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By Mr. LANE: 

H. R. 6957. A bill to provide for the estab
lishment of certain priorities in the awarding 
of ·military procurement contrac.ts within 
regions suffering economic distress through 
unemployment, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MILLER of California: 
H . R. 6958. A bill to amend the act of May 

31, 1940, entitled "An act to provide for a 
more permanent tenure for persons carry
ing the mail on star routes," so as to require 
the inclusion of certain stipulations in con
tracts for carrying the mails by motor ve
hicle; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee: 
H. R. 6959. A bill to amend section 1699, 

title 18, United States Code, relating to the 
unloading of mail from vessels; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

H. R . 6960. A bill to amend the act entitled 
"An act to provide for the transportation and 
distribution of mails on motor-vehicle 
routes," approved July 11, 1940; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

H. R. 6961. A bill to authorize the partici
pation by certain Federal employees, with
out loss of pay or deduction from annual 
leave, in funerals for deceased members of 
the Armed Forces returned to the United 
States from abroad for burial; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. O'HARA: 
H. R. 6962. A bill to amend the Interstate 

Commerce Act to alleviate shortages in rail
road freigpt cars and other vehicles during 
periods of emergency, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 6963. A bill to provide that in certain 

cases education and facilities on Federal 
property shall continue to be available to 
children residing in adjacent areas until 
June 30, 1954; to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. WALTER: 
H. R. 6964. A bill to prevent the infiltration 

of subversive persons into Government em
ployment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H . R. 6965. A bill to amend subsection (e) 
of se.::tion 753 of title 28, United States Code 
so as to fix the salary for reporters in the 
United States district courts; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WlER: 
H. R . 6966. A bill to provide for adjustment 

1n the salary of certain rural carriers at
tached to post offices of the first class; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. COX: 
H. Res. 561. Creating a select committee to 

conduct an investigation and study of foun
dations and other comparable organizations; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. BERRY: 
H. R . 6967. A bill authorizing the issuance 

of patent in fee to Paul Afraid of His Horses; 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BOYKIN: 
H. R. 6968. A bill for the relief of Maria 

Buffoni and Emma Botta; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

B y Mr. BRAY: 
H. R. 6969. A bill to effect entry of a minor 

child adopted by United States citizens; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. D'EWART: 
H . R. 6970. A bill for the relief of Araxi 

Nazarian; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. EBERHARTER: 
H. R . 6971. A bill for the relief of Fran

cesca (or Frances) Romeo; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FURCOLO: 
H . R. 6972. A bi.11 for the relief of Mrs. 

Florence D. Grimshaw; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6973 . A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Phyllis J ackson Grimaldi; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6974. A bill for the relief of the 
Wilbraham Academy; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LYLE: 
H. R. 6975. A bill for the relief of Ellen 

Sonja Sadlowski; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACHROWICZ: 
H. R. 6976. · A bill for the relief of Henryk 

Blaszkowski; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of California: 
H. R. 6977. A bill for the relief of Wllliam 

L. Gleeson; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R . 6978. A bill for the relief of Gerald 

A. and Lynn w. Roehm; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'TOOLE (by request): 
H. R. 6979. A b111 for the relief of Jose 

Pineiro Gonzales; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIBICOFF: 
H. R. 6980. A bill for the relief of Cha Dong 

Bok; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. RODINO: 

H. R. 6981. A bill for the relief of Betty 
and Irene Robertson; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: 
H. R. 6982. A bill for the relief of Pana

giotes G. Karras; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Texas: 
H. R. 6983. A bill for the relief of Gevork 

Zohrab Bandarian; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

618. By Mr. HAYS of Arkansas: Petition of 
P. W. Goss, 518 Division Park Hill, North 
Little Rock, Ark., and others relative to the 
passage of H. R. 4411; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

619. By the SPEAKER: Petition of C. C. 
Fergerson, president, Jackson Townsend Club, 
No. 18, Jacksonville, Fla., requesting passage 
of House bills 2678 and 1679 known as the 
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

620. Also, petition of Mrs. A. P. Marshall, 
secretary Orlo Vista Townsend Club, No. 1, 
Orlando, Fla., requesting passage of House 
bills 2678 and 2679 ·-.nown as the Townsend 
p lan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

621. Also, petition of L. 0. Robertson, and 
others, Everett, Mass., requesting passage of 
House bills 2678 and 2679 known as the 
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

622. Also, petition of Miss Irene B. Whet
stone, Chicago, Ill., relative to renewal of 
demand for impeachment stated in petition 
No. 314, dated June 12, 1951, and referred 
to the House Judiciary Committee; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, MARCH 11, 1952 

(Legislative day of Monday, February 
25, 1952) 

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

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

Eternal Spirit, in whom alone is the 
strength of our hearts and the hope of 
our world, we come in our no~ntide f el
lowship of prayer, not so much to seek 
Thee as to open our fallible lives in peni
tence and need to Thy waiting strength. 
Make our own lives, we pray Thee, 
quarries out of which stones for the new 
temple o: humanity may be fashioned. 

In these days of great peril and criti
cal decisions, as against the powers of 
darkness Thou art unloosing the fateful 
lightning of Thy terrible, sw'ft sword; 
save us from all policies whose reaping 
will be another harvest of horror for our 
children's children. Give us to know 
clearly and to follow faithfully the things 
that belong to our peace and to the peace 
of the whole w::>rld. We ask it in the 
dear Redeemer's name. A "llen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings o~ Monday, 
March 10, 1952, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had ·passed the following bills of the 
Senate, each with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

S. 1368. An act to amend subsection (a) 
of section 1107 of the District of Columbia 
Code of 1901, as amended by section 2 of 
the act of December 20, 1944 (D. C. Code, 
sec. 15-403 (a)), and to amend section 467 
of the District of Columbia Code of 1901 
(D. C. Code, sec. 16-323); and 

S. 2667. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to establish daylight-saving time in the 
District. 

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. 1758. An act to amend section 824 
of the Code of Laws for the District of Co
lumbia; 

H. R. 6805. An act to increase the salary of 
the Administrator of Rent Control for the 
District of Columbia; 

H.J. Res. 393. Joint resolution authorizing 
the granting of permits to the Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies on the occasion of the 
inauguration of the President-elect in Janu
ary 1953, and for other purposes; 

H.J. Res. 394. Joint resolution to provide 
for the quartering, in certain public build
ings in the District of Columbia, of troops 
participating in the inaugura l ceremonies of 
1953; and 
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H.J. Res. 395. Joint resolution to provide 

for the maintenance of public order and the 
protection of life and property in connec· 
tion with the Presidential inaugural cere
monies of 1953. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

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

S. 664. An act to amend section 4 of the 
act of May 5, 1870, as amended and codified, 
entitled "An act to provide for the creation 
of corporations in the District of Columbia 
by general law," and for other purposes; and 

S. 1345. An act to amend acts relating to 
fees payable to the clerk of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr . . President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sena
tor from Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON] 
may be excused from attending the ses
sions of the Senate today and tomorrow 
so that he may make an address at the 
Army War College at c _arlis e, Pa. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Senators be 
permitted to transact routine business, 
without debate. 

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

ENDORSEMENT OF CANDIDACY OF SENA
TOR RICHARD B: RUSSELL-CONCUR
RENT RESOLUTION OF SOUTH CARO
LINA LEGISLATURE 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, the 
Legislature of the State of South Caro
lina has adopted a concurrent resolution 
endorsing the candidacy of Senator 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL . and commending 
him to the people of the Nation for 
nomination and election as President of 
the United States. 

I am honored to deliver this resolution 
to the senate of the United States, and 
ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The South Carolina Legislature, in 
a.dopting_ this resolution, has put into 
words the deep, sincere feelings of all 
the people of this land who have had the 
opportunity to observe and know Senator 
RussELL. To all the people who have 
come to know him as a lawyer, a gover
nor, a legislator, a statesman, and above 
all, a great humanitarian, his announce
ment has come as a refreshing breeze on 
a troubled and sordid political picture. 

It is a pleasure to be able to present 
this resolution, adopted by my own peo. 
ple, to the Senate. 

The concurrent resolution was ordered 
to lie on the table, and, under the rule, 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Concurrent resolution endorsing the candi

dacy of Senator RICHARD B. RUSSELL, and 
commending him to the peoples of our 
Nation for nomination and election as 
President of the United States 
Whereas the Honorable RICHARD B. Rus

SELL, United States Senator from Georgia, 

• 

has :finally consented to become a candidate 
for the Democratic nomination for President 
of these United States; and 

Whereas he stands for constitutional gov
ernment, the American way of life, the rights 
of the States, and his honesty, integrity, 
and knowledge of the workings of our Gov
ernment are unquestioned; and 

Whereas . Senator RICHARD B. RUSSELL is 
eminently qualified for that high honor, and 
is a true American Democrat of the finest 
type who will make · a great President and 
leader for our Nation; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of 
South Carolina. (the House of Representatives 
concur-ring) , That we do hereby endorse the 
candidacy of Senator RICHARD B. RUSSELL, and 
commend him to the peoples of our Nation 
for nomination and election as President of 
the United States. 

RESOLUTION OF CITIZENS OF NEWPORT, 
VT., PROTESTING AGAINST HIGH IN
COME TAXES 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, I 
present for appropriate reference a reso
lution adopted by citizens of Newport, 
Vt., assembled at the annual city meet
ing, which reads as follows: 

"Resolved, That it is the sense of the meet
ing that a stop must be put to the squander
ing of our tax money by the Federal Gov
ernment; that relief must be granted to the 
taxpayers; that our Senators and Congress
man be informed that we object to the con
tinued high rate uf Federal income taxes im
posed upon us; 

"Resolved, That our Senators and Con
gressman be informed that their support in 
Congress of any laws, resolutions or pro
posals, for the unwarranted spending of our 
tax money will be condemned by us; that 
our Senators and Congressman are requested 
to join with any and all other Senators and 
Members of Congress in a joint effort to re
duce the spending of our tax money; that 
all bills, resolutions or appropriations be 
carefully examined to determine if the 
amounts of money can be reduced or if the 
projects calling for appropriations can be 
postponed to later years; 

"Resolved, That copies of this resolution 
be certified by the mayor and city clerk and 
forwarded to each Senator and Congressman 
from Vermont." 

This is to certify that the above resolu
tion was presented to and adopted by the 
legal voters of the city of Newport at the 
annual city meeting held at Newport, Vt., 
on March 4, 1952. 

FRED B. CRAWFORD, 

Mayor of the City of Newport, Vt. 
AUSTIN J. BZEBE, 

City Clerk of the City of Newport, Vt. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu
tion will be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

RESOLUTION OF SOUTH CHICAGO CHAM
BER OF COMMERCE URGING GREATER 
INTEREST IN REGISTRATION AND VOT
ING IN PRIMARIES 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, re
cently the South Chicago Chamber of 
Commerce selected Gen. J. w. Hilton 
as its president for the next year and one 
of the first actions taken by the chamber 
under his direction was the adoption of 
a resolution directing the Americanism 
committee of the South Chicago Cham
ber of Commerce to urge a greater in-

terest in registration, voting and the se .. 
1 

lection of good candidates for public of .. 
:fice. · 

The chairman of this Americanism 
committee is Vincent L. Knaus, a Chi· 
cago attorney, who has done a great deal 
of work in this field and who has also 
directed the Americanism activities of 
the religious liberty committee of the 
Knights of Columbus. I have known 
Vincent Knaus a great many years and 
can testify to the spirited and unselfish 
public service which he has rendered in 
the field of Americanism and in arous
ing the electorate to its responsibilities 
at the polls. 

In this connection I present the reso
lution which was adopted by the South 
Chicago Chamber of Commerce on Feb
ruary 20, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the RECORD and ap
propriately referred. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Rules and Administrat·on, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO SOUTH CHICAGO 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Whereas in the State of Illinois a primary 

election is to take place April 8, 1952, at which 
time both parties will nominate candidates 
for the various offices in the gift of the 
State, county, city, and other subdivisions 
thereof, and it is important that citizens 
vote in the primary and disclose their politi
cal affiliations without fear or favor; and 

Whereas the first duty of a citizen in a Re
public such as ours is voting, which is an ex
pression of party choice at the primary, of 
certain candidates, and the election of these 
candidates so selected in the election in 
November; and 

Whereas people have shown a lack of in
terest to participate actively in politics
which is the science of government--and 
feel that government should function auto
matically like a machine, and that participa
tion in politics is too time-consuming and 
refuse to become acquainted with the func
tioning of government of the State, county, 
and Natidnal, that it is too complicated and 
requires a high degree of intelligence and 
choices are difficult to make and can only 
be made by carefully going over the records 
of the candidates and that takes too much 
effort; and 

Whereas politics and government has been 
now associated with hoodlums, racketeers, 
and fixers in the public mind, and in no 
time the worst elements of our population 
will have control of legislatures (both State 
and city councils) and of candidates for 
office who will run our governments, both 
State and local, so that it is time to te 
alarmed and steps must be taken to stem 
the deterioration of moral standards in this 
field of social science-we have paid dearly 
for our laziness in the past--becauze it may 
seal our doom; and · 

Whereas a neglected vote, or badly given 
vote, is a social sin because it gravely harw...s 
the community and the very State itself and 
the same makes the votar automatically re
sponsible for all the harm that follows net 
only to conscience but to the very soul it
self: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the American sm commit
tee of the South Chicago Chamber of Com
merce urge all citizens to register and to vote 
regardless of their party politics at the C-"m
ing primary, April 8, 1952, and to make a 
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proper choice of the candidates submitted 
by bot h p olitical parties after due delibera
tion thereon. 

Respectfully submitted. 
VINCENT L. KNAUS, 

Ch airman. 
Col. HORACE F. WULF, 
FELIX V. MENCLEWICZ, 

Members. 
FEBRUARY 20, 1952. 

REPORTS OF COM..""AITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 171. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Hilde
gard Pielecki Kennedy (Rept. No. 1261); 

S. 569. A bill for the relief of May Hosken 
(Rept . No. 1262); 

S. 762. A bill for the relief of Alexander 
Urszu (Rept. No. 1263 ) ; 

s. 779. A bill for the relief of Ziemowit 
Z. K arpinski (Rept. No. 1264) ; 

s . 794. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Shu
ting Liu Hsia and her daughter, Lucia 
(Rept. No. 1265); 

S. 1420. A bill for the relief of Pinfang 
Hsia (Rept. No. 1266); 

S. 1469. A bill for the relief of Julie Bet
telheim and Evelyn Lang Hirsch (Rept. No. 
1267) ; 

S. 1527. A bill for the relief of Sisters 
Dolores Illa Martori, Maria Josefa Dalmau 
Vallve, and Ramona Cabarrocas Canals 
(Rept. No. 1268); 

S. 1555. A bill for the relief of Rosarina 
Garofalo (Rept. No. 1269 ) ; 

S . 1855. A bill for the relief of Joachim 
Volk, also known as Steven Craig Delano 
(Rept. No. 1271); 

s. 1891. A bill for the relief of Lubo Paska
lovic (Rep t. No. 1272); 

S . 2102. A bill for the relief of Alcide Ora
zio Marselli and Angelo Bardelli (Rept. No. 
1273 ) ; 

S. 2266. A bill to authorize and validate 
payments of periodic pay increases for tem
porary indefinite employees of the Depart 
ment of the Navy within the period of March 
17, 1947, to July 1, 1948 (Rept. No. 1274); 

S. 2770. A bill for the relief of Matheos 
Alafouzos (Rept. No. 1275); 

H. R. 748. A bill for the relief of Basil Vasso 
Argyris and Mrs. Aline Argyris (Rept. No. 
1276 ) ; 

H. R. 1416. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe 
Valdengo and Albertina Gioglio. Valdengo 
(Rept. No. 1277) ; 

H. R . 2283. A bill for the relief of Setsuko 
Yamashita, the Japanese fiancee of a United 
States citizen veteran of World War II, and 
her son Takashi Yamashita (Rept. No. 1278) ; 

H. R . 2775 . A bill for the relief of Anneliese 
Barbara Vollrath and Mrs. Margarete Elise 
Vollrath (Rept. No. 1279); and 

H . R . 2833 . A bill for the relief of Rudolf 
~ing and Nina Bing (Rept. No. 1280) . 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with an amendment: 

S. 992. A bill for the relief of Daniel Wal
konsky, and his wife, Xenia Walkonsky 
(Rept. No. 1281); 

S. 1189. A bill for the relief of Anthony 
Lombardo (Rept. No. 1282); 

S. 1766. A bill for the relief of Frederic 
James Mercado (Rept. No. 1270); 

S. 1843. A bill for the relief of John Kint
zig and Tatiana A. Kintzig (Rept. No. 1283); 

S. 2051. A bill for the relief of Naomi Saito 
(Rept. No. 1284); 

S. 2307. A bill for the relief of Roiger Ku
bishke (Rept. No. 1285); 

S . 2635. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Marie 
Y. ·Mueller (Rept. No. 1286); and 

H. R. 3668. A bill for the relief of David 
Yeh (Rept. No. 1287). 

By Mr . UcCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judh.:iary, with amendments: 

S. 365. A bill for the relief of Anna Krueger, 
Jean Krueger, and Edith Krueger (Rept. 
No. 1288); and 

H. R. 899. A bill for the relief of Malka 
Dwojra Kron (Rept. No. 1289). 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service: 

S. 2677. A bill to restore to 70 pounds and 
100 inches in girth and length combined the 
maximum weight and size limitations for 
appliances, or parts thereof, for the blind 
sent through the mails; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1292 ). 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina, from 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv
ice: 

S. Res. 288. Resolution extending the au
thority of, and providing additional funds 
for, the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service, under Senate Resolution 58, to in
vestigate personnel needs and practices of 
the var ious governmental agencies; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1293 ) ; and, under 
the rule, the resolution was referred to the 
Commit t ee on Rules and Administration. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
ALIENS-REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I report 
favorably, an original concurrent resolu- · 
tion, and I submit a report (No. 1290) 
thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the concmrent reso
lution will be placed on the calendar. 

The c~ncurrent resolut ion CS. Con. 
Res. 67 ) was placed on the calendar, 
as follows : 

Resol ved by the Senate (the House of Rep
resentati ves concurring ) , That the Congress 
favors the suspension of deportati.on in the 
case of each alien hereinafter named, in 
which case the Attorney General has sus
pended deportation for more than 6 months: 

A-5629724, Abramowitz, William, or Velvel 
Abramovitch. 

A-4741333 , Abramowitz, Fanny, or Abram-
ovitch (nee Feigel Nadler). 

A-6428354, Aguilar, Maria Asuncion Juarez. 
A-4670033, Alanis-Carrillo, Joaquin. 
A-5173334, Allbut, Ena Joyce, or Joyce 

Allbut (nee Nisen). 
A-1334800, Allie Abraham. 
A-5814065, Anderson, Paul Bruno. 
A-2831444, Argyropoulos, Lukas. 
A-5694214, Anemaet, Johannes Francis-

cus. 
A-4008206, Arellano, Irene Reyes, or Irene 

Arellano or Irene Emilla Reyes. 
A-7189824, Arias-Aguilar, Aurelio, or Aure-

lio Aria s. 
A-7189825, Arias, Juana. 
A-1404789, Aronis, Antonlos Nicholas. 
A-3980499, Banta, Miti Ndina, or Peet 

Ndina Ballta. 
A-5738784, Bank, Adolf Christoph Fred

erich, or Frederich Bank or Adolf Bank. 
A-2934803 , Baranoff, Constantin Alexan

drovich, or J ohn Bean. 
A-7450586, Baumann, Gearge Francis, Jr., 

or Georg Franz Barron. 
A-5728296, Beaven, Richard. 
A-7416244, Becker, Frauke-Virginia. 
A-4625757, Bendjy, David. 
A-4446964, Bendjy, Jennie Promnan. 
A- 5803486, Benjamin, Claire, or Claire Cox. 
A-6864688, Biernacki, Vera. 
A-2236306, Bjelik, Karos, alias Carl Bjelik. 
A-4848382, Borg, Spiro Charles. 
A-2486091, Borriello, Guiseppe, or Joseph 

Borriello. 
A-3712375, Bouchard, Joseph Adelard, or 

Joseph Adelard Viateur Douchard. 
A-7138247, Brachler, Therese, alias Therese 

Pichler. 

A- 2965616, Branoff, Endria Eloff, or Alex 
Eloff. 

A-1679683, Bratta, Vittorio Galiano. 
A-7859026, Brennan, Cecile Marie (nee 

Fortin). 
A-2092062, Brenzinger, Eric Oustav, or 

Erich Brazinger. 
A-7394773, Brock-Jones, Sieglinde Elfriede, 

formerly Sieglinde Elfriede Liebl. 
A-7394772, Brock-Jones, Marold (formerly 

Harold Liebl ) . 
A-388597, Byker, Marie Hooyer, or Marle 

Cornelia Byker. 
A-6462787, Caleca, Louise Elena, or Bas

tianon. 
A-7115185, Caliboso, Diana E., or Fabiana 

Hstoista Caliboso. 
A-7115184, Caliboso, Archangel Estoista. 
A-4271523, Campa de Mendez, Estella, alias 

Estella Campa-Lopez or Estella Mendoza. 
A- 3841543, Campbell, Vera Myrtle (nee 

Goodwin). 
A-5523477, Capozza, Giuseppe, or Joseph 

or Tommaso Appolini. . 
A-7031930, Castaneda, Martin, Jr. 
A-6022953, Castaneda-Palomares, Sarah, or 

Sara Castaneda. · 
A-2585741, Charchian, Jean (nee Boyajian 

or Johan). 
A-2244261, Chavez, Juan, or Juan M. 

Chavez. 
A-7140386, Chin, Leung Toy, or Jobco Chin. 
A-5057016, Choy, Tommy, or Lap Hing 

Choy or Choy Back. 
A- 7241521, Cimino, Pasquale. 
A-4999873, Cohen, Bessie. 
A-1862779, Cohen, Joseph Louis. 
A-5716993, Cohen, Rose, alias Rose · Les 

Cohen or Rose Kuhowski. 
A-4704289, Coburn, Weliington Bates. 
A-6937578, Corvi, Pier Luigi. 
A- 2155174, Christiani, Pietro. 
A-5120959, Cromwell, Harold Cecil. 
A-4945744, Dalech, Bernard John. 
A-1996475, Damonte, Antonio. 
A-7463526, Daniel, Sylvia Constantia. 
A- 5473207, De Aguilar, Mercedes Beltran 

Vda. . 
A-7903766, De Canto, Adela Matta. 
A-4247797, Defevei:, Lucienne Mary Rose 

(nee Bessette) . 
A-5493174, DeGomez, Conception Avalos. 
A-7182581 , DeLa Pena, Waldemar, formerly 

MorgenwEg. . 
A-5785408, Delatto, Giacomo Giovanni. 
A-6057198, Del\lunoz, Carolina Sotelo, or 

Carolina Sotelo or Carolina Sotelo Munoz. 
A-2628934, DeOlachea, Juana Vasquez

Jiminez, or Jennie Vasquez. 
A-2082231, DePerez, Nicolasa Vela, or Nico

lasa Vela Perez. 
A- 5431395, DeRamirez, Petra Montanez 

Vda, or Petra Montanez. 
A-5727307, DeVejarano, Maria Dolores Del 

Real. 
A-3693229, Devletian, Reginald Hratchia. 
A-3784699, Dewart, Allan. 
A-3696793, DeYarak, Rosina Cota. 
A-5448431, DeZaragoza, Esperanza Mora. 
A-6673660, Dia mond, LUlian. 
A-5715917, Diaz, Bernardo Fernandez, or 

Bernaldo Diaz or Bernardo Diaz. 
A-5155812, Dicken, Arnold. · 
A-5050242, DiPinto, Donato. 
A- 5611179, DiRosa, Rosalia, or Rosalia Ca

taudella Di Rosa, or Rasalia Cataudella. 
A-3483753, Dragotta, Natale. 
A-3331316, Durando, Pasquale, or Patsey 

or Patsy Durante. 
A-3112282, Eckson, Eleodoro Gregory. 
A-1264162, Eglesias, Teodoro Rey, or Teodor 

Rey Eglesias or Rey Teodore or Teodoro Re-y. 
A-1642794, Englefield, Rupert Harold. 
A-5977548, Feher, Istvan, or Stephen Feher. 
A-4750778, Feloukajis, George Nicholas. 
A-7131950, Figueroa-Ruiz, Francisco Hum-

berto. 
A- 3491400, Finkelstein, Laura Ann (nee 

Annie Laura Fields) • 
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A-2816057, Flores, Franciso Banda (alias 

Francisco Banda alias Francisco Banda Y 
Flores. 

A-5935539, Foote, Marie Elizabeth (nee 
Labby). 

A-5931615, Foote, Howard Eugene. 
A-5272863, Foy, Henry Lawrence. 
A-6861976, Friedrych, Elza or Elsa (Elza or 

Elsa Shatzkin) . 
A-1781392, Frontera, Francesco, or Fran

cesco Frontera. 
A-4855806, Fujinami, Hirokichi, or Shodo 

Kubota or Hirokichi Machida. 
A-4116335, Gaon, Abraham, or Abraham 

Gaonoff or Abraham Rayim Gaon. 
A-5703614, Ganino, Victoria (nee Maione). 
A-5352191, Georgeff, Kiril, or Karl Georgofl'. 
A-7414939, Gibbs, Penelope Georgina. 
A-6918380, Glazek, Judith Agnes, or Judith 

Agnes Heller or Keller. 
A-2373538, Glidewell, Dorothy Maud (nee 

Clark). 
A-5245953, Golias, Dimitrios Ioanou, or 

James John Golias or Lampros Lampropulos. 
A-3901981, Goodman, Ethel. 
A-7287900, Gonzalez, Miguel. 
A-2996135, Gonzalez, Eduardo Lopez. 
A-5752823, Gottschalk, Caroline, or Caro-

line Specht (nee Caroline Maurer) or Carla 
or Karla Gottschalk. 

A-5328575, Green, Harry. 
A-5328573, Green, Lily. 
A-7375503, Guarnes, Rosa Miller, or Rosa. 

Manjares Miller. 
A-4526659, Gutteridge, Albert Edward 

( Gutheridge) . 
A-4526676, Gutteridge, Harriett (Guthe-

ridge). · 
A-7059960, Hahnel, Karl Josef. 
A-7268078, Hanson, "Bella Elizabeth, or 

Bella Han·son (nee Della Elizabeth . Peres 
Campbell). 

A-4663927, Harris, Raymond Lloyd. 
A-7855708, HRJ"ris, J"ohanna (nee Matis

kainen ), or Johanna Matson. 
A-4619771 , Hassenfuss, John Herbert, or 

Herbert Gorit. - -
A-1375936, Hauke, Ferdinand, or Fred 

H auke or Fred Henke. 
A-3592503, Heller, Veronica (nee :Kramer). 
A-72~7771, Henley, Alma Zelda. 
A-5697055, Higashio, Shoichi. 
A-4475775, Hirdes, Arnoldus, or Arnold 

Hird es. 
A-4911480, Hirdes, Helena (nee Van Der 

Stroom). 
A-5137174, Hoffman, Pauline. 
A-7174619, Hopkins, Bridie (nee Morrison). 
A-5147450, Hornshuh, Jeanne Elizabeth 

(nee Moran). 
A-2706175, Hwang, David Nien-Tzu, or 

Nien Tzu Hw?-ng. 
A-6843463, Hwang, R ose Roo-M:a (nee 

Rose Rao-Ma Hsi). 
A-5999940, Ibanez, Feliz, or Felix Reco

puerto Ibanez or Felix R. Ibanez or Felix 
!banes. 

A-5994049, Ide, Hiroko, alia;s Riro Ide or 
Kathleen Ide. 

A-5994050, Ide, Sada Abe. 
A-6000682, Ide, Tatsuro, alias Thomas Ide. 
A-7551545, Ikeda, Kenjiro. 
A-7079811, J imenez-Ramirez, Jesus. 
A-7054891, De Jimenez, Josefina Perez. 
A-4608065, Jimenez-Solorio, Justo. 
A-4451158, Johns, Mary Ellen, or Mary 

Ellen Jackson, or Mary Ellen Kraskin. 
A-7841189, Johnson, Son.la Marie Angele, 

or Sonia Marie Angele Jeziorski. 
A-7273956, Jordan, Helen W. (nee Eleni 

Char, Fotopulo or Fotopoulos). 
A-5502991, Kadrovach, Leoma Beatrice. 
A-4330388, Kald, Arthur. 
A-4263049, Kaye, Marilyn Lucille (nee 

Fitzgerald) . 
A-5294966, Keller, Max, or Matei Keller. 
A--4753428, Keller, Katharina, or Katherina 

Keller (nee Wagner). 
A-4680924, Kelley, Madeleine Ethel (nee 

Madeline Ethel Lowrie) • 

A-4352750, Kessner, Philip F. Keschner or 
Solomon Kessnei: or Solomon P. Kessner. 

A-4760290, Kielczewski, Peter Paul, or 
Frank Zuk. 

A-75.51533, Kim, Young Whee (nee Chung), 
or Moe Ja Chung Kim. 

A- 5944129, Kim, Kwang Won, or Yong 
Duk Kim or Kim Kwang Won. 

A- 4781009, Kjoller, Ej'ler Viggo Gedeson, 
or Harry Koller. 

A-4963336, Kleitsch, Benedick, or Benny 
Klein. 

A-7809862, Koenig, Gertrude Irmgard (nee 
Brender), or Thude Keoneg. 

A- 5409958, Kolitsos, Gust, or ~ostas Soc
ra.tes Kolitsos . 

A- 4433001, Kollias, Anastsios Theodorou, 
or Tom P oulos. 

A-5677297; Koretzky, Ernst, or Ernest Al
bert or Ernst or Ernest Koretsky or Koretski 
or Ernest Mally. 

A-4749177, Kostelic, Jakob, or Jacob Cos-
tello. 

A-4407050, Kurtz, Sam, or Samuel Balin. 
A-6077887, Lee, Sidney Ernest. 
A-1412054, Latokaw, Marof Din, or Marof 

D. Latokaw or Gani. 
A-4864734, Lazarid~s. Lazarus Nicholas, or 

Lazarus Lazaride:.;. 
A -5153149, Lessard, Hecto:r Michael. 
A-7182802, Lessman, Helene (nee Scheider). 
A-7264241, Lessman, Elaus J., or Klaus 

Scheider. 
A-3833567, Leyba-Munos, G:>.lvarino Carlos, 

or Charles G. Leyba alias Galvarino or Carlos 
Leyba-:M Jnos. 

A-5420632, Liep:, Rosalie Adelhelt. 
A-4415125, Lo, Shih Ching. 
A--4316069, Longo, Teodosio, or Frank T. 

Longo. 
A-41':'0158, Longo, Esther (nee Vela), or 

Esther Velas. 
A- 32221 53, Lopez de Lara, Guadalupe. 
A-7841032, Lubian, Christa Helene El-

frieda. 
A-7859905, Lugo-Oquita, Jesus. 
A-3631463, Lu, Yi-Chuang. 
A-6542250, Lyons, Roderick J. 
A- 7035288, Mabuchi, Kenneth Kent . 
A-7113253, Malischnigg, Roland Lothar, or 

Roland Lothar Crosby. 
A-7290818, Manzo, Antoinetta or Antoni

etta. 
A-5890643, Marcotte, Parfait Albert Jo

seph., or Albert Joseph Marcotte. 
A-5999034, Martin, Roger Milton Napoleon 

Joseph. 
A-2277£95, Martinelli, Margaret Schmaltz, 

or Margaret Schmaltz or Margaret Marti
nelli. 

A- 2009066, Matsumoto, Tsuta, or Tsuta 
Kubo. 

A-1796262, McDonald, Andrew Joseph. 
A-2868743, Meloch, Johannes Ernst. 
A-5976927, Micka, Peter Boldika, or Ernest 

D. Thessinger. 
A-1991112, Miller, Walter Otto '. Mueller). 
A-5087976, Mione, Vincenzo, or Vincent 

Mione. 
A-6261595, Mitrakas, Despina. 
A-3308244, Mitchell, William Blair. 
A-4938534, Miyagishing, Yoshi Saburo, or 

Yoshi Saburo Miya. 
A-5153067, Montour, William Feliz, alias 

Provencal or Provencher. 
A-4881629, Moore, Caroline Elnora (nee 

Mcinnes). 
A-5823090, Moore, William Elmyn. 
A-4063548, Moreno, Pedro Pablo. 
A-7420865, Morgan, Herta (nee Gartner). 
A-7423173, Mori, Tarao, or Torao Noma. 
A-7174722, Moses, Gatha, Abu-Nader (nee 

Gatha Abu-Nader). 
A-2653881, Matayoshi, Masara, or Paul 

Matayoshi. · 
A-3759334, Mueller, Edward. 
A-7863440, Murray, Louis Victor, formerly 

Louis Victor La Place. 
A-6620619, Nachameczyk, Susanne. 
A-4508566, Nakawatase, Masoyoshi. 

A-7377267, Nasser, Evelyn Fegaly, 
A-2994833, Nerio, Yutaka Toya. 
A-6561461, Nesmith, Darlene Catherine, or 

Darlene Catherine Robertson. 
A-3425161, Nickoloff, Sterio, or Steve Nick

aleff or Sterio Nicolo1I. 
A-4250801, Nishiyama, Fusako. 

· A-152£975, Okrepki, Stefan Perkoski. 
A- 4925121, Olesen, Alexander Herman 

Juul Friis. alias Alex Olson or Olesen. 
A-285g253, Olsen, Olaf Trygve, or Teddy 

Olsen. 
A-4410043, Orlando, Andrea, or Andrea 

Giunta. 
A-4059490, Ortega-Hernandez, Felipe. 
A-192.3107, Pappas, John, or John Steve 

Pappas or .John Gparks. 
A-2703842, P eko, Stefan, alias Steve Peko. 
A-7594493, Peters, Ruth Hahn, or Heung 

Fox Hahn. 
A-1568666, Pineiro, Maria (nee Loriz). 
A-6448592, Pistolis, Kleomenis, or Con

stantinos Kappellas. 
A-7394537, Placencia-Haro, Maria. 
A-1046573, Psychoyos, Apostole, or Apos-

tolos Sinogias . 
A- 7418505, Purdy, Myrtle Jean Latimer. 
A- 6853347, Rabsatt, Lubin Edsmond. 
A-1653047, Raia, Giovanni, or John or 

John Rira alias John Lattauzio. 
A - 6924972, Raney, Mary Elizabeth (nee 

Ferris), or Mary Elizabeth Reeves~ 
A-6920215, Raney, William Franklin. 
A-5011668, Reeps, Salley, or Sarah Reeps 

Wee Schwaine. 
A-4799661, Regolino, Giuseppe. 
A-4777659, Renda, Carmine Stefona, alias 

Graetna Passaquindici. 
A- 7862042, R ichards. John Purnell. 
A ·-3256023, Riddlebaugh, Louise Hulda 

Frieda (nee Mitsching), formerly Anderson 
alias Steinfurth alias Lundt. 

A-3249110, Romero, Eduardo. 
A-1015670, RosEel, Wilhalmina, formerly 

Raes and Seedelrnr (nee Rottier). 
A-2523053, Rotner, Jean (nee Szajndlt 

Fuks or Jean Fox). 
A-3077881, Rotondo, Sebastiano. 
A-4858782, Rugo, John, or Giovanni Rugo. 
A-7389303, Sabatino, Colomba (nee Can-

dra). 
A-7886174, Salafia·, Maria (nee Carne-

valini). 
A-2698045, . Sa as-Davila, Jose Gabriel. 
A-4224045, De Salas, Vita Siller. 
A-6989676, Salmeron-Carillo, Nicolas, or 

Nicolas Salmeron or Silvestre Acero Aquallo 
or Joaquin Salmeron. 

A-1494610, Sanchez-Perez, Victoriano. 
A- 6794153, Sasati, Iskender. 
A-7360879, Scholl, Gert Michael, or Michael 

Scholl. 
A-7469222, Schlichting, Peter Bernd, or 

Peter Bernd Irlenborn. 
A-6897624, Schon, Czilla Zsu-Zsanna. 
A-6897622, Schon, Erika Maria. 
A-5440978, Schwartz, Clarence Graham. 
A-1978516, Scibetta, Michael Joseph, or 

Michael Scibetta alias Andrew Iacuzzo alias 
Thomas Burgio. 

A-5862901, Scott, Lucia Joan (nee Vas
quez). 

A-6635:i30, Shamey, Mary, formerly Abra
ham formerly Unis (nee Torini) alias Mary 
Allie. 

A-4804418, Shee, Chin (Chin Toy Ling). 
A-4931S28, Shirai, Naboru. 
A-6385600, Shun, Wong Fung, or Frank 

Wong. 
A-7178414, Sieu, Louis. 
A-5653526, Sineiro, Manuel Freire, or Man

uel Freire Sin or Louis or Lucio Costa. 
A-5603323, S ingh, Sher, or Pheru or Pherco 

Singh. 
A-5152398, S inko, Jozef, or Joe Sinko, 
A-6166191, Skaljac, Branko. 
A-5614576, Skarzynska, Marie Therese. 
A-6794981, Sogikoglu, Penyamin Benny. 
A-4061523, Somers, Lorna Jean Salisburg. 
A-3568068, Soper, Annie Arabel (nee Ball). 
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A-7043998, Sotelo, Rachel Frias, or Raquel 

Sotelo. 
A-1870475, Soucek, Anna, or Anna Souchek 

or Anna Waltz. 
A-7886520, Spencer, Peter, or Jean Pierre 

Lievin Marie Van Swae. 
A-6534324, Srour, Farid Tannous. 
A-3041657, Smith, Atelina Ericksson Her

mens. 
A-7890789, Smith, Christian Raymond, or 

Raymond Empt. 
A-6504556, Stein, Abram, or Alex Stein. 
A-5388203, Sternshein, Bessie. 
A-4514372, Stokov, Nikola Martin, or Nick 

or Nik Stokov. 
A-2312785, Stover, Heinrich Dietrich. 
A-1619722, Struck, Nellie (nee Gerych or 

Gerecz), formerly Nellie Kondrat. 
A-3316456, Sugawara, Shuji Richard. 
A-3829310, Sugawara, Haru Hazel (nee 

Uyehara ). 
A-3316924, Sugawara, Albert Moduyuki. 
A-3316458, Sugawara, Katherine Meiko. 
A-4746797, Szittner, William John. 
A-7520922, Szewczyk, Irene, alias Irena 

Rogizinski. 
A-5725389, Takata, Saburo. 
A-2530880, Takei, Rikizo, or Sakae Take. 
A-4382301, Tamm, Bernhard Karl, or Ber-

nard Tamm. 
A-3576481, Tanaka, Harukichi. 
A-3489287, Tanaka, Takeshi. 
A-2444881, Tcheou, Han Ming. 
A-7608918, Tcheou, Pao Tan (nee Chu). 
A-4835873, Tesari, Rosalia or Rozolis. 
A-4742530, Tesari, Ernest. 
A-4081670, Tokar, John Gerald. 
A-7274238, Torres-Chavez, Eva Elena. 
A-3035861, Tsardis, Stelios. 
A-5366553, Tseng, Nancy Ngai Chen (nee 

Shih). 
A-2895361, Usman, Mohammed. 
A-7247766, Valdivia, Roberto Padilla. 
A-2079870, Varga, Sandor, alias Alexander 

Varga. 
A-4499106, Vasquez-Medina, Epifania. 
A-4734406, Vega, Amada Silva (nee Silva), 

formerly Lopez. 
A-5152314, Villegas de Daher, Amalia (nee 

Amalia Villegas-Esparza), alias Molly Villegas 
or Molly Daher. 

A-4696508, Walton, Ernest. 
A-5801428, Watanabe, Tomi. 
A-5281685, Watanabe, Masataro. 

· A-5385044, Wolfson, Phyllis Regina (nee 
Wittels). 

A-5385010, Wolfson, Harry David. 
A-4776355, Yasuda, Himi (nee Himl 

Kuwahara). 
A-3933438, Yong, Chung, or Yong Chung. 
A-5252907, Yong, Soon Yai, or - Hannah 

Park. 
A-3493171, You, Mar Ging. 
A-1039748, Yousef, Abouker, or Ali Yousef. 
A--3026872, Yribar, John, or Juan Yribar. 
A-3614892, Zabala, Mary (nee Toth) alias 

Mary Sabala. 
A-6357999, Zandes, Anna. 
A-4080686, Zarcone, Anna. 
A-3791657, Zarcone, Nicolo. 
A-3319096, Zarocostas, Nicholas Louis, or 

Nickolas Louis Zarokostas. 
A-5275706, Zimmermann, Eitel Otto, or 

Fred Baker. 
A-2173327, Zukar, Nicholas, or Nicholas 

Sukar. 
A-2288566, Angulo-Moreno, Vincent Louis. 
A-9782760, Balzano, Ciro. 
A-4551812, Barsalini, Leonette. 
A-5925106, Bruhn, Hans Friedrich. 
A-1803809, Caragis, Costa Stathes. 
A-2826629, Carlot, John. 
A-7366702, Cechovic, Winfried Dalhoefer, 

or Winifried Dalhoefer. 
A-2927262, Cherevkoff, Theodore Dimitry, 

or Theodore Tcherewkoff. 
A--3798733, Chiu, Yee Mee, or Lee Yee Mee 

Chiu. 
A-6075423, Christie, Luis De Amechazurra. 
A-2385263, De Benedittis, Anibale. 

A-2615669, De Dampremy, Charles Andre, 
or Charles Andre. 

A-5728718, DeRodriquiz, Maria Senovia 
Claudia Hernandez, or Carmen Rodriquez. 

A-5562944, Dintchos, Constantinos Demet
rious or Constantine Dintcho or Konstan
tinos Dintsos. 

A-7269651, Dirscherl, Charles Karl. 
A-7399113, Dyballa, Jean Alexander. 
A-7915183, Ebert, Franklin. 
A-7035808, Edwards, Thelma. 
A-7035811, Edwards, Joyce. 
A- 5693056, Ehrhart, Henrietta Lavada, 

formerly Davis or Crawford or Haines. 
A-7125346, Ekiert, Tadeusz Zbignien Josef, 

or Theodore Ekiert. 
A-2475917, Enge, Hans Werner. 
A-5681587, Franz, Gladys. 
A-3664188, G aglione, Vincenzo. 
A-8021644, Garcia-Contreras, Felipe. 
A-2691574, Grasso, Luigi, or Luigi Leon-

ardo. 
A-6199268, Groke, Florrie, or Florence Mary 

Grocock or Florrie Milloy or Florrie Imler. 
A-2314798, Hohner, Harvey Patrick. 
A- 7189844, Jessee, Elizabeth Eileen (nee 

Wight ). 
A-7457079, Jones, Evelyn Ivera. 
A-5577456, Kame, Kameniro. 
A-5260591, K ame, Mitsuko (nee Yama

noto). 
A-7079615, Kan, Ho Chao. 
A-6964630, Kang, Chunghai Yoon (nee 

Chung Hai Yoon). 
A- 6042910, Kelly, Theresa Mae Clarke, or 

Theresa Mae Clarke. 
A-6501670, Klein, Jacques Paul Joseph. 
A-5445861, Kusumoto, Kotaro. 
A-5606733, Lindquist, Gustav Johann Emil. 
A-1348997, Lira, Louis, or Luigi Lira. 
A-7427882, Listfeldt, Hans Guenther. 
A-3790370, Lombardi, Guglielmo, or 

William Lombardi. 
A-7421909, Luchinski, Isabella Trea (nee 

Stackl). 
A-7445465, Manis, Alice ,nee Kotterou). 
A-4273402, Masuda, Tadao. 
A-4898370, Mayeda, Shizue, or Shizue 

Mayemura. 
A-7031979, Mayeda, ~tsuko, or Atsjko 

Maeda or Betty Atsuko Mayemura or Atsuko 
Mayemura. 

A-5445652, Moore, Lena, formerly Higgins 
(nee Edwards). 

A-1503543, Moreno, Margarito. 
A-5448351, Nakamura, Kokichi, alias Joji 

or George Hanazono alias Tong Som. 
A--3114409, Nielsen, Svend Odderskjar. 
A-5163059, Oderkirk, Vern Ray. 
A-7392158, Perez-Calvillo, Angelo Joseph. 
A-3547646, Preston, Fay Caro. 
A-1558033, Rafee, Elias Ben, or Elias Ben 

Dollah or Elias Ben Dollah Rafee. 
A-5473328, R amirez-Soto, Jose Apolonio. 
A-5394642, Rivera-Machado, Felipe, or 

Phillip Rivera-Machado. 
A- 3972575, Ryono, Katsuhiko, or Kaijiro, 

Higo. 
A-7387698, Schlittenbauer, Klaus. 
A-7250222, Schroeder, Mary Joanne, or 

Maria Johanna Hechtbauer. 
A-5212198, Scorza, Mario Scorza, or Oreste 

Mario Scorza. 
A- 1920512, Semenuk, Semeon Peter, or 

Samuel Peter Semenuk. 
A- 7586574, Shee, Lee, or Lee (Sue Fong) 

Shee or Lee Sue Fong or Mrs. Gin Shue. 
A-7586576, Jean, Gin Bak, or Jean Gin, 
A-6887117, Fung, Gin Ben, or Ben Gin. 
A-3220233 , Shibata, Ichiro. 
A-3220230, Shibata, Shimako. 
A-1165651, Shida, Tokuzo. 
A-3751586, Shida, Haruko. 
A-4527987, Shinomiya, Tsuneshici. 
A-5085280, Shinomiya, Misae (nee Misae 

Mukai). 
A-3205564, Siew, George Hing, or Daniel 

Goerge Hing Siew or Daniel Shaw. 
A-6438990, Simpson, Adela Lim, or Que

jadow Nee Lim. 

A-7013106, Sisevich, Ant hony Joseph Kri
vickas, or Anthony Joseph Krivickas. 

A-6261266, Smilovici, Silvio. 
A-7991339, Sotelo, Agripina Dosouto Ve

lasco (nee Velasco), formerly Gonde. 
A-5251403, Tanabe, Takeo, or Takeo 

Tanax. 
A-3240692, Tardif, Jos'1ph Patrice, or Pat

rick Tardif or Joseph P. Tardis or Pat Tardif. 
A-3407862, Teque, Jose Maria D'Oliveira, or 

Joe Ma1land. 
A-4294622, Velthuis, Petrus, or Pete Vel

thuis. 
A-5620039, Veres, Augustin, or Alez Rosu 

or Alec or Alex Veres or Gus Rosu or Gus 
Veres. 

A-4773800, Voutsinas, Panagis. 
A- 5106424, Wadosky, Nickolas, or William 

Anderson or William Alexander Anderson. 
A- 7483977, Watson, Barbara Monica, for-

merly Koechel. 
A-5884970, Williams, Vivana. 
A-7199106, Wu, Ming Bin. 
A-6589977, Yang, Herman Sen-Deh . 
A-5884233, Young, Harry Hong, or Harry 

Young or Jew Hong Young. 
A-1310814, Zarraga, Louis or Luis, or Luis 

Zarraga Camiruaga or Luis Zarraga y Camy
vuaga or Luis Cirello or Luis Cirrelo or Luis 
Cirella or Louis Corega. 

A-7841750, Alonso, Alfonso Francisco. 
A-7469157, Ballesteros, Alicia Soto, or Alicia 

Soto. 
A-3534208, Bilardi, Gennaro, or Gennaro 

Biraldi or Billardi or Giovanni Boccardi. 
A-6374790, Borrego, Felipe. 
A-6374789, Borrego, Enrique Onesimo. 
A-442<!941, Brandes, Abraham (Abe). 
A-5227191, Bresaz, Giuseppe or Joseph, or 

Joe or Giuseppe Breez. 
A-6877609, Chalwill, Luther Leopold. 
A-5863624, Corcacas, Manoussos Iannis, or 

Manoussos Corcacas. 
A-5370812, Dagnino, John. 
A-5010261, Damian, Bernice. 
A- 3908919, Danyluk, Peter. 
A·-65334~1. De Moreno, Andrea Maria Cas

tro. 
A-1892435, De Saldivar, Concepcion Godi

nez. 
A-5267202, De Vargas, Maria Martinit Rico, 

·or Maria Martina Vargas or Maria Frias Rico 
or Maria Martina Rico. 

A-3724929, Drapaniotes, Theodore, alias 
Toddy Drapatos or Drepanics. 

A-2843316, Escarsega, Esteban or Esteban 
Escarsega-Rios or Esteban Escarciga. 

A-7054531, Eskildsen, Lucile Maria. 
A-4603415, Faine, Leo Alphonsus. 
A-3703978, Fattorini, Giuseppe or Joseph. 
A-5255609, Fernandes, Jose, alias Jose Fer-

nandes De Barros. 
A-7377173, Fiddickow, Anita Sophie. 
A-7377172, Fiddickow, Gernot. 
A-6905383, Garbis, Acbimidis Spiridon. 
A-7000678, Ceddes, John. 
A-5824441, Godfrey, Rosezella Glenn. 
A-4093725, Gomez, Jesus or Gomez. 
A-2378732, Gorin, Lionel Frederick. 
A-4148434, Gutchkoff, Alexander. 
A-7469740, Haas-Heye, Anna Victoria. 
A-1094261, Hahn, Dominik, or Dominik 

Koch alias Fred Berger. 
A-2905582, Hajipetry, Vasilios, alias Bill 

George alias William H. George alias H. Petry 
alias William G. Petres. 

A-7036146, Hazzard, Joyce Ellen Mariam, 
alias Joyce Ellen Marian Mesnard. 

A-4356334, Heber, Joseph, alias Joseph 
Huber. 

A-4443425, Heber, Eva, alias Eva Huber 
(nee Wertschek). 

A-4574571, Hernandez-Lira, Julia, alias 
L··.z Perez. 

A-6934606, Hinkson, Oliver Mowat. 
A-6686829, Hinsey, Elena, or Elena Volpe. 
A-7033540, Hirai, Tayeko, or Taeko Hirai. 
A-5983252, Huerta-Navarro, Francisco. 
A- 3590939, Ioannou, Pandelis Efstratios, or 

Paul Yoannou. 
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A-4734899, Ikemoto, Tokiko (nee Naka-

mura). 
A-3767480, Iovine, Salvatore. 
A-5316324, Jewett, Mary Barbara. 
A-5112097, Joanou, Michael George. 
A-7476443, Kailama, Satu Marja Leena, or 

Maria Lena Mortti. 
A-1223776, Kruschak, Rudolf Stephanus, 

or Rudolph Stephanus Kurschak. 
A-6142565, Lane, Ceferina Lopez Calderon. 
A-6202421, Lerma, Emeterio. 
A-6198902, De Lerma, Guadalupe Gon

zalez, or Guadalupe Gonzalez. 
A-5656830, Lopez-Yslas, Mateo. 
A-4645207, Lourenco, Jose, or Joseph 

Gardoso. 
A-7046052, MacCalla, Sandra Edith (Olga 

Pavloff). . 
A-5440972, Mackin, Blanche Emalie, or 

Blanche Emelie Gregoire. 
A-1939699, Maruyama, YosJ:liko (nee Acki). 
A-4133783, Masel, Herman. 
A-5367775, Matheosz, Adrian Israel, or An

drew Mathews or Bin Ali Odin or Odin Ben 
Ali. 

A-4881209, Miller, Sol, alias Chaim Bzaja 
Perelout. 

A-5403812, Miller, Fannie, alias Fajga 
Perelout. 

A-7295990, Moran, Robert Davis. 
A-7241701, Moy, Robert, alias Moy Han 

Goon. 
A-7362995, Norcross, Agnes Carola Spanier. 
A-7362993, Norcross, Muse Anatol, formerly 

Spanier (nee Kotenev). 
A-7362994, Norcross, Regina Gertrude 

Spanier. 
A-6326131, O'Barr, Ivy Ruth (nee ) • 
A-3889600, OuchakotI, Robert Michael, or 

Robert A. Mitchell. 
A-2577232, Paganos, Nick, or Nicholaos 

Pagonis. · ·: 
A-7050139, Perez-Romer, Silvano. 
A-4058976, Place, 3uzanne. 
A-7999556, Poliadis, Alexander, alias :Alex-

ander Paul Southgate. · 
A-4789407, Richmond, Ralph Henry, or 

Harold Jones or Herbert Jones. 
A-7087830, Rigot, Marcel Robert Roger or 

Marcel Rigot. 
A-5227521, Rubin, Nathan. 
A-5081325, Rumpf, Zillah Violet Adelaide, 

or Joyner or Mitchell (nee Beaney). · 
A-5730736, Santucci, Antonio. 
A-7367117, Scavetta, Vanda (nee Male

testa). 
A-7587392, Schapira, Albert. 
A-7945140, Schiller, Suzana, or Suzanne 

Schiller. 
A-738i271, Sediakin, Victor, or Victor De-

witt. 
A-7381270, Sediakin, Barbara, or Barbara 

Dewitt or Varvara Sediakin. 
A-6422076, Serna-Melendez, Ignacio. 
A-3124831, Shee, Wong Ham, or Fay King. 
A-4595661, Shields, Thomas. 
A-7112124, Simor, Frances or Francesca. 
A-7802748, Sorens, Anna Llnsboth (nee 

Linsboth). 
A-9746984, Sotelo, George. 
A-3746141, Taseff, Caroline Charlotte (nee 

Paruch). 
A-3450242, Tatakis, Steve John, or Stama

teos Tatakis. 
A-6741917, Terrlguez, Enrique Ruben, or 

Henry Boetcker Miller. 
A-7043883, Turnbull, Muriel Elaine. 
A-5050784, Uriarti, Adrian. 
A-7131129, Vergara, Tamosa. 
A-7222347, Von Spreti, Alexander Wilhelm 

Graf, or Alexander Allwine. 
A-4391929, Zalunardo, Alesnardro. 
A-6148197, Chang, Chuan, alias John G. 

Chang. 
A-6859114, Gluck, Gizella. 
A-6866957, Gluck, Eugene. 
A-7185305, AlferietI, Nicholas. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I report 
favorably an original concurrent resolu-

tion, and I submit a report <No. 1291> 
thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the concurrent reso
lution will be placed on the calendar. 

The concurrent resolution <S. Con. 
Res. 68) was placed on the calendar, as 
follows: · 

·Resolved. by the Senate (the House of Rep
Tesentatives concurring), That the Congress 
favors the suspension of deportation in the 
case of each alien hereinafter named, in 
which case the Attorney General has sus
pended deportation for more than 6 months: 

A-7423303, Aban, Anthony Jelito. 
A-4353841, Abe, Shinzaburo. 
A-3449823, Abelson, Daniel, or Daniel 

Abkevitz or Daniel Abkevits or Daniel 
Abkiewitz. 

A-1497075, Ali, Askar, alias Asod Ali. 
A-5380342, Antolini, Carmen Santiaga, or 

Carmen Antolini Franklin. 
A-1079236, Antunes, Antonio. 
A-6323175, Arreola, Eduvino Garcia. 
A-5987631, Arron, Fage, or Bernice Arron or 

Bernice Faye Lewis. 
A-5988164, Arron, Leonard Herbert, or 

Leonard Harvey Arron or Jack Lewis or Ray
mond Jack Lewis or Jack Lewis. 

A-5505875, Atwell, Kathleen Marie (nee 
Mackenzie) . 

A-2724020, Balluch, Franz or Mike. 
A-3019639, Balluch, Josephine. 
A-5660205, Bernardi, Guiseppe, alias Giu

seppe Barnardi or Joe Bernardi. 
A-6214542, Blake, George Vincent. 
A-7381173, Blovin, Pauline Juliette (Drink

wine"). 
A-7381174, Boivin, Dorothy Blanche 

(Drinkwine). 
A-7360615, Bouquet, Jean Louis Alexander. 
A-5054577, Bourkas, Peter Stolias Bourkas. 
A-7991129, Brandauer, Hannalore. 
A-2209324, Briels, Mary Frances, or Mary 

Frances Beech. 
A-5358190, Brozeika, Simanas, alias Simon 

Brozeika. 
A-4962937, Burham, Fabiola Justine, alias 

Fabiola Justine Desrochers. 
A-5647702, Burham, '1'homas Bert, alias 

Thomas Bert Kafulski. 
A-3252116, Cano, Luis Zan't'onino, or Luis 

Salmeron Plaza. 
A-7270791, Canta.rel, Pierre Leon. 
A-5227180, Carannante, Vincenzo. 
A-7056327, Cassita, Theresa. 
A-7375497, Cerniglia, Nicolina (nee Zatftro). 
A-7001012, Chapman, Reginald Standfield. 
A-1921907, Chavez-Rojas, Manuel, or Man-

uel Rojas Chavez. 
A-7978308, Chinnery, 'Walter Ecidro. 
A-2222179, Chogyoli, Hatsu. 
A-6240243, Ciocia, Pantaleo. 
A-9825216, Cipriano, Romero-Garcia, or 

Romero Cipriano. 
A-5074597, Cowell, John Edward, or Jack 

Cowell. 
A-4015949, Decker, Joseph Sabaloo Thomas. 
A-4464856, DeDominguez, Maria Gutierrez. 
A-4465061, Dominguez-Mollna, Fausto. 
A-5372507, DeFlores, Julia Arredono Vda, 

or Juliana Arrendondo or Julia Arrendondo. 
A-4066158, DaGrassa, Martin. 
A-3887216, Deguchi, Hina. 
A-7131886, Demas, Esther Adeline (nee 

Emery). 
A-7522453, DeQuionnes, Jennie Chavez 

vda. 
A- 5620259, DeRodriguez, Beatriz Lopez. 
A-7073891, Dery, Gerard Albert. 
A-7240817, Diehl, Frieda Katharina, or 

Frieda Katharine Werner (maiden name). 
A-5040210, DiPaola, Salvatore. 
A-5532579, Duran-Corral ~s. Angel, or Angel 

Corrales-Duran or A!lgel Duran. 
A-7809240, Enrizuez, Jose Vasquez, or Jose 

Enriquez. 
A-481298, Eversley, Ethel, alias Ethel 

Cornelius. 
A-!1752351, Fah, Nee Ting, or Ding Fat. 

A-4198670, Fau, Alexander, or Alexander 
Wou or Alexander Vou. 

A-7138~22, Fischer-Stem, Gyorgy. 
A-7138223, Fischer-Stern, Marianne. 
A-5862691, Fisher, Janet Grahm-Forbes 

Sutherland, formerly Janet Grahm-Forbes 
Farrell (nee Janet Grahm-Forbes Suther
land). 

A-7525D07, Fivel, Oscar Henry. 
A-3605301, Fruitier, Marius Jacques, or 

Marius J. Fruitier. 
A-3038900, Fujiwara, Hatsuighi, or Jack 

Fujiwara or Hatsuichi Jack Fujiwara. 
A-3171924, Garetti, Dario. 
A-7991590, Gebauer, Dietmar Karl. 
A-5529529, Glassman, Jennie (nee Jennie 

Polikoff), alias Gertrude Polikoff. 
A-7503091, Godfrey, Joan Heather. 
A-7049725, Gonzalez, Eusebio. 
A-7178710, Gonzalez-Vega, Prisciliano~ 
A-5582315, Gonzalez, Rafael Castro, or 

Ralph Castro Gonzalez. 
A-3144809, Goomis, Fara, or Fara Gomis. 
A-6924782, Granados, Rosa. 
A-4278923, Gross, Rose (nee Brandes). 
A-5982806, Guajardo, Jesus Maria, or A. E. 

Nelson, Jr. 
A-1734345, Hanson, John Henry. 
A-3156693, Helberg, Edward. 
A-5061609, Held, Werner Carl. 
A-1277726, Hemelberg, Madolan Pansy 

(nee Rogers). 
A-6361990, Hernandez, Catarina, or Cata

rina Hernandez-Gallegos. 
A-3171171, Hjertaker, Samuel Olaisen. 
A-2481858, Hohnsbein, Elizabeth Dora 

Grunspan, or Elizabeth Grunspan Hohnsbein 
(nee Elizabeth Dora Grunspan) . 

A-5684698, Hoyos-Rosas, Alicia, or Alicia 
Hoyos. 

A-9022800, Hrynkiewcz, Anthony, or An
tonio or Anton Hrynkiewicz. 

A-3060059, Hrzich, Thomas. 
· A-7125271, Iacobucci, Anna Cesldia Lucia 
(nee DiPietro), or Anna Lucy DiPietro or 
Iacobucci. 

A-7192472, Jasinskas, Jonas. 
A-7192471, Ja.sinskas, Danute Marija Vail

okaitis. 
A-7286101, Jesolva, Jerced Duque, or 

Merced Duque Y Santos. · 
A-7991486, Jiluma, Abdul. 
A-6989542, Justus, George Robert. 
A-6991612, Kalmanowicz, Chaim Aron. 
A-6991613, Kalmanowicz, Gerda (nee Dia-

mant). 
A-6665494, Kam ii, Akira Arthur. 
A-6665495, Kamii, Mieko. 
A-6771733, Kanafani, Kamal Hasan. 
A-7362991, Kaplan, Libuse Beker, formerly 

Libuse Beker (nee Svoboda). 
A-4451589, Kawaguchi, Masao, or Masao· 

Kawaguti. 
A-5686339, Kiss, Mary Magdalene. 
A-1243042, Kleinberg, Magda Morvay. 
A-5380198, Klingstet, Natalia. 
A-3451428, Kordis, Stavros Christophoros, 

or Steve Kordis. 
A-9571544, Korte, Hendrik Albert. 
A-6752077, Kruk, Aron ·Mordko (Krug). 
A-1529914, Kudor, Ignac Kovolick. 
A-1898932, :".,amanna, Giuseppe, or Joseph 

Lamanna or Joe Lamanna. 
A-7136936, Langheim, Janet Regina, for

merly Loth. 
A-1718143, Lear, Norman, or Nechemia 

Lerman. 
A-7023633, Lindsay, Mary Isabel (nee Mc

Nevin). 
A-1198694, Lopez-Salas, Manuel, or Manuel 

S. Lopez or Manuel L. Salas or Manuel Lopez 
or Manuel Lopes. 

A-5158030, Lorentzen, Olav. 
A-4775066, Loya-Verduzco, Margarita A., or 

Margarita Alva Loya. 
A-7298460, Luchyshin, Devaunna Ginger. 
A-7298459, Lucbyshin, Ronald Marion. 
A-2381090, Ma, May Ho, alias Ma May Ho. 
A- 6575063, Martin, Annie Christiane, or 

Annie Christiane Kissack. 
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A-5523308, Martinez, Armando, or Armando 

Valdes Martinez. 
A-7354882, Martinez, Lazaro. or Lazano 

Martinez-Garcia. 
A-7354881, Martinez, Apolonia. or Apolqnio 

Rzequiel Martinez. 
A-4188726, Martinez-Cortez, Monico. 
A-2754462, Martinez, Elena Originales de. 
A-1014386, Mata, Fabiana (nee Fabina 

Orona). 
A-3712586, Matsukawa, Teruko (nee 

Teruko Nagai). 
A-7131189, Maybury, Patrick Joseph. 
A-6803674, McArthur, Bertie Alfred. 
A-4364821, McKenzie, William Horne. 
A-4070419, Meredith, Constance Lydia. 
A-4542743, Miyagishima, Shinichi, or Tom 

Satsuki Nakamura or Tom Shinichi Naka
mura. 

A-1739105, Moesoff, Leo Teodor, or Leo 
Teodore Moisoff. 

A-9782719, Monteiro, Artur Da Assuncao. 
A-5822409, Morales-Machuca, Arthur. 
A-5566751, Morrison, Sylvia Avalon 

Pichette. 
A-4566689, Moussin-Poushkin, Basil. 
A-5517650, Moussin-Poushkin, Eugenia, or 

Musin-Pushdin or Moussine-Pouchdine. 
A-3702971, Murata, Yoshinori. 
A-4921856, Nakashima, Kunisuke. 
A-7211922, Nakayama, Keizo, aiias Kaye 

Downs. 
A-1569708, Navarro, Ramon, or Ramon 

Navarro-Ochoa. 
A-1114934, Neigi, Seid, or Said Nagi. 
A-1709371, Nou, Gustav. 
A-7286445, Oguich, Hubertina Hokanna 

(nee Meurissen) . 
A-4628263, Okuno, Ringoro, or Ringoro 

Matsui. 
A-4855960, Okuno, Harl (nee Hamano). 
A-4241819, Olessofl, Maria (nee Maruszyk). 
A-6371783, Olson, Ed Olivus, or Edward 

Olson or Eddie Olson, or Eddie Oliver Olson. 
A-3465648, Osland, Irene Gloria. 
A-5687593, Ota, Toshia, or Henry Ota. 
A-3668390, Ozawa, Shigeru. 
A-3668365, Ozawa, Taka?:i. 
A-7020063, Ozawa, Kazuo. 
A-7020065, Ozawa, Tikako, or Chikako 

Ozawa. 
A-6929712, Pacheco, Rosa Emma. 
A-6929713, Pacheco, Elijio. 
A-6929714, Pacheco, !gnacio. 
A-6929715, Pacheco, Manuel. 
A-5800720, Paolone, Ferdinando, or Ferdi

nand or Fred Paolone. 
A-7941645, Paul, Roswitha Hannelore Rose 

Marie. 
A-3463714, Peck, John L., also known as 

John Laszlo Peck or Ladislau Pek. 
A-6972156, Pedroza-Avelar, Guillermo, or 

Ruben Hioes-Rogelio. 
A-2593845, Pellegri, Fortunato. 
A-5027845, Pelletier, Esdras Joseph. or 

Harry Pelletier or Esdras Josef Pelletier. 
A-1720639, Pence, Margaret Janet. 
A-1426518, Perea, Erc:lia Quezada, or Er

cllia Quezada Vda De Perea. 
A-1426531, Perea De Rivera, Aurora, or 

Aurora Perea Rivera. 
A-7270924, Perez-Perez, Alejo. 
A-1056415, Pittakides, Michel Kosta. 
A-7899499, Pollock, Annie Greenwood (nee 

Brown). 
A-7899499, Pollock, Jack Proctor Patterson. 
A-4653391, Ramirez, Ana Rosa. 
A-4515254, Randall, Babe May. 
A-6948109, Ray, Marvin Hell, formerly Mar

vin Escobar Hess. 
A-6948110, Ray, Leopold Hess, formerly 

Leopold Escobar Hess. 
A-7290865, Riccitelli, Giuseppa, or Giu

seppa Ciarleglio or Josephine R iccitelli. 
A-7384843, Rice, Marjorie Margaret (nee 

Marjor ie Margarf't Joy). 
A-3348470, Romano, Giovanni, or John Ro

mano. 
A-6448913, Rosenberg, Johanna (nee Tau

ber). 
A_:6443030, Rosenberg, Josef. 
A-4912576, Sakai, Sei. 

A-3490436, Sakuma, Goro. 
A-1776351, Salse-Quellar, Pascual. 
A-4911827, Sandani, Libia, formerly Prol-

etta (nee Rossetti) . 
A-1106433, Scarvelis, Michael Emmanuel. 
A-2771282, Schacht, Wilhelm Alfred Max, 

or William Schact or Henry Schacht. 
A-1963615, Schmaltz, Andrew, or Andres 

Schmaltz. 
A-1963614, Schmaltz, Mary, or Marie 

Schmaltz. 
A-1553631, Schumburg, Hans Detlef Niels. 
A-6978137, Sebald, Margaret Elizabeth (nee 

Miller). 
A-2162857, Seiciuc, Zaharia, or Zaharia 

Grigori Seiciuc. 
A-4284030, Seifert, Hermann. 
A-5910948, Serrano, Aniceto, or Aniceto 

Serrano-Tercero. 
A-4847994, Singerman, Cecilia (Lillian) 

(nee Newman). · 
A-6046839, Smith, Ovin Elliott. 
A- 5970962, Smith, Joyce Elaine. 
A-5916214, Smith, Rosalia Eglantine, or 

Rosalia Eglantine Knight or Rosalia Eglan
tine Wells. 

A-5022973, Stevofl, Kime, or Kime Steve 
Stavroff. 

A-8015418, Sterr, Horst Otto. 
A-7397884, Streck, Rella. 
A-4953395, Strelkute, Agnes, or Agata or 

Agata Strielkute or Agata Strielkus or Agota 
Strelkus. 

A-6592621, Sullivan, Rudolph. 
A-6869448, Tada, Kimiko Sano, or Kimiko 

Sano. 
A-2678822, Teramoto, Gitaro. 
A-4191753, Theodore, John, or Ioannis Pan

delis Theodorou or Yovan Pandotl Todorof
sky. 

A-8015792, Thomanek, Franz Rainer. 
A-5000948, Thompson, George Carr. 
A-7418267, Tong, Chan, or Chan Hong or 

David Chan or Lim Leong. 
A-7483337, Torzewska, Barbara Emelia. 
A-1403239, Tow, Elizabeth (nee Harrison), 

formerly Price. 
A-1331591, Tressider, Dura Caroline (nee 

Williams). 
A-4529169, Treulieb, Gustav Gunther. 
A-f792930, Truglia, Maria (nee Sica). 
A-4874066, Tsavalas, Soterios Konstantine, 

or Soter Tsavalas or Charles Savalas. 
A-6258625, Turkkan, Nevzat Ekrem Attila. 
A-6873937, Salvanera, Antonia Vaca de, or 

Antonia Vaca-Zaragoza. . 
A-1886545, Vafiades, George Konstantinos. 
A-5585829, Vasques, Frank, or Francisco 

Vasquez-Ray or Frank Vasquez or Francisco 
Vasqcez or Francisco Basquez or Frank Ray 
Vasquez. 

A-5118361, Vecchio, Giuseppe, or Lo Vec
chio. 

A-5160402, Vlahos, Evangelos, or Evangelos 
Vlakos. 

A-2746679, Vlamis, Platon, or Platon Vlan
nis or Platon Antonios Vlamis. 

A-6027133, Wang, Yuan. 
A-6905400, Wang, Ming Hung, alias Mary 

Wang (nee Ming Hung Ling). 
A-7297225, Woo, Meng I., or Anglea Meng I. 

Woo or Meng I. Tung. 
A-2826061, Yamashita, Tsurumatsu. 
A-3702992, Ying, Wu Tieh. 
A-7560741, Hsin, Wu Lung. 
A-5937408, Yoshida, Hisao James, or James 

Hisai Yoshida. 
A-4258957, Zoda, Salvatore. 
A-2285659, Zuber, Herman Joseph. 
A-7082584, Carmalis, Mary, or Mary Car-

mali or Maria Caramali. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, March 11, 1952, he pre
sented to the President of the United 
States, the following enrolled bills: 

S . 664. An act to amend section 4 of the 
act of May 5, 1870, as amended and codified, 
entitled "An act to provide for the creation 

of corporations in the District of Columbia 
by general law," and for other purposes; and 

S. 1345. An act to amend acts relating to 
fees payable to the clerk of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 2834. A bill to provide for the payment of 

lump-sum death benefits to the survivors of 
certain employees of contractors with the 
United States during World War II; and 

S. 2835. A b111 for the- relief of Teodoro 
Egues Munagorri; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 2836. A bill for the relief of Kristine Lea 

Kimball; tot.he Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FERGUSON: 

S. 2837. A bill for the relief of Samuel 
Chalut; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Hy Mr. GREEN: 
S. 2838. A bill to authorize appropriations 

to assist the States and their political sub
divisions in the salvage of railway and street
car rails, and for other purposes; to the Cam
mi ttee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: 
S. 2839. A b111 to continue beyond June 30, 

1953, authority to make funds available for 
loans and grants under title V of the Hous
ing Act of 1949; to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

(See the remarks of Mr. SPARKMAN when he 
introduced the above bill, which appear un
der a separate heading.) 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 2840. A bill to authorize the establish

ment of an Inventions Awards Board within 
the Department of Defense, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
REFERRED 

The following bill and joint resolu
tions were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

H. R. 6805. An act to increase the salary 
of the Administrator of Rent Control for the 
District of Columbia; 

H. J. Res. 393. Joint resolution authoriz
ing the granting of permits to the Commit
tee on Inaugural Ceremonies on the occa
sion of the inauguration of the President
elect in January 1953, and for other pur
poses; 

H. J. Res. 394. Joint resolution to provide 
for the quartP.ring, in certain public build
ings in the District of Columbia, of troops 
participating in the inaugural ceremonies of 
1953; and 

H. J. Res. 395. Joint resolution to provide 
for the maintenance of public order and the 
protection of life and property in connection 
with the presidential inaugural ceremonies 
of 1953. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 

on the Judiciary: 
Clemente Ruiz Nazario, of Puerto Rico, 

to be United S t ates judge for the district 
of Puerto Rico, vice Thomas H. Roberts, 
resigned; 

Harry E . Pratt, of Ala:::k a, to be United 
States district judge for division No. 4, d 
trict of Alaska; 
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William W. Hart. of Illinois, to he United 

States attorney for the eastern district of 
Illinois; and • 

Howard L. Doyle, of Illinois, to be United 
States attorney for the southern · district of 
Illinois. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina, 
from the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service: 

Eighty-nine postmasters. 
By Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on 

Foreign Relations: 
Eric A. Johnston, of Washington, to be a 

member of the Public Advisory Board; 
W. John Kenney, of the District of Colum

bia, to be Deputy Director for Mutual Secu
rity, vice Richard M. Bissell, Jr., resigned. 

William H. Draper, Jr., of New York, special 
representative in Europe, with the rank of 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo
tentiary, to be also the representative of the 
United States to the seventh session of the 
Economic Commission for Europe of the Eco
nomic and Social Council of the United 
Nations; 

Frederick L. Anderson, of California, to be 
deputy special representative in Europe, with 
the rank of Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plentipotentiary; 

James Clement Dunn, of New York, a 
Foreign Service officer of the class of career 
minister, now Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary to Italy, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to France, 
vice David K. E. Bruce; 

Ellsworth Bunker, of New York, now Am
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
to Argentina, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary to Italy, vice James 
Clement Dunn; 

Cavendish W. Cannon, of Utah, a Foreign 
Service officer of class l, now Envoy Extraor
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to Syria, 
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- . 
potentiary to Portugal, vice Lincoln Mac
veagh; and 

Frederick C. Oechsner, of Louisiana, and 
sundry other persons, for appointment 1n 
the diplomatic service. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: , 

Executive G, Eighty-second Congress, sec- , 
ond session, a supplementary convention 
between the United States of America and 
Canada, signed at Ottawa on October 26, 
1951 (Ex. Rept. No. 5). 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES, ETC., 
PRINTED IN THE APPENDIX 

On request, and by unanimous con
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc., 
were ordered to be printed in the Appen
dix, as follows: 

By Mr. BYRD: 
Addrebs by Gov. James F. Byrnes, o! South 

Carolina, before the Georgia General Assem
bly, 1n Atlanta , Ga., February 6, 1~52. 

By Mr. MORSE: 
Four editorials dealing with the existing 

strike on certain railroads 1n the United 
States: (1) An editorial entitled "Govern
ment's Strike," published in the Washington 
Post of March 11, 1952; (2) editorial entitled 
"The Railroad Strike," published in the Wall 
Street Journal of March 11, 1952; (3) edi
torial entitled "The Long Dispute," pub
lished in the New York Herald Tribune of 
March 11, 1952; and (4) editorial entitled 
"Behind the Rail Crisis," published in the 
New York Times of March 11, 1952. 

Article entitled "Willingness To Pay 
Taxes," written by Walter Lippmann, and 
published in the Washington Post of March 
11, 1952. 

By Mr. HUNT: 
Editorial entitled "Capt. Rhoda Milliken," 

publishe4. in the Washington Daily News of 
March 6, 1952. 

• 

By Mr. MARTIN: 
Editorial entitled "Thinking It Over," 

written by Austin V. Wood, and published 
in the Martinsburg (W. Va.) Journal of 
March l, 1952, discussing the 1952 election. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
Material relating to the rehab1litation of 

physically handicapped Americans. 

R, LING OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT ON 
GRA~TS BY THE RED CROSS TO FLOOD 
SUFFERERS 

Mr. (;ARLSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be al
lowed to speak for not to exceed 2 min
utes with reference to a letter I have 
received from the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Kansas is recognized for 2 
minutes. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, during 
the ~ast few weeks I have received a 
nu;.nber of letters from citizens in our 
State who are disturbed by the recent 
Treasury :Uepartment ruling to the effect 
that the taxpayer must reduce his flood 
losses by the amount of grants received 
from the American Red Cross. 

The citizens of Kansas, together with 
the citizeLs of Oklahoma and Missouri, 
suffered severe flood losses last year. It 
was a national disaster and was so rec
ognized by our Federal GovernI!lent. 

The Red Cr::>ss, in its usual prompt and 
efficient manner, stepped in immediately 
to relieve temporary hardships, and 
later spent hundreds of thousands of 
doll&rs for the rehabilitation of the citi-

. zens who suffered these severe losses. 
Millions of our· citizens in this Nation 

contributed to the flood-disaster relief 
fund, which was used by the American 
Red Cross for the purpose of assisting 
those who suffered so disastrously. 

Now it develops that when these tax
payers file their income taxes, they must 
reduce their flood losses by the amount 
of the grants received from the Ameri
can Red Cross. 

The Bureau of Internal Revenue ad
vises me that this decision on their part 
is based on a ruling made in 1948, which 
states, in part, as follows: 

It is the opinion of this office that since 
th.:i American Red Cross is a national or
ganization having a tax· exempt status, con
tributions made by it are not to be consid
ered ' n the same light as gifts by individuals 
or private enterprises and . that the awards 
1n question are not gifts as contemplated 
by section 113 (a) (2) of the Internal Rev
enue Code. This conclusion is based on the 
fact that the nurp0se of the American Red 
Cross 1n making the awards for fire losses 
was not to enrich the recipients but merely 
to all viate the losses which they, by reason 
of their circumstances, are unable to bear 
and the further fact that the award is re
ceiveC. on a performance basis, i. e., the re
cipient is required to use the amount thereof 
for the speci.-.c purpose intended. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this 
ruling and requirement on the part of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue is gross
ly unjust and unfair to thousands of our 
citizens who suffered irreparable losses. 

For instance, if I make a direct contri
bution as a gift to assist an individual 
who has suffered a disastrous lo~s . it 
would not be a taxable item, but on the 

other hand, when I contribute directly 
through the Red Cross for the same pur
pose, it becomes taxable, or at least not 
a deductible item. 

I am certain that millions of our citi
zens who contributed so generously 
through the American Red Cress did not 
contemplate that this gift, although giv
en through the American Red Cross, 
would be treated any differently than a 
direct contribution to an individual. 

When the Senate again considers tax 
legislation, I expect to call this matter 
to its attention. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have made a part of my remarks 
a letter I received from Mr. Fred S. Mar
tin, Assistant Commissioner of the Bu
reau of Internal Revenue. 

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

MARCH 5, 1952. 
Hon. FRANK CARLSON, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: Reference is made to 
our telephone conversation today in which 
you inquired relative to the position of the 
Bureau as to the effect of Red Cross awards 
to owners of property damaged by the 1951 
fiood of the Kansas River. 

This letter is not intended as a ruling in 
the case you mentioned but it may be stated 
in general that the Bureau has been follow
ing a ruling made in 1948 reading in part as 
follows: 

• • You request to be advised 
whether such awards should be taken into 
consideration in determining (1) the cas
ualty loss; (2) basis for future sale, that is, 
the actual cost or only amount contributed 
by the owner, and (3) the basis for depre
ciation, actual cost or only the amount con
tributed by the owner. 

"It is the opinion of this office that since 
the American Red Cross is a national organ
ization having a tax-exempt status, contri
butions made by it are not to be considered 
in the same light as gifts by individuals or 
private enterprises and that the awards in 
question are not gifts as contemplated by 
section 113 (a) (2) of the Internal Revenue 
Code. This conclusion is based on the fact 
that the purpose of the American Red Cross 
in making the awards for fire losses was not 
to enrich the recipients but merely to allevi
ate the losses which they, by reason of their 
circumstances, are unable to bear and the 
further fact that the award is received on a 
performance basis, i. e., the recipient is re
quired to use the amount thereof foi: the 
specific purpose i-ritended. 

"'The conclusion of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in Edwards v. Cuba Rail
road Company (268 U. S. 628; T. D. 3728, C. B. 
IV-2, 122) may be applied to the situation 
in the instant case insofar as the treatment 
of the amount of the award, for Federal in
come-tax purposes is concerned. Applying 
the principle laid down in that case and other 
cases involving simi~ar circumstances, the 
awards made by the American Red Cross are 
neither taxable income nor a gift to the re
cipient but merely a reimbursement for bis 
capital expenditure. It follows, therefore, 
that to the extent that the amount of the 
award is in excess of the recipient's basis in 
the property prior to the fire loss such ex
cess may not serve to increase the basis of 
the property for the purposes of subsequent 
disposition or depreciation allowances. 

"The same results as a bove with respect to 
the limitation of the recipient's original basis 
in the property and the nonrecognition of 
any amount received in excess thereof 
are obtained by treating the transaction as 
an involuntary conversion of property with
in the meaning of section 112 (f) of the 
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code. Support to this treatment is given 
1n the discussion contained in G. C. M. 21171, 
c. B. 1939-1 (pt. 1), page 169, involving an 
award to a railroad compan y of new facili
ties, the cost of which was borne by the State 
out of u n employment relief funds allotted 
by t he Federal Government. The award in 
that case is similar to the instant case in 
that it was not m ade by way of compensa
tion for t h e olrt facilities discarded or re
tired . In r ejecting the application of section 
112 (f ) on the ground that the discarding or 
retirement by the railroad of its old roadway 
property did not const itute an involuntary 
conversion, the memorandum inferred that if 
there h as been a dest ruction of the property, 
such as a fire loss, a contrary conclusion 
would have been reached. 

"In view of the foregoing it is held that 
the recipient of the American Red Cross 
award is entitled to a loss only to the extent 
that the basis of the destroyed property, prior 
to its damage or destruction, is in excess of 
the amount expended for its restoration 
under the award. If the amount of the 
award is greater. than _such basis, the excess 
thereof may not be added to the recipient's 
basis for Federal income-tax purposes." 

Very truly yours, 
FRED S. MARTIN, 

Assistant Commissioner. 

MRS. MARGUERITE A. BRUMELL 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill <H. R. 4645) for the relief of Mrs. 
Marguerite A. Brumell, and requesting 
a conference with the Senate on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses there
on. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I move that the 
Senate insist upon its amendments, agree 
to the request of the House for a con
ference, and that the Chair appoint th~ 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Vice President appointed Mr. MAGNUSON, 
Mr. O'CuNOR, and Mr. HENDRICKSON con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

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

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

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Bennett 
Benton 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler, Md. 
Butler, Nebr. 
Byrd · 
Cain 
Capehart 
Carlson 
Case 
Chavez 
Clemen ts 
Connally 
Cordon 
Dirksen 
Douglas 
Duff 
Dworshak 
East land 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Frear 
Fulbright 

George McFarland 
Gillette McKellar 
Green McMahon 
Hayden Millikin 
Hendrickson Monroney 
Hennings Moody 
Hickenlooper Morse 
Hill Mundt 
Hoey Murray 
Holland Neely 
Humphrey Nixon 
Hunt O'Mahoney 
Ives Robertson 
Johnson, Colo. Russell 
Johnson, Tex. Saltonstall 
Johnston, S. C. Schoeppel 
Kem Seaton 
Kilgore Smith, Maine 
Know land Smith N. J. 
Langer Smith, N. C. 
Lehman Sparkman 
Long Stennis 
Malone Thye 
Martin Underwood 
Maybank Watkins 
McCarran Welker 
McCarthy Wiley 
McClellan Williams 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce 
that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
KEFAUVER], the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. KERR], the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. O'CoNoRJ the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. PASTORE], and the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. SMATHERS] are absent 
on official business. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
MAGNUSON] is absent by leave of the 
Senate on official business for the pur
pose of addressing the Army War Col-
lege at Carlisle, Pa. · 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER] 
is absent on official business. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEN
NER], the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE], and the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. TAFT] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY] and the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. YoUNGJ are absent by leave 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is Senate 
Joint Resolution 20. 

MINERAL LEASES ON CERTAIN 
SUBMERGED LANDS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the .ioint resolution <S. J. Res. 20), to 
provide for the continuation of opera
tions under certain mineral leases issued 
by the respective States covering sub
merged lands of the Continental Shelf. 
to encourage the continued development 
of such leases, to provide for the protec
tion of the interests of the United States 
in the oil and gas deposits of said lands. 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] in behalf of himself and 
other Senators. I read section 11 of the 
amendment: 

SEc. 11. The United States hereby asserts 
that it has no right, title, or interest in or 
to the lands beneath navigable inland waters 
within the boundaries of the respective 
States, but that all such right, title, and in
terest are vested in the several States or the 
persons lawfully entitled thereto under the 
laws of such States, or the respective lawful 
grantees, lessees, or possessors in interest 
thereof under State authority. 

Mr. President, it is my judgment that 
this amendment is not needed, because 
there has never been any assertion made 
that the Federal Government had any 
right, title, or interest in or authority 
over land beneath the navigable inland 
waters within the boundaries of the re
spective States. 

On the other hand, there has been a 
great deal of misunderstanding and mis
representation with regard to the sub
ject. I do not wish to imply even for a 
moment that any such misrepresenta
tions have been made on the part of any 
Member of the Senate; but there can be 
no question that misrepresentations have 
been made, and that they have influenced 
the thinking of a great many people who 
are not so familiar with the subject be
fore the Senate as are some of us. 

In support of the statement that there 
is widesp::-ead misunderstanding with re
gard to the effect of Senate Joint Reso
lution 20, an effect which it is claimed 
may possibly jeopardize the title of the 
respective States to lands beneath navi
gable inland waters within the bound
aries of the respective States, I wish to 
read from a letter which I received some 
time ago from the mayor of the city of 
New York, the greatest city in our Na
tion. The letter shows definitely that 
Mayor Impelli tteri has completely mis
understood the eilect of the legislation 
which is now pending before the Senate. 
The letter is brief, and I read it, as fol
lows: 

CITY OF NEW YORK, 
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR, 

New York, N. Y., February 1, 1952. 
Hon. HERBERT H. LEHMAN, 

The Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR LEHMAN: The above reso

lution, H. R. 4484, has been passed by the 
House of Representatives and resolution S. 
940 is still pending before the Senate Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. I 
strongly urge your support of resolution 
s. 940. 

The purpose of the resolutions is to re
affirm that title to lands under tidewaters 
and navigable waters has always been vested 
in the States and their grantees, such as the 
city of New York. 

The city of New York has a vital interest 
in retaining title to its water front and har
bor lands and lands under water. This city's 
water front and harbor, developed and main
ta~ned under municipal control, is an in
valuable asset not only to the people of 
?i E:W York, but to the entire Nation. The 
city's title to its foreshore and lands under 
water, as granted to it by ancient charters 
and by the State of New York, has never 
been challenged. It is of paramount impor
tance to the development of this city that 
~: ew York retain full and co:rnplete control 
over these lands and improvements. Recent 
assertions of title to lands under water by 
the Government of the United States are 
contrary to all historical precedents and to 
judicial determinations. Such claims might 
becloud the city's title to one of its most 
valuable assets and cause serious repercus
sions in maintaining and continuing the 
constant development and improvement of 
New York Harbor. 

I firmly believe that the city's title is be
yond question, but the resolutions would 
constitute a final recognition of that title 
and a disclaimer by the United States that 
it ever had any title to these lands. 

Very truly yours, 
VINCENT R. IMPELLITTERI, 

Mayor. 

Mr. President, I fully agree with the 
mayor of New York that the city of 
New York has a vital interest in re
taining title to its water front, harbor 
lands, and lands under water. I go fur
ther and say that I fully agree with him 
with regard to the value of the water 
front and harbor lands as an asset to 
the people of New York and to the people 
of the entire Nation. 

However, there has never been the 
slightest question with regard to the 
ownership and control of the harbor of 
New York. It has always been recog
nized as an inland waterway. It is many 
miles removed from the open sea. There 
cannot possibly be any question with re
gard to the manner in which the land 
is to be controlled. Nevertheless, the 
mayor of the greatest city in the Nation 

• 
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is so much in doubt with regard to the 
question that he wrote me the letter 
which I have just read into the RECORD. 
Of course, the letter was written under 
a misapprehension of the facts. 

I have taken pleasure in writing to the 
mayor as follows: 

FEBRUARY 15, 1952. 
Hon. VINCENT R. IMPELLIT!'ERI, 

Mayor, City of New York, 
New YOTk , N. Y. 

DEAR MAYOR IMPELLITI'ERI: Thank you for 
your letter. As you know, the Senate Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs, of 
which I am a member, after considering the 
tideland matter, voted to report favorably 
the interim bill, Senate Joint Resolution 20, 
which, without deciding the fundamental 
issue of State versus Federal control' over 
the lands beneath the open ocean, would 
permit immediate resumption of explora
tion and development work on the oil-bear
ing lands off Texas and Louisiana. 

The Federal Government h:::.s never 
claimed, and does not now claim, any rights 
in the lands beneath navigable waters in
cluding true harbors and bays. You will 
note that Senate Joint Resolution 20, a copy 
of which is enclosed, refers only to the sub
merged lands of the Continental Shelf. 

In the course of the hearings, the ques
t ion of whether this legislation in any way 
affected inland waters was asked in specific 
reference to New York City's water front 
and harbor lands. The committee was as
sured by the Department of Justice and 
the Department of the Interior that inland 
waters and New York's water front and har
bors are in no way affected by Senate Joint 
Resolution 20. In fact, they are specifically 
excluded. 

As I am sure you appreciate, I would be 
among the first to oppose this legislation, 
or any legislation which dealt unfairly with 
New York's interests, or which sought to de
prive New York State of equities which prop
erly belong to us. In the case of tidelands 
oil, the situation is quite the reverse. 

By agreeing to S. 940, we in New York 
State would be ceding our interest in one 
of our Nation's most valuable assets. In 
these underocean lands are oil deposits which 
can bring to the Federal Treasury vast 
amounts of revenue which can help relieve 
New York of heavy tax burdens which we 
might otherwise bear. Our State, as you 
know, bears a heavy share of the tax burden 
of the Nation. If the revenue from these 
oil deposits were given to the States which 
now unfairly claim these rights, it would 
place an unjustifiable burden upon our own 
State. 

The allegation made to you that the Fed
eral Government seeks title to lands under 
the bay and in New York Harbor are an 
example of the confusion which is being 
intentionally introduced into this situation 
with the purpose of beclouding the real is
sues and the real intent of those seeking the 
rights referred to above. 

The Supreme Court has ruled that these 
rights are vested in all the people· in all the 
States. We in New York should- certainly 
not lend ourselves to an abandonment of 
these rights which mean so much to us. 

I certainly thank you for writing to me 
and giving me the opportunity of setting 
forth my views on this very important mat
ter. I would be glad to hear from you fur
ther after you have had an opportunity to 
study the views I have expressed. 

With kind personal regards. 
Very sincerely yours, 

HERBERT H. LEHMAN, 
United States Senator. 

Mr. President, I have read that corre
spondence to show how completely mis
informed even intelli~ent men in high 

governmental positions are regarding the 
question of t itle to the lands under the 
navigable waters within the boundaries 
of the States. 

Mr. President, I favor this amendment 
simply because it will reaffirm the decla
ration that the Federal Government 
claims no title to any of these lands. The 
Federal Government does not do so. The 
effect of Senate Joint Resolution 20 is in
controvertible, when it says that the 
United States asserts that it has no right, 
title, or interest in or to the lands be
neath the navigable waters in the respec
tive States. 

:M:r. President, I shall be glad to sup
port this amendment, not because I think 
its adoption is necessary-for I think the 
issue has been clearly defined time and 
t ime and time &..gain-but in order that 
those who may have any fears on this 
subject, like the mayor of the city of New 
York, will be better satisfied regarding 
the validity of the claims of the States 
to the lands beneath the navigable wa
ters within the boundaries of the States. 
If there are such fears, certainly I think 
it is wise to give that assurance. I am 
particularly anxious to correct the false 
impression which unfortunately has 
gained ground. 

Again I wish to say that I do not impute 
to any of my colleagues a desire to mis
represent. They have not misrepresent
ed. However, that there has been mis
representation on a wide scale in regard 
to this matter, I think is an undoubted 
fact. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York yield to me? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. LONG. Let me ask the distin

guished Senator whether he knows of any 
formula or standard which ever has been 
adopted or agreed to for determining 
whether Long Island Sound, for example, 
is inland water or is it external water? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I think there has been 
no formula regarding such questions; but 
certainly it is clear that Long Island 
Sound is inland water, for it is abutted 
by two land areas of the State of New 
York. 

Similarly I think there can be no ques
tion that title vests in the State of New 
York in the case of the lands under New 
York Harbor or under the part of the 
seaward reaches of the harbor, running 
between the States of New York and New 
Jersey. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York yielc further to 
me? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Of course the 8enator 

from New York knows that Mr. BOGGS 
bas originated a theory of arcs in regard 
to establishing seaward boundaries. So 
far as I know, that is the only theory 
which has been presented to us. That 
theory was not accepted by the World 
Court in the Norwegian fisheries case. 
Mr. Perlman, Solicitor General of the 
United States, went there and urged that 
theory in international law, but it was 
rejected. 

On that theory, if a bay is more than 
10 miles across its mouth, it would not 
be an inland water. 

On the other hand, Russia claims the 
White Sea, which is 89 miles across its 
mouth, r..s being inland water. 

Would the Senator from New York be 
willing to agree to an amendment to the 
amendment he has supported, which 
would reserve to the Congress the right 
to determine by law what are the in
ternal waters of thr United States? 

Mr. LEHMA.""l. I would have to an
swer that by saying that in view of the 
fact that the amendment bas been sub
mitted on behalf of 18 or 20 Senators, I 
would wish to consult with them first; 
I am not authorized to speak for them. 

Howe•1er, certainly the Senator who 
submitted the amendment and those of 
us who are cosponsors of the amend
ment would, I am sure, be glad to con
sider any amendment to it which would 
not lessen its effectiveness. 

Mr. LONG. I should like to propose 
this amendment at the end of the 
amendment, nameiy, to add the follow
ing language: 

Provided, That the seaward boundaries of 
the inland or inten:al waters of the several 
States shall be established by the Congress of 
the United Stat"s by legislative enactment. 

I send forward that amendment to the 
amendment, feeling that unless the Con
gress establishes this boundary, we then 
shall be confronted with the .situation 
which has arisen in California. In that 
situation there has been appointed ·a 
master who is supposed to try to deter
mine what is the boundary between the 
inland waters and the outside waters; 
but, in considering that problem, he has 
nothing whatever to guide him; there is 
no court decision on that question, ex
cept perhaps a decision by a district 
court which was trying to fix a line in 
connection with enforcing a smuggling 
law or a liquor law. Otherwise, the 
master has nothing for a guide. 

Personally, I fear that unless Congress 
itself establishes this line, some minor 
official in one of the departments-not 
the head of the department or a policy
making branch of the Government-will 
try to establish a formula for deter
mining this question, whereas actually it 
is a matter of international law involv
ing Congress and the entire Nation. So 
it seems to me that the Congress should 
accept that responsibility. 

Ii the amendm~nt the Senator from 
New York has been discussing is offered, 
I hope my amendment to it will be ac
cepted by the sponsors of the amend
ment. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I am 
sure the Senator from Wyoming and his 
cosponsors will give consideration to any 
request of that sort. 

However, let me say that I cannot see 
why anyone should object to this amend
ment. Regardless of whether it does or 
does not satisfy in all particulars the 
wishes of the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana, the fact remains that the 
amendment certainly . very greatly 
strengthens the protections-if any are 
needed, although I doubt that any are 
needed-available to the States in re
spect to the lands under their inland 
waters. 
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Mr. President, no question about these 
matters has ever been raised with me. 
To my amazement, the other day I heard 
raised in the Senate a question in regard 
to the rights of the Federal Govern
ment in connection with the lands be
neath the Great Lakes or in connection 
with the lands beneath other large 
bodies of water within the confines of 
the United States or the States. 

This amendment certainly should go 
a long way to reassuring the States that 
there is no desire or intention on the 
part of the Federal Government to claim 
anything to which it is not entitled. 

Mr. LONG. Of course, as the Senator 
from New York knows, those of us who 
take the States' side feel that the doctrine 
of English law that the sovereign pos
sesses the beds of all navigable waters 
would, if accepted here, actually be es
tablished as a rule governing tidewaters 
along the coast, and would merely apply 
to bays and harbors. The case in which 
that doctrine was first announced was 
Martin against Waddell. Someone mis
takenly stated that the Pollard case first 
laid down that doctrine. The Pollard 
case was the first case that decided that 
new States had the same rights as the 
original 13 States, insofar as their State 
sovereignty was concerned; but the case 
of Martin against Y/addell decided that 
the States were sovereign when they won 
their independence from the Crown, and 
that on the theory that they possessed 
sovereignty, they owned the beds of tide
waters. That was the language which 
was used at the time, and the tidewater 
rule was then applied in later decisions 
to waters which were not at all affected 
by the t ide, waters such as rivers and 
streams and lakes inside the United 
States. Therefore, the junior Senator 
from Louisiana feels that the rule of law 
and the theory that the States originally 
possessed sovereignty was what placed 
them in the ownership of the beds of 
their streams and and their tidewaters. 

I realize that the argument is made by 
my very able friend from Wyoming that 
the States never claimed this property, 
though that is a matter of opinion, and 
that the citizens were fishing on that 
property, which had been included in 
their colonial charters. The States, by 
my theory, might never have fixed the 
exact delineation as to how far out they 
claimed beds of navigable waters; but 
nevertheless, they claim that they always 
owned the beds of navigable waters. Of 
course, the Senator concedes that there 
is a fair argument about it. 

Mr. LEHMAN. As the Senator from 
Louisiana knows, I am not a constitu
tional lawyer; I am not a lawyer at all. 
I can approach this question only from 
the standpoint of a layman; but when 
he refers to the use of the word "tide
waters" in a decision, it would seem to 
me that in all probability the courts were 
considering the waters between high tide 
and low tide; and to that extent there is 
no question. .We are all willing to ac
knowledge that that is the law. 

Mr. LONG. I suggest to the Senator 
that I doubt whether he could find a dic
tionary which would define "tidewaters" 
as the waters which are between low tide 
and high tide. I believe he will find that 

the definition in almost any dictionary, 
legal or otherwise, indicates that the term 
"tidewaters" is far broader than that, 
and includes waters affected by the ebb 
and :flow of the tide, which generally 
affects the seacoast or the seaboard, 
rather than merely the beach between 
high-water and low-water mark. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Of course, I realize 
that the definition contained in any dic
tionary would be much broader than 
that which I have given. But I think we 
must consider the language in the text. 
I am not familiar with the case, but if 
this was a case which was considered in 
determining the riparian rights-

Mr. LONG. I do not believe it was. 
Mr. LEHMAN. I believe my definition 

would probably be accurate. 
Mr. LONG. I must dispute that point 

with the Senator. The first case an
nouncing the doctrine, to the knowledge 
of the junior Senator from Louisiana, 
was the case of Martin against Waddell, 
decided with regard to Raritan Bay in 
the State of New Jersey, which set forth 
the doctrine that the sovereign owns the 
beds of all tidewaters, and that Raritan 
Bay is an arm of the sea, and certainly 
is tidewater. The facts of that case were 
not related to a dispute over a beach. 
That was a dispute over rights to an 
oyster bed, I believe. 

Mr. O'MAHO:f-EY. Mr. President-
Mr. LEHMAN. I yield to the Senator 

from Wyoming. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 

remarks of the junior Senator from 
Louisiana clarify, somewhat, the issue 
which is before the Senate at this mo
ment, and certainly it needs clarification. 
The case to which he has just referred 
was, as he said, a case affecting Raritan 
Bay. It was not a case affecting lands 
submerged by the open ocean. The 
Sena tor from Louisiana nods his head 
affirmatively. 

KING' S POWER ACQUIRED BY UNITED STATES 

The confusion with respect to inter
pretation arises from the fact that in 
Great Britain in the early days, the King 
exercised certain dominant rights over 
waters and over minerals. The fact that 
we today refer to payments which are 
made to certain owners, including, some
times, a State or the Federal Govern
ment, as royalties, comes from this early 
procedure. The British King claimed a 
right in everything. It is true, as the 
Senator from Louisiana has said, that in 
Great Britain the King claimed the right 
to the tidewaters; and that would mean, 
of course, that wherever the ebb and the 
:flow of the tide showed their effects, then 
the King could put his heavy foot down 
upon the people. 

Mr. President, we had a revolution in 
the United States of America by which 
we denied certain rights which the King 
claimed. One of those rights had to do 
with the external sovereignty of the 
united Thirteen Colonies, acting to
gether as a unit. When the United 
States of America was established, the 
national power which had been claimed 
by the King of England went to the 
National Government of the United 
States, so far as external sovereignty is 
concerned. I think there can be no 
doubt about that. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Certainly. 
Mr. LONG. I believe the Senator is 

expressing an argument with which 
many of us disagree. I call President 
Monroe as my witness, and as an eye
witness for my side of that case. I doubt 
whether the Senator can mention anyone 
who had anything to do with drafting 
the Constitution who ever argued that 
the Federal Government actually had 
powers over and beyond those given by 
the people, acting through their State 
governme:1ts, in the Constitution. In 
that document they gave certain powers 
which were expressly limited. There
fore, those of us who take the States' 
side at this time feel that, if the States 
surrendered that element of their sov
ereignty, someone should show us where 
in the Constitution it was surrendered. 

I know the argument will be made here 
the Federal Government existed prior to 
the Constitution, and had powers which 
were not granted by the Constitution. 
Personally, I should like to see that argu
ment documented. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator permit me, then, to resume? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. It is true that the 

Senator from Louisiana has cited the 
memorandum of President James Mon
roe in support of his point of view, but, 
as I have remarked to the Senator, the 
memorandum of President James Mon
roe was filed with the Congress of the 
United States, in connection with a veto 
which President Monroe had sent to the 
Congress with respect to a bill authoriz
ing the expenditure of Federal funds for 
the purpose of building the Cumberland 
Road into Maryland. The distinguished 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. BUTLER] is 
sitting beside the Senator from Louisiana 
as I speak of the Cumberland Road, for 
which the President of the United States 
said the Government of the United 
States did not have the constitutional 
power to spend a dollar out of the Federal 
Treasury. 

VETO OVERRIDDEN BY LATER CONGRESSES 

In his veto message President Monroe 
said, "The only way we can build these 
internal improvements, such as the Cum
berland Road, anC. I am for them"-! am 
paraphrasing h is words, of cours.e-"is 
by a constitutional amendment." That 
battle over internal improvements raged 
through several years and decades, per
haps, in•the early history of the United 
States. 

President Monroe was against them, 
because of what he termed a lack of con
stitutional power. His successor, Presi
dent John Quincy Adams, was for them, 
and John Quir_cy Adams signed bill after 
bill providing for the expenditure of Fed
eral funds for the building of turnpikes 
and roads of the kind President Monroe 
vetoed. 

So the veto of President Monroe-the 
witness whom the Senator from Louisi
ana has cited-has been overridden by 
the Congress of the United States, dec
ade after deca(\e, without a constitu
tional amendment. 
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Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. The particular message 

which was put into the RECORD was not 
the President's veto message, but his 
analysis of the formation of the Gov· 
ernment and ·the independence of the 
United States. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. But the Senator 
will recall that the veto message ref er
red directly to the memorandum in 
which President Monroe expressed his 
own views of the Constitution and stated 
that he was sending it down the next day. 

Mr. LONG. That is true. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. So it wa.s, in ef

fect, a part of the message. But my 
point now is--

Mr. LONG. May I quote from that 
message? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Certainly. 
Mr. LONG. The President said: 
To do justice to the subject it would be 

necessary to mount to the source of power 
in these States and to pursue the power in 
its gradations and distribution among the 
several departments in which it is now 
vested. 

President Monroe was there speaking 
':>f how the power was derived. He was 
present at the drafting of the Constitu
tion and had something to say with ref
erence to its ratification and he care
fully spelled out the fact that the States 
had this power and that only limited 
power was derived under the Constitu
tion. I know the present Supreme 
Court considers the powers to te a hun
dred times stronger and broader than 
President Monrne considered them to be. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
think th3 Cenator from Lollisiana is 
changing the subject a little bit. If he 
will permit me to do so, I will say, with 
a smile, that his argument can te best 
described by the wittic}sm of a distin
guished citizen cf Kentucky who, a few 
years ago, ear y in 1948, when what was 
knnwn as the Dixie~rat movement was 
beginning before the conventions of 1948 
were he d, remarked to me, "If at first 
you don't secede, try, try, again." 

The arguments which President Mon
rce cited in the document to which the 
Senabr from-Louisiana refers were the 
arguments which were cited by those 
who sought t:> expand the principle that 
a State could secede from the Union. 
I cite a witness whose views have not 
been overriden by an act of Congress, 

. whose views have not been overriden by 
the developments of years and who l'ved 
in the early days. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Will the Senator 
permit me to cite this witness so that I 
can get the statement into the RECORD 
without interruption, and then I shall 
be very happy to yield. 

JUSTICE STORY'S VIEWS 

I am citing Mr. Justice Story who 
wrote the very famous Commentaries on 
the Constitution. I think every lawyer 
and every student of the Constitution 
will acknowledge that there is no greater 
authority upon the meaning and intent 
and the history of the Constitution of 

the United States than was Justice Story. 
In his commentaries Justice Story was 
giving his views as to the powers pos
sessed by the Colonies. It will be re
called that the Supreme Court, in the 
California case, said that the Thirteen 
Colonies had none of this external power, 
which is the only subject with which we 
are dealing-the external sovereignty of 
the Nation. 

I should like to read sections 211 to 216 
of Justice Story's commentaries: 

The Colonies did not · severally act for 
themselves, and proclaim their own inde
pendence. • • • It was not an aet done 
by the State governments then organized, 
nor by persons chosen by them. • • • It 
was an act of original, inherent sovereignty 
by the people themselves. • • • So the 
Declaration of Independence treats it. * • • 
Whatever, then, may be the theories of in
genious men on the subject, it is historically 
true that before the Declaration of Indepn1d
ence these Colonies were not, i.n any abso
lute sense, sovereign States; that that event 
did not find them or make them such; but 
that at the moment of their separation they 
were under the dominion of a superior con
trolling National Government whose powers 
were vested in and exercised by the general 
Congress with the consent of the people of 
all the States. • • • From the moment 
of the Declaration of Independence, if not 
for most purposes at an antecedent period, 
the United Colonies muf;t be considered as 
bel.ng a nation de facto, having a general 
government over it, created and acting by the 
general consent of the people of all the Col
onies. • • • !n respect to foreign gov
ernments, we were politically known as the 
United States only; and it was in our na
tional capacity, as such, that we sent and 
received Ambassadors, entered into treaties 
and alliances, and were admitted into the 
general community of nations, who might 
exercise the right of belligerents, and claim 
an equality of sovereign powers and prerog
atives. 

The truth is that the States, individuall)I", 
were not known nor recognized as sovereign 
by foreign nations, nor are tI:;ey :.1ow. 

Mr. LONG. Will the Senator tell me 
from what he is reading? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. These are quota
tions from sections 211 to 216 cf the 
Commentaries on the Constitution writ
ten by Justice Story. 

Mr. LONG. It is not a court decision, 
is it? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Oh, no. 
Mr. LONG. Will the Senator tell me 

whether Justice Stcry was alive at the 
time this Nation began, and whether he 
was an eye witness. 

Mr. O'I-AAHONEY. No. That is, he 
was not an adult at the time . 

Mr. LONG. Will the Senator permit 
me to read the views of the court in 1842, 
in the case of Martin against Waddell? 
I read from page 1920 of the RECORD: 

For when the Revolution took place the 
people of each State became themselves sov
ereign; and in that character hold the abso
lute right to all their navigable waters and 
the soils under them for their own common 
use, subject only to the rights since sur
rendered by the Constitution to the General 
Government. 

And when the people of New Jersey took 
possession of the reins of government and 
took into their own hands the powers of sov
ereignty, the prerogatives and regalities 
which before belonged either to the Crown 
or the Parliament became immediately vested 
in the State. 

That is what the court said, speaking 
officially in a court decision in 1842. 
That is completely in line with the views 
of President Monroe, who had something 
to do with the writing and ratification 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator from 
Louisiana read an extract from the case 
which he put into the RECORD in his very 
thoroug~1 and scholarly speech of March 
6. He read the whole paragraph, but I 
want to emphasize a portion of it. I am 
reading precisely the same words the 
Senator quoted on the 6th of March 
and which he has now requoted. 

Mr. LONG. From where is the Sena
tor about to read? 

Mr. O"MAHONEY. From page 1920 of 
the RECORD of March 6, 1952, in the sec
ond column on that page. 

For when the Revolution took place the 
people of each State became themselves the 
sovereign; and in that character bola the 
absolute right to all their navigable waters 
and the soils under them for their own com
mon use, subject only to the rights since 
surrendered by the Constitution to the Gen
eral Government. 

Whatever advantage the Senator from 
Louisiana may wish to take of the be
ginning of that sentence, however much 
he may wish to forget for the moment 
that the court was dealing solely with the 
waters of the bay and not with the waters 
of the ocean, he cannot forget, nor can 
the eenate forget, the concluding, quali
fying clause: "Subject only to the rights 
sirn~e surrendered by the Constitution to 
the General Government." 

E::..TERNAL SOVEREIGNTY 'ELEGATED TO FEDERAL 

GOVERNMENT 

I say it is historically true that in the 
Constitution of the United States the 
States delegated to the United States, 
and to the Government of the United 
States, all the attributes of external sov
ereignty. I need only mention the fact 
that there was delegated to Congress 
complete control over interstate and for
eign commerce, and there was delegated 
also in the ConstHutk1n the power, what
ever it might be, necessary to carry out 
any of the powers which were granted 
to the National Government. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. In a mcment I 
shall be very happy to yield. 

Not only is that true, but in the cases 
which it is now sought to overturn, the 
Court has said spe~iftcally that the Wad
den case, like the Polla.~·d ca:::e, and all 
the Gther ca:e3 cited, ref erred to waters 
t!> which the Federal Government fa an
ser~ing no title, namely, waters which 
are covered by the ebb and fiLw of the 
tide. These are not the t idewater;:; 
which were formerly claimed by the 
King of England when he asserted, and 
properly .and legally so under the laws 
of Great Britain at that time, and prob
ably at the present time as well, power 
over the external sovereignty of Great 
Britain. The British King had control 
over lands submerged by the open ocean, 
by inlets, by bays, and by navigable 
rivers. 

JUSTICE MARSHALL'S CONCEPT 

But the United States of America re
belled from the control of the King, and 
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set up a dual system of government un
like any other in the world by establish
ing States with local jurisdiction, and 
the Federal Government with national 
jurisdiction. So when John Marshall, 
as Chief Justice of the United States, 
came to interpret this question in the 
case of Gibbons against Ogden, he said 
in words which are not capable of being 
misunderstood, which have never been 
attacked or overturned, and which re
main the law of the land, that the pow
ers granted under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution are plenary powers 
and affect other powers, even those of 
the States. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator tell us what property was in
volved in the case of Gibbons against 
Ogden? Was it not the Hudson River? 

Mr. O'MAHON~Y. The Hudson Riv
er, yes. 

Mr. LONG. Would the Senator argue 
that because the Federal Government 
had a right to regulate a ferry on the 
Hudson River, the Federal Government 
therefore owned the Hudson River? 
The Senator just said power was dele
gated under the Constitution. In the 
case he was speaking of, respecting the 
Government's right to regulate com
merce, it v1as held that the Federal 
Government had a right to regulate 
commerce, but the case did not hold that 
the Government owned the bed of the 
river. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I say again to the 
Senator that when he cites a vet::> v .es
sage from the President of the Un'ted 
States which turned out to be in error, 
which turned out not to be th~ view of 
the Congress of the United States, then 
I may be permitted to cite the views of 
the Chief Justice of the United States, 
merely to bring up another eye witness 
to ccmbat the eye witness the Senator 
from Louisiana presents. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Inasmuch as the power 

to regulate commerce has been -held to 
apply just as much to inland waters as 
to external waters as properly it should, 
can the Seng.tor :From Wyoming demon
strate to me why, if when the States 
delegated the right to regulate inter
state and foraign commerce, that they 
thereby surrendered the beds of t• .e 
marginal sea, then how did they fail to 
surrender, if he claims they have failed 
to surrender, juristl.iction over external 
\\aterc? Can the Senat~r show me how 
they have fai ea to surrender jurisdic
t :on over th3 Mis::iissippi River, Cbesa
pea~:e Bay, Long Island Sound, or any 
othe:r navigable waters? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes. As was 
::;>ointed oat in the other cases, and by 
Thomas Jefferson in the matter I spoke 
of yesterday, the original States, or some 
of them, at least, had passed laws gov
erning their inland navigable waters. 
But the Senator will seBk in va·n for the 
citation of a single case in which any of 
the Thirteen Colonies ever attempted to 
exercise any external jurisdiction over 
the ocean. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Can the Senator show 

me how a State is going to exercise ex
ternal jurisdiction ovt-r the ocean before 
it comes into existence, before its rights 
are created? How were they going to 
exercise external jurisdiction? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is the whole 
point of my argument. The States did 
not come into existence as political en
tities until they won their freedom from 
Great Britain. Prior to that time ex
ternal jurisdiction was exerci:::ed by the 
King and the Government of Great 
Britain. We, acting as a united people, 
escaped from that control. We set up a 
new nation, and to that new nation we 
gave an the external jurisdiction there 
is. 

The Senator from Louisiana is now 
leading a baale here to assert some of 
the sovereignty for his State which the 
American Revolution took away from 
the British King who had exercised it 
over the Thirteen Colonies. I say the 
time has not arrived for the surrender 
of that sovereignty which was won by 
all of the people of the new Nation for 
the Nation. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield to my good 
friend, the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. LONG. It seems to me that the 
Senator is arguing in two directions. I 
believe he is arguing in the alternative. 
I should like to get this matter straight. 
I be!~eve he is arguing, on the one hand, 
that the ntates never actually possessed 
covereignty. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator has 
just acknowledged that. 

Mr. LONG. On the other hand, I be
lieve the Senator from Wyoming is argu
ing that the States possessed sovereignty 
but then surrendered it under the Con
stitution. It seems to me the facts are 
that the States possessed it and have 
never surrendered it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Oh, no. The Sen
ator is mistaking the argument of the 
Supreme Court in the Waddell case for 
my argument. I was merely pointing 
out that in the case tl.c Senator cited, 
the Supreme Court said the power of 
the States was subject to the rights 
which were surrendered. So I am say
ing that the rights which were surren
dered by the Constitution were all the 
power and jurisdiction which are at
tached tn external sovereignty. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield to the sen
ior Sena tor from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Will the Senator 
from Wyoming point out any other pro
vision of the Constitution to support 
his contention, other than the provision 
in section 7, the power to regulate com
merce with foreign nations. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It is section 8. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Section 8; yes. In 

other words, are we to understand that 
the Senator is contending that the pro-. 
vision "to regulate commerce with for
eign nations, and among the several 

States, and with the Indiar. tribes" gives 
rise to property rights? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Oh, I am not talk
ing about that at all. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is what the 
Senator is arguing. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Oh, no; the Sen
ator from Wyoming is not saying that, 
and neither is the Senator from Louis
iana, nor are any other opponents of 
the bill making any contention with re
spect to property rights per se. All this 
controversy is about one simple prob
lem. 

Mr. ELLENDER. As to who owns the 
bottom of the ocean? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. No; as to who . 
has jurisdiction over lands which are 
submerged by the open sea---the sea, the 
ocean, the highway of commerce and of 
navigation, wh-'ch is governed by na
tional authority and not by State au
thority. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is so far as 
navigation is concerned. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The problem was 
clearly set forth in the Supreme Court 
decision, and again it is set forth in 
every one of the cases which the junior 
Senator from Louisiana has cited. We 
have them here. They were gathered 
for the committee by the Library of Con· 
gress, and they include cases from Mar
tin against Waddell, decided in 1842, 
Pollard's Lessee against Hagen, decided 
in 1845, down through United States 
against O'Donnell, decided in 1938. 
Every one of those cases refers specifi
cally to lands under inland navigable 
waters of the coastal States, which are 
not affected by this bill. We seek to 
affirm these Supreme Court decisons by 
the amendment which has now been 
offered. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. The Senator from Wyo

ming, the distinguished chairman of our· 
committee, has given some thought to 
this problem. As he knows, we did call 
witnesses, some of whom he summoned 
on his own motion, to help give us ad
vice on the inland water problem. 
Would the Senator be willing to accept 
my amendment, that Congress should 
determine by law-which means, of 
course, that it would have to be by an 
act of Congress subject to the President's 
veto, like any other act of Congress-
the boundaries of inland waters? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Let me say to the 
Senator that I think his amendment is 
a little premature, for this reason: 
There is no doubt in my mind-and I do 
not hesitate to say it-that the Congress 
does have the power to fix the external 
boundaries. As the Senator knows, as 
a member of our committee, we have 
not attempted to study the complexities 
of the coast and geodetic surveys which 
necessarily would be involved ir{ fixing 
such boundaries. 

SUPREME COURT INQUIRY AS TO BOUNDARIES 

We know that in the California case 
the Court is seeking to find out what the 
formula should be for fixing such bound
aries. It seems to me that it is better 
policy to await the determination of the 
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Supreme Court in that case, since it will 
be the affirmation or modification of a 
report by the special master who is now 
holding hearings on this very matter. 
It is better to await that than to attempt 
now merely to reassert a power which 
Congress ah'eady has. I do not think we 
ought to deprive ourselves, as this 
amendment might do, of the benefit of 
the report which will be made by the 
master. That is the only question I 
have in mind in that connection. 

If the Senator would change the word 
"shall" to the word "may" I should be 
very much disposed to accept his amend
ment. My suggestion is made solely for 
the reason that I do not want to deprive 
the committee and the Congress of the 
benefit of whatever studies and con
clusions may be derived by the special 
master and the Supreme Court on this 
very complex question. 

But again I say, as I said during the 
hearings, that I have no hesitation what
ever in affirming the principle which has 
been cited by the Supreme Court in de
cision after decision, that inland na vi
gable waters,_including bays, harbors, in:. 
lets, sounds, and the like, are within the 
jurisdiction of the States. 

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

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Actually the master has 

been trying to decide what the boundary 
line should be between inland waters and 
outside waters. As developed in our 
hearings in the brief time we had to go 
into this subject, he has absolutely noth
ing to go on. The nearest this country 
has ever come, so far as we can deter
mine, to having anything at all to go 
on in deciding upon a boundary was 
when Mr. BOGGS went to a conference in 
Geneva and proposed a formula as a 
basis for study or discussion. No one 
ever agreed that that should be the basis 
for discussion. He said, "Why do we not 
use this as a starting point?" It was 
not even agreed that the suggested for
mula should be made use of as a start
ing point. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator is 
quite right. · 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Perlman urged such 
a formula upon the World Court in the 
fisheries case, involving Norway. He 
contended that such formula should be 
regarded as settled international law. 
'l'he World Court spent one paragraph in 
rejecting it, saying that the so-called 
standard could not be regarded as mean
ing very much. The American delegate 
stated that in his opinion that formula 
could not be regarded as being accepted. 

When we llave nothing at all to go on, 
unless Congress undertakes to decide the 
question and reserves to itself the de
cision, again we shall have Mr. Perlman, 
Mr. White, and the other Federal. offi
cials injecting themselves into the issue. 
I should be pleased to hear their ad
vice, but I believe that Congress should 
perform its function. This is not a ju
dicial function. It happens to be a leg
islative function. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I think the Sen
ator is quite right. However, because 
0 .: the difficulties to which he ha~ al
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Iuded, and which I have already men
tioned, and knowing the numberless 
problems which our committee has to 
deal with, I am frank to say that I should 
like to see the special master appointed 
by the Supreme Court gather and cor
relate this material. 

CONGRESS' POWER TO FIX BOUNDARms 

I acknowledge the power of Congress 
to fix these boundaries, and I say that 
if they are not promptly fixed I shall 
be very happy, when we have a little 
more time to give to this subject, if I am 
chairman of the committee, to appoint 
a subcommittee of which the Senator 
from Louisiana would be a member, to 
travel all around the coast of the United 
States and try to find out what the 
boundary is. As I say, if the Senator will 
modify his amendment so as to substi
tute the word "may" for the word "shall," 
I shall be very happy indeed to accept it. 

Mr. LONG. Would it make the 
amendment acceptable if, rather than 
changing that word, we should leave it 
1ts it stands, with the word "shall," but 
provide tha·~ the master should present 
his recommendations to our committee? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I should be very 
happy to go along with that suggestion. 

Mr. LONG. I shall offer such lan
guage. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. If the Senator will 
let me see it after it has been drafted, I 
think we can agree on language which 
will accomplish the desired purpose, be
cause we want to get along in a practical 
manner. 

DOCUMENTATION AS TO CERTAIN PHASE 
OF KOREAN WAR 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr . .?resident, will 
the distinguished Senator from Wyoming 
yield to me for a few moments? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I -lm glad to yield 
to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Despite the formi
dable appearance of all the material be
fore me, I wish ~o take only a few minutes 
to place certain very limited parts in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. When I saw the 
books which the Senator brought in, I 
thought perhaps I would have a little op
portunity for rest. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, yester
day afternoon, in connection with the 
debate in the Senate, I was requested to 
provid.:; some documentation for a claim 
which I made, that the State Depart
ment had invited the Communist armed 
forces into South Korea. 

Yesterday, as soon as I could obtain 
the material, I placed in the RECORD a 
copy of an address delivered by Secre
tary of State Acheson to the National 
Press Club in January of 1950. I invited 
the special attention of the Senate to the 
fallowing language in Secretary Ache
son's speech. He said, as appears on 
page 2049 of the RECORD of March 10: 

This defensive perimeter runs along the 
Aleutians to Japan and then goes to the 
Ryukyus. We hold important defense posi
tions in the Ryukyu Islands and those we 
will continue to hold. In the interest of 
the population of the Ryukyu Islands, we 
will at an appropriate time offer to hold 

these islands under trusteeship of the United 
Nations. But they are essential parts of the 
defensive perimeter of the Pacific and they 
must, and will, be held. 

I pointed out that the line thus drawn 
excluded Korea and Formosa. 

I wish now to read an excerpt from a 
copy of a letter from Gen. Douglas Mac
Arthur to the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
I do not know the exact date of it, but 
the fact of the letter will not be disputed. 
It appeared in the September l, 1950, 
issue of the United States News. It took 
quite a while to pry it loose. The Presi
dent, you will recall, tried to suppress it. 
In the letter General MacArthur said: 

From 1942 through 1944 Formosa was a 
vital link in the transportation and com
munications chain which stretched from 
Japan through Okinawa and the Philippines 
to southeast Asia. As the United States car
rier forces advanced into the western Pacific 
the bases on Formosa assumed an increas
ingly gre~.ter role in the Japanese defense 
scheme. Should Formosa fall into the hands 
of a hostile power, history would repeat itself. 
Its military potential would again be fully 
exploited as the means to breach and n~u
tralize our western Pacific defense system 
and mount a war of conquest against the free 
nations of the Pacific Basin. 

I skip a paragraph and continue to 
1·ead from General MacArthur's letter: 

Nothing in the last 5 years has so inspired 
the Far East as the American determination 
to preserve the bulwarks of our Pacific Ocean 
strategic position from future encroachment, 
for few of its peoples fail accurately to ap
praise the safeguard such determination 
brings to their free institutions. 

To pursue any other course would be to 
turn over the fruits of our Pacific victory 
to a potential enemy. It would shift any 
future battle area 5,000 miles eastward to 
the coasts of the American Continents, our 
own home coasts; it would completely expose 
our friends in the Philippines, our friends in 
Australia and New Zealand, our friends in 
Indonesia, our friends in Japan and other 
areas to the lustful thrusts of those who 
stand for slavery as against liberty, for 
atheism as against God. 

Mr. President, I should like to invite 
the attention of the Senate to the cur
rent impression of the press at the time 
of Secretary Acheson's speech at the Na
tional Press Club, in which he excluded 
Formosa and Korea from our defense 
perimeter. I am looking at a copy of the 
Baltimore Sun of January 13, 1950. I 
observe on page 6 a map which shows 
the communistic-dominated areas, and 
the free areas: Korea, Japan, the Philip
pines, Okinawa, and other islands and 
areas, and Formosa and Southern Korea. 

The caption of the map states: "State 
Department view of China." 

The description reads: 
Map locates Outer Mongolia, Inner Mon

golia, Manchuria, and Sinkiang, which _sec
retary of State Acheson has accused Russia of 
being in the process of taking over. 

I pause to say that at the very moment 
Secretary Acheson is emphasizing the 
encroachments of Communist Russia in 
China he excludes Korea and Formosa 
from the areas which deserve our mili
tary interest and despite the fact that we 
had definite duties to help preserve those 
areas for unembarrassed disposition un
der later peace treaties. 
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The caption under the map to which 
I have referred continues: 

Tannu TUva was annexed by the Soviets in 
March 1948. The black area in China is that 
controlled by the Chinese Communists. 

The sawtooth line is the United States' 
western Paci.fie defense perimeter as outlined 
by Acheson. 

I add that the sawtooth line does not 
include Korea or Formosa. 

Now we turn to the Washington Eve
ning Star of Friday, January 13, 1950. 
The Evening Star of that date carries 
the same map. It is labeled AP Wire
photo. Under the map, which is exactly 
the same as the map to which I have 
referred, as printed in the Baltimore 
Sun, appears almost the identical edito
rial comment. It reads: 

China-A State Department outline. This 
map locates Outer Mongolia, Manchuria, Sin
kiang, and Inner Mongolia: North China 
areas which Secretary of State Acheson yes
terday accused Russia of taking over. He 
said the process of attaching the areas to the 
Soviet Union is complete in Outer Mongolia 
and nearly complete in Manchuria. 

Mr. President, I again interpolate that 
this was at the very time when the State 
Department put out maps and issued 
statements that Korea and Formosa 
were beyond the sphere of our military 
interest. 

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

Mr. MILLIKIN. I yield. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Does not the map 

indicate tha·~ it is a map which was re
leased by the State Department? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. It so indicates to me, 
although I am not prepared to affirm it. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Certainly. 
Mr. CAIN. I should like to ask wheth

er it would make any difference who 
actually released the map, when all one 
needed to do was to take the speech of 
the Secretary of State and mark a map 
according to the limits placed in his 
speech? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The Senator from 
Washington is entirely correct. The 
only reason I refer to these maps is to 
show that the statement I made yester
day was the general opinion with respect 
to Mr. Acheson's statement at the time 
it was made, as it appeared in the news
papers of the country. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, does the 
Senator from Colorado know of anyone 
who could safely maintain that the Sec
retary of State in his Press Club speech 
did not exclude both Korea and Formosa 
from America's sphere of military in
terest? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. So far as I know, 
nothing of that kind has ever been 
maintained, with the exception of an 
implication which came in a question 
addressed to me on the floor of the Sen
ate yesterday, asking me to document 
what I had stated. Tha t is why I have 
been doing some documentation. 

0, Mr. President, I could stand for 
an entire month on the floor of the Sen
ate reading all the comments which 
have been made on the subject. I could 
go on endlessly with that subject. I am 
not particularly interested in proving 
the opinion. I merely wished to com-

ply, I hope graciously, with the request 
which was made of me by a Senator 
from the other side of the aisle that I 
document what I was saying. 

Mr. CAIN. I know that the Senator 
from Colorado, or any other Senator, 
would have no difficulty whatever in de
stroying completely the implication in
volved in the question asked yesterday. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I agree completely. 
I hope that there may be people foolish 
enough to contillue to press requests for 
documentation and requests for proof. 
It would merely help to emphasize a sub
ject which cannot be forgotten by the 
fathers and mothers of those who are 
being killed and wounded and lost in 
Korea. 

I continue to quote from the Evening 
Star: 

The black area in China is that controlled 
by Chinese Communists. The saw-toothed 
line is the United States western Pacific de
fense perimeter, as outlined by Mr. Acheson. 
It excludes Formosa. 

Mr. President, I shall not ask that a 
copy of the map be printed in the REc
OPD. It can be found in the newspapers 
by anyone eEpecially interested I have 
identified its presence. It is on page 
A-15 of the Washington Evening Star of 
Friday, January 13, 1950. My memory is 
that the same map was printed all over 
the United States. I do not know of any 
newspaper which in commenting on the 
subject did not agree with the plain lan
guage of Acheson's speech, namely, that 
he had excluded Formosa and Korea. 

That is all I care to say at the present 
time in pursuit of the question of docu
mentation. I thank the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] for extend
ing me this courtesy. 

MINERAL LEASES ON CERTAIN 
SUBMERGED LANDS 

The Senate resum~d the consideration 
of the joint resolution <S. J. Res. 20) 
to provide for the continuation of oper
ations uncier certain mineral leases is
sued by the respective States covering 
submerged lands of the Continental 
Shelf, to encourage the continued devel
opment of such leases, to provide for the 
protection of the interests of the United 
States in the oil and gas deposits of said 
lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I rise 
to ccmment briefly and cordially upon 
the amendment offered yesterday after
noon by the distinguished Senator from 
VV'yoming, for himself and other Sena
tors, about which the Senator from 
Wyoming said: 

The amendment which we are offering is, 
in effect, an adaptation of Senate bill 1540, 
which was introduced by the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. ANDERSON] and myself in 
this Congress. 

Mr. President, my reason for com .. 
menting cordially and favorably upon 
the amendment offered yesterday after
noon by the distinguished chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Interior and 
Insuiar Affairs is not that I think the 
amendment by itself makes the pending 
joint resolution, Senate Joint Resolution 
20, anywhere near sufficient in its rec
ognition of the rights ·of the States, but 

that it does show that .the Senator from 
Wyoming and his associates are begin
ning to see that the States do have a 
very definite and vital interest in this 
subject matter, and are beginning to 
make concessions, which I hope they 
may continue to make in even greater 
measure, so that the final legislative en
actment on this subject, if any there be, 
will conform to the views of the advo
cates of Senate bill 940, introduced by 
approximately 35 Senators. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Florida yield at 
this point, to permit me to make a com
ment? 

The PR~SIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
GE~RGE in the chair). Does the Sena
tor from Florida yield to the Senator 
from Wyoming? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. I rise because the 

Senator from Florida has referred to 
the amendment as a concession. I wish 
to have the RECORD perfectly clear that, 
as I interpret the amendment, it is not 
a concession at all; it is merely an affir
mation of a position which we have taken 
from the very beginning. 

Those of us who have opposed the 
quitclaiming of the bed of the open 
ocean have done so on the theory that 
the open ocean is one thing and the in
land navigable waters are another thing, 
and that the rule which applies to the 
open ocean is the rule of national sov
ereignty, and the rule which applies to 
the inland navigable waters is the rule 
of State sovereignty. We are willing 
and anxious to make that affirmation a 
matter of law. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the distin
guished Senator. 

Mr. President, in order that it may be 
completely clear why I state that the 
new amendment, as offered yesterday 
afternoon, for the first time comes near
er to protecting the rights of the States 
than has the earlier propornl, I ask 
unanimous com:ent at this time to have 
Senate bill 1540, which the Senator from 
Wyoming said was the measure of which 
his amendment of yesterday is an adap
tation, printed at this point in the REC
ORD, as a part of my remarks. 

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

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United 
States has recently decided the cases of 
United States v. California (332 U. S. 19), 
United States v. Louisiana (339 U. S. 639), 
and United States v. Texas (3~9 U. S. 707), 
h olding that the United States has para 
m ount rights in, and full dominion and 
power over, the lands, minerals, and other 
things underlying the Pacific Ocean and the 
Gulf of Mexico adjacent to those States, sea
ward of the ordinary low-water mark and 
outside of inland waters; and 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United 
States had previously held that the States 
own the beds of inland navigable waters 
within their respective boundaries; and 

Whereas the Attorney General of the 
United States has declared, both before and 
since the aforesaid .decisions, that the United 
States makes no claim of title to lands be
neath inland navigable waters; and 

Whereas, despite the reiteration of this 
disavowal with respect to title to lands be
neath inland navigable waters, some concern 
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has been expressed that such claim might 
nevertheless be made; and 

Whereas there is no intention to claim, 
on behalf of the United States, title to any 
lands beneath inland navigable waters; and 

Whereas it is in the public interest that ad
ditional assurance be given by the Congress 
that the United States does not claim title 
to lands beneath inland navigable waters: 
Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc.-
TITLE I 

SECTION 1. That the United States hereby 
releases and relinquishes unto the several 
States and the persons lawfully entitled 
thereto under the laws of such States, and 
unto the respective lawful grantees, lessees, 
or possessors in interest thereof under State 
authority, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States, if any it has, in and to all 
lands beneath navigable inland waters with
in the boundaries of the respective States. 

SEC. 2. As used in this act, the term "navi
gable" means navigable at the time of the 
admission of a State into the Union under 
the laws of the United States; the term "in
land waters" includes the waters of bays, 
rivers, ports, and harbors which are landward 
of the open sea, as well as the area covered 
and uncovered by the tides; and lands be
neath navigable inland waters include filled 
in or reclaimed lands which formerly were 
within that category; the term "submerged 
coastal lands" means submerged lands lying 
seaward of the ordinary low-water mark on 
the coast of the United States and outside 
of the inland waters and extending seaward 
to the outer edge of the Continental Shelf. 

SEC. 3. Section 1 of this act shall not apply 
to rights of the United States in lands (1) 
which have been lawfully acquired by the 
United States from any State, either at the 
time of its admission into the Union or there
after, or from any person in whom such 
rights had vested under the law of a State 
or under a treaty or other arrangement be
tween the United States and a foreign power, 
or otherwise, or from a grantee or successor 
in interest of a State or such person; or (2) 
which were owned by the United States at 
the time of the admission of a State into the 
Union and which were expressly retained by 
the United States; or (3) which the United 
States lawfully holds under the law of the 
State in which the lands are situated; or 
(4) which are held by the United States in 
trust for the benefit of any person or persons, 
including any tribe, band, or group of Indians 
or for individual Indians. This act shall not 
apply to water power, or to the use of water 
for the production of power, or to any right 
to develop water power which has b~en or 
may be expressly reserved by the United 
States for its own benefit or for the benefit of 
its licensees or permittees under any law of 
the U:iited States. 

TITLE II 
SEC. 101. Any right granted prior to Janu

ary 1, 1951, by any State, political subdivision 
thereof, municipality, agency, or person hold
ing thereunder to construct, maintain, use, 
or occupy any dock, pier, wharf, jetty, or any 
other structure in submerged coastal lands, 
or any such right to the surface of filled in 
or reclaimed land in such areas, is hereby 
recognized and confirmed by the United 
States for such term as was granted prior to 
January 1, 1951. 

SEC. 102. Nothing in section 101 of this 
t tle shall be construed as confirming or rec
ognizing any right with respect to oil, gas, 
or other minerals in submerged coastal lands; 
or as confirming or recognizing any interest 
in submerged coastal lands other than that 
essential to the right to construct, main
tain, use, and occupy the structures enumer
ated in that section, or to the use and occu
pancy of the surface of filled in or reclaimed 
land. 

SEC. 103. The structures enumerated in 
section 101 shall not be construed as includ
ing derricks, wells, or other installations in 
submerged coastal lands employed in the 
exploration, development, extraction, and 
production of oil and gas or other minerals, 
or as including necessary structures for the 
development of water power. 

SEc. 104. Nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed to repeal, limit, or affect 
in any way any provision of law relating to 
the national defense, fisheries, the control 
of navigation, or the improvement, protec
tion, and preservation of the navigable waters 
of the United States; or to repeal, limit, or 
affect any provision of law heretofore or here
after enacted pursuant to the constitutional 
authority of Congress to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several 
States. 

TITLE III 
SEC. 201. Any person seeking the authori

zation of the United States to use or occupy 
any submerged coastal lands for the con
struction of, or additions to, installations ot 
the type enumerated in section 101 of title 
II of this act, shall apply therefor to the 
Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army, 
who shall have authority to issue such au
thorization, upon such terms and condition's 
as in his discretion may seem appropriate. 

SEC. 202. Within 2 years of the date of the 
enactment of this act, the Chief of Engineers 
shall submit to the Congress his recommen
dations with respect to the use and occu
pancy of submerged coastal lands for in
stallations of the type enumerated in section 
101 of title II of this act. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President. from 
an examination of Senate bill 1540, and 
after comparing it even casually with 
the amendment submitted yesterday, it 
appears that the determined fight which 
those who believe in States rights have 
made in the course of this debate, in de
fending the rights of the several States, 
is beginning to show results and is begin
ning to pay off in a greater recognition 
than has heretofore been given by those 
who have been so insistently urging the 
enactment of what they call interim 
legislation, but what was admitted by 
the distinguished Senator from Wyo
ming, on the floor the other afternoon, 
to be a measure sufficient in its terms 
to provide for the complete exhaustion 
of the oil and gas in all the submerged 
lands lying off-shore· of all the States of 
the Nation. 

Senate bill 1540 was a repetition of a 
bill introduced by the same Senators or 
some of the same group in an earlier 
Congress. 

By comparing Senate bill 1540 with 
the earlier bill and with the amendment 
of yesterday afternoon, it will appear 
that the distinguished Senators who 
sponsor the amendment, headed by the 
Senator from Wyoming, are, as I have 
just stated, evidencing greater and 
greater appreciation for the claims of the 
States and the position of the States. 
Let me express the fervent hope that 
that attitude will continue and will 
ripen into an even greater showing of 
understanding of the rights and positions 
of the States. 

Mr. President, in the first instance 1 
wish to show, by a comparison between 
Senate bill 1540 and the amendment of 
yesterday, that the amendment of yes
terday for the first time brings into the 
field the complete quitclaiming to the 
affected States of their submerged lands 

lying within the areas of the so-called 
Great Lakes, whose names are well 
known. 

I think the distinguished Senator from 
Wyoming and the other Senators who 
were associated with him in connection 
with the introduction of Senate bill 1540, 
and who have been taking the position 
which they have been maintaining, were 
rather shocked to find, in the course of 
the hearings on Senate Joint Resolution 
20, that the distinguished Solicitor Gen
eral of the United States, Mr. Perlman, 
who stated that under his direction 
Senate bill 1540 and its predecessor had 
been drawn up, had deliberately ex
cluded any reference to the Great Lakes 
because, as stated by Mr. Perlman and 
as shown in the hearings, he felt that 
it was not timely for that particular por
tion of the subject matter to be covered 
by the legislation. He felt there was at 
least one real point of difference and dif
ferentiation between the beds of the 
Great Lakes and the beds of other 
waters which might be regarded as in
land waters, which point was that inter
national boundaries are involved in all 
the Great Lakes except one, and that 
even though we now have a friendly 
neighbor adjoining us there, and we hope 
we may always have a friendly neighbor 
there, namely, the present one, Canada, 
at the same time international bound
aries are involved, so that the Solicitor 
General and those entrusted by him with 
the drafting of this particular piece of 
proposed legislation had felt it would be 
unwise to include the Great Lakes and 
the quitclaiming of the submerged lands 
within the Great Lakes States, lands 
which lie under the waters of the Great 
Lakes. 

So I congratulate the Senator from 
Wyoming -and his associates for finally 
recognizing the fact that there are 
States which are tremendously affected 
by .the fact that large bodies of their 
areas, within their constitutional limits, 
lie under and are submerged by the 
waters of the Great Lakes. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I congratu
late the Senator from Wyoming and his 
associates for recognizing that fact for 
the first time and for including in their 
amendment of yesterday appropriate re
citals under which, if their amendment 
should be adopted and if the joint reso
lution as thus amended should be en
acted, for the first time provision would 
be made for the quitclaiming of the 
Great Lakes submerged lands to the 
States which are vitally affected. 

In order that there may be no possi
ble misunderstanding, at this time I 
identify as sections 1 and 2 the sections 
of Senate bill 1540 which pertain to 
the inland waters; and I identify as sec
tions 11 and 12, as proposed yesterday, 
the similar sections of the amendment 
submitted yesterday by the distin
guished Senator from Wyoming. 

The Senate will see by a comparison of 
those sections, and I wish the R~coRn to 
show, that as a result of the determined 
effort made by those who on the floor 
of the Senate, in committee, and else
where have insisted that the States do 
have vital rights and interests which 
should be protected, for the first time 
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the advocates of this proposed legisla
tion have recognized that there is here. 
a vital question affecting several of our 
finest States, and those Senators have 
included in their amendment of yester
day a provision which is designed to 
quitclaim to those States their sub
merged lands. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the senator from Florida yield to me at 
this time? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. I ask the Senator 

from Florida to allow me to say at this 
point that sections 11 and 12 were in
troduced in the form in which they ap
pear in the amendment in order to make 
it clear that the purpose of Senate bill 
1540 and of Senate bill 923 of the previ
ous Congress and of the Congress before 
that, I believe, was merely to affirm a 
position which the Supreme Court has 
taken with respect to inland navigable 
waters, a position which the Govern
ment of the United States took with re
·spect to inland navigable waters in the 
presentation of the California, Texas, 
and Louisiana cases, and a position which 
the sponsors of the pending joint resolu
tion have taken from the very begin
ning. The amendment does not repre
sent any change of view at all, but rep- · 
resents a positive affirmation of the po
sition which it seems to us runs th1•ough 
the entire argument in this case. We 
base our position upon the argument 
that the open ocean is one thing, and 
that inland waters are another; and 
upon the argument that they were di
vided because the National Government 
received all the attributes of external 
sovereignty, and the States, of course, 
the attributes of State or local sover
eignty. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the distin
guiEhed Senator; and yet reiterate what 
I just said, namely, that the Solicitor 
General of the United States, in his ap-

. pearance before the committee, made 
it completely clear that in the drafting 
of this particular legislation he specifi
cally excluded reference to the Great 
Lakes, because he thought they involved 
a different question which it was not 
timely to solve by this particular legisla
tion. So, I think a great step forward 
has been made by the Senators spon
EGring this so-called, but miscalled, in
terim legislation, by their inclusion in 
the amendment of yesterday of spe
cific provisions which for the first time 
recognized that there are serious ques
tions in this field, affecting the Great 
Lakes States of the Union. 

The next point I want to mention is 
the fact that, as shown by this amend
ment of yesterday and by comparing it 
with the provisions of Senate bill 1540, 
more and more are the advocates of this 
mis~alled interim legislation beginning 
to realize that the States have . very 
vital rights in connection with p~ers and 
docks and reclaimed lands which pro
ject into the ocean, and structures which 
have been erected upon such reclaimed 
lands and groins and bulkheads and jet
ties and other structures of that kind, 
which have been built freely up to this 
time, under the belief that the States 
had jurisdiction, with affirmative action 

taken by the States to give the right to 
individuals or to local units of govern
ment to use those portions of the bot
tom lands which were needed for these 
particular developments. 

Mr. President, the view of our friends 
of the opposition has become increasing
ly one of recognition of the fact that 
there are tremendous and vital property 
int erests which are included in this 
phase of the question; because, instead 
of limiting the quitclaiming of those 
parts of the beds of the ocean which are 
involved in these particular questions, 
as of the date of the California decision, 
which was the date involved in the ear
lier legislation, in earlier Congresses, and 
instead of quitclaiming it as of January 
1, 1951, as is shown by a reading of sec
tion 101 of Senate bill 1540 to have been 
their intent, the distinguished Senators 
who o:ffered this particular latest amend
ment have instead brought the date up to 
the time of the actual passage of this 
proposed legislation, if it passes; and up 
to the time it becomes law. Those Sen
ators who are interested in this question 
can see that the date is thus brought 
forward a period of several years from 
the date stated in the original draft of 
this legislation by Mr. Perlman and those 
serving h im, from 1947 to the date when 
this legislation shall be enacted, if it 
shall be enacted. They will see that 
point more clearly made, if they will 
compare section 14 of the amendment 
offered yesterday with section 101 of 
Senate bill 1540, and with the similar 
section of the earlier bills, which were 
pending in the Eighty-first Congress and 
in the Eightieth Congress. 

Mr. President, I shall not labor this 
question further. I am merely pointing 
out the fact that the continued insist
ence by those who believe in States' 
rights upon the fact that the States have 
vital rights involved in this question is 
beginning to pay off and is beginning to 
receive some recognition in the minds 
of those who are seeking to pass this 
so-called interim legislation. It is be
ginning to be realized by them that there 
are questions involved which do not per
tain to oil, and which are entitled to very 
complete consideration by the Senate 
and by the Congress as a whole. 

Mr. President, to conclude, briefly, I 
simply desire to state that while these 
showings of increase in the understand
ing on the part of the distinguished Sen
ator from Wyoming and his associates 
of the problems of the States are appre
ciated, yet they still fall far short of the 
recognition which I think must ulti-· 
mately be given t-0 the rights of the 
States in this vital field. 

I invite attention to the fact that the 
permanent provision contained in Sen
ate bill 1540, and which is an exceedingly 
objectionable provision to the States, is 
retained in the amendment offered yes
terday. I refer to the provision which 
is to the effect that anyone who wishes 
to construct a dock, a pier, a wharf, a 
jetty, or any other structure on sub
merged coastal land, or to fill in or re
claim any land or to exercise any right 
in connection therewith, must subject 
himself to the jurisdiction of the bu
reaucracy of Washington. That fact is 

clearly shown by the sections of the 
amendment offered yesterday and num
bered 18 and 19, and the Senate will find 
that they are identical with sections 201 
and 202 contained in Senate bill 1540. 

The States feel, and, I think, properly 
so, that it is an intolerable diminution 
of their sovereignty and an intolerable 
handicap on them, their activities, their 
cities, and their industries, to have to 
come to Washington with hat in hand 
every time they want to build a pier, a 
dock, or a jetty, or wish to fill a small 
area of the shallow land adjoining their 
coastlines in order that developments 
worth millions upon millions of dollars 
may be constructed thereon, as is the 
case in my own State of Florida, and in 
the State so ably represented by the dis
tinguished Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. HENDRICKSON], who is now sitting 
in the seat of the minority leader. It is 

· felt that it is not only a substantial dimi
nution of the sovereignty of our States 
to have a bureau in Washington handle 
matters of that kind, but that it imposes 
an intolerable handicap and barrier to 
their normal development in fields which 
touch them locally in the most vital way, 
for them to have to come to Washing
ton in connection with every little detail 
of their own development to gain con
sent before they can use even a foot of 
their submerged lands. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 

I desire to associate myself with the re
marks of the Senator from Florida with 
respect to the phase of the issue which 
is presently before the Senate. We in 
New Jersey are greatly concerned. I am 
trying to obtain from the New Jersey De
partment of Conservation and Economic 
Development, as of this afternoon. a 
complete record of New Jersey invest
ments involved in this aspect of the de
bate. I hope to be able, for the benefit 
of the Senator from Florida and other 
Senators, to obtain pefore the debate is 
concluded statistics which I think will 
be amazing to every Member of the Sen
ate. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the distin
guished Senator from New Jersey. I 
know full well that some of the piers 
which have been erected at the expense 
of millions of dollars at the coast resort 
cities of his Sta:e, for instance, the Steel 
pier and the Heinz pier at Atlantic City, 
involve vital questions arising under the 
particular phase of the field now being 
explored in connection with the proposed 
legislation. While the amendment of
fered . yesterday by the Senator from 
Wyoming and other Senators would per
haps clear up questions which are pre
sented by structures already built, there 
still remains the fact that States are 
growing and developing and that the 
right to continue to develop their littoral 
and the shallow waters adjoining their 
shores constitutes one of the most im
portant fields of their development. 
The States must insist upon their com
plete right to continue to exercise sov
ereignty over the lands adjoining their 
communities which mean so much in 
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connection with their development and 
continued prosperity. 

Mr . . HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. I assume the 

Senator is ref erring to amendment 
3-7-52-g; is that correct? 

Mr. HOLLAND. It is 3-7-52-c, and 
it appears on page 2033 of the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD of yesterday. 

The point I am making is that no per
manent concessions to the States are 
made by this amendment in the vital 
field of continued development of our 
coastal areas. 

We know the strength of the effort 
being made by those who, like the Sena
tor from New Jersey and myself, feel 
that the amendment falls far short of 
giving to the States the recognition of 
the freed om of action and the restora
tion of their vital sovereignty which are 
required if the States are to continue to 
develop and prosper as we hope they 
will. 

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

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. I share com

pletely the views of the Senator from 
Florida, and I hope that every Member 
of the Senate will give very serious con
sideration to the aspect which we are 
now discussing. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator 
from New Jersey, and I yield the floor. 

PEANUT MARKETING QUOTAS 

During the delivery of Mr. HOLLAND'S 
speech, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Florida yield to me? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
2697, Calendar Order No. 1185, to amend 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as amended. I merely wish to say that 
I have conferred with the Senator from 
New Hampshire, on the opposite side of 
the aisle, and that he has no objection 
to having the bill considered at this time. 
It simply repeals certain provisions of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act, which 
gave to the peanut growers certain ad
ditional acreage to be used for oil pur
poses only. It is a repealer; it reduces 
the quantity rather than increases it. 

Among my cosponsors of the bill are 
the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. AIKEN], who opposed the bill when 
I introduced it in the Senate, and the 
distinguished Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. ANDERSON], who also opposed it; 
but they are now glad to join with me 
in the repealer. I am very glad that 
is so; since it would seem wise to take 
action at this time, inasmuch as those 
in charge of PMA inform me that, uriJess 
the bill is passed this week, they will 
not know how to advise the planters. 

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

Mr. GEORGE. I yield to the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Did I correctly 
·understand that the distinguished Sena-

tor from Georgia said that the Senator 
from Vermont joins in the bill with the 
Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is correct. He 
is one of the authors. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. So he favors it, 
of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. He favors it. I spoke 
to the distinguished chairman of the 
committee, who is on the floor at this 
time. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
wish to state that I also joined in the 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER. The committee was 

unanimous in reporting the bill to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HOEY 
in the chair). Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Georgia? 

There being no objection, the bill CS. 
2697) to amend the Agricultural Adjust
ment Act of 1938, as amended was con
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 359 of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, is amended by striking out sub
sections (f), (g), (h), and (i). Repeal of 
these subsections shall not affect rights or 
obligations arising under marketing-quota or 
price support operations with respect to 1951 
or prior crops of peanuts. 

M. JEAN PAUL DAVID 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I de
sire to make a few remarks in reiation 
to the effort which is being put forth in 
France to combat Communist infiltration 
in that country. Recently I was priv
ileged to converse with a member of the 
Chamber of Deputies of France, M. Jean 
Paul David, who became a member of the 
French Parliament in 1946 and was re
elected in 1951. 

M. David studied very closely . the 
methods of propaganda employed by the 
Communists as well as their political ac
tivity in France. He also made a special 
study of the counterpropaganda used by 
the other French political parties to fight 
communism. He arrived at the conclu
sion that the struggle against commu
nism must be waged by entirely different 
methods in order to obtain worth while 
i·esults. He decided that the fight against 
communism had to be conducted on a 
nonpartisan level and by using the same 
tactics which the Communists used to 
further their ends. 

In 1950, he created a new movement 
whose sole aim is to fight the French 
Communist party, which he considers to 
be the agent of Soviet imperialism in 
France. The movement which is called 
Peace and Freedom is designed to rouse 
and unite all those who are determined 
to fight for truth and against Commu
nist lies. 

It matters little what our political persua
sions are or to what party we belong as long 
as we unite and have one aim, namely, to 
fight communism. All Frenchmen who wish 
to remain free must concentrate all their 
efforts and energies to fight for the defe'nse 
of their freedom-

SaYs Jean Paul David. 
In its campaign Peace and Freedom 

makes use of posters. pamphlets, weekly 

bulletins, and radio broadcasts. All 
these are designed to place before the 
public objective information which de
flates Communist propaganda and ex
poses its lies. 

The Peace and Freedom movement 
has already obtained most satisfactory 
results. In the 1951 elections, Commu
nist candidates and their fellow travel
ers lost 500,000 votes, whereas it was 
expected that they would gain votes. 

Membership in the French Communist 
Party declined by 30 percent in 1951. 
The circulation of the main Communist 
newspaper, L'Humanite, has fallen off 
from 500,000 daily to 160,000 daily. 

Su we can see, Mr. President, that the 
campaign of "Peace and Freedom" was 
really effective. 

The violent attacks launched by the 
Communists against "Peace and Free
dom',. are without doubt the best proof 
that this movement has become a great 
danger to communism in France. 

One example which proves how effec
tive Peace and Freedom is in its fight 
against communism is that ever since 
1917 the Communist Party in France 
was accustomed to organize parades to 
celebrate the anniversary of the Octo
ber revolution in Russia. That revolu
tion was extolled as the greatest achieve
ment for the liberation of mankind. 
Peace and Freedom devised a poster 
which showed the balance sheet of that 
"great revolution," and the bloody and 
sinister character of a political upheav
al which has brought death to all its 
initiators except four: Stalin, Andreyer, 
Molotov, Vorochilov. Other posters 
were pasted all over French cities and 
villages showing t:3e roster of the names 
of Lenin's companions and coworkers, 
and the fate that had befallen them. 

Mr. President, on that poster, which is 
in French and a copy of which I have 
here, are posted the names of persons 
who were members of the Politburo. 
The list begins with the name of Leon 
Trotsky, who was murdered by the GPU. 

Six more names appear as members 
of the Politburo. All six were executed. 
The list ends with the name of M. Tom
ski, who it is noted committed suicide by 
persuasion. 

There is another list containing the 
names of members of the diplomatic 
and consular corps who were executed. 
I notice alongside the names the inf or
mation that some of them were impris
oned, some disappeared, some were poi
soned, some were executed, and some 
were jailed and then disappeared. 

The next list contains names of mar
shals and generals who were executed. 
Another list contains names of admirals 
and vice admirals who were executed. 
The next list is of NKVD men who were 
executed. Another list is of members of 
the diplomatic and consular corps who 
were executed. The next list is of lead
ers of the Comintern who were executed, 
liquidated, and disappeared. There is 
also a list of writers, historians, and 
artists who were executed, committed 
suicide, were liquidated, or disappeared. 
There is a long list of such persons. 

Mr. President, instead of reading all 
these names into the RECORD, and since 
I beliffve this is a worth-while publica
tion of names to show what really hap
pened to those who were the founders 
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of this so-called liberation movement, 
this great humanitarian movement, I ask 
unanimous consent that the names be 
taken from the poster and printed in the 
RECORD fallowing the various titles. 

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

Members of the Politburo: Leon Trotsky, 
murdered by the GPU; G. Zinoviev, exe
cuted; L. Kamenev, executed; N. Boukharine, 
executed; A. Rykov, executed; G. Sokolni
kov, executed; M. Tomski, committed suicide 
by persuasion. 

Members of diplomatic and consular corps 
executed: I. Smirnov, executed; I. Smilca, 
executed; L. Serebriakov, executed; G. E vdo
kimov, executed; M. Bogoulavski, executed; 
N. Ouglanov, executed; A. Beloborodov, exe
cuted; I. Roudzoutak, executed; V. Lomi
nadze, committed suicide; N. Skrypnik, com
mitted suicide; A. Khandjian, committed sui
cide; I . Camarnik, committed suicide; H. 
I agoda, executed; F. Khodjaiev, executed; V. 
Kouibychev, poisoned; V. Ossinski, executed; 
G. Petrovski, executed; K. Soukhomline, exe
cuted; V. Zatonski, executed; L. Kavtaradze, 
executed; V. Kossior, executed; G. Lomov, ex
ecuted; N. Krylenko, executed; K. Radek, im
prisoned, disappeared; S. Ordjonikidze, poi
soned; T. Tcherviakov, committ~d suicide; 
I. Khodjaiev, committed suicide; P. Lioubt
chenk.o, committed suicide; A. Enoukidze, 
executed; L. Karakhan, executed; B. Mdivani, 
executed; G. Safarov, executed; A. Rosen
goltz, executed; G. Grinko, executed; I. Rein
gold, executed; M. Tchernov, executed; Pre
obrajenski, executed; Chr. Racovski, jailed, 
disappeared; Postychev, executed; Tchoubar, 
executed; Boubnov, executed; Eikhe, exe
cuted; Antipov, executed; Mejlaouk, exe
cuted; Soulimov, executed; Milioutine, exe
cuted; Saltz, executed; Arbouzov, executed; 
I akovlev, executed; Unchlikht, executed. 

Marshals and generals who were executed; 
Toukatchevski, Kork, Eideman, Primakov, 
Levandovski, Iakir, Ouborevitch, Feldman, 
Putiia, Schmidt, Kouzmltchov, Kachirine, 
Dybenko, Blucher, Smoline, Ozoline, Hekker, 
Kouibychev, Khripine, Mezis, Bokis, Alksnis, 
Bielov, Egorov, Savitski, Velikanov, Cor
batchoc, Soukhoroukov, Tkatchev, Pome
rantzev, Apse, etc. 

Admirals and vice admirals executed: 
Orlov, Sivkov, Loudri, Kojanov, Ivanov, Vic
torov, Moukle\itch, Kireiev, Douchenov, 
Smirnov-Sverdlovski. 

NKVD men executed: Agranov, Balitski, 
P auker, Zakosvski, Deribas, Mironov, Peters, 
Prokofiev, Messing, Trilisser, Sloutski, Molt
chan ov, Leplevski, Latsis. 

Members of diplomatic and consular corps · 
executed: Iouriniev, Davtian, Antonov
Ovseinko, Iakoubovitch, Arens, Podolski, 
Asmus, Arossiev, Rosenberg, Tikhmeniev, 
Bekjadian, Brodovski, Ostrovski. 

Leaders of the Comintern executed, liqui
dated, and disappeared: Helene Stassova, 
Bela Kun, R emmele, Waletski, Brandt, Boro
dine, Neuman, Piatnitski, Eberlein, Warski, 
Dombal, Max Hoeltz. 

Writers, historians, artists executed, hav
ing committed suicide, liquidated, and dis
appeared: N. Goumilev, Averbach, B. Pilniak, 
Libedinski, B. Jasenski, N. Kliouiev, Selvinsk1, 
Vorovski, Krotki, Stieklov, Friedland, Ani
chev, S. Daline, Rojkov, Lapinski, Kirchon, 
Ermilov, I. Babel, Parrassov-Rodionov, Man
delstamm, Tretiatkov, Erdman, Nevski, 
Zeidel, Piontkovski, Gronski, Loudianov, M. 
Koltsov, P . Vassiliev, Bezymenski, I. Kataiev, 
I. Makarov, Maznine, G. Serebriakova, Ama
globeli, Rafalski, Meyerhold, Selivanovski, 
Liadov, Arcadine, N. Satz, Mala!tovski, Kous
nietzov, A. Sobol, Essenine, Y. Piast, etc. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, the 
impact of this poster campaign was so 
tremendous that last October, for the 
first time in 34 years, the Communists 

did not dare to organize any celebration 
for the bloody October revolution. 

Peace and Freedom, which is a move
ment sponsored and spearheaded by a · 
member of the Deputies, M. Jean Paul 
David, was determined to step up the 
fight. It has now taken the form of a 
universal movement. Peace and Free
dom committees have been created in 
Germany, Belgium, Italy, The Nether
lands, and Vietnam. Peace and Free
dom has only one aim, namely, to destroy 
communism. 

Mr. President, in our own country we 
have the same problem. The Saturday 
Evening Post recently published an edi
torial along the same line, entitled 
''Erudite Radicals Cannot Forgive an 
Anti-Communist." I shall read a portion 
of it : 

From a recent letter by a New York man 
who, were it not for the horrid implications 
which have attached themselves to the word, 
might be described as an "intellectual": 

"Even now, most of the college people I 
talk to react with shock and horror at the 
idea of a book by Whittaker Chambers. This 
includes many who have never been fellow 
travelers." 

Mr. President, I should like to read 
another quotation from this editorial. 
Near the end it says: 

So, ever since the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, through a series of 
lucky chances and solid researches, took the 
lid off the Communist underground in 
America, we have had the discouraging 
phenomenon of the anti-anti-Communists. 
They have sneered and sniped at anybody 
whose testimony helped destroy the myth 
that there was no Communist espionage in 
this country and that, if there was, it did 
not involve nice people. And, of course, the -
man they hated most was the man who sup
plied the evidence and made it stick
Whittaker Chambers. Oh, no; they didn't 
want the Communist plot to succeed, if 
there was a Communist plot, but Chambers 
wasn't the man to expose it. 

The story now comes around to the time 
when liberals, radicals, · and Park A venue 
Pinkos will have to make up their minds: 
Do they want the Communist conspiracy to 
succeed, or don't they? The day is at hand 
when they must admit that the gold brick 
they bought 20 years ago was a phony. It's 
time to stop trying to hawk it about the 
streets and upper-class cocktail ·bars as a 
genuine article. Chambers has contributed 
that much to history, and it is no good 
standing around and waiting for a nicer man 
to ten the story. The "nice men" have 
turned up in distressing numbers on the 
other side. 

Lost causes are usually futile, but there are 
lost causes that can be defended in good 
fait h and dignity. But what can be said of a 
lost cause like the belief that Russian-Com
munist dictatorship is "liberal," and that 
its spies and propagandists are proper sub
jects for "tolerance"? Not very much. 

Mr. President, I should like to have 
the entire editorial placed in the RECORD 
at the close of my remarks, so that no 
part of it will be considered as having 
been taken out of context. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,, 
as follows: 
ERUDITE RADICALS CANNOT FORGIVE AN ANTI• 

CoMMUNIST 

From a. recent letter by a New York man 
who, were it not for the horrid implications 
which have attached themselves to the word, 
might be described as an intellectual: 

"Even :now most of the <:ollege people I 
talk to react with shock and horror at the 
idea of a book by Whittaker Chambers. 
This includes many who have never been 
fellow travelers." 

Now that Mr. _Chambers has swung into 
his epic :-tory, it may be that the intelligent
sia will get some intelligence, but there is no 
reason to expect a mass conversion. The 
black-out of the supposedly responsible 
class on the issue of communism is an ex
traordinary historical phenomenon in m ass 
emotionalism. Go back to 1937, when Stalin 
was staging the so-called trials of formerly 
trusted Bolsheviks and murdering thousands 
of dissidents and suspected dissidents with 
no trial at all. We are remembering one 
man; a scholar of deep conviction and 
conscience; a man who had joined in protest 
against what he believed to be the unjust 
convictions of Tom Mooney, Sacco and Van
zetti, the Scottsboro boys, and others. But 
when this man was asked how he explained 
the confessions of the old Bolsheviks and 
the murder of so many others, he replied, 
"There is no rational explanation except 
guilt." 

Judge Webster Thayer was pilloried for his 
part in the trial of two Italian anarchists in 
a Massachusetts· court, but if there were any 
American intellectuals who held Stalin to 
the rigorous standards which they expected 
of Judge Thayer, or the Governors of Cali
fornia and Alabama, they could be counted 
on the fingers of one hand. 

Having accepted Rus&ian communism as 
.. good"-or at any rate as a system which was 
trying to do something for the ordinary 
man-American intellectuals were already 
equipped with blinkers which kept them 
from being critical of native Communists or 
receptive to the revelation that a Soviet fifth 
column had infiltrated· our Government far 
toward the top. The American intellectual, 
who is usually also a liberal, had permitted 
himself to become messed up in his con
fused conception of tolerance and fair play. 
As Leslie A. Fiedler, writing on the Hiss
Chambers case in the August 1951 ii:sue of 
Commentary, put it: "Lest . the New Dealers 
seem 'Red-baiters' they preferred to be fools." 

If the American intelligentsia hate Whit
taker Chambers, it is because he tossed the 
bucket of cold water that shocked them out 
of the pleasant dream about Soviet RusE:ia. 
ru:; a land where liberals skip about like care
free gazelles, improving man's hard lot by 
social · engineering. Chambers squeezed 
communism down to the terrifying propor
tions of a vast military-and-political plot 
against the freedom of man. He also ex
posed the intellectual left wing as a herd 
of supercilious cream puffs. People who 
had believed that (1) the left was good 
and the right was bad, and that (2) the left 
was very, very good when embraced by col
lege graduates in $100 suits, were out on a 
limb. It is always irritating to be expoEed 
as a credulous idiot, particularly when you 
have been intolerably smug toward the Fas
cist beasts who saw the light before you did. 

So, ever since the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, through a series of 
lucky chances and solid researches, took the 
lid off the Communist underground in 
America, we have had the discouraging phe-. 
nomenon of the anti-antl-Communlsts. 
They have sneered and sniped at anybody 
whose testimony help destroy the my th that 
there was no Communist espionage in this 
country and that, 1.f there was, it didn't in
volve nice people. And, of course, the man 
they hated most was the man who supplied 
the evidence and made it stick-Whitt'.lker 
Chambers. Oh, no, they didn't want the 
Communist plot to succeed, 1f there was a 
Communist plot, but Chambers wasn't the 
man to expose it. 

The story now comes around to the time 
when liberals, radicals, and Park Avenue 
pinkos will have to make UP. their mines: 
Do they want the Communist conspiracy to 
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succeed, or don't they? The day is at hand 
when they must admit that the gold brick 
they bought 20 years ago was a phony. It's 
time to stop trying to hawk it about the 
streets and upper-class cocktail bars as a 
genuine article. Chambers has contributed 
that much to history, and it is no good stand
ing around and waiting' for a nicer man to 
tell the story. The "nice men" have turned 
up in distressing numbers on the other side. 

Lost causes are usually futile, but there are 
!Ost causes that can be defended in good 
faith and dignity. But what can be said of 
a lost cause like the belief that ~ussian
Communist dictatorship ls liberal, and that 
its spies and propagandists are proper sub
jects for tolerance? Not very much. 

:fi..llNERAL .LEASES ON CERTAIN SUB
MERGED LANDS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution <S. J. Res. 20), to 
provide for the continuation of opera
tions under certain mineral leases is
sued by the respective States covering 
submerged lands of the Continental 
Shelf, to encourage the continued devel
opment of such leases, to prov:ide for 
the protection of the interests of the 
United States in the oil and gas deposits 
of said lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 7 dis
closes that when the distinguished Sen
ator from California [Mr. KNOWLANDl 
was discussing the matter of submerged 
lands he ref erred to a ruling which had 
been made by the Hague Tribunal. The 
Senator quoted from a subhead which 
reaas: 

United States official faces Tidelands case 
deadline in parallel decision. 

There then appeared what I thought 
was some rather unusual language in the 
news story, as follows: 

RECENT DECISION 

The whole matter revolves around the re
cent decision of the Internatiopal Court of 
Justice at The Hague concerning coastal is
lands in determining national boundary 
lines. The decision in the case between 
Great Britain and Norway was decided over
whelmingly in favor of Norway in such a 
manner as to upset all the prior contentions 
of the United States Justice Department in 
its attempt to take over the rich oil-bearing 
submerged lands of California, Texas, and 
Lcuisiana in the so-called Tidelands case. 

This is what I think is unusual to be 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 
'l, 1952: 

Now, in Washington on February 20 a cru
cial hearing will start on the issue. 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT STEP 

What is the Justice Department going 
to do? 

Will it swallow its pride and recognize, 
for example, the United States boundary 
along the outer rim of the Channel Islands 
of California, as it should do under the 
World Court decision, thus insuring the 
maximum national defense for this country? 

Or will it try to ignore the World Court 
ruling and cling to a narrow definition of 
the national boundary as low-tide mark 
along the mainland, thus hanging on to its 
alleged ownership of submerged oil lands at 
Santa Barbara, Long Beach, Huntington 
Beach, and elsewhere? 

As I say, it is unusual to ask the ques
tion on March 7 as to what the Govern
ment was going to do on February 20, 
some time before. Therefore, I thought 

it might be of interest to place in the 
REcoRD what the Government had done, 
and what was a matter of public record, 
and what anyone could have found out 
long ago as a matter of public record. 

I wish to refer to the opening state
ment of the Government in the case of 
United States against the State of Cali
fornia. When the special master begins 
to draw the lines which will decide what 
will be inland waters and what will be 
outside those waters in the open sea, that 
opening statement will be of extreme in
terest to a great many persons. It should 
serve to call attention to the fact that if 
we do not pass some type of interim legis
lation, and pass it fairly quickly, the spe
cial master soon will be drawing the lines 
along the coasts of California, Texas, 
and Louisiana, and then, by virtue of 
those lines being drawn, areas outside 
those lines will be ·appropriately ready 
for Federal leasing, and then we shall 
be in some conflicts. 

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

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. I heard the Senator say 

that the land would be appropriately 
ready for Federal leasing. Of course, the 
Senator knows that no less than 6 
months ago the Secretary of the Interior 
issued opinions to the effect that the Fed
eral Leasing Act does not apply to any · 
such land as that, and that he has no 
authority to lease it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I grant that, but I 
say that it would then be available, and 
it would be appropriate to proceed to 
lease it. If the Federal Government 
owns the land seaward of the line drawn 
by the special master, it is the responsi
bility of the Congress immediately to 
pass legislation which will permit that 
land to be leased. 

There are those who think it was very 
poor law--

Mr. LONG. The Senator is not argu
ing that any department of the Govern
ment has the right to lease such land, 
is he? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; I think it 
would be correct to say that. I say that 
there are lawyers who believe that the 
Federal Government does have the right. 
There are lawyers who believe that it 
was very poor law when it was held that 
the Leasing Act did not apply to this 
area of the public domain. I am not 
able to pass on the wisdom of that deci
sion. I pref er to take the point of view 
which the Senator from Louisiana has 
just now expressed. I prefer to take the 
position that . the Federal Government 
does not now have the power to lease 
this land under the present leasing law, 
and that the Congress of the United 
States, in furtherance of its obligations, 
should proceed to pass such legislation 
very promptly. 

I did not intend to go into that ques
tion. I was only trying to illustrate that 
there is merit in the hard work which 
the junior Senator from Louisiana and 
some of the others of us have been trying 
to do in having a tidelands bill, a sub
merged-lands bill, and interim legisla
tion considered by the Senate. 

I do not care to clutter up the RECORD 
with all the things which were in the 
opening statement before the special 

master, because I do not think they are 
all of particular interest to us. While 
it might be of considerable interest to 
all of us, I do not think it is worth while, 
perhaps, to read the entire statement. 
However, I wish to read a little from 
what the representatives of the Govern
ment of the United States said on Feb
ruary 20, to which reference was made in 
a definite way on March 7. I quote now 
from the opening statement of the 
United States in the case of United 
States against the State of California: 

Everyone recognizes, of course, that the 
criteria adopted by any nation in fixing its 
territorial waters must be consistent with 
the controlling pr·inciples of international 
law. We do not ·anticipate, however, tbat 
California will dispute that the position of 
the United States, on which the "boundary" 
we claim is predicated, is in all respects 
within the permissible limits announced by 
the International Court of Justice in the 
Anglo-Norwegian Fisheries case, the judg
ment in which was issued on December 18, 
1951. There can be no doubt whatever that 
the general principles and criteria adopted 
by this country are fully consistent with the 
controlling principles of international law, 
as announced and applied by the Interna
tional Court. 

I am going further, but I wish to di
gress at this juncture to point out that 
what the Department of Justice did was 
to say very plainly to the Court that there 
was nothing in the fisheries case which 
restricted in any way what the Govern
ment had tried to do with respect to the 
submerged lands. All the fisheries case 
said was that in reference to Norway, 
which has a rocky coast, and the rocks 
extend out into the sea, the areas claimed 
could be expanded beyond the 3-mile 
limit. If that is true, then the United 
States Government has the same per
mission, but there is nothing that would 
say that within the 3-mile limit the 
United States Government could not 
claim the land. 

Quoting further from the opening 
statement of the United States: 

In this connection, it ls important to 
note that it is entirely irrelevant to the 
present proceeding that the United States 
could have made a more extensive claim to 
territorial waters than it has in fact chosen 
to claim. The Anglo-Norwegian fisheries 
decision makes it clear that each nation is 
free to choose for itself, within the limits 
permitted by international law, the base 
line for its marginal belt. 

i stop there to say that if that can 
bring any comfort to the State of Cali
fornia, I do not know what it is. If the 
decision does make it clear that each 
nation is free, within the limits per
mitted by international law, to choose 
for itself the base line for its marginal 
belt, then the United States is free to 
start with a marginal belt at low-water 
mark. How that can bring any com
fort to those who think we ought to start 
at a point 3 miles out to sea, I do not 
know. 

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

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Of course, the Senator 

knows that the United States is prob
ably the only Nation whose sovereignty 
does not extend both to inland waters 
and outside waters. The argument 
which we have heard on the floor of the 
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Senate is that the States own the beds 
of their navigable streams and their 
bays, rivers, and lakes, but that the Fed
eral Government owns everything be
ginning at the boundary between inland 
waters and outside waters and extending 
from that point on out into the sea. 
Therefore we have a ·somewhat different 
question here when we approach the 
problem as to where the base line shall 
be so far as the marginal belt is con
cerned. In other words, where should 
we draw the line between inland waters 
and outside waters? If we were to apply 
the basis of international laY1, as ac
cepted in the Norwegian fisheries case, 
naturally it would be much more favor
able to the States than the Federal Gov
ernment would want to concede. On the 
other hand, the Senator very well knows 
that the Government has more rights 
with regard to its internal waters, as 
against foreign nations, than it has with 
respect to the marginal sea. 

Mr. ANDERSON. All I am trying to 
say is that the controversy over whether 
or not the Fisheries case has any bearing 
on the submerged lands cases seems to 
me to be a little far-fetched. I quite 
agree with the position taken by the 
United States Government in the Cali
fornia case when it argued, on February 
20, 1952, that it is completely irrelevant 
whether the Government took all the 
land it could take, or took only a part 
of the area. Apparently that is all that 
can be drawn from the Fisheries case. 
From the Fisheries case it can be con .. 
eluded that the United States Govern .. 
ment, instead of claiming a 3-mile area. 
could go from the 3-mile area clear cut 
to Santa Catalina Island, and perhaps 
beyond that to other islands. 

It seems to me that whether the Gov
ernment has taken all the area that 
could be taken is another question. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. As a matter of fact, the 

Senator from New Mexico knows, does 
he not, that the Solicitor General of the 
United States presented a brief before 
the International Court of Justice, urg
ing that the problem off the coast of 
California was similar to that involved 
in drawing the inland-waters line off 
Norway? 

In that connection, Mr. President, he 
had already told our committee that 
problems of international law were in
volved in this question. If the Interna
tional Court of Justice had held that 
Norway had no right to extend its line 
around the outward islands off the coast 
of Norway, of course the Federal Gov
ernment would have been able to say 
that, according to international law, the 
States had no rights in the Santa Bar
bara Channel. 

That argument of Mr. Perlman's was 
brushed aside, and the Court said that a 
nation could claim all that area. So, 
in the Fisheries case, at least, the Fed
eral Government lost in one of its ef
forts to expand its influence, as against 
the States. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I am not a lawyer, 
and I shall let the lawyers argue that 
point. The opinion of the United States 
was quite clearly announced. It was 

that under the decision in the Nor
wegian case we could expand our terri
torial waters farther than we had. 
However, the decision did not state that 
we must start out from any particular 
point in the marginal sea. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield further? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Will the Senator from 

New Mexico agree that if the Interna
tional Court had accepted the argu
ment of Mr. Perlman and laid it down 
as a delimitating factor, the Federal 
Government would have found it to be 
important, but that since the Court de
cided the case against the contention of 
Mr. Perlman, the Federal Government 
finds it makes no difference? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I do not know 
about that. 

I read further f roin the opening 
statement: 

The decision plainly ·does not hold that 
international law requires the adoption of 
base lines comparable to those claimed by 
Norway for its own unique coastal areas. 
The case is rested entirely upon the irref
utable fact that the United States has fixed 
its base line in accordance with the princi
ples and criteria I have described. Its policy 
is based on its traditional recognition of the 
freedom of the seas. 

Counsel for California propose to introduce 
expert testimony with respect to interna
tional law and the usages of nations; other 
expert testimony with respect to the geologic, 
oceanographic, and other physical aspects of 
the segments of the coast in question; and 
testimony concerning the use and occupancy, 
both historic and current, of those segments 
of the coast. We believe-and at the proper 
time we shall raise the issue by timely ob
jection-that all of this evidence is irrele
vant because it deals not with the marginal 
belt actually claimed by the United States, 
but with an expanded marginal belt which 
California believes the United States could, 
anC: should, claim as against foreign nations. 
If the United States were presently claiming 
the external marginal belt advocated by Cal
ifornia, the proposed testimony might be 
relevant. But the United States does not 
make such a claim, and we submit that Cali
fornia's proposed testimony has, therefore, 
no real place in this proceeding. Certainly, 
the Anglo-N6rwegian Fisheries case does not· 
stand for the proposition that a nation must 
draw its base line from rock to rock and in
clude all large indentations and all areas of 
water between the coast and off-lying islands. 
The Court found only that it was permissible 
for Norwa.y to draw its line in the way in 
whlch it had done, on the basis of the pe
culiarities of the Norwegian coast and the 
fact that Norway had asserted the right with 
the acquiescence of other nations over a long 
period of time. But neither Norway nor Cali
fornia can draw the line for the United 
States. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield further? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Will the Senator please 

tell us who does have the power to draw 
the line between the inland waters of the 
United States and the external waters of 
the marginal sea? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will answer the 
question to the best of my knowledge, 
realizing that it is dangerous to make a 
statement and then to have someone else 
come along and say something di.ff erent. 
My guess is that since certain States are 
involved in litigation with the Nation, 
and a special master has been designated 

by the Supreme Court to draw the line, if 
the Supreme Court adopts the line drawn 
by the special master it will be the end 
of it. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield further? 

Mr. ANDERSON, I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Would the Senator from 

New Mexico agree with some of us that 
it is the function of Congress to deter
mine by law what shall be claimed as the 
territorial waters of the United States, 
rather than the function of a special 
master, who has no standards whatever 
to guide him, except the views of some 
officials of the executive department; 
and that actually the Congress of the 
United States should deterinine what 
should be regarded as the boundary be
tween inland waters and external 
waters? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; these States 
are in court, and Congress has failed to 
take the opportunity to make disposi
tion of the subject. I feel about it 
somewhat as I feel about the question 
of who owns the water that is running 
down the Colorado River. My State is 
a party to the Colorado <;!<)mpact. Cali
fornia and Arizona cannot agree. Be
cause they cannot agree, even though 
all the other States are perfectly willing 
to make disposition of the question, the 
matter should go to the Supreme Court 
for adjudication. 

We tried to pass a bill which would 
have created a justiciable issue and 
therefore would have let the issue come 
before the Supreme Court. I think that 
if the Supreme Court acted on it and 
thus disposed of the water of the Colo
rado River we would find ourselves 
bound by the decision. 

Similarly, the States of California, 
Louisiana, and Texas are involved in a 
legal dispute with the Government of 
the United States. The issue has been 
decided three times by the Supreme 
Court. The decisions are uniform. 
They are the only decisions which deal 
specifically with the question. In fur
therance of a decision of the issue a spe
cial master has been appointed, and he 
is drawirig lines. Some persons may not 
like the lines; and it seems to me the 
best way to avoid an early and unfortu
nate disposition of the question would 
be to pass an interim bill, thus allowing 
production to continue, and keeping 
alive the hope that in the 5 years pro
vided in the interim bill it may be pos
sible to reach a decision as to how much 
of the oil should be given to the States
whether all of it or none of it. I would 
perhaps be in favor of a substant ial part 
of it going to the States. However, that 
will not satisfy the situation if the spe
cial master finishes his report and if the 
report is adopted by the Supreme Court, 
when no legislation is upon the books. 

Mr . . LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield further? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield further. 
Mr. LONG. Is not the problem of de

termining what the base line should be
just as Norway determined this vast area 
as being its inland waters and therefore 
not open to English fishing boats-reaHy 
a policy decision, which should be de
termined by the Congress of the United 
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States, rather than by the courts, inas
much as the courts have no standards to 
go by? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I believe it would· 
have been better if the question had 
been determined by the Congress of the 
United States. But, in the absence of a 
decision by the Congress of the United 
States and in the presence of an issue 
over which there may be a jurisdic
tional dispute, I believe the case comes 
properly to the Supreme Court; and I 
believe that the decision of the Supreme 
Court will bind us, regardless of whether 
it would have been better for Congress 
to determine the question in the first 
place. 

I still believe that it would have been 
better for Congress to determine it, and 
I would have preferred that course; but 
Congress has not demonstrated its 
ability to agree. That being true, I be
lieve the question will have to go into 
ccurt. 

Some persons are greatly worried 
about the outcome of the issue before 
the Supreme Court. I should think that 
they would be able to see the tide of 
events marching steadily against them, 
and realize that when a special master 
draws the line along Long Beach, he 
may take the recommendation of the 
Justice Department that the extreme 
line farthest landward should be se
lected. There is another limiting line, 
as fixed in the Carillo case, which is far 
seaward of that line. There is an inter
mediate line which many feel might 
have been agreed to. However, the peo
ple of Long Beach were not satisfied with 
the intermediate line. I have predicted 
that in the end they may have a very 
limited area. That is the hazard of 
litigation. 

Mr. LO~G. What I had in mind was 
that, from the statement the Solicitor 
General made to us, he seemed to feel 
that it was his duty to claim as much 
as he could for the United States Gov
ernment. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think that is gen
erally a fairly good principle for a Solici
tor General to follow. In a lawsuit, one 
begins by putting his best possible foot 
forward. 

Mr. LONG. Accordingly the Govern
ment drew a line which actually came 
inside the breakwater and included half 
the area inside the breakwater at Long 
Beach. In that instance the Govern
ment's attorneys did not really claim 
that the Government owned all the area 
up to that point, but they said they 
would not concede that the Government 
did not own it, thus leaving the matter 
to be determined by the court. 

So I understand that a possible ex
planation is that the Government of the 
United States does not really claim that 
it owns all the area up to that line. 

Nevertheless, it seems to me this mat
ter calls for a policy to be decided by the 
Congress, rather than by one Govern
ment agent or another who might be 
willing to claim this land for the United 
States Government. It seems to me the 
Congress should fulfill its constitutional 
obligation by legislating in this case, and 
in doing so should prescribe a standard 
by which it will be possible to determine 
what are inland waters. 

Accordingly, Mr. President, I have of
fered my amendment to the amendment 
which has been submitted by several 
other Senators. My amendment to that 
amendment provides that the Congress 
shall determine the boundary between 
the inland waters and the external 
waters. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The Senator from 
Louisiana will recognize that at the hear
ing it was suggested that the limits of 
Long Beach might be at a point very 
substan~ially seaward of that line, and 
that Long Beach thought it owned the 
area clear out to Huntington Beach. 

Of course, if there is no compromise in 
such contests, unfortunate results some
times follow. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield to me? 

The PRESIDI1\TG OFFICER (Mr. BUT
LER of Maryfand in the chair) . Does the 
Senator from New Mexico yield to the 
Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Although this line is only 

what migi1t, be called a t emporary one, 
is it not true that even in drawing the 
line the Government agreed that all the 
oil wells now in that harbor or that bay 
belong to and are a part of the Long 
Beach holdings? Is not that true? In 
drawing the line, the Government in
cluded ~very oil well in Long Beach Bay, 
a1.td all those wells wer.~ adxnitted to be 
the property of and in the· ownership of 
the city of Long Beach. Is not that cor
rect? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; that is correct. 
Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I believe 

I should comment briefly on my under
standing of the Fisheries case: It is my 
understanding that in that instance Mr. 
Perlman, the Solicitor General of the 
United States, filed with the special mas
ter a brief in which Mr. Perlman said 
the California case presented a situation 
very similar to that in the Anglo-Nor
wegian controversy. I believe he said 
that California's claims and Norway's 
claims were similar, but Mr. Perlman 
placed great emphasis on the position 
taken by Great Britain. 

After Great Britain lost that case, Mr. 
Perlman said the decision was not at all 
important and not at all relevant. 

THE SITUATION IN KOREA 

Mr. CAIN obtained the floor. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, if the Sen

ator from Washington will yield to me, 
I shall suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Washington yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, let me sug
gest to the distinguished Genator from 
Louisiana that before he presses his sug
gestion of the absence of a quorum, I 
should like to proceed for about 5 min
utes to discuss a question not related 
to the unfinished business. 

Mr. LONG. Very well; then I with
hold my suggestion. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, at this time 
I wish to read an editorial which ap
peared last night in the Evening Star 
of Washington, D. C. The reading of 

tl)e editorial will take only a few min
utes. 

There is nothing in the editorial which 
thoughtful or informed persons will con
sider to be new. I believe the editorial 
simply restates the existence of a sit
uation which has confronted our Na
tion and our allies for more than a year. 
The editorial states that the Allied forces 
are not to be given the encouragement 
or the authority or the weapons required 
to reach a military decision in Korea. 

Certainly there is nothing new in that 
declaration, Mr. President. The fact is 
that in late December 1950-approxi
mately 14 months ago-the Allies de
cided that the seeking of an· armistice 
was to be imposed on the fighting forces 
in Korea. 

The only purpose I have i~1 reading 
the editorial is to remind others through
out the Nation of a sad situation which 
has existed for many dreary and unin
spiring months. 

The editorial reads as fallows: 
DEAD END IN KOREA 

It may be that Gen. Van F'leet is correct 
in his opinion that the Chinese Commu
nists, despite numerical superiority in men, 
weapons and planes, will not launch a major 
offensive in Korea this spring. From the 
point of view of saving lives, it may be hoped 
that this estimate of the situation proves 
to be right. But if the Chinese do not 
attack, and if-as ha-s been authoritatively 
stated-we lack the strength to carry the 
fighting to them, how do we propose to get 
any kind of a decision in Korea? 

As long as the talks at Panmunjom con
tinue, there is presumably some hope of a 
negotiated settlement. It is a slim hope, 
however, and it seems to be getting slimmer 
every day. Certainly the Chinese and their 
North Korean associates have given little in
dication that they really want an armistice. 

There was, perhaps, implicit recognition of 
this in a speech prepared last week for deliv
ery to a Philadelphia audience by John M. 
Allison, Assistant Secretary of State for Far 
Eastern Affairs. Most of the address was de
voted to the diplomatic business of looking 
for silver linings and putting the best pos
sible face on a very bad situation throughout 
the Far East. But tucked away in the speech 
was one seemingly significant paragraph. 

Mr. Allison said that we do not propose to 
widen the scope of the war. "It is up to the 
Communists." he declared. "If they want to 
widen the conflict and engulf the world in a 
terrible war, then they must be the ones to 
do· it." 

It is not at all likely that, in saying this, 
· Mr. Allison was speaking only for Mr. Allison. 

Presumably it was a considered statement of 
policy, and if so, it means that we do not 
propose to carry the war to China even if the 
truce negotiations fail. 

Some influential members of the adminis
tration have believed and have said private
ly, that we ought to enlarge the war if the 
truce talks collapse. They had in mind an 
attack on China's internal communications 
with a view to crippling and perhaps destroy
ing the ability of the Chinese to wage war. 
But this view evidently has been overruled. 
Whether because of doubt a-s to our capabil
ities, in deference to our allies, or for some 
other reason, the advocates of restraint seem 
once again to have prevailed. 

There are arguments to be made for this 
policy. But whatever the arguments, it is a 
policy which leads to a dead end in Korea. 
We cannot win the war there. Neither can 
we withdraw. The truce negotiations are 
getting nowhere and we are not willing even 
to try to coerce the enemy into accepting a 
reasonable settlement. And now the Com
munists have been officially notified t.hat if 
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the talks break down we do not propose to 
do anything about it. 

That, as a policy, is little better than no 
policy at all. For in the best of circum
stances, it means that the Eighth Army is 
to be stranded in Korea for the indefinite 
future. That, to be sure, does not widen the 
conflict. But it does result in a situation 
which public opinion in this country is not 
apt to tolerate for long. 

The editorial ends, Mr. President, with 
a statement of opinion that the dead end 
in Korea represents a situation which 
public opinion in this country is not apt 
to tolerate for long. I wonder what the 
editorial writer meant. The Nation has 
already tolerated for months and months 
the purposeless situation in Korea. The 
situation there is basically no different 
today from what it was more than a year 
ago. Our political conduct in Korea 
gives one reason to believe that the ad
ministration will tolerate the existing 
situation for months to come. I share 
the editorial writer's concern. Persons 
like myself, in and out of Congress and 
the Government, have expressed and re
expressed that concern since 1950. I 
wonder how long it will be before public 
opinion demands that freedom find a 
street which is not barricaded by a dead 
end. Until freedom finds tfiis street and 
fights to keep it clear, the dead end in 
Korea will grow ever higher with the 
bodies of the dead from many lands. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Louisiana wishes at this time to press 
his suggestion of the absence of a quo
rum, I yield to him for that purpose. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
a quorum call be rescinded and that 
further proceedings under the call be 
suspended. 

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

MINERAL LEASES ON CERTAIN SUB
MERGED LANDS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution <S. J. Res. 20) to 
provide for the continuation of opera
tions under certain mineral leases issued 
by the respective States covering sub
merged lands of the Continental Shelf, 
to encourage the continued development 
of such leases, to provide for the protec
tion of the interests of the United States 
in the oil and gas deposits of said lands, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, on Wednes
day of last week the junior Senator from 
Washington advised the Senate of the 
United States of a letter which the Sec
retary of the Interior had written to the 
Governor of the State of Washington, 
under date of February 15, 1952. In this 
letter the Secretary assumed the au
thority and power to strip the State of 
Washington of its coastal submerged 
lands and resources. The Secretary of 
the Interior attempted to exercise this 
power against my State without benefit 
of any authority from the Congress of 

the United States and in the absence of 
a Supreme Court decision. 

Before proceeding further, Mr. Presi
dent, I wish to emphasize one point. 
Everyone appears to be in agreement 
that no final or lasting line of demarka
tion as between Federal and State rights 
h as been established in the State of Cal
ifornia. There is no doubt about this. 
In the California tidelands case the su
preme Court reached a decision in 1947, 
some 5 years ago, and the Court ad
mitted, as I understand, its inability to 
determine a final line of demarkation 
as between the rights of the parti.es in
volved. The Court appointed a master 
whose responsibility it would be to study 
and then to recommend a final line of 
demarkation in California. No recom
mendations that I know of have yet been 
submitted by the master to the Supreme 
Court. Does it not, therefore, seem not 
only amazing, but actually preposterous, 
that the Secretary of the Interior has 
decided, on h~s own responsibility, on a 
line of demarkation in the State of 
Washington, when that State's rights 
have not yet been adjudged by a court 
of competent jurisdiction? When we 
bear in mind, Mr. President, that no line 
of demarkation has yet been established 
in either of the States of California or 
Louisiana, it will make more illuminat
ing several paragraphs which I wish to 
reread from the letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Governor of the 
Sovereign State of Washington. In 
those several paragraphs, Mr. President, 
the Secretary of the Interior, who must 
know that no lines have been agreed on 
in those States which have been ad
judged by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, says, certainly by strong 
implication, that no court decision is 
now or will be needed in the State of 
Washington, "for I, the Secretary of the 
Interior, will determine what rights, if 
any, are to be vested in the citizens of 
the State of Washington." 

The paragraphs to which I make ref
erence today, Mr. President, and which 
I have read on several occasions during 
the past week, are these. Said the Sec
retary to the Governor: 

We understand that the State of Wash
ington has issued oil and gas permits and 
leases to private parties on submerged lands 
situated seaward of the line described above. 
Under the doctrine of the California, Louisi
ana, and Texas cases any such permits or 
leases are void, since that area has always 
been and is now outside the scope of the 
leasing power of the State of Washington or 
1ts agencies. 

With respect to any such oil and gas per
mits or leases, we would appreciate being 
advised of the names of the permittees or 
lessees, their addresses, the dates of issuance, 
and the areas covered. 

Mr. President, in all fairness I ask, 
What does the Secretary mean when he 
says that any such permits or leases are 
void since that area has always been and 
is now outside the scope of the jurisdic
tion of the State of Washington? 

The point I seek to establish, so that 
every Member of the Senate may be 
keenly aware of it, is that no line of any · 
character to differentiate between the . 
rights belonging to the State of Wash· 
ington and the Federal Government has 
ever been established by anyone other 

than the Secretary of the Interior. If by 
way of argument the Secretary of the 
Interior were permitted to determine the 
rights of the State of Washington, does 
it not logically follow that he could do 
precisely the same thing with reference to 
the sovereign State of Maryland, which 
is so well represented in this body by the 
Senator who is now presiding over the 
Senate [Mr. BUTLER]? It is not alone 
what the Secretary of the Interior could 
do, were he permitted so to do, to the 
State of Washington and the State of 
Maryland, but common sense and logic 
dictate that he could do preeisely equal 
things to all the rights of all the sov
ereign States which go to make up our 
Union. 

Mr. President, I have suggested to my 
colleagues that this doctrine of para
mount rights, full dominion, and power, 
claimed by the Federal Government ap
plies to every State in the Union and not 
alone to the States of Washington, Cali
fornia, Texas, and Louisiana. 

Today, for a few minutes, I wish to 
spell out in greater detail the serious
ness of th~ danger which this para
mount-power doctrine threatens to the 
sovereignty and natural resources of 
each and every State. 

We have all heard the wailing which 
pours o!.lt of the Department of the 
Interior and the Department of Justice 
to the effect that quitclaim tidelands 
legislation would be an unjustified gift 
to three selfish States at the expense of 
the other 45 States. I suppose that with 
the State of Washington now on the 
firing line, as the Secretary of the In
terior attempted on the 15th day of 
February, 1952, to place it, along with 
California, Texas, and Louisiana, there 
are now four selfish S~ates, instead of 
three selfish States, including my own 
State of Washington. 

Mr. ?resident, I hope that before the 
debates are concluded, there will be 48 
such selfish States rising in righteous 
wrath to protect their sovereignty and 
constitutional rights. If they do not rise 
now and wipe out this vicious para
mount-power doctrine, future discus
sions about States' rights are likely to be 
completely academic. 

I urge each of my colleagues to look 
carefully at the slow and relentless 
growth of this paramount right doctrine. 
The States are being picked off just one 
or two at a time. In 1947 it was Califor
nia. In 1950 it was Texas. Then it was 
Louisiana, and now, in 1952, it is the 
State of Washington. 

How well I remember the doctrine ap
. plied and pursued so relentlessly and 
so successfully over too long a period 
of time by the late Herr Hitler of Ger
many. He pursued a philosophy easy to 
understand and tremendously dangerous 
in its implications. It was, "Separate 
and divide." On the basis of the record 
up to this minute, the application of that 
doctrine has sought to separate, first 
California, then Texas and Louisiana, 
and now the State of Washington, from 
the rest of the Union. 

Mr. President, which State will it be 
tomorrow? Will it be Colorado, with her 
uranium ore? Or perhaps Utah or Idaho 
or Wyoming, with their metals, so essen
tial to national defense? ·Whose turn 
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will it then be next year? Will 1t be 
Maine, perhaps, with her famous fish
eries, or Florida, with her fabulous hotels 
built on reclaimed coastal submerged 
land? 

I believe it proper this afternoon to en
deavor to arouse a reasonable amount 
of interesfamong those representing in
land States who heretofore have thought 
this tidelands issue was something which 
had nothing to do with their States. 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Washington yield? 

Mr. CAIN. Of course, I yield. 
Mr. WELKER. I note the Senator is 

speaking with respect to the Continental 
Shelf lands off the coast of his sovereign 
State. Does the Senator from Wash
ington have anything to say about the 
bill introduced by the junior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MoRsEl which would 
erect the giant Hells Canyon Dam with
in the State of Idaho, and touching the 
State of Oregon, which dam would do 
away, in my opinion, with the private 
power industry of the State of Idaho, and 
in effect permit the Secretary of the In
terior to be the czar of all electric power. 
at least a great portion of the electric 
power, in the Northwest? I should like 
to have the Senator's observation. 

Mr. CAIN. I was on the floor of the 
Senate on a recent day when the junior 
Sena tor from Oregon addressed himself 
to the question of Hells Canyon Dam. 
Until the Senator from Oregon made his 
statement I was not aware that it was 
his intention to speak. 

I may say that I do not know to what 
extent the Senator from Idaho is cor
rect in his present contention, but the 
Senator from Oregon did arouse my 
natural curiosity, and I look forward to 
the coming hearing at which the ques
tion of Hells Canyon Dam in all its full
ness will be thoughtfully explored by a 
committee of the Congress. 

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

Mr. CAIN. · Certainly. 
Mr. WELKER. It has been my ob

servation that the remarks of the jun
ior Senator from Washington in effect 
would suggest to the Senate and to the 
people of the United States that by his 
action the Secretary of the Interior is 
getting his foot in the door with respect 
to the oil and anything else there may 
be in submerged lands off the coast of 
Washington. If the Secretary of the 
Interior could open the door to con
trolling, even in a slight detail, the very 
essential public domain which the jun
ior Senator from Washington feels, I 
think justly, belongs to the sovereign 
State of Washington, then, in the opinion 
of the Senator from Washington, would 
it not be just a little bit more dangerous. 
just a little bit more down the road to
ward socialization of the essential busi
ness and productive capacity of the great 
United States, to have the Secretary of 
the Interior get his foot in the door to 
a CV A or to a public power policy in the 
vast Pacific Northwest? 

Mr. CAIN. There are two things I 
should like to say in response to the 
Senator from Idaho. The first is that 
he indicated that he thought the Secre-

tary of the Interior had gotten his foot 
in the door in the State of Washington. 
I wish to make it very clear that what 
the Secretary of the Initerior did was 
to attempt to get his foot in the door. 
but his foot is presently not there, and. 
to the extent that I can prevent it, the 
Secretary's foot will remain where it be
longs-on the outside. 

With reference to the other portion of 
the observation made by the Senator. 
I should like to say that the question 
of public power in the State of Wash
ington has been before that State for 
many, many years. It has been decided 
in that Commonwealth that private and 
public power interests can live, expand. 
and develop together harmoniously. 
Therefore, I h~we a double interest in 
protecting respectively the rights of both 
private and public power. 

If the Senator from Idaho, with ref
erence to his expression about Hells 
Canyon, was correct or could establish 
with me his feeling as being correct, I 
would strongly oppose any project by 
the Federal Government within the State 
of Idaho, if the Secretary had such au
thority, the purpose and result of which 
would be to destroy the legitimate right 
to an opportunity for private power. I 
would be against any group or any in
dividuals who sought to destroy the re
spective rights of either private or public 
power as they prevail . throughout the 
Pacific Northwest. 

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

Mr. CAIN. Certainly. 
Mr. WELKER. I am sure the junior 

Senator from Washington appreciates 
that I desire to render the best service 
possible to the people of the State of 
Idaho and, through them, to the Nation. 

Mr. CAIN. I am highly conscious of 
that being a fact. 

Mr. WELKER. I am very much 
alarmed by the trend toward socializa
tion of the power industry, and, now, it 
appears, of at least a portion of the oil 
industry. From a beginning with those 
industries, I should like to know why the 
Secretary of the Interior could not, then. 
go into the lead and zinc mines of the 
wonderful Coeur d'Alene district in the 
northern part of the State of Idaho. 
The:r.. where would he go? Would he not 
be traveling down the road toward state 
socialism, as Great Britain has done, with 
the tragic results with which we are 
familiar? I am unable to see the line 
of demarcation or foretell where all this 
is going to lead us. I should like the 
advice and help of the distinguished Sen
a tor from Washington on that matter. 

Mr. CAIN. In the remainder of my 
statement, I shall seek to establish as 
being true that if the Secretary of the 
Interior, without authority, is permitted 
to determine who is entitled to gas and 
oil rights within the State of Washing
ton, he could most logically exercise a 
comparable degree of unwarranted au .. 
thority and power in each and every 
other State of the Union. I think I am 
on sound ground, but one cannot be posi
tive about it. I shall try to explain what 
a logical extension of the doctrine of 
paramount rights would accomplish. not 

only with respect to the oil and gas in
terests, which are the issues at stake in 
Washington, California, Texas, and Lou
isiana, but also with respect to the nat
ural resources of the other 44 States. 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, may I 
interrupt for one further question? 

Mr. CAIN. I am most pleased to yield 
to my friend whenever he requests it. 

Mr. WELKER. I am somewhat famil
iar with the problems of my neighboring 
State of Washington. I am wondering 
whether or not, if the Secretary of the 
Interior is permitted the broad author
ity which I feel he might have under the 
terms of the bill, he could then go into 
the fisheries industry and into the oyster 
beds of the State of Washington, and 
ultimately go into the whole economy, 
or at least a portion of the economy, of 
the sovereign State of Washington. Can 
the Senator from Washington enlighten 
me on that feature? 

Mr. CAIN. I shall try, because I share 
the Senator's concern. I have, as best 
I could, committed to paper my reasons 
in support of the Senator's contention 
that an extension of the doctrine of par
amount power would violate the rights 
of States with respect to all the natural 
resources within their geographical 
boundaries. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Washington yield to 
me? 

Mr. CAIN. I am pleased to do so. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. In view of the in

terchange between the Senator from 
Washington and the Senator from Idaho. 
first with respect to the effect upon fish
eries of the pending legislation, I desire 
to ask the indulgence of the Senator from 
Washington to make it clear that the 
measure which is before the Senate con
tains a specific provision, section 9 of 
Senate Joint Resolution 20, as amended, 
which protects the rights of the coastal 
States with respect to fisheries. There 
is no attempt on the part of the spon
sors of this proposed legislation to take 
anything away from the States. 

SUPREME COURT RULING ON FISHERIES 

I may add that the Supreme Court 
decided in 1948, in the case of Toomer 
against Witsell, that, as between the 
State and an individual, with respect to 
the fisheries, the State has unquestioned 
jurisdiction. 

The sponsors of this joint resolution 
and the Federal Government, the De
partment of the Interior and the De
partment of Justice, insofar as they have 
been consulted with respect to the 
measure, are of exactly the same mind. 
There is nothing in Senate Joint Reso
lution 20, and nothing in the philosophy 
which underlies it, which in my opinion 
invades any rights to which the States 
can now lay claim. I wish to make that 
point clear. 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Washington will yield to 
me, I shall endeavor to reply to the 
Senator from Wyoming, inasmuch as I 
interjected the controversial matter. 

Mr. CAIN. Permit me first to say to 
the distinguished chairman of the com
mittee that my quarrel runs not to the 
chairman of the committee or to his 
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associates on the committee. My pres
ent quarrel runs to the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I understand that. 
Mr. CAIN. I have no reason at all to 

doubt the sincerity of a single word 
which the Senator from Wyoming says 
now or at any other time, because I shall 
always be convinced that he means pre
cisely what he says. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I always endeavor 
to be candid and factual in whatever I 
say. 

Mr. CAIN. But the point before us, in 
part, at any rate, is this: If a Secretary 
of the Interior, representing the admin
istration, is so impatient and careless as 
to endeavor to determine a line of de
marcation when such a line has not .vet 
been established in those cases which 
have benefited from Supreme Court de
cisions, then there is simply nothing 
which that Secretary of the Interior and 
all others of like mind would not attempt 
to do. It is for that reason that the 
junior Senator from Washington seeks, 
as best he may, to give a logical inter
pretation of what an extension of the 
doctrine of paramount rights means to 
the average layman throughout the 
country. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I appreciate what 
the Senator from Washington has said. 
He talked with me on the ftoor of the 
Senate the day after he first inserted in 
the RECORD the letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior. I knew of his deep con
cern, and I felt that he was perfectly 
justified in expressing concern about 
the letter at that time. I have sought 
to obtain some explanation as to what 
brought about the letter. I expect pres
ently to have a formal letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior to present upon 
the ftoor of the Senate. 
SECRETARY ACTED TO PROTECT FEDERAL INTERESTS 

In the meantime, let me say to the 
Senator that this is what I discovered: 
There is land in the State of Washing
ton which belongs to certain Indians. 
Some of that land extends to the shore 
of the sea. I am advised that there came 
to the Secretary of the Interior only 
within the past couple of months or so 
information that an oil well had been 
drilled, or a lease for that purpose was 
sought, upon the Indian reservation. It 
became apparent that other wells had 
been drilled in tidewater areas on the 
open Pacific coast of Washington. 
There was danger that there might pos
sibly be some drainage from the sub
merged lands which, under the Supreme 
Court decision, are held to be within the 
paramount jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government. It was for the purpose of 
protecting Federal interests in the lands 
beneath the open ocean, I understand, 
that the Secretary acted, and not at all 
for the purpose of putting his foot in 
the door, or asserting any extra juris
diction. 

Mr. CAIN. It is a very difficult and 
complicated problem, although there are 
several touches of lightness about it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. If we could not 
put in a touch of lightness occasionally 
it would be a dreary world indeed. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I am be
ginning to be impressed with what ap-

pears to be a fact. Each time the junior 
Senator from Washington makes refer
ence to the letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior to the Governor of the State 
of Washington, or reads excerpts from it, 
the chairman of the committee offers 
another explanation as to why the letter 
was written in the first place. 

I say in all good humor to my friend, 
the chairman of the committee, that on 
yesterday the Department of the Interior 
had not advised the distinguished 
Senator from Wyoming that the line of 
demarcation, as laid down in the Secre
tary's letter, was landward of certain oil 
leases now in operation on the shores of 
Washington State. The distinguished 
Senator from Wyoming, as of yesterday, 
read that letter in my presence, and did 
so most willingly, and it for the first time 
to the Senator's knowledge-not because 
the Department of the Interior had 
thoughtfully called up the Senator from 
Wyoming and had said so-indicated 
that the line of demarcation, which line I 
hold to be illegitimate, would without 
argument or discussion completely void 
r'ghts which the State of Washington 
had assumed it has possessed for a great 
many years. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
think it should be clear in the RECORD 
that the Senator from Wyoming, like 
the Senator from Washington, has a 
great many things to do. I had no op
portunity, after reading the letter into 
the RECORD, of calling upon the Secre
tary of the Interior. · 

I telephoned to the Secretary of the 
Interior and I asked him to look at the 
letter and to be good enough to write me 
about it. I am now advised that a let
ter from him is coming. What has been 
said about it, so far ar I am concerned, 
has been based upon the facts as they 
seem to appear. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to labor this very unusual situa
tion, but it does seem extraordinarily 
strange to me that, in full knowledge 
of the fact that Senate Joint Resolution 
20 was to come before the Senate, after 
it had benefited from long weeks of 
hearings and thought and study by the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs, the Secretary of the Interior did 
not take the chairman of the committee 
into .his confidence and explain to him, 
so that the chairman could answer ques
tions on the ftoor of the Senate, what 
action the Secretary of the Interior in
tended to take against the sovereign 
State of Washington. I am completely 
puzzled by that situation. I wage this 
attack from my point of view because, 
although I have all the trust that is re
quired for the distinguished Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY], I take 
it to be that the Secretary of the In
terior would as ruthlessly run over the 
rights of the Senator from Wyoming as 
the Secretary of the Interior presently 
seeks to destroy what I believe to be 
rights of t:._e State of Washington. I 
have no intention of permitting the Sec
retary of the Interior to do that to my 
good friend the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I thank the Sen
ator from Washington for his concern. 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Washington yield for one 
more observation? 

Mr. CAIN. Certainly, 
Mr. WELKER. I should like to clarify 

matters for my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Wyoming. As the Senator 
has observed, I was the one who injected 
into the debate the question of the fish
eries and oyster beds. I did it because 
of my concern with respect to the pyra
miding of big government, and the tend
ency, whether it be a bureau or a de
partment, to go so far afield that pri
vat e enterprise might well be usurped 
and done away with. I wanted to make 
that observation to my friend from 
W ·oming because I think it should be 
discussed in this debate. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I quite agree with 
the Senator from Idaho, and I share 
his concern about the expansion of big 
government. I have stated for years 
without number that unless we find a 
way to stake out the .responsibilities and 
powers of great corporations with re
spect to their activities it will be diffi
cult indeed to prevent the continued 
growth of big government. I am against 
big government. By every vote and ever~ 
argument I have made on the ftoor and 
in committee I have sought . to put re
straints upon its expansion. 

INABILITY TO CONTROL GIANT CORPORATIONS 

However, I believe we must all recog
nize the fact that some private organ
izations are of a collectivist character, 
in that they are collective organizations 
of stockholders and workers. They oper
ate throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. They operate in a strato
sphere which is far above that in which 
we walk, breathe, and have our being, 
and which neither State legislatures nor 
the Congress itself frequently is able to 
control. 

I seek only to have regulation in the 
public interest, so that private enter
prise and individual enterprise may con
tinue undisturbed. 

STATE CONTROL OF FISHERms 

Section 9, which we wrote into the 
joint resolution, reads as follows: 

SEC. 9. The United States consents that 
the respective States may regulate, manage, 
and administer the taking, conservation, and 
development of all fish, shrimp, oysters, 
clams, crabs, lobsters, sponges, kelp, and 
other marine animal and plant life within 
the area of the submerged lands of the 
Continental Shelf lying within the seaward 
boundary of any State, in accordance with 
applicable State law. 

In that section we feel that we were 
giving complete recognition to the power 
of a State within the State's boundaries. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I have lis
tened with respect to the comments of 
the distinguished Senator from Wyo
ming which he has made against private 
groups that have collectivist tendencies. 
The Senator from Wyoming is against 
such groups. The Senator from Wash
ington wishes to associate himself with 
his conferee in that respect. However, 
the Senator from Wash!ngton goes one 
step further. He is equally antagonistic 
to public groups which are possessed of 
what he conceives to be collectivist 
tendencies. 



195~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 2095 
With all seriousness, I must return 

again and again to the letter of the 
Cecretary of the Interior to the Gov
ernor of the State of Washington, and 
say that it evidences collectivist tenden
cies, because the Secretary of the Inte
rior was um.Ietured by the absence of 
a court decision, and not the least in
terested in what a court was finally to 
determine with regard to the rights of 
the sovereign State of Washington. · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. If the Senator 
from Washington will yield I shall make 
only one additional comment. 

Mr. CAIN. I shall be very pleased to 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 
In what remains of my remarks at any 
time that the Senator from Wyoming 
sees fit to interject an observation I shall 
welcome his doing so. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator from 
Washington is very kind. I was merely 
going to observe that I really see noth
ing in the Secretary's letter that opens 
it to a charge of collectivist tendencies. 
The situation in which we find ourselves 
is that certain coastal States have been 
exercising governmental authority to 
lease lands submerged by the open ocean 
which the States claim. 

Mr. CAIN. That is correct. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. And the Federal 

Government, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court in these three cases, has 
been held to have paramount power in 
those areas. 

I have seen, and indeed have received, 
letters which asserted that the granting 
of leases by the Federal Government was 
somehow or other an aspect of creeping 
socialism; and in some instances · those 
letters came from officials of States 
which themselves were granting leases. 

NO CREEPING SOCIALISM 

I confess that I see no difference be
tween a State government's claiming 
ownership and granting leases and the 
Federal Government's doing the same 
thing. There is no creeping socialism in 
either one or the other. 

With respect to the comment which 
has been provoked upon this floor by 
~ason of the Hells Canyon Dam bill, 
i..:,embers of the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs will assure the Sen
ator from Washington, I am confident, 
that the chairman of that cc;mmittee on 
repeated occasions has stated that in his 
belief the time has come when the ap
propriate committees of Congress--and 
I think the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs is one-should make a 
study of this very intricate and complex 
problem, so that we may preserve to in
dividuals who desire it the opportunity 
to enter the field of power, and we 
should be very careful to see to it that 
that door of opportunity is not closed 
either by combinations of big power com
panies or by public power operations. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I thought 
I had made myself clear in saying to 
the Senator from Idaho, who gave rise 
to the question, that I was not properly 
informed regarding all the facets of the 
Hells Canyon Dam question, but that I, 
as the Senator from Wyoming has just 
expressed himself, am in complete op
position to either pr ivate or public 
groups which seek without justification 

to drive either one of the parties out 
of business. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. In other words, 
we are getting down to agreement that 
we are opposed to either private or pub
lic monopoly in any field of endeavor 
where such monopoly is not essential. 

Mr. CAIN. We have said that on re
peated occasions. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to 
badger, if that is the correct word, the 
distinguished chairman of the commit
tee. However, I am reminded that a 
minute ago he said that, in his opinion, 
in the letter the Secretary of the Depart
ment of the Interior wrote to .the Gov
ernor of the State of Washington, there 
was no evidence of a collectivist tend
ency. 

My feeling about that matter is that 
if the Governor of the State of Wash
ington and others in authority were so 
lax as to permit the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out the intentions 
which he expressed so clearly in his let
ter of mid-February, the result would 
undeniably be collectivism. 

Mr. President, the nationalization 
zealots in the Department of the Inte
rior are, in my opinion, far too clever 
to tip their hand all at once. By slowly 
chewing up one State at a time, they 
are avoiding the explosion of public in
dignation that would logically follow any 
attempt to swallow in one giant gulp the 
natural resources of all 48 States. 

These persons are playing a cautious 
and skillful game for tremendous 
stakes-control of the natural resources 
and wealth of the Nation. Their pa
tience and skill would do credit to the 
masters of political corruption in the 
Kremlin, who also believe that the na
tional government should own all natu
ral resources everywhere. 

What is this "paramount power" that 
the Interior Department claims to pos
sess? We must not look for it in the 
Constitutio.a or in laws passed by Con
gress. We shall not find it in either 
source. 

In;.;tead, we must look at the Supreme 
Court's tidelands decision against Cali
fornia. Perhaps others would be dis
turbed and moved to action if the doc
trine created there were now being di
rectly applied to their State and were 
undermining its constitutional founda
tion. 

Under the Constitution, Mr. President, 
the Federal Government used to be re
quired to condemn property it could not 
acquire otherwise for national purposes. 
That was fair, for the fifth amendment 
guaranteed the owners of such property 
due process of law and just compensa
tion. 

Under the strange and dangerous 
"paramount power" doctrine, this con
stitutional procedure is no longer re
quired. All the Federal Government has 
to do is what the Secretary of the Inte
rior is attempting to do right now to 
Washington, namely, merely to assert-
that is all he has done; he has asserted
a claim of "paramount rights, full do
minion and power." 

At the moment the Secretary of the 
Interior has said that the right shall run 
to only two natural resources, gas and 

oil. What that Secretary may say to
morrow, I am not qualified to judge. 

Using the State of Washington as an 
ex~mple, there has been no due process 
of law in the form of direct court action 
and there has been no offer of just com
pensation. Mr. President, just by the 
mere assertion of "paramount power,'' 
your State, too, might be stripped of any 
lands and natural resources for which 
the Interior Department happens to lust. 

If you find this hard to believe, Mr. 
President, analyze the Supreme Court's 
decision. Minus the legal frills, it runs 
like this: 

First. Fighting wars is the paramount 
responsibility of the Federal Govern
ment. States cannot fight wars alone. 

Second. It is the Federal Govern
ment's paramount responsibility to pro
tect the Nation from dangers incident 
to its location and from wars raged on 
or too near its coasts. 

Th;.rd. To do this, it must have pow
ers of dominion and regulation. 

From this, the Court slides mysteri
ously into this amazing conclusion: 
Whatever of value may be discovered in the 
seas next to its shores and within its pro
tective belt, will most naturally be appro
priated for its use. 

In this age of air power and guided 
missiles, our military authorities tell us 
that no area in the United States is safe 
from attack. Our common sense con
curs. No one world seriously contend 
that the Nation's protective belt is con
fined just to Washington, California, 
Tex~.s. and Louisiana, or just to the 
coastal States alone. 

Obviously, the Federal Government's 
paramount responsibility to protect the 
Nation applies to every square foot of 
land in the Nation; and going hand-in
hand with this paramount responsibility 
are the Federal Government's para
mount rights, full dominion and power, 
which, according to the Supreme Court, 
enable it to appropriate wl.atever of 
value may be discovered within its pro
tective belt. 

Is it any wonder that dissenting Jus
tice Frankfurter thinks this paramount 
power applies to uranium whether lo
cated in Colorado, Utah, Idaho, Mon
tana, New Mexico, Wyoming, Kentucky, 
or Tennessee? Is it any wonder that 
dissenting Justice Reed thinks this con
fiscatory power extends to every river, 
farm, mine, and factory in the Nation? 

Mr. President, I am not possessed of a 
legal background or a legal mind. These 
two Justices, Justice Frankfurter and 
Justice Reed, are. Before we make 
haste to take action on Senate Joint 
Resolution 20, I think we had better give 
considered thought to the dissents to the 
doctrine of paramount rights as written 
and expressed by Justice Frankfurter 
and Justice Reed. 

Between the two, they have said and 
have restated that the confiscatory power 
inherent in the doctrine of paramount 
rights extends to every river, farm, mine, 
and factory, as well as to every square 
foot of land, whatever its character, 
throughout our Nation. 

What other States have natural re
sources '17hich the Interior Department 
might consider necessary, in the Court's 
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words, "to preserve that peace" which 
is the "paramount responsibility" of the 
Federal Government? To make sure 
that the rich oil deposits in California's 
submerged coastal lands would be taken 
over under this definition, the Supreme 
Court specifically mentioned that they 
might be the subject of a war. 

I trust that my colleagues will share 
my concern when they learn what nat
ural resources in their States the Secre
tary of the Interior believes are subject 
to his "paramount power." I hope the 
information I am about to offer will 
arouse the citizens of all 48 States to 
demand that the Interior Department's 
plan to confiscate their properties be 
stopped, and stopped fast, at this session 
of the Congress. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to insert in the RECORD as a part of 
my remarks at this point a list of some 
minerals in all of the States which has 
been compiled from official Interior De
partment records. These minerals are 
officially described by the Interior De
partment as "necessary for the welfare 
and security of the United States and a 
free world." Thus, they come within the 
scope of the Federal Government's 
"paramount rights, full dominion, and 
power" and are subject to Federal con
fiscation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

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

MAJOR MINERALS AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
BY STATES 

WYOMING 

Oil in these fields: Big Sand Draw, Byron
Garland, Elk Basin, Hamilton Dome, Leist 
Soldier-Wertz, Frannie, Lance Creek, Oregon 
Basin, and Salt Creek. 

Coal in these counties: Campbell, Carbon, 
Converse, and Sheridan. 

NEW MEXICO 

Oil 1n these fields: Eunice, Monument, 
Hobbs, Arrowhead, Vacuum, and Maljamar. 

Copper ores in these districts: Central (in
cluding Santa Rita), Lordsburg, and Burro 
Mountain. · 

ALABAMA 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands and the 
counties of Mobile, Baldwin, and Escambia. 

Coal in these counties: Bibb, Blount, Jef
ferson, St. Clair, Tuscaloosa, and Walker. 

ARIZONA 

Copper and zinc ores in these districts: 
Copper Mountain (Morenci), Globe-Miami, 
Ajo, Pioneer (Superior), Mineral Creek (Ray). 
Verde (Jerome), Warren (Bisbee), Eureka 
(Bagdad), Big Bug, Pima, Old Hat, Cochise, 
and Aravaipa. 

Copper and zinc ores in these mines : Cop
per Queen, Iron Cornelia, Inspiration, Miami, 
Castle Dome, Magma, Ray Mines, and Bagdad. 

ARKANSAS 

Oil in these fields: Atlanta, Schuler, 
Smackover, Magnolia, Midway, Stephens, 
McKamie, and Dorcheat-Macedonia. 

Coal in these counties: Franklin, Johnson, 
Logan, Pope, Scott, and Sebastian. 

COLORADO 

Oil in these fields: Rangely, Wilson Creek. 
and Iles. 

Zinc ores in the Eagle and Kokomo Unit 
mines and in these districts: Red Cliff, Ten 
Mile, California (Leadville), Upper San 
Miguel, Tomichi, Sneffels, and Animas. 

CONNECTICUT 

011 in all coastal submerged lands. 
Sand and gravel deposits. 

DELAWARE 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands. 
Sand and gravel deposits. 

FLORIDA 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands. 
Phosphate rock. 

GEORGIA 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands. 
Cement. 

IDAHO 

Lead and zinc ores in these mines: Bunker 
Hill and Sullivan, Page, Star, Morning, and 
Sherman. · · 

Lead and zinc ores in these districts: Yre
ka. Hunter. and Lelande. 

ll.LINOIS 

011 in these fields: Clay City, Louden, New 
Harmony-Keensburg, Sailor Springs, Salem 
and East Inman. 

Coal in these counties: FUlton, Knox, 
Perry, Randolph, Williamson, Grundy and 
Will. 

INDIANA 

Coal and oil in these counties: Pike, War
rick, Clay, Sullivan, Knox, Daviess, Posey 
and Gibson. · 

IOWA 

Coal in these counties: Marion, Mahaska, 
Wapello, Van Buren, Jasper and Monroe. 

Cement. 
KANSAS 

Oil in these counties: Wabaunsee, Phll
llps, Rooks, Barton, Ellis, Stafford and But
ler. The entire scope of these fields should 
be included: Trapp, Silica-Raymond, Kraft
Prusa, Bemis-Shutts, Burnett and Bloomer. 

Cement. 
KENTUCKY 

Coal in these counties: Hopkins, Muhlen
berg, Ohio, Webster, Daviess, Boyd and Clay. 

Fluorspar in the counties of Crittenden 
and Livingston and including these mines: 
Blue, Commodore, Delhi-Babb, . Keystone, 
Pigmy, Tabb No. 1 and Yandell No. 22. 

MAINE 

Marine life in all coastal waters and sub
merged lands including all fish, shrimp, oys
ters, clams, crabs, lobsters, sponges and kelp. 

Cement. 
MARYLAND 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands. 
Marine life in all coastal waters and sub

merged lands including all fish, shrimp, oys
ters, clams, crabs, lobsters, sponges and kelp. 

MASSACHUSETI'S 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands. 
Marine life in all coastal waters and sub

merged lands including all fish. shrimp, oys
ters, clams, crabs, lobsters. sponges and kelp. 

MICHIGAN 

Iron ore in the Marquette and Gogebic 
ranges and including these mines: Mather, 
Maas, Genev2., Anvil - Palms - Keweenaw, 
Athens and Penokee. 

Copper in these mines: Calumet and Hecla 
Consolidated, Quincy and Champion. 

MINNESOTA 

Iron ore in the Mesabi and Cuyuna ranges 
and including these mines: Hull Rust, 
Rouchleau, Mahoning, Monoroe-Tener, Sher
man, Mountain Iron, Gross Marble, Walker, 
Kevin, Hill-Trumbell, Gilbert, Hill Annex, 
Pillsbury, Mississippi, Hawkins and Canton. 

Manganese ore in the Cuyuna range. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Oil in all coastal submerged lands and in 
these fields: Tinsley, Mallalieu, Brookha;ven, 
Cranfield, La Grange, Baxterville, and Heidel
berg. 

Natural gas in these fields: Gwin ville, Bax
terville, Carthage, Soso, Sandy Hook, Hub, 
Jackson, and Fayette. 

MISSOURI 

Lead ores in these mines: Federal, Lead
wood, Mine La Motte, Bonne Terre, Madison, 
and Desloge. 

Coal in these counties: Macon, Henry, Cal
laway, Bates, Barton, Vernon, Randolph, St. 
Clair, and Monroe. 

MONTANA 

Oil in these fields: Elk Basin, Cut bank, 
Big Wall, Kevin-Sunburst, Pondera, Ragged 
Point, and Regan. 

Copper ores in these counties: Silver Bow, 
Park, Madison, Lewis and Clark, Cascade, 
Beaverhead, and Sanders. 

NEBRASKA 

Cement. 
Sand and gravel. 

NEVADA 

Copper ore in these districts: Yellow Pine, 
Delano, Mountain City, Battle Mountain, 
Jack Rabbit, Pioche, and Robinson. 

Zinc ores in these districts: Yellow Pine, 
Railroad, Ruby Range, Spruce Mountain, Eu
reka, Battle Mountain, Comi?t, Jack Rabbit, 
Pioche, and Tero Piute. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Sand and gravel. 
Beryllium ore. 

NEW JERSEY 

Zinc ore throughout the State and in
cluding the Franklin and Sterling Hill mine. 

Sand and gravel. 

NEW YORK 

Iron ore in these areas: Mineville, Lyon 
Mountain, Degrasse, Star Lake, and Oneida 
County. 

Oil in all fields. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Sand and gravel. 
Talc and pyrophyllite. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
· Coal. 
Sand and gravel. 

OHIO 
'· 

Coal particularly in these counties: Bel
mont, Columbiana, Harrison, Jefferson, Mus
kingum, Noble, Perry, Stark, and Athens. 

Lime. 
OKLAHOMA 

011 in all fields, including Velma, Sholem
Alchem, Oklahoma City, Cement, Burbank, 
Cumberland, Cushing, and Seminole. 

Coal in all counties, including Rogers, Ok
mulgee, Muskogee, Latimer, Coal, Haskell, and 
Tulsa. 

OREGON 

Sand and gre.vel. 
Gold in the counties of Baker, Curry, 

Grant, Jackson, Josephine, Lane, and Union 
and including these districts: Canyon, Bo
hemia, Cracker Creek, and Green Mountain. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Coal and oil. 
RHODE ISLAND 

Sand and grP.vel. 
Graphite. 

Cement. 
Vermiculite. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Gold in St. Lawrence County and including 
these mines: Homestake, Portland, Dakota. 
Clinton, Two Johns, ann Trojan. 

Sand and gravel. 
TENNESSEE 

Coal in th<'se counties: Marlon, Grundy, 
Campbell, Claiborne, Van Buren, Sequatch1ea 
and Scott. 

Cement. 
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UTAH 

Copper and zinc in these counties: Salt 
Lake, Juab, Tooele, Wasatch, Utah, Beaver, 
Summit, Washington, and Piute. 

VERMONT 
Asbestos in the Lowell area. 
Copper in the Orange County area. 

vmGINIA 
Coal in these counties: Buchanan, Russell, 

Tazewell, and Wise. 
Cement. 

WEST vmGINIA 
Coal in all counties, including: Harrison, 

Fayette, Barbour, Brooke, Mingo, Mercer, and 
Raleigh. · 

Oil in all fields, including Silverton field. 

WISCONSIN 
Sand and gravel. 
Iron ore in the Gogebic district and in

cluding the Montreal Mine. 

Mr. CAIN. :W...r. President, it will be 
noted that I have listed only two of the 
major minerals being produced in each 
State. In every case there are others im
portantly essential to national defense. 

However, since the Federal Govern
ment has established a pattern of trying 
to confiscate only two resources-oil and 
gas-in the four States presently under 
attack, I assume the same pattern will 
carry through to the other States as they 
are attacked. If so, the Secretary of the 
Interior could argue with some logic 

. that national defense is a burden com
mon to all 48 States and should be 
shared equally by them. 

Senate Joint Resolution 20, now be
fore the Senate as a national defense 
matter, certainly does not distribute this 
common burden equitably. It singles 
out two resources-oil and gas-in only 
four States for permanent Federal con
trol. It is discriminatory on its face. 

Senate Joint Resolution 20 also would 
give congressional recognition to the 
strange and dangerous doctrine of 
"paramount rights, full dominion and 
power." such congressional approval 
would give the Interior Department en
couragement to proceed immediately 
with a Nation-wide program of collectivi
zation and nationalization of all basic 
natural resources of all 48 States. 

Because Senate Joint Resolution 20 
appears to me to be discriminatory and 
dangerous, I oppose it as vigorously as 
I can. I hope my colleagues, in the inter
est of preserving constitutional guaran
ties protecting private property and 
States' rights, will also oppose it. 

Senate bill 940, introduced by the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Florida 
[Mr. HOLLAND] and 34 other Senators, 
including myself, would restore the law 
to what it was before this deliberate at
tempt to destroy States' rights began. 
It also would immediately clear the way 
for the full resumption of oil develop
ment and production in the States' sub
merged coastal lands-something the 
States have demonstrated they can do 
more quickly, efficiently, and profitably 
than the Federal Government. 

I urge my colleagues to enact Senate 
bill 940 into law quickly, as a substitute, 

and over a Presidential veto, if that ac
tion becomes necessary. Mr. President, 
I yield the floor. 

THE HELLS CANYON PROJECT 

During the delivery of Mr. CAIN'S 
speech, 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, I have 
hereto! ore addressed myself to the Sen
ator from Washington with respect to 
certain features of the Hells Canyon 
bill. I want the Senate to know that I 
am trying to study that bill with par
ticular interest, without partisan politics, 
and without a desire to be pressurized by 
any person, regardless of which side of 
the controversy he may take. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the body of the RECORD at this 
point as a part of my remarks, and fol
lowing the remarks of the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. CAIN], a letter from Mr. 
Carl H. Swanstrom, attorney and coun
sellor at law, of Council, Idaho, dated 
March 8, 1952, and addressed to me. It 
sets forth the writer's philosophy with 
respect to the Hells Canyon project. 

I may say to the Senate that Mr. 
Swanstrom is known to me to be a life
long Democrat, a man who has taken an 
active part in the work of the Demo
cratic Party within the State of Idaho. I 
appreciate his remarks to me as con
tained in this letter. They are the pro
found observations of a very learneq 
man, who is thinking of the welfare of 
his country, rather than in terms of po
litical or pressure philosophy. I ask that 
the letter be printed in the RECORD fol
lowing my remarks, and at the conclu
sioc of the remarks of the Senator from 
Washington. 

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

COUNCIL, IDAHO, March 8, 1952. 
DEAR HERMAN: I note by today's paper that 

Senator MORSE has introduced the Hells Can
yon Act and accompanied it with an impas
sioned plea for its approval. 

My notion about this project has not al
tered and I feel there are quite a number of 
folks here who were favorable to it when first 
proposed but now feel entirely different about 
it. That is something from a group of people 
living alongside such a gigantic project and 
who, reasonably, might be expected to profit 
most by it. , 

If there should come a time and place when 
the voice of a very small pebble from the 
folks back home might be heard to advantage, 
I would be glad to speak up. Before the high
powered public power advocates I might make 
a sorry witness but somehow I have always 
felt that sincerity of belief overcomes a lot of 
deficiencies in coping with that sort of stuff. 

As I remarked in my former letter, we must 
start at home on projects of this sort, other
wise there can be no real merit in our roar 
about other follies committed farther away. 
Hells Canyon looks awfully attractive to peo
ple in certain businesses at nearby points and 
the immediate benefits during construction, 
or, possibly, from resulting tourist trade, 
blind them to the long-term picture of im
possible Federal debt, to still further Govern
ment controls and to a one-man dictatorship 
of 90 percent of the electric power of the 
Northwest. 

We have a very-small-business man here 
who has been red hot for the Hells Canyon 
project-(he bought up every lot in town he 
could get tied up )-and when I asked him if 
Federal control of power was such a wonder
ful thing for this area, why wouldn't it be 
even better to have Uncle Sam run the rail
road, the sawmill, the bank and take over our 
farm and livestock industry as well, he had no 
answer except to say "Well, that's different," 
which is about as good an explanation as we 
can get from the boys who are leading the 
pack. 

Best regards, 
CARL. 

PURCHASES OF SURPLUS WAR MATE
RIALS BY DES MOINES UNIVERSITY 
OF LA WSONOMY 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a letter dated January 31, 
1952, addressed to Mr. Jess Larson, in 
which I requested information regard
ing a certain transaction in which his 
agency has been engaged. 

I have been advised that the reply to 
my letter was prepared last Tuesday and 
was available for Mr. Larson's signature. 
I understand that a copy of the letter 
was submitted to a Democratic Member 
of the Senate on last Friday, and has 
been awaiting clearance in order that I 
might receive a reply to my letter. 

I most respectfully ask Mr. Larson to 
expedite the clearance of the reply to my 
letter with the Democratic National 
Committee if he thinks that is necessary. 

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

JANUARY 31, 1952. 
Mr. JESS LARSON, 

Administrator, General Services Ad
ministration, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. LARSON: I understand that the 
Des Moines University of Lawsonomy, Des 
Moines, Iowa, has purchased a substantial 
amount of surplus war materials at the 
usual educational institution discount. 

Please furnish me with a list of the sales 
which have been made to this institution, 
including a list of the materials, the total 
cost to the Government, the sales price, and 
the percentage discounts allowed, along 
with the net amount received by the Gov
ernment. 

Who are the operators of this university, 
and is the material being used by the uni
versity strictly for education purposes? 

Yours sincerely, 
JOHN J. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS subsequently said: 
Mr. President, earlier this afternoon I 
inserted in the RECORD a letter dated 
January 31, which I addressed to Mr. Jess 
Larson, whom I criticized for not for
warding more directly to me his reply. 

Since that time I have received the 
reply, which was sent to me by special 
messenger. 

I wish to express to Mr. Larson my 
appreciation and at the same time to ex
press the hope that in the future replies 
will come more promptly. 

I request that this statement be 
printed in the RECORD following the 
statement I made earlier this afternoon 
regarding this matter. 
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There being no objection, the letter 

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
as follows: 

GENERAL SERVICES AnMINIS'I'RATION, 
Washington D. C., March 7, 1952. 

Hon. JoHN J. WILLIAMS, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR WILLIAMS: As I advised you 

by letter of February 6, 1952, I directed r-:...y 
Compliance Division to obtain the informa
tion you requested concerning surplus prop
erty acquired by the Des Moines Universit y 
of Lawsonomy, Des Moines, Iowa. 

The Compliance Division has completed a. 
check of the records of War Assets Adminis
tration and has determined that disposals 
were made to this institution on 7 docu
ments numbered 31063'55, 3106356, 3106357, 
3106358, and 4780865, 4780920, 4780928. 
Phot ostat copies of these documents are en
closed, and it is believed they reflect all the 
data you request ed, with the exception of 
the acquisition costs and the net amounts 
received by the Government. This infor
mation is furnished you in an additional 
enclosure. 

You will opserve that discounts of 40 per
cent and ~5 percent were granted this inst i
tution on its purchases. These discounts 
were allowed as the result of the assignment 
of certification symbol 13-F- 2R to this insti
tution by the Educationa: Agency for Surplus 
and Excess Property of the State of Iowa, 
indicating that the Des Moines University 
of Lawsonomy was eligible to purchase sur
plus property at a discount. 

In December 1948 the War Assets Adminis
tration was advised by the county attorney of 
Polk County, Iowa, that this school had been 
denied tax exemption as a nonprofit edu
cational institution by the local authorities, 
although it had been exempt from Federal 
income tax by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. Inquiries were then initiated to de
termine the qualifications of the university 
to purchase surplus property at discounts 
allowed educational institutions. 

During the course of this inquiry Public 
Law 152 was enacted transferring compliance 
responsibility in such cases to the Federal 
Security Agency which, I am informed, has 
been conducting an investigation to deter
mine the manner in which the university 
utilized the surplus property. It is my un
derstanding that the Federal Security Agency 
has referred its findings to the Department 
of Justice for such action as may be neces
sary to protect the interest of the Govern
ment. 

I trust this information is sufficient for 
your purposes. 

Sincerely yours, 
JESS LARSON, . 

Administrator. 

Breakdown of purchases made by Des Moines 
Uni versity of Lawsonomy, Des Moines~ 
Iowa, from War Assets Administration 

Sales Acquisi· Total ac- Net amount 
Docu- Item quisition received by 
ment tion cost cost Government 

3106355 1 $12, 454. 00 
2 1, 275.00 
3 280. 32 
4 280. 32 
5 48~ . 70 
6 735. 00 
7 6, 790. 00 
8 7, 1)93. 00 
9 217. &O 

10 6,827. 50 
11 1,300. 00 
12 581. 38 
13 7, 726. 00 
14 8,864. 01 
15 1, 033. 40 
16 16, 35'!. 44 
17 7, 398. 57 

Breakdown of purchases made by Des Moines 
University of Lawsonomy, Des Moines, 
Iowa, from War Assets Administration
Continued 

Sales Acquisi- Total ac- Net amount 
Docu- Item quisition received by 
ment tion cost cost Government 

3106355 18 $7, 398. 57 
19 7, Ofi7. 54 
20 2, 290. 00 
21 8, 218. 00 
22 2, 90.'i.OO 
23 4, 955. 00 
24 6, 982. 00 
25 4, 701. 54 
26 14, 379. 10 
'Z1 8, 562.10 

$147, 959. 29 $1, 764. 76 
3106356 l 2, 900. 00 

2 484. 02 
3,384. 02 83. 69 

3106357 1 2, 903.00 
2 2, 903. 00 

5, 806. 00 38. 86 
i.106358 1 1, 500. 00 

1,500. 00 48. 90 
4780920 1 25, 135. 00 

2 2,445. 00 
3 2,445. 00 

30,025. 00 340. 38 
4780928 1 445. 00 

2 6, 798.00 
7, 243.00 74. 10 

4780865 1 8, 500.00 
8,500. 00 2,·129. 40 

Grand 
total ac-
quisi· 
tioncost. 204, 417. 31 4, 480. 09 

AMENDMENT OF HOUSING ACT OF 1949 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent, out of order, to 
introduce a bill for appropriate refer· 
ence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
STENNIS in the chair). Without objec
tion, the bill will be received and re
f erred to the appropriate committee. 

The bill <S. 2839) to continue beyond 
June 30, 1953, authority to make funds 
available for loans and grants under 
title V of the Housing Act of 1949, intro
duced by Mr. SPARKMAN, was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section l, the 
Housing Act of 1949, approved July 15, 1949, 
is hereby amended as follows: (a) In the 
first sentence of section 511 immediately 
following the phrase "July 1, 1951" strike 
the word "and" and insert at the end of the 
sentence just before the period a comma 
and the language "and such additional sums 
on and after July 1, 1953, as the Congress 
m ay from time to time determine." (b) At 
the end of section 512 just before the period 
insert a comma and the language "and to 
make additional commit ments on and after 
July 1, 1953, for additional contributions 
aggregating not more than $2,000,000 per 
annum." (c) In section 513 just before the 
last semicolon in sert a comma and the lan
guage "and such further amounts on and 
after July l, 1953, as the Congress may from 
time to time determine." 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, the 
bill I have introduced proposes to amend 
and extend certain sections of Public 
Law i. 71 of the Eighty-first Congress. 
That law for the first time provided a 
housing program for farmers. The pro
gram was established on a rather ex
perimental basis, for only three fiscal 
years, and we provided that appropria
tions might be made to carry out the 

commitments during those three fiscal 
years. That has but one more fiscal year 
to run. Therefore, I have felt it essen
_tial that this Congress take action to 
extend it, in order that proper authoriza
tions may be made, so the purpose of the 
bill which I have introduced is to extend 
that law. · 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed in the body of the 
RECORD at this point an explanation of 
exactly what the bill I have introduced 
seeks to do. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the expla
nation was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
EXPLANATION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 

SECTIONS 511, 512, AND 513 OF THE HOUSING 
ACT OF 1949, AS AMENDED 
Section 511 of the PUblic Law 171, Eighty

first Congress, approved July 15, 1949, au
thorized the Secretary of Agriculture to bor
row from the Secretary of the Treasury such 
sums as the Oongress might determine for 
the purpose of making loans under Farm 
Housing Title of certain specified amounts 
on and after July 1, 1949, July 1, 1950, July 
1, 1951, and July l, 1952. These provisions 
constituted the basic authority for annual 
appropriations. There is no provision con
stituting such authority for appropriations 
after the fiscal year 1953 for additional loans 
for farm housing and other farm buildings. 

It is the purpose of the amendment to 
section 511 to provide the necessary basic 
authority for annual appropriations for the 
continuation of the loans for farm housing 
and other farm buildings under this act. 

In connection with loans made under sec
tion 503 of the act, the Secretary is au
thorized to make commitments for con
tributions, in the form of credits on bor
rowers' notes, under certain specified condi
tions. This authority is described in terms 
of authority to execute contributio:Q. agree
ments aggregating not to exceed certain 
specified amounts on and after July 1, 1949, 
and July 1 of each of the years 1950, 1951, 
and 1952, respectively. There is no authori
zation to enter into agreements after the 
fiscal year 1953 for contributions in con
·nection with section 503 loans. The pro
posed amendment would make the authority 
for contribution agreements permanent leg
islation. 

Section 513 of the act constitutes the basic 
authority for appropriations to the Secretary 
of Agriculture when necessary to mat ch the 
credits made on borrowers notes u n der sec
tion 503 so that the Secretary of Agriculture 
will be in a position to repay his obligation 
to the Secretary of the Treasury on bor
rowings under section 511. Section 513 also 
authorizes the appropriations of certain 
specified sums for grants under section 504 
(a) and for loans for temporary improve
ments and for enlargement and development 
of farms under section 504 (b). This au
thorization is limited to specific amounts for 
the fiscal years 1950, 1951, 1952, and 1953. 
There is no authority for appropriations for 
the purposes Of section 513 after t he fiscal 
year 1953. The proposed amendmen t would 
provide such basic authority. 

The provision in sect ion 513c, for such 
further appropriations as may be necessary, 
covers only administrative expenses, techni
cal services, and research, but it is in the 
nature of permanent authorization for an
nual appropriations for such purposes and 
needs no extension. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I 
should like to call the attention of the 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 2099 
Senate to the fact that in 2 years of 
successful operation farmers have ob
tained under this law approximately 
11,750 loans, aggregating $53,115,000. In 
my State of Alabama, 580 loans have been 
made, totaling $2,650,000. It has not 
only been good for the farmers, but it 
has also proved a sound financial opera
tion. 

Speaking &.gain of the experience with
in my State of ·Alabama, 98 percent of 
the farmers in that State who have ob
tained these loans have met their pay
ments, and the other 2 percent are, on 
an average, less than $200 in arrears. I 
believe that any businessman will agree 
that this is a very fine financial record. 

The program is intended for farmers 
who cannot obtain loans from banks and 
other lending institutions. With a 4 
percent loan for a period as long as 33 
years, a farmer is a'._le to build a new 
home or to modernize his old one, and 
to construct new farm buildings, in or
der to make his farm more profitable. 

We have long had an effective housing 
program for urban areas. The farmer 
ought to have the same privileges under 
Federal housing legislation as the city 
dweller. The first farm home loan in 
the United States under this law was 
made to a young man, a veteran of World 
War II, living in Jackson County, Ala. 
It was my pleasure to be present at the 
closing of that loan. Veterans, especial
ly, have .benefited under the program. 
They are receiving nearly 40 percent of 
all the loans which are being made. 

Mr. President, according to the 1950 
census, there is ~ critical need for the 
farm-housing program. The census re
ported that more than one-fifth of 
America's 6,500,000 farm dwellings are in 
a dilapidated condition. More than 
three-fourths of all farm houses lack 
hot water, private bath, and toilet facili
ties. 

I could go on and enumerate many 
other deficiencies in housing on the 
farms. In speaking of slum areas we 
nearly always think of them as applying 
only to urban areas, but we have but 
to look at the census figures to realize 
that some of the most critical housing 
needs are in farm areas. 

Mr. President, the law has been in op
eration nearly 2 years, and it has oper
ated well; it has been highly successful. 
I believe it should be extended as a per
manent part of our over-all housing pro
gram, and it is for that purpose that I 
have introduced the bill, S. 2839. 

MINERAL LEASES ON CERTAIN SUB
MERGED LANDS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20), to 
provide for the continuation of oper
ations under certain mineral leases is
sued by the respective States covering 
submerged lands of the Continental 
Shelf, to encourage the continued de
velopment of such leases, to provide for 
the protection of the interests of the 
United States in the oil and gas de
posits of said lands, and for other pur
poses. 

XCVIll-133 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question recurs on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEYJ. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, may I ask 
the Senator from Wyoming if he ac
cepts the amendment which I offered? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. As I stated to the 
Senator earlier in the day, I should be 
very glad to accept the amendment with 
the modification which the Senator sug
gested. 

Mr. LONG. We were unable to agree 
on that. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I thought the 
Senator and I had agreed that it would 
be a very helpful thing, in view of the 
accumulation of work upon all Members 
of Congress, if we had the benefit of the 
work which has been done by the special 
master appointed by the Supreme Court 
to take evidence. I should be very 
happy to accept the amendment if it 
were preceded by a statement to the ef
fect that when the special master's re
port shall have been received by the Su
preme Court and his recommendations 
shall have been made, Congress shall 
then act, adopting the language of the 
Senator's amendment. I should be very 
happy to accept it in that form. 

Mr. LONG. I would be willing, pro
vided · we can anticipate the master's . 
recommendations being made some time 
soon. The master has been 4 years 
hearing the case. 

CONGRESS' POWERS TO DELIMIT BOUNDARIES 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. We can make a 
legislative record here, indicating with 
absolute clarity that the amendment 
should not be interpreted as inhibiting 
the right of Congress to act whenever it 
pleases. It is a legislative matter, and 

·1 have no hesitation in saying that even 
without the Senator's amendment the 
Congress has the power and can delimit 
the seaward boundaries. 

Mr. LONG. Congress has the right to 
determine the marginal limits and where 
the lines are by which those limits can 
be determined. If any branch of the 
Federal Government has a right to de
termine what the boundaries should be, 
it is the Congress. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I quite agree with 
the Senator, but the trouble is that the 
determination of these boundaries in
volves a great deal of technical knowl
edge, engineering surveys, coast and geo
detic surveys, and all that sort of com
plex, technical knowledge which it is 
impossible for Congress to have before 
it and consider at this time. If the 
special master is doing that, we might as 
well have the advantage of his work. 
I shall certainly be very glad to accept 
the amendment with that slight modifi-
cation. . 

Mr. LONG. The matter would be in 
conference. · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Yes. 
Mr. LONG. I shall be glad to modify 

my amendment in accordance with the 
Senator's idea. The only point I had 
in mind was that I do not believe that 
Congress should necessarily wait in the 
event that years of additional work are 
necessary on the part Of the master. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I think there is 
nothing in the proposed amendment 
which the Senator proposes to offer to 
the amendment I have offered which 
would prevent Congress from acting any 
time within its judgment. 

Mr. President, the amendment which 
the Senator from Louisiana sent for
ward to. the desk reads as follows: 

In the appropriate place, insert the follow
ing language: "Provided, That the seaward 
boundaries of the inland or internal waters 
of the several States shall be established 
by the Congress of the United States by legis
lative enactment." 

If we can modify it to this effect: 
Provided, That when the special master's 

report in the case of the United States v. 
California shall have been received and his 
recommendations shall have been made to 
the Supreme Court, then the seaward bound
aries of the inland or internal waters of the 
several States shall be established by the 
Congress of the United States by legislative 
enactment. 

Perhaps that should be changed just 
a little, to say: 

Provided, That when the report of the spe
ciql master in the case of United States v. 
Ca1ifornia, with respect to the seaward 
boundaries of the inland or internal waters 
of California, shall have been received and 
his recommendations made to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, then the seaward 
boundaries of the inland or internal waters 
of the several States shall be established 
by the Congress of the United States by 
legislative enactment. 

Mr. LONG. An amendment in that 
form would prevent Congress from act
ing until the special master had con
cluded his work. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Then let us add 
the fallowing words: 

But this provision shall not be construed 
as a limitation upon the legislative power of 
the Congress. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I shall 
withdraw my amendment, to avoid fur
ther confusion. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Let it not be said 
that the Senator from Wyoming was un-
willing to compromise. · 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
withdraw the call for a quorum. 

Senators who have come to the floor 
of the Senate have discussed with me the 
proposal which I desire to make, namely, 
that the penc;iing amendment may now 
be adopted by the Senate subject to the 
order that if any Member of the Senate 
on Wednesday or Thursday desires to 
ask for its reconsideration it may be so 
ordered, and the matter will be treated 
de novo. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the withdrawal of the quo
rum call? The Chair hears none, and 
the order for a quorum call is rescinded, 
and further proceedings under the call 
will be suspended. 
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Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Mr. Pres
ident, has the Senator from Wyoming 
accepted the amendment of the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I have told the 
Senator from Louisiana that I shall be 
very happy to accept that amendment 
in the form in which I last dictated it to 
the reporter. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. For the 
information of the Senate, may we have 
the reporter read the amendment? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I will ask that the 
reporter come to the floor and read the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Louisiana withdrew his 
amendment, did he not? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Chair is cor
rect. The Senator from Louisiana with
drew his amendment, but while the quo
rum call was proceeding I discussed the 
matter with him and told him that I 
would be very happy to accept the 
amendment, and he agreed to it. So, on 
behalf of the Senator from Louisiana 
and myself, I offer the amendment as I 
have dictated it to the reporter. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. • As 
amended by the Senator from Loui
siana? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is correct. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 

the Senator from Maryland request the 
reading of the amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. As I un
derstand, tomorrow we are to have a. 
special order of business. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is why I 
specified Wednesday or Thursday in my 
proposal. On either day the matter may 
be reopened. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. In other 
words, under the rules of the Senate, the 
matter may be reopened on either of the 
next 2 days of actual session follow
ing the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is correct. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection to the amendment, as modified, 
offered ·by the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. LONG. Will the Chair have the 
amendment, as modified, read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair does not have the modification at 
hand. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that since the reporter who took 
the dictation is not now on the floor and 
the transcription is not available, it may 
be possible for the Senator from Lou
isiana and myself to agree to any modi
fication of the language as dictated 
which may appear to be essential. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Wyoming to be permitted, as the 
Chair understands, to confer with the 
Senator from Louisiana--

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I believe the re
quest is included in the original unani
mous-consent request, anyway. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, may I 
withdraw any objection I may have had 
to the amendment as dictated by the 
Senator from Wyoming? I did not hear 
it at the moment, but I am sure the 
Senator dictated it in substance as we 
agreed on it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Wyoming asks unanimous 
consent that the amendment be agreed 
to with the modification he has speci
fied. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment, as mod
ified, is agreed to. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wyoming that the 
amendment be open to reconsideration 
on request of any Senator? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
that request is not necessary now, since 
the rule is that the amendment may be 
reopened at any time within the next 
2 days. If the language is not satisfac
tory, if it does not express the thought 
of the Senator from Louisiana and the 
Senator from Wyoming, we shall have 
no difficulty in modifying it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised by the Parliamentarian 
that it would require unanimous con
sent for the amendment to be reconsid
ered. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is agreed 
to under those considerations. 

AMENDMENT OF MINERAL LEASING ACT 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, 
when a Senator introduces a piece of 
proposed legislation he never can be 
sure what the response will be. On the 
25th of February I introduced a bill, 
Senate bill 2723, to amend the Mineral 
Leasing Act. 

On February 28, 1952, the Independent 
Petroleum Association of America, in its 
report No. 631, commented on that legis
lative suggestion. It commented, I think, 
a little unfairly. It commented certainly 
in a spirit which prompts me to say a few 
words about it. It referred to the fact 
that the bill had been introduced, and 
said: 

The bill also proposes to repeal the pro
visions of the present law . waiving the 
second- and third-year rentals. 

Those who are familiar with the pro
cedure realize that .. .m applicant, when 
he makes his application, pays 50 cents, 
which is supposed to cover the first and 
second-year rental. He was never billed 
for the third-year rental by virtue of 
provisions now in the law. That, to be 
sure, is changed in the pro·posed legisla
tive suggestion which was made to the 
Senate Committee on Interior and In
sular Affairs and to the Congress of the 
United States. That change was made 
at the suggestion of many people who 
think it is time to take a look at the sit
uation and decide whether there should 
be 2 years in which .rental is not paid. 

I have no private opinion about it one 
way or the other. It is included solely for 
the purpose of permitting the committee 
considering it to see if conditions have 
changed in recent years. The reason for 
that is that in the beginning; when peo
ple made application for oil and gas pros
pecting permits, sometimes as much as a 
year or a year and half was required be
fore the permit was acted upon. 

Naturally it was unfair to require a 
person to pay rental while the Govern-

ment was delaying approval of his lease 
or prospecting permit. 

Now it takes but 6 weeks. Therefore it 
seemed logical to me to ask the question 
whether or not that provision should be 
reviewed. 

The report of the Independent Pe
troleum Association of America stated · 
further: 

,It is understandable that some resentment 
1s felt at the recent New Mexico lottery held 
by the Interior Department. The bill does 
not prevent such lottery; on the other hand, 
it legalizes such procedure at the election of 
the Secretary. 

I suggest, Mr. President, that that is a 
pretty bad distortion, which an honest 
man would not make. The bill does not 
legalize any ·such thing. It permits the 
Secretary to continue what he is now 
doing, but it is no new grant of power to 
the Secretary. 

My interest in this matter arose when 
I tried to point out to the Department 
of the Interior officials that I did not 
think the lottery which they conducted 
in New Mexico was the best example in 
the world of how well the Department 
of the Interior could administer the sub
merged lands off the coast of the United 
States if they ever acquired them. I 
suggested that it might be better if the 
Department of the Interior would give 
those of us who had been trying to sup
port the Department a little ground for 
support, instead of conducting that type 
of lottery. 

The answer of the Department of the 
Interior, and a truthful answer it was, 
was that under the law it had no option; 
that if they had had a law which would 
have permitted them to sell these leases 
at competitive bidding, they could have 
used it, but under the law they could do 
nothing else than what they did. 

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

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Does the Senator's bill 

provide that the royalties which the 
Government can obtain shall be limited 
to 12% percent, as the law stands at the 
present time, for prospects which have 
not been at all developed or proven? 

Mr. ANDERSON. It provides that it 
shall be not less than 12 % percent. 

Mr. LONG. It might then be possible 
for the Secretary to obtain more for the 
Government, might it not? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; and I think 
there may be instances in which the Sec
retary should obtain more for the Gov
ernment. After all, the lands he was 
leasing had been regarded as oil lands. 
It is true that there had never actually 
been any oil found.there, because potash 
was being developed, and this country 
badly needed the production of potash. 
Therefore, as a measure of protection 
to potash the oil companies were not 
permitted to come in and sink their drill 
holes and destroy the potash fields. An 
agreement has been worked out under 
which we feel sure that those who are 
prospecting for oil will so conduct their 
operations that they will not destroy the 
potash. 

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

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
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Mr. LONG. I believe that the Sena .. 

tor's bill is a very much needed improve
ment to the Mineral Leasing Act. Off 
the State of Louisiana we have found 
that when companies are able to bid 
competitively, a company which might 
not be able to put up as much money 
will offer to giv" the State a much higher 
percentage of the return from oil. I . 
believe that in the long run it would be 
found that a smaller cash consideration, 
but a larger percentage of the minerals 
to be derived from production, would 
be in the interest of the Government and 
would bring the Government substan
tially more money. 

It is urged by some that such a policy 
could be carried to such an extreme that 
perhaps a person might give the Gov
ernment 75 percent of any oil or gas or 
other minerals produced, and keep only 
25 percent for himself. Perh~ps it ~igJ:it 
be carried too far, but certamly, w1thm 
reasonable limits, I believe that the Gov
ernment should look into the possibility 
of receiving a better return, in the in
terest of the Government, by receiving 
a higher percentage royalty than the 
one-eighth which has been the limit up 
to this time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will say to the dis
tinguished Senator from Louisiana that 
while it was contemplated in this legis
lation to continue the 121/2 percent on 
leases with respect to lands which were 
not known to be oil lands, it was the e;K
pectation that when we entered the hear
ing before the Senate Committee on In
terior and Insular Affairs this sugges
tion, which has been made previously 
several times in the committee by the 
Senator from Louisiana and other Sen
ators, could be afforded an opportunity 
for examination. If there is no reason 
to change the law, if conditions have 
not changed, we should not alter it. But 
some of us have noted that the poten
tates of some of the lands lying to the 
east are getting half the profits from oil. 
I do not know whether that is right 
or wrong, but I believe that it would be 
well to take a look at the situation. That 
was the sole purpose which I had in mind. 
However, I do not think it is right to 
say that the bill legalizes a lottery, when 
the Secretary of . the Interior had to 
have a lottery under the present law, 
and himself said that he could do noth
ing else. 

I am a little surprised that this sort of 
a statement should be made by the In
dependent Petroleum Association of 
A"llerica: 

This proposal has implications of serious 
consequences. It changes the concept of the 
Federal Government as the trustee for pub
lic lands for the benefit of the citizens to 
that of landlord. 

I should like to have the man who 
wrote that tell me where, in the few 
simple words of the bill, he finds any
thing which "changes the concept of the 
Federal Government as the trustee for 
public lands for the "benefit of the citi
zens to that of landlord." 

The report continues: 
It tends to remove the competitive ele

ment for oil exploration of oil on the public 
lands heretofore furnished by the thousands 
of individual citizens of the United States 

and leaves such activities to be enjoyed only 
by large collections of wealth such as is 
possible only in large corporations. 

I submit that that is as farfetched 
as it could be. It so happens that I have 
always believed, and always will believe, 
in affording opportunity for small indi· 
victuals and small independent operators 
to prospect for oil. The strange thing 
is that the man who signs this report 
knows that to be a fact. He says: 

It makes possible the gradual closing down 
of operations for oil on the public lands 
such as was done in the late twenties by 
withdrawing the public lands from leasing. 

I say that it is regrettable that an in
stitution which considers itself to be 
reputable should have anyone in its em
ploy who will say that that is the pur
pose of a piece of legislation which clear
ly is not within its intendment at all. 

I stated at the time the bill was intro
duced that my primary purpose was to 
make it possible for the Secretary of the 
Interior, in cases in which lands had been 
withdrawn and held a long time, until 
the development of oil was relativ.ely 
sure to lease such lands by some method 
othe~ than by the type of lottery con
ducted in Santa Fe, N. Mex., several 
months ago. Nearly everyone agreed 
that that lottery was a bad thing. Yet 
when someone tries to correct the sit
uation the Independent Petroleum As
sociation of America indulges in that 
sort of propaganda. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. During the past several 

years while I have been a Member of 
~ this body both the juill,or Senator from 
Louisiana and other members of the 
Louisiana congressional delegation have 
put a considerable number of insertions 
in the RECORD which indicated that the 
State of Louisiana had been able to get 
far more in leasing State lands than the 
Federal Government had been able to 
obtain in leasing Federal lands. All that 
the Federal Government could get was 
50 cents an acre and one-eighth of the 
royalty interest, whereas with competi
tive bidding the State of Louisiana has 
been getting twice that much. It has 
been getting as much as $10 and $20 
an acre and one-sixth of the royalty in
terest. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The Senator from 
Louisiana knows that when that was 
done by the State of Louisiana it did 
not close down oil operations all over 
the United States. 

Mr. LONG. I believe the Senator 
from New Mexico will find that in some 
cases it even accelerated production. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The report of the 
Independent Petroleum Association goes 
on further and says that this bill, S. 
2723, which I introduced-
would enable the few large oil companies 
now holding great concessions in foreign 
countries to use the benefits from these con
cessions to out-bid the American individual 
citizen and withhold from development our 
own lands while we would be forced to buy 
our needed oil supplies from those few com
panies at terms dictated by them. 

Mr. President, sometimes I wonder 
how far the decency of men will let them 

go, when they put out filth of that nature 
reftecting on an individual who is not 
trying to destroy the oil industry but is 
trying to help it in every way he can. 

The report goes on to say: 
Through the provisions of this bill we 

would make possible a world monopoly of 
oil where a few companies could determine 
the future of our defense program as well as 
our domestic economy. 

Mr. President, when I read that I 
realized that I was apparently doing 
things which the eminent lawyers for 
the great oil companies had never been 
able to do. In other words, appf.rently, 
I had been setting up a world monopoly 
for oil. We know that under decisions of 
the Supreme Court oil companies have 
been broken up under the antimonopoly 
section of the law. Yet here, by a few 
words which give the Secretary of the 
Interior authority to require competi
tive bidding, in instances which I had 
clearly explained, it is charged that 
I was doing something that no one else 
had ever been able to accomplish. I am 
deeply appreciative of the compliment, 
but I do not care about the type of pub
lication in which it was made. 

The report goes on to say: 
The changes in the operation of our pub

lic lands made possible by this bill are so 
great as to be of concern to every American 
citizen. 

Then the report proceeds to iist the 
names of the members of the Commit
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs, such 

- as my colleague the junior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. LONG], with the hope 
that people may write to the members 
of the · committee and acquaint them 
with the dastardly provisions of this 
proposed legislation. 

Further on the junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. HUMPHREY] comes into 
his own. I am happy to be associated in 
such distinguished company . . It says: 

An organization, operating under the 
name of "Public Affairs Institute," of Wash
ington, D C., has just released a booklet for 
distribution entitled "Tax Loopholes," by 
HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, United ·States Sena
tor from Minnesota·. 

It tells how bad his material is. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from New Mexico yield? 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; but I want the 

Senator from Minnesota to know that 
he is under some suspicion, because this 
document says: 

The illustrations are full of half-truths and 
misconceptions of facts on which the con
clusions are based. 

I want the Senator from Minnesota 
to know that anything he says I will take 
with full knowledge of this statement in 
Mr. Brown's report. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I was not exactly 
moved by the passage which the Sena
tor from New Mexico has read. It ap
pears that the editor of the report is, 
with reference to proposed legislation, 
perhaps the best expert at half-truths of 
anyone I have ever met. So perhaps I 
should reexamine my argument on de
pletion allowance. 

However, the reason I rose was to say 
that copies of the little booklet which has 
been referred to are available. It should 
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be made a matter of public notice that 
the Public Affairs Institute has been kind 
enough to supply me with several copies 
of the pamphlet, and that they are avail
able to my colleagues and their relatives 
and constituents. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The point I was 
getting to was the last sentence of this 
document. It says: 

The unfortunate effect of such articles is 
to foul with prejudice and malice the at
mosphere in which these problems of an es
sential industry must be studied. 

I suggest that when the general coun
sel of the Independent Petroleum Asso
ciation of America says what he has said 
about a bill which I have introduced, 
knowing my general attitude toward the 
industry, knowing how I have stood on 
the question of leases for a long time, 
knowing of his own personal knowledge 
that I could hardly have recommended 
the type of legislation to which he refers, 
I realize that the unfortunate effect of 
such statements is to foul with prejudice 
and malice the atmosphere in which 
these problems of an essential industry 
must be studied. 

Mr. President, I have had some convic
tions on the question of depletion allow
ance. I think I understand how it op
erates. I must say that I believe that in 
this report which the general counsel for 
the Independent Petroleum Association 
of America has written, he has made 
more difiicult the task which Senators 
have in defending the depletion allow-
ance. . 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. I believe that the Sena

tor from New Mexico will find that very 
few ·members of the Independent Petro
leum Association will seriously argue that 
it will in anyway injure the independent 
oil or gas industry if everyone were to 
bid on · a competitive basis for Federal 
leases. I believe that members of the 
association who will sit down with the 
Senator from New Mexico will concede 
privately to him that it would not hurt 
them to bid on leases competitively in
stead of acquiring them in an easy way 
by means of which they get leases for a 
small fraction of their actual value. 

Mr. ANDERSON. In this bill it was 
not my intent to require competitive bid
ding on these leases. I recognize that 
there are a great many men who feel 
that it is extremely unwise to do so, but 
there was no other way that I could find 
to get before Congress this question 
which the Secretary of the Interior had 
dealt with. He said he could not do any
thing but hold a ra.fHe or a lottery in the 
case of known oil lands, which did not 
actually constitute a developed field, and 
that he would welcome some legislation 
which would permit him to use his dis
cretion. 

I recognize the bill goes further than 
that. I am not unable to read it. How
ever, it goes further than that, so that 
when we hold hearings on it we can de
cide how we want to limit it, what we 
want· to do, and what restrictions we 
want to impose. 

If the representative of the Independ
ent I>etroleum Association had come be-

fore the committee he would have been 
treated with more decency and courtesy 
than he has accorded to me, and I would 
have given him a chance to make his 
opinion known. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New Mexico yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Of course the distin

guished Senator from New Mexico knows 
very well that seismographic and other 
equipment now being used in exploration 
have been so developed that it is now 
much easier to predict where oil may be 
found than when the Mineral Leasing 
Act was passed, and that prospecting for 
oil is not so speculative as it once was. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I not only want to 
agree with my friend the Senator from 
Louisiana, but I want to say that Con
gress has recognized that fact. The orig
inal leasing act was passed in 1920. It 
was sponsored largely by a former United 
States Senator from my State, A. A. 
Jones, who had been an Assistant Secre
tary of the Interior prior to his coming to 
the Senate. He knew a great deal about 
the public lands of the West. He was 
recognized as a lawyer familiar with the 
public land problems, and he wrote into 
the law provision for a prospecting per
mit. 

As a result, it was not necessary to ob
tain a lease; by paying a very small sum 
of money, one could.obtain a prospecting 
permit on 2,560 acres of land which he 
thought contained coal, oil, or other ma
terials. I recall that because in the year. 
1921 I filed a prospecting permit on 
2,560 acres of what I thought was coal 
land, and which subsequently proved to 
be coal land. I recognize that the in
vestigations which developed that it was 
coal lana would not have been made but 
for the provisions written into the act in 
1920. 

However, times move along. In 1935 
and in 1946 we again changed the law in 
those two instances, and eliminated the 
provision for prospecting permits. We 
did so because of the very things to 
which the junior Senator from Louisi
ana has referred, namely, the use of the 
seismograph and the many other scien
tific instruments and the use of aerial 
photographs, many of which are fitted 
together, and all of which make it pos
sible to have an opportunity to judge 
whether oil may lie beneath a certain 
geological formation. 

All those things have made it more 
possible for people to do well with leases 
at this time. I have said repeatedly 
that I do not wish to stop that leasing 
process. 

I believe that when the Federal Gov
ernment has withdrawn an area, and 
when, because of other developments
for instance, a search for a mineral or 
some other material-there is positive 
indication that oil exists beneath that 
land, even though there is not an oil well 
in that part of the country, the Secre
tary of the Interior should be allowed to 
take competitive bids on it for the bene
fit of the Nation. I am amazed that the 
Independent Petroleum Association of 
America, or at least one of its ofiicials, 
thinks differently regarding that matter. 

PROPOSED REORGANIZATION OF THE 
BUREAU OF INTERNAL REVENUE 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, to
morrow the Senate will consider the re
organization plan for the Bureau of In
ternal Revenue. I wish to call to the 
attention of the Senate a recent edito
rial entitled "The Senate's Big Oppor
tunity." The editorial appeared in the 
Washington Evening Star, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be printed in 
the body of the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the edito
rial was ordered to be printed in the REC
ORD, as fallows: 

THE SENATE'S BIG OPPORTUNITY 

After all the shouting at the Capitol over 
the scandals in the Internal Revenue Bureau, 
there is something incongruous in the hedg
ing that has been taking place on the Senate 
side over the administration's plan for clean
ing up the Bureau. The demands for Ex
ecutive reform brought, among other actions, 
a Presidential proposal for a sweeping re
organization of the tax-collection agency in 
line with recommendations of the Hoover 
Commission. But that proposal had as one 
of its main provisions the freeing of the 
collection system from the pressures and 
temptations of political patronage. That 
was the hitch. Senators have never been 
enthusiastic, as a group, about relinquishing 
any patronage rights. It is not surprising 
that the reorganization plan, after House 
approval, has met with trouble in the Senate 
Executive Expenditures Committee. 

President Truman's urgent request to the 
Senate for approval of the plan followed in
dications that the bill might be held up for 
further study by the committee. A refusal 
of the Senate to accept the reorganization 
plan now would kill it for this session. If 
there is no adverse vote in the Senate before 
March 14, the plan automatically will be
come operative. To reject the proposal now 
in favor of further study would be a delaying 
action that would be inconsistent with sen
atorial cries for prompt revenue reforms. If 
the critics of the President's plan had some
thing better to offer, their warnings against 
too much haste in reorganization could be 
justified. But no better plan than that 
calling for removal of collectors from politics 
has yet been produced. 

The pending plan, as Revenue Commis
sioner Dunlap has pointed out to the com
mittee, embraces the main points of the 
Hoover Commission's programs and of other 
groups which have studied the Bureau's de
fects. Mr. Dunlap has answered effectively 
a number of questions raised by opponents 
of the plan-but it is an open secret that 
the main bone of contention is the proposed 
substitution of civil-service selection of col-
lectors for political appointments. • 

The President's latest message in support 
of the legislation has the effect of placing 
responsibility for effective house cleaning at 
the Internal Revenue Bureau on the Senate. 
If the Senate blocks this chance to place the 
tax-collection agency on a merit basis, its 
outcries over corruption and inefficiency in 
the Government will take on a very hollow 
ring. 

RACIAL EQUALITY-EDITORIAL FROM 
LIFE MAGAZINE 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, re
cently there was published in Life maga
zine-I believe it appeared in its most 
recent issue-an editorial entitled "The 
Shengs and Democracy." The editorial 
refers to a gentleman of Chinese ances
try who, while living in the United 
States, encountered a great deal of dim-



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.:.:__ HOUSE 2103 
culty in the exercise of what he consid
ered to be natural rights and legal rights 
as a resident of this country. 

I commend a reading of the editorial 
to every Member of this body. I think it 
will provoke a reawakening in regard to 
some of the difficulties existing in sec .. 
tions of the country other than the 
South, where similar difficulties are all 
too often referred to. The editorial dis .. 
cusses the situation in the West, in my 
section of the country, and in the East, 
where persons of various nationalities 
and of various racial origins have done 
much to advance the welfare and prog
ress of the Republic. 

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

THE SHENGS AND DEMOCRACY 
Mr. Sing Sheng placed a bet on American 

democracy and lost it. In Asia they will, 
therefore, be asking whether American de
mocracy is worth betting on. It still is. 

Sheng, a United States college graduate 
and a former Nationalist Chinese intelli
gence officer, is an airline mechanic in south 
San Francisco. He wanted to buy a small 
house for his growing family in Southwood, 
a suburb near the airport where he works. 
When he learned that some of the all-Cau
casian residents of Southwood did not want 
a Chinese neighbor, he proposed that the 
question be put to a vote. To all residents 
he wrote: "We think so highly of democracy 
because it ctfers freedom and equality. 
America's forefathers fought for these prin
ciples and won the independence of 1776. 
• • • Do not make us the victims of false 
democracy. Please vote for us." The other 
side was summed up by a builder who said, 
"People must stick together to protect their 
property rights." Sheng lost, 174 to 28, with 
14 abstentions. Said he bitterly, when the 
votes were counted, "I hope your property 
values will go up every 3 days." 

The response to the Sheng case bas been 
strong and Nation-wide. Other cities have 
otfered him a job and a home. There is a 
move in south San Francisco itself to make 
amends. Since Sheng's original purpose was 
not to put democracy on the spot but simply 
to find a better place to live, the outcome for 
him is likely to be satisfactory. That is one 
minor count for American democracy. 

Another is the fact that Sheng could have 
moved into the Southwood house if he bad 
wanted to make an issue of it. The restric
tive covenant is legally unenforceable; so 
says the Supreme Court. But Sheng made 
what he calls a "gentleman's agreement" to 
abide by the outcome of the balloting. In 
other words he tactfully asks more of our 
democracy than law can provide. He asks 
what the United States at present merely 
aspires to, namely complete absence of prej
udice between man and man. 

In fact the people of Southwood were less 
preju diced against Sheng than against losi_ng 
money. The market value of group pre1u
dice is the key to the segregation problem in 
the United States. During the last 10 years 
the United States has made revolutionary 
progress toward racial equality. If this 
progress continues, prejudice should even
tually even lose its market value. It bad 
better, for the national costs of discrimina
tion are exceedingly high. Segregated slums 
yield only about 6 percent of the typical 
city's taxes, but use a third of its fire and 
a lmost a half of its police protection. The 
u nderemployment of Negro talents and skills 
is even more wasteful. According to the 
Urban League the total economic cost o! dis
crimination in a city like New York is at least 
$1,0C0 ,000,000 a year. 

This loss is at least as real as the one the 
calcula t ing householders of Southwood 
think they have avoided. When we outgrow 

group prejudice fn this country, the South· 
wood type of property loss would be incon
ceivable, and the present cost of discrimi
nation will be turned into a big gain for all. 

RECESS 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate stand in recess until to
morrow, at 12 o'clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 4 
o'clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednes
day, March 12, 1952, at 12 o'clock me .. 
ridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, MARCH 11, 1952 

Th~ House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
Almighty God, we beseech Thee to 

guide, sustain, and encourage us in all 
the noble and worthy undertakings of 
this day. 

May each new day be better than yes
terday and prophetic of a radiant to
morrow as we strive to be coworkers with 
Thee and with one another in the great 
moral and spiritual enterprise of achiev
inc blessedness for all man){.ind. 

We penitently confess that there are 
times when the ideals which we cherish 
seem so visionary, the outlook for a finer 
social order appears so gloomy, our lofti
est impulses are frustrated, and our 
hearts are filled with fear and fore
boding. 

Forgive us for allowing doubt and cyn
icism to find lodgment in our souls and 
for permitting any sinister thoughts and 
feelings to eclipse our faith, blur our 
hope, and extinguish our love. 

May we be confident that we have not 
been created for failure but for victory 
and that in Thine own good time all Thy 
gracious promises shall be gloriously 
fulfilled. 

In Christ's name we offer our prayers. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes· 
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Landers, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate insists upon its amend
ments to the bill <H. R. 4645) entitled 
"An act for the relief of Mrs. Marguerit.e 
A. Brumell," disagreed to by the House; 
agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
MAGNUSON, Mr. O'CONOR, and Mr. HEN
DRICKSON to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

CLAIM OF ROBERT E. VIGUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Clerk of the House: 

MARCH 10, 1952. 
The honorable the SPEAKER, 

House of Representatives. 
Sxa: Pursuant to authority granted on 

March 10. 1952, the Clerk received today from 

the Secretary of the Senate the following 
message: 

That the Senate has passed without 
amendment House Concurrent Resolution 
203, entitled "Concurrent resolution request
ing the return of the enrollment of H. R. 
3219 and the reenrollment thereof." 

Very truly yours, 
RALPH R. ROBERTS, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

PREVENTING ILLEGAL ENTRY OF ALIENS 

Mr. CELLER submitted a conference 
report and statement on the bill <S. 1851) 
to assist in preventing aliens from enter
ing or remaining in the United States 
illegally. 

PROTEST AGAINST HIGH TAXES IN vmw 
OF WASTE AND EXTRAVAGANCE 

Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there· objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska. Mr. 

Speaker, I, too, have a letter from one of 
my constituents about taxes. This letter 
could have been written by any constitu
ent in any part of the United States to 
any Congressman. I will read it: 

THE ASHLAND GAZETTE, 
Ashland, Nebr., March 8, 1952. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Treasury Department, 

United States Government. 
GENTLEMEN: Even though I am required by 

law to pay income tax for 1951 and make a 
declaration of tax for 1952, I wish to hereby 
declare that I do so under protest. 

This protest is registered because of glar
ing Federal Government corruption and im
morality, which has resulted in waste and 
extravagance such as the world has never 
known before. There are thousands of ex
amples of waste of my money and that of all 
other American taxpayers. They stem direct
ly from the scandals and investigations of 
Government bureaus, Armed Forces procure
ment and foreign aid, but to try and list 
them is not the purpose of this letter. It is 
enough to know that they exist. 

However, I do wish to go on record that, 
under the present circumstances, I protest 
the payment of this money which means so 
much to me and my family, but apparently 
means nothing to the Government of which 
I am supposed to be an integral part. 

According to instructions from your de
partment a social-security tax has now been 
imposed upon practically all self-employed 
persons. Webster's Dictionary gives the full 
meaning of the word "impose" and as a free 
American citizen I do not appreciate being 
imposed upon. 

In closing, please understand that all of 
us are willing to support by taxes the normal 
functions of government. 

Yours very truly, 
M. C. HOWE, 

Owner and Publisher. 

ARMY PROCUREMENT AND SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con
necticut? 

There was no objection. 
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[Mr. PATTERSON addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

FORMULA FOR PRICE DECONTROL 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I have 

just introduced a measure which pro
poses to amend the Defense Production 
Act of 1950 by providing legislative 
standards for the suspension of price 
controls. When the test of the standards 
is met, decontrol would be mandatory. 

Two basic requirements shall be de
termining: First, the material or com
modity is by its nature not susceptible 
to speculative buying; second, not more 
than 10 percent of the total national out- · 
put of the material or commodity is pur
chased with Federal funds for defense 
purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, an example of the pur
poses of this amendment is the removal 
of price ceilings on crude petroleum. An 
unrealistic price ceiling has been imposed 
upon crude-oil production, with the re
sult that the industry has been depressed. 
It has only been through outstanding 
and unparalleled expansion that the in
dustry has been able to overcome threat
ened shortages and meet all require
ments for civilian needs as well as for 
defense efforts. The need for further 
expansion of oil-producing facilities of 
this Nat ion is recognized by those in re
sponsible positions. Because of the ex
treme essentiality of oil to the modern 
military machine, the accomplishment 
of the required expansion program is of 
utmost importance to the Congress and 
the American people and is entitled to 
the greatest consideration. 

In contrast with the sharp increases 
which have occurred in the price of al
most every other commodity of our econ
omy during the past 4 years, crude-oil 
prices have not advanced since 1947, even 
after Korea. · 

It is peculiar to the oil industry that 
controls have a depressing effect upon 
expansion and discovery of new reserves, 
and only by the minimum exercise of 
Government controls and regulations can 
the oil industry be encouraged to meet 
the demands made upon it for national 
defense and civilian use called for by the 
Petroleum Administration for Defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I am including a more 
complete statement on this subject in 
the Appendix of the RECORD. 

APPROPRIATION FOR SMALL DEFENSE 
PLANTS ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, several 

Members have called my office this morn
ing to inquire about the action taken 

by the Committee on Appropriations in 
deleting all funds for the Small Defense 
Plants Administration which is the only 
independent agency in Government that 
can be of any help to small-business 
firms of this country. 

I have advised each and every one 
of them who called me this morning that 
yesterday I made the statement that 
when the supplemental appropriation 
bill is before the House tomorrow, I 
will offer an amendment restoring the 
funds so that the Small Defense Plants 
Administration can do something for 
small business. I think it is about time 
that the membership of this House de
cide one way or the other whether or 
not they want to help small business. 
We have been doing a lot of talking about 
it for the past 2 or 3 years. We will 
have a chance now to live up to our 
promise to small bu·siness tomorrow 
when we vote for continuation of the 
Small Defense Plants Administration. 

INVESTIGATION AND STUDY OF THE 
KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, by di
rection of the Rules Committee I call 
up House Resolution 539. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That the second, third, and 
fourth paragraphs of House Resolution 390, 
Eighty-second Congress, are amended to read 
as follows: 

"The committee is authorized and directed 
to conduct a full and complete investiga
tion and study of the facts, evidence, and 
extenuating circumstances both before and 
aft er the massacre of thousands of Polish 
officers buried in mass graves in the Katyn 
FGrest on the banks of the Dnieper River 
in the vicinity of Smolensk, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, which was then a Nazi
occupied territory formerly having been oc
cupied and under the control of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

"Upon completing the necessary hearings, 
the committee shall report to the House 
of Representatives (or the Clerk of the House, 
if the House is not in session) before Janu
ary 3, 1953, the results of its investigation 
and study, together with any recommenda
tions which the committee shall deem ad
visable. 

"For the purpose of carrying out this reso
lution the committee, or any subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized to sit and act during 
the present Congress at such times and 
places within or outside the United States, 
whether the House is in session, has re
cessed, or has adjourned, to hold hearings, 
and to require, by subpena or otherwise, 
the attendance and testimony of such wit
nesses and the production of such books, 
records, correspondence, memoranda, papers, 
and documents as it deems necessary. Sub
penas may be issued under the signature 
of the chairman of the committee or any 
member of the committee designated by him, 
and may be served by any person designated 
by such chairman or member." 

<Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re
marks and to include· extraneous mat
ter.) 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 539 amends the original reso·
lution creating the Katyn Investigating 
Committee House Resolution 390. This 
amendment gives permission to the Con
gress to conduct hearings outside of the 
United States. 

Since the Katyn committee was au
thorized by Congress, a great deal of 
testimony and essential evidence has 
come to the attention of the committee 
from both within and without the bor
ders of the United States. Before Con
gress adjourned last September, the com
mittee heard the testimony of Lt. Col. 
Donald B. Stewart. It was unanimously 
agreed at that time by the members of 
the committee that further hearings 
would be resumed. after Congress recon
vened in January. In the meantime, the 
counsel and office.force of the committee 
were busy preparing for the hearings. 

On Monday, February 4, the commit
tee held hearings for several days of the 
following witnesses: Father Leopold 
Braun, A. A., New York, N. Y.; Henry 
Clarence Cassidy; John Doe; Marion 
<Mike ) Gawiak, Port Colborne, Canada; 
George Grobicki; Tadeusz Romer, former 
Polish Ambassador to Russia, Montreal, 
Quebec, Canada; Col. John H. Van Vliet, 
Jr.; Col. J.B. Gielgud. · 

The publicity given in this country 
and abroad to the testimony presented by 
these witnesses has brought forth a great 
number of potential witnesses from 
abroad in addition to the witnesses and 
testimony that the committee had al
ready obtained. It is plainly evident that 
the results of the work of our committee 
has created a great reaction both behind 
the iron curtain and outside the iron 
curtain. For a considerable period of 
time the newspapers in Russia and the 
satellite countries refused to print any 
news regarding the Select Committee to 
Investigate the Katyn Forest Massacre. 
This policy of silence on the Katyn mas
sacre proceedings :Jy the iron-curtain 
newspapers has changed radically. Ac
cording to the Associated Press dispatch 
from Moscow on March 3, 1952, the Rus
sian paper, Pravda, devoted 2% columns 
to republishing the text of the conclu
sions reached by the hand-picked ;Rus
sian committee which reported on the 
Katyn massacre in January 1944. An
other Associated Press dispatch on the 
same date stated that the entire Polish 
press reprinted the same statement. 
The News Week magazine in its edition 
2 weeks ago in the column entitled "The 
Periscope" made the following state
ment: 

ScORE ONE 

Insiders say the House inquiry into the 
Katyn massacre-the mass murder of Polish 
soldiers by either Russians or Germans-has 
scored a propaganda coup in satellite coun
tries. The point is that the United States 
is probing a crime in which no Americans 
were affected-the best antidote to Red 
propaganda that the West has forgotten its 
former supporters behind the iron curtain. 

In the Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RE<::ORD, on page Al539, is reprinted an 
article from the New York Herald Trib
une of last Sunday, setting out the fact 
that "the inquiry into the death of the 
Polish soldiers in the Katyn Forest wor
ries the Russians." 

I hope that all Members of Congress 
read this article by Robert L. Moora in 
Sunday's Herald Tribune. 

Without taking up the time of the Con
gress reviewing the testimony which has 
already been preEented at committee 
hearings and the fact that all Members 
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are familiar with the remarks made on 
the floor of the House during the last 
month concerning Katyn, I believe that 
the adoption of this amendment giving 
authority to our committee to record the 
great amount of testimony from this 
international crime which is available in 
London, Paris, and Berlin is highly essen
tial and very necessary to combat the 
psychological warfare which the Soviets 
are so experienced in waging. 

The Rules Committee reported out 
House Resolution 539 unanimously. 

I wish at this time to call the atten
tion of the Congress to a press release 
which was issued by the Embassy repre
senting the present Polish Government 
in Washington. 

At this point I incorporate in my re
marks the exact press release issued by 
the Polish Embassy on March 3, 1952, at 
6 p. m.: 
POLISH STATEMENT ON MADDEN COMMITTEE 

The Polish Government issued on Febru
ary 29, 1952, a statement on the Madden com
mittee of the United States House of Repre
sentatives. The text, translated from the 
Polish, follows: 

"For several months American propaganda 
has made an effort to publicize the spec
tacular sessions of the so-called special com
mittee of the House of Representatives in 
the Katyn case. The staging of this farce 
and the unleashing of a campaign based 
upon it, the provocative aim of which is 
evident, are links in a general United States 
Government propaganda plan which in turn 
is part of aggressive preparations for war. 

"Behind the scenes of this campaign stand 
the noto~ious pr_otectors of neo-Hitlerite re
venge aims, the enemies of peace, democracy 
and the Polish people, such as Mr. Arthur 
Bliss Lane, who while holding the position 
of Ambassador of the United States in War
saw, did not hesitate to take a personal part 
in the organization of actions directed against 
the Polish State and its independence and 
who, since his return to the United States, 
has specialiZed in vile slanders against Po
land and the U. S. S. R.; such as, also, a 
member of the special committee, Mr. 
O'KoNSKI, who during World War II was con
nected with nazi agencies in the United 
States. 

"The appointment of the special com
mittee coincides with the appropriation by 
the United St :1.tes Congress of $100,000,000 
for diversionist-espionage activities in other 
countries, among them Poland. It is a com
ponent part of that criminal action aimed 
against the peace of the world. 

"The extermination in Katyn of thousands 
of Polish officers and soldiers was the work 
of Nazi criminals who, in addition to . the 
Katyn crime, committed hundreds of simi
lar crimes on Polish and Soviet soij. The 
Katyn crime was one link in the Nazi cam
paign aimed at the physical extermination 
of the Polish people and consistently car
ried out during the occupation. The Katyn 
crime was the work of those Nazi genocidal 
criminals whom American :--uthorities today 
are releasing from prison and whose serv
ices they engage for the preparation of new 
cri"'les against the Polish people and against 
all peace-loving nations. 

"From the start the Polish people, who 
have had first-hand experience with Nazi 
methods of slaughter as applied to Os-· 
wiecim, Majdanek, and many other death 
camps in Poland, never had any doubt what
ever but that the monstrous Katyn crime 
was the work of Nazi gangsters. The lies of 
Nazi propaganda were ultimately exposed 
as such by evidence accumulated and incon
testably established in the presence of Po
lish representatives by a special Soviet com-

mission for the establishment and investi
gation of circumstances surrounding the 
shooting by Facist German invaders of Po
lish officers who were prisoners of war. 

"The whole world passed judgment on the 
Nazi ~urders of Katyn, ·just as it Jt:ldged all 
their monstrous crimes in concentration 
camps and in thousands of cities and vil
lages of occupied Europe. 

"Genocide goes hand in hand with provo
cation. In 1943 Goebbels tried to make use 
of the bodies of Nazi victims for a monstrous 
provocation against ~he Soviet Union, whose 
army at that time was smashing the Nazi 
war machine. 

"In 1952 those involved in the mass mur
der of war prisoners in Korea, much like 
those Nazis who prepare for a new criminal 
world war, try to revive the Goebbels trick. 
By renewing the Katyn provocation, they 
seek to divert the attention of the nations 
of the world from the reconstruction of a 
neo-Hitlerite Wehrmacht as an American 
tool against world peace. 

"As far back as 1943 Nazi propaganda, 
obediently supported by the reactionary 
London clique of Polish emigres, was unsuc
cessful in misleading world opinion or the 
opinion of the Polish people. Even the very 
authors of this provocation, Goebbels and 
Frank, could not help admitting that their 
provocation had found no echo in the Po
lish nation. So much less does the new 
version of this provocation in an American 
edition find an echo now. Those who sup
pose that this provocation will attain any of 
its aims are deluding themselves. The 
murderers of Korean children and women 
will not succeed in concealing the guilt of 
the Nazi murders of Katyn, nor in rehabil
itating them for the purpose of exploiting 
them for new crimes. 

"The Polish people look with loathing 
upon the attempts of American ruling circles 
to use poisoned weapons inherited from 
Goebbels, attempts aimed at obliterating the 
traces of Nazi crimes and at base incite
ment against the peoples of the Soviet 
Union, who bore the main burden of the 
fight to rout naziism. Every Pole regards 
with outrage and contempt these calumnies 
and provocations, these cynical attempts to 
prey upon the tragic death of thousands of 
Polish citizens suffered at the hands of Nazi 
murderers. 

"The Government and the people of Po
land condemn most sharply this provocative 
action of the United States aimed against 
peace-loving nations, against those nations 
which suffered most from Nazi invasion and 
Nazi crimes." · 

This propaganda release from the 
Polish Embassy breaks all precedent as 
far as flagrant violations of diplomatic 
rules and time honored Embassy proce
dure is concerned. This release is noth
ing more than brazen communistic prop
aganda issued almost under the shadow 
of the Capitol dome. The insulting text 
of the Polish Embassy press release 
proves conclusively that the Katyn in
vestigation is exposing and damaging the 
Soviet imposed regime in Poland. The 
preliminary Communist attempts to si
lence all news and comment about the 
investigation have· failed. This press re
lease propaganda is not only an insult 
to the Katyn committee, but an insult to 
this Congress and the Government of the 
United State·s. It has been chosen as the 
weapon for counteracting the effect of 
the investigation on the enslaved Polish 
people. · 

We know that millions from various 
nations and races have been massacred, 
murdered and burned in ovens during 
the last 15 years by both Stalin and Hit-

ler. We know now that both savage dic
tators and their henchmen have been 
guilty of tortures, mass murders, geno
cide and other international crimes. 
Hitler and most of his henchmen have 
paid the penalty for their deeds. The 
hearings on the Katyn Forest murders 
are unfolding the fact slowly but surely 
that the Katyn massacres were but a 
small part of the well-organized effort of 
mass human extermination. Mass mur
der and genocide is part of the felonious 
process used by Communist dictators to 
subjugate nations and races in their mad 
drive for world conquest. 

Communist propaganda emitting from 
the Polish Embassy in Washington is a 
brazen example of the Communist influ
ence in bankrupting the moral fiber and 
respectability of human beings. 

At the Polish Embassy in Washington, 
we have men. who no doubt are descend
ants of valiant and heroic Polish ances
tors. Their ancestors have fought for the 
freedom of Poland back through the cen
turies. What would their ancestors say 
if they knew their sons were conniving 
to cover up the facts of the massacre of 
14,000 Polish soldiers in the Katyn For
est? 

If the Poles at the Embassy in Wash-
, ing:ton had not sold the honor of their 
Polish ancestry for a mess of communis
tic pottage, they would be aiding our 
committee to uncover the true facts of 
the Katyn massacres instead of operat
ing as a Kremlin tool to conceal the real 
murderers. 

When our committee meets next week 
I am going to recommend that we ask th~ 
State Department to demand an apology 
from the Polish Ambassador to the Con
gress of the United States for the insults 
contained in the above press release. If 
the apology is not forthcoming and the 
Polish Embassy in Washington does not 
cease from being a communistic propa
ganda outpost of the Kremlin, the State 
Department should insist that the pres
ent Polish Ambassador be recalled at 
once. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. - RANKIN. The gentleman re
f erred to a press release issued by the 
Polish Embassy here in Washington. 
That is the present Communist regime 
in Poland? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is right. 
Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen

tleman from Indiana that at the Nurem
berg trials the Communists, representing 
Soviet Russia, blocked the investigation 
of the Katyn murders. That is correct, 
is it not? 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman is 
absolutely correct. The committee is 
going into the procedure of the Nurem
berg trials. 

Mr. RANKIN. Some months ago the 
Michigan delegation invited me down to 
hear a very distinguished man who, 
I believe, is now president of a great 
military academy in the United States. 
He had just come back from Poland. 
His statement was to the effect that the 
people of Poland were reduced to slavery 
of the most beastly character, and that 
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a. little gang of Yids at the top were in 
complete control. 

The Polish are not running the Polish 
Embassy in America. That same ele
ment of Yiddish Communists has control 
in Russia, in Czechoslovakia, and in 
every other Communist country in Eu
rope. 

I hope when you go over there you will 
not only investigate all the angles of 
these atrocious Katyn outrages but that 
you will investigate the so-called Nu
remberg trials. 

Let us not leave this question to em .. 
barrass the American people for a hun
dred years to come. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Is there a reasonable 
doubt in the mind of the gentleman from 
Indiana or any other members of the 
committee, based on the testimony of 
former Ambassador Lane and others, 
that the Russians are not guilty of this 
massacre? 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman is ab
solutely correct. The testimony so far 
taken before our committee preponder
antly reveals that the Soviets committed 
these mass murders at Katyn. 

I may say further that a formal invita
tion was sent by the committee to the 
Russian Embassy here to come and testi
fy and present before the committee 
whatever evidence the Russians had. 
They very abruptly and insultingly re
jected our invitation. However, I will 
say that our invitation is still open if 
they have anything to offer in regard 
to these mass murders. 

Mr. GROSS. Why this trip to Europe 
to hold further hearings? 

Mr. MADDEN. The Soviet propa .. 
ganda behind the iron curtain states 
that the Nazis committed the murders. 
I have a list of about fifty very im
portant witnesses in the London and 
Paris and Berlin areas. 

Mr. GROSS. Well, what does the 
committee propose? What can be done 
about it? If it is clearly demonstrated 
that the Russians carried out this mas
sacre, what do we do about it then? 

Mr. MADDEN. I think we have ac
complished a great deal in overcoming 
Russian propaganda behind the iron 
curtain. The enslaved people are learn
ing the true facts, misrepresentation 
in Communist propaganda is being ex
posed. I have broadcasted regard
ing the evidence presented to this com
mittee on four different occasions over 
the Voice of America. I know other 
members of the committee have also 
talked on the Voice of America. I think 
this committee has contributed an ava
lanche of material already in overcom .. 
ing Communist propaganda. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield. 
Mr. BUSBEY. May I inquire of the 

gentleman from Indiana what has been 
done to broadcast the facts through 
the Voice of America, and over Radio 
Free Europe. 

Mr. MADDEN. I have spoken four 
times on the Voice of America. I know 
other members of the committee have 

spoken over the Voice of America and on 
Radio Free Europe. In fact, yesterday 
the gentleman now addressing you from 
the well talked for 10 minutes on the 
Voice of America. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Are the transcripts of 
those broadcasts available for Members 
of the Congress to read? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, certainly. 
Mr. BUSBEY. Where would we ob

tain copies of them? 
Mr. MADDEN. At the Voice of Amer

ica offices. 
Mr. BUSBEY. When does the com

mittee contemplate going to Europe to 
hold these hearings? 

Mr. MADDEN. We talked to the 
Speaker of the House in regard to that, 
and the Speaker suggested that we 
should go during the Easter .time when 
there will be a 10-day Easter recess. So 
we aim to go at that time. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I notice on page 2 of 
the resolution, it states "upon complet
ing the necessary hearings, the commit
tee shall report to the House of Repre
sentatives or the Clerk of the House, if 
the House is not in session, before Jan
uary 3, 1953." Is there not a possibility 
that the committee could report to the 
Clerk of the House, or the House itself 
before January 3 of next year? 

Mr. MADDEN. We have a great deal 
of testimony to take not only across the 
water, but here in this country after we 
come back-if the committee cannot 
make a full report, we aim to make a 
partial report before the Congress ad
journs in July. The complete report will 
be made before this Congress expires 
January 3, 1953. 

Mr. BUSBEY. May I ask when that 
partial report is contemplated, if the 
gentleman from Indiana can give us any 
indication? 

Mr. MADDEN. I could not say right 
now, but we aim to make a partial re
port before the Congress adjourns which 
may be possibly July or sometime there
abouts. 

Mr. BUSBEY. I thank the gentle· 
man. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. I think the House 

should understand that no member of 
this committee desires to express an 
opinion of guilt or innocence before all 
of the evidence which is available to us, 
has been heard. While what the gen· 
tleman has said is true, nevertheless we 
are willing to hear both sides, if they 
wish to be heard, and for that reason 
the invitation was sent to the Russian 
Government here in Washington. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I re· 
serve t-be balance of my time, and in ac
cordance with permission granted me, I 
include the following letters: · 

Los ANGELES TIMES, 
WASHINGTON BUREAU, 

Washington, D . C., Mar ch 5, 1952. 
Hon. RAY J. MADDEN, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. MADDEN: When I read the en .. 
closed insulting press release from the .Polish 
Embassy I wondered whether freedom of 
speech and freedom of the press ought not 
be curtailed for some of the Red embassies. 

Of course, I have fought, and will continue 
to fight, censorship, whether in our own 
Federal agencies or in foreign countries. 

I am sending this letter and the Embassy 
statement to you because it makes me so 
angry that the Communists are t aking such 
an advantage of American hospitality that 
I want to be certain you don't miss it. 

On several occasions I have been on the 
verge of notifying the Polish Embassy to 
stop sending me their propaganda, most of 
which I put in the wastebasket in its vir
ginal condition, but I have reconsidered be
cause I realize their stuff shows the Commie 
party line and a reverse iron curtain won't 
benefit this country. 

This latest defamation of your committee 
seems to me, however, to be so offensive that 
the State Department might be asked to 
move. I wonder if the Secretary should not 
call the Ambassador to his office and ask why, 
how come, is this your attitude, etc., and 
possibly suggest that some retaliative steps 
might be taken. 

Having grown up in a New' England mill 
town, I have m any Polish acquaintances 
dating back to grade school. I am sure they 
would resent this attack on the Congress of 
the United States. I have informed Mr. 
Einhorn in the Embassy's press office that 
I, as an American citizen, resent such insult
ing use of their diplomatic privileges. 

I hope you will call this press release to 
the ·attention of the House, if not to the 
State Department. While I m ay not agree 
with your political views, I surely think that 
a congressional committee chairman should 
be allowed to proceed with a duly authorized 
inquiry {whether or not I think it justified) 
without being attacked in this fashion. If 
you think I could be of help, I'll be glad to 
write some comments for you. 

Very truly yours, 
WARREN FRANCIS. 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESS GALLERY, 

Washington, D. C., Mar ch 7, 1952. 
Hon. RAY J . MADDEN, 

Member of Congress From Indiana. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN: As an accredited 

newspaper correspondent to the Congress I 
am the recipient of unsolicited literature 
from many different sources. However, I 
have never received such insulting trash as 
the enclosed press release. 

I am sending it to you because it refers to 
the committee bearing your name. 

I am a veteran newspaperman, r ather hard 
boiled, and during my forty-odd years as a 
professional observer of political events I 
have seen a great deal. My epidermis, 
therefore, has lost much of its sensitiveness. 

However, the enclosed press release got my 
goat and I decided to pass it on to you, 
though you probably have seen a copy of it. 

For the life of me I cannot understand how 
we can tolerate in our midst, to be so grossly 
insulted by representatives of a foreign 
power? 

Have we grown so cowardly as to allow an 
Embassy to issue insulting communications 
against the elected representatives of our 
people? 

I cannot imagine-and I am convinced
t hat our diplomatic agents abroad would 
never stoop to such violations of common 
decency, expectorating insults against their 
hosts? 

I call upon you to t ake up the challenge 
of the Polish Embassy and since you have 
be.en the target of their insults I count upon 
you to take up this m atter wit h the State 
Department. 

Sincerely yours, 
STEPHEN L. DEBALTA, 

Senate Press Gallery. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. DONDERO], the ranking 
minority member of the committee. 
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Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I can 

confirm everything the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MADDEN] has said in his 
opening statement ()n this resolution. 
We have taken considerable testimony. 
One thing that might be added to what 
has been said is that the two American 
officers he mentioned were two Amer
ican officers captured by the Germans 
in Africa and held as prisoners of war. 
They were taken by the Germans under 
guard to see these graves in the Katyn 
Forest in Russia. Both of those men 
have reported to our Government and 
testified before our committee. Natu
rally, they were not very friendly to the 
German Government after having been 
prisoners of the Germans for 2 years 
and 2 months before they were taken to 
these graves. I am satisfied the report 
they made was not a colored one in any 
sense favorable to the Germans. They 
simply reported what they saw. One 
thing more should be added to what the 
gentleman from Indiana has said in re
gard to this matter, and that is that 
when this committee was set up under 
the resolution passed last year, you con
ferred upon this committee, I mean the 
House of Representatives, a responsibil
ity which, in my judgment, is a very im
portant one. It is our duty to return to 
our Government a report of what we find 
from the evidence, which will be sub
mitted, and which has already been sub
mitted. I certainly would not care to 
sign my name to a document of such 
importance, and which may have far
reaching effects, without having the 
privilege of hearing all the evidence 
available either for or against the ques
tion presented. The subject of the mas
sacre in the Katyn Forest was taken up 
at the Nuremberg trial, but no conclu
sion was reached. I unG.erstand that 
both sides, the q.ermans and the Rus
sians, submitted three witnesses, then 
the entire matter was dropped. No con
clusion whatever was reached. Nothing 
further has been done. Here we have 
a subject from what little we now know 
about it, which has shocked the civilized 
world. 

I cannot conceive of any more atro
cious or inhuman act being committed 
by any government, whether German or 
Russian, than the massacre in cold blood 
of these 15,000 or thereabouts, Polish 
officers. They were many of the leaders 
of an entire army of a nation of 30,000,-
000 or 35,000,000 people. Certainly civil
ization does not want to let pass with
out anything being said or any protest 
being made to such a crime. We cannot 
simply shrug our shoulders and let it 
pass by as if it did not concern us. Let 
the civilized world know who is respon
sible for this act and let the chips fall 
where they may. For the reasons stated, 
I feel that this resoluticm should be 
adopted. I am ready and willing to do 
my duty. I ,l{now it will not be a pleas
ant task. It is a gruesome matter. 

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. MACHROWICZ. I think the gen

tleman will probably remember the des
patch that came from Europe only a 
week or ten days ago which proved the 
tremendous impact the work of this 

committee has had upon people behind 
the iron curtain. Every newspaper in 
Poland behind the iron curtain, and 
Pravda and other Russian papers, de
voted several pages of their paper last 
week to answering the charges made 
before our committee. This proves the 
tremendous impact the work of this com
mittee has already had on the iron 
curtain countries. Am I correct? 

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman is 
entirely correct. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the 

gentleman from Michigan that there is 
another matter that needs investigation 
by Congress very badly, and that is the 
so-called Nuremberg trials. 

We are today divided in this House 
because of the persecution of the South
ern States, not during the Civil War, but 
during the dark days of reconstruction, 
such as the trial of Dr. Mudd, and the 
trial and execution of . Captain Wirtz, 
who was in charge of a Confederate 
prison. 

An ex-Federal soldier from the State 
of Michigan who faced the firing line 
of Pickett's charge at Gettysburg, and 
who was in that prison, James Madison 
Page, in his book called The Truth About 
Andersonville, a Defense of Captain 
Wirtz, says that the hanging of Captain 
Wirtz was one of the greatest outrages 
in all history. 

The Nuremberg trials, which are 
charged up to the United States, and 
which were participated in by Russia, are 
going to rise up to haunt the American 
people for generations to come, unless 
they are investigated and cleared up. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG]. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend the distinguished gen;. 
tleman from Indiana, the chairman of 
this committ-ee, the distinguished gen
tleman from Michigan, the ranking 
member of this committee, and other 
members for the task they have assumed. 
I hope this resolution will be unani
mously approved and that this important 
committee may go abroad on this most 
important mission. It is important be
cause they are going to seek the truth, 
as the gentleman from Michigan has 
stated. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. l yield. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Can the gentle

man advise this House whether any other 
nation in the world is going to go into 
this inquiry? Or will this be just an 
inquiry by a committee of this Congress? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am sorry I can
not answer the gentleman, because I 
cannot speak for any other government. 
I only hope that once we have taken 
the lead in this important matter others 
of our allies will follow our path. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. May I ask one 
further question: When the findings of 
the committee have been printed and 
announced what do we do then? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I will be glad to 
answer that question in just a moment. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. It is a very im
portant question. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I agree with the 
gentleman, and I will deal with it per
haps in an extension if I do not have 
time to do it now. 

I first became interested in the grue
some matter of this Katyn massacre in 
1949 in the city of Berlin. At that time 
I was investigating our propaganda ef
forts over the radio and otherwise to the 
people behind the iron curtain. I was 
told by American officers time and again 
that there could be no doubt whatever 
that this atrocious affair was committed 
by the Soviets. Every indication, every 
evidence, pointed to that conclusion. It 
is quite understandable that the Com
munist leaders would try to shift the 
blame to the Nazis. I have no brief for 
the Nazis whatever, but I am sure this 
committee representing this body will 
endeavor to find the truth so that it can 
be used to indict the guilty parties. 

The films showing the exhuming of the 
bodies leave no doubt that it was the 
Soviets who perpetrated this outrage. 

Why is it important to determine this 
truth? Because we have in our hands 
a weapon as powerful as the atomic 
bomb, and that weapon is the truth. In 
using the truth of this Katyn massacre 
of these 1~,000 or more brave Polish om
cers we will be wielding a weapon that 
will literally pulverize the propaganda 
of the Soviets. I firmly believe that 
Stalin and the Politburo are more fearful 
of being exposed by such investigations 
as this and their propaganda branded 
for the falsity that it is, than they are 
of all our armies, navies, and air corps 
that we are building up. For the results 
of this investigation will drive a wedge 
between them and the people they have 
enslaved. 

Now, to answer the gentleman who 
asked the question, what do we do, what 
use can we make of this material? May 
I say that we can make the best pos
sible use of it by broadcasting the facts, 
by asking our allies to broadcast the 
facts, in regard to a regime so merciless 
as to murder in.cold blood 12,000 Polish 
officers, who had been told that if they 
would surrender their lives would be pre
served to permit them to fight for their 
freedom. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Suppose this com
mittee finds that the Germans did it? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. If the commit
tee finds that the Germans did it, they 
should so report. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Where do we go 
from there? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Well, we could 
use the same propaganda. But I am 
not disturbed in regard to who did it. 
All the facts that have been turned up 
so far indicate the Soviets did it. 

According to the gentleman from In
diana and the gentleman from Mich
igan, they and the other Members are 
going there with open minds. I think 
it is time to continue by every means 
possible to drive this wedge between the 
people behind the iron curtain in Po
land, Czechoslovakia and all of these 
other enslaved countries, and those who 
have enslaved them. 
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Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? · 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to "the 

gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. GROSS. The gentleman from In· 

diana [Mr. MADDEN] said he was con
vinced that the Russians perpetrated 
this crime. The gentleman says they 
are going over there with an open mind. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am convinced 
they are, too, but I dare say that the 
gentleman from Indiana. would change 
his mind if the evidence warranted it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Missouri has expired. , 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman two additional 
minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Can the gen
tleman advise the House what this is 
going to cost the taxpayers of the United 
States? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I cannot. I will 
have to leave that to the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. One other 
question, if the gentleman will permit. 
Reference was made by the gentleman 
from Indiana to a number of witnesses 
who are in Great Britain and Europe. 
Am I correct in my assumption that 
other nations of the United Nations are. 
also interested in this investigation? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Yes; I am quite 
sure they are. I personally talked to 
some from behinj the iron curtain in the 
fall of 1949 that I hope this committee 
will call in and talk to. 

Mr. ROGER6 of Texas. Are these 
witnesses nationals of nations belonging 
to the United Nations? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I have not con• 
sulted with the members of the commit
tee on that one point. 

Mr. MACHROWICZ. I may say to 
the gentleman that some of the wit· 
nesses are in a group of international ex
perts who had the opportunity to exam
ine the graves and who did make a re
port at one time. Some of them arena
tionals of various countries in Europe 
that have never had the opportunity to 
present their findings before a commit
tee of this sort. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Has any ef
fort '.Jeen made to get the governments 
to which those witnesses belong to send 
them over to this country at their ex
pense rather than call on the American 
taxpayers to spend the money of this 
country for a committee to go over 
there? 

Mr. MACHROWICZ. I cannot answer 
that question. 

Mr. :OURLESON. Mr. Speakei·, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the gen
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURLESON. A question was 
asked about the request of funds for this 
investigation. As I recall, the original 

·request was made to the Committee on 
House Administration, which handles 
the contingent funds of the House, and 
of which I am a member, for $20,000 
when this committee was authorized. I 
believe the request now is 1or an addi-

tional $100,000 to continue the investi· 
gation. Does the gentleman know 
whether that is true or not? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not know. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the 

gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. MADDEN. I may say to the gen

tleman that I made this request in the 
resolution but I had not consulted the 
committee at the time because the 
Speaker informed me that if the com
mittee went it would be during the 
Easter recess. So I hurriedly drew the 
resolution and made that request, but 
upon consulting the members of the 
committee I find it would be far less than 
$100,000. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I thank the gen
tleman. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LECOMPTE]. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, this 
resolution providing for an investigation 
of the Katyn massacre in Poland con
templated an expenditure of not to ex
ceed $20,000 for a thorough investigation 
by a committee appointed by the Speaker 
and such investigation to be made here 
in Washington. The terrible massacre is 
an event that occur.red about 10 years 
ago, and the investigation was ordered or 
authorized last September. Now the res
olution provides for enlarging that in
vestigation, permitting it to be made any 
place in the world, so· far as I can deter
mine, both inside and outside of the 
United States, and at a cost not to exceed 
$100,000. One hundred thousand dollars 
is what this committee now wants. 
House Resolution 556 asks for $100,000 
from the contingent fund for enlarging 
this investigation. Already there has 
been spent as much or more money by 
the Eighty-second Congress for investi
gations as any Congress in the history of 
the United States. Not since the adop
tion of the Constitution, I think, has any 
Congress spent more for investigations 
than this Congress has spent, and the 
resolution comes before us to enlarge this 
investigation of a massacre that oc
curred in a foreign country 10 years ago, 
to the extent of $100,000. I have not 
heard any of the speakers say what is to 
be accomplished by this investigation, 
even if the guilt is fixed on some indi
vidual or upon some country. 

Mr. :MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know whether 
the gentleman heard me or not, but I am 
going to appear before the Committee on 
House Administration next week, and the 
cost of this investigation will be far less 
than $100,000. I had not previously in
formed the committee of the details of 
the expenses in connection with a trip of 
this kind. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. In reply to that I 
will read the resolution. The resolution 
calls for $100,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, but when I ap
pear before the Committee on House Ad-

ministration I will inform them that the 
cost will be less. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Is the gentleman 
willing to have the Committee on House 
Administration determine how much 
they think you should have? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; then it comes up 
before the House. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Is the gentleman 
willing to have the Committee on House 
Administration amend his resolution? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; that will come up 
before the House after the Committee 
on House Administration handles it. 
This does not deal with money at all. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. But your resolution 
was referred to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

Mr. MADDEN. This resolution just 
deals with the authority to go abroad. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I understand that, 
but House Resolution 556 is before the 
Committee on House Administration, and 
asks for a maximum of $100,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. Is the gentleman 

willing to have the Committee on House 
Administration investigate and deter
mine what, in the judgment of that com
mittee, is enough for that investigation? 

Mr. MADDEN. And then recommend 
that to the House? Yes. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. It has to pass the 
House, of course. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; but it will not be 
$100,000. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. But the resolution 
asks for that. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; but it will be less. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. If the committee re

duces it, but your resolution calls for 
$100,000. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Virginia, the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. STANLEY. As I understand, the 
gentleman is addressing himself to House 
Resolution 539 at the moment. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Yes. 
Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman 

note that this resolution provides for in
vestigation within and without the 
United States? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Yes. Originally it 
was just within. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman 
recall that the original resolution for in
vestigation confined such investigation 
solely to the United States? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. That is what I am 
trying to make clear, and the original 
resolution was practically unanimously 
approved. 

Mr. STANLEY. Was it the gentle
man's understanding that with the 
amount of money authorized by the 
Committee on House Administration in 
the original resolution, that that would 
be a sufficient fund for the complete in
vestigation? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. That was the under
standing, that $20,000 would take care of 
the whole investigation. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Missouri. 
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not know 

how much money should be spent on 
this investigation, but I am certain the 
gentleman recalls that in the recent tes
t imony before the committee in regard 
to appropriation bills, there was appro
priated approximately $100,000,000 to be 
used for refugees from behind the iron 
curtain, or people residing in the iron 
curtain countries. That was a propa
ganda move on our part. To my mind 
of thinking that $100,000,000 has made 
Uncle Joe Stalin squeal louder and 
longer than the millions and billions of 
dollars that we have spent for military 
expenditures. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. The gentleman has 
had his time, and I cannot yield any 
more. We have spent fabulous amounts 
of money for propaganda, European aid, 
the Voice of America, Marshall plan, and 
other efforts to help Europe. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman two additional 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LECOMPn"E. I yield to my col
league from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I wish my colleague 
from Iowa would pursue the question of 
what is expected to be accomplished by 
the spending of $100,000 in a continua
tion of this investigation. 

Mr. LECO:MPTE. I thought · we were 
going to have a full report on the inves
tigation for $20,000. That was the orig
inal estimate. Now it appears we will 
not get any report from the committee 
for the time being. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman, I 
am sure, could not make an analysis of 
the ultimate results of such an investi
gation, because the chairman has not 
been able to explain clearly the pur
poses and the real objectives to be ac
complished by it. 

I would like to also say, if I may, that 
some of those refugees, to which the gen
tleman from Missouri has referred, com
ing from behind the iron curtain out 
into Western Europe and into the United 
States are undesirable, and I am won
dering if in the future we may wish they 
were back from whence they came. The 
damage they may do in the free world 
where they have the greatest possible 
advantages may cause a regret on the 
part of those who supported that propo
sition. 

I wish the gentlemen of this commit
tee would make a complete and full re
port on their investigations as originally 
authorized within the United States, and 
then perhaps they can make a case for 
further investigation. As it is, I can
not believe that another $100,000 should 
be spent for the purposes which have 
been presented in this debate. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. I thank the gentle
man for his contribution. An investiga
tion in Europe by a committee of Con
gress occupying a considerable period of 
time, could go far afield and could ex
cite some international feelings. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. FuRCOLOJ. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Speaker, it just 
happens that, as the committee knows, 
I am not planning to make the· trip 
abroad, if such a trip is made. 

I have taken the floor because some 
Members have asked what is the pur
pose of the committee and what can be 
done, assuming it comes to some con
clusion. 

I did not hear all of the talk of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MADDEN] 
but I assume he pointed out that, first 
of all, there has never been any definite 
conclus'on by any impartial body as to 
who perpetrated this crime. At the time 
the crime was discovered it .was known 
that either Russia or Germany had done 
it. Germany had investigated and made 
certain conclusions. Russia had its in
vestigation and it made certain conclu
sions. 

I am satisfied that no one in this body 
would want to have any action taken en 
the basis of conclusions that were made 
by the two countries that were accused 
of having perpetrated this crime. I 
think that is one of the reasons why this 
committee was established, so that at 
ieast as far as the people in the United 
States are concerned, and as far as his
tory is concerned, there will have been a 
determination by some body that would 
be considered to be fair and impartial 
and objective in its approach. So his
torically there certainly is good reason 
to try to establish that. 

Secondly, as I think the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MADDEN] pointed out, 
and I do not know about this because 
I have never been behind the iron cur
tain, but those people in our Govern
ment who are entrusted with the re
sponsibility of seeing what establishing 
the truth may do to help spread democ
racy and to help defeat communism, tell 
us that the work of this committee al
ready has had tremendous effect in a 
moral sense. It is proof, as one wit
ness said, that the United States has 
not for gotten this dreadful crime but is 
doing its best to expose the criminals. 

There are other reasons. The gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY] 
asked a question to which I should like 
to give one additional answer, at least. 
Again, this is on my own in the sense 
that I took this step without the knowl
edge of the committee. I do not know 
whether the committee happens to ap
prove or disapprove of this. However, 
some weeks ago when the committee was 
formed I got in touch with President 
Truman. I pointed out what the com
mittee was going to do and that there 
never had been any impartial investi
gation. 

I said that I believed that after the 
committee turned in its report, what
ever it might be, there would then be a 
good basis for this country to ask the 
United Nations to determine finally in 
an over-all sense, in a United Nations 
sense, who had perpetrated this crime 
and what action should be .taken, be
cause after all this was a crime against 
humanity. It was not simply a crime 
against the United States or one nation. 

It was a crime against humanity. · I felt 
that this country should take the leader
ship in asking the United Nations to do 
that. 

I also felt the President would be on 
much more reasonable ground if, in mak
ing his move, he could state that this 
country had not gone off half-cocked 
in any way but, on the other hand, had 
made ? careful and impartial investi
gation and. as a result of that, there 
was ground for the United Nations to 
take further action if the United Nat'ons 
saw fit to do it. 

There are many other reasons, but 
time will not permit me to go into them 
at this time. 

In view of one question that was asked 
of some other speaker, I want to say 
this, too. Many weeks ago I wrote to · 
every single doctor who had appeared 
on a commission that was established by 
Germany in its investigation of this 
crime. Those doctors are abroad; they 
are not in this country. I have received 
letters from two or three of those doc
tors, pointing out what their conclusions 
might be. 

As you may know, at least those Mem
bers who have studied the matter, the 
Russians claim the German commission 
doctors were forced and coerced into 
theii· findings, and there was duress and 
undue compulsion. The Germans claim 
the same thing about the Russian com
mission. 

It was for that reason that I wrote 
to these doctors, pointing out that if that 
might have been true at one time, either 
when Germany had control of them or 
when Russia had control of them, that 
was not true at the present time, ap
parently. No doctor is now under the 
control of Germany or subject to coer
cion by the Nazis. I wanted to know if 
their opinion now was the same as it 
had been in any document or report they 
had filed or they had signed. 

I received answers from two or three 
of those doctors, but there are still a 
great many more doctors over there who 
for one reason or another have not seen 
fit to engage in correspondence and give 
their views that way. Perhaps they will 
later but, although several weeks have 
elapsed since I wrote to them, they still 
have not answered. 

I have mentioned this because, as I 
have pointed out .• what I say may be 
considered somewhat unbiased, because 
I do not plan to go to Europe. 

I only have time to mention one other 
reason. Certainly this last reason is of 
vital importance and, as far as at least 
this reason is concerned, it should be a 
committee from this Congress that con
ducts this phase of the Katyn investi
gation. 

It is this: At least two reports about 
the massacre were turned into the Gov
ernment by American officers. At least 
one of those reports disappeared and 
charges have been made about the rea
son for its disappearance. Those charges 
directly concern this Congress becaus~ 
they may involve personnel and depart
ments or agencies of the United States 
Government. They must be investigated 
fully, and the facts brought to light. 
This committee is going to do that re
gardless of where the trail may lead. 
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It has been charged that the Govern

ment of the United States tried to cover 
up certain features of the Katyn mas
sacre. Is there not a duty on the part 
of this Congress to investigate such 
charges? Certainly the truth of that 
matter has never been established by 
any official body. It is imperative that 
that be done. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, in my 
opinion the Katyn massacre should be 
thoroughly investigated. It is one of 
the most important questions that has 
yet come before the Congress of the 
United States in this world-wide contest 
between Yiddish communism and 
Christian civilization. 

It was one of the most beastly atroci
ties in all of the history of mankind. 
Every report shows that the murder of 
those thousands of helpless Poles was 
commit ted by Communist Russia; and 
that later when the so-called Nuremberg 
trials were going on, the Russian mem
ber, or members, blocked any investi
gation by that court of the outrageous 
murder of those ten or fifteen thousand 
helpless Polish victims. 

The same element that controls Rus
sia also controls Poland. They have re
duced the Polish people to abject slavery, 
and this outfit down here, that calls itself 
the Polish Embassy, does not represent 
the Christian people of Poland. 

Kosciusko would turn over in his grave 
if he could press back the veil that hides 
us from that mysterious realm where he 
has "taken his chamber in the silent 
halls of death," and see the way that 
gang of Yiddish Communists are treat
ing the people of Poland, his own coun
try, for which he so valiantly fought, 
and for which he gave his life, and real
ize that they have lost entirely that 
freedom that "shrieked when Kosciusko 
fell." 

Permit me to call your attention to an 
atrocity committed by Communist Rus
sia against the Christian people of the 
Ukraine that is more beastly, if that is 
possible, than the Katyn massacre. 

When the Communists took over the 
Ukraine they reduced those people to a 
condition of abject slavery, the like of 
which humanity had never seen. They 
not only took their land and their homes 
away from them, but they allotted them 
small plots to cultivate and levie~ rental 
tributes that barely left them enough to 
sustain life. 

In 1933 they had a crep failure in the 
Ukraine, and that Communist gang in 
Moscow went down and took away all 
they made. That left the people of the 
Ukraine without anything at all on which 
to survive, and millions of them, men, 
women, and children, among the best 
Christian people in Europe, starved to 
death in their own homes. 

Hon. W. C. Bullitt was Ambas
sador to Moscow in 1933, and when he 
appeared before the Committee on Un
American Activities a few ·years ago, I 
asked him about this horrible incident. 
I am going to quote a small portion of 
his testimony in order that you may have 
first-hand information of the greatest 
outrage ever perpetrated against the 

people of any country. Here are some 
of the questions and answers: 

Mr. RANKIN. The people in the Ukraine 
are among the best people in Europe? 

Mr. BULLITT. That is right. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yet they went in there and 

took everything they made and starved, you 
say, five or six million of them to death? 

Mr. BULLITT. Three to five million. 
Mr. RANKIN. Men, women, and children 

star ved . to death, eating, in their frantic 
misery, the bodies of their own children, of 
their own families; that is correct, isn't it? 

Mr. BULLITT. I am extremely sorry to say 
that I actually have two photographs of a 
father and mother and the skeleton of the 
child they had eaten, which were taken 
down there in the Ukraine. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; that ls what I am trying 
to bring out. · 

Mr. BULLI'l'T. I still have two photographs 
of that. There ls nothing more horrible. 

Mr. Speaker, can anybody who reads 
that testimony of the ruthless starvation 
of from three to five million Christian 
men, women, and children be surprised 
at the beastly murder of these ten or 
fifteen thousand helpless Polish victims 
in the Katyn Forest? 

Remember that the same Communist 
government that perpetrated the ruth
less starvation of these helpless people 
also had at least one representative on 
the Nuremberg court, who blocked the 
investigation of this horrible outrage. 

I am supporting this resolution for the 
reason · that I want this committee to 
make a thorough investigation, not only 
of the Katyn massacre but of the Nu
remberg court that probably perpetrated 
more outrages than any other organiza
tion of its kind that ever sat. 

We people in the South have for almost 
90 years protested against the trial, 
execution, or imprisonment of ex-Con
federate soldiers by tribunals that have 
long been condemned by the people of 
the entire Nation. Yet, here we have an 
instance in the .Nuremberg trials where 
the losers only were tried and where rep
resentatives of the government that per
petrated one of the greatest crimes in 
history sat in judgment, condemned, and 
hanged German soldiers, civilians and 
doctors; 5 or 6 years after the ·war closed. 

As has been pointed out, some of them 
were convicted and executed under ex 
post facto laws, or laws that had been 
passed, or regulations that had been 
adopted, after the alleged offenses . had 
been committed. 

Lord Maurice P. Hankey, a member 
of the upper house of the British Parlia
ment, in his recent book on Politics, 
Trials and Errors condemns in no un
certain terms those Nuremberg trials. 
He says that while Germans were tried 
and convicted for the invasion of Nor
way, that the British invaded first. It 
seems to have been a race, as General 
Forrest once said, of who could "get there 
first with the most men." 

Lord Hankey points out the fact that 
the precedents set by these Nuremberg 
trials are likely to plague the civilized 
world for generations to come with the 
doctrine that "only a lost war is a crime." 
Lord Hankey quotes Field Marshal Mont
gomery, who commanded the British 
forces during World War II, as saying 
that "the Nuremberg trials made the 
waging of unsuccessful war a crime, for 

the generals of the defeated side would 
be tried and then hanged." . 

If this country should ever lose a war
which she is likely to do some day, if she 
continues to fight other people's battles 
all over the world-then God save Amer
i..!a. A Nuremberg court would probably 
hang the President, every member of 
his cabinet, as well as the Members of 
both Houses of Congress, to say nothing 
of the generals, admirals, and others on 
down to the buck privates, as well as the 
officials in the various States, probably 
including every member of the State 
legislatures, doctors, and other civilians. 

As I said, they would not stop at the 
generals, but they might make their 
executions so sweeping as to destroy 
the people of the entire country, or 
starve them to death, as was done in the 
Ukraine. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am 
supporting this resolution, in the hope 
that the committee will not only com
plete the investigation of the Katyn 
massacre but will also investigate the 
Nuremberg court, in order that we may 
correct, as far as possible, the terrible 
errors that were committed by that 
tribunal, under the pressure of Commu
nist influences, and charged up to the 
United States. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY]. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
made the inquiry a few moments ago as 
to what we would do when this com
mittee reported its findings. I made it 
in all seriousness and was not being 
facetious in the slightest. 

This matter worries me. I am tre
mendously concerned about the advisa
bility of sending a committee of the 
American Congress to another .continent 
to be trekking around acting as judge 
and jury over an offense with which we 
had nothing to do whatsoever and over 
which we really have no authority. Such 
a mission is unprecedented and is 
fraught with danger. We had better-go 
slow. 

We had better consider most carefully 
what our objective is and which no one 
seems to really know before we vote to 
send a committee of this Congress to 
another land to be inquiring into some
thing in which we had rio part what
soever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
expired. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SITTLER]. 

Mr. SITTLER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to concur in what the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY] said. 
As a representative of four southwestern 
counties in Pennsylvania, I represent 
many thousands of American people of 
Polish descent. They are a great people, 
and they are known for their integrity, 
their love of freedom, and their love of 
truth. I speak for them when I offer 
this suggestion: That if we are inter
ested in the truth with regard · to this 
Katyn massacre I wonder if it might not 
be a better idea for us to finance an 
independent investigation rather than to 
attempt to conduct one of our own. As 
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the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FuRcoLoJ said, we do not accept the in
vestigation of the Germans, we do not 
accept the investigation of the Russians 
in this matter, because we consider them 
prejudiced. I would hate to go over and 
make an investigation of my own and 
consider myself entirely unprejudiced in 
this matter. I therefore suggest that it 
might be a reasonable conclusion that if 
we are interested, as I know everyone js 
interested in this matter, should we not 
finance an independent investigation 
rather than attempt to conduct it· with 
our own personnel? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SITTLER. I yield. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Does not the gen .. 

tleman feel that the free peoples of the 
world everywhere would be glad to accept 
the word of Members of the American 
Congress in regard to this matter and 
give full faith to their findings? 

Mr. SITTLER. I may say to the gen
tleman that I believe the free peoples of 
the world are inclined to accept the word 
of Members of the American Congress 
but it is not the free peoples of the world 
we have to convince; it is the people 
behind the iron curtain to whom the 
gentleman referred in his speech. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SITTLER. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. If the peoples of 

the earth are willing to accept our lead
ership and our statement on these nu
merous things why are we making such 
slow progress in holding old friends and 
gain ·ng new friends through all this evi
dence we have produced? 

Mr. SITTLER. I think the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr . . CRAWFORD] has an· 
swered the gentleman from Missouri 
CMr. ARMSTRONG] far better than I did. 

(Mr. RANKIN and Mr. SITTLER asked 
and were given permission to revise and 
extend their remarks and include extra
neous matter.) 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 4 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I may say in answer to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
already the work of this committee had 
done more to combat and to expose in
sidious Communist propaganda not only 
behind the iron curtain but beyond the 
iron curtain than any move that has 
been made so far to my knowledge. We 
must bear this fact in mind, that the 
Soviets have already during the years 
intervening since these massacres, sent 
propaganda to the satellite countries 
that this Katyn massacre was the work 
of the Nazis. Since this committee 
started holding hearings, through radio 
broadcasts, conversations, whisperings, 
and so forth, the underground behind 
the iron curtain, and especially in 
Poland, has already become active in 
finding out what evidence has been pro
duced regarding the real perpetrators of 
the killing of the 14,000 Polish officers at 
Katyn. That in itself has done more to 
stifle and curtail Communist propa
ganda than any one thing, I believe, that 
has been done. 

Mr. SITTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. .I yield. 
Mr. SITTLER. I do not disagree; I 

did not say that the investigation should 
not be made; I asked only whether the 
results of the investigation might not 
be better presented with a great deal 
more force by a neutral group than by 
representatives of the one agency which 
stands between Russia and the domina
tion of the world. 

Mr. MADDEN. In answer to that let 
me say that the Katyn committee was 
created by this Congress last September 
and is the first and only so-called neutral 
group or committee that has ever in
vestigated this massacre. 

In answer to the gentleman who spoke 
a while ago regarding the original re
quest of the committee, when this com
mittee was created last September we 
did not have any idea of the avalanche 
of evidence that would be presented to 
this committee in its consideration of 
the Katyn massacre. I hold in my hand 
the names of dozens of essential wit
nesses across the water who can cast 
factual light upon these Katyn killings. 
By permitting this committee to gather 
this evidence, more will be done to ex
pose the fallacies and the insidious, false 
propaganda that is going on behind the 
iron curtain and also outside the iron 
curtain than any one thing that can be 
done. It will expose all these lies, in
sinuations, and false propaganda that 
have been going out of Moscow about the 
Katyn massacres for the last 12 years. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield. 
Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Did I under

stand the gentleman in his remarks to 
say that the committee had concluded 
in their own mind that the Soviet people 
were responsible? 

Mr. MADDEN. No, no; I said the 
preponderance of the evidence presented 
to the committee so far indicated that 
the Soviets had committed these mas
sacres. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Now, then, 
the gentleman says that the Soviets have 
propagandized the satellite nations to 
impress upon them that the Nazis did 
this? 

Mr. MADDEN. And other nations, 
too. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Why has not 
this country propagandized those satel
lite nations with information that the 
Russians did it based upon the findings 
that you have already made? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is what we are 
doing. As I stated in my opening re
marks, we have spoken over the Voice 
of America on a number of different 
occasions. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- · 
tleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK Mr. Speaker, it is 
difficult for me to see why there should 
be any opposition to this particular reso
lution. It seems to me it is a natural 
one to follow the original resolution 
creating this special committee. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
refers to an independent means of in
vestigation. Certainly I do not know of 
any more objective opportunity for in
vestigation than by a committee of this 
body and the Members who comprise the 
special committee. 

Mr. SITTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SI'ITLER. I believe the gentle
man . from Indiana [Mr. MADDEN] re· 
sponded to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. ROGERS] by saying that 
the report they now have has already 
been used as a basis for speeches on the 
Voice of America programs. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle
man ask a question? I only have 3 
minutes. 

Mr. SITTLER. I only want to ask this 
question: In view of the gentleman's 
answer to the gentleman from Texas that 
we are already propagandizing the gov
ernments behind the iron curtain, stat
ing that the Russians are responsible for 
this atrocity, how can Members of this 
House be in the position of going over 
to Poland seeking "the truth." Suppos
ing they discover the Nazis are to blame. 
Where does that leave our Voice of Amer
ica which the gentleman from Indiana 
has just said is now blaming Russia on 
the basis of the committee's preliminary 
report? 

Mr. McCORMACK. It seems to me 
that in order to complete the investi
gation this committee should be given 
the authority to go abroad. There are 
many witnesses abroad, undoubtedly, 
who can give pertinent evidence to the 
investigation. Unfortunately, it is a 
matter that occurred some years ago in 
another land, Poland, and there are un
doubtedly many witnesses over there, or 
a number of witnesses at least, that it 
would be important for this committee 
to make inquiry of in order to ascertain 
the information which will enable the 
special committee to make its final re
port to this House. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MADDEN], chairman of the special com- -
mittee, has said that the evidence is 
preponderantly in the direction of the 
Soviet Union being responsible for this 
terrible crime against humanity. That 
is not their finding now and they can
not make their finding until all the evi
dence that is available is obtained. It 
seems to me that this resolution is a 
natural follow-up of the resolution which 
created the committee originally. 

.Af3 I stated, it is rather difficult for me 
to understand why there is any objec
tion to the adoption of the pending reso
lution at this time. The position taken 
by my distinguished friend from Missis
sippi [Mr. ABERNETHY] would have ap
plied to the original resolution rather 

· than the resolution which is before the 
House at the present time. This special 
committee should be given the opportu
nity and should be empowered by the 
House to go abroad to complete its in
vestigation in order to make a definite, 
complete report to the House. 
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Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this time simply to inquire of the chair
man of the special committee what pos
sible authority this Congress has to vote 
to authorize the chairman to issue sub
penas outside the United States, which 
is clearly provided in this resolution? 

Mr. MADDEN. We do not intend to 
issue subpenas because the testimony 
that will come in before the committee 
will be voluntary testimony. 

Mr. NELSON. We are, however, vot
ing authority to subpena in this .bill? 

Mr. MADDEN. Only within this 
country. 

Mr. NELSON. According to the bill, 
it is for authority to subpena outside the 
United States also. 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, there may be an 
American citizen that we might want to 
subpena, but we do not at this time plan 
to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The answer to that 
is that it is in the original resolution. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
'The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 164, nays 156, not voting 112, 
as follows : 

Al en, Calif. 
Anfuso 
Angell 
Armstrong 
Aspinall 
Auchincloss 
Ayres 
Bailey 
Bakewell 
Baring 
Barrett 
Bates, Ky. 
Bates, Mass. 
Bennett, F la. 
Bennett, Mich. 

· Bentsen 
Blackney 
Boggs, Del. 
Bolling 
Bray 
Brehm 
Brooks 
Burnside 
Bush 
Canfield 
Carrigg 
Clemente 
Cole , N. Y. 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Crosser 
Curtis , Mo. 
Dague 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
Dempsey 
Denny 
Denton 
Devereux 
Dondero 
Donohue 
Dorn 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
.Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fine 
Fisher 
Flood 
Fogarty 
Forand 

[Roll No. 19] 

YEAS-164 

Ford Miller, Calif. 
Fulton Miller, N. Y. 
Furcolo Morano 
Garmatz Morgan 
Gavin Morris 
Gordon Multer 
Gore Norrell 
Graham O 'Brien, Ill. 
Granahan O'Hara 
Granger O'Neill 
Green O'Toole 
Greenwood Patterson 
Hagen Perkins 
Hale Philbin 
Hart Polk 
Havenner Poulson 
Hays , Ark. Preston 
Hays, Ohio Price 
Heselton Priest 
Hinshaw Rabaut 
Holifield Rankin 
Holmes Reams 
Howell Rhodes 
Irving R ibicoff 
Jackson, Wash. Richards 
J ames Riley 
Jenkins Rodino 
Jones, Ala. Rogers, Colo. 
Jones, Mo. Rooney 
K arsten. Mo. Saylor 
Kearns Scott, 
Kelley, Pa. Hugh D., Jr. 
Kelly, N. Y. Seely-Brown 
Kerr Shelley 
King, Calif. Sheppard 
K ing, Pa. S~eminski 
Kirwan Springer 
Klein Steed 
Lane Stigler 
Lanham Thompson, Tex. 
Lesinski Tollefson 
Lind Trimble 
Lyle Van Zandt 
McConnell Vinson 
McCormack Vorys 
McCulloch Vlirsell 
McDonough Watts 
McGregor Wickersham 
McGuire Wier 
Machrowicz Wigglesworth 
Mack, Ill. Withrow 
Mack, Wash. Wolverton 
Madden Yates 
Mansfield Yorty 
Meader Zablocki 

NAYS-156 
Abbitt Fugate Nelson 
Abernethy Gary Nicholson 
Adair Gathings Norblad 
Albert George Ostertag 
Allen, La. Golden Passman 
Andersen, Goodwin Patman 

H. Carl Gtant Patten 
Anderson, Calif. Gregory P ickett 
Andresen, Gross Poage 

August H. Hand Redden 
Andrews Hardy Reed, Ill. 
Arends Harris Reed, N. Y. 
Baker Harrison, Nebr. Rees, Kans. 
Beall Harrison, Va. Robeson 
Beamer Harrison, Wyo. Rogers, Fla. 
Beckworth Hebert Rogers, Tex. 
Belcher Herlong Ross 
Berry Hess St. George 
Betts Hill Schenck 
Bishop Hoeven Schwabe 
Boggs, La. Hoffman, ID. Scrivner 
Bolton Hoffman, Mich. Scudder 
Bonner Ikard Shafer 
Bosone Jarman Simpson, Ill. 
Bow Jenison Sittler 
Bramblett Jensen Smith, Kans. 
Brown. Ga. Johnson Smith, Miss. 
Bryson Jonas Smith, Va. 
Buffett Jones, Smith, Wis. 
Burdick Hamilton C. Spence 
Burleson Jones, Stanley 
Busbey Woodrow W. Taber 
Butler Kearney Talle 
Byrnes Keating Teague 
Carlyle Kilburn Thomas 
Chelf K ilday Th3mpson, 
Chenoweth Lantaff Mich. 
Chiperfield Lecompte Thornberry 
Church Lovre Vail 
Colmer Lucas Van Pelt 
Cooper McCart hy Velde 
Crawford Mcintire Wharton 
Crumpacker McMillan Wheeler 
Cunningham McMullen Whitten 
Curtis Nebr. McVey William s, Miss. 
Davis, Ga. Mahon Williams, N. Y. 
Deane Martin, Mass Willis 
DeGraffenried Mason Wilson , Ind. 
D'Ewart Miller, Md. Wilson. Tex. 
Dolliver Miller. Nebr. Win stead 
Elston Mills Wolcott 
Engle Morton Wood, Idaho 
Forrester Mumma Woodruff 
Frazier Murray, Tenn. 

Aandahl 
Addonizio 
Allen, Ill. 
Barden 
Battle 
Bender 
Blatnik 
Boykin 
Brown, Ohio 
Brownson 
Buchanan 
Buckley 
Budge 
Burton 
Camp 
Cannon 
Carnahan 
Case 
Celler 
Chatham 
Chudoff 
Clevenger 
Cole, Kans. 
Combs 
Cooley 
Coudert 
Cox 
Davis, Tenn. 
Delaney 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Donovan 
Doughton 
Doyle 
Durham 
Fernandez 
G amble 
Gwinn 

NOT VOTING-112 

Hall, Murray. Wis. 
Edwin Arthur O'Brien, Mich. 

Hall , O'Konski 
Leonard W. Osmers 

Halleck Phillips 
Harden Potter 
Harvey Powell 
Hedrick Prouty 
He1fernan Radwan 
Heller Rains 
Herter Ramsay 
Hillings Reece, Tenn. 
Hope Regan 
Horan Riehlman 
Hull Rivers 
Hunter Roberts 
J ackson, Calif. Rogers, Mass. 
Javits Roosevelt 
Judd Saba th 
Kean Sadlak 
Kee Sasscer 
Kennedy Scott, Hardie 
Keogh Secrest 
Kersten, Wis. Sheehan . 
K luczynski Shon 
Larcade Sikes 
Latham Simpson, Pa. 
McGrath Staggers 
McKinnon Stockman 
Magee Sutton 
Marshall T ackett 
Martin, Iowa T aylor 
Merrow Walter 
Mitchell Weichel 
Morrison Welch 
Moulder Werdel 
Murdock Widnall 
Murphy Wood, Ga. 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Burton with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Herter. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Sheehan. 

Mrs. Kee with Mr. Widnall. 
Mr. Sasscer with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Addonizio with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Murphy with Mr. Allen of Illinois. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Regan with Mr. Kean. 
Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Halleck. 
Mr. Kluczynski with Mr. Leonard W. Hall. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. Coudert. 
Mr. Heller with Mr. Brown of Ohio. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Weichel. 
Mr. Mitchell with Mrs. Rogers of Massa-

chusetts. 
Mr. Walter with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Hedrick with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Battle with Mr. Horan. 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Gwinn. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Case. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Merrow. 
Mr. Magee with Mr. O'Konskl. 
Mr. McKinnon with Mr. Clevenger. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. Brownson. 
Mr. Delaney with Mr. Jackson of California. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. Judd. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Simpson of Pennsyl-

vania. · 
Mr. Dollinger with Mr. Short. 
Mr. Roberts with Mr. Prouty. 
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Radwan. 
Mr. Camp with Mr. Reece of Tennessee. 
Mr. Chudoff with Mrs. Harden. 
Mr. Donovan with Mr. Budge. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Kersten of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. Stockman 
Mr. Sutton with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. McGrath with Mr. Harvey. 
Mr. Kennedy with Mr. Aandahl. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr . Cox with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Phillips. 
Mr Moulder with Mr. Potter. 
Mr O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Hull. 
Mr . Rains with Mr. Hunter. 
Mr. Wood of Georgia with Mr. Hillings. 
Mr. Secrest with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. Murdock with Mr. Riehlman. 

Messrs. HOLIFIELD, MILLER of New York, 
and ANGELL changed their vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Messrs. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN and 
ENGLE changed their vote from "yea'' to 
"nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the resolution. 

Mr.· MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 206, nays 115, not voting 111, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 20) 
YEAS-206 

Adair Bentsen 
Allen, Calif. Bishop 
Anderson, Calif.Blackney 
Andresen, Boggs, Del. 

August H. Bolling 
Anfuso Bolton 
Angell Bramblett 
Arends Bray 
Armstrong Budge 
Aspinall Burdick 
Auchincloss Burnside 
Ayres Busbey 
Bailey Canfield 
Bakewell Carrigg 
Baring Chelf 
Barrett Chenoweth 
Bates, Ky. Chiperfield 
Bates, Mass. Church 
Beall Clemente 
Beamer Cole, N. Y. 
Belcher Corbett 
Bennett, Fla. Cotton 
Bennett, Mich. Crosser 

Crumpacker 
Curtis, Mo. 
Dague 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Dempsey 
Denny 
Denton 
Devereux 
D'Ewart 
Dondero 
Donohue 
Dorn 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fine 
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Fisher King, Pa. 
Flood K irwan 
Fogarty K!ein 
Forand Lane 
Ford Lanham 
Fulton L3sinski 
Furcoio Lind 
Garmatz Lyle 
Gavin McCarthy 
George McConnell 
Goodwin McCormack 
Gordon McCulloch 
Graham McDonough 
Granahan McGregor 
Granger McGuire 
Green Me Vey 
Greenwood Machrow!cz 
Hagen Mack, Ill. 
Hale Mack, Wash. 
Harrison, Wyo. Madden 
Hart Mansfield 
Havenner Martin, Mass. 
Hays, Ohio Mason 
Heselt on Meader 
Hess Miller, Calif. 
Himhaw Miller, N. Y. 
Hoffman, Ill. Morano 
Holtfie!d Morgan 
Hohnes Multer 
Howell Nicholson 
Irving O'Brien, Ill. -
Jackson. Wash. O 'Hara 
James O 'Neill 
Jenkins Ostertag 
Johnson O"Toole 
Jonas Patman 
Jones, Ala F a tterson 
Kan:ten, Mo. Perkins 
Kearney PhH bin 
Kearns Phillips 
Keating P oage 
Kelley, Pa. Polk 
Kelly, N. Y. Poulson 
Kerr Preston 
Kilburn Price 
Kilday Priest 
King, Calli. Rabaut 

NAYS-115 

Rankin 
Reams 
Reece, Tenn.• 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rhodes 
Ribicotl' 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rooney 
Ross 
St. George 
Saylor 
Schenck 
Scott, 

Hugh D.,Jr. 
Scudder 
Secrest 
Seely-Brown 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Siemmski 
Simpson , Ill. 
Smith, Kans. 
Smith, Wis. 
Springer 
Stigler 
Thompson, 

Mich. 
Tollefson 
Trimble 
Vail 
Van Pelt 
Van Zandt 
Velde 
Vcrys 
Vursell 
Wickersham 
Wier 
Wigglesworth 
Wilson. Ind. 
Withrow 
Wolverton 
Yates 
Yorty 
Zabloc::kt 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Albert 
Allen, La. 
Andersen, 

Gat hings Norrell 

H . Carl 
Andrews 
Baker 
Barden 
Beckworth 
Berry 
Betts 
Boggs, La. 
Bonner 
Basone 
Bow 
Brehm 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buffet t 
Bu rleson 
Bush 
Butler 
Byrn es 
Carlyle 
Colmer 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Cunningham 
Cu rtis, Nebr. 
Davis, Ga. 
Deilra1fenried 
Dolliver 
Elston 
Engle 
Forrester 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Gary 

Aandahl 
Mdonizio 
Allen, Ill. 
Battle 
Bender 
B latnik 
Boykin 
Brown, Ohio 
Br ownson 
Buchanan . 
Buckley 
Burton 
Camp 
Cannon 

Golden Passman 
Gore P .ltten 
Grant Pickett 
Gregory Redden 
Grom Reed, Ill. 
H '.t: d Riley 
H '3.rdy Robeson 
Harris Rogers , Fla. 
Harrison, Nebr. Rogers, Tex. 
Harrison, Va. Schwabe 
Hebert Scrivner 
Herlcng Shafer 
H i.ll Sittler 
Hoeven Smith, Miss. 
Hofiman, Mich. Smith, Va. 
Ikard Spence 
Jarman Stanley 
Jeni£on Steed 
Jensen Taber 
Jones, Mo. Talle 
Jones, Teague 

Hamilton C. Thomas 
Jones, Thompson, Tex. 

Woodrow W. Thornberry 
Lantaff Vinson 
Lecompte Watts 
Lovre Wharton 
Lucas Wheeler 
Mcintire Whitten 
McMillan Williams, Miss. 
McMullen Williams, N. Y. 
Mahon Willis · 
Mlller, Md. Wilson, Tex. 
Mills Winstead 
Morris Wolcott 
Mumma wood, Idaho 
Murray, Tenn. Woodruff 
Nelson 
Norblad 

NOT VOTING-111 
Carnahan 
Case 
Cell er 
Chatham 
Chudotr 
Clevenger 
Cole, K ans. 
Combs 
Cooley 
Coudert 
Cox 
D avis, Tenn. 
Delaney . 
Dingell 

Dollinger 
Donovan 
Doughton 
Doyle 
Durham 
Fernandez 
Gamble 
Gwinn 
Hall , 

Edwin Arthur 
H all, 

Leonard W. 
Halleck 
Harden 

Harvey 
Hays, Ark. 
Hedrick 
Heffernan 
Heller 
Hert er 
Hillin gs 
Hope 
Horan 
Hull 
Hunter 
J a-ckson, Calif. 
Javits 

- Judd 
Kean 
Kee 
K ennedy 
Keog h 
Kersten, Wis. 
Kluczynski 
Larcade 
Latham 
McGrath 
McKinnon 

Magee 
Ma rshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Merrow 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mitchell 
Morrison 
Morton 
Moulder 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, WiS. 
O 'Brien, Mich. 
O 'Konskl 
Osmers 
Potter 
Powell 
Prouty 
Radwan 
Rains 
R£.msay 
R egan 
R 'chards 
Riehlman 

Rivers 
Roberts 
Rogers, Mass. 
Roosevelt 
Saba th 
Sadlak 
Sasscer 
Scott, Hardie 
Sheehan 
Short 
Sikes 
Simpson, Pa. 
Staggers 
Stockman 
Sutt on 
Tack~tt 
Taylor 
Walter 
we:chel 
We~cb 
Werdel 
Widnall 
Wood, Ga. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs : 
Mr . Burton with Mr. H 3rter. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Brown of Ohio. 
Mr. K eogh with Mr. Allen of Illinois. 
Mrs. Kee with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Sasscer with Mr. B~nder. 
Mr. Addonizio with Mr. Coudert. 
Mr . Murphy with Mr. Leonard W . Hall. 
Mr. Doyle with Mrs. Harden. 
M r . Regan with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Weichel. 
Mr. Kluczynski with Mr. Widnall. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. Kean. 
M:-. Heller with Mr. Judd . 
M r. Morrison with Mr. Lathem. 
:ri.n-: Mitchell with Mr. Simpson of Penn-

sylv~nia. 
Mr. Walter with Mr. Short. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Sheehan. 
Mr. Hedrick with Mrs. R :>gers of Massa-

chusetts 
Mr. Battle with Mr. Radwan. 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Case. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Gwinn. 
Mr. Magee with Mr. Horan. 
Mr. McKinnon with Mr: Kersten of Wis-

consin. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. Riehlman. 
-Mr. Delaney with Mr. Clevenger. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. B r ownson. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Morton. 
Mr. Dollinger with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Roberts with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Camp with Mr. Harvey. 
Mr. Chudoff with Mr. Hillin.gs. 
Mr. Donovan with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Prouty. 
Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. Potter. 
Mr. Sutton with Mr. Miller of Nebraska. 
Mr. Kennedy with Mr. Merrow. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mi. Hope. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Jackson of California. 
Mr. O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Aandahl, 
Mr. Rains with Mr. Hull. 
Mr. Wood of ~rgia with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. Secrest with Mr. Hardie Scott. 
Mr. McGrath with Mr. Halleck. 

Mr. IKARD changed his vote from "yea" 
to "nay." . 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may be allowed to extend their remarks 
on the resolu"tion just passed, and I also 

ask unanimous consent that two letters, 
one from one of the attorneys of the 
Los Angeles Times, and one from a mem
ber of the Senate Press Gallery, Mr. Ste
phen L. Debalta, may be incorporated 
in the RECORD immediately following my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana ? 

There was no objection. 

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Sprnker, I 
offer a resolution <H. Res. 562), and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resol:;ed, That EARL CHUDOFF, of Pen nsyl
vania, be, and he iS hereby, e lected a mem
ber of the standing Committee of the H ouse 
of Representatives on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PREVENTING ILLEGAL ENTRY OF ALIENS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
HQ use for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

t ake this ti!:'.le to announce to the House 
that the ccnference report on the bill 
(S. 1851) to assist in preventing aliens 
from entering or remaining in the 
United States illegally, has been filed in 
the Hou~ and will be called up Thurs
day next. 

I make this announcement to give as 
much advance notice as possible so the 
Members will be r,dvised and may gov
ern themselves accordingly. 

TR.Al\1SFER OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
CONDUCTING CERTAIN PERSONNEL 
INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 555, providing for the 
consider::\.tiOn of S. 2077, a bill to provi-de 
for certain investigations by the Civil 
Service Commission in lieu of the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation, ~nd for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2077) to provide for certain 
investigations by the Civil Service Commis
sion in lieu of the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation, and for other purposes. That 
after general debate which shall be confined 
to the bill and continue not to exceed 1 hour, 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and rankin g minority member of 
the Commi_ttee on Post Office and Civil Serv
ice, the bill shall be read for amendment 
under the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion 
of the consideration of the bill for amend
ment, the Committee shall rise and report 
the bill to the House with such amendments 
as may have been adopted and the previous 
question s1lall be considered as ordered on 
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the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Indiana is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield one
half of my time, 30 minutes, to the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ELLS
WORTH J and yield myself such time as I 
may use. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 

Texas is recognized. 
Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, the bill made 

in order by this resolution is a Senate 
bill, S. 2077. It provides that the Civil 
Service Commission shall conduct the 
original personnel investigations, in
vestigations that heretofore and pres
ently have been and are being made by 
the FBI. Mr. Hoover, Director of the 
FBI, has recommended this legislation. 
However, if anything derogatory is un
covered the FBI · will then take over the 
investigation. 

The bill provides further that the FBI 
shall continue to check its files on finger
prints of all applicants; further, that 
when the Atomic Energy Commission, 
the Mutual Security Administration, or 
the State Department certifies certain 
positions as having high sensitivity, then 
the FBI will make a complete investiga
tion 'in all instances. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as I know there 
is no opposition to this measure. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the 
pending resolution makes in order con
sideration of the bill S. 2077. 

I think it would be worth ·while at this 
time to call the attention of the Mem
bers of the House to the fact, which was 
considered by the Rules Committee in 
bringing the bill to the floor for consid
eration, that the Director of the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation, J. Edgar 
Hoover, has advised us of his approval 
of this legislation. He said in his state
ment to the committee that the trend 
toward piling more minor investigation 
work on the Bureau has been accelerated 
during recent Congresses and the en
largement of the Bureau's activities in 
this respect has necessarily resulted in 
a diversion of much of its energies and 
facilities from the pursuit of its primary 
responsibilities of detecting and appre
hending violators of Federal laws, dis
charging its assignments with respect to 
espionage, sabotage, and subversive ac
tivities, and rendering such other vital 
services as may be required of it by con
gressional and Executive directives. 

It seemed to the Rules Committee that 
it was quite in order for the Congress, 
in light of the statement by the Director, 
to have an opportunity to reconsider the 
actions taken in the enactment of pre
vious laws and change our directive so 
that the personnel investigations called 
for in several acts may be transferred 
to the Civil Service Commission. The 
pending rule making in order the con
sideration of S. 2077 was therefore 
brought to the tloor. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman's 
statement in connection with Mr. Hoo-

ver is absolutely correct. On several oc
casions one of his assistants has been up 
to see me, Mr. Hoover having sent him, 
urging the passage of legislation of this 
type because it was taking up so much 
time of the FBI that the work of their 
special agents was being diverted from 
the essential work of the FBI to investi
gations that could be taken care of else
where, as Mr. Hoover's assistant said, 
could be well taken care of by the Civil 
Service Commission. 

I have in my hand a letter addressed 
to me, dated March 6, in relation to S. 
2077. The bill is designed to transfer 
routine personnel-type investigations 
from the FBI to the Civil Service Com
mission. I quote as follows: 

I was very much heartened by the action 
of the Rules Committee today and I know 
that you will do all within your power to 
bring the bill before t.he House of Repre
sentatives. 

That is a letter from J. Edgar Hoover 
himself showing clearly that he supports 
the bill now before the House. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 
time as he may desire to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LANE]. 

<Mr. LANE asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend his re
marks and to proceed out of order.) 

BOOST MINIMUM WAGE ON UNITED STATES 
TEXTILE CONTRACTS 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States Government is partly responsible 
for the widespread unemployment in New 
England textiles. 

How? 
By failing to push up wage rates to 

conform with those prevailing in this in
dustry as it can and must ·do under the 
terms of the Walsh-Healey Public Con
tracts Act. 

When the Government buys woolen 
and worsted goods for the Armed Forces 
or for any Federal use it is not supposed 
to let out such contracts to those com
panies which pay their workers less than 
the current minimum wage. This level is 
determined by the Secretary of Labor. 

But this has not been brought up to 
date to reflect actual and improved wage 
rates. 

No one can possibly maintain that the 
prevailing rate is to be measured by a 
few mills paying substandard wages. 

The average should follow the pattern 
set in the North, where the majority of 
the mills in this industry are located. 
Only 13 percent of woolen-worsted 
products are manufactured in the South, 
21 percent in the Middle Atlantic States, 
and the majority or 58 percent, are made 
in New England. 

Therefore, the · minimum should be 
jacked up to meet northern standards. 

The average hourly earnings of work
ers in the American Woolen Co., are 
$1.607. The CIO and AFL are seeking 
a minimum of $1.26 throughout the in
dustry. In southern mills, hourly earn
ings range from 98 cents to $1.35 per 
hour. · 

These figures do not reflect differences 
in work assignments. Southern competi
tors have an advantage that totals more 

than 40 cents per hour in wages and 
fringe benefits. 

· obviously, when the Government lets 
out contracts to the southern mills, on 
the basis of the lowest bid, and by neg
lecting to raise the floor of wages paid 
by those mills so that they will corre
spond to the higher minimum paid in 
the North where most of the industry is 
located, it is violating the prevailing 
rate requirements of the Walsh-Healey 
Act. 

The Government, therefore, by ignor
ing present realities, is falling down on 
its job of redetermining the minimum, 
which means scaling it upward, and then 
complying with the law as it is required 
to do. 

. The fact that southern mills are oper
ating according to the letter but not the 
spirit of the law, because the minimum 
is outmoded and economically unjust, is 
no excuse. They are taking advantage 
of a technical loophole that is dead 
wrong. It is a shabby practice when this 
Government is guided in its present pro
curement policy by the lowest common 
denominator, set not by the average, but 
by a definite minority of this basic in
dustry. 

We have seen how the Office of De
fense Mobilization changes its position 
as capriciously as a weather vane on the 
issue of channeling contracts to dis
tressed areas, directed neither by equity 
nor a .regard for economic necessities, 
but pushed from pillar to post by po
litical pressures. 

The city of Lawrence, in Massachu
setts, which is the heart of the woolen
worsted manufacturing industry, is suf
fering from wholesale and critical unem
ployment, which the United States Gov
ernment cannot seem to comprehend. 

Lawrence, it has been decided, is a 
distressed area, and entitled to get Gov
ernment contracts on a negotiated basis, 
except for textiles. 

Which is like saying, "We are going to 
give you first aid for your pernicious 
anemia by draining off some more 
blood." 

The issue of an upward adjustment in 
minimum wages for textiles on Govern
ment contracts to meet 1952 actualities 
is a happy change from the on-again, off
again indecision of the ODM. 

We are dealing here with a law. One 
whose intent and mandate is clear. 

The Secretary of Labor has indicated 
his awareness of the situation. 

It is for us to make certain that° this 
- law and its implementation is not rele

gated to the side lines to gather gray 
·dust. 

The Walsh-Healey Act has hiked wage 
rates on drugs, paints, and varnishes. 

Woolen-worsted textiles next. 
Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 

time as he may desire to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, one 
of the finest men I have ever met, re
spected by countless thousands through
out the country who knew him, and who 
had a wide circle of friends in the city 
of Washington, August C. Backus, Jr., of 
Milwaukee, Wis., died on March 6, 1952. 

The life of my late friend, who was 
very close to me, was not only a noble 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 2115 
one, but a constructive one in the inter
ests and progress of his city, his State, 
and our Nation. 

After his admission to practice law in 
1900, he was appointed by the then Gov. 
Robert M. La Follette, Sr., to brief labor 
laws for the Department of Labor and 
Industrial Statistics of the State of Wis
consin. 

He continued thereafter in the service 
of the State of Wisconsin by prosecuting 
a large number of cases of child labor 
law violations. 

He quickly gained experience which 
with his unusual ability and knowledge 
of the law constituted the foundation 
for the outstanding career that laid 
ahead for him. 

From 1901 to 1905 Judge Backus was 
chairman of the :rnternational Child La
bor Commission, in 1904 representing 
Wisconsin at the International Congress 
on Child Labor at the St. Louis Fair. 

He later became assistant district at
torney of Milwaukee County, and in 1909 
district attorney. In 1910 he was named 
judge of the municipal court, serving in 
this judicial position until 1924. 

In the performance. of his judicial du
ties, Judge Backus made an outstanding 
name for himself. 

It was while serving in this judicial 
position that he presided over the cele
brated case of John Flammang Schrank, 
who shot in an attempt to kill President 
Theodore Roosevelt on October 22, 1912. 

His greatest contribution while judge 
was his humane consideration of juvenile 
delinquency, and the important part he 
played in the establishment of the pro
bation system in Wisconsin which spread 
throughout the country. 

He served as a judge until 1924, after 
which he was publisher of the newspaper 
the Sentinel in Milwaukee, serving in 
this capacity until 1930. Thereafter, un
til his death, Judge Backus was general 
counsel of the Schlitz Brewing Co.. of 
Milwaukee. 

In this capacity he visited Washington 
many times during the past 20 years. 
during which period we came to know 
each other, and from which meetings a 
close friendship developed between us. 

Judge Backus was deeply interested in 
education, and for many years taught 
criminal law at Marquette University, 
and also served as chairman of the ad
visory board and trustee of the medical 
school. 

Throughout his life he took a deep in..; 
terest in the welfare of boys and girls. 
as well as being a leader in charitable, 
educational, and patriotic activities in 
State and Nation. 

As has well been said of Judge Backus, 
the achievement for which perhaps he 
was best known was the fathering of the 
adult probation system. which has been 
the means of saving many thousands 
of first--and even later-offenders from 
prison and giving them a chance for 
rehabilitation. 

He developed this system when he was 
municipal court judge. Nearly all, if 
not all, of the States have since followed 
his original idea. For some years Judge 
Backus spoke in various States advocat
ing the establishment of this humanitar-
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ian and progressive system which has 
brought a new life and happiness to 
countless of thousands of persons and 
their immediate relatives. 

Judge Backus was truly .one of God's 
noblemen. 

His passing on is a great loss to his 
family and his many friends. His death 
is a personal loss to Mrs. McCormack 
and myself. 

Wisconsin loses one of its finest sons; 
America, one of its substantial, construc
tive, and outstanding citizens. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. WITHROW]. 

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Speaker, I have 
asked for this time on the rule because 
I realize that during the general debate 
which follows the time available will be 
short, and I deem this is a very in:por
tant matter. 

The proponents say that all they are 
going to do under the bill S. 2077 is trans
fer certain preliminary examinations 
from the FBI to the Civil Service Com
m1ss10n. Those preliminary investiga
tions are in reality security investiga
tions. I quote from testimony given by 
Mr. Ramspeck, Chairman of the Civil 
Service Commission: 

These facts, however, should not lead to 
the erroneous conclusion that the security 
investigations which this bill proposes to 
transfer are unimportant or in any sense 
routine. 

I have explicit confidence in Mr. 
Hoo-rer and the FBI. It is because I 
have that confidence in them that I de
sire that they retain ·the authority to 
perform these initial security investiga
tions because I deem them very impor-
tant. · 

In addition, the extra cost that will be 
shouldered onto the Federal Government 
by reason of this transfer is quite a 
considerable sum of money. according 
to the testimony given before our com
mittee. The FBI at the present time 
have 1,700 investigators doing this work. 
If they continue this load, by 1953 this 
number will be increased to a little over 
2,000. However, we find that, if the 
load is transferred to the Civil Service 
Commission, there will be an increase in 
1953 to 3,600 employees. 

M . VELDE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. WITHROW. I yield to the gen
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. VELDE. The gentleman men
tioned the fact that the FBI are now de
voting 1,700 agents to the work of in· 
vestigating the applicants. 

Mr. WITHROW. Of making these 
preliminary security. investigations; yes. 

Mr. VELDE. Was there any testi
mony to the effect th::tt an:;• of the agents 
would be fired if this bill passes, and 
thus reduce the appropriation necessary 
for the FBI? 

Mr. WITHROW. I do not recall all 
the testimony, but to my knowledge they 
probably would be absorbed by those re
tired or filling vacancies. I do not think 
there would be any substantial reduction 
in the FBI force of investigators by rea
son of this transfer. 

Mr. VELDE. I am sure there would 
not. I would hate to see such a thing. 

I want to say this, too, to the gentleman, 
that I agree with a great majority of the 
Members here that the FBI is a very em
cient, probably the most etncient agency 
of our Federal Government, and I be
lieve they are more qualified to continue 
the investigations as they have in the 
past, having the machinery already set 
up, and it would be much more etncient 
than to transfer to the civil-service 
agency. I believe Mr. Hoover. with his 
great administrative capacity and abil
ity, could arrange a separate department 
in his own Bureau to take care of these 
investigations, and do the work a great 
deal more efficiently and much more 
cheaply than by transferring the work. 

Mr. WITHROW. I think that would 
be very desirable. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr; Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WITHROW. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I think the RECORD 
ought to show at this point the gentle
man who has just engaged in colloquy 
with the gentleman from Wisconsin, the 
gentlema:c. from Illinois [Mr. VELDE], is 
a former FBI agent with considerable 
experience. 

Mr. WITHROW. I did not know that. 
I thank the gentleman for his contri
bution. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, I t,hank the 
gentleman for referring to that. I want 
to say I have made a number of these in
vestigations myself while I was in the 
Bureau. I do not know how they are be
ing handled now, but none of the agents 
particularly cared for a loyalty check of 
a Government employee or of a prospec
tive employee. I must say I think pos
sibly that is the reason Mr. Hoover is 
anxious at the present time to get rid of 
these investigations. As I said before, I 
think he is more qualified, and the FBI 
is more qualified than any other agency 
of the Government, to handle this, and 
I think they should continue to handle 
it if it is at all possible. 

Mr. WITHROW. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mr. Speaker, as to the additional cost, 
it is quite considerable becaUEe I do not 
believe you can figure in terms of 1952 
because the full load will not be trans
ferred to the Civil Service Commission 
until 1953. So, I believe, that we should 
figure in terms of the amount of addi
tional money we will spend in 1953 to 
get the proper yardstick. Then, what 
does it CO$t the FBI? What is the per 
unit cost for one of these security in
vestigations at the present time? Mr. 
Nichols, when he testified before the Civil 
Service Committee on this bill, and Mr. 
Nichols is the representative of the FBI, 
testified that the unit cost ranges from 
$150 to $222 a case, or a probable aver
age of about $200 a case. We turn to 
the testimony of Mr. Ramspeck, who is 
Chairman of the Civil Service Commis
sion. He said it is estimated that it 
will cost between $225 and $250 to process 
a case. In other words, according to Mr. 
Ramspeck's own testimony, it will cost 
at least $25 more to process every case 
under the Civil Service Ccmmission, if 
those duties are transferred to them. 
In the light of the additional testimony 
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that there will be a case load of 82,000 
in 1953-82,000 multiplied by $25 makes 
almost $1 ,250,000. Then, when you fig
ure in addition to what Mr. Ramspeck 
says that he is going to charge the sev
eral departments not $225, which is the 
cost of the per unit investigation, but is 
going to charge the departments $250, 
which is $25 more than the actual cost 
of the investigation, it makes an addi
tional load for 1953 of about $2,500,000, 
and that is the saving if we keep it under 
the FBI where it is at the present time. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WITHROW. I yield. 
Mr. MEADER. ! would like to ask the 

gentleman whether or not particularly 
in a loyalty investigation , it is of any 
use to the FBI that they already have 
extensive files on Communist activities, 
and thtrefore are in a position to check 
personnel loyalty matters much more ef
ficiently than some agency that does not 
have all the information right within 
their own bureau. 

Mr. WITHROW. I think it would be 
of distinct advantage. Let me say there 
that the FBI at ~he present time has 
organizations all over the United States. 
The Civil Service -Commission ha~ re
gional offices less extensively spread 
throughout the country with the result 
that these investigations may be carried 
on by the FBI much better than they 
can be by the Civil Service Commission. 
It might be well to add at this time that 
Mr. Hoover, when he sent his letter to 
the Commission in nowise dealt with the 
cost of this transfer. The testimony 
clearly shows that not only would it be 
more efficient to have it in the FBI, but 
it would be very, very much less expen
sive. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WITHROW. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman, of 

course, knows that because of the high 
regard this Congress and the American 
people hold for .J. Edgar Hoover and his 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, this 

·Congress has been v.ery liberal in fur
nishing the funds requested by the FBI 
for additional personnel to do the im
portant job which they have to do. If 
this bill is made law, it will cost millions 
of dollars just to make this trans! er, the 
transfer of the books, the accounts, and 
all the things that go with such a change 
in administration in addition to the ad
ditional personnel costs involved. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no time to take 
matters pertaining to the security of our 
Nation out of the hands of an organiza
tion such as the FBI in .which the Amer
ican people have complete confidence 
and turn it over to another agency of 
Government in which the American peo
ple do not have as great confidence as 
they do in the FBI. I think the bill 
should be sent back to committee for 
further study of th,e whole matter. This 
is a question concerning the security 
of our Nation. If the FBI needs more 
investigators, this Congress will furnish 
them, I am sure of that, and I am sure 
the American people would feel more se
cure if the job of loyalty and security 

checks are made by the FBI than if made 
by any other agency of Government. 

Mr. WITHROW. I thank the gentle
man. Let me say in conclusion that 
there is a divided opinion in the com
mittee on this. If my memory is cor
rect, the vote was something like 12 for 
reporting it out and 7 against, so there is 
an honest difference of opinion as to 
whether or not this should be trans
ferred in view of the additional cost that 
will be incurred by reason of the trans
fer. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN]. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker , the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
P ATMAN], earlier in the day was talking, 
as I understood him, about requiring the 
Civil Service Commission to discharge 
employees unless they paid what he said 
were their honest debts. The reason 
I take this time is to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Civil Service if 
civil service employees are not subject 
to garnishment, attachment, and execu
tion? 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. They 
are not. 

Mr. HOFFl\.iAN of Michigan. I can 
see, then, what is bothering the gentle
man from Texas. Can the gentleman 
from Tennessee tell me why that is so, 
why the civil-service employees should 
be placed in a special class, why they 
should be exempt from civil process? 
Why should not their pay be subject to 
garnishment and other writs the same 
as that of an employee in private in
dustry? 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Be
cause the States do not have the right 
to attach or impound Federal funds; for 
that reason the wages of Federal em
_ployees are not subject to garnishment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I under
stand that is so unless the Federal Gov
ernment consents, but why should not 
the Congress permit creditors to have the 
same remedy against civil service em
ployees that they have against employees 
in private industry? 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield. 
Mr. MEADER. If the statement of 

the chairman of the Civil Service Com
mittee is correct, I wonder why we took 
the time of the House on yesterday to 
raise the exemption from garnishment 
on civil-service employees from $l00 to 
to $200 a month? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Yes; 
will the gentleman tell us the answer to 
that very pertinent question? 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. That is 
a local situation entirely within the Dis
trict. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Then 
why should not creditors who reside in 
the State of Michigan, for instance, have 
the same right to garnishee the wages 
of civil-service employees as do credi
tors in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MILLER of California. Yester
day we were legislating for all the people 
of the District of Columbia and not for 
the Federal employees of t..lie District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Why 
did we legislate yesterday for creditors 
in the District of Columbia? Why 
should not creditors in the States have 
the same consideration? 

Mr. MILLER of California. We were 
acting yesterday in our capacity as the 
administrators or lawmakers for the Dis
trict of Columbia and doing just what 
the Legislature of Michigan or the Legis
lature of California or any other State 
has done with respect to the citizens of 
those States. We were not speaking, 
and we did not change in any way by 
what we did yesterday the matter of 
garnishments against Federal employees 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. With all 
due respect to the gentleman may I say: 
The gentleman says we were acting yes
terday for the District of Columbia. 
The Congress was acting yesterday, as I 
understand the gentleman from Michi
ga~ l [Mr. MEADFRl. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

. Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman twD additional min-
utes. · 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is it not generally 
against public policy to make the salary 
or wages of any governmental employee, 
whether state, municipal, or Federal, 
subject to garnishment? - I know that in 
my own State the State employees are not 
subject to garnishment. There seems to 
be a long history. of public policy not to 
make those employees subject to gar
nishment, probably because of the time 
that would be involved in filing answers 
and in trying to keep up with the legal 
processes that would be served. As I 
recall it, that is generally true. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. That 
may be a public policy, but to me it does 
not seem fair to legislate in favor of 
the creditors of the District of Columbi~ 
then shut out the creditors in the States. 
I cannot see why we should create a spe
cial haven or heaven or city of refuge, 
or whatever you want to call it, for peo
ple who are under civil service and get 
their checks from the Government here 
in Washington but do not have to pay 
their grocery bills, even a funeral bill. 
They would not have to pay the under
taker if they did not have any other 
property except a Government check. I 
cannot justify that. Why extend a spe
cial remedy to creditors of the District 
and deny it to creditors of the States? 
Maybe it is all right, maybe it is some 
New Deal policy that you just should not 
pay your debts if one lives some place 
outside of Washington. 

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
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consideration of the bill (8. 2077) to pro
vide for certain investigations by the 
Civil Service Commission in lieu of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the S~ate of the Union for the consid
eration of the bill S. 2077, with Mr. 
FORAND in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, this bill, S. 2077, was 

unanimously approved by the other body 
on last January 24. Your Committee on 
Post omce and Civil Service recommends 
favorable action upon the measure with
out any amendments. 

The purpose of the legislation is to 
transfer from the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation to the Civil Service Commis
sion the responsibility of conducting 
initial personnel investigations of ap
plicants for employment in certain 
agencies pursuant to the following 
statutes: 

An act for the development and control 
of atomic energy, an act to provide for 
assistance to Greece and Turkey, a joint 
resolution providing for relief assistance to 
the people of countries devastated by war, 
an act to provide for the reincorporation to 
the Institute of Inter-American Affairs, 
an act to promote the better understanding 
of the United States among the peoples of 
the world and to strengthen cooperative in
ternational relations, an act to promote world 
peace and the general welfare, national in
terest, and foreign policy of the United 
States through economic, financial, and 
other measures, a joint resolution providing 
for membership and participation by the 
United States in the World Health Organ
ization, a joint resolution providing for ac
ceptance by the United States of America of 
the Constitution of the Internatio.nal Labor 
Organization Instrument of Amendment, an 
act to promote the progress of science, an 
act to authorize the District of Columbia 
government to establish an Office of Civil 
Defense. 

In those agencies a:ff ected or covered 
by these statutes which I have just enu
merated there are about 13,000 em
ployees. The majority of the employees 
are in the Atomic Energy Commission. 

This legislation was s~nt to the Con
gress by the Director of the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation through the De
partment of Justice. The legislation has 
the approval of the Bureau of the Budg
et, the Civil Service Commission, and 
the Atomic Energy Commission. 

The bill provides that if there is any 
derogatory information uncovered by the 
Civil Service Commission, involving the 
loyalty of anyone being investigated, im
mediately the Civil Service Commission 
shall turn the investigation over to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation for a 
full field investigation. Here is how the 
bill reads on that subject: 

Provided, That in the event an investiga
tion made pursuant to any of the above 
statutes as herein amended develops any data 
reflecting that the individual who . ts the 
subject of the investigation is of question-

able loyalty, the Civil Service Commission 
shall refer the matter to the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation for the conduct of a 
full field investigation, 

The bill provides further: 
That, if the President deems it to be in the 

national interest, he may from time to time 
cause investigations of any group or class 
which are required by any of the above· 
statutes, to be made by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation rather than the Civil Service 
. Commission: 

The bill also provides that--
A majority of the members of the Atomic 

Energy Commission, the Director of Mutual 
Security, or the Secretary of State, as the 
case may be, shall certify those specific posi
tions which are of a high degree of impor
tance or sensitivity, and upon such 
certification the investigation and reports re
quired by such provision or by any other laws 
shall be made by the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation rather than the Civil Service 
Commission. 

So, in the case of the Atomic Energy 
Commission, all the applicants for em
ployment in positions which are highly 
sensitive or classified will be certified, I 
am sure, by the Atomic Energy Com
mission to the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation for a full .field investigation, just 
as the prov·sions of this legislation re
quire. 

This bill will relieve the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation of a tremendous 
amount of workload now attached to 
these personnel investigations of appli
cants for employment under these 
statutes and will permit the FBI agents 
to concentrate and devote more time to 
law-enforcement activities, and espio
nage, sabotage, and subversive activities. 
It is est imated that there will be around 
88,000 personnel investigations of appli
cants for employment under this bill 
made each year. The ·Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation is very 
eager that this legislation be passed. I 
think you will agree with nie that the 
Federal Bureau o( Investigation is the 
greatest and most effective investigative 
body in the world, and I think you will 
further agree that there is no greater or 
finer American than the Director, J. 
Edgar Hoover. All of us are justly proud 
of the wonderful work of Director 
Hoover and his FBI agents. 

It" was the gentleman from Iowa, I 
believe, who said, "Well, it might be or 
could be that the Department of Justice 
prompted J. Edgar Hoover to request this 
legislation." 

Here is a personal letter to me from 
Director Hoover: • 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I dt>eply appreci
ate the sentiments expressed in your. kind 
letter of February 7, 1952, and the considera
tion which the Post Office and Civil Service 
Committee is presently giving to the passage 
of legislation which would transfer the re
sponsibility . for making personnel types of 
investigation to the Civil Service Com
mission. 

Unfortunately, I will not be in Washington 
on the occasion of the next meeting of the 
committee on February 26; otherwise, I would 
be most happy to appear before the com
mittee. In view of the urgent necessity 
from our standpoint to secure the relief 
which S. 2077 would give us, I would like to 
urge that the committee take the matter 

up on February 26 as scheduled even though 
it will not be possible for me to attend your 
session on that date since I will be out of 
the city. 

Faced with a mounting case load in De
cember 1950, I urged the Attorney General 
to seek legislation which would relieve us 
from making personnel types of investiga
tion. At the same time we discontinued 
making such investigations for several other 
agencies of Government which we had been 
making as a matter of cooperation on a 
reimbursable basis Ior some period of time. 

In view of the growing international ten
sion, the prosecutions which have been ini
tiated against Communist Party leaders 
which, for practical purposes have forced the 
Communist Party underground, and the po
tential threat of the Communist Party to 
the security of th~ United States, it has been 
necessary for us to detail more and more 
manpower to handle internal security in
vestigations. 

Experience has demonstrated that an 
agency such as the FBI is at its highest peak 
of efficiency when it is kept mobile and does 
not become too large. 

I do not believe that an organization such 
as the FBI should have the function of 
making so-called personnel types of investi
gation althougn, under the proposed legisla
tion, the FBI will continue to make name 
checks, loyalty investigations and, in the 
event any infor- ~.ation is obtained by the 
Civil Service Commission in its investigation 
reflecting disloyal activities, the m ",tter will 
then be referred to the FBI to make a full 
field investigation. In addition, the act as 
enacted by the Senate authorizes the Atomic 
Energy Commission, the Director of Mutual 
Security, or the Secretary of State, which
ever the case may be, to call upon the FBI 
to investigate highly sensitive positions. 

I was also compelled by another consid
eration to urge the Attorney General to seek 
this legislation-

So you can see that Director Hoover 
is the one that urged the Department of 
Justice to present this legislation to the 
Congress. I call your attention especially 
to what follows, because this is highly 
important and significant-
namely, should the present emergency be
come more tense or should the underground 
organization of the Communist Party embark 
upon an active program of sabotage, I am 
sure you can appreciate that all of our 
energies would of necessity have to be di
rected to meeting this threat. While there 
ls still time, it is my considered judgment 
that the best interest of the United States 
can be served by equipping the Civil Service 
Commission to handle personnel · types of 
investigation. As a practical consideration, 
the Civil Service Commission is already han
dling personnel types of investigation for 
other equally sensitive agencies and it would 
appear that in the interest of uniformity and 
good administration, the Civil Service Com
mission should be empowered to handle this 
type of investigation. 

I sincerely hope that the members of the 
Post Office and Civil Service Committee will 
give favorable ·consideration to S. 2077 at 
their meeting on February 26 in order that 
the matter may be put before the House of 
Representatives at the earliest possible date. 

My time has expired, and I am sorry 
that I cannot yield for questions. This 
is deserving legislation in the interest 
of our national security, and I hope that 
it will be speedily passed. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York [Mrs. ST. GEORGE]. 
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Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, I 
was one of the members of the Commit
tee on Post Offi.ce and Civil Service who 
was thoroughly against this bill for rea
sons which have been more or less 
brought out in this afternoon's discus
sion; -that is, I have always been a pro
found admirer of the work of the FBI 
under J. Edgar Hoover. I therefore felt 
that it was unfortunate that the investi
gations of personnel matters should be 
turned over from this great organization, 
this great branch of our Government, in 
which we all have such confidence, to the 
Civil Service Commission. I therefore 
spoke against the bill in these terms in 
committee. 

Afterward, when I returned to my 
offi.ce, I received a letter from Mr. J. Ed
gar Hoover h imself. In this letter he 
thanked me for my remarks, and said 
that he was glad to know that I had such 
confidence in the Bureau. However, he 
pointed out to me that it was important 
in his own eyes that this bill should pass, 
that routine checks should not have to be 
made by the specialists of the FBI. 
There are not many of them, they are 
highly trained, and they should be re
served and kept ~or the loyalty check
ups. 

As the chairman has told you briefly, 
those loyalty check-ups will still be left to 
the FBI when it is necessary for them to 
go into them. 

I then brought up the question which 
seemed to me very obvious, why not in
crease the personnel of the FBI so that 
they can take care of these routine 
check-ups, which they admitted they can 
do in a more economical and I believe 
more effi.cient way. Mr. Hoover's reply 
was that he does not want the Bureau to 
get any larger. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I yield with 
pleasure to the expert on these matters. 

Mr. VELDE. I thank the gentle
woman. 

The gentlewoman mentioned the in
crease in size of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, and I believe Mr. Hoover 
in his letter to Mr. MURRAY mentioned 
the fact that he did not want his organ
ization to become any larger. 

We as Members of Congress must look 
to the over-all Government organization. 
Can the gentlewoman deny that this 
will increase the over-all bureaucracy of 
our Federal Government, while it does 
decrease, of course, the necessity for in
crease of personnel in the FBI? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I quite agree 
with the gentleman on that. That is 
true, and it is perhaps deplorable. On 
the other hand, I would hate, and I know 
the gentleman would hate, to see the 
FBI in any way brought down to a lower 
point of efficiency than it is at the pres
ent time. We want to keep the FBI a 
little bit above, and a little bit more on 
a pedestal than other agencies of the 
Government. The FBI is an elite 
corps, if you will. Perhaps you do not 
like to hear that term used on the floor 
of the House of Representatives, but 
that is exactly what it is, and I am very 
much afraid that if we do increase its 

size, the same thing will happen to the 
FBI that has happened with every 
other agency of the Government, and 
that is it will become a great, big, 
sprawling bureaucracy over which Mr. 
Hoover will not have the control that he 
now has, and the personnel will not be 
abl~ to do the high type of work, and 
high-type loyalty investigations for 
which they are primarily needed. 

Mr. VELDE. Of course, the FBI 
has over the past 10 years gained a rep
utation due to the fact that it has been 
making these investigations. They have 
installed the procedure. They have the 
personnel to do it. As a general prac
tice beginning FBI agents are first 
sent out in the field, and they handle 
these routine, or more or less routine, 
applicant investigation. I can see no 
reason why they should not continue to 
handle them in the same manner, and, if 
possible, as the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. JENSEN] said, increase the appro
priations for them so that they may hire 
more agents to handle this matter. I 
personally feel it is a great deal more 
important to investigate an applicant 
for Government employment before he 
becomes an employee, and to :find out 
whether or not he is subversive, than to 
investigate him after he gets into the 
Government. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Of course, may I 
say to the gentleman, he is repeating all 
the arguments which I have brought out. 
On the other hand, and I am sure that 
there again the gentleman will agree 
with me, Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, himself, 
has probably forgotten more on this sub
ject than any of us will ever know. I 
think we have to depend on certain ex
perts, and on their advice in all these 
matters. I would certainly want to do 
what Mr. J. Edgar Hoover thinks best for 
his department. 

. Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I yield to my col
league from California. 

Mr. MILLER of California. I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that these investigations did not 
start until 1946, so the Bureau has not 
had them too long, and also that the 
Bureau would still continue to make the 
checks against its files. They would 
still continue to make the routine checks 
against its files, and against its files of 
fingerprints on all of these people so we 
are not decreasing that part of the ·work. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. The gentleman 
is completely right on that. Any diffi
cult case or any loyalty case would be 
brought to the FBI. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. VELDE. The gentleman men

tioned that these applicant investiga
tions started in 1946. When I entered 
the FBI in 1942, we were making appli
cant investigations at that time. They 
had been made prior to that time also. 
Of course, as the years have gone by the 
load has increased with regard to that, 
but they started a long time ago. 

Mr. MILLER of California. The gen .. 
tleman knows that we are talking about 
these investigations which were trans .. 

ferred to the FBI under the several ap
propriation bills as they were brought 
in here. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Is it not a fact that the 
Civil Service Commission has on several 
occasions at least cleared individuals as 
security risks, and after they had cleared 
them, we learned that they were not good 
security risks? Also is it not true that 
any person who has been investigated 
and cleared by the FBI has stood the 
test as to being a good security risk, 
and none of them have been questioned? 
So why should we take a chance now to 
change that? 

These young FBI agents are starting 
in on the job, and are learning their job 
by investigating these applicants. As 
they continue their work, they advance 
and become more qualified. So, we have 
an opportunity here as we leave this 
work with the FBI for the young FBI 
agent to start in where they should, and 
that is at the bottom, and to learn their 
business from the bottom up. If J. Edgar 
Hoover wants more money, and needs 
more personnel, certainly this Congress 
will give it to him. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I am sure they 
will. I agree to a certain extent, but I 
must also call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that Mr. Hoover does not 
want more money, and does not want to 
enlarge the force that he already has and 
controls. He wants to keep it a small, 
very perfect, and very compact force, on 
which he can rely for the truly important 
things. A great many of these personnel 
checks, frankly, are very unimportant, 
the gentleman must realize that. There 
are hundreds of them. We will have 
3,000,000 Federal employees on the Fed
eral payroll in the executive branch very 
soon. 

Mr. JENSEN. Why should we change 
and scrap the old system, and start off 
on a system of which you are not sure? 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Well, only for 
the reason that we have a great expert 
in the matter, Mr: Hoover, himself who 
is in favor of this. 

Mr. JENSEN. I know, but we have the 
American people to satisfy; and they will 
not be satisfied, I am sure, by taking 
-these responsibilities away from this 
great man and this great organization 
and handing them over to another 
agency of the Government, and espe
cially some agency that has had a ques .. 
tionable reputation in several instances. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. But does not the 
gentleman believe that the American 
people have the greatest confidence in 
Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE. And would cer

tainly take his word over and against 
that of even the distinguished Congress
man himself. 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes, indeed; indeed the 
American people have .great respect for 
J. Edgar Hoover. No one has greater 
respect for him than I. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I know that, 
I am sure of that; and that is the feel
ing of most Americans. 
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Mr. JENSEN. But one of his men 
called at my office and asked me to be 
for this bill. That does not mean that I 
am going to be for the bill, because as 
I see it, the bill is wrong. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I have the ut
most sympathy for the gentleman, but 
I still think that Mr. Hoover must have 
had some good reason for writing the 
letter he did to our committee. · 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the dis
tinguished gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. JARMAN]. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I, too, 
would like at the inception of my re
marks to pay my respects to and state 
my esteem for the FBI and for Mr. 
Hoover personally. As a matter of fact, 
the high esteem in which I hold the 
organization and his administration is 
another reason why I am against the 
bill that we have before us; why I be
lieve the FBI should continue to handle 
this tremendous responsibility as a part 
of the investigation program of the Fed-
eral Government. . 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, S. 2077, 
which would transfer certain personnel 
investigations from the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation to the United States 
Civil Service Commission, passed the 
Senate on January 24, 1952, and has now 
been reported to the House from its 
Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. There was practically no de
bate in the Senate and only very brief 
hearings were held by the House Com
mittee. Defore I ·discuss the reasons 
why I oppose this bill, it would be well to 
make sure that we are all talking about 
the same thing. 

Between 1946 and 1951, the Congress 
gave to the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion the statutory responsibility tor per
sonnel investigations in what are called 
sensitive agencies. The specific statutes 
involved are: 

Atomic Energy Act of 1946, Sixtieth 
Statutes, page 755. 

Greece-Turkey aid, Sixty-first Stat
utes, page 103. 

Relief assistance to war-devastated 
countries, Sixty-first Statutes, page 125. 

Institute of Inter-American Affairs 
Act, Sixty-first Statutes, page 780. 

United States Information and Educa
tional Exchange Act of :i.948, Sixty-sec
ond Statutes, page 6. 

Foreign Assistance Act of 1948, Sixty
second Statutes, page 137. 

World Health Organization, Sixty
se~ond Statutes, page 441. 

International Labor Organization, 
Sixty-second Statutes, page 1151. 

National Science Foundation Act of 
1950, Sixty-fourth Statutes, page 149. 

Office of Civil Defense, District of Co
lumbia, Sixty-fourth Statutes, page 438. 

Section 510 of the Mutual Security Act 
of 1951, Public Law 165, Eighty-second 
Congress, approved October 10, 1951. 

Under the term.s of these acts, the FBI 
is responsible for conducting the inves
tigation of all personnel of the agencies 
concerned, including a11 applicants for 
employment. The President's Tempo
r:iry Commission on Employee Loyalty 
recommended that these investigations 

be carried on by the FBI rather than 
through the regular channels established 
in connection with the Federal employ
ees' loyalty program. Their reason, 
which was accepted by the Congress and 
which I believe was valid, was that the 
FBI was set up all over the United States 
to develop more efficiently and quickly 
cases involving loyalty or security. 

S. 2077 as reported to this House would 
give to the Civil Service Commission full 
responsibility for the conduct of person
nel investigations in the agencies cov
ered, but with the following very im
portant exceptions. First of all, when
ever the Commission's investigations de
veloped any information reflecting ques
tionable loyalty, the case would be trans
ferred to the FBI for a full field investi
gation. Secondly, if the President deems 
it to be in the national interest, he may 
cause investigations of any group or class 
to be made by the FBI rather than the 
Civil Service Commission. Thirdly, a 
majority of the members of the Atomic 
Energy Commission, the Director of Mu
tual Security, or the Secretary of State 
would certify those specific positions 
which are of a high degree of importance 
or sensitivity and the investigation of 
them would then be undertaken by the 
FBI instead of the Civil Service Com
mission. 

There are three important questions 
which must be asked about every pro
posed reorganization in the Government. 
Will the proposed change result in 
greater efficiency in operations or in im
provement of the service to the people 
of the country? Will the change bring 
about a decrease in costs? And finally, 
we must .ask how the proposed set-up 
will fit into the over-all organization of 
the Government and how it will affect 
other units of the Government. I find 
that S. 2077 fails to provide an affirma
tive response to any of these questions. 

EFFICIENCY AND IMPROVFD SERVICE 

Let us ask, first of all, whether S. 
2077 would result in greater efficiency 
or in improved service to the agencies 
involved or to those persons who are 
seeking employment in the F gencies. As 
I noted a minute ago, this transfer pro
posed by S. 2077 is only a partial mat
ter. The FBI would continue to check 
all applications for employment through 
its fingerprint and other files. It would 
add the fingerprints of the applicants to 
its own files. In case the Civil Service 
Commission turned up any derogatory 
information, the FBI would have to make 
a full field investigation, anyway. There 
would be certain positions in the Atomic 
Energy Commission, the Mutual Security 
Agency, and the State Department which 
would be handled by the FBI. I have 
heard no estimate of how many posi
tions this will involve, only that the num
ber would be decided by the heads of 
those three agencies. In addition, the 
President would be authorized to add 
certain groups to those to be investigated 
by the FBI rather than by the Com
mission. 

The FBI would not be able to elim
inate completely the staff which it now 
has to handle these personnel investiga
tions. The representatives of the FBI 

failed to indicate at the hearings be
fore our committee just how much of 
their present staff they intended to re
tain on the same duties they are now 
performing. As a matter of fact, the 
impression was given that all 1,700 FBI 
employees now assigned to this partic
ular type of investigation would n:> 
longer be needed and could be trans
ferred to other functions within the Bu
reau. I must challenge any statement 
of this nature. It is my belief that a 
substantial proportion of the present 
staff of the FBI now assigned to the type 
of personnel investigations under discus
sion would have to be retained. In ad
dition, there would be the time-consum
ing and unnecessary transfer back and 
forth between the Bureau and the Civil 
Service Commission of all these cases. 
Some of the cases, of course, might go 
back and forth several times. In the 
meantime, the agency and the appli
cant would be forced to sit and wait as 
patiently as they could. 

There are a number of other factors 
to be considered in connection with the 
efficiency of this investigative function. 
First of all, the FBI has been doing that 
sort of thing for many, many years, and 
I am sure that every Member of the 
House will agree that they have been 
doing a fine job. They have an ex
perienced, smoothly operating staff. 
They have developed over the years 
many sources of information, some of 
them of a confidential nature. The Civil 
Service Commission has not in the past 
enjoyed the general reputation for effi
ciency which the FBI has earned. We 
all hope that under the chairmanship of 
Robert Ramspeck the Commission will 
reach that level, but I fear that throw
ing this burden on the Civil Service Com
mission at the present time would have 
a paralytic effect. At the present time, 
the Commission has approximately 4,000 
employees. Chairman Ramspeck has 
estimated that nearly 3,000 additional 
employees would be necessary to put the 
provisions of S. 2077 into effect. . In 
other words, the staff of the Commission 
would be almost doubled within a pe
riod of 6 months, a process which would 
put a tremendous strain upon the ad
ministrative machinery of the Corn.mis
sion. There is a very real danger that 
the other functions of the Civil Service 
Commission would be overshadowed and 
would suffer as a result. If that hap
pened, the whole executive branch 
would feel the adverse results. 

One factor of some significance in re
gard to efficiency is that the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation has 52 field of
fices scattered all over the United States 
while the Civil Service Commission has 
only 14 regional offices. More travel 
would be required if the Civil Service 
Commission took over and more time 
would be lost in traveling. More in
vestigators per thousand cases would be 
required as a result. Securing adequate 
office space and equipment for the great
ly expanded staff would also pose a prob
lem for the Commission and the Gen
eral Services Administration. 

The bill provides that the Commission 
would have 180 days in which to take 
over from the FBI. Mr. Ramspeck in his 

. 
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testimony before the committee stated 
that it would take from 14 to 16 weeks 
before a new investigator could get into 
production and it would be another 8 
weeks before he could be expected to 
r eally earn his salary. In other words, 
the Commission would require 6 months 
to develop a staff at all comparable to 
that of the FBI. Of course, as a practi
cal matter, the Commission will not be 
able to recruit all its new investigators 
immediately, so that it would be prob
ably at least a year before the Commis
sion's staff could be recruited, trained, 
and in full production. It would be quite 
understandable if the job performed by 
the CommiS.sion during the first few 
months was somewhat less than satisfac
tory. The question then becomes wheth
er or not y.re can afford to take the risk 
of allowing some disloyal persons to slip 
into the agencies concerned, even though 
the jobs to which they were appointed 
might not be in the supersensitive cate
gory. In my own mind, the answer is 
clear-we should not take any such risk. 

Were S. 2077 to be adopted, there would 
be unavoidable duplication of adminis
trative arid staff functions between the 
FBI and the Commission. There would 
be the question of who is to decide when 
a case is to be returned to the FBI for a 
full field investigation. Would not the 
FBI then have to go back over all the 
ground already covered by the Com
mission? 

It is my understanding that the Com
mission would set up the investigator po
sitions at grades GS-7 and GS-9, with 
salaries ranging from $4,000 to $5,000 at 
the entrance level. Presumably, at this 
salary level many of the applicants for 
the job would be young men recently out 
of college or law school. There is then 
the problem of either getting exemption 
from the draft or UMT, or else facing a 
tremendous rate of turn-over. 

COST 

The failure of S. 2077 on the grounds 
of efficiency alone is sufficient reason for 
its· rejection. But there are other equally 
valid reasons why we should not trans
fer these investigations from the FBI to 
the Civil Service Commission. One of 
the best of these reasons is the fact that 
it would be more expensive. According 
to Chairman Ramspeck, the Commission 
would require 2,970 additional employ
ees, of whom 1,980 would be investigators 
and 990 would be clerical employees. 
Contrast this with the FBI which em
ploys 975 investigators and 737 clerks 
to do the same job. Even if all the pres
ent employees of the FBI who are as
signed to this type of investigation were 
to be transf2rred to the Commission, 
1,200 additional employees would still be 
required. But, the FBI has no intention 
of transferring its employees to the Com
mission. As I have already pointed out, 
many of them will be needed in their 
present jobs, since the FBI would con
tinue to do a lot of the work even if S. 
2077 were passed. The rest are needed 
on other investigations being conducted 
by the FBI. I do not dispute the Bu
reau's need for these employees. In all 
probability, strengthening the FBl's staff 
1or investigation of espionage and sub-

versive activities is one of the wisest 
moves we could make at this time. The 
fact remains, however, that there will be 
2,970 more people on the Federal payroll 
as a result of the passage of this bill. 
Proponents of the measure argue that 
there will be no 'additional cost since, 
under the terms of the bill, the agency 
which requests the investigation will be 
required to pay for it. But, I ask you, 
do not the funds with which the agencies 
will make payment also come out of the 
Federal Treasury? Any way you look at 
it, there will be 3,000 additional Federal 
employees, receiving salaries amolJ_nting 
to some $13,000,000 a year. 

The Civil Service Commission has es
timated that its operation of the pro
gram would cost the American taxpayers 
$20,000,000 for fiscal year 1953. Of this 
sum, $7,000,000 would be spent for train
ing and other costs. Examinations for 
the investigators would have to be ad
ministered to an estimated 4,000 people 
all over the country. Additional office 
space and equipment would have to be 
secured. As I have already noted, the 
cost for travel would be greatly increased 
since the commission has only 14 field 
offices as compared with 52 for the FBI. 
Com:;:>are the $20,000,000 the Commission 
says it would require for fiscal year 1953 
with the $10,000,000 the FBI is spending 
on the program for fiscal year 1952. 
Even were FBI costs to increase for fiscal 
year 1953, they certainly would not come 
anywhere near $20,00.0,000. The Civil 
Service Commission readily admits that 
its unit cost, especially during the early 
months or years of operating this in
vestigatory program, would be higher 
than that of the FBI. The Commission 
would charge the agencies at the rate 
of $250 a case, while the FBI handles 
some cases for only $150 apiece. 

EFFECT ON OTHER UNITS 

Having noted that S. 2077 would. cost 
us double what we are presently paying, 
I would like to make a few observations 
about the effect the bill would have on 
the Federal Government as a whole. 
First of all, it would further scatter and 
disintegrate the investigative function 
which is already so widely scattered 
throughout the Federal Service. This 
measure would require us to set up a 
new organization on a Nation-wide scale 
when we already have an outstanding
organization set up on a national scale 
for all types of investigative cases. If 
the FBI were inefficient or inept in the 
performance of its duties, there might 
be some reason for establishing a rival 
national organization. But the FBI has 
carefully and painstakingly built for it
self a reputation for efficient operation 
in the best interests of the Nation. 

There are thousands of investigators 
in the various agencies of the Federal 
Government which handle their own 
cases. I wish I could be more specific, 
but so far as I have been able to deter
mine no one knows just how many per
sons are concerned with investigatory 
functions. For instance, every agency 
has persons concerned with the Federal 
employees' loyalty program. Many ·of 
these persons give only a part of their 
time to this work and it is extremely 
difficult to determine just how many 

persons we should say are connected 
with the loyalty program. Personnel 
investigations of one sort or another are 
carried on by all other agencies, and 
major investigatory programs are carried 
on by such units as the Departments of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force, and the 
Central Intelligence Agency. In any 
event, the investigative function is widely 
scattered. S. 2077 only adds to the con
fusion already existing. 

Earlier in my remarks 1. noted that 
there was a very real danger that the 
Civil Service Commission would be over
whelmed if this new load were thrust 
upon it. I want to make it plain that 
I have every confidence in Chairman 
Robert Ramspeck, the other members 
of the Commission, and the staff of the 
Commission. I am ~ure that they are 
making every effort to give us an im
proved system of Federal personnel ad
ministration. But I do not want to have 

. them smothered by a tremendous new 
program which they are not equipped to 
handle. Should that happen there 
could be deleterious effects in every 
a:gency of the Federal Government. We 
would do far better to assist and en
courage the Commission in improving 
the programs for which it is already re
sponsible than to give to it new respon
sibilities which it is not eager to assume. 

SU.MM ARY 

Let me sum up for you in just a few 
words my reasons for opposing the adop
tion of S. 2077 which would transfer 
personnel investigations from the FBI 
to the Civil Service Commission. In the 
first place, I . do not think we should 
change an established organization un
less it can be proved that the new ar
rangement leads to increased efficiency, 
provides better service to the interested 
public, reduces costs, or is in the interest 
of other units of the Government. The 
measure which we are now considering 
fails on all these counts. It does not 
lead to increased efficiency. On the con
trary, it splits between two agencies a 
function which is now being satisfac
torily conducted by one of those agencies. 
It does not reduce the time lapse during 
which the applicant and the agency must 
wait for clearance. It would put a tre
mendous administrative burden on the 
Civil Service Commission which might 
result in damage to the other most im
portant programs of the Commission. 
Due to the field office organization, trans
fer of functions would make necessary 
more travel and thus require more inves
tigators per thousand cases. It would 
be well over a year before the Commis
sion could even approach the level of 
efficiency now attained by the FBI. The 
cost of operating the program in the 
Civil Service Commission would be dou
ble the cost in the FBI for fiscal year 
1953. Federal employment would be in
creased by nearly 3,000. The costs of re
cruiting, training, and equipping these 
new people would be large. The unit 
cost per case would rise were this bill 
to be adopted. Finally, there is no ad
vantage to other units in the Federal 
Government, and there is a very real 
danger that all of them will be adversely 
affected should the Civil Service Com
mission be required to assume this bur-
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den, thus necessarily neglecting its other 
functions to some extent. For these 
reasons, I urge that you reject S. 2077. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yiela? 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. Is there anything in 

the RECORD to show that the FBI will dis
charge 3,000 of their personnel when the 
additional 3,000 are employed b:• the Civil 
Service Commission? . 

Mr. JARMAN. No; it is my UI).der
standing, and I quote from memory of 
the hearings before our House commit
tee, that there would be no saving on that 
basis. We asked specifically if the FBI 
investigators who are now doing this 
work would be cut off the payroll. They 
stated that in all probability most of the 
investigators would be used by working 
them into the over-all program of the 
FBI. 

Mr. DONDERO. That means we would 
add 3,000 immediately to the Federal 
payroll. 

Mr. JARMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JARMAN. I yield. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Am I right, 

however, in this, that representatives of 
the Bureau of Investigation gave us to 
understand that these men who are now 
doing this routine work are. needed in 
other places for security reasons? In 
other words, they are going to need most 
of them to take care of security prob
lems of the country rather than having 
them continue these routine cases; is 
not that about right? 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes; that is right. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I think that is 

the reason they are not being discharged. 
Mr. JARMAN. I certainly would favor 

adding to the personnel of the FBI what
ever is necessary to do the job. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I appreciate 
the gentleman's statement because he is 
one of those who himself was an inves
tigator, and a very important one, dur
ing the war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the gentleman one additional 
minute. 

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WITHROW. I think there is a 
misunderstanding. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. DONDERO l spoke in terms 
of the FBI having 3,000 men doing this 
work at the present time, when, as a 
matter of fact, they have 1,700 men do
ing this work at the present time. 

Mr. JARMAN. Well, I have in that 
connection 2,191 employees, which in
cludes both investigators and clerical 
help doing the work. 

Mr. WITHROW. But the gentleman 
from Michigan had in mind that the FBI 
at the present time has 3,000 men doing 
this work. They have not. 

Mr. JARMAN. The gentleman made 
the point it would certainly add to the 
Federal payroll, which I think is sub
stantiated by every bit of the testimony 
of Chairman Ramspeck. I am sorry I 

do not have the opportunity to read it 
in full. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is what I have 
in mind, we would be increasing the 
payroll. 

Mr. JARMAN. Ladies and gentlemen 
of the House, I sincerely hope you will 
consider this bill in terms of the millions 
of dollars of unnecessary expenditure 
to set up this new investigation agency, 
with less effectiveness and less efficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has again 
expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Seventy-five 
Members are present, not a quorum. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol
lowing Members failed to amwer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 21] 
Aandahl Gwinn Murdock 
Addonizio Hall, Murray, Wis. 
Albert Edwin Arthur Norblad 
Allen, Ill. Hall, O'Brien, Mich. 
Anderson, Calif. Leonard W. O'Konski 
Auchincloss Halleck Patman 
Barden Harden Patterson 
Battle Harris Potter 
Beall Harvey Poulson 
Blatnik Hebert Powell 
Bolling Hedrick Radwan 
Boykin Heffernan Rains 
Brooks Heller Regc.n 
Brown, Ohio Herter Riehlman 
Brownson Hlllings Rivers 
Buchanan Hinshaw Roberts 
Buckley Hope Rogers, Mass. 
Burton Horan Roosevelt 
Camp Hull Saba th 
Cannon Hunter Sadl&k 
Carnahan Jackson, Call!. Scott, Hardie 
Case Javits Sheehan 
Celler Judd Short 
Chatham Kean Sikes 
Chudoff Kee Spence 
Clevenger Kennedy Springer 
Cole, Kans. Kersten, Wis. Steed 
Combs Kluczynski Stigler 
Cooley Lantaff Stockman 
Coudert Larcade Sutton 
Cox Latham Tackett 
Crosser McCarthy Taylor 
Curtis, Mo. McGrath Walter 
Dawson McKinnon Weichel 
Deane Marshall Welch 
Dempsey Martin, Iowa Werdel 
Dingell Merrow Whitten 

· Dollinger Miller, Nebr. Wickersham 
Donovan Mitchell Widnall 
Doyle Morris Wood, Ga. 
Durham Morrison Woodruff 
Fernandez Morton .Yates 
Gamble .Moulder 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. FORAND, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 

· Union, reported that the Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill . 
<S. 2077) to provide for certain investi
gations by the Civil Service Commission 
in lieu of the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation, and for other purposes, and find
ing itself without a quorum, he had di
rected the roll to be called, when 306 
Members responded to their names, a 
quorum, and hf! submitted herewith the 
names of the absentees to be spread 
upon the Journal. 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield myself 16 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not know when 

I have encountered .so much misunder-

standing with reference to a piece of 
legislation as I have in the last couple of 
hours in respect to this particular bill 
now before us. I would like to direct your 
attention to the fact that this legislation 
does not deal with all of the employees 
in the Federal Government. It affects 
only a small percent. They are not all 
the most important at that. When you 
get the matter all sifted down you are 
dealing with only 15,000 out of over 
2,500,000 jobs. 

This matter of the FBI conducting 
complete examinations of Government 
employees was enacted into law under 
amendments to appropriation bills. 
This is one reason that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN], a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, is dis
turbed about this matter. 

At the outset perhaps this may be re
garded as a question of policy. I am not 
one of those who would want to relieve 
J. Edgar Hoover of responsibilities that 
he ought to assume, but the ~BI, as I 
understand it, was established not for 
the purpose of making investigations of 
Government employees excepting with 
respect to security and loyalty. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I have only a 
few minutes, but because the very dis
tinguished gentleman from Illinois, a 
former omcial and member of the FBI 
organization wants to ask me a question, 
I yield to him. 

Mr. VELDE. I just wonder if the 
gentleman knows whether or not the 
change of FBI personnel over to the 
Civil Service Commission is in line with 
the · recommendations of the Hoover 
Commission report? Was anything 
mentioned in the Hoover Commission 
report on that? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Not to my 
knowledge. I do not know of ariy recom
mendation in the Hoover report with 
respect to this particular matter. We 
are not relieving the FBI of its responsi
bility of examining into these cases with 
respect to loyalty or security. But may 
I say to the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois that if we are going to 
adopt the policy of going into details with 
respect to the general qualifications of 
those in the Voice of America, foreign 
assistance, internal and world health 
organizations, Greece-Turkey aid, civil 
defense and so forth, then to be consist
ent the FBI should examine all of the 
qualifications of employees in our big 
defense agencies where people by the 
hundreds of thousands are employed. 

Mr. VELDE. Will the gentleman 
agree this will increase the number of 
personnel involved in investigations in
stead of decreasing them? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentleman 
asked that question a while ago. That 
may be possible because J. Edgar Hoover 
and his assistants insist they need these 
agents who have been selected, trained, 
and qualified to conduct security investi
gations. They are going to be needed 
for much more important jobs than go
ing out and making these preliminary 
and detailed investigations of those who 
are employed in the smaller jobs in the 
Government. According to testimony 
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submitted to the Committee the situation 
in this country has become such that 
almost every one of these men who are 
now trained and employed with the FBI, 
distinguished and qualified men, as is 
the gentleman from Illinois who is now 
asking questions, are needed for more 
important services than going along and 
examining detail that are not related 
to loyalty or our security. Do not for
get that under this bill the FBI will con
tinue to conduct loyalty and security in
vestigations as they are doing now. 

This Congress has over and over again 
expressed its confidence in J. Edgar 
Hoover and his work. Someone has inti
mated, and it was only an intimation, 
that J. Edgar Hoover may not have asked 
for this legislation. You may b.e assured 
the legislation would not be here if he 
were not, himself, supporting it. His 
personal letter on this point should set
tle that question. 

I think the opposition is making a 
mountain out of a mole hill when you 
consider the comparatively small num- · 
ber of employees affected by this legis
lation. I agree that many exam
inations and investigations made by the 
Civil Service Commission or othe:i: agen
cies are not as good as they ought to 
be, but they are not affected by this leg
islation. If you want legislation to pro
vide the FBI is to take over complete
ly the examination of all these agencies, 
that is something else. That is a ques
tion of policy. But these have come 
in one at a time since 1948. They are 
not all the most important agencies in 
Government, but they do require time 
and effort and energy of men who are 
qualified to do more important things 
than make the~e preliminary investiga
tions. Under this bill the FBI will con
tinue to handle the investigations inso
far as loyalty and security are con
cerned. 

Mr. VELDE. I think the gentleman 
has very well stated his case and agrees 
with me that the general investigative 
staff of the Federal Government will be 
increased. Does the gentleman not 
agree with me that it would be better to 
have this increase in the investigative 
staff be under J. Edgar Hoover and the 
FBI, whom we all trust and admire and 
respect, than under any other Federal 
agency that is untried and untested? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Again I will 
answer the question by using almost the 
words of Mr. Hoover himself, who says 
that this is really outside of his area, 
that it is outside of his general field 
of investigation and he does not feel 
that his agency ought to be doing this 
kind of work when they have more than 
they can do in handling the thing for 
which they were originally assigned and 
for which their men are trained. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from New Jer
sey, who has given this matter a great 
deal of thought and study. 

Mr. CANF'IELD. I think that Mr. J. 
Edgar Hoover is very emphatic on what 
he wants. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I definitely 
agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Ma~ I read from his 
letter? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Because of lack 
of time I would rather he would ask a 
question, however I yield for his com
ment. 

Mr. CANFIELD. In his letter does not 
Mr. Hoover stress the point that as this 
communistic threat develops he and his 
department will have to be devoting 
themselves to other directions, and he 
wants this job done by the Civil Service 
Commission? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentle
man is eminently correct in his state
ment. That is exactly what I tried to 
say a moment ago, that he has so much 
to do, and things of so much greater 
importance, and that responsibility is 
likely to grow even more important than 
it is this afternoon. He should not be 
using his time and energy and his as
sistants making little and detailed pre
liminary investigations. Let him devote 
his attention to the loyalty and security 
problems. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Okla
homa, who was also in a very responsible 
position dealing with security matters 
during his time in the military service. 
I am informed he rendered outstanding 
service to his country in investigatory 
work. I know too he would do a good 
job if he were now with J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. JARMAN. I will ask the gentle
man why the FBI cannot set up a special 
personnel branch in the FBI, with per
haps FBI agents who are less trained, 
lesser specialists than the regular FBI 
agents to handle the personnel investi
gations which are routine, and perhaps 
even pay them less? 

Mr. r..EES of Kansas. I would say to 
the gentleman, if you are going to &dopt 
that policy, then do it for other agencies 
but not pick out these smaller agencies 
we have listed here. Let us do it for the 
whole Government while we are about it, 
if that is the policy. I have gone into 
this as carefully as I could. I agree that 
I am supporting this bill to a consider
able degree because of the views of the 
man who heads the FBI and in whom this 
House ha.:; great confidence. I feel that 
it is for the good of the country that this 
legislation be adopted. Do not misun
derstand me. I find just as much. fault, 
or criticism as many of the Members of 
the House with respect to the manner 
in which the investigations are being 
conducted by the agencies of our Gov
ernment. They are not complete nor 
thorough in many cases. I hope to dis
cuss that matter rather fully and com
pletely later on. But they are not under 
this legislation. You are not saving 
money for taxpayers by opposing this 
bill. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. REED of New York: I do not know 
what the reaction is in regard to other 
Members of the House, but I have fol
lowed the work of J. Edgar Hoover over 

many years. I have talked to so many 
people in regard to him, and their faith 
seems to be practically unlimited in J. 
Edgar Hoover, and because of that I 
would be inclined to follow his sugges
tions here in regard to placing this rather 
trivial load upon his shoulders as com
pared to the larger work which he ~1as 
to do. I think if there is any objection 
here on the floor it is because of their 
confidence in J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I thank the 
distinguished gentleman from New York 
for his comment. 
· Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 

distinguished gentleman from Iowa, one 
of the important members of our com
mittee. 

Mr. GROSS. What is trivial about a 
loyalty check, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. There is noth
ing trivial about it, of course not. No
body, neither the FBI nor anybody else, 
is being relieved of his responsibility on 
loyalty checks. I think the gentleman 
well knows or should know that the FBI 
will continue to check the question of 
loyalty and security in these agencies 
which are comparatively small and em
ploy only 15,000 persons out of 2,500,000 
jobs. 

Mr. GROSS. That is one of the rea
sons I am opposed to this bill, the dupli
cation in it, which the gentleman is ad
mitting here. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. If the gentle
man is opposed to duplication, he cer
tainly ought to support this bill. That 
is one reason why he ought to be in favor 
of this legislation. Over in Agriculture 
and Commerce, the War Department, the 
Navy Department, and others, they are 
checking their own employees, but over 
here, you say, J. Edgar Hoover's group is 
supposed to do all investigations. Of 
course the FBI will continue to. 

Mr. BUDGE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. BUDGE. I note the gentleman 
emphasizes some of the other agencies 
that are transferred by this act. How
ever, the chairman of the committee 
stated that the one that was infl-:.ienced 
the most by this legislation was the 
Atomic Energy Commission. In a com
mission whose activities are so secret 
that not even the Members of Congress 
are permitted to ask how they spend the 
money, why are we taking the check 
away from the FBI and giving it to the 
Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. If the gentle
man will examine the bill, he will find 
there an amendment whereby they check 
30,000 of them completely for the Atomic 
Energy Commission. 

Mr. BUDGE. The people of this Na
tion will feel that if it is not important 
enough for tbe FBI to do it, it is not im
portant enough to be done. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I repeat that 
the FBI will continue not only to exam
ine the question of loyalty and security 
of the 30,000, and make complete in
vestigations, also applicants for approxi
mately 5,000 other positions. 
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Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 

gentleman from New York. 
Mr. COLE of New York. With respect 

to the Atomic Energy Commission, if 
that Commission certifies that such posi
tions are of an important nature, the 
FBI will carry on an investigation under 
that provision? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentleman 
is right. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Is it the gen
tleman's understanding that the Com
mission may from time to time certify 
such positions? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Certainly. 
Mr. COLE of New York. To whom 

does the Commission certify? 
Mr. REES of Kansas. To the FBI. 
Mr. COLE of New York. Or to the 

Civil Service Commission. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. No; to the Fed

eral Bureau of Investigation with respect 
to loyalty. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Then I can 
understand that if the Commission feels 
that all of its positions are of such criti
cal importance that an investigation by 
the FBI must be had in the national 
interest, the Commission can accomplish 
that by certifying those positions? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. It may do so. 
Mr. Chairman, I :::.m suppnrting this 

legislation primarily because it has the 
recommendation of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Mr. J. 
Edgar Hoover. I am one of those who 
has approved, in the past, the t rans! er 
of responsibilities of Govenment person
nel investigations to the Federal Bureau 
of Investigatlon. I did so with the be
lief that the efficient way in which the 
Bureau was administered was our best 
assurance that this inp~rtant function of 
exploring ~he background of Government 
employees could thus be done most eff ec
tively and economically. 

In the Eightieth Congress I introduced 
legislation, which passed the House, 
which would have provided by legisla
tion procedures for loyalty investigations 
of Federal employees. As the Members 
know, the present loyalty program of the 
Government is carried out pursuant to an 
Execut ive order. It was my view and it 
subsequently has been proved wise and 
expedient, that questions of Federal em
ployees' loyalty must be resolved in favor 
of the Government. 

At the time my bill was introduced and 
approved by the House, this was one of 
the basic differences between my bill and 
the policy of the Government with re
spect to loyalty invest igations as it was 
carried out under the Executive order. 

Recently, a firmer· and more realistic 
policy has been adopted whereby the 
Loyalty Board has been directed to re
solve questions of doubt with regard t o 
Federal employees' loyalty in favor of 
the Government. I have always felt, 
and still do, that procedures relating to 
this important program should be spelled 
out in legislation. 

The responsibility of the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation with regard to the 
Federal employees' loyalty program re
mains unchanged under this bill. In 
fact, the bill provides some legislative 
authority and guidance for the policy 

• 

whereby a Federal Government agency 
conducting personnel-type investiga
tions shall refer these investigations to 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
where there is derogatory information 
indicating questionable loyalty. 

This bill spells out the requirement 
now made by Executive order ttw,t in 
the investigations which will be trans
ferred by this bill, whenever there is de
veloped any data re.fleeting that the in
dividual who is the subject of the inves
tigation is of questionable loyalty, the 
Civil Service Commission refer the mat
ter to the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion for the conduct of a full field inves
tigation. Further, in the conduct of 
these investigations, the records of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation will be 
searched to determine if there is any de
rogatory information. I have been in
formed by the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation that in the event derogatory 
information is developed at that point, 
the Bureau will retain jurisdiction of the 
case and immediately conduct a full field 
investigation. 

I should like to point out to the Mem
bers the fact that there is a much wider 
area in our Federal Government in its 
conduct of personnel type of investiga
tions where we should develop a similar 

. legislative directive and that is in the 
thousands of personnel-type investiga
tions conducted by the various depart
ments and agencies. 

I want to emphasize that we are here 
dealing with only a very small group of 
Federal employees--a group wherein 
Congress, in the past, has made investi
gations by the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation mandatory by statute. The 
total employment of the agencies cov
ered by transfer represents only about 
8 percent of the total Federal employ
ees. In the remaining 92 percent the 
investigations are being conducted on a 
wholly unrelated pattern. 

Recently there has been a trend to
ward farming out these personnel-type 
investigations by contract to credit agen
cies similar to a procedure carried on 
during the war. In my judgment, and 
I raised this question in the hearing, 
the whole field of personnel type of in
vestigations should be explored so that 
Congress may be informed as to exactly 
what the situation is so that a policy can 
be stated. 

I urge the House to approve this leg
islation, first, because prompt action is 
needed to relieve the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation from a burdensome case 
load of investigations of a type some
what unrelated to their primary mission, 
which is to safeguard the in ternal se
curity of the United States. The record 
will show that the internal security work 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
has increased 531 percent since 1947. 

Secondly, consistent with my policy 
of following the recommendations of Mr. 
J. Edgar Hoover with regard to legisla
tive requirements concerning the work 
of his agency, I concur in his recom
mendation favoring this bill. 

Third, I cannot help but appreciate 
that we are here spelling out, at least 
in one area, the responsibility of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation in the 
field of Federal employees loyalty. 

Fourth, we are making a start, at least, 
in a program which _I hope eventually 
will result in uniform procedures for the 
personnel type of investigation being 
conducted throughout the Government. 
There will also be opportunity to save 
a great deal of manpower and also save 
a substantial sum of money for the tax
payers of this country. 

This will result in an improvement not 
only by uniformity but also will avoid 
a duplication of investigations and an 
undue harassment of persons who are 
being contacted from many Federal 
sources where someone has given their 
names as references on applications filed 
with a number of different agencies. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to the gen
tleman from Maryland [Mr. SAsSCERJ. 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I was 
unavoidably absent from the House in 
the voting on House Resolution 539, to 
investigate the Katyn Forest massacre. 
Had I been here I would have voted for 
the investigation. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. BURN
SIDE]. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, all of 
us here appreciate the excellent work 
Mr. Hoover has done. He is asking us 
to help him so that his organization will 
not be bogged down with the type of in
vestigation of which he is asking to be 
relieved. He does not want to be a part 
of a retail credit investigating organiza
tion. 

No other agency of the Government is 
equipped with the facilities and trained 
personnel required for the fulfillment of 
the responsibility of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation with respect to the de
tention and apprehension of criminals 
and the control of espionage, sabotage, 
and other subversive activities. Mr. 
Hoover is just asking us to relieve his 
men of the type of investigation covered 
by this bill, so his men may have the 
time to attend to the work the Congress 
of the United States assigned to him and 
his men. He has done his best, and we 
are proud of the record he has made. 
He wishes very much to be relieved of 
these other activities that he thinks are 
trivial or nearly so, trivial as compared 
with the major work that has to be done. 

These times are so very important in 
the history of the world that he needs 
his men to be used to do the type of 
job his bureau was established to do. In 
view of present world conditions, then, it 
is likely that the responsibilities of the 
Bureau of Investigation in the field of 
internal security will continue to in
crease tremendously, requiring the as
signment of additional personnel to this 
type of work and resuiting in a reduced 
number of persons and facilities being 
available for applicant-type investiga
tions. 

Actually, it was never intended that 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
should be utilized for such personnel or 
applicant-type investigations. Such in
vestigations more properly fall within the 
jurisdiction of the Civil Service Com
mission. 

I wish you would note these increasing 
case loads that I am giving you. This 
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will show you very clearly in statistical 
form why Mr. Hoover is asking for this 
relief. 

On July 1, 1950, there were 58,671 
cases. On January 1, 1951-notice this 
is just a short time, a half year-indica
tive of the urgent need for this legisla
tion is the fact that on July 1, 1950, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation had a 
total of 58,671 pending investigative 
matters, while on January 1, 1951, only 
6 months later, it had 114,595 pending 
investigative matters, an increase of over 
95 percent. 

You can see the reason why this is so 
important. No good executive wants to 
constantly get further and further be
hind in his investigations where he has 
these men out investigating trivial mat
ters, and here are major matters that 
have to be investigated. No good execu
tive wants that type of thing to happen. 

On July 1, 1951, again 6 months 
later, the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion had a total of 125,276 pending in
vestigative matters. Moreover, of 344,-
599 investigative matters received by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation during 
the 6 months from July 1, 1950, to De
cember 31, 1950, 139,022, 40 percent 
were applicant-type investigations di
rected by acts of Congress such as those 
to which reference has been made above. 

Notice 40 percent of the work. You 
have changed the whole idea of the FBI, 
and changed it so much until 40 percent 
of a new type of work was dumped into 
it, and allowed to interfere with the work 
that the Congress of the United States 
has established for Mr. Hoover, and his 
excellent FBI to perform. 

From Januar~· 1, 1951, to July 1, 1951, 
431,061 investigative matters were re
ceived by the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation, of which 200,951, or 46.6 percent, 
were applicant-type investigations. It 
should be noted that the figures for ap
plicant-type investigations do not in
clude investigations conducted under the 
loyalty program. 

It is, therefore, urged that legislation 
be enacted relieving the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation of its responsibilities for 
conducting applicant-type investiga
tions by transferring those responsibil
ities to the Civil Service Commission. 
The Federal Bureau of Investigation, of 
course, would continue to check against 
its files the names e.nd fingerprints of 
applicants for Federal appointment, and 
furnish any pertinent information thus 
discovered. The Bureau would also re
ceive for its files the fingerprints of all 
persons applying for positions in the ex
ecutive branch of the Government. Un
der this plan the Federal employee loy
alty program would be uniformly ap
plied to all agencies, and the Bureau 
would continue to perform all of the 
functions, including the making of full 
field investigations, required of it by that 
program. 

Mr. REES of Kansn.s. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK]. -

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Chairman, I had 
not intended to say anything on this 
bill, but there have been so many FBI 
experts talking about it, that I thought 
I would like to give my version of it. 

When we passed the McCarran bill, a 
great many Republicans thought I had 
lost my head entirely because I voted 
against it. But I told you then in a 
speech I made that you were going to 
drive these Communists underground, 
and when you did, it would take twice 
the ~ount of energy to find out what 
is going on than it would if you left 
them out. That is what the Congress 
did. It drove the Communists, every 
Communist in the United States under
ground, and Mr. Hoover is trying to find 
out where they are. Everyone of these 
900 people who are now working on this 
preliminary work are needed in the FBI 
to ferret out the activities of the Com
munists in this country. You know very 
well my views on that-that I think the 
first line of defense in America is right 
here in the United States. It is not in 
England or across the seven seas. It is 
right here. When conditions get bad 
enough in the United States, the Com
munists will be here without coming by 
boat. They are potentially here now. 
This is important work to find out 
what this underground organization is 
doing in America. Do you want to take 
Mr. Hoover's energy away from him? 
These 900 men he says he is now using 
on this preliminary work are trained 
men. I see them sitting around here in 
this Congress. They are trained. The 
gentleman from lliinois [Mr. VELDE] is 
a trained investigator. If he is not in 
the Congress, he is in the FBI, and if he 
is not in the FBI, he is in Congress. Do 
you want the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. VELDEJ sitting in his office, putting 
out preliminary reports on these em
ployees of the Government like I do in 
North Dakota? We have a few of them 
who have passed examinations from 
North Dakota. The FBI comes to me 
and asks about their loyalty. Well, all 
I give them is the background, and I am 
giving the truth. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
- Mr. BURDICK. I mentioned the 
gentleman, and of course I have to take 
care of him. 

Mr. VELDE. I thank the gentleman 
for his kind remarks. Does not the gen
tleman agree that if these investigations 
are necessary, and I think we will all 
concede they are, even though it might 
be considered by some to be trivial in
vestigations, J. Edgar Hoover and the 
FBI are just as qualified to handle them 
and to administer the handling of these 
functions as any other department of 
the Government? 

Mr. BURDICK. I knew the gentle
man would ask a question that would 
have to be answered "Yes." 

If you want to get the FBI so top
heavy, so lopsided that it will be the 
biggest agency in the Government and be 
incompetent in all things, you can do 
that; but if you want it to be a special 
agency of highly trained personnel to 
do what is necessary to be done at this 
time in the history of our country, do 
not load them up with so many unneces
sary burdens. 

When I certify any one of these Fed
eral employees they need go no further, 
for I would not certify anyone whom I 

did not know or who I did not know was 
worthy. I know him, I know his father, 
I know his mother; and that is as far 
back as we need to go. That should be 
the end of it. What is the use of running 
to the FBI and having them do the same 
thing? For they will not find anything 
different tha:i I reported. Why not let 
some other agency of the Government 
do 97 percent of this preliminary work? 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURDICK. Certainly. 
Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 

know that the Civil Service Commission 
says it will take about 3,000 more em
ployees in the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. BURDICK. That is right; I think 
so. 

Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 
also know that the FBI clearance has al
ways been 100 percent perfect and that 
the Civil Service Commission clearance 
has been bad in many instances? If the 
FBI needs more help we will give them 
more help. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURDICK. I yield. 
Mr. VELDE. That might be very true. 

The gentleman mentioned the McCar
ran-Wood bill as being responsible for 
drivinJ" the Communists underground in 
this country. The gentleman might be 
right on that. 

Mr. BURDICK. Well, am I right or 
not? 

Mr. VELDE. Will the gentleman 
agree with me that it is more important 
that the FBI check these applications 
for employment and thus weed them out 
before they get into Government than 
to have to investigate them as security 
cases after they get in? 

Mr. BURDICK. But about 97 percent 
of them do not need any investigation, 
and the 3 percent that get in will still 
be investigated by the FBI and can be 
investigated before they are employed. 

Mr. VELDE. But some would never 
get there. 

Mr. GROSS. Could not that be as
certained by the Civil Service Commis
sion by using a 3-cent stamp? 

Mr. BURDICK. You can let the FBI 
do this if you want to but if they use 
their force of trained men on this then 
we will have to give them more men; that 
is all. 

Mr. JENSEN. I am in favor of it. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to the gen
tleman from California [Mr. HOLIFIELD]. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
am 100 percent in favor of the bill. I 
think that in voting for it we should keep 
in mind the fact that there are two dif
ferent types of investigation about which 
we are talking: One type of investiga
tion is nonsensitive; the other is the 
sensitive type. Regardless of what 
agency is concerned, the sensitive type of 
job to be filled will be investigated by 
the FBI; the nonsensitive will be in
vestigated by the Civil Service Commis
sion. We all know that it is rather ri
diculous for us to have to give£. full FBI 
investigation to a mailman who delivers 
mail on a city beat, or to a county agent 
out in some agricultural district, to give 
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him a full FBI investigation the same as 
you would to a person that is going to 

. handle highly restricted data in a sen
sitive agency such as the CIA or the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, w:u the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I prefer not to; I 
have only 4 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, I 
want to speak particularly with refer
ence to the Atomic Energy Commission 
and say that the bill retains all the safe
guards that are necessary for the Atomic 
Energy Commission to obtain full FBI 
investigation of all those people who are 
in sensitive work or who have access to 
restricted data of the Atomic Energy 
Commission. It will however be relieved 
of the obligation to require a full FBI in
vestigation of those people who are 
working for contractors, building these 
immense projects such as the one at 
Savannah, Ga., which have nothing at 
all to do with secret construction. That 
work is merely putting in the streets, 
building the houses for personnel, build
ing the buildings wherein secret ma
chinery will later on be installed. The 
employe3s who install the secret ma
chinery and who operate secret type of 
machinery will have the full FBI inves
tigation. But at the present time some 
sixty or seventy thousand construction 
workers and other types of low-grade 
labor-and in speaking of low-grade la
bor I mean low-grade from the stand
point of being low in the wage scale or 
low from the standpoint of having access 
to security data-the FBI will be relieved 
of spending their valuable time and their 
valuable trained personnel in investi
gating these people who are no loyalty 
risk to our country. 

I think all of us appreciate the tre
mandous prestige and the high quali
fications of the men in the FBI. We 
should leave them free to do the work of 
that Bureau, where their work will do 
most for the security of the United 
States. We should relieve them of a lot 
of this routine work concerning the labor 
type of employees or the lower class of 
employees in the Government who do 
not have access to secret data or re
stricted data, and let them do the job 
which is the most valuable for them to 
do for the security of our Nation. I am 
heartily in favor of this bill and I hope 
it will be passed. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman from 
California does not want the House to 
believe that every applicant for a mail 
carrier's job is investigated by the FBI? 
Surely the gentleman does not want that 
to stand. · 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Practically every 
Government employee is now investi
gated, and I can give you plenty of in
stances of people who are in no more se
curity work than a mail carrier being 
given a full time investigation by the 
FBI. It is silly and ridiculous. We are 
not so scared in this country of com
m . .mism that we are going to hide under 

the bed and require ditch diggers to have 
a full FBI investigation. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a· very sensible 
bill and I certainly commend the com
mittee for bringing it to the attention of 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, has the rule been adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. A long while ago. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Is the 

bill open to amendment now? 
The CHAIRMAN. We are considering 

it under general debate. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield the balance of the 
time on this side to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, a great deal of confusion has 
crept into this discussion. There has 
been a lot of apprehension expressed 
here as to what this bill is going to do. 
I have listened to the debate very closely 
and in my opinion I have wondered what 
I could tell the membership that has not 
been said. So I thought I would go back 
to part of the "bible" of the hearing and 
read from the letter of the man who all 
have paid great tribute to this afternoon, 
Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. Hear 
his words and on that I think we can 
rest our case. 

I read from a letter to the chairman of 
this committee by J. Edgar Hoover in 
which he expressed regret that he could 
not appear personally before the com
mittee. Starting with the third para
graph Mr. Hoover states, and I ask your 
attention to these words: 

Faced with a mounting case load in De
cember 1950, I urged the Attorney General 
to seek legislation which would relieve us 
from making personnel types of investiga
tion. At the same time we discontinued 
making such investigations for several other 
agencies of government which we had been 
making as a matter of cooperation on a re
imbursable basis for some period of time. 

I call your attention to and want to 
.underline the words "I urged the Attor
ney General" to do this. 

Further quoting from Mr. Hoover's 
letter: 

In view of the growing international ten
sion, the prosecutions which have been 
initiated against Communist Party leaders 
which, for practical purposes have forced the 
Communist Party underground, and the po
tential threat of the Communist Party to the 
security of the United States, it has been 
necessary . for us to detail more and more 
manpower to handle internal security in
vestigations. 

I would like to call attention to his next 
sentence, and remember this is J. Edgar 
Hoover speaking: 

Experience has demonstrated that an 
agency such as the FBI is at its highest peak 
of efficiency when it is kept mobile and does 
not become too large. 

I do not believe that an organization such 
as the FBI should have the function of mak
ing so-called personnel types of investiga
tion although, under the proposed legisla-

tion, the FBI will continue to make name 
checks, loyalty investigations and, in the 
event any information is obtained by the 
Civil Service Commission in its investigation 
reflecting disloyal activities, the matter will 
then be referred to the FBI to make a full 
field investigation. In addition, the act as 
enacted by the Senate authorizes the Atomic 
Energy Commission, the Director of Mutual 
Security, or the Secretary of State, which
ever the case may be, to call upon the FBI 
to investigate highly sensitive positions. 

We surrender nothing. 
Further quoting: 
I was also compelled by another considera

tion to urge the Attorney General to seek 
this legislation; namely, should the present 
emergency become more tensf' or should the 
underground organization of the Commu
nist Party embark upon an active program 
of sabotage, I am sure you can appreciate 
that all of our energies would of necessity 
have to be directed to meeting this threat. 
While there is ;;till time, it is my considered 
judgment that the hest interest of the 
United States can be served by equipping the 
Civil ServicP. Commission to handle person
nel types of investigation. As a practical 
consideration, the Civil Service Commission 
is already han<llin~ personnel types of in
vestigation for other equally sensitive agen
cies and it would appea,· that in the interest 
of uniformity and good administration the 
Civil Service Commission should be em
powered to handle this type of investigation. 

Mr. Chairman, I join you in paying 
tribute to J. Edgar Hoover, and I call 
your attention again to the fact that the 
words that I have read are his and not 
mine. They come directly from and ex
press the considered judgment of J. 
Edgar Hoover. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 
All time has expired. The Clerk will 
read the bill for amendment. 

. The Clerk :.:ead as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That sections 10 (b) 

(5) (B) (i) and (B) (ii) of the act of August 
1, 1946 (60 Stat. 755), entitled "An act for 
the development and control of atomic en
ergy"; section 1 (2) of the act of May 22, 
1947 (61 Stat. 103), entitled "An act to pro
vide for assistance to dreece and Turkey"; 
section 1 of the joint resolution of May 31, 
1947 (61 Stat. 125), entitled "Joint resolu
tion providing for relief assistance to the 
people of countries devastated by war"; sec
tion 3 (e) of the act of August 5, 1947 (61 
Stat. 780), entitled "An act to provide for 
the reincorporation to the Institute of In
ter-American Affairs, and for other pur
poses"; section 1001 of the act of January 27, 
1948 (62 Stat. 6), entitled "An act to pro
mote the better understanding of the United 
States among the peoples of the world and 
to strengthen cooperative international re
lations"; section 110 (c) of the act of April 
3, 1948 (62 Stat. 137), entitled "An act to 
promote world peace and the general wel
fare, national interest, and foreign policy of 
the United States through economic, finan
cial, and other measures necessary to the 
maintenance of conditions abroad in which 
free institutions may survive and consistent 
with the maintenance of the strength and 
stability of the United States"; section 2 of 
the act of June 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 441), en
titled "Joint resolution providing for mem
bership and participation by the United 
States in the World Health Organization and 
authorizing an appropriation therefor"; sec
tion 3 of the act of June 30, 1948 (62 Stat. 
1151), entitled "Joint resolution providing 
for acceptance by the . United States o! 
America of the constitution of the Interna
tional Labor Organization instrument o! 
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amendment, and further authorizing an ap
propriation for payment of the United States 
share of the expenses of membership and 
for expenses of participation by the United 
Stat es"; subsection (c) of section 15 of the 
act of May 10, 1950 (64 Stat. 149), entitled 
"An act to promote the progress of science; 
to advance the national health, prosperity, 
and welfare; to secure the national defense; 
and for other purposes"; section 3 (e) of 
the act of August 11, 1950 (64 Stat. 438), en
titled "An act to authorize the District of 
Columbia government to establish an office 
of civil defense, and for other purposes"; 
and section 510 of ihe Mutual Security Act 
of 1951, are amended by striking therefrom, 
wherever they appear, the words "Federal 
Bureau of Investigation" and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words "Civil Service Com
mission": Provided, That in the event an in
vestigation made pursuant to any of the 
above statutes as herein amended develops 
any data reflecting that the individual who 
is the subject of the investigation is of 
questionable loyalty, the Civil Service Com
mission shall refer the matter to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation for the conduct of a 
full field investigation, the results of which 
shall be furnished to the Civil Service Com
mission for its information and appropriate 
action: Provided further, That, if the Presi
dent deems it to be in the national inter
est, he may from time to time cause investi
gations of any group or class which are re
quired by any of the above statutes, to be 
made by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
rather than the Civil Service Commission: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding the 
provisions of section 10 (b} (5) (B) (i) and 
{ii) of the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 and 
section 510 of the Mutual Security Act of 
1951, as amended by this act, a majority of 
the members of the Atomic Energy Commis
sion, the Director of Mutual Security, or the 
Secretary of State, as the case may be, shall 
certify those specific positions which are of a 
high degree of importance or sensitivity, and 
upon such certification the investigation 
and reports required by such provisions or 
by any other laws, amended by the first sec
tion of this act shall, in the case of such 
positions, be made by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation rather than the Civil Service 
Commission. 

SEC. 2. The transfer of investigative func
tions hereinbefore provided for shall be ef
fectuated during the period commencing 
with the date of the approval of this act and 
terminating 180 days thereafter, it being the 
intent of the Congress that the said transfer 
be effectuated as . expeditiously within that 
period of time as the Civil Service Commis
sion shall consider the facilities of that 
Commission adequate to undertake all or 
any part of the functions herein transferred: 
Provided, however, That investigations pend
ing with the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion at the expiration of the 180 days shall 
be completed in due course by that Bureau· 
and reports thereof furnished to the Civil 
Service Commission for its information and 
appropriate action. 

SEc. 3. Nothing in this act shall be con
struetl to affect in any way the responsibil
ity of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
for invest1gations of espionage, sabotage, or 
subversive acts. 

SEC. 4. In order to carry out the provisions 
and purposes of this act, appropriations 
available to the departments or agencies, on 
whose account investigations are made pur
suant to the statutes amended by section 1 
of this act, shall be availabie for advances 
or reimbursements directly to the applicable 
appropriations of the Civil Service Commis
sion, or of the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation, for the cost of investigations made 
for such departments or agencies. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, since I made reference 
to the remarks of Chairman Ramspeck, 
of the Civil Service Commission, when I 
spoke under general debate, I would like, 
'Without yieiding, because of the time 
element, to continue with what I think 
the House should hear and consider be
fore casting a final vote on this impor
tant bill. 

Bear in mind that this is the agency 
that will assume the investigation load 
if we pass this bill. It will take it over 
from the FBI. 

Chairman Ramspeck, in part, says 
this: 

It is estimated that the Civil Service Com
mission will assume a workload of approxi
mately 82,000 cases. A workload of this mag
nitude will require that the Commission em
ploy approximately 1,980 additional inves
tigators and DO _additional clerical person
nel, or a total of 2,970 additional employees. 
Mr. Chairman, as an indication of the mag
nitude of the job being transferred to the 
Commission under S. 2077, if it is passed, I 
would Uke to point out that the Commission 
now employs a total of approximately 4,000 
employees to carry out all of its func
tions. • • • 

The investigation of the large number of 
applicants necessary to provide for the se
lection of 1,980 new investigators will greatly 
tax the resources of our present investiga
tive staff. Our present staff of 275 inves
tigators must absorb this work in addition 
to their present heavy loac1. Besides carry
ing on our current investigative work this 
staff will be called upon to investigate per
haps as many as 4,000 candidates for in
vestigator positions and assist in the train
ing of the 1,980 selected. 

Bear in mind this paragraph that I 
read you on the money involved in mak
ing this change. Chairman Ramspeck 
says this as to the financing of the pro
gram: 

We estimate that it will cost between $225 
and $250 to process a case. Assuming a work
load of approximately 82,000 cases for the 
fiscal year 1953, the total cost of making the 
investigaticns will be about $20,000,000. 

I interpose at that point just this com
ment: That the FBI has allocated the 
sum of $14,000,000 to do exactly the same 
amount of work, a dif!erence of 
$6,000,000. 

I continue Chairman Ramspeck's 
statement: 

It is estimated that we will incur expenses 
of $7,000,000 for training and costs of actual 
production prior to the time we can expect 
to start recovering these costs from the var
ious agencies. • • • 

On the basis of the best in.formation we 
have at this time we believe that the initial 
amount of the revolving fund should be es
tablished at $8,000,000. We think that we 
can finance the security investigation pro
gram, including organization costs, with that 
amount. 

He says that the program can be 
finr..nced with a revolving fund of ap
proximately $5,000,000, once it has been 
established as a going operation. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, 
bear in mind the increased cost per case 
of investigation and the over-all tremen
dous increase, not in thousands but in 
several millions of dollars that this 
change would entail. I sincerely hope 
that you will keep this in mind when you 
cast your --ote on this bill. I had tlrn 
dist inct impression when I heard Mr. 

Ramspeck testify before our committ~e 
that he was not sold himself, and his 
statement to the committee did not sell 
me on the justification for making this 
change at greater expense and less effi
ciency. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the crux of the 
matter on this proposition that I oppose 
comes from the fact that the Chairman 
of the Civil Service Commission has 
asked for a revolving fund that he esti
mates may be $8,000,000 and can eventu
ally be reduced to about $5,000,000. That 
is about the difference in the cost of 
making these investigations. The thing 
they do not tell you is that if you leave 
this with the FBI, with the new duties 
imposed on it by the conditions Mr. J. 
Edgar Hoover anticipates in his letter, 
that his organization will have to expand 
to pick up the load. There will be some 
increased cost because of the expanding 
of FBI, of course; there will be an in
creased initial cost to the Civil Service 
Commission in picking up this load. 

If you read the testimony in the hear
ings you will see that Mr. Joseph Wins
low-and those of you who know per
sonnel work respect Mr. Winslow, as a 
former member of the Bureau of the 
Budget and now Assistant Executive Di
rector of the Civil Service Commission, 
for his fine knowledge of this subject-
tells you that this cited cost of $250 will 
decrease with time. That is about the 
maximum to shoot at with a new agency. 
As they become more proficient that will 
go down. He tells you also in here 
that there have been cases where the 
FBI has charged far less or far more, 
depending on the type of case that is in
vestigated. 

Mr. Chairman, I think again the whole 
crux of the matter is this: It reverts 
back to where you are going to have the 
work done, whether you are going to 
keep the FBI mobile and small enough 
to be efficient or whether under the guise 
of false economy you are going to dem
agogically wish upon Mr. J. Edgar 
Hoover work that he tells you he does 
not want and work the very nature of 
which will impede the proper function
ing of his agency. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, certainly there are two 
questions that are not in dispute. One is 
our admiration for the efficiency and 
integrity of J. Edgar Hoover. The other 
is the same feeling for our former col
league, Mr. Ramspeck, who heads the 
Civil Service Commission at this time. 

Apparently this legislation is proposed 
because Mr. Hoover does not want to 
extend his activities , and I gather , too, 
from the remarks of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. JARMAN] that Mr. Rams
peck is not anxious for the job. It will 
cost something like $6,000,0uO more 
money if the task is given to Civil Service. 
Of course, Civil Service will not always 
be under Mr. Ramspeck, so just as an 
illustration of what has happened be
fore , permit me to give you a lit tle infor-

. mation from a hearing, not that-I know 
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anything about it-I am fust reading it-
that was held in 1947, when Mr. Mitchell 
was President of the Civil Service Com
mission, Mr. Flemming was on the Com
mission, Miss Frances Perkins was the 
other member of the Commission. At 
that time they were on the Commis
sion, and appeared as witnesses. The 
Civil Service Commission at that time 
had a file of 750,000 cards about civil
service employees; and others who were 
not Federal employees. You will be sur
prised to know, they had on those cards 
the names of Congressmen, of Senators 
and of Senator's wives. 

Let me say to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BLACKNEY] that his name 
was not one of them, but my name was, 
as were the names of other Members of 
the House and Senate. 

Permit a repetition: They had the 
names of Congressmen, Senators, and 
Senators' wives who were not Federal 
employees. They had all kinds of re
ported information about them. They 
were about to make a sound recording 
so that some politicians who had access 
to that special secret file could use the 
gossip to get some of the Members in the 
next election. 

So we had the Commissioners up, or 
they came up, before a committee; and 
do you know where they got the inf orma
tion they had on those cards? It is in the 
record here. Here it is. Note, they got 
it from a law firm in ·New York named 
Mintzer & LeVY, 39 Broadway, New York 
City. 

Some of those cards had on them the 
word "Nazi"; some the word "Commu
nist"; both referring to Senators and 
Congressmen. That is what they had 
at that time. The Commissioners all 
said that they did not know that file was 
in existence: They testified the investi
gations were made by individual inves
tigators. Somebody who had a job ap
parently because there was nothing else 
to do had gone out and somewhere got 
some more names and then collected a 
lot of information or, more accurately, 
gossip and rumors, about those indi
viduals whose names they picked up 
either from the press or anyWhere and 
everywhere. After some Members of a 
House committee had seen some of the 
cards, the committee asked that the 
cards be produced or committee mem
bers be permitted to examine the file. 

The Commission said, "We will not let 
you look at those files." The congres
sional committee asked again if they 
could have a look at what was in them. 
Then the President took a hand., and, 
under date of October 21, 1947, denied 
the committee the right to examine the 
file. 

Do not forget, the Civil Service Com
mission's investigators got many of these 
names and this information from this 
New York firm of attorneys which was 
working for the Anti-Defamation League 
and other organizations. 

Permit me to quote from the report-
page 2: 

It appeared from some of the index cards 
that considerable material had been tran
ecribed from the private files of Mintzer & 
Levy, a firm of lawyers having offices at 39 

,Broadway, New York, N. Y. (hearings, p. 4). 

Material transcribed from this source by 
the Civil Service Commission was cataloged 
under a special warning as follows: 

"The above was copied from the marine 
loyalty suspect list of the subversive files in 
possession of Attorneys Mintzer & Levy, 39 
Broadway, New York City, room 3305. Their 
files were made up in cooperation with the 
American-Jewish Committee and the Anti
Defamation League. The source of this in
formation must not be disclosed under any 
circumstances or be quoted. However, fur
ther information concerning the above may 
be obtained by contacting the offices of 
Mintzer & Levy." 

There is no evidence to indicate that such 
material was checked, verified, or in any way 
tested before being transferred to the official 
files of the Civil Service Commission. 

Quotations on some of the cards relating 
to various Members of the House and Senate 
were in these words (hearings, pp. 17-25) : 

"Nazi. 
"See files at Friends of Democracy, Inc. 
"Addressed the first convention of the Na-

tional Lawyers' Guild, February 20-22, 1937. 
"Various issues in organization file." 
It was the purpose of the committee's 

investigation to ascertain, first, by what 
authority hearsay information-which might 
reflect upon the reputation of Senators, Mem
bers of the House of Representatives, and 
persons who were not applicants for Federal 
jobs-was collected and maintained, not only 
in the office of the Commission in Washing
ton but in its several regional offices as well. 

You see what had happened? These 
individual employees of the Civil Service 
Commission, without the ·knowledge of 
the Civil Service Commission or anyone 
else in authority, just grabbed a lot of 
names, collected some rumors, some gos
sip, put it on cards, and then when Con
gressmen wanted to find out what was in 
that file, the House committee was told 
by the President that it could not ex
amine the file even though it carried the 
names of some Members of Congress as 
either Nazis or Communists. 

A letter reading as follows was sent to 
the President: 

OCTOBER 8, 1947, 
The PRESIDENT, 

The White House. 
MY DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Hearings held by 

a subcommittee of the Committee on Ex
penditures in the Executive Departments dis
closed that there was in the possession of 
the Civil Service Commission a file contain
ing statements bearing upon the views, opin
ions, and activities of certain-named Sen
ators, Senators' wives, and Congressmen. 

Members of the Civil Service Commission 
appeared before the subcommittee and stated 
the Commission had no authority to obtain 
such information, nor . to maintain .such a 
file. The members of the Commission vol
untarily stated the information would be 
removed from the files. They also stated that 
prior to the matter being called to their at
tention on Friday, October 3, they had no 
knowledge that such a file existed, and that 
they had no knowledge of its contents. 

Reliable information has come to the sub
committee that a permanent, sound record 
was to be made of this information which 
statements, in the file disclosed, were ob
tained from various organizations, some o! 
which are admittedly subversive, and u. num
ber of which are unreliable. 

The subcommittee asked for a subpena. 
to be issued calling for the production o! 
this file · insofar as it contains statements 
relating to Members of Congress. The re
quest contained in the subpena. was refused 
by the Commission on the ground that the 
file was confidential and its disclosure could 
only be obtained by an Executive order. 

The subcommittee also asked that a mem-
. ber of the committee, or its representative, 

or a representative of Congress, be permitted 
to go through that portion of the file which 
carried statements as to Members of Con
gress. This request was refused on the 
grounds above stated. 

Will you kindly issue an order authorizing 
the Commission to open this file to the in
spection of a committee member or their 
representative. 

Faithfully yours, 
CLARE E. HOFFMAN, Chairman. 

The President replied: 
THE WHITE HOUSE, 

WJ.shington, October 21, 1947. 
Hon. CLARE E. HOFFMAN, . 

The House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. HOFFMAN: I have your letter o! 
October 8, 1947, with respect to a certain 
file of the Civil Service Commission. Your 
letter states that the Commission has re
fused to make this file a·1ailable to your 
committee. 

I am advls~d that these records were main
tained by the Civil Service Commission on a 
confidential basis. There is nothing in your 
letter which would indicate that the Com
mission was not justified in classifying them 
as confidential nor am I justified in over
ruling the Commission on the facts presented 
by your letter. 

I believe that.it ls in the public interest to 
keep Civil Service Commission records con
fidential, in the absence of a compelling rea
son to the contrary in a particular case. In 
the circumstances presented, I do not be
lieve that I should interfere with the Com
mission's refusal to make these records 
public. 

Very sincerely yours, · ' 
HARRY s. TRUMAN. I 

Transfer this power to the Commission 
and the investigators of the Civil Service 
Commission can go out and rake up all 
the rumors and charges they can find or 
imagine, put them on the record, dish 
them out for political purposes, and then 
when a congressional committee comes 
along and attempts to stop the use of 
that false, vilifying report, recording, or 
the circulation of that kind of informa
tion, the President may say, as he said 
before, that it was none of a congres
sional committee's business. They can 
vilify us, they can slander us, they can, 
as they did, misuse us and abuse us, make 
a record of vilification for political pur
poses, use their slanderous, libelous ru
mors and gossip. 

They can put it in their files down 
there as official and turn it over to the 
political supporters of the administra
tion and we are not permitted to show 
its falsity. We learn what it is when it is 
printed. I am not telling you what may, 
might, or could happen under civil serv
ice. I am telling you what did happen. 
For myself, I want no more of it. More
over, you should know what happens 
when an agency investigates itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman~ I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Bow: After 

line 2 on page 5, add a new section to read 
as follows: 

"All findings, records, and reports made 
or compiled by the Civil Servfoe Commis
sion under this act shall be made available 
to the committees of the Congress upon the 
request of such committee." 
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Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment on the ground 
that it is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man from Ohio desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
it is germane. In checking the bill it
self, we find we are considering acts 
having to do with the control of atomic 
energy, assistance to Greece, the joint 
resolution prov~ding for relief and as
sistan~e to people of countries devastated 
by war, and the reincorporation of the 
Inst·tute of Inter-American Affairs, and 
many other ·such items. It seems to me 
from the bill itself in setting up this 
agency, Congress has a right at the same 
time to say that the records and find
ings of the committee that is being set 
up now should be made available to the 
committees cf the Congress when the 
committee so requesto. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. FORAND). The 
Chair is prepared to rule. The gent e
man from Ohio has offered an amend
ment to the bill S. 2077. The gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. MURRAY] 
makes a point of order against the 
·amendment on the grounds that it is not 
germane. The Chair has examined both 
the bill and the amendment, and can see 
no good reason for the claim that the 
amendment is not germane, and for that 
reason overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, the distin
guished gentleman from Michigan who 
has just preceded me, I think, has made 
a splendid argument as to the reason 
why this amendment should be adopted. 
Those of us who have in the ·past been 
associated with committees cf the Con
gress in attempting to carry out the w·ll 
of the Congress in their mandates to us 
to secure information and to file proper 
reports in Congress, have nm across a 
denial many times of the agencies to 
permit us to use material which the C~m
gress is entitled to have. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not take my full 
time to discuss this matter, for I feel 
ev~ry Member of the Congress is fam·1-
iar with the difficulties we have in trying 
to carry out the duties that we have im
posed upon us. Therefore, I urge the 
adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have always felt that 
there is a very sharp line of demarca
tion between the legislative and adm·n
istrative branches of Government, and 
I think it is well to keep that l"ne of 
demarcation. This to me is an encroach
ment on the administrative branch of 
the Government. We have heard all 
about the people whose names are on 
these lists. They might be there, and 
I assume they are. I think other names 
have been "bandied about by people in 
Congress and out of Congress; that also 
is deplorable, and I know that you agree 
with me. But let me point out to you 
that it iJ going to be costly to set up the 
necessary facilities and personnel to sup
ply the data to the Congress when, as, 
and if i"'.; might be requested. It would 
always have to be kept up to date or an 
agency would be subject to a great deal 

of criticism. I believe the tendency has 
been away from demanding participa
tion in the executive branch of Govern
ment by the legislative. I think this is 
poor legislation, and I hope it is voted 
down. 

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the people throughout 
the breadth and length of the United 
States will be glad to learn that there is 
one agency of Government and a man 
heading that agency here in Washington 
in whom every Member of Congress has 
confidence: I ref er to the FBI and Mr. 
J. Edgar Hoover. But I think there are 
some things that need a little clarifica
tion, some statements that have been 
made during debate on this bill. 

Under this l.>ill, if it passes, everyone 
seeking employment in any agency of 
the Federal Government will be checked; 
the FBI will check their files to see if 
there is a card with derogatory informa
tion on the individual; they will check 
fingerprints; and if they find anything 
derogatory in their file they will make 
a full field investigation on the individ
ual. The purpose of the bill is to re
lieve the FBI of this tremendous load 
of checking the thousands and thous
ands of employees on whom it is not nec
essary to have loyalty or security checks, 
letting that be done by another agency. 
of Government. 

I am glad to hear son .. e of the Members 
arguing against this bill on the ground 
of economy. I think I am as econoiny
minded as any man in the House; at 
least I was one of a few who was given a 
hundred percent voting record for econ
omy last year by the survey of State 
councils of the chambers of commerce. 
It has Leen pointed out that additional 
expense will be put on the Civil Service 
Commission if this bill passes; that is 
probably true. But the way to get econ
omy is not to put this additional load on 
the Civil ·Service Commission, but to 
eliminate some of the agencies of Gov
ernment altogether or at least cut them 
down by 50 percent, get rid of unneces
sary personnel, get rid of a part of this 
bureaucracy that has been built up in 
the Federal Government. 

As to the amendment that was offered 
·by the gentleman from Ohi [Mr. Bow], 
I think there are many reascns why this 
amendment should be adopted. There 
are thousands ·and thousands of individ
uals in hundreds of agencies of the Gov
ernment who have access tu the loyalty 
and security files of individuals, while 
not a single Member or a single commit
tee cf' Congress, the duly elected repre
sentatives of the people, have access to 
them. You have heard a lot from con
stituents and from colleagues here on 
the floor about directives of the Presi
dent keeping this :nformation from the 
regularly constituted committees of Con
gress and from Members of Congress. If 
you mean what you say in the cloak
rooms, if you concur with the constitu
ents who have written you on the sub
ject, and if you want to retrieve some of 
the powers to yourself that have over 
the years been given to the executive 
bran<;h of the Government, you will sup
port this amendment offerec.i. by the gen
tleman from Ohio. 

Yes, I am as familiar as any of the 
others with this whole Civil Service Com
mission set-up. We went into the mat
ter in the Eightieth Congress when the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HOFF
MAN] was chairman of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Depart
ments, and the loyalty boards in the 
various departments of the Government 
and the Loyalty Review Board in the 
Civil Service Commission were set up. 
If the Civil Service Comn:ission had car
ried out its :i.·esponsibilitics as it should 
have, we would not have had so many 
Communists, fellow travelers, and dis
loyal people in Government. If we are 
going to let President Truman and Dean 
Acheson make decisions on loyalty and 
security of individuals after the various 
agencies, including the FBI, have spent 
millions of dollars of the taxpayers' 
money on this work, then WP, had better 
eliminate the entire program. 

Secretary of State Dean Acheson and 
President Truman are making a mock
ery and fraud out of the so-called loyalty 
program set up to rid the Government 
of employees who are of questionable 
loyalty and se~urity risk. ·vith every 
passing day I am becoming more con
vinced that they are more interested in 
saving face than they are in dismissing 
these questionable characters. Either 
the Secretary of State and the President 
are unwilling or unable to purge the 
Government service of persons o: ques-
_tionable loyalty. . 

The newspapers of Wednesday, March 
5, 1952, carried a story to the effect that 
Secretary of State Dean Acheson an
nounced he had overruled the findings of 
the State Department Loyalty and Secu
ri~y Board that Oliver Edmund Clubb 
was a security risk. If this were the 
complete story, Secretary Acheson's 
statement would hardly be worthy of 
comment, but the admission of Mr. 
Acheson was apparently made from fear 
that the State Department's appropri
ations for the coming fiscal year might 
meet some opposition. 

The State Department op February 11, 
1952, announced: 

After Mr. Clubb's case was processed 
through the loyalty and security channel of 
the Department he was cleared on both loyal
ty and security and restored to active duty 
on February 8. 

Let us start at the beginning. Last 
June Mr. Clubb was suspcuded by the 
State Department pending a decision as 
to his loyalty to the very Government 
that had employed him since July 1, 1928. 
Mr. Qlubb appeared before the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities 
on March 14, 1951, August 20, 1951, and 
aga·n on August 23, 1951, and was ques
tioned about his visits to the office of 
New Masses i:h New York City, and his 
association with Agnes Smedley, Philip 
Jaffee, Frederick V. Field, Owen Latti
more, and others. 

On February 12, 1952, the State De
partment announced that Mr. Clubb was 
"absolutely cleared" on all loyalty and 
security grounds and restored to duty the 
previous Friday-February 8. Mr. Clubb 
resigned February 11, 1952. 

In an appearance before the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee on .Feb-
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ruary 27, 1952, Owen Lattimore, long
time friend of Clubb, proclaimed that he. 
John Carter Vincent, John Stewart 
Service, and Oliver Edmund Clubb had 
been made the victims of hysteria. This 
outburst from Mr. Lattimore prompted 
Senator FERGUSON to charge that Clubb 
had been cleared by Secretary of State 
Acheson after the State Department 
Loyalty and Security Board had found 
against him. 

On February 28, 1952 Secretary Ache
son told a reporter, "I won't talk about 
the case." 

Several days later Deputy Under Sec
retary of State Carlisle Humelsine ap
peared before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee. When asked about the 
Clubb case Mr. Humelsine was evasive. 
When requested to produce the docu
ments in the Clubb case Mr. Humelsine 
excused himself on the grounds that an 
executive order forbade him to give the 
Senate access to loyalty files. Mr. 
Humelsine was warned that unless he 
complied with the request the Appropria
tions Committee might have to refuse 
to consider the Department's appropria
tion. Mr. Humelsine then referred the 
matter to the Secretary of State with 
the result that Mr. Acheson admitted 
that he had reversed his loyalty and se
curity board and cleared Mr. Clubb. 

What is the result of Mr. Acheson's 
unusual action? Mr. Clubb was suspend
ed in June of last year and restored on 
order of the Secretary of State in Febru
ary of this year. During that time he 
rendered no service to the Government, 
yet the result of Mr. Acheson's action in 
overruling his loyalty and security 
board means that Mr. Clubb collects his 
full salary for all the ime he was sus
pended and for which he rendered no 
service. 

That is but one point worthy of com
ment. Another is the manner in which 
the Clubb case was handled by the State 
Department. On February 11 the State 
Department announced that Mr. nlubb 
had been fully cleared. Such an an
nouncement could only be interpreted 
as meaning that Mr. Clubb had been 
cleared by the State Department Loyal
ty and Security Board. . 

The State Department announcement 
was nothing more than a calculated at
tempt to deceive the public, an an
nouncement tainted with dishonesty. 
What could have been the reason for 
Secretary's Acheson's refusal to reveal 
the true facts? Could it have been that 
he made a deal with Mr. Clubh to rein
state him on condition that he immedi
ately resign, having in mind that the 
loyalty review board might consider the 
Clubb case in the same light as the John 
Stewart Service case? Or could it have 
been that Mr. Acheson felt duty bound 
to reverse his loyalty and security 
board for fear that the decision of the 
board would lend support to the oft-re
peated allegations of the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin that the State Depart
ment was infiltrated with pinkos of all 
shades? 

Whatever the reason, the word for it 
is dishonesty. One thing Mr. Acheson 
has evidently not learned and that is he 

must deal honestly and candidly with the 
public. It took the courage of a Member 
of the United States Senate to expose 
what apparently is the answer to the 
question as to why the State. Department 
has not released a single employee under 
the present Government employee loy
alty program. 

On December 12, 1951, the Loyalty Re- . 
view Board reversed the decisiOn of the 
findings of the Loyalty and Security 
Board of the State Department in the 
case of John Stewart Service, and dis
missed him on the grounds of question
able loyalty. After which, Mr. Service 
appealed to the President of the United 
States, Harry S. Truman, to reverse the 
findings of the Loyalty Review Board. 
This appeal to the President by Mr. Serv
ice has been on Mr. Truman's desk for 2 
months. Why does the President hesi
tate to back up his Loyalty Review Board 
which he set up ~o pass on just such cases 
as John Stewart Service, especially after 
spending millions and millions of dollars 
of the taxpayers' money to establish 
these procedures? 

If the President is sincere in what he 
has been telling the people regarding his 
intentions to rid the agencies of Govern
ment of people of questionable loyalty 
and security risk, why should he have to 
hestitate a single day in refusing to con
sider Mr. Service's appeal to him? 

I have, on many occasions over a long 
period of years, called attention of the 
Members of Congress to my doubt of the 
sincerity of both the President and Sec
retary of State regarding many cases. 
The way the Service and Clubb cases 
have been handled only tends to sub
stantiate my opinion. If we are going to 
let the Secretary of State or the President 
overrule boards which have been set up 
to pass on these matters, I, for one, do not 
believe we should squander the taxpay
ers' money any longer on these programs 
unless they get the cooperation they de
serve from the executive branch of the 
Government. 

From my own personal investigations I 
am satisfied that panels sit ting in judg
ment on loyalty cases, in most instances, 
where individuals who have been named 
by Senator JOE McCARTHY are involved 
do not arrive at their conclusions on the 
evidence in the files, but rather by throw
ing every possible road bloc!{ in the way 
of Senator McCARTHY'S charges being 
substantiated. It is my opinion that the 
members of the panels are not resolving 
the cases in favor of the Government but 
against Senator McCARTHY. Is :lt any 
wonder that I say that by the record I 
still insist that the way the President and 
the Secretary of State are permitting the 
loyalty investigations to be conducted 
and determined is a fraud and hoax upon 
the public. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wanted to speak on 
the bill which I think is an undesirable 
one and I will make some remarks about 
that a little later. For a few minutes I 
desire to speak upon the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BowJ. 

Personally, I do not believe an amend
ment of this character is necessary. The 
Congress has through its subpena power 
and its investigative function the right 
to obtain documents from the executive 
branch of the Government at all times 
without passing any law. The President 
has raised the question with respect to 
various committees by instructing sub
ordinates in the executive branch of the 
Government not to give papers and 
documents to committees of the Con
gress and sometimes has ordered those 
documents to be transferred to h is own 
personal possession. The Congress up 
to this point has not pressed the issue. 

This question is not a new one. It is 
a question of extreme delicacy involv
ing the separation of governmental 
powers under our constitutional system. 
Some time the question will have to be 
faced. I hope it will be faced squarely 
by the Congress and that we will not 
back away from it. Up to the present 
time the question has been a voided by 
both the executive branch of the Gov
ernment and the Congress, but at some 
time it will have to be presented to the 
courts for decision. 

May I remind the House again that 
when President Truman was chairman 
of the Truman committee of the Senate 
I served as assistant counsel to that 
committee. He caused subpenas to be 
served on the Attorney General of the 
United States at least twice, and I be
lieve three times. At that t ime he was 
forthrightly upholding the power of 
the Congress. On both occasions he got 
results from the Attorney·General of the 
United States and secured possession of 
the documents that the Truman com
mittee desired. I would like to see the 
Congress have the same courage and 
regard for its own powers today as the 
present President of the United States 
had when he was a Member of the Sen
ate. 

With respect to the bill itself, let me 
say that I was rather surprised to hear 
the comments of those who have said 
that the only reason they are voting for 
this bill is because J. Edgar Hoover has 
asked them to do so. 

No one admires J. Edgar Hoover more 
than I do. I have had personal contact 
with his investigators and former inves
tigators in the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation. I have high regard for 
their excellence in investigative work. 

I say to you that the greatest com
pliment this Congress could pay J. Edgar 
Hoover would be to say, "Good and faith
ful servant, you have done this job well. 
Keep on doing it. " 

I disagree with those who regard this 
as a trivial matter and argue that these 
routine perso:..mel checks are of no im
portance. It is far more import~nt to 
check before you put someone on the 
payroll than to make all kinds of checks 
afterward, then remove an employee 
because of disloyalty. 

Some time ago it was reported in- the 
press that it cost the Government Print
ing Office $500,000 to get rid of a civil 
service employee, in litigation through 
the various courts. 

The time to check applicants for em
ployment is before they have ever bee'l 
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put on the Federal payroll. I tell you 
that is extremely important. Their 
tendencies toward subversion and dis
loyalty can be checked as well as their 
competence and· qualifications to per
form the job they seek. That investi
gation should be perf armed by compe
tent investigators. We have passed laws 
to require it. 

The officials who handle the extremely 
broad powers that we have been turning 
over to the executive branch of the Gov
ernment in the past few years need to be 
checked for their competence and their 
loyalty to this Government. We should 
keep them out in the first place rather 
than checking them afterward and find
ing them disloyal. I regard these per
sonnel checks as extremely important. 

Now, on the matter of cost, the FBI is 
doing this with 1,700 employees, includ
ing some 900 investigators, at a cost of 
$10,000,000. Chairman Ramspeck, of 
the Civil Service ·Commission, very 
clearly indicates in his testimony he is 
not prepared or equipped to do this job. 
That Commission has only 275 investi
gators. It will be required to nearly dou
ble its present force of employees of 
4,000 by adding 3,600 more. Mr. Ram
speck estimates it will cost the Civil 
Service Commission $20,000,000 a year. 
That Commission will do the personnel 
checks out of 14 branch offices, whereas 
the FBI has at present in its employ
ment over 15,000 employees· workin5 out 
of 52 branch offices. 
· It is apparent why the cost is going up. 
The Civil Service investigators are go

ing to have to travel all o.ver the country, 
whereas the FBI can . use its branch 
offices in existence today. 

This job is an investigative job. The 
FBI has proved its competence in this 
field. Let us not disturb the situation. 
If we do, we will not only increase the 
cost to the American taxpayer, but we 
will run the risk of getting a lot of dis
loyal and incompetent employees in the 
Federal Government in these very crit
ical positions, in the Atomic Energy 
Commission, foreign aid agencies, and 
other important Federal activities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. Bow]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. MURRAY of Ten
nessee>, there were-ayes 96, noes 74. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there are no fur

ther amendments, the Committee will 
rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. FORAND, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
CS. 2077) to provide for certain investi
gations by the Civil Service Commission 
in lieu of the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation, and for other purposes, pursuant 
to House Resolution 555, he reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend
ment cdopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and, the 
Chair being in doubt, the House divided, 
and there were-ayes 91, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a motion to recommit. / 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op
posed to the bill? 

Mr. WITHROW. I am, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman 

qualifies. 
The Clerk will report the motion to 

recommit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WITHROW moves to recommit . the bill 

S. 2077 to the House Post Office and Civil 
Service Committee. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the motion to recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker announced that the noes ap
peared to have it. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the grounds that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] Two hundred and 
thirteen Members are present, not a 
quorum. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 86, nays 233, not voting 113, 
as follows: 

Adair 
Albert 
Andersen, 

H. Carl 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Angell 
Auchincloss 
Ayres 
Baker 
Bakewell 
Beamer 
Belcher 
Bennett, Mich. 
Berry 
Betts 
Bishop 
Blackney 
Boggs, Del. 
Bolton 
Bray 
Budge 
Buffett 
Bush 
Butler 
Byrnes 
Chenoweth 
Church 
Cotton 
Crawford 

[Roll No. 22] 

YEAS--86 
Cunningham Nicholson 
Curtis, Mo. O'Hara 
Curtis, Nebr. Osmers 
Davis, Wis. Phillips 
Dolliver Poulson 
Dondero Prouty 
Ford Reed, ill. 
George Schenck 
Golden Schwabe 
Gross Scrivner 
Hill Scudder 
Hoeven Shafer 
Hoffman, ID. Smith, Kans. 
Hoffman, Mich. Smith, Wis. 
Jarman Steed 
Jenison Taber 
Jensen Talle 
Kearns Thompson, 
King, Pa. Mich. 
Lecompte Vail 
Lovre Velde 
McDonough Vorys 
McGregor Vursell 
Mcintire Wharton 
Mc Vey Wickersham 
Mack, Wash. Williams, N. Y. 
Mason Wilson, Ind. 
Meader Withrow 
Morris Wood, Idaho 
Nelson 

NAYS-233 
Abbitt Aspinall Bentsen 

Boggs, La. 
Bolling 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Bow 
Bramblett 
Brehm 
Brooks 

Abernethy Balley 
Allen, Call!. Baring 
Allen, La. Barrett 
Anderson, Calif.Bates, Ky. 
Andrews Bates, Mass. 
Anfuso Beckworth 
Arends Bender 
Armstrong Bennett, Fla. 

Brown, Ga. Hart Ostertag 
Brownson Havenner O'Toole 
Bryson Hays, Ark. Passman 
Burdick Hays, Ohio Patman 
Burleson H~bert Patten 
Burnside Herlong Patterson 
Busbey Heselton Perkins 
Canfield Hess Philbin 
Carlyle Hinshaw Pickett 
Carrigg Holifield Poage 
Chelf Holmes Polk 
Chiperfield Howell Preston 
Clemente Ikard Price 
Cole, N. Y. Irving Priest 
Colmer Jackson, Wash. Rabaut 
Cooper James Ramsay 
Corbett Jenkins Rankin 
Crosser Johnson Reruns 
Crum.packer Jonas Redden 
Dague Jones; Ala. Reece, Tenn. 
Davis, Ga. Jones, Mo. Reed, N. Y. 
DeGraffenried Jones, Rees, Kans. 
Delaney Hamilton O. Rhodes 
Denny Jones, Ribicoff 
Denton Woodrow W. Richards 
Devereux Karsten, Mo. Riley 
Donohue Kearney Robeson 
Dorn Keating Rodino 
Doughton Kelley, Pa. Rogers, Colo. 
Eaton Kelly, N. Y. Rogers, Fla. 
Elliott Kerr Rooney 
Ellsworth Kilburn Ross 
Elston Kilday St. George 
Engle King, Calif. Sasscer 
Evins Kirwan Saylor 
Fallon Klein Scott, 
Feighan Lane Hugh D., Jr. 
Fenton Lanham Secrest 
Fernandez Lesinski Seely-Brown 
Fine Lind Shelley 
Fisher Lucas Sieminski 
Flood Lyle SUµpson, ru. 
Fogarty McConnell Sittler 
Forand McCormack Smith, Miss. 
Forrester McCulloch Smith, Va. 
Frazier McGrath Spence 
Fugate McGuire Springer 
Fulton McMillan Staggers 
Furcolo McMullen Stanley 
Garmatz . Machrowicz Teague 
Gary Mack, m. Thompson, Tex. 
Gathings Madden Thornberry 
Gavin Magee Tollefson 
Goodwin Mahon Trimble 
Gordon Mansfield Van Pelt 
Gore Martin, Mass. Van Zandt 
Graham MUler, Calif. Watts 
Granahan Mffier, Md. Wheeler 
Granger Miller, N. Y. Whitten 
Grant Mills Wier 
Green Morano Wigglesworth 
Gregory Morgan Will1ams, Miss. 
Hagen Morton Willis 
Hale Multer Wilson, Tex. 
Hand Mumma Winstead 
Hardy Murphy Wolcott 
Harris Murray, Tenn. Wolverton 
Harrison, Nebr. Norrell Yorty 
Harrison, Va. O'Brien, Ill. Zablocki 
Harrison, Wyo. O'Neill 

Aandahl 
Addonizio 
Allen, Ill. 
Barden 
Battle 
Beall 
Blatnik 
Boykin 
Brown, Ohio 
Buchanan 
Buckley 
Burton 
Camp 
Cannon 
Carnahan 
Ca~ 
Cell er 
Chatham 
Chudoff 
Clevenger 
Cole, Kans. 
Combs 
Cooley 
Coudert 
Cox 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Dempsey 
D 'Ewart 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Donovan 

NOT VOTING-113 

Doyle . Latham 
Durham McCarthy 
Eberharter McKinnon 
Gamble Marshall 
Greenwood Martin, Iowa 
Gwinn Merrow 
Hall, Miller, Nebr. 

Edwin Arthur Mitchell 
Hall, Morrison 

Leonard W. Moulder 
Halleck Murdock 
Barden Murray, Wis. 
Harvey Norblad 
Hedrick O'Brien, Mich. 
Heffernan O'Konski 
Heller Potter 
Herter Powell • 
H111ings Radwan 
Hope ·Rains 
Horan Regan 
Hull Riehlman 
Hunter Rivers 
Jackson, Calif. Roberts 
Javits Rogers, Mass. 
Judd Rogers, Tex. 
Kean Roosevelt 
Kee Saba th 
Kennedy Sadlak 
Keogh Scott, Hardie 
Kersten, Wis. Sheehan 
Kluczynski Sheppard 
Lantaff Short 
Larcade Sikes 
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Simpson, Pa. 
St igler 
Stockman 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Taylor 

Thomas 
Vinson 
Walter 
Welchel 
Welch 
Werdel 

Widnall 
Wood, Ga, 
Woodru1f 
Yates 

So the motion to recommit was re
jected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Lantaff wit h Mr. Brown of Ohio. 
Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Allen of Illinois. 
Mr. ~Jrton with Mr. Coudert. 
Mr. Wood of Georgia with Mr. Halleck. 
Mr. Camp with Mr. Leonard W . Hall. 
Mr. Morrison wit h Mr. Be 'l. 
Mr. Greenwood with Mr. Woodruff. 
Mr. Yates with Mr. Widnall. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Addonizio with Mr. Simpson of Penn-

sylvania. 
Mrs. Kee with Mr. Short. 
Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Larcade with Mr. D'Ewart. 
Mr. Walter with Mr. Case. 
Mr. Dollinger with Mr. Gwinn. 
Mr: Battle with Mr. Radwan. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Potter. 
Mr. Deane with Mr. Sheehan, 
Mr. Heller with Mrs. Harden. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Aandahl." 
Mr. Kluczynski with Mr. Herter. 
Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. Kennedy with Mr. Weichel. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Chatham with Mrs. Rogers of Massa-

chusetts. 
Mr. Regan with Mr. Norblad. 
lV"J. Celler with Mr. Clevent;er. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Judd. 
Mr. Chudoff with Mr. Kean. 
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Hedrick with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. McKinnon with Mr. Riehlman. 
Mr. Mitchell with Mr. l.41ller of Nebraska, 
Mr. O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Merrow. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr. Vinson with Mr. Har··ey. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Jackson 

of California. 
Mr. Donovan with Mr. Werdell. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. Kersten of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Eberharter with Mr. Horan. 
Mr. Rains with Mr. Hunter. 
Mr. Sh eppard with Mr. Hull. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. St igler with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Roberts with Mr. O'Konskl. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Hardie Scott. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Hillings. 
Mr. Sutt on with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana, Mr. HAGEN, 
and Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois changed 
their votes from "yea" to "nay." 

Mr. PROUTY changed his vote from 
'.'nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
So the bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

SMALL DEFENSE PLANTS ADMINIS
TRATION 

Mr. PAT1\1:AN. Mr. Speaker, the seri
ous and radical nature of the proposal to 
abolish the Small Defense Plants Ad• 
ministration should be made absolutely 
clear to all Members. Here is what it 
means: It is my opinion that any Mem-
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ber of this House who votes to liquidate 
the Small Defense Plants Administra
tion, whetl;ler he intends it or not, there
by casts his vote against at least 95 per
cent of the business enterprises in his 
district. By killing this agency, or by 
not appropriating it enough money tO do 
its job, we will be denying the small
business men of our districts and the 
thousands of people who work for them 
the representation they must have if 
they are to survive and prosper under 
the adverse effects of the mobilization 
program. 

Duplication has been charged. What
ever real duplication had been in .exist
ence was avoided when the President is
sued an Executive order trans! erring the 
procurement and financial assistance 
functions of the Office of Small Business, 
NPA, Department of Commerce, to SDPA. 
The truth is that SDPA performs func
tions no other agency is equipped to do, 
wants to do, or has yet done. 

In the short time this agency has been 
in operation, and despite the limitations 
of a meager appropriation, it has made 
definite progress in safeguarding free 
enterprise under the defense effort and 
has evolved sound programs for the fu
ture. I will review those accomplish
ments in a moment. First, it is neces
sary to review a little history. 

The Small Defense Plants Administra
tion was created by unanimous vote of 
Congress. Not the least consideration in 
Members' minds was the record of the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation during 
World War II. As the legislation finally 
turned out, SDPA was created almost in 
the image of the SWPC, although not in 
all respects. Nevertheless, it was area
sonable facsimile. 

The new agency was created on July 
31, 1951. The Administrator of the 
agency, the Honorable Telford Taylor, 
took office on October 19. No funds were 
available until November 1, and even 
then the paltry sum of only $350,000 was 
appropriated to finance the agency until 
June 30, 1952. This required t-hat SDPA 
sternly limit itself to no more than $50,-
000 a month. There could be no thought 
of making use of the $50,000,000 revolv
ing fund authorized for SDP A in the De
fense Production Act, because to this day 
not one dime of that fund has been ap
propriated. 

Despite these handicaps, the agency 
has begun to function with considerable 
effectiveness. Now, it is just possible 
that its very effectiveness is the cause of 
this cynical attempt to abolish it. Nev
ertheless, small business looks to SDP A 
as its good right arm and, as I have inti
mated, we are going to hear from small 
business if we adopt the Appropriations 
Committee's recommendations in this 
matter. 

Now, what has SDPA been authorized 
to do? What has it done alr.eady? 
What is it' doing now? What is it plan
ning for the future? 

SMALL DEFENSE PLANTS ADMINISTRATION 
FUNCTIONS 

The act gives the administration five 
broad functional areas. They are: 
First, procurement, including assistance 
in obtaining prime and subcontracts and 
acting itself as prime contractor when-

ever we give it any portion of the $50,-
000,000 revolving fund; second, assist
ance in obtaining scarce materials; 
third, financial assistance, including 
help in obtaining loans from the Recon
struction Finance Corporation; fourth, 
consulting with other agencies in formu
lating regulations on materials and other 
matters; fifth, provision of technical 
and managerial information. 

MUST REVERSE TREND 

Many small concerns must get defense 
business or die. But the Munitions 
Board concedes that the percentage of 
military contracts going to small busi
ness concerns, already deemed by Con
gress to be unsatisfactorily low last year, 
is still dropping. To reverse this trend, 
SDPA is negotiating with the armed 
services to install its representatives in 
major military contracting offices in 
order to screen proposed procurement 
and, jointly with military officers, to ear
mark business to be restricted to small 
concerns. A similar procedure employed 
by the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
in World War II was er.edited by the 
Army service forces with having more 
than doubled th,e small business share of 
procurement between 1943 and 1945. 
This is no ill-conceived plan; it worked 
during the last war and it will work now. 

The agency also gives advice and as
sistance to hundreds of small companies, 
helping them to find defense business, 
enabling them to be placed on bidder's 
lists, contacting local procurement offi
cers on their behalf, and giving them 
technical assistance. 

WANTED BY SMALL CONCERNS 

In this connection, it is interesting to 
note the results of a survey conducted 
among small-business men in Febru
ary by Trilane Publications, Inc., pub
lishers of the Government Procurement 
Daily Bulletin. No less than 84.8 percent 
of the small-business men replying to 
the questionnaire said they believed 
SDPA could be of serious value to their 
firms. Ninety-one percent of them re
garded the agency so highly that they 
expressed a desire to have an SDPA 
branch office established in their area. 
. In addition, SDPA has been certifying 

small-business concerns as compet ent 
to perform specific contracts, and pro
curement offices · are directed to accept 
such certification as conclusive. Part ly 
through this device, Congress intended 
to break the vicious circle whereby small 
concerns could not obtain contracts if 
they lacked financing and could not ob
tain financing unless they had contracts. 

SDPA likewise is working with large 
prime contractors to encourage and as
sist them in placing more subcontracts 
with small concerns. It has also recom
mended to the Renegotiation Board 
changes in its proposed regulat ions to 
authorize favorable consideration of 
prime contractors who subcontract sub
stantial quantities of defense work to 
smaller firms. 

SDPA has also been directed by Con
gress to make a complete inventory of 
the facilities of small-business concerns 
available for defense production. It has 
been agreed among all Government 
agencies concerned that full and sole 



2132 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE March 11 

responsibility for this inventory rests 
with SDPA, and the agency .has made 
remarkable progress in carrymg it out. 

RECOMMENDS LOANS 

SDPA is authorized to recommend to 
RFC loans to small-business concer?s 
engaged in national defe~e or esse~tial 
civilian work. This lendmg authoriza
tion enables qualified small concerns to 
obtain financial asistance which wo~ld 
be refused under every other authority. 
Over $60,000,000 worth of loan requests 
have been received and the volume of 
applications is increasing steadily. Over 
20 small-business loans have already 
been recommended by SDPA to RFC and 
more are on·the way. 

SDPA has also made a study of the 
regulations of the Defense Department 
governing the granting of V-loans, and 
found that the procedures being followed 
do not adequately reflect Congress' pur
pose of assisting small business to par
ticipate in the defense effort, and has 
urged specific changes in these regula
tions. 

In the field of controlled materials, 
SDPA has its people on all the import~nt 
committees of DPA and NPA, che~kmg 
every action to make sure small busm.ess 
gets a fair break. This has been gomg 
on since last November. _The share of 
allocated materials granted to many 
small concerns has been cut well below 
their break-even point. Through t~e 
joint efforts of SDPA a~d NPA, a special 
small-business hardship account ~as 
established to supplement low materia~s 
allocations of small concerns .. ~DP~ IS 
represented on the panel admmIStermg 
this program. 

SDPA has recommended to DPA 
changes in the procedures whereby cer
tificates of necessity for accelerated tax 
amortization are granted, so that sm~ll 
concerns will secure a better bre_ak ~n 
this program and be. ~ble to mamtam 
their competitive position. Represent
atives of both agencies are now coop~r
ating to develop procedure to accompllsh 
this purpose. 

UNDER ONE ROOF 

SDPA has set up a "one stop" office, 
where representatives of small concerns 
running into difficulties u~der the de
fense program may be assisted .. Hu~
dreds of such firms have been aided m 
this way. SDPA has lifted from Mem
bers of Congress a large part of the 
burden of dealing with the problems of 
their constituents under the defense pro
gram. One of the main pu!po~es of 
this legislation was to centrallze m ?ne 
place the responsibility for. handlmg 
small-business problems. WitJ:l even a 
portion of its authorized revolvmg fund, 
SDPA could greatly expan~ its P!ogram 
of technical and managerial assistance. 

NO DUPLICATIONS 

Now what about this charge of dupli
cation? It is totally false, as, I sh.all 
show. As I said, ~ome of SDPA s activ
ities did, at the outset, cover the same 
ground as some of those of the Offi_ce of 
Small Business of NP A. The President 
issued an Executive order transferring 
these duplicated functions to SDPA. 
They included, among other things, aid 

to small business in procurement, finan
cial assistance, and managerial bids. 

There is no duplication between 
SDPA's lending activities and those of 
any other agency. The authority under 
which they recommend loans to RFC is 
different from, and broader than, any 
other provision of law. . 

There is no duplication in the SDPA 
program of having representatives in 
major contracting offices, even though 
the military may have small-business 
specialists in the same offices. SDP A 
representatives. are the only ones respon
sible to an authority whose sole purpose 
it is to assist small-business concerns in 
the defense effort. Even if the respon
sibilities were the same, which they are 
not it is no more illogical to have two 
me~ one representing small business 
and the other the military, screening the 
possibilities of helping small business in 
procurement than it is to have 9 Jus
tices of the Supreme Court, 435 Members 
of the House of Representatives, or 3 
men arbitrating an issue. This is noth
ing but representation for the interests 
concerned. 

In summary, it is only through SDPA's 
efforts that the viewpoint of small busi
ness will be adequately reflected in these 
matters. This is not duplication, but a 
recognition by Congress that small busi
ness needs an advocate. 

I had hoped and believed, as had many 
of my colleagues, that this issue was 
resolved upon passage of the small 
plants amendment to the Defense J?ro
duction Act. Congress then decided 
unanimously that all the expressions, in 
a dozen statutes of pious hopes that 
small business would get a better deal 
would never bring that · result about. 
Neither would the promises of other 
Government agencies whose main re
sponsibilities lie in other fields. It was 
therefore found necessary, just as in 
World War il, to establish an agency 
devoted solely to preserving small busi
ness as an essential element of our free
enterprise system. A handful now pro
pose that this unanimous decision be 
reversed. I am sure this House has the 
wisdom not to let it happen. · 

PERSONAL ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, on the · 
vote earlier today, on the resolution re
lating to the Katyn Forest Massacre 
Committee Investigation, I was detained 
elsewhere on official business, but had I 
been present I would have voted "yea." 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

Mr. CANFIELD asked and was given 
permission to address the House today 
for 15 minutes, following the legislative 
program and any special orders hereto
fore entered. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 15 minutes today, following 
any special orders heretofore entere_d. 

Mr. DONDERO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 45 
minutes on Thursday next, following the 
legislative program and any special or
ders hereto! ore entered. 

SISTERSVILLE, W. VA. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to .revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Speaker, I wish 

here to give a very fascinating history of 
Sistersville, W. Va., a beautiful and his
toric spot, a place that offers vast op
portunities for industrial expansion. 

When George Washington journeyed 
down the Ohio River in 1770, he pitched 
camp about halfway in the Long Reach 
on the west side of the river. It is across 
from the spot where the town of Sisters
ville, W. Va., now stands. 

It is no wonder that Washington was 
impressed with the beauty of the Ohio, 
for the 20 miles in the area of Sistersville 
are among the most beautiful in the 
United States. 

The Indians wanted the country back 
and fought for it until 1802, when they 
lost the battle for the fort in Wheeling, 
A number of Indian relics have been 
found in the vicinity. 

Sistersville was settled in 1810 by 
Charles Wells, a farmer from Baltimore 
county, Md., who raised 22 children 
there. In 1815 Charles Wells died and 
Sistersville was laid out in lots by Sarah 
Wells McCoy and Dililah Wells Gr1er, his 
seventeenth and eighteenth children. It 
derived its name from the joint owner
ship of the two sisters, the only town by 
that name in the United States. 

Shortly before the Civil War a 51-man 
company of soldiers called the Sisters
ville Blues was organized, most of whom, 
according to the records of the times, 
were six feet tall or over. The ladies 
of the town made their flag and every
one was very proud of the company. 

The war however, broke it up, with 21 
of the mer{ serving on the Southern side 
and the rest serving with the Union 
Army. For many years there was bit
ter feeling among the old comrades. 
The vicinity was in northern territory, 
but many of the residents were southern 
sympathizers. A number of them fled 
South to serve in the Dixie arP-iies. 

One of these, Charles P. Russell, a 
prominent lawyer, was associated with 
Jefferson Davis, as his counselor when 
Mr. Davis was tried for treason. Sisters
ville was also the home of the Honorable 
Abraham Dickenson Soper, chairman of 
the Wheeling Convention which orga
nized West Virginia as a State. 

During this time, the only transpor
tation to Sistersville was supplied by riv
er steamboats. In 1884, the B. & 0. Rail
road was built bringing trains to the 
town. 

The thing that brought about the real 
expansion of Sistersville, however, ~as 
the discovery of oil·in 1891 with the drill
ing of the famous Pole Cat Well, first 
producing oil well in the region. Dis
covery of the well opened up the Sisters
ville pool, one of the country's richest 
fields, famous as the only field ever fou~d 
in which water was on top of the 011. 
The Pole Cat pumped water more than 
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a year and a half before it began pro
ducing oil commercially. 

With the opening of the Pole Cat a 
real western-type boom descended on 
Sistersville. It suddenly sprang from a 
rural village of about 300 to a boom min
ing town of 15,000. Houses were torn 
down to make room for drilling der
ricks. Shacks and tents were thrown 
together to help house the people, and 
houseboats lined the river banks on both 
sides for a mile along the river. 

The town was wide open. Saloons 
and gambling houses flourished. Thea
ters sprang up. One of the most popular 
entertainers was Ben Turpin, later to 
become the famous cross-eyed entertain
er of the movies. 

At one point there were 50 different 
oil companies operating in the Sisters
ville field. They drilled 2,500 oil wells. 
When the Standard Oil interest got con
trol, and it was learned how to separate 
the salt water from the oil, the field was 
finally stabilized. By 1912 things had 
settled down. The boom was over. 

Since that time Sistersville has become 
a staid family community. It has a rep
utation of being one of the . cleanest 
cities in the country and a few years 
ago had the largest bank deposits per 
capita of any city its size in the United 
States. 

One of the great advantages of Sisters
ville is that it is above high water mark, 
safe from flood damage when the mighty 
Ohio runs amuck. It is located on West 
Virginia and Ohio major highways plac
ing it on direct routes to the Great Lakes, 
the eastern seaboard, the Shenandoah 
Valley, Sky Line Drive, Columbus, Cin-
cinnati, and the West. . 

This location plus the presence of coal, 
salt brine and cheap electric power make 
it one of the most desirable spots in the 
United States for industrial expansion. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous or
der of the House, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD] is recognized 
for 15 minutes. 

SMALL DEFENSE PLANTS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, some
one has decreed the execution of the 
Small Defense Plants Administration. I 
do not want to be a party to the crime. 
In reporting the deficiency bill to the 
House last Friday no funds were allowed 
this Administration, which means in 
effect the House Committee on Appro
priations is denying the $850,000 re
quested to carry on the activities of the 
Administration for the balance of the 
current fiscal year. This means the 
death of the Small Defense Plants Ad
ministration, which was created on July 
31, 1951, when, by unanimous action of 
the Congress, section 714, establishing 
the agency, was added to the Defense 
Production Act. 

It was the express intent of Congress 
that small-business concerns be encour
aged to make the greatest possible con
tribution to the defense program; that 
small business be maintained as a vital 
part of the national economy. The 

S:>PA was established as an agency with 
no primary function or interest than the 
preservation and promotion of small
business enterprises. Accordingly th~ 
Congress provided that SDPA shall not 
be affiliated with or be within any other 
agency or department of the Federal 
Government. · 

The three principal functions of the 
small-business agency, as prescribed by 
Congress, are to see to it that, first, 
small business gets its fair share of the 
defense contracts it can handle; second, · 
that it receives a fair share of critical 
materials; and, third, that it gets the 
financial assistance needed to partici
pate effectively in defense and. essential 
civilian business. 

A precedent for SDPA was the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation of World War 
II. This agency was able to assist small 
business to make an invaluable contri
bution to the war effort and our ultimate 
victory in that conflict. 

Mr. P.tiTMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman is 
talking about something the small peo
ple in this country are very much inter
ested in. I am certainly glad to know 
of his particular interest because he is 
on the Appropriations Committee and 
his het- will certainly be worth a lot in 
the cause. 

Tomorrow. I understand from talking 
to the gentleman a few minutes ago, an 
amendment will be offered to restore this 
amount of money together with the 
$10,000,000 revolving fund. I hope it re
ceives the same bipartisan support that 
the passage of the bill received. 

This bill has the unanimous endorse
ment of the Committee on Small Busi
ness, both Republicans and Democrats, 
the unanimous endorsement of the House 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and it passed the House of Representa~ 
tives unanimously, with not a single vote 
against it. I certainly hope that amend
ment is adopted tomorrow. I appreciate 
the fact that the gentleman from New 
Jersey is giving the amendment his vig
orous support, because he has always 
been with the little man, the small 
people, and I know that he will be help
ful in this cause. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I appreciate what 
the gentleman from Texas has just said. 
because that revolving fund of $10,000.-
000, which is one-fifth of the amount 
authorized by law last year, is the lever 
which this · administration can use to 
enter into prime contracts, if necessary. 
which would be subcontracted by the 
agency to small concerns. Since any 
such funds used by SDPA for prime con
tracting would come back to the Gov
ernment when contracts are completed; 
the revolving fund must not be confused 
with appropriations for operating ex
penses. The revolving fund is the guar
anty SDPA can offer small business that 
it will not be forgotten when the Pen
tagon resorts to the brush-off so familiar 
to thousands of little fellows doing legit
imate bu8iness in the United States. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is exactly right, 
and the fact that they have the power to 
take these prime contracts means they 
will not even have to take them at all. 
That happened before, and the Govern
ment could save money by setting up this 
agency as the over-all agency, as in
tended, and cut down on other small
business agencies in the different agen
cies-in other words transfer them to 
this one and save a great deal of money 
in that way. 

Mr. CANFIELD. The gentleman from 
Texas is familiar with the Joint Commit
tee on the Economic Report. A report 
was filed by this committee just a few 
days ago. The chairman of the com
mittee is the distinguished Senator from 
Wyoming, Mr. O'MAHONEY. The report 
contends that in our appropriation-com
mittee approach this year, we could cut 
the President's budget $10,000,000,000 
but at the same time this Committee on 
the Economic Report went out of its way 
to emphasize that the funds for the De
fense Plants Administration should be 
left untouched. 

Mr. PATMAN. I happen to know 
something about that. I think you will 
find that the recommendation is that 
·other· small-business agencies be trans
ferred to the SDPA except where a 
small skeleton crew, we will say, is neces
sary to maintain normal relationships, 
In other words, they are recommending 
that the other small-business groups be 
included under the SDP A. 

Mi·. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the dis
tinguished gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. The gentleman 
realizes that a brick wall is only as strong 
as the small bricks that go in to make 
it up? 

Mr. CANFIELD. That is true. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the distin

guished majority leader, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I congratulate 
our distinguished friend, the gentleman 
from New Jersey. for the spe( ~h he has 
made. The speech was very sound, and 
the gentleman is absolutely correct. The 
small-business men of this country com-. 
prise a powerful segment of our national 
economy. It is of vital importance at 
all times particularly in the emergency 
which confronts that they not be 
squeezed out. The agency to which the 
gentleman has referred has done admir
able work in connection with looking 
after the interests of small business of 
America. With the funds appropriated: 
they will be able to do far more effec
tive work. Again I want to congratu
late my distinguished friend, the gen
tleman. from New Jersey, ir. the remarks 
that he has made today, and on the 
position that he has taken in connection 
with this important matter. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I appreciate the ob
servations made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and I wish to say that 
I do not think we are going to have any 
trouble tomorrow in restoring the funds 
for the regular operations of the agency. 
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The fight tomorrow will come over the 
revolving fund, which as l have said 
before, is the lever which that agency 
needs to prod the Pentagon into giving 
contracts to small business. In passing, 
let me quote John E. Orchard, of Ruth
erford, N. J., who is an aluminum fabri
cator. He says this agency is a red-tape 
cutting organization which has helped 
him and hundreds of New Jersey small
business men. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my han1 a re
cent issue of Business Week dated Feb
ruary 16, 1952, with a featured article 
captioned "Small business versus the 
Pentagon." This article goes on to say: 

Telford Taylor, boss of SDPA, wants aides 
to sit in on every military procurement bill. 
The brass is not amused a -:; the idea of 
carrying on its business in a goldfish bowl, 
but Taylor has Congressional backing in his 
fight to get the same concessions for small 
plants that they finally won in World War II. 

That is the issue to be resolved on the 
floor of the House tomorrow: Whether 
Taylor and this administration still have 
Congressional backing in this ilght. 

Mr. J£LLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield t 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the dis"." 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Do I understand from 
the remarks that the gentleman has 
made that we have not provided for the 
Small Defense Plants Administration a 
single solitary dime of -~his $50,000,000 
revolving fund which we authorized 
when we passed the act last year. 

Mr. CANFIELD. That is true, and the 
administration is now asking for $10,-
000,000 to enable them to do the job that 
they say is necessary at this time. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The point I wanted 
to make is that the operations of the 
Small Defense Plants Corporation to date 
has been without thos·e funds which we 
impliedly promised when we passed the 
act last year. 

Mr. CANFIELD. That is true. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. And if the report of 

this committee is adopted by the House 
tomorrow this agency will be killed com
pletely? 

Mr. CANFIELD. That is true except 
there will be some funds for liquidation. 

The gentleman has ref erred to the 
passage of Public Law 96 last year. As 
the gentleman knows, this administra
tion was set up under the Defense Pro
duction Act and this item was unani
mously approved by this House. It was 
in that act, of course, that we authorized 
the $50,000,000 pool or revolving fund 
to help this administration promote the 
eause of small business. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield further to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. I wish the gentleman 
would consider putting in that part of 
the report cf the Joint Committee on the 
Eco::.1omic Report of last Saturday, 
wherein it recommends that other small- . 
business groups and agencies be trans
ferred to SPDI. That was put in there 
for the obvious purpose of making the 
SPDI a one-stop agency; in other words, 
an organization under one roof where 
the small-business man could put his 

prnblems in the lap of a representative, 
and the representative would do the run
ning around if any running around was 
to be done; then he would not have to 
go from one place to another. I think 
that is such an excellent recommenda
tion in that resolution that I hope the 
gentleman will consider putting it in his 
remarks. 

I again congratulat0 the gentleman on 
his remarks. He is one of the ablest 
Members of this House, and I appreciate 
the fact that he is standing up for this 
group that needs support right now. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I thank the gentle
man. I shall make further reference to 
the report tomorrow. 

In closing, I desire to say this approach 
was extremely helpful to small business 
in my area during World War II and 
my people are being helped today by the 
new SDPA. Its Administrator is anxious 
and determined that the hundreds of 
concerns and thousands of workmen that 
make up small business in America are 
going to get their just share of defense 
work. Its people are courteous and co
operative. They sense a challenge and 
they are doing a job. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] is recognized 
for 15 minutes. · 

MANPOWER REGIM~TATION 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, the reason it was impossible for 
me, by my vote on UMT, to please every
one is made clear by a letter from a loyal, 
conscientious, Christian woman, who 
wrote: 

· I am at a loss as to what to say, as I belong 
to the American Legion Auxiliary, which is 
very much in favor of the passage of these 
bills; but I also belong to a church which is 
very much opposed; so I think I will just 
leave it to you. 

I am sure you have only the greatest good 
of our country at heart and will vote as you 
think best. 

I pray God will direct your vote in the way 
which is best for all of us. 

Using the information available, giv
ing consideration to the hundreds of 
communications received, using my judg
ment, my vote was cast against UMT as 
presented. 

Most respectfully-yes, and with great 
humility-permit me, nevertheless, to 
suggest that some who urged me to vote 
for this bill did not realize the purpose 
of the program of which it is. but a part. 

Of course, no one wants anyone sent to 
war-or, for that matter, into any civil
ian activity-without adequate training. 

Legislation now on the books permits 
the conscription of men desired by the 
armed services. It permits the armed 
services to hold and train those men, not 
only for 6 months, but for as lopg a pe
riod as may be needed. 

UMT as voted upon would not go into 
effect as long as the present selective
service legislation is in effect. No one 
suggests we repeal selective service while 
we are at war. 

During debate I asked the chairman of 
the committee handling the bill when 

those affected by it would begin training. 
He repeated that neither he nor anyone 
else knew. So why the hurry? · 

THE PROGRAM 

The program of which UMT is but a 
part is one to give the administration 
control for 8 years over the lives and ac
tivities of every young man and wom
an-and get that word "woman"-as he, 
or she, reaches the age of 18 years. 

It is said "That is not true. Women 
are not included." 

The bill as presented to the Armed 
Services Committee-and that is the bill 
on which the vote was taken-read: 

SEc. 105. (a) Persons shall be inducted into 
the corps. 

The word "trainee" was defined as: 
SEC. 102. (c) "Trainee" means a. person 

actually inducted for training. 

True, the committee amended the bill 
by striking the word "persons" and sub
stituting "male persons" as the defini
tion of a trainee. 

But those amendments were not in the 
bill when the vote was taken. To prove 
that, I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, March 4, page 1864: . 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Do I understand, then, 
that the vote to follow will occur on the bill 
as reported to the House, including the com
mittee amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It does not have any com
mittee amendments. 

Then, after the vote was taken, to 
make the situation clear, the Speaker, 
referring to his previous ruling said
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, March 4, page 
1864: 

However, the Chair should have gone one 
step further, if he had understood the gen
tleman entirely, and said that the bill that 
would be voted on at that time was the bill 
as originally introduced and referred to the 
Committee on Armed Services without the 
amendments adopted by the Committee on 
Armed Services or the Committee of the 
Whole, because those amendments of the 
committee to the bi'l·as originally introduced 
were not reported to the House by the Chair
man of the Committee of the Whole. 

The Chair wanted to make that statement 
before the final vote was announced so that 
all Members could understand the exact sit

. uation and be allowed to change their votes 
if they so desired. The bill is now before 
the House as originally in traduced. 

Two Members changed their votes; 
orie from "nay" to "yea" and one from 
"yea" to "nay." 

The original bill shows just what the 
President, Mrs. Rosenberg. and those 
who go along with them, intend to give 
the country-regimentation and social
ization. 

MORE THAN MILITARY TRAINING 

While many of those supporting the 
bill thought and argued that it was a 
simple bill for universal military train
ing, that is not the program. 

If anyone knows the purpose, Assist
ant Secretary of Defense Anna Rosen
berg, who appeared with Secretary of 
Defense Marshall, does. She said: 

Now, there are, of course, some men who 
will not be able to go into the Armed Forces 
on any practical basis because they are in
capable of meeting the minimum physical, 
mental, and moral qualifications, and here 
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we get away at this point from the univer
sality of the plan. • • • 

At this moment the President has no plan 
which we want to submit--which he wants 
us to submit for these numbers-relatively 
small numbers-of men. 

It is his concept and that of the Depart
ment of Defense that this must be a univer
sal program and that every man physically 
and mentally and morally capable of per
forming a service, either in the military or 
outside, m-qst perform that service. (Sen
ate hearings, p. 51.) 

Note the following: 
Senator JOHNSON. Next question is: Under 

a USM Act, what nonmilitary programs 
would be provided for individuals who are 
not physically or mentally qualified for mili
tary service? 

Mrs. RosENllERG. That is a program that the 
military bas nothing to do with. That is 
the program where there are men who are 
not qualified for military service. The Pres
ident will have a program. We will not. We 
will have a program for the limited-service 
men in the military. 

Senator JOHNSON. But as you testified 
originally, there will be such a program al
though it will not be administered by your 
Department; is that right? 

Mrs. RosENBERG. I have been given to un
derstand that the President is contemplat
ing the formation of such a program. Just 
when, I cannot say. • • • 

Senator JOHNSON. • • • the commit
tee would like to have· any information that 
can be obtained bearing qn that general sub
ject before it presents its bill to the full com
mittee and to the Senate. What. is or is 
not done by that group may have consider
able bearing on the outcome of the whole 
picture. 

Mrs. RosENBERG. Senator, there will be no 
more than about 150,000 men, as we showed 
you, in that class; and I will try to obtain 
the information for you as to when you can 
expect it. (Senate hearings, p. 148.) 

• • • 
Then we said that there would probably 

be another 100,000 or 150,000--it may even 
go a little higher-who could be used for 
some type of national service, but could not 
be used by the military. (Senate hearings, 
p. 193.) 

In brief, . the adoption of UMT would 
have given the administration authority 
to take into the military service for a 
period of 8 years, every young person, 
male and female, as he or she reached 
the age of 18 years. · 

It was also the further purpose of the 
administration-and Anna Rosenberg, 
the President's appointee, so stated-to 
make all those who were not physically or 
mentally fit for military service, as they 
reached the age of 18 years, wards of 
the Government and assign them to such 
service as the administration might di
rect. If that is not regimentation, what 
is it? 

That such was the purpose of the ad
ministration was recognized by James B. 
Carey, secretary-treasurer of the CIO, 
when he testified that the bill "smacks 
of nat·onal service legislation which not 
one of us would want to see replace the 

· voluntary free labor which has so suc
cessfully served the Nation in previous 
periods of peace and war." 

The purpose of the bill and of the 
program of which it was a part, was 
shown by the hearings to be a move by 
the administration to, for a period of 
8 years, obtain absolute control over the 
lives and the activities of our youth. 

It is futile to talk about endeavoring 
. to either carry the "four freedoms" 

throughout the world, or to help free 
nations, or a free people, by the expendi
ture of our dollars, our natural resources, 
or our manpower, if we impose 8 years 
of involuntary· servitude upon our youth 
as they reach 18. By .so doing, we lose 
our own freedom. 

Does anyone who understands the 
situation, expect a Member of Congress 
to vote for such a program? 

History shows that every nation which 
adopted universal military training, ex
cept Switzerland and Sweden, failed to 
remain at peace or.continue prosperous. 
War and, ultimately, defeat was the fate 
of all. 

There are many other reasons, some 
carried in the communications sent me 
and voiced during the 5 days' debate, 
which show the futility of the program, 
the ruinous effect of such a program 
upon both our citizens and the Nation. 

Believing the bill-and the program of 
which it was a· par~to be destructive 
in its nature, I had no hesitancy in do
ing· my utmost ·to defeat it. I have no 
regrets. 

FEDERAL PROBLEMS VITAL TO CALIFOR
NIA-MY VIEWS AND VOTES ON IMPOR
TANT ISSUES 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the 

1951 California State Legislature has re- -
apportioned the Nineteenth Congres
sional District. The new district has 
approximately half a million residents. 
It is the largest in population of Cali
fornia's 30 congressional districts. It has 
an irregular shape, extending from a 
point west of South Pasadena in a south
easterly di_rection to the Orange County 
line near North Long Beach. In the 
Nineteenth District are found the cities 
and communities of: Downtown Los An
geles, Monterey Park, Montebello, Nor
walk, Artesia, Elysian Park, El Sereno, 
Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights, City 
Terrace, East Los Angeles, Montebello 
Park, Montebello Gardens, Rivera, Los 
Nietos, Santa Fe Springs, and Hawaiian 
Gardens. 

For the past 10 years I have had the 
honor of serving most of the present 
district as their United States Repre
sentative. I welcome the opportunity 
of serving the people in the new areas 
which are now a part of the new Nine
teenth Congressional District. 

Since I was first elected in 1942, I have 
maintained a competently staffed local 
office in the approximate center of the 
congressional district. I have done this 
at additional personal expense in order 
to serve the people of the Nineteenth 
District more quickly and more effi
ciently. 

This local office has answered thou
sands of requests by phone and letter 
and has brought congressional services 
as near as your local phone and neigh
borhood. My Washington office bas 

likewise served the people of the district 
promptly and efficiently on the thou
sands of requests necessarily processed 
on the Washington level. 

I am proud to report that I have had 
very few complaints on the promptness 
and efficiency of congressional services. 
This is indeed gratifying, as both my 
office staff and I have tried sincerely to 
serve our constituents to the best of our 
ability. 

Every 2 years a Member of Congress 
comes before his constituents for reelec
tion. This is well . . The job of being a 
Congressman involves important and 
grave responsibilities to the people. 
Whether democracy will live or die de
pends upon the peoples' representatives. 
Your responsibility is to elect or reject 
your Representative every 2 years. 

Therefore it is not enough to render 
competent and efficient service on 
routine requests. A Member of Con
gress must stand up and be counted on 
every type of legislation. 

My record of attendance is excellent 
and I have never dodged a vote or evaded 
an issue. In every public appearance in 
our district I have invited questions on 
my voting record and my position on 
vital public problems. 

I believe it is my duty to inform my 
constituents as to my position and v·ote 
on the important issues of the day. I 
have therefore caused to be printed at 
mr personal expense a statement of my 
convictions on several important sub
jects. 

The list of course cannot be complete 
due to lack of space, but I will be glad to 
answer any question or letter on any 
subject -which is not covered and is of 
particular interest to a constituent. 
THERE IS NO SUBSTITUTE FOR EXPERIENCE AND 

COMMITTEE SENIORITY 

The longer a Representative serves in 
Congress the more valuable he becomes 
to his constituents. He gains needed 
experience in the complicated field of 
legislation. As the years go by he moves 
from low man on a committee of 27 
members to the top of the committee in 
responsibility and prestige. He attains 
seniority. He becomes chairman of im
portant subcommittees, holds hearings 
on legislation, and conducts investiga
tions of Federal agencies. He becomes 
experienced in debate and in handling 
bills on the floor of the House of Repre
sentatives. 

Having served 10 years in the House, 
I have attained high seniority-next to 
the chairman-on two important com
mittees, the Joint Committee of the Sen
ate and House of Representatives on 
Atomic Energy, and the House Commit
tee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments. I am also a member of 
the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
which has jurisdiction over our interna
tional legislation. I am chairman of 
two subcommittees, the Subcommittee 
on Atomic Energy Legislation and the 
Subcommittee on Reorganization, which 
considers the Hoover Commission rec
ommendations. 

Each new Member of Congress must 
attain experience and seniority before he 
can represent his constituents really ef
ficiently and effectively. A Congress
man must learn through experience how 
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to serve his constituents effectively in 
processing veterans problems, in helping 
his local business firms in their con
tacts with the Federal Government. 
He acquires the ability to appear before 
other committees of Congress to advo
cate or oppose legislation affecting his 
district. He also learns how to support 
appropriations for :flood control, parks, 
harbor improvements, and other proj
ects. 

REDUCTION OF TAXES 

Can taxes be reduced by curtailing the 
expenses of Government? The answer 
is "Yes." Taxes c.an be reduced by elim
inating present Federal services or by 
eliminating waste wherever it exists, or 
by a combination of both. 

It has been proved very difficult to 
eliminate Federal services which our citi
zens have come to regard as necessary. 
An example was the order of the post 
office cutting home mail deliveries from 
two to one per day. I received thou
sands of letters protesting this curtail
ment of service. The same protest oc
curs when any service is eliminated. 
However, the elimination of waste in 

. Government expenditures is worthy of 
continuous study and investigation. 

The Hoover Commission pointed out 
in their 1949 report many instances of 
waste duplication, and inefficiency. 
They 'made many recommendations to 
cure this waste evil. 

The Committee on Executive Expendi
tures, of which I am the subcommittee 
chairman, has taken the lead in put
ting the Hoover Commission recom
mendations into effect. We have se
cured legislative consideration of 37 
Presidential reorganization plans of 
which 28 have become law. In addition 
to these plans, I have voted for 46 laws 
to improve the efficiency of Government 
operations. The Citizens' Committee on 
the Hoover Report has stated that over 
55 percent of the 300 or more recom
mendations in the report have been put 
into effect, leading to savings of over 
$2,000,000,000 annually. 

MAINTAINING A SOUND ECONOMY 

Serious domestic and international 
problems during the past 10 years have 
made necessary the building of our mili
tary strength and caused our taxes and 
national debt to increase sharply. The 
alternative during the years between 
1940 and 1945 would have been surrender 
to Hitler and since the end of the war, 
the alternative would have been to sur
render the free world to communism. 
We could not accept either of these al
ternatives and retain the freedoms in
herent in the American way of life. 

Our great job has been to meet these 
totalitarian threats and at the same time . 
maintain a decent standard of living for 
our people at home. We have, in the 
main, succeeded. We defeated the Hitler 
axis. We have stopped the growth of 
communism in Europe and here at home. 
We have maintained full employment. 
We have increased greatly our produc
tion of consumer and military goods. 
Some price infiation has occurred but 
the standard of living, as expressed in 
actual increased consumption of con
sumer goods, has improved. Corporate 
net income and individual net income, 

after taxes, is higher than it was in the · 
prewar years. 

I shall continue to fight infiation of 
prices and do all in my power to increase 
the purchasing power of the consumer's 
dollar. 

WATER, THE LIFEBLOOD OF CALIFORNIA 

The one indispensable factor in the 
continuing welfare of every citizen of 
California is the maintenance of an ade
quate water supply. Our underground 
water supply level has lowered from near 
the ground surface to a depth of several 
hundred feet in the last few years. The 
Mulholland Aqueduct from Owens Valley 
is totally inadequate and we are now de
pendent on water which is pumped 
through the Metropolitan Water Aque
duct from the Colorado River 475 miles 
away. 

During the past few years a dispute on 
water rights has been bitterly waged be
tween California and Arizona. We be
lieve that legislation introduced by 
Arizona and now pending in the Congress 
will jeopardize California's claims to a 
substantial amount of Colorado River 
water . 

Together with the other California 
Congressmen of both parties I am vigor
ously defending our wa.ter rights. 

FLOOD CONTROL 

The :flash :floods, such as those recently 
suffered by many of our communities in 
the Los Angeles watershed, are a con
tinuing threat to life and property. The 
Nineteenth Congressional District in 
particular is traversed by the Los 
Angeles, Rio Hondo, and San Gabriel 
Rivers. All of these rivers are important 
diversion channels for :flash-flood waters 
which accumulate between the moun
tains and the ocean. In 1941 Congress 
passed an enabling bill for $350,000,000 
for southern California flood-control 
projects. Actual appropriations of $120_,-
000,000 have been made of these Federal 
funds, to aid the citizens of our com
munities in their fight against these dis
astrous :floods. 

I have appeared many times before the 
Appropriations Committees of Congress 
and testified in behalf of these appro
priations which are so necessary to pre
serve life and property. 

TIDELANDS OIL FIGHT 

The State of California for many years 
has been receiving millions of dollars in 
royalties from oil pools which lie off 
shore and below the ocean waters ad
jacent to our coast line. The State of 
California has used these funds for the 
purchase of public beaches, parks, and 
recreational facilities for the people of 
California. The Federal Government 
has, in recent years, claimed rights to 
these onshore oil deposits, claiming Fed
eral ownership . of submerged lands. 

I have joined with other California 
Congressmen in the fight to maintain 
California's r ight to these offshore oil 
royalties. 

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT OF SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA 

Our rapidly increasing population has 
provided industrial workers and there_. 
fore more consumers for industrial 
products. Wartime defense expansion 
on the · Paciftc coast gave impetus to our 

industrial development. The location 
of defense industries and the allocation 
of defense contracts have been a con
stant concern of California Congress
men. 

I have, together with my California 
colleagues in Congress, vigorously fought 
for the establishment of steel, alumi
num, shipbuilding, aircraft, rubber, 
machine tool, and many other industrial 
facilities in southern California. We 
have also been successful in insisting 
that large defense contracts be allocated 
to the West instead of to eastern and 
southern areas. This has helped im
measurably in the growth of our south
ern California industrial plant, and the 
employment at good wages of thousands 
of our citizens. 

INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS 

During the past 10 years we have 
fought and won World War II against 
the totalitarian l·egimes of th~ extreme 
right. 

One of our allies in that fight against 
the common foe was Soviet Russia. 
When the war was over, the Soviets 
joined with us in forming the United 
Nations. We had · every r8ason to be
lieve that all nations were tired of war 
and would proceed to build a peaceful 
world. Time and events have proved 
that the Soviet Union was not sincere. 
This totalitarian nation of the extreme 
left has violated every principle of in
ternational equity. 

We are now faced with the aggressive 
force of communism throughout the 
world. We are fighting this ideology on 
both the economic and the military 
fronts. Our economic aid to free na
tions in Europe and Asia is for the pur
pose of strengthening their domestic 
economies and building their military 
strength. We are succeeding although 
the task is difficult and progress some
times seems too slow. As the free world 
becomes stronger the danger of political 
or military success of communism be
comes less. 

The struggle of the 16 member na
ticns of the United Nations against the 
Chinese and North Korean Communists 
may not be fully understood by many 
Americans. It is essentially a struggle 
to preserve the United Nations reason 
for existence, that is, collective interna
tional action against aggression. Unless 
the principle of collective action against 
aggression is established firmly among 
nations, we can never establish peace in 
the world. It is the only chance to stop 
Communist n.ggression. That is why we 
are fighting in Korea. 

I have voted for economic and mili
tary aid for our allies in the United Na
tions and I have supported our own mili
tary appropriations to make our own 
Nation strong in the fight to preserve 
our freedom and liberties. 

GRAFT IN GOVERNMENT 

Approximately 2,500,000 citizens are 
Federal civilian employees. Of this 
number a few hundred have betrayed 
their trust and committed dishonest acts. 
It is obviously unfair to charge that this 
great body of Federal employees is cor
rupt and dishonest. There is absolutely 
no excuse for dishonesty in government 
or anywhere else. Betrayal of public 
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trust is reprehensible and should be ex
posed and punished immediately. 

My own Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments has continu
ously investigated Government agencies 
and exposed inefficiency and dishonesty. 
We recently secured House of Represent
atives approval of the President's Re
organization Plan No. 1 of 1952. to re
organize the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
abolishing the political offices of collec-. 
tors of internal revenue and replacing 
them with civil-service employees. We 
believe that this change will relieve the 
collectors of political pressures and in
sure a more responsible and honest ad
ministration of our tax-collection 
agency. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. FALLON <at the request of Mr. 
PRIEST) and to include a statement. 

Mr. MORANO in two instances and to 
include editorials in ...;ach instance. 

Mr. BusBEY and to include a letter 
receiven by him from a minister regard
ing taxes. 

Mr. HOEVEN and include an article 
from the February issue of the Farm 
Journal. 

Mr. COLE of New York and include a 
short editorial. · 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE and include a news
paper article. 

Mr. MANSFIELD and include a speech 
by Secretary Chapman in honor of the 
Honorable MIKE KIRWAN. 

Mr. PATMAN and include a statement 
at the end of today's business concern
ing the Small Business Plants Adminis
tration appropriation which will come 
up tomorrow. 

Mr. BRYSON and include a radio tran
script. 

Mr. McDONOUGH and to include ex
traneous matter. 

Mr. KING of California <at the re
quest of Mr. LYLE) and to include a 
newspaper article. 

Mr. PHILBIN and to include a recent 
speech. 

Mr. HEBERT and to include an article. 
Mr. BROOKS in two instances and to in

clude extraneous matter. 
Mr. GRANGER and to include an edi

torial. 
Mr. LESINSKI. 
Mr. BENNETT of Florida and to include 

extraneous matter. 
Mr. SHELLEY and to include two items 

of extraneous matter. 
Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana in three in

stances and to include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. MILLER of New York in three in
stances and to ·include two resolutions 
and an editorial. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Illinois <at the re
quest of Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts). 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee and to include 
an editorial from the Wall Street 
Journal. 

Mr. STEED and to include a magazine 
article. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 664. An act to amend section 4 of the 
act of May 5, 187C, as amended and codified, 
entitled "An act to provide for the creation 
of corporations in the District of Columbia 
by general law," and for other purposes;· and 

S. 1345. An act to amend acts relating to 
fees payable to the clerk of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of ab
sence was granted to: 

Mr. LANTAFF, for 4 days, on account 
of committee business. 

Mr. GREENWOOD (at the request of 
Mrs. KELLY of New York), !Or ::in indef
inite period, on account of death in 
family. 

Mr. ADDONIZIO -<at the request of Mr. 
HOWELL), for the week of March 10, 1952, 
on account of official business. 

Mr. Do~LE, indefinitely, on account of 
committee business. 

ADJOURNMEN'l' 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 5 o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.> 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 12, 1952, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and ref erred as 
follows: 

1238. A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of Defense, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill entitled. "A bill to equalize cer
tain benefits between and among members 
of the Armed Forces of th-:i Upited States, 
and for other purposes"; to the Committee 
on Arm~d Services. 

1239. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a report of a proposed 
transfer of an experimental drydock to the 
Junior Midshipmen of America under au
thority of section 1 of the act of August 7, 
1946 (60 Stat. 897; 34 U.S. C. 546f), pursuant 
to section 6 of the act of August 7, 1946 (60 
Stat. 898; 34 U. S. C. 546k); to the Commit
tee on Armed Services. 

1240. A letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting the fourth report regarding the 
Yugoslav emergency reUef assistance pro
gram, pursuant to .section 6 of Public Law 
897 (the Yugoslav Emergency Relief Assist
ance Act of 1950), for the period from Sep
tember 15, 1951, through December 15, 1951 
(H. Doc. No. 392); to the Committee on For
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

1241. A letter from the Acting Attorney 
General, transmitting a letter relative to the 
case of Tan Yap Eng or Tan Eng, file No. 
A-9537742 CR 34140, requesting that it be 
withdrnwn from those now pending before 

the Congress and returned to the jurisdic
tion of the Department of Justice; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 
of committees were delivered to the 
Clerk for printing and r £:;ference to the 
proper calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CELLER: Committee of conference. 
S. 1851. An act to assist in preventing aliens 
from entering or remaining in the United 
States illegally (Rept. No. 1505). Ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 3098. A bill to amend sections 1331 
and 1332 of title 28, United States Code, re
lating to amount in controversy; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1506). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. BENTSEN: Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. H. R. 3166. · A bill to 
amend the act approved June 14, 1926 (44 
Stat. 741; 43 U. S. C., sec. 869), entitled "An 
act to authorize acquisition or use of public 
lands by States, counties, or municipalities 
for recreational purposes," to include other 
public purposes and to permit nonprofit or
ganizations to lease public lands for certain 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1503). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. MORRIS: Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. H. R. 5577. A bill to de
clare t:t.at the United States holds certain 
lands in trust for the Stockbridge-Munsee 
Community, Inc., of the State of Wisconsin· 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1510) . Re: 
!erred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HART: Committee on Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries. Hous1.. Joint Resolution 
363. Joint resolution to provide for the 
presentation of the Merchant Marine Dis
tinguished Service Medal to Henrik Kurt 
Carlsen, master, steamship Flying Enter
prise; without amendment (Rept. No. 1507). 
Referre.-i to the Committee of the Whole 
:a:ous::i. 

Mr. MORRIS: Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. H. R. 4671. A bill author
izing the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
a patent in fee to Jack Bravo; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1508). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

P UBLIC BILLS P..ND Rb:::;OLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. BEALL: 
H. R. 6984. A bill to grant foster children 

dependency status !Or Federal income-tax 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BURLESON: 
H. R. 6985. A bill to amend section 402 (f) 

of the Defense ::'roduction Act of 1950; to 
the Committ ee on Banking and Currency: 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 6986. A bill to amend the act entitled 

"An act ·&o supplement existing laws agqinst 
unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for 
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other purposes," approved October 15, 1914, 
and to amend the act entitled "An act to 
protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies," approved July 2, 
1890, for the purpose of prohibiting loss 
leader sales; to the Committee on the Judi· 
ciary. 

By Mr. DONOHUE: 
H. R. 6987. A bill to provide for the award 

of certain public contracts to bidders from 
areas of very substantial labor surplu::; where 
their bids do not exceed by more than 5 
percent the most advantageous bids sub
mitted from other areas; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAGEN: 
H. R. 6988. A bill to provide an extension 

of time for claiming refund or credit of 
overpayments of income tax with respect to 
sales of livestock; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

P.y Mr. HOLIFIELD: 
H . R. 6989. A bill to amend the act of May 

31, 1940, entitled "An act to provide for a 
more permanent tenure for persons carrying 
the mail on star routes," so as to require the 
inclusion of certain stipulations in contracts 
for carrying the mails by motor vehicle; to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H. R. 6990. A bill to provide for the issu

ance of a special postage stamp in honor of 
Dr. Elizabeth Blackwell; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. LESINSKI: 
H. R. 6991. A bill to amend section 1310 of 

the Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1952; 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R. 6992. A bill to requir:) the payment of 

prevailing wage rates to employees of con
tract ors under contracts with the Post Office 
Department for transportation of mail by 
motor vehicle; to the Co:""llllittee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. MORRISON: 
H. R. 6993. A bill to provide that the Post

master General shall furnish fiat-top stools 
for post-office clerks who perform the duty 
of distributing mail; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 6994. A bill to amend the Agricul

tural Act of 1949 so as to provide more effec
tive price support for milk and other dairy 
products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OSTERTAG: 
H . R. 6995. A bill to authorize the partici

pation by certain Federal employees, with
out loss of pay or deduction from annual 
leave, in funerals for deceased members of 
the Armed Forces returned to the United 
States from abroad for burial; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. RHODES: 
H . R. 6996. A bill to adjust the salaries of 

postmasters and supervisors in the field 
service of the Post Office Department by 
eliminating the effect of the $800 ceiling im
posed in the salary schedules in the act of 
October 24, 1951 (Public Law 204, 82d Cong.); 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. ROONEY: 
H. R. 6997. A bill to extend to certain nat

uralized citizens of . the United States the 
benefits of the act of May 29, 1944, entitled 
"An act to provide for the recognition of the 
services of the civilian officials and employ
ees, citizens of the United States, engaged in 
and about the construction of the Panama 
Canal"; to the Committee on Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries. · 

By Mr. SHELLEY: 
H. R. 6998. A bill to amend the act of May 

31, 1940, entitled "An act to provide for a 

more permanent tenure for persons carry
ing the mail on star routes," so as to require 
the inclusion of certain stipulations in con
tracts for carrying the mails by motor ve
hicle; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: 
H . R. 6999. A bill to amend the Universal 

Military Training and Service Act with re
spect to the amount of active service which 
certain former members of the Armed Forces 
of the United States and its allies who are 
inducted under such act may be required to 
serve; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Texas (by re
quest): 

H. R . 7000. A bill to authorize the Secre
tary of Agriculture to issue and require li
censes for the recreational use of land, im
provements, and facilities in national for
ests, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

H. R. 7001. A bill to amend section 13 (a) 
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, with 
respect to the exemption provided thereby 
for persons employed in connection witb 
the operation or maintenance of irrigation 
systems; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. BROOKS: 
H . R. 7002. A bill to equalize certain bene

fits between and among members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. ARMSTRONG: 
'."'1'.. R. 7103. A bill to provide for the dis

tribution of funds on deposit in the Treas
ury to the credit of the Sac and Fox Tribe 
of Indians of Oklahoma; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. P~TTERSON: 
H. R. 7004. A bill to provide for a lapel but

t • •n which may be worn by persons who 
served in the Armed Forces during the na
tional emergency whkh began June 27, 
1950; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RICHARDS (by request) : 
H. R. 7005. A bill to amend the Mutual 

Security Act of 1951, and for other purposes; 
to t1' - Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHWABE: 
H. H. 7006. A bill to provide _that the pro

cedural limitatior.1 placed upon the convey
ance of certain restrictej Indian lands be
l<-1".ging to members of the Five Civilized 
Tribes shall apply only to Indians of the 
full blood; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: 
H. 'Jon. Res. ?.04. Concurrent resolution to 

provide for the printing of certain material 
relating to Indians, as a House document; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. RANKIN: 
H. :=tes. 5()3. Resolution authorizing the 

printing as a House document of the laws 
pertaining to veterans, enacted during the 
Eighty-second Congress; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONG 

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

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 7007. A bill for the relief of Do

menico DiColandrea; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL: 
H. R. 7008. A bill for the relief of John 

Cotton; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. D'EWART: 

H. R. 7009. A bill authorizing the issuance 
of a patent in fee to Franklin Yarlott; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: 
H. R . 7010. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

K E.yoke 3:umai Tamaki; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JARMAN: 
H. R. 7011. A bill for the relief of Ra:ston 

Edward Harry; to the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs. 

By Mr. LIND: 
H. :r.t. 7012. A bill for the relief of Victoria 

Clita; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 

H. R. 7013. A bill for t:i.l.e relief of Clara M. 
Briggs; to t he Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of New York (by 
request): 

H. R. 7014. A bill for the relief of Hiroki 
Hollopeter; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. PHILBIN: 
H. R. 7015. A bill for the relief of Allen 

Pope, his heirs or personal representatives; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIBICOFF: 
H. R. 7016. A bill for the relief of Joseph 

Arthur Parent; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 7017. A bill for the relief of Konstance 
Alsine Marie Parsons; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIEMINSKI: 
H . R . 7018. A bill for the relief of William 

and Helen Kobielski; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 7019. A bill for the relief of Stanislaw 
Kuty; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PE:r1TIONS, ETC. 

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

623. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu
tion adopted by the Racine (Wis.) Taxpay
ers Association Inc. to decrease Federal 
spending for the fiscal year 1953 by deleting 
from the budget all expansion and proposed 
new programs by eliminating all nonessen
tial activities and by adopting the remaining 
recommendations of the Hoover Commission; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

624. Also, resolution adopted by the South
eastern Wisconsin Taxpayers Associations' 
conference at Watertown, Wis., urging the 
Congr~ss of the United States to educe the 
Federal spending program proposed for fiscal 
19:'3 to an amount consistent wit h public 
ability to pay, without additional taxation 
and without increasing the Federal debt, 
and proposing that th '..s be done by elimina
tion from the program all new, proposed, 
expanded, and nonessential act ivities and 
by adoption of the Dirksen amendment and 
the remaining recommendations of the 
Hoover Commission; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Department s. 

625. By Mr. THORNBERRY: Petition of 
Miss Nova Mae Scaff, Mrs. Ernest Linde ·, 
Mrs. George Gregg, Mrs. C. A. Rice, Mrs. 
Rosa Varner, Mis::: Fay Atkinson, Mrs. T. E. 
Whitley, Mr. A. K. Ross, Mr. Ernest Linder, 
Mr . C. A. Rice, Mr. and Mrs. E. O. Carmosin, 
Mr. and Mrs. C. L. Lawrence, a:1 of Travis 
County, Tex., urging enactment of the pro
visions of the Townsend plan; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

626. By Mr. FERNOS-ISERN: Resolution 
No. 23, approved on February 4, 1952, at the 
plenary session held by the Constitutional 
Convention of Puerto Rico, containing the 
final declarations of the Constitutional Con
vention of Puerto Rico after that body had 
a j opted a Constitution for the Common
wei..lth of Puerto Rico in accordance with 
the terms of Public Law 600 of the !i:ighty
first Con gress as approved July 3, 1950; to the 
Committ ee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 
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