
tory. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan is also anxious to be rec
ognized. The Chair will recognize Sen
ators as he can. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I wish to 
say that I should like very much to be 
recognized when this bill is passed. I 
have a partic'.llar reason for wishing to 
be recognized, namely, I wish to make a 
statement in the nature of a reply to the 
attack made yesterday by the eminent 
Senator from Maryland on those who 
have voted for a reduction in funds for 
the Marshae plan. I should like to have 
an opportunity to say what I have to 
say while the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland is on the :fioor. I know he has 
manifold duties and many demands on 
his time and on his attention; but, as I 
have told him personally before this time, 
I should like very much to say what I 
have to say on this matter while he is 
present in thP. Senate Chamber. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Washington has the floor. Does he 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr . . TYDINGS. Let me inquire for 

what purpose the Senator from Missouri 
wishes me to. remain. 

Mr. KEM. So that the Senator from 
Maryland may be advised personally of 
what I have to say in reply to what I 
consider to have been an entirely un
warranted attack on Senators who in 
good faith have supported a reduction 
in Marshall plan aid. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I shall 
deny myself that pleasure, but perhaps 
I shall later reply to the Senator in. my . 
own time . 

However, I do not care to remain on 
the floor of the Senate to listen to 
speeches to which I do not care to listen, 
because I can tell what they will be with
out hearing them. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
hope we shall act promptly on this bill. 
It is an emergency matter. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I withdraw 
my objection, with the expression of the 
hope that I shall be recognized when the 
bill is passed. 

.Mr. WHERRY. ·Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object, let me say that I 
shall not object unless consideration of 
the bill takes an undue amount of time. 
If it does1 then I shall have to ask unan
imous consent that the further consid
eration of the bill be suspended, if the 
Senator will cooperate in that respect. 

Mr. MAGNUEON. I shall be glad to 
cooperate. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, let me say that I 
shall not object if it is understood that 
when the bill is passed or otherwise dis
posed of I shall be recognized by the 
Chair. Otherwise, I shall object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the 
rules, the recognition of Senators is in 
the discretion of the Chair. 

Earlier today the Chair was handed 
by the Senator from Nebraska a list of 
Senators on the minority side who de
sired to speak. The Chair understands 
that all of them have spoken now except 
the Senator from Missouri and the Sen
ator from Michigan. 

It is immaterial to the Chair which of 
those two distinguished Senators is rec
ognized first. However, if it is agreeable 
to the Senator from Michigan, the Chair 
is willing to recognize the Senator from 
Missouri first, and is willing to make that 
statement now, so that the bill can be 
disposed of. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, re
serving the right to object, I simply wish 
to say that I think a poor precedent 
would be established if any Senator were 
to demand that he be recognized as a 
condition of giving consent for the con
sideration by the Senate of an impor
tant measure. 

I am willing to have the distinguished 
Senator from Missouri have the floor fol
lowing the consideration of this bill; but 
I hope he will not make such a request. 
I hope he will be willing to trust to the 
good judgment of the President of the 

Senate, and will. recognize that . the -re .. 
quest he has made would, if granted, es .. 
tablish a poor precedent for the Senate 
to follow. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I un .. 
derstood the distinguished occupant of 
the Chair to say that he would recognize 
the Senator from Missouri if there was 
no objection on the part of the Senator 
from Michigan. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is cor .. 
rect. 

As Sena tors know, the Chair does not 
keep a list of Senators whom he has pri
vately agreed to recognize. The Chair 
has never thought ·such a practice was 
proper. 

However, the Chair has publicly stated 
that when this bill is out of the way, the 
Chair will recognize the Senator from 
Missouri, if that is agreeable to the Sen
ator from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON]. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President-
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 

hope the Senator from Oregon will per .. 
mit me to explain the bill first. 

Mr. President, this is a bill of an emer .. 
gency nature. The bill would authorize 
the President to control the anchorage 
and movements of foreign-flag vessels in 
waters of the United States when the 
national security of the United States is 
endangered. The bill would apply to all 
the harbors of the United States and its 
Territories. 

Under the present situation, the Pres! .. 
dent would have to declare a complete 
emergency in order to be able to take 
care of this problem, which is vital to 
.the security of the Nation. The enact .. 
ment of this measure will allow the Presi
dent to declare a .limited emergen~y1 as 
applicable to the area around the water .. 
fronts. 

There is now no existing law which 
would prohibit a foreign vessel, flying a 
foreign flag, from entering the harbors 
of our country, which usually are sur
rounded by greH.t cities, even if such ves
sel were at the time carrying any type 
of weapon-whether an atomic bomb or 
bacteria or anything else-and thus 
could do a great deal of damage and 
harm in a sneak attack on our country. 
The purpose of the bill is to prevent such 
a thing happening. 

Furthermore, the bill will allow the 
President to invoke security measures on 
the waterfronts-that is to say, around 
the docks. In my opinion, the bill will 
have the dual effect of helping clean out 
whatever- subversive influences may exist 
around the waterfronts and of protecting 
the country from sneak attacks of the 
sort I have mentioned. Some of the 
last strongholds of the Communists in 
this country exist in some of the water
front unions, despite the efforts of pa
triotic maritime labor leaders to clean 
out some of those unions. 

Under the provisions of this bill, the 
President could, and probably \vould, call 
on the Coast Guard, the FBI, or such 
other Government agencies as he might 
wish to use, to give us such waterfront 

_security. . 
So, Mr. President, the prompt enact .. 

ment of this measure is vita:. 
Of course we know that if enemy air

planes were to fly over our country, they 

• 
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might do considerable harm to our coun
try or to some of our cities. However, at 
the present time there is no way to check 
on what might be shipped aboard a for
ign vessel entering a port of the United 

·States. The customs officials are not 
particularly trained in regard to such 
matters, for they_ simply go to the skip
. pers of incoming vessels and ask, "What 
do you have on board?" 

The reply perha,ps would be, "10,000 
bushels of wheat." 

The inspector would look into the hold 
of the ship, but that is about as far as 

' bis inspection would go. 
Today we still trade with Russia; Rus

sian ships are entering our ports without 
any security investigation. 

This measure will give the President 
the authority to invoke the same kind of 
security measures which were invoked 
in World War I and in World War II. 

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield to me, let me inquire 
whether it is a fact that all the defense 
authorities, including the Coast Guard, 
the Attorney General, the Army, and 

·the Navy, ask for the enactment of this 
·measure. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes. I appreciate 
the suggestion the Senator has made. 

Mr. President, the Department of De
fense, the Attorney General, the Treas
ury Department-which at the present 
time is in charge of the Coast Guard-

. and the Department of Labor, are all in
-=terested in the matter of subversives 
·around the waterfronts: and all those 
Government agencies not only have en
dorsed this measure, but they say it is 

· important as it relates to a great emer-
, gency, and -they say the bill should be · 
enacted ·immediately. -

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER. I wish to endorse 

most heartily what the Senator from 
Washington has said, and I do so in 
behalf of the minority members of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

This situation illustrates the wisdom 
of the advice given by Bernard Baruch, 
namely, that we should have on the 
statute books, as statute law, appropri
ate measures to enable the President, 
under direction of the Congress, to take 
proper action under such circumstances. 

So I hope this measure will be enacted 
promptly. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed at this point in the 
RECORD the latest discussion of this 
matter by Mr. Bernard Baruch. I refer 
to excerpts from an address delivered 
by Mr. Baruch at Columbia University 
on May 18. 
· There being no objection, the excerpts 
from the address were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Herald Tribune 
of July 16, 1950] · 

MR. BARUCH ON TOTAL MOBILIZATION-A Pao
GRAM FOR ALL-OUT DEFENSE OF THE UNITED 
STATES PREPARED BEFORE THE KOREAN CRISIS 

In World War I we sailed an uncharted 
sea. We had _to find our way by trial and 
error. When we were finished, we had wrung 

·Hindenburg's admission, "Her brilliant, if 
pitiless, war industry had entered the serv-

ice of patriotism and had not failed it. • • • 
They understood war." But when World 
War II began, those in command threw away 
the charts we had left. Repeating the mis
takes· of the past, they eventually drifted 
back to what had been recommended orig
inally. The war was won, but only after a 
terrible cost in the needless prolongation of 
the struggle and a needless toll of blood 
and treasure. 

I would not bring up this record of the 
past except for two reasons. First, one ob
ject of this seminar is to see that these mis
takes are not repeated agairi in event of 
another war-which all of us hope can be 
prevented. Then there is grave doubt 
whether the mobilization lessons of both 
world wars have actually been learned. 

Only recently, for example, it was pro
posed that a selective-service law be enacted 
on a stand-by basis, to go into effect on 
proclamation of the President and the Con
gress. Nothing was said about putting other 
mobilization measures into law on a 
stand-by basis as well. The. draft of our 
young men was to be put on the statute 
books by itself. 

Nowhere have I heard a voice raised iri. 
protest against the shocking immorality of 
this proposal. Our youth would be put on 
notice that they may be called into service, 
their edueation and careers interrupted, but 
none of the propertied interests would be 
put on call. 

Are profits, prices, wages, and other seg
ments of society more sacred? 

I cannot imagine that that is the feeling of 
Congress. I can only conclude that the les
son of the last two wars, which was so costly, 
has been forgotten. Were another war to 
come we would have to mob111ze not only our 
young men but the entire Nation, our whole 
economic and industrial power-men, money, 
farms, factories, mines-all our resources, 
spiritual as well as material. I believe we 

· need a stand-by selective::.service law, to be 
ready for any emergency, but it must be part 
of a total program of mobilization readiness. 
It cannot stand alone. 

Without such a total mobilization program 
on the statute books, ready · to be put into 
operation overnight, the risks and costs of 
war are greatly and needlessly increased. 

What prevents the outbreak of another 
war? It is not primarily American posses
sion of atomic weapons, although that is im
portant. The greatest single deterrent to 
war is the memory of the crushing m111tary 
might this country mobilized and transport· 
ed to every part of the world in the last war . . 
At the height of that conflict we produced 
nearly as many tanks, airplanes, ships, and 
other munitions as the rest of the world 
combined. We can be sure that will not 
be forgotten by.any potential enemy plotting 
aggression. But we can also be sure no po
tential warmaker will forget that it took 
roughly 2Y:z years to convert our energies 
from peace to all-out war production. 

There is only one war plan any aggressor 
can have-to seek to overwhelm us during 
that "too little and too late" period while 
our military power is still "on order." The 
longer the time lag in our mobilization 
that the enemy can count on, the more invit
ing a target for attack we become-the great
er the danger that we may not reach our 
allies in time, should they be attacked. · 

Of course, this time gap cannot be closed 
completely~ Because of that we must main
tain a military force capable of instant re
taliation and of holding a. safe line ·of de
fense until we have time to mobilize. To 
the degree that we narrow the time lag in . 
our mobilization our mmtary forces can be 
safely reduced. · 

At least a year could be cut oft th1:1-t time 
lag by enacting into law now a stand-by 
mobilization program. Were that done our 
security and that of all free peoples would be 
appreciably strengthened. Nor would . this 

action require any additional defense ex
penditures. All that it requires is the cour
age to put into law now what we know would 
have to be done in event of war. 

Hitler gambled on our delay in mobiliza
tion and almost won. With ever-quickened 
weapons of destruction-airplanes of super
sonic speed, atomic weapons, rockets-a re
petition of the delays of the past could prove 
fatal. To wait until 'bombs are falling be
fore we begin to legislate may cause the loss 
of the war. It tempts the aggressor into 
gambling on overwhelming us with some 
blitz attack before we are able to mobilize. 

As all of you know, preparation for a 
modern war begins many years before the 
actual start of hostilities. The modern ag
gressor regiments his economy long before 
there is any actual shooting. He stockpiles 
weapons, stores raw materials, converts his 
factories-while there still is so-called peace. 

In the case of mobilization, our procrasti
nation is all the more tragic, since nothing 
is to be gained by a failure to act. What 
should be done is so evident. We do not 
have to wait for someone to devise a "perfect" 
plan. Let us write into law now, on a. stand
by basis, all the measures which were proven 
necessary in the last war. That is the mini
mum we should. get on the statute books at 
once: Then were war to come, we should 
start from where we left off, instead of re
peating the old mistakes. 

With this minimum in law, the National 
Security Resources Board could work stead
ily to improve the mobilization program. 
Studies to implement mobilization legisla
tion are fine. What I oppose is making so
called studies merely to avoid action, as a 
cover for a lack of political courage. 

I res·pect the ab111ties and courage of Stuart 
Symington, the new Chairman of the Na.· 
tional Security Resources Board. I hope he 
can at last take the Board off the "dead 
center" of inaction on which it has been for 
so long, a dead center so perilous to our secu
rity. The first necessity is to get a sound 
mob111zation program on tho law books. 
That is the real test of how effective the 
Security Resources Board . wm be permitted 
to become. 

The issue is a simple one-are we going to 
stop talking and take action? 

Specifically a sound mobilization program 
requires, among other things: 

An impartial selective service law, with a 
work-or-fight clause; 

A readied civilian defense; 
The elimination of profiteering; 
An over-all ceiling on all prices, rents, 

wages, and other costs to prevent the infia· 
tion that could wreck any mobiUzation; 

Higher taxes; 
Power to curtail less essential production 

to give priority to mUitary and essential 
civilian needs; 

Organization of manpower to direct it 
where most needed, with an index of all es
sential skills and training fac111ties; 

Rationing of scarce essentials; 
A comprehensive system of economic de

fense controlling all imports and exports. 
This stand-by mobilization program would 

not specify the' weapons to be produced nor 
the size of the armed forces to be raised. 
The objective would be to provide the organi
zation so that in case of emergency all our 
resources can be pooled and tapped with a 
minimum of delay, whatever the weapons 
to be manufactured, whatever the size Army, 
Navy, or Air Force. The military should be 
able to get what it needs, when needed, with 
the least dislocation to the civilian economy. 

And, as I have emphasized, all these meas
ures must go together as part of one whole. 

One alibi often put forward for neglecting 
our mobilization readiness is that it "will 
militarize the country." This is like oppos
ing the installation of a fire-alarm system 
on grounds th.at it will cause fire. The mo
bilization program I have proposed is not in
tended to take efl'ect immediately. These 
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laws would be placed on the statute books, 
ready to be put into operation in an emer
gency upon joint proclamation of the Presi
dent and Congress-not the President alone, 
but the President and Congress acting to
gether. Like the fire department, these laws 
would be ready for action if the alarm went 
off. 

There will always be some who counsel, 
"Jet's wait until war comes and see whether 
these controls are necessary." There will 
always be some who try to weaken whatever 
mobilization controls are suggested to exempt 
their own interests, to leave profits ·un
to-qched, wages free, prices uncontrolled, 
taxes too low. The test of a sound mobiliza
tion program is that it disciplines all pres
sure groups and all selfish interests for the 
sake of the national interest. 

I 

To prevent war is our first objectiv.e. Our 
second objective must be to win any war 
forced upon us. Both these objectives are 
served by enacting a standby mobilization 
law now. Both these objectives are need
lessly weakened by not doing so. 

' The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside and 

'that the Senate proceed to the immedi-
ate consideration of Senate bill 3859? 
The Chair hears none. 
· There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to ·consider the bill <S. 3859) 
to authorize the President to control the 
anchorage and movement of foreign-flag 
vessels in waters of the United States 
when the national security of the United 
States is endangered, and for other pur
poses, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce with amendments. 

The first ::i.mendment of the commit
tee will be stated. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, first 
let me state that on page 2 there are 
two new committee amendments, strik
ing out certain words which the com
mittee has unanimously agreed should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, let me 
inquire whether the Senator polled the 
committee in regard to the bill? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes. 
Mr. WHERRY. Did the Senator also 

poll the committee in regard to the 
amendments? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Yes. The Senator 
from Maine will agree with me as to 
that, I am sure. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, the 

first two committee amendments are 
merely technical in character. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first 
committee amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2, 
:In line 6, after the word "necessary", it 
is proposed to strike out "in his opinion." 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, reserv
ing the right to object-

The VICE PRESIDENT. At this time 
there is no right to object, for the bill 
is before the Senate, and the clerk has 
read the first committee amendment. 

Mr. CORDON. However, Mr. Presf.. 
dent, some time ago I attempted to catch 
the eye and ear of the Vice President, in 
order to state that I reserved the right 
to object to the request to lay aside the 
unfinished ·business and proceed to con
sider this measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
did not hear or see the Senator do so. 

The Chair asked whether there was ob
jection to the request that th_e unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside and 
that the Senate proceed to the immedi
ate consideration of this bill. '!'he Chair 
heard no objection. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, I spoke 
to the senior Senator from Washington 
in regard to an objection I had; and he 
requested me to withhold . it until he 
could make a statement. 

I thought I had reserved the right to 
object or an opportunity to reserve that 
right and to object. Certainly I wish to 
reserve the right to object .. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

did not hear the Senator, nor see him 
on his feet, but if he says he was trying 
to get recognition, the Chair will nullify 
what has happened, and give the Senator 
the right to be heard. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
shall be glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CORDON. I want to know 
whether I have a right to object. I have 
not heard the ruling of the Chair. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has been given the right to object. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. Presideht, I have 
just had an opportunity to glance over 
the proposed legislation. In my opin
ion, it should be corrected in one respect. 
It provides that whatever may be done 
in the way of security measures is to be 
done by regulation of the President or 
other agencies under his direction. The 
law is merely notice to the. people of the 
country that there is authority to do 
something, the people know not what; 
and they can only know what when the 
regulations are made. It is a legal 
maxim that everyone is presumed to 
know the law. That presumption has 
been held also to apply to regulations 
made pursuant to law. In this instance, 
then, there would be a presumption that 
everybody on the waterfront knew what 
these regulations were, and if anyone 
violated one of them, when in fact he 
did not even know there was such a 

·regulation in existence, he would still be 
subject to the criminal penalty provided 
in the bill. If it stands as it is, I shall 
object to a consideration of the bill. I 
understand that the Senator from 
vVashington is willing to accept an 
amendment to the bill to include the 
word "knowingly" with reference to any 
violation of an order. If that be the 
case, that would protect an innocent 
person who, wholly innocently and igno
rantly, may have committed a violation 
of some of the regulations. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President I 
think the Senator from Oregon has made 
a good suggestion. The Attorney Gen
eral drew this bill very hastily. If the 
Senator from Oregon will off er an 
amendment to include the word "know
ingly" at such places as he thinks 
proper, I shall be glad to accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, in one 
moment I shall withdraw my objection, 
but before I do I should like to express 
the hope that those who have charge 
of legislation having to do with the emer- . 
gency with which this Nation now finds 
itself faced will, as far as humanly pos
sible, not request unanimous-consent 
~onsid~z:ation Q_~ proposed legislation 
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they bring to the floor which_may often 

· be well meant, but which may contain 
some defect or something vicious which 
was no.t intended and which a reason
ably careful inspection might avoid. 
There may be provisions in it which 
could be improved to the interest of the 
country. So I hope that Senators hav
ing charge of such measures will, so far 
as possible, allow them to remain on 
the desk at least for a day, until those 
who may be interested in sound legis
lation have an opportunity at least to 
know what they are voting for. There 
will be some cases, I know, where that 
cannot be done. I hope that it will be 
done whenever possible. I withdraw my 
objection~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

Senator from Oregon still wish the floor? 
. Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, if it is 

in order, I wish to move an amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in 

order until the bill is before the Senate. 
Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill 
<S. 3859) to authorize the President to 
control the anchorage and movement of 
foreign-flag vessels in waters of the 
United States when the national security 
of the United States is endangered, and 
for other purposes, which had been re
ported from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce with amend-

. inents. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the first committee amend-
mffit · 

The first amendment was on page 2, 
line 6, after the word "necessary", to 
strike out "in his opinion." 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, I desire to ask the 
reason for striking out those words. Let 
me state the point that occurs to me. 
If I am in error, I am readily susceptible 
to correction; but I should like to state 
the point. As I see it, the effect of 
striking out the words "in his opinion'' 
is to leave it as a question of fact as to 
whether it is in fact necessary, in order 
to secure the vessels, that the action 
may be taken; whereas, if the words "in 
his opinion" are ·retained, it leaves it to 
the President's opinion to determine 
whether it is necessary. I am wonder
ing whether the committee thinks it ad
visable to make the amendment
v1hether the committee thinks it should 
be narrow, confined to the question of 
whether there is actual necessity, or 
whether the committee thinks it better 
to leave it to the President's own opin
ion. 'rhat is the inquiry I should like 
to address to the Senator from Wash
ington. · 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senator 
from Maine was somewhat concerned, 
not about giving the President the au
thority, but that a subversive might be 
picked up on the waterfront who might 
go into court and even subpena the 
President, for the purpose of determin
!!_lg whether the facts supported his 
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opinion that he should declare a water
front emergency. The Senator from 
Maine and I agree that the bill would 
not be damaged ill any way by striking 
out those words, and that it might make 
clear what we really intended. 

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. BREWSTER. This restriction 

appears both in line 6 and in line 13, 
where -it reads "not especially author
ized by him." I raised the question in 
both instances, because it is quite ob
vious that the President of the United 
States would be a little too busy to have 
an opinion about this ship or about pro
tecting people who go abroad. There
fore, it is another example of the tend
ency in recent years to repose all power 
in the President, understanding that. he 
must necessarily delegate the authority. 
The tradition of America is to delegate 
it to the responsible authority, a Cabinet 
officer or some other official of th~ Gov
ernment, and it is contemplated tha~ the 
President in his rules and regulat10ns, 
will dete~·mine who shall exercise the 
authority. -I believe that when this bill 
goes to conference, appropriate langua~e 
will then emerge which will be a provi
sion that it shall be determined by com
petent, recognized, or duly create.a a~
thority; which is the way I thmk it 
should be. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I very 
much appreciate the explanation. I 
think it would be rather unfortunate to 
require as a condition preceden_t to ~he 
right of the President to take this act10n 
that there must be demonstrated and 
established as a matter of fact the ex
istence of the necessity. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I quite agree. 
Mr. DONNELL. It seems to me it 

should be left, if not to the President, ~t 
least to a responsible official to use his 
opinion in determining whether the ne
cessity exists. I am reassured by the 
assurance by both Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agreed to. 
The clerk "Will state the next amendment. 
· The next amendment was, on page 2, 
in line 14, to strike out "by him." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next ·amendment was, in line 18, 

after the word "States", to strike out 
"and in Alaska, the Territory of Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands" and 
insert "the Canal Zone, and all territory 
and water continental or insular, sub
ject to th~ jurisdiction of the United 
States." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
in line 1, after the word "available", t~ 
strike out "for the national defense 
and insert "to the executive depart
ments." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 3, 
to insert a new section: 

SEC. 2. Section 4 of title II of the act of 
June 15, 1917 ( 40 Stat. 220; U. S. C., title 50, 
sec. 194), is amended to read as follows: 

"The President may employ such depart
ments, agencies, officers, or instrumentalities 
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of the United States as he may d~em neces
sary to carry out the purpose of this title." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agreed. to. 

The next amendment was, on lme 10, 
to insert a new section: 
· SEC. 3. Section 2 of title II of the act of 

June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 220; U. S. C., title 50, 
sec. 192), as amended, is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following subsection: 

"(a) If any other person fails to comply 
with any regulation or rule issued or order 
given under the provisions of this title, or 
obstructs or interferes with the exercise of 
any power conferred by this title, he shall be 
punished by imprisonment for not more than 
10 years and may, at the discretion of the 
court, be fined not more than $10,000." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agreed to .. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, with 
reference to the ?mendment on line 10, 
I am not certain as to whether the short
ened reading by the clerk included all of 
that section. If it did, then I want to 
offer an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk ad
vises the Chair that he read all of it. Is 
it an amendment to the committee 
amendment which the Senator wishes 
to offer? 

Mr. CORDON. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the committee amend
ment inserting a new section, No. 3. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The commit
tee amendment_ having been agreed to, 
it will first be necessary to reconsider 
the vote by which the committee amend
ment was agreed to. Without objection, 
that will be done. The Senator may now 
off er his amendment. 

Mr. CORDON. I desire to offer an 
amendment to section 3, on page 3, line 
14 after the word "person", to insert 
''l{~rowingly"; and, in line 16, before the 
word "obstructs", to insert "knowingly." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
wiil state the amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 14, after the word "person" insert 
"knowingly"; and in line 16, before the 
word "obstructs" insert the word "know
ingly." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the amendment is agree~ to. 
Without objection, the committee 
amendment as amended, is agreed to. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, if I 
may address an inquiry, by unanimous 
consent, to the distinguished Senator 
from Washington, I desire to say first 
that I appreciate the fact that action 
was taken a moment ago on the amend
ment on page 3, line 1. I am asking, 
however, to revert to that for the pur
pose of my inquiry. It states, as amend
ed, "Any appropriation available t? the 
executive departments shall be available 
to carry out the provisions of this para
graph." It occurs to me, from a very 
hasty glance at it, that we may be mak
ing a mistake there. I do not know 
whether there is any appropriation that 
is available to all executive departments. 
Would it not be better if it should read 
''any appropriation available to any of 
the executive departments?" 

Mr. MAGNUSON. That would serve 
the same purpose. The Coast Guard, 
as the Senator knows, is under the Treas
ury Department. The main responsi-. 

bility for inspection would be in the 
Coast Guard. The Coast Guard is not 
under the Department of National De
fense. I have always -advocated that it 
should have stayed there, but it went 
back to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. DONNELL. It might be that we 
would have to find an appropriation 
available to all executive departments, 
and there might be none such. 

Mr. President, I respectfully move 
that the Senate reconsider the action 
by which the amendment was agreed to, 
and that the amendment shall read "to 
any of the executive departments." 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
shall be glad to accept that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the action of the Senate in 
agreeing to the amendment will be re
considered. 

The clerk will state the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 1, after the word "to", it is pro
posed to insert "any of." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, as amended. 

The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 3, 
line 20, it is proposed to strike out the 
words ''on or", and in line 21, to strike 
out "earlier." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of title 
II of the act of June is, 1917 ( 40 Sta_t. 217; 
U. S. C., title 50, section 191), is amended 
by adding at the end thereof the following 
new paragraph: 

"Whenever the President finds that the 
security of the United States is endangered 
by reason of actual or threatened war, or 
invasion, or of disturbances or threatened 
disturbances of the international relations 
o.f the United States, the President is au
thorizad to institute such measures and issue 
such rules and regulations-

" (a) to govern the anchorage and move
ment of any foreign-flag vessels in the terri
torial waters of the United States, to inspect 
such vessels at any time, to place guards 
thereon, and, if necessary in order to secure 
such vessels from damage or injury, or to 
prevent damage or injury to any harbor or 
waters of the United States, or to secure the 
observance of rights and obligations to the 
United States, may take for such purposes 
full possession , and control of such vessels 
&nd remove therefrom the officers and crew 
thereof, and all other persons not especially 
authorized to go or remain on board thereof; 

"(b) to safeguard against destructi_on, loss, 
or injury from si:i.botage or other subversive 
acts, accidents, or other causes of similar 
nature, vessels, hP,rbors, ports, and water
front facilities in the United States, the 
Canal Zone, and all territory and water, co.n
tinental or insular, subject to the jurisdic
tion of the United States. 
Any appropriation available to an~ of the 
Executive Departments shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of this paragraph." 
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SEC. · 2. Section 4 of title II of the act of 

June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 220; U.S. C., title 50, 
sec~ion 194), is. amended to read as follows: 

"The President may employ such depart
ments, agencies, officers, or instrumentalities 
of the United States as he may deem neces
sary to carry out the purpose of this title." 

SEC. 3. Section 2 of title II of the act of 
June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 220; U. S. C., title 50, 
sec. 192) , as amended, is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following subsection: 

" (a) If any other person knowingly fails 
to comply with any regulation or rule issued 
or order given under the provisions of this 
title, or knowingly obstructs or interferes 
with the exercise of any power conferred by 
this title, he shall be punished by imprison
ment for not more than 10 years and may, at 
the discretion of the court, be :fined not more 
than $10,000." 

SEC. 4. The provisions of this act shall ex
pire on such date as may be specified by 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1951 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 7786) making appro
priations for the support of the Govern
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1951, and for other. purposes. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, with 
reference to the appropriation bill, I 
have two amendments on the desk. If 
pn Monday or Tuesday of next week the 
section of the bill to which my amend-· 
ments relate should be agreed to, I hope 
I may be permitted to discuss them 
after that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the amend
ments are to the text of the bill, it would 
not be in order to consider them until 
all committee amendments are disposed 
of. 

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I am quite satisfied 

that the bill will not be passed before 
next Tuesday. I have no objection to 
the Senator's request. 

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLAND. I doubt that the 

bill will pass by that time, but I hope 
the Senator will help to expedite its 
passage. 

Mr. WHERRY. I am satisfied that if 
the Senator from Washington will with~ 
draw his request there will not be any 
difficulty about it. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I can ask unani
mous consent upon my return. 

Mr. President, I withdraw my request. 
STATE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEE 

LOYALTY INVESTIGATION 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, I sub
mit the following resolution and ask that 
it be received and lie on the table. 

Whereas Report No. 2108, entitled "State 
Department Employee Loyalty Investigation," 
as printed and distributed on July 21 differs 
from the report submitted to the Senate on 
July 20 in certain important .respects, par
ticularly in being called on the cover sheet 
a "Report of the Committee"; and 

Whereas it does not appear that the 
Foreign Relations Committee has adopted 
the report; and 

Whereas a false impression of the status 
of this report will be spread abroad by the 
cover which has been substituted since it 
was received by this body: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That said Report No. 2108 be 
at once withdrawn from distribution until 
the cover be replaced to agree with. that 
covering the report as submitted. 

'The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the resolution will be received. 

The resolution <S. Res. 316) submitted 
by Mr. FLANDERS, was received and or
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I am sorry 
that the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] has seen fit to 
absent himself from the Chamber. I 
have always understood that the free 
State of Maryland prided itself on its 
tolerance. As I understand, tolerance 
means an attitude of forbearance to
ward the views, opinions, and actions 
of others, even though one finds one
self not entirely in accord with them. 
I am sorry, too, that the Senator from 
Maryland is not here because I wanted 
to pay my tribute to the magnificent 
histrionic performance which he afford
ed us yesterday afternoon. I have al
ways enjoyed the theater, Mr. President. 
I think I know a good show when I see 
one, and the Senator's performance was 
good theater from beginning to end. 

The decision of the Senator .from 
Maryland to enter the field of statecraft 

· deprived the stage of a shining luminary. 
The Senator compared the work of his 
committee with the performance of Mac
beth. In my opinion, Mr. President, that 
part is not exactly suited to the Sena
tor's superb talents-. I should rather see 
him cast in the role of the melancholy 

. Dane. I have, however, a further sug
gestion. I think the Senator from Mary
land would make one of the outstanding 
Simon Legrees Qf all times. I can see 
him now, with a handlebar mustache, 
high boots, black-snake whip in hand, 
crossing a river of artificial ice, pursu
ing !Jith inexorable fury an Uncle Tom, 
a Little Eva, or perhaps a JoE Mc
CARTHY. 

George Bernard Shaw once said that 
it is an extremely difficult thing to put 
on the stage anything which runs con
trary to the opinions of a large body of 
persons. I think we should bear that in 
mind in judging the performance of the 
Senator from Maryland. I think he 
must have known, when he spoke; that 
the show he was putting on ran contrary 
to the opinions of a large body of the 
American people. I think we should 
judge his art and his high skill with that 
in mind. 

When the Senator had completed his 
performance ~esterday I think many of 
us left the Chamber uncertain whether 
we had seen a farce, a comedy, or a 
tragedy. For my part, at one point, at 
least, the Senator, in his performance, 
reached high tragedy. I was sorry to see 
the Senator, for whom I h~ve always had 
and still have a .high regard, stoop to 
an argument unworthy of him. I refer, 
of course, to the argument he made that 
all those who in this Chamber have sup
ported a reduction in Marshall-plan aid 
funds were associates of Stalin and play
ing the Communist line. 

I want to be perfectly fair to the Sen
ator. I shall not give any opportunity 
for misquotation to arise. Therefore I 
shall read the exact language of the 

Senator with reference to the argument 
to which I have referred. I read as fol
lows: 

Mr. TYDINGS.- Mr. President, I have in my 
hand an editorial or statement by Mr. Wil
liam Z. Foster, noteg Communist, writing in 
PoJitical Affairs. He .advocates as the major 
point, it seems to me, reduction of the Mar
shall-plan aid, and the cutting of the arms 
budget for the Atlantic Pact countries, and 
so forth. These are issues around which the 
masses can be rallied. I find that when it 
comes to cutting the arms aid, and cutting 
the Marshall-plan aid, the Senator from 
Indiana has a wonderful record. He has 
voted against the Marshall-plan aid. He 
has voted against the North Atlantic Secl.l
rity Pact. He has voted against the arms 
implementation of it, the arms aid to the 
North Atlantic Pact countries, until the 
other day when Korea was invaded. Then 
he thought J..t was a good idea to get a few 
guns over tli'tlre. 

After an interruption by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. JENNER] the Senator 
from Maryland continued, as follows: 
. While Joe Stalin was hollering "this is 

warmongering" and so on, and the Dally 
Worker was holding forth, I looked up the 
Senator's votes, and here they are, one after 
the other, always, always, always, follow
ing the same thing that Stalin is saying, that 
the Daily Worker is saying, and the junior 
Senator from Indiana is saying. 

Mr. President, Senators will recall 
that earlier this year the authorization 
bill for Marshall-plan aid was before the 
Senate. Several amendments to reduce 
the amount of the bill were offered. One 
of them, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BRIDGES] and by other Senators, was 
adopted by the Senate. The vote on tne 
amendment reducing Marshall-plan aid 
authorization was 47 Senators in favor 
of the reduction and 33 against a reduc
tion. Mr. President, I want to ask 
whether the time has arrived when in 
the opinion of the senior Senator from 
Maryland the Senate of the United 
States is dominated by associates of the 
Kremlin, Joe Stalin, and those who fol
low the Communist line? That is cer
tainly the only inference that can be 
drawn from what the Senator from 
Maryland has said. 

I hold in my hand the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of May 5, 1950, which records the 
vote on the amendment for the reduc
tion of Marshall-plan aid. As I said, 47 
Senators voted "yea," 38 voted "nay," 
and 16 Senators did not vote. I read: 
"So Mr. BRIDGES' amendment was 
adopted." 

Mr. President, I shall not take the time 
of the Senate to read the entire list of the 
Senators who on that occasion voted for 
a reduction in Marshall-plan aid. The 
list appears in the RECORD of May 5, 1950, 
on page 6448. Among those who voted 
in favor of reduction of Marshall-plan 
aid appear the names of many venerable 
Senators who have grown gray in their 
Nation's service, men whose names are 
known, and favorably known, in every 
State of the Union. On that list are the 
names of Senators who have been re
~urned many times to the Senate by the 
people of their respective States. -Not 
only that, Mr. President, but there ap
pears in that list of Senators who voted 
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against the Marshall-plan aid the names 
of Senators who have been honored by 
their · colleagues in this body, and who· 
have been raised to places of highest 
confidence and trust within the gift of 
Members of the· Senate. 

Therefore I · am prone to press the 
question. I am sorry the Senator from 
Maryland is not present. I think he said 
he did not think he would like my speech. 
What I am about to say, Mr. President, 
I shall say with the utmost good nature, 
but I feel it must be said in order to keep 
the RECORD clear. The Senator from 
Maryland accused the Senator from In
diana [Mr. JENNER] of voting the Com
munist line. He said he was an associate 
of Joe Stalin. The first charge on that 
count that he made against him was 
that the Senator from Indiana had 
voted to reduce the Marshall-plan aid. 
The question therefore arises-and it 
must be answered, Mr. President-is 
whether the Senator from Maryland is 
charging these honored and distin
guished Senators who voted to reduce 
Marshall-plan aid with being associates 
of Joe Stalin and following the Com
munist line? 

I do not know why the Senator from 
Maryland saw fit to bring Marshall-plan 
aid into this debate on the question of 
Communists in the Government. Mar
shall-plan aid is before the Senate in the 
appropriation bill. It has already been 
discussed, and I am sure before the bill 
is passed it will be discussed at much 
greater length. I think the Senator from 
Maryland, must know that at the pre~
ent moment Marshall-plan aid is a ten
der subject with millions of Americans. 
It is a tender subject with the mothers of 
America whose sons are going out and 
fighting in the rice paddies of Korea, 
some of whom never to return. 

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

Mr. KEM. I yield to the Senator from 
Florida for a question. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator ques
tion the assertion that the western de
mocracies are stronger today to resist 
any kind of outside aggression because 
of the Marshall-plan aid they have en
joyed? 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I am glad 
that the Senator has raised that ques
tion. Of course, the Senator knows that 
it is said that shortly before his death 
Lenin said, "We must overcome the 
Americans by causing them to spend 
themselves to their destruction." So 
each day, each month, and each year 
that have gone by since we have em
barked on these give-away schemes all 
over the world we have been getting 
nearer to the ultimate end that Lenin 
had in mind. 

There are two reasons, Mr. President, 
why Marshall-plan aid is a tender sub
ject with the American people today, 
First, American boys are now fighting in 
Korea with insufficient, inadequate, and 
inferior equipment. 

We do not need to do anything but to 
read the daily newspapers to know the 
facts. We know that our boys have been 
required to meet 60-ton tanks, far su
perior to any issued by .our Government. 
We know they have been required to 

meet these tanks with antitank guns 
whose bullets have fallen from the front 
of them like paper pellets. We know 
that our boys have lain in the rice 
paddies of Korea with insufficient and 
inadequate air cover. We know all these 
things have happened to the soldiers of 
a great republic which has been sending 
untold sums to 16 countries of western 
Europe. 

Mr. President, the second reason why 
the Marshall-plan aid is a sore subject 
with the mothers of America today is 
the fact that large quantities of war ma
terial are being funneled through the 
Marshall-plan countries into Russia and 
the countries behind t;he iron curtain. 

I have always believed in a strong 
national defense. Since I have been a 
Member of this body I have voted with
out exception for every appropriation for 
the armed services. I think in all proba
bility I shall continue to do so as long 
as the people of Missouri see fit to keep 
me here. But I have done that with one 
guiding purpose in mind. I wanted to 
see America build a national defense so 
strong that no nation in the world would 
have the slightest temptation to attack 
us. 

When the 70-group Air Force bill was 
before the Senate we put the cart before 
the horse. We have made these prodi
gious gifts for economic aid in the coun
tries of western Europe, and then we 
have considered what we may do to arm 
ourselves. · 

Shortly after the Marshall-plan bill 
was first passed in the Senate, we had 
under consideration the 70-group Air 
Force bill. One question was whether 
we could afford it, and it is an interest
ing coincidence that only 5 days before 
President Truman gave the order to start 
shooting in Korea the President at a 
press conference at the White House said 
we could not pay for a 70-group Air 
Force. 

Mr. President, we need ·a 70-group Air 
Force. We need adequate air cover for 
the boys in Korea, and it seems to me 
unthinkable that we should be spending 
our money for economic assistance in 16 
countries of western Europe, and at the 
same time send our boys into battle with 
inadequate arms, insufficient materiel, 
and inefficient equipment. Do we seek 
to justify it on the ground that we can
not pay for better? 

Mr. President, I said a few minutes ago 
that it is a tender subject to the mothers 
of America why the countries of western 
Europe should be furnishing war mate
rials to Russia, and the countries behind 
the iron curtain, at the same time our 
economic aid is going to these same 
countries. It may be asked how I know 
that is a tender subject with the mothers 
of America. I have received many let
ters from mothers of sons who have gone 
and have had to go, and they wonder 
how in the name of common sense this 
thing can be taking place-that our boys 
are being sent into battle inadequately 
prepared. 

Mr. President, I am not going to bur
den the Senate at this time with a dis
cussion of the details. 

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

Mr. KEM. I yield to the distinguished 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. LANGEtt. I might say that I have 
received petitions which corroborate the 
very statement the Senator has just 
made relative to receiving letters from 
women all over America. I have re
ceived them also from men and from 
entire families who signed the petitions. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I am ready 
to believe, from conversations I have had 
with other Senators, that perhaps there 
are few Members of this body who have 
not received from their constituents sim
ilar communications. 

I made a speech in the Senate on this 
subject on July 17, 1950. If the state
ments had not been true we might ex
pect a denial from the administration. 
But from that day to this I have not 
heard or seen a single word by w.ay of 
denial. 

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

Mr. KEM. I yield to the distinguished 
minority leader. 

Mr. WHERRY. I recall that the dis
tinguished Senator from Missouri made 
the speech on July 17 to which he has 
ref erred, and he not only spoke about 
the dollars provided for ECA but he 
called attention to ·the fact that they 
could be spent in the purchase of mate
rials which were sent into Red Korea to 
be used against our-soldiers. 

I do not know whether it is true or 
not, but I heard it said on the radio last 
night by a news commentator that the 
Department of Commerce was giving 
greater consideration to the issuing of 
export licenses because it did not want to 
grant licenses for the shipment of stra
tegic materials to the Red Communists 
in China. If that is to be the attitude 
of the administration, that is exactly 
what the Senator from Missouri is ask
ing, and certainly for Senators to stand 
on the floor of the Senate and criticize a 
Senator who has voted to cut the ECA 
appropriation, and against scattering 
around the world strategic materials 
which we now need, which I think is 
voting as an American should, and to 
state that one who follows that course 
is associated with Joe Stalin, is not only 
inept, but the statement is simply not "the 
truth. 

Mr. KEM. I thank the Senator from 
Nebraska for his statement. The Sena
tor from Nebraska has directed the at
tention of the Senate particularly to the 
fact that large quantities of petroleum 
and petroleum products have been 
shipped by the United Kingdom to Red 
Communist China. It redounds to the 
credit of the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska that he brought this to the 
attention of the administration and the 
Congress. I notice in the press that the 
British have announced that they are 
going to stop such shipments. What I 
am discussing now are shipments of oth
er war material that is just as impor
tant and just as necessary to our war 
effort as petroleum. . 

On page 10366 of the RECORD of July 17 
there is set out a partial list of exports 
from the United Kingdom, from Belgium, 
Luxemburg, and France to Russia and 
the satellite nations during the year 
1949. I ask unanimous consent that 
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those tables be incorporated -in my re-
marks at this point. • 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

There being no objection, the tables 
were ordered to be printed in the REC
ORD, as follows: 
Partial list of exports from Belgium-Luxem

burg during 1949 to Russia and satellite 
nations 1 

Amount 
Item 

Amount 
in 

dollars 1 

in thou- Metric 
sands of tons a 
francs 

Arms (to Czechoslo-vakia) ________________ $6,040 302 . ---------Iron, cast iron, and 
steel. ..•.••........... 19, 782, 840 989, 142 151, 749 

Copper ..............•.. 11, 028, 820 551, 441 23, 523 
Lead .•••...........•.•• 1, 583, 160 79, 158 4,836 
Zinc . ..•....••.......... 3,003, 780 150, 189 10, 413 
Tin .... c •••••••...•..••• 941, 060 47, 053 485 
Other base metals and alloys _________________ 1, 387, 360 69, 368 623 
Boilers, machinery, 

mechanical appara-
tus, and appliances, 
and parts ............. 7, 937, 880 396, 894 6,273 

Electrical machinery 
and apparatus, and 
articles for electro-
technical use, and 
parts .•............... 

Railway and tramway 
5, 840,660 292, 033 

rolling stock and 
material ............•. 430, 600 21, 530 872 

Optical, measuring, 
precision, and other 
instruments and ap-
paratus ..•.......••.•. 2,480 124 ----8;573 Chemical products ...•. 1, 709, 540 85, 477 

E~'J)losives, fireworks, 
matches, and other 
inflammable mate-' 
rials ..•...•........... 

Rubber and manufac-
1, 447, 960 72,398 2, 014 

tures ..••••••.•.•••••• 942, 600 4.7, 130 1,355 

1 Complete list available in my office, including a 
breakdown of exports by importing country. 

1 Computation based on current exchange rate of 50 
francs to the dollar. 

a 1 metric ton is equal to 2,204.6 pounds. 

Partial l4t of exports from United Kingdom 
during 1949 to Russia and satellite na
tions 

Item 

Ball and roller bearings 

Amount 
in dol
lars 1 

Amount 
in thou
sands of 
pounds 
sterling 

Quan· 
tity 

and parts............. $243, 600 87 1 2, 000 
Iron, steel, and manu-

factures (total) ___ ____ 12, 140, 800 4, 336 a 88, 000 
Steel bars and rods, 

not alloy __ .. _.... 1, 736, 000 620 a 20, 000 
Bars and rods of al· 

loy steel.......... 504, 000 180 • 1, 000 
Hoop and strip..... 422, 800 151 a 3, 000 
Railway and tram-

way construction 
material.......... 708, 400 253 a 10, 000 

Barbed wire........ 420, 000 150 a 3, 000 
Cable and rope (ex-

cept insulated tel· 
ephone and tel-
egraph cable)..... 425,600 1.52 11,000 

Nonferrous metals and 
manufactures (total).. 4, 062, 800 1, 451 

Aluminum and al-
loys______________ 618,800 -221 '21,000 

Brass and other e.l-

~~b~r ~~a;oJ~;~i 
alloys............ 1, 142, 400 408 • 63, 000 

Copper............. 694, 400 248 • 1, 000 
Electrical goods and 

apparatus.---········ 6, 806, 800 2, 431 
Machinery (total, ex-

cluding ball and roller 
bearings and parts) ... 45, 172, 400 16, 133 4 867, 000 

Electric generators .. 11, 986, 800 4, 281 • 181, 000 
Electrical machin-

ery, other than 
motors and gen-
erators............ 2, 864, 400 1, 023 ' 46, 000 

t Computation based on present exchange rate of $2.80 
to the pound sterling. 

2 Hundredweight (112 pounds). 
a Long tons. 
'Hundredweight. 

Partial list of exports from United Kingdom 
during 1949 to Russia and satellite na
tions-Continued 

Amount 
Amount in thou- Quan· Item in dol- sands of 

le.rs 1 pounds tity 
sterling 

---
Machinery-Continued 

Machine tools 
(metal-working) 
other than port-
able power tools .. 

Vehicles (including lo-
6, 138, 000 1,835 4129, 000 

comotives, ships, and 
$13, 361, 600 aircraft) (total) ....... 4, 772 --------· Rubber tires for 

motor vehicles, 
other than motor-
cycles and tricars. 

Chassis for motor 
229, 600 82 $9, 000 

vehicles, with en-
gines ....•••.•. -.• 1,660, 400 693 1, 000 

Partial list of exports from France during 
1949 to Russi<! and satellite nations . 

Amount Amount 
Item in dol- in thou- Metric 

lars 1 sands of tons 
francs 

---
Chemicals: · 

Inorganic ..•••••• -•• $1, 546, 759 533, 365 23, 425 
Organic ............ 983, 283 339, 063 610 

Rubber and rubber 
products .......•...... 1, 678, 616 678, 833 1,426 

Steel-mill produc~s, hot 
rolled, sheets and 
plates . ...............• 4., 198, 881 1, 447, 890 41, 696 

Steel-mill products, 
cold rolled, tubular 
rrroducts, and wire ... 3, 087, 703 1, 064, 725 19, 283 

A uminum, crude, and 
semimanufactures. -·- 369, 245 127, 326 815 

Aluminum alloys ...•••• 408, 688 140, 927 833 
Lead and lead alloys .•• 316, 349 109, 086 1, 115 
Mete.I manufactures ... _ 2, 046, 376 705, 647 3,985 
Machinery and e.ppa· 

ratus ................. 10, 272, 238 3, 542, 151 6, 771 
Machinery, electrical, . 

and apparatus •.•..... 2, 015, 239 694, 910 625 
Transportation equip· ment_ ________________ 8, 281, 011 2, 865, 521 7,913 
Optical, surgical, sci-

entific, and photo-
gr~hic -instruments 
an apparatus •.•.•..• 1, 113, 145 383, 843 115 

1 Computation based on current exchange rate of 350 
francs to the dollar. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, it may be 
asked, and I think it would be a fair 
question, since that was in the year 1949, 
what is going on now? I have tried to 
exhaust every avenue of information 
open to me to ascertain what is going on 
now. The Department of Commerce has 
been very cooperative. I wish to say to 
their credit that I have not seen the 
slightest indicatJon that they wanted to 
conceal any information that ·was in 
their files. Two members of my staff 
went to the Department, and went over 
the records in the office of the Depart
ment of Commerce. Mr. President, as a 
result of that inspection of the records 
of the Department of Commerce some 
really surprising statistics developed. 
Here are some things they found. 

During the first 4 months of this year 
the United Kingdom exported more than 
$6,800,000 worth of electrical machinery 
to Russia. This represents nearly a 50-
percent increase over British exports of 
electrical machinery to Russia during the 
first 4 months of 1949. I asked these 
men if' they were able to find out what 
was being sent by the United Kingdom 
to Poland and to. Czechoslovakia-to 
Czechoslovakia where the great Skoda 
Works are located-and they were not 

able to develop that information in the 
time available. So the figure I give to 

"the Senate ,is the figure of exports from 
the United Kingdom to Russia alone for 
the first 4 months of this year. So much 
for electrical machinery. 

During the 4 ru.onths which ended 
April 30, 1950, the United Kingdom also 
sent to Russia more than $1,087,000 
worth of machine tools. This is almost 
10 times as many machine tools as were 

· exported by the United Kingdom to Rus
sia during the first 4 months of the cor
responding year, 1949. In other words, 
in the first 4 months of this year the 
United Kingdom accelerated her ship
ments of machine tools to Russia 10 
times over. That does not take into ac
count shipments of machine tools which 
were being made dliring that period to 
Czechoslovakia, to Bulgaria, to Ru
mania, or any other of the satellite coun
tries. That is to Russia alone. 

Mr. President, Belgium has made ship-_ 
ments of war materials to Russia. Dur
ing the period January through April 
sizable shipments of iron, steel, and tin 
plate have gone from Belgium to the 
U. S. S. R. Italy is sending steel, iron, 
and machinery to the U.S. S. R. Swe
den's trade with Russia during January 
1950 was nine times greater than it was 
in January 1949. And so it goes on. 

I regret, Mr. President, that the Sen
ator from Maryland lMr. TYDINGS] saw 
fit in this time of crisis to cast doubt on 
the loyalty of any of his fellow Senators. 
Such suggestions do not enhance the 
prestige of the Senate. I have heard 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAs], 
the distinguished majority leader, say 
on the ftoor of the Senate more than 
once that it is time for all Americans 
to close ranks. I have felt that way 
about it. I have said so publicly. So, 
Mr. President, it comes as a distinct sur
prise to hear a man who has been hon
ored time and time again by the people 
of the Free State of Maryland, and by 
his colleagues in the Senate, charge that 
certain of his fellow Members of the 
Senate are following the Communist line 
and are associates of Joe Stalin. That 
surely does not enhance the prestige of 
our Nation abroad. 

Surely it must give aid and comfort 
to the Reds who are killing our boys in 
Korea to read reports that they have, 
according to the Senator from Maryland, 
associates in the United States Senate. 
Surely such reports must be distressing 
indeed to those in the front lines in 
Korea who have a right to expect, and, 
Mr. President, do expect, that they will 
receive 100-percent backing from the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, there is just one more 
subject to which the Senator from Mary
land ref erred, to which I desire to make 
some reference. I shall address myself 
to that argument very briefty. That is 
the argument that since we have a De
partment of Justice and the FBI, no 
American need concern himself about 
Communists in the Government. The 
argument, as I understand it, is that 
since' the Department of Justice and the 
FBI are on the job, there is no need for 
concern, there is no need for any work 
or inve:::tigation on the part of the elect-
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ed representatives of the people in- the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, there are two comments 
I sho11ld like to make on that argument. 
First, under the law, United States Code, 
title 5, section 340, which establishes the 
FBI, the FBI is placed under the juris
dictio·n and the control of the Depart
ment of Justice, which is, as the Sena
tor frc1m Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
said earlier on the floor of the Senate, 
a political arm of the Government. The 
FBI cannot investigate any case the De
partment of Justice · does not want in
vestigated. Let there be no mistake 
about that, Mr. President. The FBI 
cannot investigate any case the Depart
ment of Justice does not want investi
gated. Similarly, the Department of 
Justice cannot cause to be investigated 
by the FBI any case the President of the 
United States does not want investi
gated. 

Second, in order to remove what I 
have to say from the field of generali
ties, I want to give the Senator from 
Maryland a specific instance of what I 
mean and to what I refer. This case, 
Mr. President, is not a hypothetical case. 
It is an actual case. 

In May 1947, some 71 citizens of Kan
sas City, Mo., were under indictment 
for one of the foulest of all crimes, the 
crime of depriving their fellow citizens 
of their right to vote, of the right to 
have their votes counted as cast. The 
evidence in those cases, then pending 
in the circuit court of Jackson County, 
Mo., consisted of the ballots in the pre
cincts in which the alleged fraud oc
curred. Those ballots were stored in the 
office of the Board of Election Commis
sioners of Jackson County, Mo., in Kan
sas City. In the nighttime on May 27, 
1947, the courthouse was violently en
tered. The office of the board of elec
tion commissioners was violently en-

'tered. The safe in their office was vio
lently blown open and those ballots, con
sisting of the evidence in those cases
evidently the thieves knew exactly what 
they had come for-were carried away. 
They were so voluminous that it re
quired :;t, truck or cart or some similar 
vehicle to carry it away. Mr. President, 
that occurred in the courthouse in Kan
sas City, Mo. 

In the same building is the office of the 
sheriff of Jackson County, Mo., which is 
open all night, with a deputy or depu
ties constantly in attendance. Across 
the street was the office of the police de
partment of Kansas City, Mo.-a com
plete police department, similar to that 
maintained in other metropolitan cen
ters. 

Mr. President, the strangest coinci
dence of all-and it is just a coincidence; 
I do not want anyone to think that I 
am inferring otherwise-was that the 
President of the United States was sleep
ing in a hotel some five blocks away; 
and, as I understand, on such occasions 
the entire business district of the city 
which is temporarily housing the Presi
dent of the United States is under the 
surveillance of the Secret Service of the 
United States. It was under those cir
cumstances that the ballots containing 
the evidence in the cases in which 71 

persons were under indictment were 
forcibly, feloniously carried away. 

The FBI was immediately called in. 
The Attorney General of the United 
States dramatically announced that 
there would be a complete and thorough
going investigation. However, from 
th~t day to this the theft of the evidence 
in the Kansas City vote-fraud cases re
mains a perfect crime. No arrests have 
been made; apparently no clues have 
been established. As the record stands, 
the FBI has been completely baffled. 

Mr. President, I should like to know 
and the people of the United States 
would like to know just what the FBI 
did discover, just what some of the best 
agents in the employ of the FBI, who 
were sent to Kansas City, were able 
to do. 

I wonder whether the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND], the acting 
majority leader, will join me in an ef
fort to secure, so that they can be made 
public, the complete records of the FBI 
in regard to that case. I think the act
ing majority leader or the regular ma
jority leader would. perform a distinct 
service if one or the other of them would 
do that. It seems to me that the people 
are entitled to know the facts in that 
case. 

So, Mr. President, when the argu
ment is made that we can sleep at nights, 
that we can rest assured that there are 
no political Communists or fellow travel
ers in the employ of the State Depart
ment or in the employ of other depart
ments of the Government of the United 
States, a lot of people will take that 
argument with a little grain of salt. 

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

Mr. KEM. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator from 

Missouri would not want me to go there 
with him and try to steal the FBI files; 
would he? 

Mr. KEM. Of course not. 
Mr. McFARLAND. That is about 

what the Senator from Missouri is pro
posing. 

Mr. KEM. Of course, Mr. President, 
I would not want the Senator from Ari
zona to be guilty of a felony. However, 
if he would give me the _political sup
port which comes to the majority leader 
in this battle, I think it is very likely that 
the people in my state and the people in 
my city, who have a very natural inter
est in what the FBI was able to do, 
would obtain the information. At any 
rate, it would be worth a trial. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Missouri for the 
compliment he has paid me in regard to 
any influence which I might have. 

However, the present hour is too late 
for the junior Senator from Arizona to 
enter into a discussion relative to secur
ing the files from the FBI. That matter 
has been discussed many, many times; 
and the Senator from Missouri is well 
aware of what has been held in that 
regard. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I have not 
been able to find out what has been .held 
in that regard. If the Senator from 
Arizona knows the facts about that mat
ter, I am sure he will perform a very 

distinct service to the people of my 
State and to the people of the country 
generally if he will give us the benefit of 
that information. 

Yesterday the Senator from Maryland -
[Mr. TYDINGS] told us that he was able 
to obtain from the administration in
formation not available to other Sena
tors or to the public generally. Now I 
am asking whether the acting majority 
leader-if the distinguished Senator 
from Arizona continues to act in that 
capacity, of course I shall be glad to 
have him do so-or the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. LucAs], the regular majority 
leader, will interest himself in this sub
ject. If he wiil do so, I believe we shall 
have some results, and without further 
delay. 

The tragedy of this inatter is that un
der the circumstances the people of the 
United States are bound to have some 
reservations as to the political character 
of the Department of Justice-reserva
tions which ought to be cleared up, and 
the sooner the better. 

Mr. President, I wish to say in passing 
that most of these things occurred, not 
during the term of service of the present 
Attorney General, our honored former 
colleague from Rhodi Island, former 
Senator McGrath, but during the incum
bency of his predecessor as Attorney 
General. However, I think it is also fair 
to say that during the incumbency of 
the present Attorney General the Fed
eral statute of limitations-a 3-year 
statute of limitations-ran on the prose
cution of the theft of the evidence in the 
Kansas City vote frauds. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? 

Mr. KEM. I am glad to yield to my 
distinguished colleague from Missouri. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, the 
distinguished Senator from Arizona has 
assigned, as I understand, as his reason 
for not wishing to discuss this matter, 
the lateness of the hour. 

Let me ask the Senator if it is now as 
late as it generally has been in recent 
weeks when the Senate has ended its 
session for the day. In other words, it is 
now exactly 5: 37 p. m., according to the 
clock in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, if the Sena
tor from Arizona desires to discuss this 
matter, I shall be glad to stay here as 
long as he wishes, or if he will ask the 
Vice President to give me the privilege 
of the floor Monday, when the Senate 
convenes, I shall endeavor to answer any 
questions the Sena tor from Arizona may 
put to me. I would like to accommodate 
the Senator from Arizona if he is not 
prepared to discuss the matter at this 
time. 

I think the facts should be fully dis
cussed, in the public interest. It has 
never been satisfactorily developed, why 
the theft of the evidence in the Kansas 
City vote fraud indictments is a per
fect crime. 
ORDER FOR RECESS UNTIL 11 A. M. ON 

MONDAY 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, the 
distinguished Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. FERGUSON] previously stated that he 
wished to obtain the floor to address the 
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Senate this afternoon. However, thus 
far, he has not been able to obtain rec
ognition. 

Therefore, because of the lateness of 
the hour, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate ends its session for to
day, it take a recess until Monday next, 
at 11 a. m., and that the Senator from 
Michigan be given the right to speak at 
that time, without a quorum call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? · 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the re
quest please be repeated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Arizona has requested, first, that 
when the Senate concludes its session 
for today, it take a recess until Monday 
next, at 11 a. m.; and, second, that at 
that time the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. FERGUSON] be given the fioor: with
out a quorum call. 

Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Arizona? The Chair hears 
none, arid it is so ordered. 

STATE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEE 
LOYALTY INVESTIGATION 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I wish 
to make some observations for a few 
minutes, if that w~ll be satisfactory to the 
Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Certainly. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, at the 

conclusion of his address yesterday, the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS l asked the question: 
''Where do we go from here?" I am con
fident that anyone who heard his ad
dress and any of those who have had an 
opportunity to look even very casually 
over the report are convinced that the 
job of the committee of which he was 
chairman has not been completed. I am 
just as sure of that as I am sure that 
I am now standing on the fioor of the 
Senate; and I am also perfectly sure 
that the American people are not satis
fied v ith what has been done. 

In a spirit of constructive criticism 
and in all sincerity, Mr. President, I wish 
to off er an amrmative program. I should 
like to discuss it in some detail some 
time next week, when I have an oppor
tunity to do so. 

However, at this time, toward the close 
of the session for today, I should like to 
conclude my remarks with these con
structive suggestions: 

First. I think the time has come when 
the records of the committee, not only 
the records of its proceedings in open 
session but the records of its proceedings 
in executive session, should be made pub
lic. It has been given to the press here, 
there, and other places, and I think that 
Senators should have the transcript of 
all this evidence so they can make up 
their minds relative to what is in the re
port as bearing upon the work that has 
been done by the committee. 

Second. I think that the Senate should 
adopt the resolution, No. 312, which was 
offered, and which reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations made pursuant to Sen
ate Resolution 231 (relating to an investiga
tion of disloyalty among employees of the 
Government) be recommitted to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, with the follow
ing instructions: 

( 1) The Committee on Foreign Relations 
shall conduct a full and complete investiga-

tion in accordance with the provisions of 
Senate Resolution 231; or-

And this is the important part of it
( 2) In the event said committee decides 

by a majority vote that a continuation by 
said committee of such investigation is not 
in the public interest, the committee shall 
recommend to the Senate the establishment 
of a trained bipartisan commission, wholly 
independent of the Executive, to conduct a 
full, complete, and relentless search into the 
whole subject of for~ign penetration of the 
Department of State and other agencies of 
the Government in accordance with the pro
visions of said Senate Resolution 231. 

Mr. President, if that is done, I am 
satisfied that it will meet with the ap
proval · of the American people. . That 
resolution has been offered, and it is the 
responsibility of the majority of the Sen
ate to see that it is brought up for con
sideration. It is a constructive step 
which I am sure would meet with the 
approval of the people of the United 
States. 

Third. The time has come, and there 
can be no doubt about it, that the 
Congress should pass the Mundt-Fergu
son bill. The resolution I just quoted 
would take care of the difilculty within 
the Government. The Mundt-Ferguson 
bill would take care of the situation out
side the Government. It is needed, and 
I think it is needed more than any other 
piece of legislation, outside the military 
requirements which will be presented to 
us by the military authorities and by the 
administration, with which we all agree, 
and which will be passed speedily · after 
due consideration. 

That is my suggestion, Mr. President. 
That is my answer to the question, 
Where do ,we go from here on the do
mestic front? 

Where do we go from here on the for
eign front? Certainly the time has ar
rived when the administration should 
require the resignation of Dean Acheson. 
In order to achieve unity in the country 
and to restore confidence in the State 
Department policy, that time has ar
rive~:l. He has been repudiated by the 
administration in his policy in Asia, and 
certainly we need to revamp our policy 
so far as western Europe is concerned. 
I do not say this with animosity or per
sonal feeling against Mr. Acheson, but 
if he were an omcial in any other coun
try of which I know of, and a vote of 
confidence were had, which would have 
been required, to my mind he would be 
out of omce. Why wait any longer in 
the United States of America? 

Mr. President, if such action is taken 
I am satisfied it will meet with the ap
proval of the country. What we need 
now is unity. And, believe me, I am for 
unity to accomplish the task which is at 
hand. 

Mr. President, I should like to answer 
in some detail some of the observations 
which have been made, but I say in all 
sincerity, and with all respect to the 
Senator from Maryland, that that is the 
answer to his question, "Where do we go 
from here?" Let us clean up the situa
tion at home, and let us do the job over 
there. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
merely want to state in response to the 
suggestion of my good frieµd from Mis-

souri that I explain why the FBI files can
not be made available, that my decision 
not to discuss that subject this evening 
is made for this reason, and for this 
reason alone: First, I think it has been 
discussed many, many times. I think -I 
fairly understand how those files are 
secured, and the reasons why they can
not be made available to Members of 
Congress. At least, I understand the 
position of the Attorney General. But, 
Mr. President, I am of the opinion that 
there are more important matters be
fore the Congress today than a discus
sion of why the files of the FBI cannot 
be made available to Members of Con
gress. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield for a question? 

Mr. McFARLAND. In a moment. One 
of those important measures is House 
bill 7786, which contains appropriations 
for the departments charged with the 
defense of the Nation. I think it is time 
that in the Senate of the United States 
we turn our minds to our duties in con
nection with providing the necessary 
funds for the defense of the country. 

For that reason, and because I do not 
want to provoke further discussion on a 
subject which has· already been thor
oughly discussed, I feel that we could 
better devote ourselves to the discussion 
of the unfinished business. I now yield 
to the distinguished Senator from Mis
souri. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Arizona whether the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Mary
land did not occupy the fioor of the 
Senate for several hours yesterday, dis-' 
cussing the report of the Foreign Rela-· 
tions Committee on the question of 
Communists in the· Government. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I am not aiming 
my criticism at the Senator from Mis
souri or anyone else who has occupied_ 
the :floor today, or the distinguished 
Senator from Maryland, who occupied 
the fioor yesterday. All I am stating 
is that these matters have been discussed, 
and think the time has come for us to 
turn our attention to the consideration 
of H. R. 7786. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the 
Senator Yield for a further question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Arizona yield further to 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. KEM. My good friend from Ari

zona is an eminently fair man. 
Mr. McFARLAND. I thank the Sen

ator for his compliment. 
Mr. KEM. The Senator is a former 

superior court judge. He knows what it 
is to hold the scales of justice. He has 
had the unpleasant duty of sending men 
to the penitentiary-perhaps to the 
gallows. I know my friend from Arizona 
is deeply imbued with and instilled in 
American principles of justice and fair 
play. I want to ask the Senator whether 
he thinks it is fair for the Senator ft om 
Maryland to make this dramatic and his
trionic speech in the Senate yesterday, 
drawing the attention of the Senate for 
several hours, and then to foreclose fur
ther discussion of this important ques
tion that is so near the hearts of all 
Americans? The question is whether 
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there is infiltration of Communists· and 
fell ow travelers into the Government of 
the United States. . 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, let 
me say to my good friend from Missouri 
that the question as to what any Sena
tor may think about the statement made 
by the distinguished Senator from Mary
land is up to the individual Senator, per
sonally, to answer for himself. Each 
Senator can answer that. 

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

Mr. McFARLAND. May I finish? I 
may say that as to whether the charges 
have been sqbstantiated, it is up to the 
people of the United States to decide. 
No one on the floor of the Senate, so far 
as I have heard, has said that any of 
these charges were substantiated. I do 
not at this time want to get into a dis
cussion of what procedure we should fol
low or of what we should do. All I a.m 
saying-and I am making an honest ap
peal to the Senate-is that some time on 
Monday I hope we may resume consider..: 
ation of H. R. 7786, which contains im
portant appropriations for the defense of 
the Nation. 

I have never tried to deprive any Sen
ator of the opportunity to discuss any 
subject he pleased, and I never shall. 
But I hope that we can make some 
progress with the appropriation bill. I 
desire the Senator from Missouri dis- · 

.tinctly to understand that I am not in 
any way criticizing him for any remark 
he may have seen fit to make on the floor. 
That was his privilege as a United States 
Senator. I' am, in the exercise of my 
prerogative as a Senator, only making 
an appeal for that which I think is for 
the good of the United · States, namely, 
to proceed with the business of the Sen
ate, leaving it to the Senator from Mis
souri and any other Senator to discuss 
whatever they may desire to discuss. 

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 

Missouri made the statement a little 
while 'ago that he thought it was unfair 
for the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] · to occupy the length of time 
he occupied yesterday, and then not to 
let anyone answer him. I suggest to the 
Senator from Missouri that we have 
listened for a long period today to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. JENNER] in 
a very bitter and voluminous speech, 
mostly devoted to the Senator from 
Maryland and what the Senator from 
Maryland submitted in, his speech on 
yesterday, So I cannot see how the 
Senator from Missouri can conclude that 
we heard the Senator from Maryland 
and then did not permit any other Sen
ator to discuss the question. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Texas--

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator from 
Arizona yielded in order that I might ask 
a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Arizona has the floor. 

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

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes; I yield. But 
I do not think we can gain anything by 

,~ _ . . ! Ji :tlL..', 

the discussion. M only .object was to 
invite the attention of the Senate arid 
of the people of the United States to the 
importance of the Senate's proceeding 
with the appropriation bill as rapidly as 
possible. It was not for the purpose of 
criticizing anyone. 

Mr. KEM. I agree entirely with the 
Senator. The Senator comes from the 
wide-open spaces of ·the West. Would 
he sit here in the Chamber of the Senate 
of the United States and-hear his loyalty 
impugned by another Senator and not 
rise to his feet at the first opportunity to 
reply? 

Mr. McFARLAND. When that time 
comes, the Senator from Arizona will 
make his decision. 

Mr. KEM. I do not know how the 
Senator voted on the reduction of Mar
shall-plan-aid funds, but I lrnow that 
many of his close friends and associates 
voted to reduce the amount. I should 
think the Senator from Arizona would 
resent an imputation on their loyalty. 
I should think that instead of attempt
ing to discourage the Sena tor from Mis
souri from pointing out facts in that con
nection, the Senator would rise to urge 
that that sort of thing be not repeated 
on the· floor of the Unit~d States Senate. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I am certain that 
the Senator from Missouri will be able 
to take care of himself en any occasion. 

Mr. KEM. I think the Senator from 
Arizona has fallen into the same error 
into which several Senators who have 
spoken have fallen, namely, assuming 
that the responsibility and duty of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee un
der Senate Resolution 231 was to investi
gate the charges made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY]. As 
was pointed out today by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. IvEsJ-I do not sup
pose the Senator from Arizona heard his 
address, l:ecal!Se if he had I do not think 
he would have fallen into that error
the resolution. as originally prepared by 
the Democratic policy committee pro
vided for an investigation of t_he charges 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, and that 
resolution was amended on the fioor ·or 
the Senate, and as it was adopted by 
the Senate, the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, or any duly author
ized subcommittee thereof, was author
ized and.- directed to conduct a full and 
complete study and investigation as to 
whether persons who are disloyal to the 
United States are or have been employed 
in the Department of State.' 

So, Mr. President, it is no answer that 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Mc
CARTHY] has not produced any evidence. 
That is not ground upon which the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations can be ac
quitted of any further responsibility. 
The question is whether it has made a 
full and complete investigation of 
wliether persons who are disloyal to the 
United Sbtes are or have been employed· 
by the Department of State. 

Let me ·say, in passing, that I do not 
know much about the investigation. I 
did not attend any of the hearings, but I 
have read some of the subcommittee's re-

. port to some extent, not all of it--I have 
been intrigued by one thing which stands 
out, namely, why there is no mention 
. <ii'.., : . l nr. •l•, 0 "'.> , . __ ,1 -'J 

of the name of Alger Hiss. The ·com
mittee was directed to find out whether 
any disloyal person ever had been em
ployed in the Department of State. That 
question came up yesterday, but it was 
turned off by the Senator from Maryland 
with the facetious remark that the com
mittee had not thought it well to put 
Thomas Jefferson on the stand. I hope 
the implication was not that Thomas 
Jefferson was a disloyal person. As a 
devoted believer in the principles of 
Thomas Jefferson, I resent the remark. 
I do not see any reason whatever to have 
brought the name of that great American 
into a discussio:;.1 of disloyalty in the Gov
ernment cf the United States. · 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the· 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of ~xecutive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

The following favorable report of a 
nomination was submitted: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

Clarence J. McCormick, of Indiana, to be 
Under Secretary of Agriculture. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nomination on the 
executive calendar. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Maj. Gen. Philip B. Fleming, 
United States Army, retired, to be Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Transporta
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

RECESS TO MONDAY 

Mr. McFARLAND. . As in legislative 
session, I move that the Senate stand in 
recess until next Monday at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess, under the order previously 
entered, the recess being to Monday, 
July 24, 1950, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate July 21 (legislative day of ,July 
20), 1950: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

PROMOTIONS 

'!"he following-named officers for promotion 
in the United States Air Force under the 
provisions of sect ion 107 of the Army-Navy 
Nurses Act of 1947, as amended by Public 
Law 514, Ei'ghty-first Congress. Those officers 
whose names are preceded by the symbol ( X ) 
are subject to physical examination required 
by law. All others have been examined and 
found . physically qualified for promotion. 

, ..... _.· J J} ! 
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To be captains, Air Force nursea 

.XA.skegaard, Elizabeth Ann, . 
Bernard, E'rin Langford, . 
Deegan, Florence Irene, . 
Deege, Eloise Ruth, . 
Lott, Inez T., . 

XMcCally, Mary Jane, . 
XMcLaughlin, Margaret F., . 

Murphy, Anne Martha, . 
Nigro, Elaine M., . . 
Roche, Florence T ., . 
Staudt, Veleska Barbara, . 
(NOTE.-The officers nominated for promo-

tion to captain have completed and will 
complete the required 7 years' service for pro
motion purposes between M.ay and August. 
Dates of rank wlll be determined by the Sec
retary of the Air Force.) 

APPOINTMENTS 
The following-named persons for appoint

ment in the United States Air Force, in the 
grades indicated, with dates of rank to be 
determined by the Secretary of the Air Force, 
under the provisions of section 506, Public 
Law 381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Person
nel Act of 1947), and title II, Public Law 365, 
Eightieth Congress (Army-Navy-Public 
Health Service Medical Officer Procurement 
Act of 1947) : 
To be lieutenant colonel, USAF (medical) 

Paul A. Campbell, . 
To be majors, USAF (medical) 

John E. Alexander, . 
William T. Kelley, . 
Ralph M. Lechausse, . 
Joseph L. Mann, . 
Frank M. Townsend, . 

To be captains, USAF (medical) 
Verne H. Alder, . 
Stanley H. Bear, . 
William S. Davis, . 
Walter H. Goggans, . 
Richard K. Miller, . 
Oakley K. Park, . 
Edward P. Smith, Jr., . 
George S. Tootle, . 
Joseph B. Wildhaber, . 

To be captains, USAF (dental) 
Robert H. Jakob, . 
Howard H. Morgan,  
Charles C. Morris,  
Robert L. Reilly, Jr., . 
To be first lieutenants, USAF (medical) 
Roger C. Arnold, . 
Glenn D. Baird, . 

· David H. Beyer, . 
James G. Borman, . 
Harry C. Green, Jr., . 
Louis E. Harrington, . 
Nestor M. Hensler, . 
Peter D. Hogan, . 
Frederick R. Hook, Jr., . 
Jack B. Jay, . 
William Krivit. 
John T. Logue. 
Jack M. McKay. 
Charles C. Sorensen, . 

To be first lieutenant, USAF (dental) 
Hiram M. Jackson, . 

7'.o be first lieutenants, USAF (chaplain) 
John D. Barringer, . 
Vernon Bordelon, . 
Arthur E. K. Brenner, . 
Michael J. Finneran, . 
Charles H. Glaize, . 
Raymond T. Mattheson, . 
Earl W. Minor, . 
Edward B. Mulligan, . 
Iva·n L. Paulk, . 
Grover E. Stillwagon, . 
Charles W. Wakefield, . 

The following-named distinguished avia
tion cadets for appointment in the United 
States Air Force in the grade indicated with 
dates of rank to be determined by the Secre-

tary of the Air Force, der the provisions of 
section 506, Public Law 381, Eightieth Con
gress (Officer Personnel Act of 1947): 

To be second lieutenants 
Sabin L. Anderson Arthur L. Keyes 
Ray E. Badertscher, Claude C. Mitson 

 Paul G. Mulhern 
Thomas R. Bean James L. Mulligan 
Garold R. Beck Earl G. Peck 
Warren R. Carter, Jr. Walter · H. Schmitz 
James W. Chilton Robert w. Smith 
Charles B. Christison Richard W. Whincup 
Harry V. De Hosse George S. White 
Harry Falls, Jr. Robert F. Wilke 
Orgle D. Godwin Elvin 0. 1Wyatt 
George H. Helbing 

Subject to physical qualification and sub
ject to designation as distinguish~d military 
graduates, the following-named distin
guished military students of the Senior Di
vision, Reserve Officer's Training Corps, for 
appointment in the United States Air Force 
in the grade of second lieutenant, with dates 
of rank to be determined by the Secretary 
of the Air Force, under the provisions of 
section 506, Public Law 381, }i:ightieth Con
gress (Officer Personnel Act o~ 1947): 
Francis J. Cunnion Joseph H. Piper, Jr. 
Charles A. James Raymond Smith 

The following-named graduated cadet, 
United States Military Academy, class of 
1950, for appointment in the United States 
Air Force, in :the grade of second lieutenant, 
with date of rank June 2, 195Q, under the 
provisions of section 506, Public Law 381, 
Eightieth Congress (Officer Personnel Act of 
1947): 

Joseph Frederick Green 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 
The following-named m1¢!hipmen (Naval 

Reserve Officer's Training Corps) for perma
nent appointment to the grade · of second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps: 
David I. Carter. George T. Sargent, Jr. 
Leo J. Fitzpatrick, Jr. Cornelius F. Savage, 
Heman J. Redfield III Jr. 
Bruce L. Rehn 

The following-named civilian college grad
uates for permanent appointment to the 
grade of second lieutenant in the Marine 
Corps; 
Frank F. Alagia Norman B. Mccrary 
Alvin R. Bourgeois Anthony G. Morrison, 
George E. Bowker, Jr. Jr. 
Clement C. _ Buckley,Anthony C. Naeger 

Jr. Claude L. Reynolds 
John R. Cowan. William R. Riddell, 
John K. Davis Jr. 
Rex D. Ellison Bryan M. Rust 
Eugene D. Foxworth.James T. Shafter 

Jr. Warren A. Stark 
William J. Galyon Holcombe H. Thomas 
Lawrence A. Hall William V. Ii. White 
Winans D. Holliday Allan Wilson 
Elmer Jenner Henry E. Wold 
Ralph C. Joynes James W. Wood 
Don L. Keller 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 21 <legislative day of 
July 20) , 1950: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Maj. Gen. Philip B. Fleming, United States 

Army, retired, to be Under Secretary of Com
merce for Transportation. 

IN THE ARMY 
The nominations of James Harold Banville, 

et al. for promotion in the Regular Army of 
the United States, which were confirmed 
today, were received by the Senate on July 
14, 1950, and appear in full in the Senate 
proceedings of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
for that date, under the caption "Nomina
tions," beginning with the name ~f James 

Harold Banville, · wnich · appears on page 
10177, and ending with the name of Mary 
W111ia Stephenson, which appears on page 
10178 . . 

IN THE AIR CORPS 
The nominations of Park Holland, et al., 

for promotion in the United States Air 
Force, which were confirmed today, were re
ceived by the Senate on July 10, 1950, and 

·appear in full in the Senate proceedings of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for that date, 
under the caption "Nominations," beginning 
with the name of Park Holland, which ap
pears on page 9798, and ending with the 
name of John James Wood, which appears 
on page 9799. 

!N THE NAVY 
The nominations of Raymond C. Allen, 

et al., for appointment in the Navy, which 
were confirmed today, were received by the 
Senate on July 10, 1950, and appear in full 
in the Senate proceedings of the· CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD for that date, under the cap
tion "Nominations," beginning with the 
name of Raymond C. Allen, which appears 
on page 9799, and ending with the name of 
Waunie L. Shelton, which appears on page 
9800. 

SENATE 
MONDAY, JULY 24, 1950 

<Legislative day of Thursday, July 20, 
1950) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on 
the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. Frank F. Drowota, Woodmont 
Christian Church, Nashville, Tenn., 
offered the_ following prayer: 

Let us pray. We confess, in the words 
of the Psalmist, our faith in Thee 0 God. 

0 Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy 
name in all the earth. 

Before the mountains were brought 
forth, or ever Thou hadst formed the 
earth and the world, even from everlast
ing to everlasting, Thou art God. 

But dear unto us is the knowledge that 
Thou art our Father, and we are Thy 
children. We come to Thee to ask Thy 
blessing upon these Thy children \n this 
grave hour. We ask that Thou wilt give 
them the assurance that as their days, so 
shall their strength be. Watch over 
them and keep their loved ones, Father. 

We offer to Thee a special prayer for 
those men who have put their lives be
tween the enemy and all the things we 
hold dear. Wilt Thou keep them in Thy 
love. We ask, Father, that the spirit of 
sacrifice they show may be shown in our 
lives, and that self-interest may be slain 
in us; that the ugly stains of sin, the ugly 
stains of selfishness may be wiped away; 
that in a common unity we may stand 
together to walk the freedom road, the 
road of sacrifice, the road of self-den:al, 
even as our Lord walked it before us. 

This we ask in His name and for His 
sake. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Friday, 
July 21, 1950, was dispensed with. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 

On his own request, and by unanimous 
consent, Mr. MILLIKIN was excused from 
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