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situation, apparently he was assigned to 
the infantry. As his letter indicates, he 
made many requests for training in the 
infantry and in infantry weapons, but 
was told that they had no time for that 
kind of training. Finally he was sent 
into action. The Senator from Cali
fornia will read all those details in the 
letter. 

I shall be very happy to furnish the 
Senate Armed Services Committee with 
a copy of the letter which I hope to re
ceive from General Collins. 

I suppose I shall be told that this is 
an isnlated or unique case-as it well 
may be. However, it is tragic that this 
situation should occur in even one case, 
and that a young officer should be de
nied the training for which he repeat
edly asked before he was sent into com
bat. 

The first paragraph of his letter is 
very interesting, and I shall read it into 
the RECORD at this point: 

I've been planning on writing you a letter 
for some time, then I thought I'd play the 
part of a martyr by penning a letter and 
having it sent to you if I were killed. I 
decided today I might save somebody else's 
life if I wrote now. 

The letter was written the day before 
he went into his first combat assignment, 
as a combat officer, in a completely 
strange situation. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I move 

t.hat the Senate adjourn until tomorrow, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
4 o'clock and 39 minutes p. m.) the Sen
ate adjourned until tomcrrow, Wednes
day, April 2, 1952, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 

Senate April 1 (legislative day of March 
24)' 1952: 

UNITED STATES ATI'ORNEY --

William Joseph Fleniken, Sr., of Louisiana, 
to be United States attorney for the western 
district of Louisiana, vice Harvey L. Carey, 
resigned. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

James Clement Noonan, of South Dakota, 
to be United States marshal for the district 
of South Dakota, vice Theodore B. Werner, 
resigned. 

I I .... •• 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

TUESDAY, APRIL 1, 1952 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, our Father, in this mo
·ment of prayer, may our spirits be 
brought into a blessed harmony with Thy 
spirit and into a glad obedien~e to Thy 
holy will. 

We penitently confess that our lives, 
our plans, and purposes are often at 
variance with the ways which Thou hast 
marked out for us. 

Grant that in the business of state
craft we may have the common sense 

and wisdom to recognize our depend
ence upon Thee. 

May it be the goal of all our efforts 
and endeavors to do those things that 
are well pleasing unto Thee. May we be 
confident that the day is coming when 
the forces of reason and righteousness 
shall be gloriously triumphant. 

In Christ's name we pray. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes

terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Landers, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amend

- ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R . 5715. An act to amend sections 201 
(a), 301 (e), 302 (f), 302 (g), 508, 527, and 
528 of Public Law 351, Eighty-firot Congress, 
as amended. 

The mensage also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its ar..1endments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoinq> 
Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. BYRD, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Tezas, Mr. BRIDGES, and Mr. SALTONSTALL 
to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The mes::;age also announced that the 
S~nate had passed a bill of the following 
tit e, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested : 

S. 2743. An act authorizing vesoels of Ca
n adian registry to transport iron ore between 
Un"ted States ports on the Great Lakes dur-
ing 1952. · 

The message a so announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
H om:;3 to bil.s of the Senate of fae fol
lowing titles: 

S. 2408. An act to amend the act authoriz· 
1ng the negotiation and ratification of cer
tain contracts with certain indians of the 
Sioux TJ'ibe in order tO extend the time for 
negotiation and approval of such contracts; 
and 

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

UNIFORMED SERVICES PAY ACT OF 
1952 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5715, an act 
to amend sections 201 (a), 301 (e), 302 
m, 302 (g), 508, 527, and 528 of Public 
Law 351, Eighty-first Congress, with 
Senate amendments thereto, disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate and agree 
to the conference asked ·by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Mr. VINSON, Mr. BROOKS, Mr. 
Kn.DAY, Mr. SHORT, and Mr. ARENDS. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF CERTAIN 
NAVAL ATTACHES 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 

Speaker's table the bill H. R. 2737, an act 
to authorize the reimbursement of cer
tain naval attaches, observers, and other 
officers for certain expenses incurred 
while on authorized missions in foreign 
countries, with Senate amendments 
thereto, and concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ments, as follows: 
Page 1, line 8, strike out "during the fiscal 

year 1948" and insert "prl.or to March 2 
1948." • 

Page 2, line 5, after "validated.", insert "All 
payments made under the provisions of this 
act shall be made from, and all payment::; 
validated under such provisions shall be 
charged to, the amount appropriated by the 
Department of Pefense Appropriation Act, 
1952, to the Department of the Navy for 
emergencies and extraordinary expenses, as 
authorized by section 6 of the act of August 
2, 1946." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. ARENDS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, and I shall not ob
ject, I would appreciate it if the• gentle
man from Texas would explain to the 
House the benefits of these Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. F'JLDAY. Mr. Speaker, this bill in
volves approximately $50,000. It is to re
imburse certain naval attaches and oth
ers on miBsions abroad, who paid certain 
expenses of their missions. Under one 
appropriation bill, the Comptroller Gen
eral held it was not payable. The bi I 
would reimburse that $50,000. The Sen
ate amendment requires that that sum 
be paid out of current appropriation 
rather than a subsequent appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were agreed 

to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT AND 
DISTRICT JUDGES 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr . .Speaker, on 
yesterday I submitted a consent request 
in connection with the rule on the omni
bus judgeship bill that further consid
eration of the rule be postponed until 
today. I had temporarily forgotten that 
there are primaries today in Wisconsin 
and Nebraska in connection with the 
election of delegates to the two national 
conventions. We have a gentleman's 
agreement, of course, that on such oc
casions no matter in what State an elec
tion be held, no roll call will take place. 
I assume there will be a roll call on the 
rule. In view of that I ask unanimous 
consent that further consideration of 
the rule, House Resolution 591, be post
poned until tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
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ROLL CALLS POSTPONED UNTIL 

TOMORROW 
Mr. McCORMACK. Further if I may, 

with permission of my distinguished 
friend from Massachusetts and the in
dulgence of the House, I ask unanimous 
consent that should there be any roll 
call, as distinguished from a quorum call, 
on any matter during the day that the 
roll call be postponed until tomorrow. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object. 
and I shall not, do I understand in con
nection with the gentleman's request on 
the rule on the judgeship bill that it will 
be called up again tomorrow? 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is the inten
tion-just on the adoption of the rule 
but not consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole after the rule is adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

also ask unanimous consent that busi
ness in order on Calendar Wednesday 
this week: may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obje~tion to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

PHILIPPINE SCOUT HOSPITAL, FORT 
McKINLEY, PillLIPPINES 

Mr. DURHAM. Mr . Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from t he 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 1216) to 
authorize the President to convey and 
assign all equipment contained in or ap
pertaining to the United States Army 
Provisional Philippine Scout Hospital at 
Fort McKinley, Philippines, to the Re
public of the Philippines and to assist by 
grants-in-aid the Republic of the Philip
pines in providing medical care and 
treatment for certain Philippine Scouts 
hospitalized there·n, with Senate 
amendments and concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ments, as follows: 
Page 2, line 6, strike out "Seventy-sixth" 

and insert "Seventy-eighth." 
Page 3, line 11, after "conditions", insert 

"and limitationG." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman explain the amend
ments? 

Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, the only 
changes in the bill as it passed the House 
are these: The first amendment merely 
corrects a figure. The second is, accord
ing to the Senate amendment, to make 
clear that the implementation of the 
program contemplated by the bill will 
give the President the authority to re
quire that hospital costs be kept within 
reasonable limitations. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That 
was the original intention? 

Mr. DURHAM. That is corr~ct. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. This is Private 
Calendar Day. '""'he Clerk will call the 
first bill on the Private Calendar. 

ALEXANDER NEWMAN 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6414) 

for the relief of Alexander Newman. 
There being no object'on, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury l)e, and he is hereby, author
ized and d irected to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Alexander Newman, of Rochester, N. Y., 
in full settlement of all claims against the 
United States, the sum of $1,032. Such pay
ment represents the amount due for per 
diem in lieu of subsistence from October 
20, 1944, to October 17, 1945, while an em
ployee of the War Department, and for mile
age at 4 ¥2 cents per mi e for une of a pri
vately owned automobile for some 2,700 
miles: Provided, That no part of the amount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cen t thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of service;; rendered in connection 
with t hlo claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the pro
vio ons of this act sha 1 be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon convition thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The b'll was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third t~me, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MARK G. RUSHMANN 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 430) for 
the relief of Mark G. Rushmann. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
r ead the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
t he Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Mark G. Rush
m ann, ot 502 South Main Street, Chippewa 
F alls, Wis., the sum of $7,093 as comperuia
t ion for personal injuries sustained by him 
at the Madison, Wis., railroad station on 
December 22, 1945, the day following the 
d ate of his discharge from the United States 
Navy: Provided, That no part of the amount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cen t thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to he contrary notwtth
standing. Any person violating the provi
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MRS .. PAULINE J. GOURDEAUX 

The Clerk called the bill (S. ·858) for 
the relief of Mrs. Pauline J. Gourdeaux. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
t he Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Pauline J. 
Gourdeaux, Of Denver, Col., the sum of $1,-
252.20, representing the amount of pension 
sh e would have received for the period begin
ning on January 28, 1945, and ending on April 
10, 1947, had her claim for a dependent par
ezit's pension been filed within 1 year after 
J anuary 28, 1945, the date fixed by the War 
Department as the date of death of Pfc Ed
ward E. Gourdeaux: Pr ovided, That no part 
of th::i amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or 
del·vered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection wit h this claim, and the same 
shall be u nlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person vio
lating the provisions of this · act s :ia 1 be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
convictbn t h ereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 

The biil was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the th:rd t ime, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ESTHER V. WORLEY 
The C 3rk cal erl the bill <S. 970) for 

the rel:e:f of Esther V. Worley. 
There being nn objection, the Clerk 

read t 1e bi , as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That any liability to the 

Un it3d States resulting from over-payments 
in retired pay aggregating $1,209.60 made to 
Esther V. Worley, Nurse Corps, United States 
Naval Reserve, for the period from December 
15, 1947, through August 31, 1948, as a re
sult of receipt by the said Esther V. Worley 
of retired pay and Federal civil-service pay 
concurrent y, is hereby canceled. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JOE W. WIMBERLY 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1458) for 

the relief of Joe W. Wimberly. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Jo~ w. Wimberly, 
of Kingsport, Tenn., the sum of $3,400, in 
full satisfaction of his claim against the 
United States for reimbursement for medical, 
nursing, hospital, and other expenses in
curred by him as a result of a:µ automobile 
accident which occurred near Franklin, Ga., 
on April 28, 1950, while he was returning to 
Kingsport from a training conference at Fort 
Benning, Ga., in connection with his duties 
as commanding officer, Six Hundred and 
Thirty-ninth Transportation Heavy Truck 
Company: Provided, That no part of the 
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amount appropriated in this act in excess of 
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
wit h this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith
st anding. Any person violating the provi
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

TRUMAN W. McCULLOUGH 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1604) for 

the relief of Truman W. McCullough. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be i t en acted , etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is aut horized and directed to 
pay, out of any mon ey in the Treasury not 
otherwise apropr iated, to Truman W. Mc
Cullough , of Colorado Springs, Colo., the sum 
of $5,000 in full satisfaction of all claims of 
the said Truman W. McCullough against the 
United States for compensation for the death 
of his minor son, Harley Beryl McCullough, 
who died as a result of burns sust ained while 
fighting a forest fire as a volunteer fire 
fighter, at Camp Carson, Colo., on January 17, 
1950: Prov ided, That no part of the a.mount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or 
received by any agent or attorney on account 
of services rendered in connection with this 
claim, and the same s~all be unlawful, any 
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Any person violating the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a m isdemeanoi.• 
~nd upon conviction thereof shall be fined 
in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PANSY E. PENDERGRASS 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1668) for 

the rel· ef of Pansy E. Pendergrass. 
There be'ng no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out 'of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Pansy E. Pender
grass, of Columbia, S. C., the sum of $10,-
000, in full satisfaction of her claim against 
t h e United States for injuries suffered by 
her in a fire which occurred in the hotel in 
which she was billeted in Kobe, Japan, on 
April 22, 1950: Provi ded, That no part of 
the amount appropriated in this act in ex
cess of 10 percen t thereof shall be paid or 
delivered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, an y contract to the con
trary not withstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilt y of a misdemean or and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

DANIEL J. CROWLEY 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1682) fo~ 

the relief of Daniel J. Crowley. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Daniel J. Crow
ley, 225 Frye Avenue, Peoria, Ill., the sum 
of $4,439.10 in full satisfaction of his claim 
against the United States for reimbursement 
of medical, nursing, and hospital expenses 
suffered by him as the result of being hos
pitalized with poliomyelitis on April 1, 1946, 
while on authorized leave from his duties as 
a commissioned officer in the United States 
Naval Reserve: Pr ovided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
With this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith
standing. Any person violating the pro
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction there
of shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

. The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

J. HIBBS BUCKMAN AND A. RAY
MOND RAFF, JR., EXECUTORS 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1998) for 

the relief of J. Hibbs Buckman and A. 
Raymond Raff, Jr., executors of the 
estate of A. Raymond Raff, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, to J. Hibbs Buckman and 
A. Raymond Rafi', Jr., executors under the 
will of A. Raymond Raff, deceased, the sum 
of $2,217.86. The payment of such sum 
shall be in full settlement of all claims 
of the National City Bank of New York, 
New York, and Banco da Madeira, Funchal, 
Madeira, and their agents, successors, or 
correspondents against the United States, 
the Indemnity Insurance Co. of North Amer
ica as surety on the bond of A. Raymond 
Raff, deceased formerly collector of customs 
at the port of Philadelphia, Pa., and the 
estate of the said A. Raymond Raff for loss 
caused by the unlawful sale on July 17, 1947, 
of two cases of handerkerchiefs consigned 
to the National City Bank of New York, New 
York, which were sold as unclaimed merchan
dise before the expiration of the general
order period, as extended: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropriated in this act 
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or recovered by any agent 
or attorney on account of services rendered 
in connection wit h this cla im, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
any provision of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

ROBERT JOSEPH VETTER 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 2100) for 

the relief of Robert Joseph Vetter. 
There being no objection, the Clerk· 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not· 
otherwise appropriated, to Robert Joseph 
Vetter, of Miami, Fla., the sum of $158. 
The payment of such sum shall be in full 
settlement of all claims of the said Robert 
Joseph Vetter against the United States on 
account of personal injuries, medical and 
hospital expenses, and loss of earnings sus
tained by him as a result of his rescue of two 
United States Navy fliers Who were fatally 
injured in the crash of a Navy airplane ap
proximately 50 yards north of the .recre
ation pier at the south end of Miami Beach, 
Fla., on June 5, 1943: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropriated in this act 
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or received by any agent 
or attorney on account of services rendered 
in connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. . 

. The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JOHN L. BAUER 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 2157) to 

authorize payment of certain claims for 
damage to private property arising from 
activities of the Army. 

There being no objection, the C erk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author
ized and directed to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to John L. Bauer, Watertown, N. Y., $50; 
to Ernest Bohna, Brogan, Oreg, $50; and to 
William E. Dollar, Meigs, Ga., $98.50. The 
payment of said sums-shall be in full settle
ment of all claims of the above-named 
claimants against the United States for dam
age to their property caused by military 
personnel or civilian employees of the Army, 
or otherwise incident to noncombat activi
ties of the Army, a:nd determined by the De
partment of the Army to be meritorious, 
which are not payable under any existing 
statute available for the settlement of claims 
against the United States: Provided, That no 
part of the amounts appropriated in this act 
in excess of 10 percent of any claim shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on 
account of services rendered in connect ion 
with such claim, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person vio at
ing any of the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a m isdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof sh all be fined in an y sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third, time and 
passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"An act for the relief of John L. Bauer, 
Ernest Bohna, and William E. Dollar." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
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SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN ALIENS 

The Clerk called the resolution <S. 
Con. Res. 58) favoring the suspension 
of deportation of certain aliens. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the concurrent resolution, as fol· 
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R ep
resentatives 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-1668413, Kehaioff, George Athanasoff. 
A-7297249, Gwozdz, Jozef. 
A-5760683, Czerwinski, Bronislawa or Lon 

(nee Markowska). 
A-9098321, Czerwinski, Jan . . 
A-5043634, '.Lago, Ramon Formosa. 
A-6742652, Blich, Mina. · 
A-6622741, Blich, Aron. 
A-3030092, Martinez-Martinez, Jose, or Joe 

Martina. 
A-2612961, Kimura, Yukiko. 
A~2757718, Cheng, Chi Chiao, or Steven 

Cheng. 
· A-7190316, Diciaccio, Ottavio. 

A-6761996, Rosenstein, Max David. 
A-6207651, McMahan, Glenn Madge 

Mearns. 
A-6492272, Alcantar, Esmeregildo. 
A-7197683, Arias-Olivares, Bennelada, or 

Wences1ada Arias-Olivares. 
A-6953567, Augustin, Margaret Tiatano San 

(nee Reyes) • 
A-5916158, Benjamin, Mary J ane (nee 

Hyndman) . 
A-4805628, Bergondo, Lucia (nee Monzon). 
A-5763425, · Bewley, Theresa Athne, or 

Theresa Athne Bosserman (nee Thomp::;on). 
A-7135004, Bijarakis, I r ene Emmanuel (nee 

Irene Emmanuel Tzanetes). 
A-7450259, Borrelli, Antonietta (nee 

Franco). 
A-3328605, Bourlon, Paul Edward. 
A-3284813, Br ewster, Albert Sydney, or 

Sidney Brewster. 
A-1425339, Brezez, Mario. 
A-4102898, Campbell, Arth ur Joshua. 
A-7417748, Campbell, George. 
A-7267869, Carini, John (Giovanni). 
A-7267870, Carini, Anna Angela. 
A-7375502, Cesarini, Domenico Mario, or 

Domenico M. Cesarini. 
A-4471755, Chung, Margaret Mary, or Mar

garet Mary Ping Shan Chung, or Ching Ping 
Shan. 

A-5058193, Cohn, Sonia, or Sonia Fidler. 
A-7463869, Connor, Albert, Marfunt. 
A-6781701, Correa, Eduardo Juan, or Mar-

cllino Bellino. 
. A-2658342, Csung, Eng ·Ki , alias Wou Kl 
Csung. 

A-1236060, Dobos, Joseph (Joszef or Joe). 
A-1050228, D'Ambro, R afaelle. 
A-2396446, DeAyala, Genoveva Martinez. 
A-7858213, DeJuarez, Eloisa Navarrete. 
A-7274235, DeOntiveros, Concepcion Aman-

cio. 
A-70733SO, Dery, Liliane Marcelle, formerly 

Llliane Marcelle Charbonnier. 
A-5339551, Dete s, Heinrich Hans. 
A-5257367, DiMeglio, Giovanni. 
A-1963644, Dim'trakoulakos, Dimitrios, or 

Jimmie Demos. 
A-7415149, Dobson, Keith Frederick. 
A-1019415, Docherty, Rebecca. 
A-1962682, Dracopoulos, Peter Constantine. 
A-1263600, Elizalde, Luz Peinado. 
A-1916314, Farganis, Pericles A. 
A-6319163, Ferszt, Szyje, or Sidney First. 
A-4445754, Foti, Carmelo. 
A-6966527, Frain, Christina Elizabeth May 

(nee Torn bull) . 
A-7117918, Francis, Therza Hayden (nee 

Billinghurst). 
A-4566242, Franek, Shirley Sa. 

A-1504362, Frano, Raffaele Angelo, or Raf-
faele Frano, or Ralph Frano. 

A-7934330, ·Fulton, Victor Alexander. 
A-4467600, Garcia, Manuel Ferreira. 
A-2840935, Garcia-Perez, Antonio or Ar-

turo. 
A-7886808, George, Ludrik, Kelsham. 
A-7884902, George, Maria Leonora (nee 

Thomas). 
A-3019640 G erlich, Jakob. 
A-4978213, Geiss, Lillian Florence Belle 

(nee England). 
A-7241623, Glfozczynskl, Theodore Joseph. 
A:--3475252, Goodman, Rose (nee R andell) . 
A-6491933, Garfinkel, Chana, or Gorfinkiel 

(nee Chana Gulevsky or Gulewska). 
A-3181035, Gropsorean, Darnen, alias Nico-

las Thomas. 
A-7174219, Grosch, Jutta (nee Jaeger). 
A-5998196, Guerrisi, Lillian. 
A-5131547, Halloran, Doris Helen (nee 

Fuller) . 
A-7070214, Hansen, Hans WUly, or William 

Hansen. 
A-737572~. Heinzmann, P eter Mikulas. 
A-7136914, Hodge, Daniela (Daniela Ivanka. 

Tatjana Petrova). 
A-7290260, Hodson, Kathlyn Ellen. 
A-3822185, Hoffmann, Arthur Otto. 
A-4870681, Hop, Louie. 
A-7399533, H oy, Lee Chee, or Calvin C. 

Lee. 
A-6414242, Huang, Richard Shih-Chiu. 
A-6414219, Huang, Robert Hai-Chuan. 
A-5587447, Hulatt, Henry. 
A-7115356, Hummels, Agnes Geodorovna. 
A-1140841, Hutter, Joseph. 
A-1481433, Hyland , Patrick Joseph. 
A-3371125, Iari, Ruth Randall. 
A-4946250, Jennings, Frederick H., or Al• 

bert George Brine. 
A-5273968, Jensen, Rasmus Magnus. 
A-9777158, Kalolekas, Vasilios Theodore. 
A-2342622, Kanzaki, K ichizo, or K ichizo 

Fujiwara. · 
A-2342620, K anzaki, Misao. 
A-7008736, Kanzalti, Keiko or K aye. 
A-1032116, K araviotis, Aristomenis, or 

Aristomenls Andreas Karav·otis, or Aristo
meni3 Cara.viotis. 

A-5343107, K arlsson, Per, or Peter Carlson. 
A-2828423, Krystalis, Gabriel Mozkoz. 
A-9783023, Lejnieks, Into. 
A-2515343, Leonetti, Erna Gertrud. 
A-5153032, Leskanic, Janos, or John Les-

k anic. 
A-4754440, Levin, Ezther Tillie (nee Man-

del). 
A-3420990, Levine, Anna. 
A-5390478, Ma, Chuk Ching. 
A-3445844, Maid, Mary Ann (nee Foxton). 
A-5573561, Mangiarotti, Santo. 
A-3378386, Mator1m, Max, or Motel Mato

r in. 
A-5515065, Matsubara, K "kuno. 
A-6993697, Mattern, Reiner K arl, alias R ene 

E u!. 
A-5166281, Matthews, Mary, or Marja 

Woiaka (nee Matiasz). 
A-4180577, Masters, John Richard Lenton, 

a_ias Jack Masters. 
A-3635338, MeeTs, Margaret, or Margarethe 

Meern, or Mall"g&retha Henkl (nea Boerner) . 
A-4679824, Michaelis, Rudolf Martin Kurt. 
A-2011319, Mikul •s, Mich~.el A!be>t. 
A-2280632, Morand, Martha J ohanna, or 

Martha Jensen Darnell, or Martha Johanna 
Jensen. 

A-7372123, Moreitz, Monica J ohanna. 
A-1339900, Moshopoulas, Gerasslmos, or 

George Moshos. 
A-5083554, Murrell, Evelyn Maud. 
A-6219555, Okamatsu, Isamu, or Ysamu 

Okamura, or Yoshio Monaka. 
A-2749014, Omar, JY-ahdee Bin, or Allie 

Mahdee Omar. 
A-3634838, Orsi, Italia (Italia Stacchetti) • 
A-4904454, Paolini, Attilio. 
A-7809276, Pastori, Claude, or Claude Tul

lio Pastori. 

A-5600621, P aulson, Mary Harms, or Mary 
Grigg. 

A-4613083, P ayeras, Anita Maria, or Anita 
Maria Rodriguez, or Anita Maria Llop. 

A-4102640, Pearcy, George Whitfield. 
A-2745227, Pelin, Neculate Oprea, or 

Nicholas Pelin. 
A-7985396, Pentino, Carmella, formerly 

Consiglia Schiavone. 
A-4115597, Perog, Michael. 
A-7398987, Pesti, Goldie Grace, f ormerly 

· Veres (nee Nays). 
A-1944984, Petesic, Ivan. 
A-6372739, Petkovich, Filippo, or Philip_ 

Petrovich. 
A-7197870, P etronio, I mmacolato (nee 

Russo). 
:A-4850252, Petrucco, Angeline Maria (nee 

Pontello), alias Ines Alba De Michiel. 
A-1958941, Pinakas, Maria, or Maria Kot-

sonis, or Maria ·Lambadaris. 
A-4371125, P into, Domingos Fernandez. 
A-9920083, Polanowski, Stefan. 
A-5419016, P oser, Erich. 
A-1108990, Pragias, Vasiloios Athanasios. 
A-6287182, Preston, Ann. 
A-4575450, Prince, Ida Beckstein. 
A-4906086, Prochaska, Stefan Julian, alias 

Steve or Stefan Prochazka, Prochacka, or 
P rohacka. 

A-5662521, R aynor, Grace Annie (nee 
Laskie). 

A-1251744, Rebeiro-Gomes, John. 
A-4853529, Reder, Erna Marcelina 

Frankel. 
A-4435161, Reder, Jacob. 
A-7197883, R itchie, Rufolpho Maria. 
A-7886681, R oedelsturt z, Raymond: 
A-7115216, Sager, Charles Stewart. 
A-5343415, Sagris, Hilda Kristina. 
A-6036900, Sang, Tung. 
A-3095402, Saponzides, Seraphim Dimi-

trios. • 
A-1602221, Sarigiannia, Stylianos, alias 

Steve Camberis. 
A-4972302, Scallan, Marcella (nee Rutkn). 
A-1353207, Schoen, Eva, formerly Eva Bos:

ko, formerly Eva Szontag (nee Eva Hausz
ler). 

A-3197907, Sha.piro, Minnie (nee Sandler). 
A-4298007, Sheung, Lee Gout, or Anna 

Lee, or Anne Hoey. 
A-5975002, Shibata, Hir oshi. 
A-4708975, Silva, Philip, alias Felipe 3ilva, 

or Felipe Silva Gonzalez. 
A-4135539, Sing, Lo Mang. 
A-2429886, Sepiciuk, Nick, or Nicolai Ise

pciuc. 
A-7491771, Smith Natalia Alexandrovna, 

alias Natasha Alexandrovna Smith, formerly 
Kulikov. 

A-5907999, Sommerkamp, Arnold. 
A-5213664, Steskanin, William, or Bill 

Stesko. 
A-2098982, Stosich, Marko, or Marcos 

Zoyas Siles. 
A-5589571, Szewczyk, Kate, alias Cather-

ine Szewczyk. 
A-5165425, Szewczyk, Ignacy. 
A-5725387, Takata, J iro, or George Takata. 
A-7118500, Taveira, Maria Clothilde Mar-

tins. 
A-5434215, Portis, Rut h (nee Urguhart). 
A-3479202, Wang, Florence, alias Florence 

P iWsia Wang Teng. 
A-5380160, Warren, Alice Julienne (nee 

Levacher or Alice Fiquet). 
A-2471388, Wei Yu, Djong Wayland, or 

Wayland Djorg. 
A-1356959, Wessel, Max George. 
A-3616338, White, John Herbert. 
A-4956728, Willoughby, Barbara Adice,. or 

Alice or Barbara Adice Dalgleish (nee Word). 
A-4984579, Wolhendler, David, alias David 

Wold. 
A-2137759, Yurich, Frank. 
A-3759782, Abe, Fujiye, or Fujiye Bode, or 

Fujuyie Sakata. 
A-2478324, Alves, Manuel. 
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• A-4079647, Anemoures, Demosthenes, Ev

angelos, .or James Evangelos. 
A-7754257, Anglada, Manuel O. Zariquiey 

y, or Manuel Zariquiey Angalada, or Manuel 
O. Zariquiey. 

A-3462443, Ba.cchione, Domenico. 
A-6160685, Bacchus, Habeeb. · 
A-5811850, Baillie, Zillah. 
A-5737148, Baker, Hyman Noah, or Hymie 

Baker. 
A-5837681, Bartee, Elsa Anne. 
A-7096163, Beck, Elmer Into or Into Ilmarl 

Suhonen. 
A-5401170, Bense.la., Giuseppe, or Giuseppe 

Bensaga, or Joseph Bensaier, or Guiseppe 
Bensaya. 

A-6990512, Berghoff, Jerome, or Aaron Leo 
Ginsberg. 

A-5796563, Block, Julia, or Sister Mary 
Vincentia. 

A-7176702, Bakios, Efthalia Vassillos Zer
voulia. 

A-7354859, Boluda, Louis Roger. 
A-2585736, Boyajian, Arousag, or Rose Mary 

Boyajian. 
A-3748687, Bridges, Frank Sherlock. 
A-5877409, Broome, Stanley George, or 

Stanley George Amey. 
A-7423l97, Brown, Virginia Sabater (nee 

Sabater). 
A-7362345, Burnett, Brenda Caroline, for

merly Brenda Caroline Simpson. 
A-7362346, Burnett, Glenis Pamela, for-

merly Glenis Pamela Simpson. 
A-6976783, Campbell, Alfred John. 
A-7043314, Campisano, Frank Anthony. 
A-7262109, Carpenter, George, or George 

Carpenter Passejian. 
A-7123585, Carpenter, Josephine Semone 

Cosand. 
A-5599299, Chao, Celia Hwa Guen, or Celia 

Huan. 
A-6982613, Chase, Beryl, or Beryl Small 

De Chase (nee Small). 
A-6982614, Chase, Yvonne Patricia. 
A-4642604, Cheong, Cheung, or Tack 

Chong. 
A-5757153, Cherve.n, Mary Sophie (nee 

Mary Sophie Reichel) . 
A-4935364, Clarke, William John. 
A-3563403, Collazo, Maria, or Maria Paiz, 

or Maria Molina. 
A-1251448, Colze, Wilhelm Leo, or Wilhelm 

Leo ·Francis Colze. 
A-5750902, Cornell, Isadore, or Isadore 

Kanell. 
A-6708955, Covello, Florentina (nee 

Amato). 
A-7186426, Dacey, Margarete (nee Hill). 
A--5273901, Daddow, Elizabeth Jane (nee 

Veale). 
A-4538840, D' Alessandro, Benedetto, or 

D' Alessandro Benedetto, or Benny Castelli. 
A-3098806, Dapontis, George Antonios. 
A-7202716, Dawidczyk, Leokadia Ryducha, 

or Lucy Sarah Dawidczyk, or Leokadja 
Ruducha. 

A-7061272, Dazio, Chiara Angela Marina. 
A-3854994, De Esparza, Theresa Arroyo dor 

De Fontes. 
A-7188407, De Hernandez, Florinda Armen-

dares. 
A-6261642, DeUgianis, Maritsa. 
A-6873511, DeUgianis, Eleftheria. 
A-6873512, Deligianis, George. 
A-7010933, Delisi, Wendy Teresa, formerly 

Pearson. 
A-4216989, De Molina, Celia Melendez, or 

Celia Melemdez, or Celia M. Molina. 
A-5664486, De Rosales, Soledad Morones. 
A-2563522, Din, Badar Ud, or Badar Ud 

Din Gorsl. 
A-4693497, Drachler, Louis Davis. 
A-7224968, Durnell, Edith Marion (nee 

White). 
A-4161607, End, Edward. 
A-1175433, Escobedo, Marfa. 
A-3394109, Eshelby, James Wesley. 
A-4408331, Fala, John. 
A-4484324, Finegood, Atty (nee snverfarb). 

A-4943398, Fineman, Sidney. 
A-7263010, Folio, Yvette Germaine Tour

tois, or Yvette Germaine Tourtois. 
A-7263011, Folio, Gerard Michel Tourtois, 

or Gerard Michel Tourtois. 
A-7263012, Folio, Louis Edmond Tourtois, 

or Louis Edmond Tourtois. 
A-7264767, Friedmann, Eveline Henriette. 
A-1297481, Frohn, Valentine (nee Valen-

tine Yu). 
A-7049286, Garza Isaura. 
A-1668107, Giorgi, Gino. 
A-1119471, Girardi, Sam. 
A-6678004, Glasman, Izak. 
A-6678020, Glasman, Jolan (nee Klein). 
A-3986030, Gaby, Thomas, or "Tom" Goby. 
A-5067258, Gomez, Eduardo Bao, or Manuel 

Gomez. 
A-3857260, Gonzalez, Joseph Casal, or Jose 

Casal Gonzalez, or Joseph Gonzalez. 
A-43872.57, Goodman, Max, or Motel Gont-

macher. 
A-5262046, Goss, Eva Lillian (nee Pickard). 
A-7873904, Greaux, Joseph Gabriel. 
A-4284559, Green, Jack, formerly John 

Greenberg. 
A-4803905, Green, Dora Esther, formerly 

Dora Esther Greenberg (nee Serota). 
A-3257180, Greipel, Alois. 
A-3562620, Greulich, Ernest Heinrich Erich, 

or Ernest Erich Greulich, or Erich E. Greu-
lich. 

A-7439173, Hadz!costantinou, Constanti
nos, or Constantinos Hadziconstantinou. 

A-6703140, Harris, Athanasia Constantine 
(nee Mallires or Athanasia Haralampopou
las). 

A-6057286, Hepworth, Norman William. 
A-6597600, Heuberg Rachela. 
A-5123964, Hirsch, Gloria Gertrude Green

berg. 
A-6623134, Hollander, Bernardo, or Bern-

ardo Hollander Grun. 
A-1543051, Huber, Emil. 
A-3007292, Ibrahim, Mohamed. 
A-1883063, Imbrogno, Giulio, or Francesco 

Imbrogno. 
A-8834948, Inouye, Ys.te.ro, or John Ya.taro 

Inouye, or John Ya.taro Inoye. 
A-9798290, Inwood, Leslie Harold. 
A-2619905, Ja.nicka, Mary, or Maryanna 

Witkowska, or Rogowska. 
A-1441065, Johnson, Alma. 
A-6954768, Kanellos, George Dimitrios, or 

George Canellas. 
A-7136803, Karas, Peggy (nee Liacopoulos 

or Panagiota Constantinou). 
A-4443941, Karki, Ester M:¥U"a (nee 

Kotala). 
A-4002885, Katchur, Rose, or Rose Sloan, 

or Chaya Rachel Schlaian. 
A-6836915, Kauppi, Bengt Harry, a.nd 

Bengt Harry Mattson. 
A-1070225, Kazias, Vas111os Kosmas. 
A-6441569, Kessler, Reginald R. 
A-6928172, Khade, Miriam Anton. 
A-6928173, Khader, Anton Elia S. Khalil, 

or Anton E. Khader, or Anton Khader. 
A-5613065, Kivinen, Lelia Amos Martha, or 

Lelia Amos Martha Fisher, or Leila Martha. 
Kivinen. 

A-6919645, Klein, Doris Regine. 
A-7826036, Knittle, Viola. 
A-1212306, Koster, Stanislaw, or Stanley 

Koster, or Charles Koster. 
A-1534347, Lapatas, John or Lapas, or 

Ioannis Bassilliou Lapatas, or Bassill Lapatas, 
or John Bassilliou Lapatas. 

A-4810260, Lara-Heriberto, Enrique, or 
Enrique Heriberto Lara. 

A-3158305, Lawrence, Rheba Malinda (nee 
Lucas). 

A-6605462, Lee, Hwa-Ni, or Lawrence Hwa.
Ni Lee. 

A-6704095, Lee, Lydia Shui-Yen (nee 
Shen). 

A-6142231, Leng, Shao Chuan. 
A-7092041, Lichtenstein, Peter Lad.any!, or 

Peter Ladanyi. 
A-6504787, Ling, Juliet Tchou. 

A-2997441, Ling, Cboh Chun. 
A-7267779, Long, Patricia Hermine (nee 

Thomsett). 
A-1077226, Lopez, Jose Gudierrez, or Jose 

Curtiez or Gutierrez. 
A-5740455, MacMillan, John Francis. 
A-2660936, Malafouris, Chara.lambos, or 

Bob Malafourls. 
A-6803987, Mandel, Armand. 
A-6406978, Mangania.c;, Christos N. 
A-7375504, Martens, Geraldine Gisela, or 

Gerhardine (Gerda) Gisela Kueffens. 
A-3482021, Martini, Nicholas. 
A-3482016, Martini, Catherine (nee Merle). 
A-7015094, Martini, Junior, Nicolas. 
A-7015095, Martini, Evel-yn Helen. 
A-5165961, Mastrogeorgopoulos, Ioannis, or 

John Master. 
A-3598451, Mateus, Duarte. 
A-1684198, Matsui, Takejiro. 
A-4386046, McEachern, John Angus. 
A-6458422, Mclilligott, Justin William. 
A-6458421, McElligott, Ann Gabrielle. 
A-4076671, ?.'IcGinnis, Ernest Livingston. 
A-7243285, Mel, Patsy, or Patsy Kong Mey. 
A-5564754, Meiras, Antonio, or Antonio 

Siso, or Antonio Mieras Siso. 
A-2061604, Messa.dos, Vassilios, or VassiUos 

Stamitiou Messa.dos, or William Massas. 
A-1387508, Miller, Charles Herbert. 
A-7886273, Miller, Coral Elizabeth. 
A-5618461,' Mitsopoulos, Nicolas, or Nick or 

Nicoloas Moustos. 
A-3802889, Mizen, Ernest Westwood. 
A-6063039, Monasterio, Arthur Gardner. 
A-4653393, Moreno, Marta Esperanza Ram-

irez. 
A-1037812, Navarro, Diego Gallardo. 
A-3515640, Nom, Mon Ching, or Hing Mun, 

or Mun Hing. 
A-6374930, Novosad, Maria Aloisia, or 

Maria Louisa Nowosad. 
A-3467666, Nozawa, Shlchiroku. 
A-3710992, Ordonez, Ranulfo Egar, or 

Ranulfo Ordonez. 
A-6350831, Papamikoa, Irene. 
A-7282694, Perandones, Pedro Pedrosa. 
A-7868302, Pereira, Nelson Santos. 
A-7264790, Perron, Magda Vincenzina, or 

Magda Vincenzina Bier. 
A-7948772, Peterson, Manfred, formerly 

Wegman. 
A-3363218, Pezzuti, Michele Angelo, or 

Mike Pasty, or Mike Pazi. 
A-4130486, Pitta, Rosalia Stanko, or Rose 

Pitta, formerly Rozali~ Manusov Stanko, or 
Rosa Nyari or Varga. 

A-4098715, Potter, Bertha (nee Zack). 
A-554G621, Puccio, Antonio or Anthony. 
A-5707372, Puccio, Salvatora., or Sally (nee 

Martihi). 
A-2655837, Puckerin, Joseph Archibald. 
A-1122393, Radich, Vlaho, or Chaires Blaz 

Radich. 
A-7135349, Ralteri, Gina Domenica (nee 

Passerini) . 
A-4176023, Redllng, Joseph. 
A-7184730, Reiss, Hans. 
A-1475692, Resanovich, Adam. 
A-3947582, Ribas, Gumersindo Louis, or 

Gumersindo Louis Ribas Y Forto. 
A-5064504, Rlbner, Sime or Rubner (nee 

Wojnelower). 
A-3566791, Ring, Sylvia (nee Gold). 
A-7092743, Rocca, Domenico Della. 
A-4847286, Rode, Konstantius Balthazar. 
A-5358463, Rosales-Benavides, Cipriano. 
A-7367118, Saccoccia, Nella (nee Nella D1 

Pillo). · 
A-6435181, Santos, Benjamine (nee Gon

zales). 
A-4526743, Schafer, Doris June (nee 

Murray). 
A-6441475, Schamber, Selma, or Selma 

Strauss. 
A-1544255, Schwab, Lillian, or Lillian Ru

dolph (nee Lillian Goldman or Thelma 
Schwab or "Teddy"). 

A-1471905, Scime, Raimonda (nee Sclas ... 
cla). 
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A-2417573 , Scinica, Fortunato, or Fortu· 

nato Sceneca. 
A-3090640, Scotto, Luigl. 
A-6403266, Se'dita, S alvatore. 
A-3810778, Sen, Chu Do, or Do Sen Chu. 
A-4809716, Shapiro, Lillian (nee Meyer or 

Ravira or Raisel Meyer). 
A-7858555, Shipley, Emma, formerly Emma 

Fabrocini. 
A-3041795, Skaleris, Nick George, or Nick 

K aler is. 
A-7222259, Simonds, Nivia Rosa R ivera 

Sandoval Rogers. 
A-3598150, Sjotun, Harold, or Harold Sjo-

thun. · 
A-3838291, Sliwa, Julia. 
A-4059205, Snarie, Mimah Alimah, or Mi

mah Aliman Curtiss, or Alimah Devi Mimah, 
or Alimah Devi, or Mimah Alimah. 

A-3022439, Sorrentino, Gennaro. 
A-7394621, St ephenson, Hubert, or Jubert 

Halston, or Ephrain Stephenson. 
A-6581946, Stewart, Zigrida Margareta, or 

Zigrida Margarete Stewart, or Zigrida S tew
art, or Zigrida Margareta Graudino, or Zi
grida Margareta Grosel. 

A-6884670, Stirling, Charles Nicholas. 
A-5444030, Storm:::r, Lillie (nee Robertson). 
A-6440949, Stroch!ic, Carol or Carl. 
A-6440S48, Strochlic, Sabina (nee Bhoch 

or Bhock). 
A-7985398, Sweeting, J udy Deanne. 
A-4163209, Tanaka, Fumi Tatsuoka Mori

yama. 
A-4377561, Thomas, David Daniel. 
A-9747117, Titchen, John Alexander, or 

Alexander J ohn Titchen, or Alexander J. 
Tiehen, or John A. T itchen. 

A-4204187, Trafemchuk, Alexander. 
A-4797143, Tso, Shih, or Tso Shih, or 

Joshph Tso Shih. 
A-1479020, Vales, Harry Emanuel, or 

Chara.lamboa Varelakis, or Haraloabos Eman· 
uel Varelakis. 

A-5032104, Varnes, Hedel Julia, or Hedel 
Julia Cott, or Jadwiga Stefanja Cotowna. 

A-3493647, Waltanen, Kosti Alexander, or 
Kosti Waltanen. 

A-6163778, Wang, Hsioh-Wu. 
A-2389787, Wilson, Arnold Usse,- or Arnold 

Wilson. 
A-7177885, Wilson, Marianne Hedwig (nee 

Witte). 
A-7371751, Wirtz, Eckhard Johannes, or 

Eckhard Johannes Leja, or Eckhard Kytzia. 
A-1513918, Woitkewicz, Julius, or Wojtke

wicz or Julius Karski. 
A-7039520, Wong, Lorrie T in Lock, or Tin 

Lock Wong. 
A-7243482, Yabe, Mitsuye, or Mary Mitsute 

Yabe, or Mitsuye Nishihama. 
A-6858242, Yang, R ichard Fu-Sen. 
A-2866753, Yee, Wai Yum. 
A-7560751, Yee, Yoeh-Ming Ting (nee 

Ting). 
A-6972366, Yien, Hwang Han. 
A-2169996, Chan, Shuk Yee, or Shuk Yee 

Chan Hwang. 
A-1790288, Yoshihara Masako. 
A-1443370, Young, Frederick Nelson, or 

Frederick Gustav Jung. 
A-7463580, Zei, La Donnie, or Lo Donnie 

Zei. 
A-5216657, Alessi, Albino. 
A-4381732, Angelini, Ernesto Romeo. 
A-4190326, Angelino, Achille. 
A-4710375, Angelino, Mariantonia (nee 

Perrino or Maria Perrino Angelino or M. An
tonia Angelino Perrino) . 

A-2719067, Arriaga, Mario Rosario. 
A-4738613, Aslanoglou, Leonidas, alias Leo 

Slano, alias Leo Xeno Slano. 
A-5104423, Bauer, Joseph. 
A-4356772, Behar, Clara. 
A-4288750, Bercarich, Anthony or Antonio. 
A-4316950, Berger, Moris. 
A-3340793, Bew, Mon, or Yen Mon. 
A-1923586, Bojinoff, Paraskevia Batskowa 

or Bonzoff, alias Bessie Bojinoff. 
A-1503041, Bratos, John, or John Vretos, or 

Jon Vretos, or Ioanis Bretos. 
A-7868369, Bryan, John Robeson. 

A-4576779, Bubuch1, Peter Constantino, or 
Evangelos Bubuchi, or Peter Constanin<> 
Sprios, or Peter Spiros. 

A-4737170, Camara, Francisco Tomas. 
A-4306180, Canali, Giovanni (John Canali). 
A-7385402, Candelaria, Paz. 
A-4868451, Car, .Janka (John), or Steve 

E vaka, or Stefan Evaka, or Steve Evakoff, or 
Istvan emir or Czal\ or Carr or Zar. 

A-3312338, Cassiotis, Theodoros. 
A-5085705, Champendal, Ella Elisabetha. 
A-6163772, Chang, Jyh-Huei, or William 

Jyh -lrnei Chang. 
A--8392886, Chang, Ke-Ming. 
A-3086937, Chen, Sun, or Wing Sang. 
A-9574860, Choon, Lee Ch o, or Lee Cho 

Chun, or Cho Choon, or Lee C'hoy Choon, or 
Lee Choon. 

A-4253431, Chow, Ng Goon, or Ng Ngoon 
Dew or Dau. 

A-3551013, Chun, K am Yuen, or William 
Kan Yuen Chun. 

A-6732044, Cote, David Leon. 
A-3595935, Cretella, Baldassarre, or Benny 

Cretella. 
A-7550535, Crosbie, Grover Stanley, or 

Grover Crosbie. 
A-3660919, Culligan, Martha Barbara. 
A-1058805, D'Amico, Nicola Carmine. 
A-4348153, Dapontis, Ioannis, presently 

-known as John Dapontis. 
A-6593620, Davis, Willemina. 
A-5251212, Dean, Fanny. 
A-7069478, D3Bayser, Laurence Marie 

Jeanne. 
A-7071618, DeBayser, Catole. 
A-7064182, D3Caro, Francesco Paolo. 
A-7249017, Del Giudice, Maria Teresa (nee 

Viola or Teresa Viola), Teresa Del Giudice. 
A-2085630, DeLuevano, Gregoria Pedroza 

Vda, also Gregoria Pedroza. 
A-6233702, Di Giacoma, Luciano. 
A-6237313, Di Giacoma, Carmela. 
A-1356207, Din, Wahab. 
A-4037088, Doo, Jung Shu, or Jung Shee 

Tong, or Peter S . Jung. 
A-1619782, Doukas, Nicolaos, or Nicolaos 

John Doukas, or Nick Doukas. 
A-2658728, Eckert, John, or Janos Eckert. 
A-5450258, Edgar, John Nelson. 
A-7096916, Ennis, Emmy (Emmy Weyrich) 

(nee Kraemer). 
A-9737359, Enxuto, Carlos. 
A-3997988, Espinosa-Carrillo, Delfino, alias 

Dale Espinosa. 
A-1530949, Fat, Eng, or Henry Eng. 
A-4356656, Gaensslen, Paul August Otto. 
A-4917566, Garvey, Albert Victor. 
A-3324038, Garzia, Giovanni Omera. 
A-6362195, Gee, Joseph Doo-Keung. 
A-6171929, George, Emilia (nee Gouvou-

sis). 
A-6088385, Giles, Mary Ann· (nee Smith). 
A-6496388, Goldstein, Samuel. 
A-6472385, Goldstein, Taube (nee Frank· 

furte11). 
A-5955757, Gonzales-Villicana, Miguel. 
A-1011226, Gosselin, Lorraine J., formerly 

Claudia Marie. 
A-7262019, Grassi, Maria Immacolata. 
A-7125377, Grego, Natalia Mastracchio. 

_ A-5025210, Grischuk, Walter Jacob. 
A-3663583, Guerrera, Donato. 
A-4497100, Guido, Thomas, or Tommasino 

Guido. 
A-4428935, Halasz, Gabriel or Gabor. 
A-4945626, Hamasaki, Haruji, or Haruzl 

Hamasaki, or Hitoshi Hamasaki, or Harry 
Hamasaki, or Harry Hama, or Harry Kasui Ha· 
masaki. 

A-4565540, Hanella, Alfred, or Alfred Ha· 
melia. 

A-6639271, Harris, Caryl Anne. 
A-3158718, Hasson, Esther (nee Adevah or 

Michela Rohas or Rojas) • 
A-6323339,' Hawtin, Edward Mervyn (Felt· 

ham) (Foster). 
A-3445319, Hider, Husslne Deeb, alias Harry 

Hider. 
A-3459540, Hider, Mohammed Deeb, or 

Mike Hider. 

A-1733400, Hietanen, Hilma, or Hilma &un-
dell (nee Juusenaho) • 

A-2725986, H rschal, Paula Anna. 
A-7769313, Hsu, En-Yun. 
A-6032936, Hsu, Tung-Kuei. 
A-6489134, Huber, Britta Sylvia Eleonoid. 
A-2763719, Ida, Isaku, or Toraichi Oishi. 
A-7360460, Iverson, Catherine Anne, or 

Catherine Anne Bond. 
A-6893630, Jimenez, Rudolfo, or Rudolph 

G amble. 
A-3526330, Jones, Cuthbert McDonald. 
A-7274302, K aan, Sze Kin. 
A-7274301, Kaan, Ann Chang. 
A--8343646, Kantzo, Efstratios. 

· A-6343645, Kantzos, John. 
A-2403662, Katsiaris, Christos. 
A-4743298, Katz, Molly, or Mali Katz. 
A-7008891, Kinsey, Shirley Joanna. 
A-6371576, Kitcher, Janette Estelle. 
A-3374470, Kobzeff, John P., or Ivan P. 

Kobzeff. 
A-3374471, Kobzeff, Julia (nee Tickunoff). 
·A-1355886, Kondrutzkov, Dimitri. 
A-1443419, Kondrutzkov, Daria (nee Pe-

trova). 
A-5201518, Kotchos, Dimitrios Vasiliou, or 

Jim Vasil KotchoJI. 
A-4990341, Krznovich, John. 
A-1116780, Kuintiene, Chana. 
A-2499249, Kumagai, Tomi (nee Tomi 

Yosh:da). 
A-7246551, Kuo, Maying, or Ma Mu Yin 

Kuo. 
A-7246552, Kuo, Joseph Dennis, or Sun 

Yang Kuo, or Sing Yang Kuo. 
A-7246553, Kuo, Marie Esther, or Yen Shi 

Kuo. 
A-5219771, Lam, Shin Hing, or Lam Shin 

Hing. 
A-4674687, Lasuita, Michael. 
A-7079616, Lee, Milton Chun, or Milton C. 

Lee. 
A-7069322, Lee, Peng May Kau, or May Kau 

Feng. 
A-7069321, Lee, Milton Chun, Jr., or Mil-

ton Lee, Jr. 
A-7200791, Lee, Marion, or Mei Lan Lee. 
A-4125377, Lee, Samuel, or Lee Wing. 
A-7006439, Lee, Whamok Kim, or Wha Mok 

Kim, or Kim Wha Mok, or Whamok Kim, or 
Kim Whamoe. 

A-2557792, Lee, I. Kyung, or I Kyeng Lee, 
or Lee I. Kyung. · 

A-5342497, Leguia, Victor Ernesto, or Victor 
Legua Camacho. 

A-2232168, Leibowitz, Mary (nee Pappel
baum). 

A-7385545, Lemmo, Antonio, or Anthony 
Lemmo. 

A-7600174, Lew, Grace Li-En, or Lew Li
En. 

A-7268435, Ling, Yee, or Ling Yee, or Charle 
Yee. 

A-6699077, Linthicum, Elizabeth Jane 
Worsley, or Elizabeth Joyce Worsley Lin
thicum. 

A-1888029, Lisette, Dorothy Louise. 
A-4988427, Little, Winifred Maud (nee 

Smillie). 
A-6033423, Liu, James Che-Ming. 
A-7125315, Liu, Tsousue Kao. 
A-7457082, Liu, Lonnie. 
A-2749540, MacDonald, Dorothy Anna (nee 

Symes). 
A-4655168, Martinez, Francisco Zarate. 
A-3389010, Martinez, Sidronio, or Sidronio 

Martin, or Sidronio Gallardo Martin, or Sid
ronio G. Martinez Cifronio Martin. 

A-7178602, Marzahan, Hans-Ulrich. 
A-6836916, Mattson, Bo Olof, or Bo Olof 

Kauppi. 
A-3409854, McCullough, Edward Victor. 
A-5827389, McKendrick, Mary Barclay 

Strachan. 
A-4189822, Meha, Tuta. 
A-5638694, Mendes, John, or ·Tom Mendes. 
A-1319851, Minchetf, Petko Panayototf, or 

peorge Petroff, or George Peters. 
' A-4425319, Mizen, Amy Ruth, or Amy Ruth 

Warren. 
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A-4172428, Montecino, Antenor or An-

tonio. 
A-4318326, Romera, Vicenta Lorca. 
A-5578346, Montesinos, Concepcion Garcia. 
A-6630324, Montesinos, Vicenta. 
A-7032857, Montesinos, Manuel Fernandez. 
A-6630320, Montesinos, Conchita. 
A-5448363, Nakamura Fumiye, or Fumiye 

Uyeno. 
A-2388264, Nakagawa, John, or Sunkichl 

Nakagawa. 
A-7240047, Nichols, Frederick W., formerly 

Fritz Wolfgang Peterbauer. 
A-5942955, Ohab, Walter, or Wladyslaw 

Ohab, or Ladislaw Ohab. 
A-5441064, Oldakowska, Halina. 
A-3496978, Paetzold, Helene Henriette. 
A-5706590, Patterson, Alexandra Photos 

Leriou. 
A-9563511, Pavic, Valdimir. 
A-3915147, Pearman, Faith Mazie, or Faith 

Mazie Adams. 
A-1006704, Persi, Angelo. 
A-4387401, Peterson, Boris, or Boleslaw 

Treschin sky or Trescinski. 
A-7957311, Petrini, Stefano. 
A-3877925, Pinard, Alphonse Joseph. 

A-4727552, Pinto, Abilio Fernandes, or Abilio 
Pinto Fernandes. 

A-2495735, Podvinecz, Hermine, or Hermine 
Racz. 

A-7372124, Pompei, Pietro. 
A-7204914, Pozzi, Giovannina or Carusone. 
A-3764980, Provenghi, Bruno George. 
A-5047014, Provenghi, Enrica Bombardelll. 
A-7026553, Provenghi, Guido or John. 
A-7026387, Provenghi, Anita Costa. 
A-7026388, Provenghi, Carlos Bruno. 
A-6925878, Pullin, Patricia Anne. 
A-6033784, Quade, Lois Edna, or Bertha 

Edna Nicholas, or Mary Beatrice Nichols. 
A-4043273, Radke, Gustav Daniel. 
A-7019744, Radke, Russell Alvin. 
A-7019745, Radke, Stella Marie (now Heg-

sted). 
A-7020727, Radke, Elford Daniel. 
A-7375847, Ramil, Beatriz Betty. 
A-6810067, Reedy, Enrico Lucido. 
A-5099071, Reins, William Cornelius, or 

Cornelius William Reins, or William Reins. 
A-4596588, Reins, Salmi Adalfina (nee Da-

vantti). 
A-7079633, Resch, Renate. 
A-7079634, Resch, Gerhard. 
A-3321611, Romagnolo, Vincenzo, or Vin-

cent or "Jim" Romagnuolo. 
A-3105579, Romano, Silverio. 
A-6999695, Romero, Norma Borbolla. 
A-4294885, Rosenholm, Oscar, or Oscar 

Alecei (or Alacai or Alepei) Waldemar Rosen
hold, alias Oscar Alecei Waldemar, alias 
George Lee. 

A-5217146, Sagara, Mie. 
A-4262120, Santos, Dioselina Quiroz-de los, 

alias Dioi>elina Marie Lopez-de los Santos. 
A-5467347, Schayek, Farha Sassoon. 
A-3440635, Schayek, Louise Sassoon. 
A-5312037, Scherlitz, William Albert, or Al-

bert William Scherlitz. 
A-3213351, Serpi, Liugi. 
A-3784794, Shee, Yee (Yee Kwan Yee), or 

Mary Lee. 
A-7372138, Shew, Mah, or Harold Mah. 
A-6161419, Shibayama, Tatsue. 
A-6161420, Shibayama, Yuzo. 
A-7841053, Sodini, Cherubini Bertuccelli. 
A-7841052, Sodini, Lorretta. 
A-7955505, Soulides, Demetrious Apostolou. 
A-6958019, Spafford, Lillian Mumford, or 

Lillian Mumford McDermott, or Lilyan Mc
Dermott, or Louise McGee. 

A-7112885, Spence, Ofelia Carmona,· or 
Ofelia Valdes O 'Farrill, or Ofelia Carmona · 
O'Farrill. 

A-3868721, Stacy, Linda (nee Linda Eleanor 
Weaver), alias Linda Levensen, alias Linda 
Steiner. 

A-4855576, Stocklitsch, Hermine, or Her
mine Stock. 

A- 7416007, Straussman, Olga Schwartz. 
A-7416008, Straussman, Jean Claude. 

A-7416009, Straussman, Llllane. 
A-4864596, Tagliavia, Antonino, or An

tonio Tagliavia, or Tony Poma. 
A-6982514, Tavoularides, Efstratis, or Ef· 

stratis Demetri Tavoularides, or Paul Cos
tides, or Paul Georges. 

A-5162622, Tedford, George Edward. 
A-4958539, Tedford, Mary McSwinney. 
A-7457228, Till, Margaret Maria Momberg 

Weber. 
A-7094105, Tischler, Salo. 
A-7037981, Tolton, Charles Gordon. 
A-3434944, Tonge, James Hezekiah. 
A-4641717, Vaik, Evald Alexander Arthur, 

or Eva ld or Ewald Wack, or Edward Madison. 
A-7372105, Volker, Carmen Astrid. 
A-3049044, Walker, Arosemond, alias Arose

mond or Rose Boyd. 
A-7419745, Weiss, Robert, or Robert Herd· 

rick. 
A-5455131, Whelan, Florence, or Florence 

Lampert, or Florence Brett Ruth Whelan. 
A-7394768, Wyrick, Brunhilde Vicktoria, 

formerly Brunhilde Vicktoria Hand!. 
A-3643395, Ying, Lee. 
A-3366268, Zampas, Eugene George. 
A-3955646, Zampas, Eugene, Jr. 
A-6006493, Zampas, Anna. 
A- 1411892, Zorrilla, Eligio. 
A-7547137, Liu, Wen-Tsin. 
A-2070080, Lukats, Maria or Maria De 

Luka ts. 
A-6330533, Sze, Nancy Wei-Fong Lee. 
A-6624909, Sze, Yi-Kwei. 
A-5890254, Wei, Tseh Heen. 
A-7547138, Wei, S aling Chung. 
A-7547136, Wei, Fong. 
A-7547144, Wei, Yuling or Jacqueline. 
A-7547139, Wei, Madeline or Yaling. 
A-4932112, Goldstein, Clara Pearl or 

Golden. 
A-4932272, Goldstein, Jack or Golden. 
V-1427412, Westra, Caroline Marietta. 
A-6293227, Partovi, Manuchehr or Ma-

nuchehr Manu Partovi. 

The !'esolution was agreed to. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN ALIENS 

The Clerk called the concurrent reso
lution <S. Con. Res. 63) favoring the 
suspension of deportation of certain 
aliens. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the concurrent resolution, as fol· 
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Con• 
gress favors the suspension of deportation 
in the case of each alien hereinafter named, 
in which case the Attorney General has 
suspended deportation for more than 6 
months: 

A-6330838, Acevedo-Gamboa, Juan. 
A-7070049, Aguirre, Salvador, or Salvador 

Aguirre-Heredi. 
A-7070730, Aguirre, Eliseo. 
A-5669738, Aliprantis, Gerassimoss Elias, 

or Jerry Elias Aliprantis. 
A-5898717, Aoki, Hisako, or Hisa Aoko. 
A-4564620, Baker, Fay, or Fay Bass or Falge 

Haas. 
A-6040312, Hass, Morris. 
A-5140696, Barata, Jose Antunes, or Joseph 

Antunes Barata. 
A-3933627, Barba, Jesus Munoz, alias 

Ewigdio Munoz Barba and Emilio Barba. 
A-7351287, Barry, Florence May Evelyn. 
A-1514930, Birle, Friedrich Karl, or Fritz or 

Fred Birle. 
A-6887046, Boyd, Blanche Theresa (nee 

Warmington). 
A-2846568, Burgess, Miriam Constance (nee 

Murphy). 
A-7122604, Camamis, Theodor~ •. 
A-4800910, Candellini, Mario. 
A-5098486, Charous, Albin, or Albin Roe

beling. 

A-7297258, Chen, Bu Shing. 
A-6958543, Cheng, Shang-Wu. 
A-6848447, Cheng, Tsu-I Wang. 
A-3961645, Cheney, Jennie Bastina. 
A-2327066, Chiba, Akira. 
A-3629239, Chin-Tsuei, Lee, alias Anne Lee 

Young. 
A-3217461, Chiwakl, Ai (nee Tamura). 
A-6388596, Chung, Roberto Yi Tack. 
A-6849314, Cotte, Charles Marie Jean. 
A-7171732, Cotte, Marie Henriette, or Marie 

Louise Cotte (nee Charlemagne) . 
A-5127606, Dalberg, Teobold Ludwig. 
A-6669920, Diamond, Bella (nee Green

berg), or Blanka Diakentsztejn. 
A-5273768, DiMatteo, Francisco, alias 

Frank DiMatteo Frank Call1garee. 
A-5363172, Duran, Consuelo. 
A-5004726, E1fe, Frederick. 
A-7371791, Eleftmann, Hartmut. 
A-6839917, Faustino, Fae Judith. 
A-6839918, Faustino, Daniel. 
A-1000241, Fischer, George Richard, or 

George Milong. 
A-7361933, Fischl, Bertl David, or David 

Bertl Fischl or Bertl David. 
A-4939160, Flood, Thomas James. 
A-7179926, Fodo, Andrew. 
A-6910444, Fogel, Isaac. 
A-7415215, Foltyn, Renata (nee Leblova). 
A-7419832, Fu, An, or Fu An or Fu Au. 
A-7399566, Fu, Siu-Lian Chen. 
A-7419811, Fu, Hua Priscilla. 
A-4011479, Fung, Ping Kan. 
A-7270824, Giotis, Niki C., or Niki Petros 

Apostol dou: 
A-6292008, Gosling, Judith Pamela, or Ju

dith Pamela Murdock. 
A-6292009, Gosling, Linda Margaret, or 

Linda Margaret Murdock. 
A-2144764, Gunnarson, Gustave Adolf 

Velfrid, or Gus Gunnarson. 
A-5409334, Haack, Jeinrich Johann, alias 

Henry Haack. 
A-6400116, Hadidian, Dikran Yenovk. 
A-597853{), Hadlund, Peter Larcon or Peter 

Larson or Peter Lan:on Nedlund. 
A-7192778, Haire, Carmen Judy (nee Car-

men Judy Furnari) . 
A-7026369, Hamano, Tadashl. 
A-4855815, Hamano, Kamejiro. 
A-4855836, Hamano, Shizuko. 
A-5924057, Harris, Johnnie, or John Harris 

or Charlie or Jolly Robinson. 
A-7424123, Harrison, Katherine Christina, 

formerly Pirkko Helena Piiparinen. 
A-3767849, Higuchi, Hatsuno. 
A-5465265, Hinsch, Dorothea Frieda (nee 

Lindborst). 
A-7809492, Hulsenbusch, Hansi Curt. 
A-7809493, Hulsenbusch, Mario Detle.f. 
A-7809491, Hulsenhusch, Evelyn Margaret. 
A-5313389, Hsi-Tseng, Wen, or Wen Shi 

Tseng. 
A-7390943, Illinger, Karl Heinz. 
A-2443853, Ishikawa, Toshitaro. 
A-2946491, Ishikawa, Komano Orta. 
A-4094816, Jackson, Jerry Francis. 
A-2319648, Jennings, Grace Mildred Violet 

(nee Whate), or Grace Mildred Scott. 
A-4559276, Jensen, Aksel Elon. 
A-1811886, Juditch, Avram Misa, or Ayram 

M. Juditch or A vrah Juditch. 
A-5436861, Kanakakis, Antonios Steve, w 

Anthony Kanakakis. 
A-30172~1. Kanapka, George. 
A-692170;;,, Kanderis, Evangelos, or Angelos 

Kand eris. 
A-1262169, Karagianis, Matheos s. 
A-3356210, Kawaguchi, Raizo. 
A-1651081, Kefalas, Spyridon Charanambos 

or Spiros Charambos Kefalas or Spires Harry 
Kefalas. 

A-5661155, Kent, Walter Kee, or Bing Kee 
Kent or Kan Kee. 

A-6725862, Kondratenko, Nikolai, or Nich
olas Kondratenko or Nicholas De Witt. 

A-4398788, Kubota, Gogi, or George Kobe, 
or George Kubota or Kenzo Kubota. 

A-3730612, Laaksonen, Alina Pauline, or 
Aliina Pauline or Senni Rautanen. 
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A-7045504, Lai, Daniel, or Lal Dou Yen or 

Lai Dou-Can. 
A-7248054, Lau, Monique Marguerite (nee 

Cherpitel). 
A-6261598, Lazarou, Christina (nee Hagis

tiliadou). 
A-6841244, Lee, Song Kwan, or Paul Lee 

Molina. 
A-3466717, Lee, Young Soon, or Choi Yong 

Soon. 
A-7363010, Ledee, Joseph Gilbert. 
A-7975408, Lefevre, Claude Shu. 
A-7975410, Lefevre, Cecilia Sophie. 
A-1865838, Li, Lien Yen. 
A-5147578, Lightenstein, Ida (nee Zang. 

will). 
A-6589927, Ling, Frank Yu-Suan, alias Yu

Shan Ling. 
A-6437087, Llinares, Juan Salleras. 
A-7247981, Lum, Yuk Wah, or Jenny Lum 

(nee Yuk Wah Noy). 
A-7392099, Mack, Marion Ionie or Ione (nee 

Christian or Smith). 
A-5466819, Madokoro, Sannosuke. 
A-7392826, Madonna, Carla (nee Paganelli). 
A-3961538, Marcy, Grace Bethune (nee 

Grace Elwaine Bethune) . 
A-4921405, Mattes, Stergios Christ. 
A-5303729, Milanese, Giacomo. 
A-3263640, Milgrom, Bella. 
A-1650278, Miura, Koshiro. 
A-1650279, Miura, Haruko, or Haruko 

Masu da (MN). 
A-6335361, Moayeri, Nilfar. 
A-2152035, Mohammed, Saleh Ali, or Salm 

Ali or Sah i Ali or Saleh Ali. 
A-7540739, Morel, Andree, or Andree Jus

tine Morel. 
A-5833521, Morin, Ernest. 
A-3050745, Moulis, Steve, or Efstathios 

Moulis. 
A-7397883, Muehlberger, Heinrich Peter, or 

Heinrich Peter Jud. 
A-7427806, Mullikin, Peggy Ruth, formerly 

Princess Peggy Macedowski. 
A-7118804, Musallam, Sarni Nimer (Dr.). 
A-5394629, Nishikawa, Takeshi, or Philip 

Nishikawa. 
A-6840225, Ortega y Barrera, N~eves, or 

Nieves Soto y Ort ega. 
A-4608755, Oshita, Shigematou, or Naozo 

Mukai. 
A-4608755, Oshita, Rikiye, or K iyono 

Mukai. 
A-7646867, Parker, Johanna Shizu Nari

shima. 
A-4472505, Pagano, GiuGeppe, or Joceph 

P agano. 
A-6054277, Penn, Gloria Ludena. 
A-7778976, Penn, Reuben Alfredo. 
A-7978975, Penn, Dorrie!. 
A-5612932, Perez, Jose, or Jose Perez Rod

riguez or Jose Perez Seoane. 
A-7450566, Perez, Antonio Nelson, or An· 

tonio Nelson Perez y Soto. 
A-6357861, Perkins, Julia Maria Kim, alias 

Julia Maria Han or Julia Maria Han y Kim, 
or Mrs. Harry Kim Perkins. 

A-7240127, Pieczynski, Therese Josephine, 
former ly Therese Josephine Vanden Abeele 
or Therese Josephine Vaden. 

A-7394770, Pietro, Rita (nee Bartollino). 
A-4571123, P inkovsky, John, or John Rob-

ert Shuka. 
A-2631467, Pires, Ignacio. 
A-9688319, Pither, Reginald Leonard. 
A-6970339, Paju, Maryvonne, alias Mary-

vonne Marthe Toussina Larcher. 
A-6970340, Paju, Marianne, alias Marianne 

Louise Neele Larcher. 
A-9794365, Poupalos, Manolis Constantine, 

or Manolis Poupalos. 
A-1122251, Pujol, Pedro Sellares, alias Pablo 

Salas. 
A-2056077, Putala, Veronica, or Sister Mary 

Gisella. 
A-6635466, Reyes y Navarro, Simon. 
A-5422921, Ritter, Huldreich, or Charles 

Ritter. 
A-3995038, Roberts, Ada Jessie. 
A-6310149, Robbins, Rose. 

A-4062904, Robinson, Jack, or Joaquin An
tonio Rodriguez or Joachim Rodriguez. 

A-5172002, Robson, Hilda Arias, or Hilda 
'l'yndall or Hilda Munoz Arias or Hilda Arias 
Torry or Hilda Socorro Arias or Hilda Arias 
Tyndall Torry. 

A-6377064, Rocos, George Constantine, or 
George C. Bocos. 

A-6377037, Rocos, Grammatiki Ioannou, 
or Grammatiki (Kiki) Rocos or Niki Gram
matiki Rocos or Riki Rocos or Kiki Gram
matiki Ioannou or Grammatikl (Kiki) 
Ioanou or Kiki Ioannou. 

A-7361475, Rogers, Gabriel Frank, or Gaber 
Ferenc Jausz. 

A-2357775, Rose, Stanley John. 
A-1074016, Roussell, Marcel Gaston, or 

George Kinelle or George Kinelli. 
A-9631664, Salvador.. Rafael. 
A-6704923, Samppala, Lehja Marjatta (nee 

Nenonen), alias Marietta Samppala. 
A-6082604, Saunders, Dudley Livingston, or 

Dudley Saunders or Dudlye Saunders or Rob
ert James Day. 

A-4942528, Scheibner, Albert Kurt, or Al· 
bert Kurt SCheible. 

A-3651799, Schuller, Katharina, or K ath
arine Baumel. 

A-5300176, Schwarder, Stephenie Eva, or 
Stephenie Eva Murphy (nee Daunts). 

A-5362775, Scotti, Pasquale Scotti, or Patsy 
Scotti. 

A-1462488, Sideris, Nichola::; Aristides, alias 
Nick Sideris. 

A-2963769, S iordia-Languren, Fernando, 
or Fernando Langurel Siordia. 

A-5912083, Smit h, E:iward Joseph. 
A-6268657, Smit!:!, Raphaela Albertha, or 

R aphaela Albertha Roumow. 
A-4895918, Singh, Bisham, or Sucha Singh 

or Bishha Singhy or Sunday Singh. 
A-4185278, Solis, Guillermina Febles. 
A-1718074, Soto, Jose Migueles, or Jose 

Soto. 
A-5212079, Stathos, Koula Vasiliki (nee 

Vouvalidou). 
A-4809160, Stenesto, Martin Nicolaus, or 

Martin Nilsen or Maurice Nelson or Martin 
Nicolaus Nelsen St enesto or Martin Nielsen. 

A-6840090, Stephenson, Patrick John. 
A-7112539, Stewart, Vincent. 
A-1235075, Strougo, Victor, or Raymond 

Andre Lopez y Ateca or Artegas. 
A-7375959, Suemming, Bodo, or Bodo Fritz 

Kurt Suemning. 
A-3284493, Sungy, Helen Jeanette, or Helen 

Jeanette Logas. 
A-2252832, Suzuki, Ichiro. 
A-5972594, Tores, Milan Teodor, or Emile 

M . Tores. 
A-3479084, Tavares, Ludgero, ·alias Luther 

Tavares. 
A-7423302, Thigpen, Jessie Benjamin. 
A-6836237, Thomas, Arth ur Livermoor. 
A-4931820, Ting, Anthony Un-Noeh. 
A-4941257, Torres, Fran ces, or Frances 

Aguiar or Frances Ruerta. 
A-5634703, Torres de Arredondo, Trinidad. 
A-7050974, Trillo, Antonio, or Antonio 

Trillo Ordonez. 
A-7050973, Trillo, Mati de. 
A-7283636, Tuzon, Ernesto. 
A-2022521, Tye, Soo Cheong. 
A-2942693, Vamasescu, Nicolas. 
A-2942694, Vamasescu, Despina Igorosanu, 

or Pai Icy. 
A-7287089, Veloz-Cuevas, Tomas. 
A-3392392, Webel, Anna. 
A-5253477. Weissberg, Otto, alias O tto 

Whitehill. 
A-4892331, Whitlow, John William, or Jack 

Whitlow. 
A-2626095, Wilson, Marguerite M. (nee Lan

dry) , formerly Boggs. 
A-7011658, Won, Eng Seow, or Yvonne Eng. 
A-9579093, Wooster, Walter Wllliam, or 

Chang Kum Sui. 
A-4344406, Wuerstle, Otto. 
A-5363224, Yamaguchi, Hide, or Hide To• 

kunaga. 
A-4391435, Ying, Chang Mo or Chang, or 

Bobby. 

A-4069003, Yoshimura, Shinichl, or Henry 
Yoshimura. 
· A-7457347, Young, Beatrice Raymonde. 

A-2583858, Ysidro, Montoya-Salazar. 
A-6268799, Yuen, Lee Shau, or Lee Sing 

Pik. 
A-6313255, Yuen, Louise Lore. 
A-2075484, Zipper, Fannie, or Florence 

Gardner. 
A-7203901, Zuenterstein, Alfred. 
A-3504425, Akasaki, Yoshio, or Yoshlto Ak

a-saki. 
A-3099496, Akasakl, Isoko, or Isoko Ishl

muro. 
A-4732801, Akiyama, Shizuko (nee Shizuko 

Tada). 
A-3282640, Akume, Hanori, or Roy Akune. 
A-3900724, Alleyne, Rosa Ambrosine, alias 

Rose Ambrozane Alleyne. 
A-5537133, Angelini, Guido, or Guido Blas-

cov~h. . 
A-4931914, Arata, Carlo Angelo, or Carlo 

Arata or Carlo Lodi. 
A-1205335, Arehart, Fernanda Maria (nee 

Peverini). . 
A-7247946, A versa, Rosaria Marrone. 
A-5651299, Avina, Antonio, Andrade. 
A-7457937, Baeshore, K arin Franziska. 
A-7197107, Baker, Hasmig Ruth (nee Kul-

edjian), alias Ha::mik Kesmezkilic. 
A-6363434, Ball, Cyril Thomas. 
A-6363435, Ball, Alwen Elizabeth. 
A-7539287, Barton, George Donald. 
A-5388747, Becht, Margaret Ellen (nee 

Methot) . 
A-4664561, Bercich, Peter, or Peter Brcie. 
A-7094381, Berger, Karin Hildegard. 
A-7371685, Blessas, Robert, or Robert Mas-

simo Ble::;sas or Massimo Robert Blescas for
merly Robert Masimo Vallone. 

A-6461098, Blumberg, Leib. 
A-1005545, Bon fer, Loretta Annie (nee 

White (or LeBlanc) ) , or Loretta Annie Wells. 
A-2585740, Boyajian, Mariam, or Mary or 

Mariam Manogian or Mariam Ambojian. 
A-6986704, Bramble, Yvonn e Mak Ching 

(nee Foo). 
A-7203650, Brand, Shimon, or Simon Brand. 
A-5948261, Brathwaite, Charles Christo-

pher. 
A-9671236, Bresler, Petrus Hermanus. 
A- 6453789, Broacha, F iroze Hormusji. 
A-6740253, Bronstein, Menachem or Melvin. 
A-6887700, Bronstein, Estera or Esther (nee 

Duybn er). 
A-7222003, Brylkin, Ariadne. 
A-1141021, Cantatore, Mauro, or Maurice 

Cantatore. 
A-71122688, Castro-Castro, Moises. 
A-5067641, Catalano, Agatino. 
A-6026529, Chang, Peh-I. 
A-2174443, Chavez-Soto, Felipe. 
A-4940843, Cheung, Goon Man, or David 

Jung or David Yuen. 
A-2460182, Chung, Celia Tam (Tam Jung 

Wan). 
A-7011010, Chung, Julia. 
A-7011008, Chung, Jennie. 
A-7011009, Chung, Mamie. 
A-4442569, Comeau, James Percy. 
A-4891359, Costanzo, Gregorio Petro. 
A-7394509, Craun, Gunther Frenz, or Gun-

th'9r Franz Mages. 
A-2600753, Cubas, Ferdinand, alias Ferdie 

Cubas. 
A-3958279, Curry, Madlyn Hope. 
A-6004158, Daniels, Rose. 
A-6643125, Daviia-Davila, Francisco Jesus. 
A-4248186, DeFauw, Yvonne. 
A-5265622, DeFernandez, Eulalia Barron 

(nee Eulalia Barron). 
A..-7037822, Fernandez-Barron, Luis. 
A-7420861, Deike, Eileen Bostwick. 

' A-4861423, De La Bat, Bernade Jan Gerard. 
A-5641047, DeLara, Carmen Davila, alias 

Carmen Bieggar a lias Carmen Devila Alvarez. 
A-4913533, DeLopez, R afaela Luevano, or 

Rafaela Luevano. 
A-3778612, DeLopez, Soledad Marla de los 

Santos, alias Soledad Maria delos Santos de 
Quiroz. · 

A-7266087, DeLuna, Ursula Martinez. 
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A-4162187, Demers, Josephine Mary (nee 

Josephine Mary Gagnow). 
A-7356333, DeMeyer, Joseph Joannes. 
A-7421594, DeMeyer, Jacqueline Margue

rite. 
A-7421595, DeMeyer, Simonne Elagle. 
A-6062958, Dofl.ne, Evalyn Victoria (nee 

Clarke). 
A-9736923, Dossantos, Americo Rodrigues. 
A-4694706, Dick, May Belle, or Christine 

May Belle Dick (nee Hamilton). 
A-7099288, Doetsch, Karl Maximilian. 
A-7083776, Drieling, Leendert. 
A-7070170, Duran, Jesus Rafael Liron, or 

Rafael Liron or Rafael Liron-Duran. 
A-7079650, Durando, Gerard Victor. 
A-7354173, Emmel, Evelyn .Cornelia. 
A-705094.9, Esqueda, Maria Teresa. 

· A-7050948, Esqueda, Donaciano. 
A-7387447, Evers, Arnold Stanley. 
A-5390997, Febles, Silviana Francesca. 
A-5833478, Folsom, Ellen Rose. 
A-6014862, Fraser, Esme Iola or "Greaves" 

or "Viola." 
A-2359744, Friedman, Harry R aphael, or 

Freeman. 
A-1148404, Fris, Josefin, or Josipa Frisch. 
A-2744898, G allo-Ruiz, Eliliano, or Eliliano 

Galio. 
A-1452184, Galioto, Gaetano. 
A-4475577, Georges, Ainsworth Bunting, or 

Louis J. Brown. 
A-7203245, Gillbreath, Vera Agnes, or Vera 

Agnes Allen or Vera Agnes Doane. 
A-1704613, Goldstein, Rose. 
A-7427541, G oltzman, Salomon, or Salomon 

G oltman. 
A-7445236, Gonzalez, Jose B. 
A-4022837, Gonzalez-Carranza, Simon. 
A-7049673, Gomez, Jose Guadalupe. 
A-7049672, Gomez, Miguel. 
A-7180855, Gonzalez-Renteria, Raul. 
A-6603154, Gonzalez y Reyes, Angel, or 

Angel Gonzalez. 
A-4999747, Gonzalez-Zepeda, Fortino . . 
A-4035970, Goodhart, John, alias John 

Goedhart. · 
A-4338838, Grauman, Regina, or Krojna. 

Rywka Groman or Kreine Rivk Graoman or 
Kreine Rivka Jannof. 

A-1229899, Grieve, John Davidson, or Jack 
Grieve. 

A-4742456, Grinberg, Herman Karl. 
A-3262533, Hai, Jung Won, or Mrs. Wong 

On. 
A-7186411, Haight, Eileen Annie (nee 

Clancy). 
A-3636876, Hamblen, Irene Isabelle, alias 

Irene Isabelle Boon. 
A-6887941, Hamblyn, Jewell Violet Pearl. 
A-3154461, Helgeson, Henry, or Henry Hel

gesen. 
A-5328574, Henry, Lillian Gladys (nee 

Antill). 
A-4506192, Hernandez, Mariano, or Mario 

Hernandez. 
A-1512737, Hazeltine, Helen Hilda, or Helen 

Hilda Roux or Helen Hilda Thorogood. 
A-2999950, Hiraoka, Tadaichi, or George 

Hiraoka or George Yoshimoto or Seigaku 
Yoshimoto. 

A-7469546, Hodge, Enid !ova, or Enid !ova 
Thomas. 

A-6847772, Hu, Hung Yuan. 
A-7056883, J ansen, Avran, alias Avram 

G ansen. 
A~l048853, Jusup, Kadir Bin, or Kader 

Jusup. 
A-7354074, Jimenez, Arsenio Teodoro. 
A-7274105, Johnson, Rosario Serra, or 

Rosario G. Serra or Rosario Serra Gavito. 
A-4720874, Johnson-Martinez, Bernabe. 
A-6732408, Kalman, Ferenc. 
A-4902559, Kaptain, Violet, formerly SUf

folk (nee Coleman ) . 
A-7197992, Kazarian, Shavarah. · 
A-7037455, Kennicutt, Ruth Jeanette Ken

ny, alias Ruth Jeanette Kenny, alias Jeanne 
(J annete) (Ruth) Kenny, alias Janie Louise 
Jette, alias Louise Jette, or Ruth Malloy . . 

A-7276640, Kolb, Ida Crescencia, or Ida 
Crescencia R atz or Ida Crescencia Regner. 

A-6680598, Kontarakls, Helen, or Helene S. 
Countorakis. 

A-7244992, Korey, Dorothy (nee Delih 
Badou Sand). 

A-2924446, Knickle, Goldie Evelyn (nee 
Mason). · 

A-8001048, Ladan, Samuel, or Samuel 
Ladan Vinju. 

A-2515839, Landeta, Jose (Jose Landeta), 
or Jose Domingo Landeta. 

A-6059440, Lee, Karl C., alias Ki-Cheng Lee. 
A-5098788, Livingston, Florence Elizabeth, 

formerly Florence McLean or Florence 
Schmidt (nee Florence Allen). 

A-7049121, Loizides, Soumela (nee Anastas
siadis) , or Sourela P anagiotou Anastasiodou. 

A-5276973, Machida, Masaru Michael. 
A-6920375, Maillett, Marie Louise (nee 

Frontain), formerly Dougette. ' 
A-6881284, Mancusi, Albert. 
A-3909619, Mark, Geck Lum, or Mark Lum, 

or Gack L. Mark. 
A-7178884, Marmolejo, Guadalupe. 
A-7274221, Marquez, Pedro. 
A-7550734, McCarthy, Terence Michael. 
A-7023632, McNevin, Harry Angus. 
A-6859638, Mendelowitz, Charlotte. 
A-6556882, Mendelowitz, Fani (nee David-

ovics) . 
A-6859052, Mendelowitz, Betty. 
A-6556883, Singer, Flora (nee Mendelo

witz). 
A-4790454, Mocellin, Giovanni Battista, or 

John B . Mocellin. 
A-3078904, Montes de Villalva, Carmen. 
A-6767320, Mosiewick, Zimel, or Zimel 

Masowicke. 
A-5406058, Munoz y Sotomayor, Benjamin, 

or Benjamin Munoz. 
A-7363000, Nesrallah, Abdou, or Abdu 

Messralla. 
A-1124376, Nicolich, Giuseppe, or Antonio 

Nicolich. 
A-4152724, Oishi, Satoshi. 
A-7020487, Oishi, Yei, or Ei Oishi. 
A-2742641, Ong, Helen, or Lim Tan Shing. 
A- 2381190, Oropesa-Herrera or Sist er Rita 

Oropesa or Sister R ita del Immaculada Cora
zon de Maria Oropesa. 

A-7280044, Orphanos, Anastacia. 
A- 7755920, P asaidis, Fedon Hristodulos, or 

Don Pasaidis or Fedon Pasaidis. 
A-3622420, Peeke, Wallace Frank, or Frank 

Wallace Smith or Frank Wallace Peeke. 
A-6743196, Percy, Julie Anne, or Julie Anne 

Riley. 
A-7358577, Petronio, Vivitta Giovanna. 
A-7358563, Petroni, Luigi, or Louis 

Petronio. 
A-7358578, Petronio, Carlo Federico. 
A-5201260, Pezella, Rafaele , or Ralph Pez

zella alias Domenico Mugnano. 
A-2207816, Pichot, Marcel Pierre Jean

Maria. 
A-7681487, Polychroniadis, Lazares Serafim. 
A-3273809, Poulymenos, Eleftherios K., or 

Theodor Coroukly. 
A-6965318, Prevost, Edmond Vallone, or 

Edmond Prevost. 
A-6394556, Przewozman, Abraham. 
A-2569854, Quirke, Anna Margaret, or An

·nie Margaret Quirke. 
A-7264310, Quon Jeung Wing, or Wong 

Jeung Wing Quon. 
A-7280071, R ahm, Helga. 
A-7280072, Rahm, Ernest. 
A-7365496, Raschle, Rudolph Richard. 
A-6159552, Remenyi, Janos, or John Rem-

enyi. 
A-5662563, Riley, Florence Francis (nee 

R yan) . 
A-7083553, R ios, Estanislao, or Estanislado 

Rios or Estanislao Rios-Cervantes. 
A-7083554, R ios, Rito. 
A-7130250, Rios, Rosalia, or Rosalia Rios• 

Lozano. 
A-5596513, Robb, William Glen. 
A-5450855, Robles-Mendez, Alberto. 
A- 7140461, Roman-Yerena, Antonio. 
A-7140465, Roman-Salinas, Enrique. 
A-7140466, Roman-Salinas, Rafael. 

A-6931254, Said, Hylda. Kathleen (nee 
Allison). 

A-5223429, Sanchez, Emilio Hermida, or 
Emilio Hermida. 

A-3778615, Santos, Adolfo Quiros-de los, 
alias Adolph Santos Lopez. 

A-3677416, Sasajima, Jiso, or Henry Jiso 
Sasajima. 

A- 1439133, Sanduski, Anatasia Serheenko, 
or Anastasia Sergeenko. 

A-2790568, Santo, Marcel . Marrugat, or 
Marcel Maraugat. 

A-2328059, Scheibling, Joseph. 
A- 7209608, Schmidt, Rede Erika. 
A-5830296, Shields, Ellen. 
A-4352885, Sjoberg, Victor Sigfrid. 
A-7387476, Small, Eva, alias Eva Goldine 

or Eva Goodman. 
A-5925127, Smith, Albert Auston, or Bert 

Smith. 
A-6539202, Smith, Mary, or Mary Guerrero 

(nee Mary Cockhoft). 
A- 7022573, Soenarie, Devi Soetinah, or 

Devi Tinan or Cecilia. 
A-9777435, Soenarie, Peter, alias Eddie 

Linau . 
A-3079320, Soler-Carvajal, Antonio, or An-

tonio Soler or Escanvajal. 
A-3409677, Soloria-Chavez, Bonifacio. 
A-1579036, Sommer, Hans Max. 
A-7510754, Spartaly, J ohn, or John Charles 

Spartaly. 
A-5668955, Steinhart, William Edward, or 

William Edward Hart. 
A-7418258, Steinnagel , Marion Elene. 
A-7415850, Stone, Barbara Alexandria, . or 

Barbara Fink Stone or Barbara Alexandria 
Cottschalk. 

A-4868555, Summers, Azalia Lydia, or 
Lydia Summers (nee Wilkins). 

A-3456536, Sun, David Cheng-Chin. 
A-4203061, Sun, Yuan Mei S. 
A-7203116, Sweeting, · Viola, or Annie 

Sweeting. 
A-3201677, Symynuik, William, or William 

Samson. 
A-4768752, Tamm, Johannes, or John 

Tamm. 
A-3216884, Tamotsu, Tokio, or T okio Sumi, 

or Jackie T. Tamotsu. 
A-4775443, Terceno, Joaquin Paul, or 

Joaqu in 'Terceno, or Joaquin P ablo Terceno. 
A-1315498, Thwa~tes, Joseph William. 
A-7026382, Tinajero-Martinez, Sergio Fla

via, or Sergio T inajero. 
A-7092856, Torres-Pena, Raul, or Raul 

Torres. 
A-7118444, Toro-Balderas, Joel Del. 
A-7118445, Toro-Balderas, Maria Isabel 

Del. 
A-7280006, Ullrich, Helga, or Helga O'Brien, 

or Helga Josephine Smrcka. 
A-7065tl32, Urban, Chon King. 
A-1008912, Vasquez, Guadalupe, or Guada

lupe Gonzalez. 
A-2353005, Vennola, Einick William, or 

Eino William Vennola. 
A-7463077, Verley, Allan. 
A-4540341, Vidor, Laszlo, or Ladislaus 

Vidor, or Leslie Vidor. 
A-2507036, Villafana-Gambino, Vicente. 
A-7178315, Villescas, Ignacia. 
A-7203023, Watson, William. 
A-5448561, Weitz, Zygmund, or Zygmunt 

Weitz, alias Sigmund Wites. 
A-7222488, Wharton, Margaret Madonna. 
A-4795107, Williams, Clara Muriel (nee 

Hall). 
A-7036941, Winge, Claude Patrick, or 

Klaus Helm. 
. A-1437824, Winter, Richard. 
A-7248004, Wolf, Ellen Dora Johanna (nee 

Schacht). 
A-7365177, Woo, How Ah, or Ah Hou Wu. 
A-6057673, Woods, Diana. 
A-4769465, Woods, Carlo Emanuel. 
A-4937011, Young, Dorothy Lillian, or 

Dorothy Lillian Mizen. 
A-5040480, Zissis, Constantinos Tryfon, or 

Constant! T. Zissis. 
A-2752654, Gounaris, Spiros Demetrios, or 

Spiridos Goumanis. 
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With the following committee amend
ment: 

On page 24, after line 14, add the follow-
ing registration numbers and names: 

"A-5780358, Dhoot, Bishan Singh. 
"'~-5899216, Hall Gwendolyne Elizabeth." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

FRANK C. TORTI 
The Clerk called the resolution CH. 

Res. 559) for the relief of Frank C. Torti. 
There being no obje~tion, the Clerk 

read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2603) en

t itled "A bill for the relief of Frank C. Torti" 
now pending in the House of Representa
tives, ogether with all accompanying papers, 
is hereby referred to the United States Court 
of Claims pursuant to sections 1492 and 
2509 of title 28, United States Code; and 
said court shall proceed expeditiously with 
the same in accordance with the provisions 
of said sections and report to the House, at 
the earliest practicable date, giving such 
findings of fact and conclusions thereon as 
shall be sufficient to inform the Congress of 
the nature and character of the demand, as 
a claim legal or equitable, against the United 
States, and th.e amount, if any, legally or 
equitably due from the United States to the 
claimants. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

GAY STREET CORP., OF BALTIMORE, 
. .MD. 

The Clerk called the resolution CH. 
Res. 566) for the relief of the Gay Street 
Corp., of Baltimore, Md. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2779) en
titled "A bill for the relief of the Gay Street 
Corp. of Baltimore, Md.," together with all 
accompanying papers, is hereby referred to 
the United States Court of Claims pursuant 
to sections 1492 and 2509 of title 28, United 
States Code; and said court shall proceed 
expeditiously with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of said sections and re
port to the House, at the earliest practicable 
date, giving such findings of fact and con
clusions thereon as shall be sufficient to in
form the Congress of the nature and char
acter of the demand, as a claim legal or 
equitable, against the United St~tes, and the 
amount, if any, legally or equitably due from 
the United States to the claimant. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SARAH A. DA VIES 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 975) 

for the relief of Sarah A. Davies. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author
ized and directed to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Sarah A. Davies, of Great Barrington, 
Mass., the sum of $17,840, in full settlement 
of all claims against the United States for 
losses heretofore sustained, or which may 
hereafter be sustained, by the said Sarah 
A. Davies, on account of damages hereto
fore caused, or which may hereafter be 
caused to her fox farm, located at Great Bar
rington, Mass., by military, naval, and Air 
Force activity in that area: Provided, That 
no part of the amount appropriated in this 

act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or agents, .attorney or attorneys, on 
account of services rendered in connection 
With said claim. It shall be unlawful for 
any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, 
to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any 
sum of the amount appropriated in this 
act in excess of 10 percent thereof on ac
count of services rendered in connection with 
said claim, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the 
provisions of this act shall be fined in any 
sum not exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend-· 
ment: 

Page 2, line 1, strike out "military, naval, 
and Air Force activity" and insert "activities 
of the Armed Forces of the United States." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

COBB NICHOLS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1099) 

for the relief of the estate of Cobb 
Nichols. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treaoury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the executor of 
the estate of Cobb Nichols, d'.:lceased, late of 
Jackson, Ala., the sum of $308.37. The pay
ment of such sum shall be in full settlement 
of all claims of the said estate aga nst the 
United States for damage which resulted 
when the Corps of Engineers, in constructing 
a cut-off canal at Sunflower Bend, Tom
bigbee River, Ala., during the period be
ginning November 9, 1937, and ending 
March 29, 1938, destroyed the means of 
land ingress and egress to certain property 
belonging to the said Cobb Nichols: Provided, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or attorney on account of ser vices 
rendered in connection with this claim, and 
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to 
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person 
violating the provisions of this act sha l be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 

• conviction thereof shall be fined in any 
sum not exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out "$308.37" and in
sert "$175." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed· 
and read a third time, was. read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

ELLIS E. GABBERT 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1826>: 
for the relief of Ellis E. Gabbert. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be jt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money ln the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $435.12 to Ellis E. Gabbert, of Port 
~geles, :Wash., in fu!l settlement of all 

claims against the United States as reim
bursement for expenses in moving house
hold goods from Spokane, Wash., to Port 
Angeles, Wash., during the month of Jan
uary 1950, while employed by the De
partment of the Interior: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropr·ated in this act 
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid 
or delivered to or received by any agent or 
attorney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this a.ct shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex
ceeding $1,000. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LANE: On page 

l, line 5, strike out "$435.12" and insert 
"$438.87." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

KLOMAN INSTRUMENT CO., INC. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2413) 

for the relief of the Kloman Instrument 
Co., Inc. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
·otherwise appropriated to the Klaman In
str-ument Co., Inc., Washington, D. C., the 
sum of $1,635.19. The payment of such sum 
shall be in full settlement of all claims of 
the said Kloman Instrument Co., Ind., against 
the United St ates and the District of Colum
bia for payment for medical supplies and 
services furnished (under emergency condi
tions) to Gallinger Municipal Hospital dur
ing the fiscal years 1946, 1947, and 1948, for 
which no payment can be made under exist
ing laws although such supplies and services 
were received and accepted in good faith: 
Provided, That no part of the amount ap
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent 
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re
ceived by any agent or attorney on gccount 
of services rendered in connection with this 
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any 
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Any person violating the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined 
in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
m ents: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out "not otherwise 
appropriated" and insert "credited to the 
general fund of the District of Columbia." 

Page 1, line 10, strike out "United States 
and the." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

HOW~D S. LAWSON ET AL. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2789) 

ft>r the relief of Howard S. Lawson; 
Winifred G. Lawson, his wife; Walter P. 
Lawson; and Nita R. Lawson, his wife. 
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There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Howard s. Lawson, his wife, Winifred G. 
Lawson; Walter P. Lawson, and his wife, 
Nita R. Lawson, of Dillon Beach, county of 
Marin, State of California, the sum of $11,-
203, in full settlement of all claims against 
the United States for damages sustained by 
the said Howard S. Lawson; his wife, Wini
fred G. Lawson; Walter P. Lawson; and his 
wife, Nita R. Lawson; as a result of damage 
to grounds, buildings, and equipment on 
the 5 acres, more or less, at Dillon Beach, 
County of Marin, State of California, leased 
to War Department under lease numbered 
868-Engineers-2136 dated December 10, 1941, 
and used for shelter and other purposes by 
detachments of the Seventeenth Infantry, 
National Guard Service, the Seventh Army 
Corps and other Army units, and the Coast 
Guard, from December 10, 1941, to February 
2, 1944: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated by this act in excess 
of 10 percent shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or attorney on ac
count of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the 
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment : 

Page 1, line 8, strike out "$11,203" and 
insert "$7,000." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

THOMAS E. BELL 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2902) 

for the relief of Thomas E. Bell. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Thomas E. Bell, 

Lincoln Park, Mich., is hereby relieved of all 
liability to refund to the United States the 
sum of $609.70 heretofore paid to him as 
active-service pay for the period beginning 
October 12, 1946, and ending December 31, 
1946, during which he was serving on active 
duty as a first lieutenant in the United 
States Marine Corps Reserve. In the audit 
and settlement of the accounts of any cer
tifying or disbursing officer of the United 
States, full credit shall be given for all pay
ments made to the said Thomas E. Bell as 
active-service pay for the period beginning 
October 12, 1946, and ending December 31, 
1946. 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is 
authorized and directed to pay out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated to Thomas E. Bell, Lincoln Park, · 
Mich.; the sum of $140. The payment of 
such sum shall be in full settlement of all 
claims of the said Thomas E. Bell against the 
United States for compensation and allow
ances due him as a first lieutenant in the 
United States Marine Corps Reserve for the 
period beginning January 1, 1947, and end
ing January 19, 1947. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

XCVIII-207 

ROBERT A. BUCHANAN 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4455) 

for the relief of Robert A. Buclianan. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 

of Veterans' Affairs is hereby authorized and 
directed to reinstate the policies N-8383625 
and V-3271571, issued to Robert A. Buchanan, 
of Linden, N. J. Such renewal being made 
upon the payment of all premiums required 
by the Administrator. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Line 4, strike out "N-8383625" and insert 
"N-8683625." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

EDWARD J. VOLTIN AND OTHERS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4932) 

for the relief of Edward J. Voltin and 
wife, Tecla Voltin, and daughters, Mrs. 
Paula J. Voltin Sansom and Jacqueline 
Voltin. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Edward J. Voltin 
and wife, Tecla Voltin, and daughters, Mrs. 
Paula J. Voltin Sansom and Jacqueline Vol
tin, of San Antonio, Tex., the sum of $5,-
980.85. Such sum represents property 
damage sustained by the said Edward J. 
and Tecla Voltin, Paula J . Voltin Sansom, 
and Jacqueline Voltin as the result of the 
crash of a United States Air Force airplane 
on Quincy Street, San Antonio, Tex., on July 
11, 1948, such plane operated by a member 
of the United States Air Force. The claim 
of the said Edward J. and Tecla Voltin, 
Paula J. Voltin Sansom, and Jacqueline 
Voltin ts not a claim which ts cognizable 
under the Federal Tort Claims Act. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Pagel, line 7, after "Voltin,'' strike out the 
remainder of the bill and insert the follow
ing: "the sum of $4,784.14; to pay L. F. 
Osterberg the sum of $842.46; to pay Mrs. 
Carolyn H. King the sum of $22,605.94; to 
pay Carol King the sum of $2,335.08; to pay 
Dr. R. L. and Claudia Jacobs the sum of 
$14,208.76; to pay Mrs. Annie T. Haile and 
Mrs. Evelyn Peyton the sum of $18,810.28; to 
pay Mrs. Ruth M. Auth the sum of $452.64; 
to pay Mrs. Richard L. Grayless the sum 
of $665.22; to pay Mrs. Emma Geneva Burke 
the sum of $549.34; to pay Mrs. Rosina 
Fowler the sum of $2,144.79; to pay Mrs. Mary 
E. and her son Sidney J. Blair the sum of 
$352.30; to pay Mrs. Beulah C. King the sum 
of $7,005.82; and to pay Mrs. Marie J. Pelt 
the sum of $2,113.10, all of San Antonio, 
Tex. Such sums represent property damage 
sustained by these claimants as a result of 
the crash of a United States Air Force air
plane on Quincy Street, San Antonio, Tex., 
on July 11, 1948, such plane operated by a 
member of the United States Air Force. 
These claims are not cognizable under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act of 1946: Provided, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or received by any 
agent or attorney on account of services ren
dered in connection with this claim, and the 

same shall be unlawful, any contract to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio
lating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
·to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Edward J. Voltin 
and others." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

FELIX NAVEDO RAMOS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5121) 

for the relief of Felix Navedo Ramos. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000 
to the father of the late Luis Navedo Ramos, 
who was fatally injured on April 29, 1941, 
when struck in Guaynabo, P. R., by a United 
States Army truck. The payment of such 
sum shall be in full settlement of all claims 
against the United States on account of such 
accident: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess 
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de
livered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdeameanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 5, after "to" strike out all 
down to and including the word "accident" 
in line 10, and insert the following: "FeliX 
Navedo-Merced and Carmen Ramos-Baez, 
both of Barrio Juan Domingo, Guaynabo, 
P. R., in full settlement of all claims against 
the United States on account of the injury 
and death of their minor son, Luis Navedo
R amos, who died on April 29, 1941, as the 
result of personal injuries sustained by him 
on that date when he was struck by a United 
States Army truck on Insular Road No. 25 
in Guaynabo, P. R." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Felix Navedo
Merced and Carmen Ramos-Baez." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

BERNARD J. KEOGH 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 5753) 

for the relief of Bernard J. Keogh. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, _as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Bernard J. Keogh, 
the sum of $2,500, in full settlement of all 
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claims against the United States for com
pensation for the injuries and expenses in
cident thereto, as a result of an accident in
volving a United States Army vehicle, on 
December 11, 1943, about 10 miles west o! 
Cookeville, Putnam County, Tenn., on United 
States Highway 70, North: Provided, That 
no part of the amount appropriated in this 
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or received by any agent 
or attorney on account of services rendered 
in connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

W'th the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 7, after "compensation" strike 
out all down to and including the word 
"North" in line 11, and insert the following: 
"personal injuries, pain and suffering, and 
loss of earnings sustained by him as the 
result of an accident, invo ving a United 
States Army vehicle, which occurred on 
December 11, 1943, about 8 miles west of 
Cookeville, Putnam County, Tenn., on United 
States Highway 70, North." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

BOUTROS MOUALLEM 
The Clerk called the bill <S.554) for 

the relief of Boutros Mouallem. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes -

of_ the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Boutros Mouallem shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee and 
head tax. Upon +,he granting of permanent 
residence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JUAN SUSTARSIC 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 588) for 

the relief of Juan Sustarsic. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Juan Sustarsic shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay
ment of the required visa fee and head tax. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, 
the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

FRANCESCO GABER 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 590) for 

the reli~f of Francesco Gaber. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Francescd Gaber shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay
ment of the required visa fee and head tax. 
Upon. the granting of permanent residence to 
such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

ANA COBO ALONSO 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 715) for 

the relief of Ana Cobo Alonso. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigrat on and naturalization laws, 
Ana Cobo Alonso shall be held and con
sidered to h&.ve been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee and 
head tax. 

Tne bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and, a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

BERNARD KENJI TACHIBANA 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 931) for 

the relief of Bernard Kenji Tachibana. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding 

the provisions of section 13 ( c) of the Im
migration Act of 1924, as amended, Bernard 
Kenji Tachibana, the minor child of Mrs. 
J. W. Carter, a United States citizen may be 
admitted to the United States for perma
nent residence if he is found to be otherwise 
admissible under the provisions of the im
migration laws. 

The 'aill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

AGNES ANDERSON 
The Clerk called the bill (8. 985) for 

the relief of Agnes Anderson. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Agnes Anderson shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the Unit
ed States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay- _ 
ment of the required visa fee and head tax. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, 
the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control oftlcer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

ROBERT WENDELL TADLOCK 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 993) for 

the relief of Robert Wendell Tadlock. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, solely for the 

purposes of section 4 (a) and section 9 of 
the Immigration Act of 1924, and notwith
standing any provision excluding from ad
mission to the United States persons pre
dominantly of races ineligible to United 
States citizenship, Robert Wendell Tadlock, 
a. minor child, born in Japan, shall be con
sidered the alien natural-born child of Lt. 
Col. and Mrs. Marion -C. Tadlock, citizens of 
the United States. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page l , line 4, after "Immigration Act of 
1924," insert "as amended,." 

Page 1, line 4, strike out the last word 
"any", and insert "the." 

Strike out all of lines 5 and 6 and the 
first word of line 7, and substitute in lieu 
thereof the following: "provisions of sec
tion 13 (c) of that act." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was. ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MARIA RHEE 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1052) for 

the relief of Maria Rhee. 
There being no objection, the Cl~rk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws 
Maria Rhee shall be held and considered t~ 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence a.s of date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee and head tax. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

EMELIE SIMHA 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1226) for 

the relief of Emelle Simha. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
the alien, Emelie Simha, shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United states for permanent residence 
as of the date of enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee and head 
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control oftlcer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available: Pro
vided, That there be given a suitable bond 
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or undertaking approved by the Commis
sioner of Immigration and ·Naturalization, 
in such amount and containing such con
ditions as he may prescribe, as a guaranty 
against the said Emelie Simha becoming in
stitutionalized at public expense or otherwise 
becoming a public charge. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

YOSHIYUKI MA YESIDRO 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1426) for 

the relief of Yoshiyuki Mayeshiro. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the .bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of section 13 ( c) of the Im
migration Act of 1924, as amended (U. S. C., 
title 8, sec. 213 ( c) ) • Yoshiyuki Mayeshiro, 
a minor, may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he is found 
to be otherwise admissible under the pro
visions of the immigration laws. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JOHN TZANAVARIS 
The Clerk called the bill (8. 1428) for 

the relief of John Tzanavaris. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
the alien John Tzanavaris shall be held and 
considered to have ·been lawfully admitted 
to t:ti , United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee and head 
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct 
the proper quota-control officer to deduct 
one number from the appropriate quota for 
the first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time was read the third time, and passed, 
and 'a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MARTHA BRAK FOXWELL 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 2113) for 

the relief of Martha Brak Foxwell. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the pro7ision of the eleventh category of 
section 3 of the Immigration Act of 1917, 
as amended, Martha Brak Foxwell may be 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence if she is found to be otherwise 
admissible under the provisions of the immi
gration laws. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 

· passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JOACHIM NEMITZ 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 2150) for 

the relief of Joachim Nemitz. 
There being no objection; the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc ., That, for the purposes 

of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 

Act of 1924, as amended, the minor child, 
Joachim Nemitz, shall be held and consid• 
ered to be the natural-born alien child of 
Sgt. and Mrs. James F. Baker, citizens of the 
United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

HANNE LORE HART 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 2440) for 

the relief of Hanne Lore Hart. 
There being no objection. the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924, as amended, the minor child, 
Hanna Lore Hart, shall be held and consid
ered to be the natural-born alien child of 
Master Sgt. and Mrs. Steven L. Hart, citi
zens of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

EDWARD CHARLES CLEVERLY 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1114) 

for the relief of Edward Charles Cleverly. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis

tration of the immigration laws, the provi
sions of the eleven th category of section S 
of the Immigration Act of 1917, as amended 
(8 U. S. C., sec. 136 (e)), shall not hereafter 
apply to Edward Charles Cleverly, Windsor, 
Ontario, Dominion of Canada, with respect 
to any conviction or admission of the com
mission of any crime in his case of which 
the Department of Justice has knowledge on 
the date of enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the th,ird 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

MRS. KAIKO <KAY) FAIR AND HER 
MINOR CHILDREN 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1162) 
for the relief of Mrs. Kaiko <Kay) Fair 
and her minor children. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis
tration of the immigration laws, section 18 
( c) of the Immigration Act of 1924, as 
amended, excluding from the United States 
persons ineligible to citizenship, shall not 
apply to Mrs. Kaiko (Kay) Fair, Donald 
George Fair, Arline Kay Fair, and Curtis Ray 
Fair, wife and minor children, respectively, 
of First Sergeant Curtis Allen Fair, who was 
killed in action in Korea on August 4, 1950. 
The said Mrs. Kaiko (Kay) Fair and such 
minor children shall, if otherwise admis
sible under the immigration laws, be admit
ted to the United States for permanent resi
dence under sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Im
migration Act of 1924, as amended. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out all after the word 
"to", all of lines 7, 8, 9, and 1.0. and insert 
"Kaiko Sugimote (Kay Fair) and her chil
dren, George, Arline Kay, and Curtis Ray. 
The said Kaiko Sugimote (Kay Fair) and 
such minor.'~ 

Page 2, line 4, strike out "under sections 
4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration Act of 1924, 
as amended" and insert "as nonquota immi
grants." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Kaiko Sugimote 
(Kay Fair) and her minor children . ., 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ERIKA NICOLO AND HER MINOR 
cmLD 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1960) 
for the relief of Erika Nicolo and her 
minor child. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adm1n-
1stra tion of the immigration laws, Erika 
Nicolo, the fiancee of Edward Dunbar, a 
United States citizen and a member of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, and her 
minor child, may be eligible for visas as non
imniigrant visitors for a period of 3 months: 
Provided, That the administrative authori
ties find that the said Erika Nicolo is com
ing to the United States with a bona fide in
tention of being married to said Edward 
Dunbar and that she is found otherwise ad
missible under the immigration laws. In 
the event the marriage between the above
named parties does not occur within 3 
months after the entry of said Erika Nicolo, 
and her minor child, they shall be required 
to depart from the United States and upon 
failure to do so shall be deported in accord
ance with the provisions of sections 19 and 
20 of the Immigration Act of February 5, 
1917 (U. S. C., title 8, secs. 155 and 156). In 
the event the marriage between the above
named parties shall occur within 3 months 
after the entry of said Erika Nicolo, the 
Attorney General is authorized and directed 
to record the lawful admission for perma
nent residence of said Erika Nicolo and her 
minor child, as of the date of the payment 
by them of the required visa fees and head 
taxes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

JULIE BETTELHEIM AND EVELYN 
LANG HIRSCH 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 2182) 
for the relief of Julie Bettelheim and 
Evelyn Lang Hirsch. 

The SPEAKER. rs· there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that an identical 
Senate bill <S. 1469) be substituted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 

follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Julie Bettelheim and Evelyn Lang Hirsch 
shall be held and considered to have been 
lawfully admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence as of the date of the 
enactment of this act, upon the payment of 
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the required visa fee and head tax. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to such 
aliens as provided for in this act, the Sec
retary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control o:lficer to deduct two numbers 
from the number of displaced . persons who 
shall be granted the status of permanent 
residence pursuant to section 4 of the Dis
placed Persons Act, as amended (62 Stat. 
1011; 64 Stat. 219; 50 U. S. C. App. 1953}. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to· reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 2182) was 
laid on the table. 

GERTRUDE MANHAL 
The Clerk called the bil: <H. R. 2221) 

for the relief of Gertrude Manha!. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
the alien Gertrude Manhal shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee and head 
tax. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien a.s provided for· in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the number of displaced per
sons who shaq be granted the status of per
manent residence pursuant to section 4 of the 
Displaced Persons Act of 1948, as amended 
(62 Stat. 1011; 64 Stat. 219; 50 U. S. C. App. 
sec. 1953}. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re

. consider was laid on the table. 

MOTHER ANNA FASULO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2296) 

for the relief of Mother Anna Fasulo. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as t ollows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration and naturalization laws. 
Mother Anna Fasulo shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of thls act 
upon payment of the required visa fee and 
head tax, following which arrangements shall 
be made for cancellation of the outstanding 
departure bond. Upon the granting of per
manent residence to such alien as provided 
for in this act, the Secretary of State shall 
instruct the proper quota-control o:lficer to 
deduct - one number from the appropriate 
quota for the first year that such quota is 
available. 

With the following committee amend .. 
ment: 

Page l, line 8, strike out "following which, 
arrangements shall be made for cancellation 
of the outstanding departure bond." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider w~s laid on the table. 

SISTER MARIA SALERNO ET AL. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2303) 

for the relief of Sisters Maria Salerno, 

Eufrasisa · Binotto, Maria Balla tore, and 
Giovanna Buziol. · 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the immigration and naturalization laws, 
Sisters Maria Salerno, Eufrasisa Binotto. 
Maria Balla.tore, and Giovanna Buziol shall 
be held and considered to have been lawful
ly admited to the United States for per
manent residence as of the date of enactment 
of this act, upon payment of the required 
visa fees and bead taxes. Upon the grant
ing of permanent residence to such aliens as 
provided for in this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
officer to deduct four numbers from the ap
propriate quota for the first year or years 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

ODETTE LOUISE TffiMAN 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2346) 

for the relief of Odette Louise Tirman. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the .bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of the eleventh category of 
section 3 of the Immigration Act of Febru
ary 5, 1917 (8 U. S. C. 136 (a}}, or any pro
visions of the act of March 4, 1929, relating 
to entry after depor ation (8 U. S. C. 180), 
Odette Louise Tirman, the Wife of a citizen 
of the United States, and the mother of three 
United States citizen children, may be ad
mitted to the United States for permanent 
residence: Provided, That she is found other
wise admissible under the provisions of the 
immigration laws. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. JEANNETTE THORN PEASE 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2587) 

for the relief of Mrs. Jeannette Thorn 
Pease. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Mrs. Jeannette 
Thorn Pease, a native-born former citizen 
of the United States, born in Morristown, 
N. J., on August 30, 1889, who lost United 
States citizenship under the provisions of 
section 401 (e) of the Nationality Act of 
1940, as amended, may be naturalized by 
taking, prior to 1 year after the effective 
date of this act, before any court referred to 
in subsection (a) of section 301 of the Na
tionality Act of 1940, as amended, or before 
any diplomatic or consular ·officer of the 
United States abroad, the oaths prescribed 
by section 335 of the said act. From and 
after naturalization under this act, the said 
Mrs. Jeannette Thorn Pease shall have the 
same citizenship status as that which existed 
immediately prior to its loss. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MlMI FONG AND HER CHILDREN 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2~03) 

for the relief of Mimi Fong and her 
children, Sing Lee and Lily. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis
tration of the immigration and naturaliza
tion laws, Mimi Fong, the Chinese fiancee 
of Corp. Nguey F. Wong, a United States 
citizen now serving in the United States 
Army, and her children, Sing Lee and Lily, 
shall be eligible for visas as nonimmigrant 
temporary visitors for a period of 3 months: 
Provided, That the administrative authorities 
find that the said Mimi Fong is coming to 
the United States With a bona fide intention 
of being married to the said Corp. Nguey 
Wong, and that they are found otherwise 
admissible under _the immigration laws. In 
the event the marriage between the above
named parties does not occur within 3 
months after the entry of the said Mimi 
Fong and her children, they shall be re
qulred to depart from the United States, and 
upon failure to do so shall be deported in 
accordance with the provisions of sections 
19 and 20 of the Immigration Act of 1917, 
as amended (U. S. C., title 8, secs. 155 and 
156). In the event that the marriage be
tween the above-named parties shall occur 
within 3 months after the entry of the said 
Mimi Fong and her children, the Attorney 
General is authorized and directed to record 
the lawful admission for permanent residence 
of the said Mimi Fong and her children as 
of the date of the payment by them of the 
required visa fees and head taxes. 

With the following committee amend
ments. 

Page 1, line 4, strike out the word "Cor
poral." 

Page l, line 5, after the word "citizen" 
strike out "now serving in the United State~ 
Army" and insert "veteran of World War II." 

Page 2, line 1, strike out the word "Cor
poral." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. SETSUYO SUMIDA 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3152) 

for the relief of Mrs. Setsuyo Sumida. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the immigration laws, the provisions of 
section 4 (b) of the Immigration Act of 
1924, as amended (8 U. S. C., sec. 204 (b} ), 
shall be held and considered to be applicable 
to Mrs. Setsuyo Sumida. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. . 

NATALE JOSEPH JOHN RATTI 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3378) 

for the relief of Natale Joseph John 
Ratti. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That Natale Joseph John 
Ratti, a naturalized citizen of the United 
States, who lost his citizenship through his 
inability to return to the United States, may 
be naturalized by taking prior to 1 year from 
the enactment of this act, before any diplo
matic or consular o:lficer of the United States 
abroad, the oaths prescribed by section 835 
of the Nationality Act of 1940, as amended. 
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SEC. 2. From and after naturalization un

der this act, Mr. Ratti shall have the same 
citizenship status as that which existed im
mediately prior to its loss. 

With the following committee amend
ment : 

Strike out all after the enacting clause 
al).d insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"That, for the purposes of the immigration 
laws, the provisions of section 4 (b) of the 
Immigration Act of 1924, as amended ( 8 
U.S. C. sec. 204 (b)). shall be held and con
sidered to be applicable to Natale Joseph 
John Ratti." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

YING CHEE JUNG 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3572) 

for the relief of Ying Chee Jung. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the administra

tion of the immigration and naturalization 
laws, the provisions of sections 4 (a) and 9 
of the Immigration Act of 1924, as amended, 
shall be held to be applicable to the alien, 
Ying Chee Jung, the minor, unmarried child 
of Phillip Jung, a native-born citizen of the 
United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

STEPHAN JOSEPH HORVATH 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3732) 

for the relief of Stephan Joseph Horvath. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

any provision of law excluding from admis
sion to the United States persons of race 
ineligible to citizenship, Stephan Joseph 
Horvath, a minor child under the care of 
Technical Sergeant and Mrs. S. J. Horvath, 
Jr., both citizens of the United States re
siding temporarily in Japan, shall be held 
and considered for the purposes of sections 
4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration Act of 1924, 
as amended, to be the natural-born alien 
child of the said Technical Sergeant and Mrs. 
S. J. Horvath, Jr. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line .. 5. strike out ", a minor child 
under" and insert in lieu thereof "and Lucas 
Elbert Horvath, minor children under." 

Page 2, line 1, strike out "child" and insert 
in lieu thereof "children." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Stephan Joseph 
Horvath and Lucas Albert Horvath." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

TSUTAKO KUROKI MASUDA 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5145) 

for the relief of Tsutako Kuroki Masuda. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924, as amended, the m inor child, 
Tsutako Kuroki Masuda, shall be held and 
considered to be the natural-born alien child 
of Master Sgt. Alvin J. Lovett, a citizen 
of the United States. Notwithstanding the 
provisions of section 13 ( c) of such act, the 
said Tsutako Kuroki Masuda may be ad
mitted to the United States for permanent 
residence if she is found to be otherwise ad
missible under the provisions of the im
migration laws. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and r.ead a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

SOR TERESA GEA MARTINEZ ET AL. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5208) 

for the relief of Sor Teresa Gea Martinez, 
Sor Eufrasia Gomez Gallego, Sor Fran· 
cisca Gil Martinez, and Sor Rosalia De 
La Maza. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis
tration of the immigration and naturaliza
tion laws, Sor Teresa Gea Martinez, Sor Eu
frasia Gomez Gallego, Sor Francisca Gil Mar
tinez, and Sor Rosalia De La Maza, from San 
Juan, Puerto Rico, shall be held and con
sidered to have lawfully entered the United 
States for residence, as of the date of the 
enactment· of this act, upon payment of the 
required visa fee and head tax. 

SEC. 2. Upon enactment of th~~ act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct four numbers 
from the quota for Spain for the first year 
that said quota is available. 

With the following committee amend· 
ments: 

Page l, line 4, strike out "Sor Teresa Gea 
Martinez." 

Page 2, line 2, strike out "four" and insert 
in lieu thereof "three." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Sor Eufrasia 
Gomez Gallego, Sor Francisca Gil Mar
tinez, and Sor Rosalia De La Maza." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

DR. J. ERNEST AYRE 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5526) 

for the relief of Dr. J. Ernest Ayre. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Dr. J. Ernest Ayre, 

if found otherwise admissible to citizenship, 
may be naturalized under this act upon com
pliance with all the requirements of the nat
uralization laws, except that-

(a) no declaration of intention, no certifi
cate of arrival, and no period of residence 
within the United States or any State shall 
be required; and 

(b) the petition for naturalization shall 
be ft.led with any court having naturaliza
tion jurisdiction prior to the expiration of 
6 months immediately following the date of 
enactment of this act. 

The- bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

PATRICIA LAURETTA PRAY 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5805 > 
for the relief of Patricia Lauretta Pray. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924, as amended, the minor child, Pa
tricia Lauretta Pray, shall be held and con
sidered to be the natural-born alien child 
of Mr. and Mrs. Ph1llip Lawrence Pray, citi
zens of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

INGEBORG AND ANNA LUKAS 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5956) 

for the relief of Ingeborg and Anna 
Lukas. 

There be'ng no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924, as amended, the minor children, 
Ingeborg and Anna Lukas shall be held 
and considered to be the natural-born alien 
children of Mr. and Mrs. Stephen Lukas, 
citizens of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

PAULINE W. GOODYEAR 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5958) 

for the relief of Pauline W. Goodyear. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the _bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of the eleventh category of sec
tion 3 of the Immigration Act of 1917, as 
amended, Mrs. Pauline W. Goodyear may be 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence if she is found to be otherwise ad
missible under the provisions of the immi
gration laws. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and· passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MICHIKO NAKASHIMA 
The clerk called the bill <H. R. 5976) 

for the relief of Michiko Nakashima. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis

tration of the immigration laws, section 13 
(c) of the Immigration Act of 1917, as 
amended, shall not apply to Michiko Naka
shima, Japanese minor child in the care of 
Master Sgt. and Mrs. Fred W. Homan, citi
zens of the United States. For the purposes 
of sections 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924, as amended, the said Michiko 
Nakashima shall be held and considered to be 
the natural-born alien minor child of the 
said Master Sgt. and Mrs. Fred W. Homan. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

JIMl\ifY DOGUTA (ALSO KNOWN AS 
JIMMY BLAGG) 

Tbe Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5984) 
for the relief of Jimmy Doguta (also 
known as Jimmy Blagg). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, tn the adminis
tration of the immigration laws, section 13 
(c) of the Immigration Act of 1917, as 
a.mended, shall not apply to Jimmy Doguta 
(also known as Jimmy Blagg), Japanese 
minor child in the ca.re of Technical Ser
geant and Mrs. Collin O. Blagg, citizens of 
the ·United States. For the purposes of sec
tions 4 (a) and 9 of the Immigration Act of 
1924, as a.mended, the said Jimmy Doguta 
shall be held and considered to be the nat
ural-born alien minor child of the said Tech• 
nical Sergeant and Mrs. Collin O. Blagg. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MARIAN DIANE DELPHINE SACHS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6265) 

for the relief of Marian Diane Delphine 
Sachs. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of subsection (g) of section 
201 of the Nationality Act of 1940, Marian 
Diane Delphine Sachs, a United States citi
zen a.t birth, shall be held and considered 
to h ave retained her said United States 
citizenship regardless of any period of resi· 
dence outside of the United States: Provided, 
That the said Marian Diane Delphine Sachs 
shall be physically present in the United 
States or its outlying possessions for a period 
or periods totaling 5 years between the ages 
of 14 and 28 years: Provided further, That, it 
she ls abroad for such time that lt becomes 
impossible for her to complete 5 yea.rs of 
physical presence in the United States or its 
outlying possessions before reaching the age 
of 28 years, her American citizenship shall 
thereupon cease. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

KIKO OSHIRO 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6314) 
for the relief of Kiko Oshiro. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows; 

Be i t enacted, etc., That, in the administra
tion of the immigration laws, section 13 (c) 
of the Immigration Act of 1924, a.s amended, 
shall not apply to the minor child Kiko 
Oshiro. For the purposes of sections 4 (a) 
and 9 of the Immigration Act of 1924, as 
amended, the said Kiko Oshiro shall be held 
and considered to be the natural-born alien 
minor daughter of Master Sgt. and Mrs. 
Blevtn L. Zeumalt, citizens of the United 
States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

GORDON E. SMITH 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1749) for 
the relief of Gordon E. Smith. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thp.t (a.) Gordon E. 
Smith is hereby relieved Of an 11ab111ty to 
repay to the United States such sums. 
(amounting in the aggregate to approxi
mately $1,006.25) as were received by him as 

· additional pay for duty requiring aerial 
flights, pursuant to the Pay Readjustment 
Act of 1942, as amended, on account of flight 
duty performed by him in the months of 
March through September 1946 as a sanl· 
tarian, United States Public Health Service, 
while assigned to duty with the United Na
tions Relief and Rehabilitation Administra
tion in Greece. 

(b) The Secretary of the Treasury is a,u
thorized and directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, to the said Gordon E. Smith the 
sum of $143.75, which sum was repaid by 
him to the Un1.ted States under protest pur
suant to a decision of the Comptroller Gen
eral (B-90700, January 13, 1950) disallowing 
payment of such additional pay to the said 
Gordon E. Smith for such duty: Provi ded, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered to or reecived by any 
agent or attorney on account of services 
rendered in connection with this claim, and 
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to 
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person 
violating the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read -the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid .on the table. 

HATTIE TRUAX GRAHAM, FOR· 
MERLY HATTIE TRUAX 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1949) for 
the relief of Hattie Truax Graham, for
merly Hattie Truax. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Hattie Truax Gra
ham, formerly Hattie Truax, Cloverdale, Ind., 
the sum of $5,000. The payment of such sum 
shall be tn full settlement of all claims 
against the Utlited States of the sa!,d Hattie 
Truax Graham, formerly Hattie Truax, for 
the death of her former husband, Ola 'I'fuax, 
on January 21, 1944, who died as the result 
of burns sustained in a fire at the Evans Hall 
housing project, Eva.nsVille, Ind., which was 
under t he supervision and management of 
the Nation al Housing Agency, the United 
States Court of Claims (Congressional No. 
17857, decided April S, 1951, pursuant to B. 
Res. 268, Blst Cong.) having found that 
the United St ates was negligent in fall
ing to enforce its safety regulations, and 
that such failure was the proximate cause of 
the death: Provided, That no pa.rt of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of _ 
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the pro
Vislons of this act shall be deemed gullty of 
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MR. AND MRS. DAVID H. PERKINS 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 2004 ) for 

the relief of Mr. and Mrs. David H. 
Perkins. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,00<t, 
to Mr. and Mrs. David H. Perkins, of Mont
pelier, Idaho, in full satisfaction of their 
claim against the United States for com
pensation for the death of their son, Carlos 
M. Perkins, who was killed ln the Philippine 
Islands on December 14, 1941, while destroy
ing dynamite, gasoline, oil, and other sup
plies to prevent them from falling into the 
hands of the enemy: Provided, That no part 
of the amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or 
delivered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a. m isdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed
ing $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

HARRIET F. BRADSHAW 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 2005) for 

the relief of Harriet F. Bradshaw. 
There being no objection the Clerk 

read the bill as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury ls authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Harriet F. Brad
shaw, the sum of $5,000, in full satisfaction 
of her claim against the United States for 
compensation for personal injuries, property 
damage and medical expenses, sustained by 
her as the result of a motor vehicle acci
dent involving a.n Army truck in which she 
was riding on Frankfurterstrasse, Weisbaden, 
Germany, on July 6, 1947: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropriated in this a.ct 
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or received by any agent 
or attorney on account of services rendered 
in connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a. misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

BRI'IT-MARIE ERIKSSON AND 
OTHERS 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 2418) for 
the relief of Britt-Marie Eriksson and 
others. . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:._ HOUSE 328't 
lzed and directed to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Britt-Marie Eriksson, Skogshogskolan, 
Stockholm, Sweden, the sum of $696.33; to 
Folke Desire l'Anglois-Nordgren, 41 Kjelds
gaardsvej, Copenhagen-Valby, Denmark, the 
sum of $2,859.04; to Paddans Resebureau, 
Gothenburg, Sweden, the sum of $85.90; to 
Bengt Dahlberg, Eremitvagen 5, Stockholm. 
Sweden, the sum of $60; to Eric Johansson, 
Hokegatan 2, Gothenburg, Sweden, the sum 
of $15; to Inger Noren Goteborgs Bank, 
Halmstad , Sweden, the sum of $10; and to 
G. Liedbolm, Pressebo, Sweden, the sum of 
$20, in full settlement of all their claims 
against the United Stat es for the damages 
sustained by them as the result of an inci
dent involving five soldiers of the United 
States Army, which occurred at Unteram
mergau , Germany, on August 5, 1950: Pro
vided, That no part of the amounts appro
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent 
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re
ceived by any agent or agents, or attorney or 
attorneys, on account of services rendered in 
connection with these claims, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing any of the provisions of this act shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
convict ion thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

GEORGE H. SOFFEL CO. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2628) 

for the relief of the George H. Soffel Co. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be i t en acted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, ou t of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the George H. 
Soffel Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., the sum of $5,-
600. The payment of such sum shall be in 
full settlement of all claims of such company 
against the United States for the amount 
of liquidated damages withheld from the 
George H. Soffel Co. in connection with con
tract No. IM-3757 entered into by it with the 
Bureau of Mines, Department of the Interior. 
No loss or damage by reason of the perform
ance under such contract was occasioned to 
the United States: Provided, That no part of 
the amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or 
delivered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

M. NEIL ANDREWS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4037) 

for the relief of M. Neil Andrews. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: . 
Be i t enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

section 1204 of the General . Appropriation 
Act, 1951, or any other provision of law, 
there shall be paid out of any appropriation 
available for payment of salaries of judges of 
the district courts of the United States, to 
M. Neil Andrews a sum representing the 

salary of a. judge of a district court of the 
United States for the period which the said 
M. Neil Andrews served as district judge for 
the northern district of Georgia after Au
gust 9, 1950: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 
10 per centum thereof shall be paid or deliv
ered to or received by any agent or agents, 
attorney or attorneys, on account of serv
ices rendered in connection with said claim. 
It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, 
attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, with
hold, or receive any sum of the amount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cent thereof on account of services rendered 
in connection with said claim, any contract 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per
son violating the provisions of this act shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon..: 
sider was laid on the table. 

NORMA J. ROBERTS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4492) 

for the relief of Norma J. Roberts. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $25,000 to the legal guardian of 
Norma J. Roberts, 5227 Q Street, Omaha, 
Nebr., in full settlement of all claims against 
the United States for personal injuries and 
all expenses incident thereto sustained as the 
result of an accident involving a United 
States soldier stationed at Offutt Air Force 
Base, Omaha, Nebr., on May 5, 1951. Such 
soldier was not acting within the scope of 
his employment: Provided, That no part of 
the amount appropriated in this act in excess 
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de
livered to or received by any agent or attor
ney on account of services rendered in con
nection with this claim, and the same shall 
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary 
notwithstanding. Any person violating the 
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed
ing .$1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 5, strike out "$25,000" and 
insert "$7,500." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of the legal guardian 
of Norma J. Roberts, a minor." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

LUCY YARLOTT 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4069) 

authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a patent in fee to Lucy Yarlott. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized and di· 
rected to issue to Lucy Yarlott a patent in 
fee to the following-described lands allotted 
to her on the Crow Indian Reservation, 
Mont.: The west half o! the northeast auar• 

ter, and the southeast quarter of the north· 
east quarter of (iection 22, and lot 3 of &eC• 
tion 10, township 9 south, range 34 east. 
Montana principal meridian. 

With the following committee amend· 
ment: 

Page 1, line 4, after "Lucy Yarlott", add 
"'Othermedicine"; and on page 1, line 9, after 
the period, insert "The prior disposition of 
the homestead land of Lucy Yarlott Other
medicinfil is hereby ratified and confirmed." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read:: 
"A bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue a patent in fee to Lucy 
Yarlott Othermedicine." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

AGNES STEVENS FISHER -
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4218) ' 

authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a patent in fee to Agnes Stevens 
Fisher. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized and directed to is
sue to Agnes Stevens Fisher a patent in fee 
to the following-described lands on the Crow 
Indian Reservation, Mont.: The southeast 
quarter of section 22, the north half of sec
tion 27, and the southwest quarter of sec
tion 23, township 7 south, range 37 east, 
Montana principal meridan. . 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 9, insert "Provided, That · when 
the land herein described is offered for sale, 
the Crow Tribe, or any Indian who is a mem
ber of said tribe, shall have 90 days in which 
to execute preferential rights to purchase 
said tract at a price offered to the seller by 
a prospective buyer willing and able to pur· 
chase." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND 
THE JUDICIARY DEPARTMENTS 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1953 
Mr. COLMER, from the Committee on 

Rules, reported the fallowing privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 592, Rept. No. 1675). 
which was ref erred to the House Calen
dar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That during the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7289) making appropria
tions for the Departments of State, Justice, 
Commerce, and the Judiciary, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1953, and for other pur- , 
poses, all points of order against said bill or · 
any provision contained in said bill are here
by waived. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak~ 

er, I make the point of order that a. 
quorum is not present. 1 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum; 
is not :oresent. 

···'). 
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Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move a 

call' of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol· 

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 44) 
Albert Harrison, Wyo, O'Brien, DI. 
Anfuso H~bert O'Konskl 
Balley Hedrick Patterson 
Baker Heller Poulson 
Boykin Herlong Powell · 
Buchanan Holifield Rains 
Buckley Horan Reams 
Buffett Hull Reed, Ill. 
Burdick Javits · Rhodes 
Carlyle Jones, Mo. Roosevelt 
Case Kelley, Pa. Sabath . 
Chelf Kersten, Wis. Sasscer 
Chiperfl.eld Larcade Scott, Hardie 
Cole, Kans. McDonough Shelley 
Combs Mcintire Simpson, Pa. 
Dawson McKinnon St ockman 
Dingell Miller, Calif. Velde 
Doyle Morgan Weichel 
Flood Morrison Welch 
Gordon Morton Widnall 
Granger Murdock Wilson, Ind. 
Harrison, Nebr. Murray, Wis. Wood, Ga. 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 3'66 
Members have answered to their names. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

CIVIL FUNCTIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE ARMY, APPROPRIATION BILL, 
1953 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I 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 <H. R. 7268) making appro· 
priations for civil functions adminis
tered by the Department of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and 
for other purposes; and pending that 
motion, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate on the bill 
be limited to not to exceed 3 hours, one
half of the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DAVIS] 
and the other half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the consid· 
eration of the bill H. R. 7268, with Mr. 
HARDY 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. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, in present
ing to the House of Representatives for 

, its consideration H. R. 7268, a bill mak
ing appropriations for civil functions 
administered by the Department of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1 1953, and for other purposes, I am con
fident that a large majority of the Mem
bers of the House will support this ap
propriation because it provides funds for 
carrying on vital items of navigation and 
tlood control improvements in practically 

every section of the country. Unfortu
nately there are those, both in and out of 
Congress, who are prone to assign un· 
complimentary labels to such legislation 
for the very reason that it does benefit 
widespread sections of the country and 
therefore interests many Members of 
Congress. At a time when we are calling 
on our taxpayers to devote large sums of 
money to develop backward areas 
throughout the world it is incomprehen
sible that such thoughtless attacks 
should be made on this meritorious de
velopment in our country. 

However meritorious, these improve
ments like all other civil functions of 
our Government, at this time, have un
fortunately had to take a proportionate 
cut and the initiation of recently au
thorized works has been prohibited, due 
to more compelling requirements of na
tional security. The funds here re
quested are the bare minimum consid
ered essential to continue works under 
way and to meet serious emergencies 
where they exist. Before going into an 
item-by-item discussion of the provisions 
of this bill I believe it appropriate, if not 
essential, that I take the time of the 
House for a few general remarks. 

All the projects for which funds are 
requested add to the wealth of the 
United States. They protect the lives 
and property of our people. Harbors 
must be kept open. Impediments to 
navigation must be removed. Channels 
need widening and deepening at existing 
bottlenecks. Navigation improvements 
since the beginning have paid in bene
fits several times over the Federal ex
penditure made for their construction. 
Flood control improvements on the low
er Mississippi River-the oldest Federal 
flood-control project-;-have paid over $5 
1n benefits for each Federal dollar 
expended. Flood control generally 
throughout the United States-first au
thorized in 1936-has already repaid 
about $1.50 in benefits for each Federal 
dollar expended. These projects have 
only begun to produce the ·anticipated 
benefits and they will have many years 
of highly useful life ahead of them. · 

No other nation can boast of an in
land water transportation system such 
as exists in our country. No nation can 
equal what we have done in less than 
two decades for fiood threatened areas 
of our country. And no nation in the 
world can match our Corps of Engineers, 
a body of men of superior intellect in 
their chosen profession, that has served 
the Nation both in peace and in war in 
an exemplary manner. 

From the beginning the Corps of En
gineers has been closely associated with 
our Federal program of internal im
provements and today is still the only 
general engineering organization in the 
Government service. In time of peace 
the corps' most important civil engineer
ing activity is the improvement of our 
waterways for navigation and the con
trol of fioods. 

The first river and harbor legislation 
enacted by Congress in 1789 consisted 
merely in assenting to certain improve
ments sponsored by the individual 
States. The first appropriation for river 
and harbor improvements was made in 
1824 and from that time to the War Be-

tween the States, Congress periodically 
provided appropriations for this pur
pose. The close of that war and the re
turn of industrial activity brought to the 
front the necessity for an even more 
comprehensive program to provide rea
sonable facilities for our ever-growing 
commerce. From 1866 to 1920, Congress_ 
continued to pass these periodical river 
and harbor bills, and in 1920 adopted its 
present policy of enacting general river 
and harbor legislation to include the 
authorization of definite projec'ts and 
the expenditures necessary for the com
pletion of these projects every several 
years. In the annual Department of the 
Army appropriations there is made 
available a lump sum for application to 
these authorized projects. No legisla
tion which comes before Congress re
ceives more critical examination or 
stands more on its own merits than do 
these river and harbor and now, fiood 
control authorization and appropriation 
bills. No committees of Congress re
ceive more expert and disinterested ad
vice than do the Public Works and Ap
propriation Committees from the Army 
engineers in their investigations into 
the merits of the indiivdual projects and 
their requests for construction funds. 

The necessity for these improvements 
and the important part which they play 
in the life of America is but little under
stood. In the early days of the Repub
lic its expansion was governed in large 
part by its rivers, as these highways pro
vided by nature were the only reliable 
means of transporting even the simple 
necessities of our pioneer ancestors. 
Today, in our modern complex civiliza
tion, the importance of water-borne 
commerce in the daily life of every citi
zen is even more evident, and the very 
necessities of this life depend on facili
ties for commerce and particularly 
water-borne commerce. Flood protec
tion of these navigation arteries and the 
industry and agriculture that crowd 
their banks is equally important. Great 
tloods such as those on the lower Mis
sissippi River in 1927, in New England 
and the eastern seaboard in 1936, on the 
Ohio in 1936 and 1937, on the Missouri 
in 1943, 1944, and 1945, on the Columbia 
in 1948, in California in 1950, and most 
recently at Kansas City, take an annual 
toll in damages running into hundreds 
of millions of dollars. In fact, the total 
losses in these fioods alone have amount
ed to more than all the appropriations 
that have been made for fiood-control 
works. 

River cities, such as Cincinnati, St. 
Louis, Memphis, and New Orleans, have 
been built up by low-cost water trans
portation and would have to alter their 
commercial existence were it not for the 
advantages afforded by improved 
streams. Nor could they continue to 
function as great cities without fiood 
protection. It is no accident that, of the 
36 cities of this Nation with populations 
of 300,000 or more, 30 are on federally 
improved navigable waterways. 

We cannot leave our homes and go 
into the streets without coming into 
direct contact with modern necessities 
and conveniences imported to provide us 
with a more comfortable existence. The 
asphalt on our streets, the tires on the 
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automobiles using the streets, have be
come practicable for use only because 
their cost has been brought within reach 
by the improvements of our waterways 
and harbors. These improvements are, 
of course, paid for indirectly by each and 
every one of us, but each and every one 
of us receives a direct return from our 
investment. There is no public expendi
ture that is so useful and fairly distrib
uted, both as to cost and benefit, as 
these improvements. The cost to any 
one individual is small, and the benefits 
reaped are continuous and ever present 
in our daily lives, composing a part of 
every meal, of every-day wearing ap
parel, and affecting our daily heat, light, 
and the other necessities and luxuries 
enjoyed by the American citizen. 

The use of these articles is taken for 
granted, and the average man in the 
street, when he visualizes a waterway, 
thinks of it as a natural gift to man
kind. This is far from true. Our At
lantic coast was provided by nature with 
but one harbor with a draft of 30 feet. 
New York Harbor, the greatest port in 
the world, with an annual tonnage of 
about 150,000,000, having a probable 
value of $100,000,000,000, had a natural 
entrance channel of only 23 feet, which 
has been increased by the Federal Gov
ernment to a depth of 45 feet and a width 
of 2,000 feet, with many interconnected 
channels and anchorage basins. 

The great ports of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans, the Gulf ports, including 
the booming Texas oil ports, the ore and 
coal centers of the Great Lakes, and 
our inland waterways reaching far into 
the interior of the country and providing 
the agricultural regions with transpor
tation costs comparable to those of the 
seacoast, have all been improved by the 
Federal Government and have played 
an ever-increasing part in the growth of 
the industrial and commercial life of the 
Nation. These developments, which have 
given the American Nation a system of 
harbors and waterways equaled by no 
other nation in the world, have resulted 
from far-seeing vision and skillful engi
neering execution. 

Congress throughout the years has ap
propriated a total of $3,700,000,000 for 
maintenance and improvement of our 
harbors and waterways, which handle 
an annual commerce of 760,000,000 tons. 
There have been appropriated $3,500,-
000,000 for fiood-control improvements 
which protect some 750 communities and 
over 26,000,000 acres of land. Since the 
first authorization by Congress this work 
has been carried out quietly and em
ciently by the Army engineers. Theirs is 
not an organization which seeks pub
licity in the unobtrusive performance of 
its work, and I would feel that I had 
neglected my own duty if I did not take 
this opportunity to speak briefly of its 
record and achievements. 

First organized by the Continental 
Congress in 1776, and definitely estab
lished by Congress in 1890 under the 
leadership of Brigadier General du Por
tail, a distinguished French volunteer, 
this organization has since been in con
tinued existence, and from its earliest 
days, has been charged with many of the 

more important construction and engi
neering activities of the Government. 

Its omcers are honor graduates of the 
United States Military Academy or se
lected graduates of our leading technical 
schools. These omcers are given .a year 
of postgraduate training in specially 
chosen technical subjects, and are fur
ther trained by actual field experience in 
responsible positions. · Their responsi
bilities are increased as rapidly as ex
perience permits. They are aided in 
their work· by a civil engineering organ
ization containing the highest type of 
engineering talent available in this 
country and imbued with the same spirit 
and traditions. The names on the 
roster of the Corps of Engineers include 
some of the most illustrious in Ameri
can history. Lee, Beauregard, Meade, 
McClellan, Joseph E. Johnston, Halleck, 
McPherson, Goethals, and Siebert, and 
their successors of today, MacArthur 
and Pick, are men who have contributed 
much to the progress of America. Their 
work has included, in addition to the 
supervision of river and harbor improve
ments, many other engineering achieve
ments of note. McNeil and Whistler 
were both Army engineers who played 
an outstanding part in the development 
of the country's first railroad system. 
Much of the early exploration and 
mapping of the great West was under 
the direction of this corps, which has 
been charged for many years with 
special surveys for the Federal Gov
ernment. 

The work entrusted to the Ariny engi
neers and the Mississippi River Commis
sion by the Congress has been an out
standing example of national planning. 
First there has been the arduous task 
of finding the facts-not only the phys
ical facts, but the effect, often far-reach
ing, of each proposed move on other 
conditions and interests. Then there 
has been the work of preparing a pro
gram that will conserve the Nation's 
resources, develop its possibilities, pro
vide for the future, and build up the 

. permanent well-being of the country and 
its people. 

Advance planning for additional fu
ture works of river and harbor improve
ment and of fiood control has continued 
with the prosecution of works under con
struction. Plans are prepared for the 
prompt commencement of further works 
of improvement, of widespread public 
benefit, all of which have been maturely 
investigated on the initiative of Con
gress, recommended by the Chief of En
gineers, and enacted ·by the Congress. 

For several years only limited funds 
have been appropriated to start new 
projects and this bill follows the same 
pattern. I wish it were not so. There 
are a number of highly important proj
ects that have been authorized for 2 or 
more years that I personally would like 
to see started, but the necessary funds 
for their initiation cannot be recom
mended at this time. A better balanced 
program providing for a fair number of 
"new starts" and for a greater rate of 
progress on those projects that are under 
way would be desirable, and I can assure 
you that the committee will recommend 
the funds to finance such a program as 
soon as it is prudent to do so. 

I think all members are familiar with 
the widespread demand for more and 
more power. The use of electric power 
is probably greater now than it has ever 
been before. The Corps of Engineers 
have recognized this demand and are 
prosecuting their multiple purpose proj
ects as vigorously as funds and materials 
will permit. I can point out that 58 per
cent of the funds asked for construction 
are to be used on projects involving the 
development of hydroelectric power. 

The appropriation recommended by 
the committee in this bill is the mini
mum considered essential to provide for 
reasonable progress on projects that are 
under construction. These projects may 
be generally classified as, having an im
portant effect on the present defense 
effort of the Nation, providing additional 
electric power in areas where there is a 
serious power shortage, affording flood 
protection to industrial communities and 
agricultural areas that are vital to our 
current defense program, and continu
ing or completing works that are well 
underway and cannot now be suspended 
without threatening serious physical and 
financial loss. 

I will conclude my general remarks by 
saying to the House of Representatives 
that these national improvements are 
assets of this great Nation serving our 
citizens every minute of the day and 
standing ready to move forward steadily 
to meet the modern needs of the coun
try-a work which has proved that the 
democratic methods in vogue now are 

· efticient and successful with respect to 
waterway improvements. This success 
has been and will be accomplished 
through the cooperation and wisdom of 
every Member of the House of Repre
sentatives combined with the same 
spirit among the distinguished Members 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BONNER. I am tremendously in
terested in the inland waterways and 
transportation on the inland waterways. 
The gentleman may remember that in 
the State of North Carolina last year a 
-serious condition arose as to the main-
tenance of existing projects. It was 
learned that the engineers had diverted 
such funds as had been allocated to the 
State of North Carolina for maintenance, 
and there were no funds available to 
maintain projects to the authorized 
depth-projects that were being used. 
Therefore, I am ask!ng with respect to 
maintenance in this appropriation bill 
for authorized water projects what di
vision is being made as between States, 
and what certainty will anyone else in 
the position of the State of North Caro
lina have as to whether there will be 
maintenance money to maintain the 
projects that are being used and keep 
them to the project depth. 

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. If the gentleman will 
take the report at the top of page 5, he 
will see the whole thing displayed. 

Mr. BONNER. I saw the table. 
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Mr. RABAUT. Funds in the amount of 

$67,105,000 are contained for operation 
and maintenance: 

While the committee ts cognizant Of the 
fact that emergencies may arise calling for 
the unanticipated expenditure of funds on 
certain projects, it will expect the Corps of 
Engineers to more rigidly adhere to the ten
tative allocation of operation and mainte
nance funds presented in justification of 
these estimates than has been true in the 
past. 

Mr. BONNER. Yes, it has been a sad 
experience in· the past. 

Mr. RABAUT. Well, we are bringing 
it to their attention. 

Mr. BONNER. Yet I say that these 
funds are given to the engineers in a 
lump sum to be used as they see fit to 
the best advantage. That is the condi
tion laid down. 

Mr. RABAUT. It looks to the best in
terests of the country. 

Mr. KERR. Yes. 
Mr. RABAUT. That is the only way 

we could do it. 
Mr. BONNER. I want to say to the 

gentleman, since he injected himself into 
this question I raised, that the interests 
of my State have been poorly served. 
The record will show it. 

Does the gentleman desire to give me 
a little more information about this 
question? 

Mr. FORD. I can give the gentleman 
some facts in reference to this that 
might be helpful. When the Army engi
neers made their justifications, they set 
forth tentative subtotals on which they 
based their total. 

Mr. BONNER. Does the gentleman 
have figures for North Carolina? 

Mr. FORD. I have before me in the 
justifications the amounts they expect 
tentatively to allocate to several projects 
in North Carolina. If the gentleman 
would care for it, I would be glad to read 
them into the RECORD. 

Mr. BONNER. I wish the gentleman 
would. · 

Mr. FORD. Maintenance of channels 
and harbors in North Carolina: The 
Atlantic intracoastal waterway, Wil
mington district, $235,000; Cape Fear 
River above Wilmington, $37,600,000; 
Morehead City Harbor, $186,000; Wil
mington Harbor, $282,000; Rollinson 
Channel, $28,200. · 

For the operation and care of locks, 
dams, and canals, Atlantic intracoastal 
waterway, Wilmington district, $85,000; 
and Cape Fear River above Wilmington, 
N. C., $300,000. 

Mr. BONNER. Ye•s. I thank the gen
tleman. The attention of the member
ship should be called to the fact that the 
intercoastal waterway serves all the At
lantic States. That item specified ,pro
vides service to all the Atlantic States 
but, of course, it is charged against the 
deep sea ports of Wilmington and More
head City. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERR. I yield. 
Mr. RABAUT. The justifications the 

gentleman read are not of allocations to 
the whole United States, but to Wilming
ton Harbor. 

Mr. BONNER. The point is that there 
are many local or inland ports that are 

tributaries to the inland waterway. 
When the inland waterway was built it 
provided a draft of 12 feet. The depth 
of the tributary channels run from 7 to 9 
feet. We exper!ence it generally on the 
inland waterway that a full cargo, 12-
foot load, cannot get in to the small ports 
where the entrance channels are only 7 
or 9 foot draft. I am sure other Mem
bers of Congress have experienced simi
lar difficulties with respect to feeder 
ports; the small feeder ports for the 
commerce of the inland waterway. To 
secure maximum service from the inland 
waterway, the depth in feeder ports must 
conform to 12-foot depth of the inland 
waterway. 

There is one other question I would 
like to ask: What consideration, if any, 
has the Appropriations Committee given, 
or has it ever discussed with the engi
neers the proposition of the States con
tributing to these civil works and func
tions as the States contribute to the road 
program and other programs? Has that 
ever been discussed in the committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield to me I think I can 
answer the question. 

Mr. KERR. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I was connected with 

one harbor project for 8 years where the 
Army engineers did a perfectly marvel
ous job. In the House Document au
thorizing the project, provision was 
made for contribution by local interests. 
It varies depending on the conditions 
surrounding each particular project. 

· For instance, in the case of the project 
about which I am talking, the city of 
Stockton, and that area in California, 
we contributed almost $3,000,000 before 
we got through. For instance, we had to 
provide terminal facilities and we had 
to get rights of way for channel levee, 
and spoil disposal areas and other Fed
eral requirements. We made a very sub
stantial contribution; in fact, it was lar
ger than the Federal contribution. 

In the case of flood control projects 
the Federal Government has not asked 
that they be set up on a contributing 
basis because in 1938 the policy was laid 
down that the Nation would assume the 
responsibility for flood-control works. 

Mr. BONNER. I thank the gentleman. 
I do think, however, that it is getting 
so out of balance that there should be 
general legislation to bring about a 
matchinff contribution in this public 
works program similar to the one we 
have in the public roads program and 
other things, letting those who desire the 
benefits participate on a basis ot share 
and share alike throughout the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. KERR. I yield. , 
Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to make 

one suggestion for the benefit of Mem
bers who are interested in these projects. 
The procedure we follow in the State· of 
California is that the State has created 
what is known as a State Water Coun
cil. We have many fiood control and 
harbor projects. The State Water Coun
cil holds extensive hearings throughout 
the State on merits of various projects; 
then that organization screens them and 
determines which ones they are going to 
recommend and which they will not 

recommend for appropriations. When 
they have done that they have the au
thority of the State behind them. So 
their recommendations are official so far 
as the State of California is concerned 
as to what projects and what amounts 
they think should be appropriated by 
the Congress. We have very little chance 
to get in any of these so-called unrecom
mended projects because our State has 
screened them all and the Civil Func
tions Committee logically adheres to the 
ones recommended by the State Water 
Council. 

Mr. ~RR. I am quite sure that my 
distinguished and able colleague will be 
able to take care of the State of North 
Carolina. I am satisfied he has done 
very good work down there on several oc
casions and you may expect the great 
State of North Carolina, one of the big 
taxpaying States of the Nation, will be 
taken care of. 

Mr. BONNER. I may say to the gentle
man that I appreciate his compliment 
very much, and I am going to ask the 
Committee to allow me 5 minutes here. 
I am going to show this House that there 
are two projects in my congressional dis
trict, in one of which great damage was 
brought about by the engineers but noth
ing has ever been done about it and an
other project that cannot be used for 
the reason it is not reported in the budget 
to the Appropriations Commitee. There
fore the inland waterways will never 
serve its purpose unless we can get the 
feeder ports constructed to a depth to 
conform with the channel of the inland 
waterway. The only way you can take 
care of it is to get a-little money in this 
appropriation bill. This applies not 
only to my district but to other districts. 

Mr. KERR. I hope the gentleman will 
continue to get corrected what he feels 
should be corrected down there and I feel 
confident that ultimately he will get all 
of this and we will all be proud of him. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield myself 15 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, in the sense that an 
appropriation bill can be ref erred to as a 
good bill or a bad bill, I think it. is fair to 
say that this represents a good bill. It is 
the result of a considerable amount of 
fair and open, give-and-take, among the 
members of the subcommittee, the kind 
of enlightened and selective cutting that 
resulted in a unanimous report to the 
House. 

I suppose that among Members of the 
House generally that any appropriation 
bill that has been cut as deeply as this 
one has been cut, can hardly merit the 
general recognition of being good. In
sofar as members of the House are vi
tally concerned with the various, indi
vidual projects, and properly so, then I 
suppose a bill cut as this one has been, 
would be referred to as a bad bill. Among 
the other members of the House who 
do not have the direct or vital concern 
with the projects which are included, 
and who commonly refer to this as the 
pork-barrel bill, then I suppose with re
spect to them, because there is any 
money at all appropriated in the bill, 
it can hardly be called a good bill. 

But, as I said, as a result of fair sub
committee deliberation, I think this rep
resents a good bill. 
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I do want to express my appreciation 

to the majority members of the sub
committee for the fairness which they 
exhibited both in the hearings and in 
the marking up of this measure, and 
also express my appreciation to my in
dustrious, capable, and conscientious 
colleague of the minority, the gentle
man from Michigan. Because of an ad
ditional assignment, which I was ginn 
on the Committee on Appropriations 
during part of these hearings, he car
ried the burden of the minority alone, 
and yet I think everyone will agree that 
he carried the burden very well. 

This bill represents a cut from a 
budget request of about $693,000,000 in 
round numbers to $492,000,000 as pre
sented here to the House. In other 
words, the cut exceeds $200,000,000 and 
represents a cut of 28.9 percent. 

The subcommittee operated under cer
tain ground rules similar to those which 
it operated under last year. First of all, 
it was decided that we would stay within 
the recommendations of the Bureau of 
the Budget. Secondly, that there would 
be no new starts during this time of criti
cal :finances and critical materials. 
Thirdly, that there should be a mini
mum amount allotted for examination 
and surveys for new projects. There is 
included in this bill $635,000 of unear
marked, examination, and survey funds. 
There is $2,000,000 represented in that 
:figure of $2,635,000 which is shown in the 
bill, which is earmarked for the fish and 
wildlife studies on the lower Columbia 
River. With respect to examinations 
and surveys and flood control, there is 
slightly over a million dollars which has 
not been earmarked. 

Then the fourth ground rule was that 
we would allow no new money for the 
planning of projects. I think that posi
tion was pretty well established last year, 
and the basis for it continues to exist. 
There are many authorized projects, 
which are not under construction, and 
we felt that to allow additional planning 
funds would serve to spread out and thin 
out the efforts of the Corps of Engineers 
to an unreasonable degree. That does 
not mean that there will be no funds 
used for planning this year, because there 
is a substantial unobligated balance both 
in rivers and harbors and flood control, 
which can be spent for the planning of 
projects during this year. 

The fifth general ground rule was this, 
and this is the last one I will mention: 
that where a project is well along toward 
complet ion, substantially the amount 
recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget is contained in this bill. Once 
a project gets over the hump and is on 
the ,vay to be :finished, it represents good 
economy to get that project :finished, so 
that it can provide a return on the money 
that is invested in it. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I yield to 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROOKS. On that point I think 
the gentleman is proceeding on wise 
ground with reference to · his rule. I 
know of one project, however, that is 
78 percent completed, and the engineers 
have asked for funds which would have 
made it 92 percent completed. A project 

of that sort, in your judgment, should be 
completed, according to your statement? 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. In the ab
sence of unusual circumstances, I would 
say so. I do not know what project the 
gentleman is ref erring to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will call the gentle
man's attention to the project. It ap
pears on page 394 of the hearings. Gen
eral Chorpening says it will be 62 percent 
completed with the funds received this 
year and will be 89 percent completed 
with the funds that we are asking for for 
the fiscal year 1953. That is on page 395 
of the hearings. The project is not in 
my district, I will say to the gentleman, 
but I do happen to know it is a very 
important project. That is the Natchi
toches project. It is a diversion project. 
It is not in my district, but I do join with 
the gentleman in his statement when he 
says that a project that close to comple
tion should be completed. I appreciate 
the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. I think the facts show that 
was a project which was unbudgeted last 
year, and which was put in by the other 
body. 

Mr. BROOKS. And the conferees 
agreed to it. 

Mr. FORD Yes, but the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. DAVIS] and the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD] did 
not agree to it. 

I think also that that project was one 
that could be completed with the funds 
th.at are presently on hand. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman may 
know more than the hearings disclose. 
General Chorpening, who is Assistant 
Chief, did not say that in the hearings. 
If the gentleman has more information, 
I would like to have it. 

Mr. FORD. Unfortunately not all of 
the facts are always included in the 
hearings. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. In support 
of what the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. FORD] said, let me say to the gen
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS] 
that the subcommittee is informed that 
the engineers did not use the money 
which was appropriated for that project 
last year. 

Mr. BROOKS. They testified in re
sponse to a question by Mr. FORD that 
the contract would be let in April, and 
I think they are to be praised for not 
rushing into a contract before they were 
ready to do it. They said when it. was 
let in April the amount which the bud
get approved would make the project 92 
percent completed. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I will yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan, and 
then I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to finish my general statement. 

Mr. DONDERO. The question I 
wanted to ask the gentleman is, I notice 
in the tabulation there is practically no 
money for surveys, or a very nominal 
amount. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Six hundred 
and thirty-five thousand dollars for 

rivers and harbors and $1,215,000 under 
fiood control. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is $1,700,000 al
together. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. One mil
lion eight hundred and forty-five thou
sand dollars altogether. 

Mr. DONDERO. What a great many 
Mempers cannot understand-and I am 
not offering this as any criticism of your 
committee. I think you are reflecting 
generally the public opinion of the coun
try to reduce public expenditures, but 
what we cannot understand is this, 
whether or not this Government is tak
ing an inconsistent position when we cut 
out work in our own country and allow 
half a billion dollars for improvement 
of the Rhone River in France. The 
trouble with our projects is that they are 
not over there in Europe; if they were 
money would be allotted to them. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I do not be
lieve any comment is necessary. The 
gentlemen 012 our subcommittee · did not 
have the Rhone project before them or 
there might have been a different result 
in that. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. This is 

not on any project, but, as I understand, 
the President issued an order tying up 
the funds for public works on projects 
covered in this bill shortly after he 
started the war in Korea. Is that Execu
tive order still in operation and made ap
plicable to projects that he does not 
consider in the interest of national 
defense? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. There is the . 
general rule still in existence that there 
must be a clearance with respect to de
fense necessity, and that is reflected in 
the recommendations of the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

.Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I have 
been told, because I happen to have 150 
miles of the Mississippi River in my dis
trict, and I am not asking for anything, 
but I have been told that in the case of 
certain surveys that are partially com
pleted, that because of an Executive 
order those projects were not in the in
terest of national defense, they could not 
go forward. If that rule is still in opera
tion I want to ask whether the money 
that is provided in this bill for certain 
projects will be withdrawn if the projects 
are not found to be in the interest of na
tional defense and that the work will not 
go forward. 

Mr. DAVIS of. Wisconsin. I would as
sume that that would be true, inasmuch 
as that order is still in effect. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Then 
we can probably save a lot of money cut
ting out a great many of these projects. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. The Bureau 
of the Budget recommendation, I may 
say to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
represents the President's establishment, 
and so it may be assumed that that ques
tion was settled at the time the Bureau 
of the Budget sent their recommenda
tion down; we would assume they had 
clearance by the President. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRF.SEN. One 
further question. I have a project which 
was provided for back in the Eight!eth 
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Congress - involving a few thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Does the 
gentleman mean authorized? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It was 
authorized and money was made avail
able, but the money was recovered back 
into the fund and the project was not 
proceeded with. We have been told that 
if the project is to go forward we must 
come before Congress and get another 
appropriation. 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. Aside from 
the order of the President in that re
spect, the gentleman will recall that 
there was a general rescission of funds 
because the Congress directed the Presi
dent to cut back some of the funds in 
these flood-control projects. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. This 
happens to be a harbor project on the 
Mississippi River. The funds were pro
vided in the Eightieth Congress, which 
was a good Congress; but I have been 
told that we will have to get another 
Republican Congress to pass another ap
propriation for it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. If the gen
tleman will let me proceed, I want to 
conclude a statement on the general 
rules used by the subcommittee before 
we go too far, because it will perhaps 
forestall questions that otherwise might 
be asked with respect to specific projects. 

The rule of no new starts, for instance. 
explains why the Hartwell Dam, the 
Tunnel Creek Reservoir, the Cape. Gi
rardeau, and the Topeka flood-control 

I projects, lock 19 at Keokuk, Iowa, and 
. Ice Harbor locks and dam were not in
cluded. In addition, there were some 
projects, while they cannot be specifical

\ lY called new projects, that w~re not in-
1 eluded because of unusual circumstances 
1 
relating to them. 

I The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
1 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

I Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself seven additional 
minutes. 

1 There are specific circumstances which 
1 explain the committee's refusal to grant 
I funds. One of them is The Dalles in 
Washington; another is Gavins Point in 
Nebraska; another is the Niagara River 

, 1n New York; and a fourth is Cheatham 
lock and dam on the Tennessee. In · 

1 each case there was not sufficient exact 
data as to the amounts of money in
. volved in these projects, that caused the 

!
committee to decide that it would be in 
the interest of economy as well as effi
cient construction that those projects be 

ldeferred. 
r With respect to administration ex-
1 penses, which is always a matter of in-
terest to Members of the House, let me 
~ay that the committee denied 18 new 
positions, requested in the office of the 
Chief of the Corps of Engineers. It 
made specific reductions totaling about 
9 percent in the administration costs 
which are allocated within the various 

!
construction projects. That cut does not 
apply to the administration of the Mis
lsissippi River Commission in which aver
'1ge employment has been reduced from 
261 in 1949 to 199 in 1951, a reduction of 
almost one-quarter of the personnel in 
the course of the last 2 years. 

The appropriation for the Panama 
Canal shows a large cut percentagewise, 
but that is a reflection of the determina
tion of the Congress that the Panama 
Canal Zone and the Panama Canal are 
to be, at least primarily, self-sustaining. 
The Congress in 1951 passed legislation 
reorganizing the Canal Zone set-up and 
the Canal Zone. It was an attempt to 
assure that that would be self-sustain
ing. The tolls of the Panama Canal 
have been revised only once since the 
Canal went into operation _and that was 
in. 19-37 when the effect of the revision 
was to reduce the tolls that had been 
charged. The subcommittee felt that 
was completely unrealistic and the re
port so states. 

One other matter of interest and that 
is with respect to the schedule of rental 
of Government quarters. If you will 
look on page 13 of our report you will 
notice the rentals now in effect which 
are based on a completely unrealistic 
schedule which has been put into effect 
by order of the executive departments. 
The subcommittee attempted to get at 
that last year by putting language in the 
report, and while the executive agencies 
have furnished us with statements as to 
what they expect to do, the recommenda
tions of the subcommittee, as far as 
actual practice goes, have been so far 
ignored. We brought that up again this 
year and the chairman of t~e full com
mittee has assured us that by the time 
the final supplemental bill comes before 
the House we will have an opportunity 
to insert language that will apply across
the-board in all agencies of the Govern
ment, which will assure a reasonable and 
fair return to the Government of the 
United States on those housing units 
that are made available to Federal per
sonnel. 

In summary, I would say that this bill, 
as brought to you by the subcommittee 
unanimously, represents a realistic bal
ance between the need for river and har
bor and flood-control construction and 
maintenance and an equally critical need 
for rock bottom reduction in expenses 
of the Federal Government. I hope that 
the House will accept the subcommittee's 
report without any changes. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I yield to 
the gentleman from' Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I would like to in
quire of the gentleman concerning his 
position and the pasition of the subcom
mittee relative to examination and sur
vey funds for flood control. On page 6 
you have the sum of $1,215,000, under 
the title of ''Examination, Survey, Plan
ning and Other Study Programs." I 
notice that the Army engineers requested 
the sum of $1 ,600,000 for some 90 dif
ferent · projects in some 35 different 
States. What is this $1,215,000 to be 
spent for and who is going to determine 
the projects upon which that money wjll 
be spent? · 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. The sub
committee was not able to specifically 
earmark those examination and survey 
funds for each of those projects. That 
would be very difficult from a practical 
:viewpoint. But, it did make a substan-

tial reduction, still permitting this money 
to be allocated by the Corps of Engineers. 
and I suppose we will have to accept 
them as the experts who will make the 
determination as to where it should be 
used and permit them to· allocate those 
funds among the projects. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Does not the 
gentleman realize that this puts the 
Anny engineers in a rather awkward 
situation? I have only a little project 
included in this list of 90. I submit there 
are many Members on this floor who have 
their own projects. Now, when I call the 
Army engineers concerning my project-
incidentally, it amounts to only $20,000 
of this total-they can very easily tell 
me, "Well, we are sorry. We have had 
to use this money on some other project." 
Now what is the objection to the subcom
mittee recommending the full amount of 
$1,600,000, a difference of $385,000, and 
obviate all of this embarrassment to the 
Army engineers, and at the same time 
assuring the completion of the reports 
on these projects, many of which are as 
much as 80 percent complete? 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. I am not too 
much concerned about the Army engi
neers being embarrassed by that. The 
gentleman has had experience with other 
agencies of the Government in which he 
called them up to try to get some in
formation or to get something done, in 
which they told him, "I am sorry, Mr. 
Congressman, but Congress did not al
low enough money to do that job." You 
have had that happen with other agen
cies. If we are going to allot everything 
that is asked for in order to obviate that 
embarrassment to the Corps of Engi
neers, what are you going to do with the 
other agencies? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Let us relieve the 
Army engineers of their embarrassment 
and assume the same ourselves. What 
am I going to tell the people in my dis
trict if I cannot get $20,000 to complete 
the report on a flood-control project 
which is of great importance to them? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Well, what 
are all of the Members of Congress going 
to tell their people? There are many 
projects that have had not only some 
survey done but the planning completed, 
and are ready to start construction. Yet 
Members have to tell their people, just as 
all the rest of us are going to have to tell 
our people, that Uncle Sam just does not 
have enough money to go around . 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Ah, but they read 
the next day that billions of dollars have 
been appropriated for projects in foreign 
countries, as was just mentioned by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. DON
DERO J. They will not believe me. They 
refuse to accept such an answer. They 
want a better excuse than that. 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. I am not one 
of those who sympathizes with the view 
that we ought to spend billions at home 
because we are spending billions abroad. 
· Mr. CHENOWETH. I do not want to 

get into a controversy with the gentle
man, but I just want to know why you 
did not include the additional $385,000. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I do not 
think that requires a lengthy explana
tion. It is the same situation we have 
everywhere else, that we simply cannot 
appropriate all the money asked for. 
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Mr. CHENOWETH. Last year your 

committee took the attitude that no 
money should be appropriated for this 
work. Now this year you have provided 
only a partial amount of the total re
quested by the Army engineers. 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. In order to 
permit them to complete examination of 
critical projects. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. This is not 
enough for all of the projects. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. No; I do not 
believe that will complete them all. But, 
there are other projects in the country 
in the same position. They will have to 
wait their time. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. The. gentleman's 
committee did not designate the proj
ects on which this money should be ex
pended. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. We did not. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. You left that 

determination up to the Army engineers? 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. We felt that 

was the only practical way to handle it. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. I thank the gen

tleman for his .kindness in yielding to 
me. I feel this is a very important mat
ter and I am glad to have his comments. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such t ime as he may desire to the gen
tleman from Florida, [Mr. LANTAFF]. 

Mr. LANTAFF. Mr. Chairman, thi:;; bill 
provides for an appropriation of $4,000,-
000 for the ce·ntral and South Florida 
fiood cont rol project. Since the start of 
construction in the early part of 1950, 
the Corps of Engineers have constructed, 
or are now completing, a 110-mile levee 
barrier which w·ll provide nearly 700,000 
people and almost a billion and a quar
ter dollars worth of property with pro
tection against a recurrence of the dev
astating fioods of 1947. 

South Florida suffered approximately 
$50,000,000 in damages in the fioods of 
1947; $25,000,0'lO damage resulted from 
water ag2..in in 1949; and $50,000,000 loss 
occurred from the fioods of 1950. 

As a resident of Miami Springs, I re
call wading around in water for days. 
My children were unable to go to school 
for several days because of the disas
trous fiood that hit our area in 1947. 
I remember all of us having to take ty
phoid shots, and while it isn't so pleasant 
to talk about, the high waters had caused 
septic tanks in the area to overfiow, 
which brought about the imminent dan
ger of an epidemic. 

Since much of the area in which these 
fiood conditions occur is agricultural, a 
recurrence of such losses would have a 
resultant effect of lessening our agricul
tural production and present a serious 
threat to our whole mobilization effort. 

We do not wish to see another disas
ter in south Florida such as the one 
a few years ago, which took 2,500 lives 
around the Lake Okeechobee region. We 
desire to prevent further serious losses 
to the farmers of south Florida. We 
know that the municipalities and local 
units of government, in the areas af
fected wi'-h past fioods, would be finan
cially unable to cope with another fiood 
problem. Hence, those of us in south 
Flor· da are solely dependent upon the 
fiood-control program to prevent a re
currence of these and more serious con
ditions. 

But, in addition, this appropriation is a 
sound investment for the Federal Gov
ernment. Increased productivity in this 
area will return more in taxes alone than 
the sum approved by the committee. 
Early completion of this project is 
clearly within the national interest. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Loui
siana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
should like to discuss with you briefiy the 
lower Mississippi and its tributaries. 
This is the oldest authorized fiood-con
trol project in the bill. It was authorized 
in 1929. The total authorization is 
$1,202,748,500. The Congress has ap
propriated, minus maintenance, $769,-
466,223; remaining to be appropriated 
after fiscal year 1952, $523,282,277. 

I am not going to attempt to get re
instated any of the funds the committee 
removed, but I think it should be called 
to the attention of the committee that 
the Corps of Army Engineers requested 
of the budget $119,238,786, but for some 
reason unknown to me, and I believe to 
the members of the commit tee, the 
budget reduced this request to $60,520,-
000, or, in other words, almost 50 percent. 

In making the reduction there are 
many projects under construc;;tion that 
will have to be stopped. I should like to 
enumerate them briefly. 

There is the St. Francis River, Ark. and 
Mo. This important fiood-control proj
ect benefits 2,000,000 acres of rich agri
cultural area and was cut from the 
needed $3,409,000 to $500,000. 

Lower Wh'te River, Ark. Important 
fiood-control project protecting 149,000 
acres of agricultural and timber lands. 
Work was started on this project in 1938. 
It was cut from $120,000 to zero. 

Lower Arkansas River, north bank. 
Levee protection affecting 568,000 acres. 
The project was under way last year and 
is under way this fiscal year. Cut from 
$3,033,000 to $500,000, making it impos
sible to start additional work and only 
possible to finish three jobs now under 
way. 

Yazoo River Basin, Greenwood, Miss. 
A local protect"on project protecting a 
community of 18,061 people. Includes 
levees and pumping stations. Work was 
under way last year and is under way 
this fiscal year . The budget cut was 
from $2,356,000 to zero. 

Belzoni, Miss., population 4,071. Au
thorized in 1936. The budget cut was 
from $337,000 to zero. 

Sunfiower River, Miss. Flood-control 
channels. Last work was done in calen
dar year 1948. Three hundred and 
eighty-one thousand acres affected. 
Cut from $660,000 to zero. 

Steele Bayou, Miss. Flood-control 
channels, affecting 281,000 acres. Work 
was under way last year and work is 
under way this fiscal year. Cut from 
$555,000 to zero, making it impossible to 
do any more work, rendering the proj
ect incomplete. 

Lake Pontchartrain, La. Levees for 
protecting a fast-growing urban area 
containing by a 1950 count approxi
mately 17,000 homes and 50,000 people. 
An additional authorization was con
tained in the 1950 act. Work was under 
way last year under the old project and 

1s being continued for fiscal year 1952. 
Project cut from $940,000 to zero, making 
it impossible to do any work under the 
new authorization. 

I would like the committee to tell me 
why the budget reduced the lower Mis
sissippi and its tributaries from $119,-
238,000 to $60,520,000. Does the chair
man have that information? Evidently 
silence indicates he is without that in
format ion. 

May I direct to the attention of the 
comm'ttee that of the appropriation of 
$60,500,000 made for the lower Missis
sippi and its tributaries last year, the 
anticipated unobligated balance as of 
June 30 this year will be only $280 ,000. 
This amount is not sufficient to meet one 
payroll, because there are approximately 
5,415 employees. 

I direct to the attention of the com
mittee that the budget has reduced this 
project by almost 100 percent. In the 
event there is an amendment to cut it 
any further, you will understand that 
the Bureau of the Budget has already 
cut the project by almost 100 percent, 
and they have have eliminated many 
important projects. 

I think the members of the committee 
who inspected the projects in the lower 
Mississippi and its tributaries will vouch 
for the statement that General Feringa, 
president, Mississippi River Ccmmiss" on, 
is doing a good job, and he is not wast
ing money. Any amount the lower Mis
sissippi and its tributaries is cut will cer
tainly cost the taxpayers additional 
money in the future. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKS. I would like to ask my 

colleague, because he is on the commit
tee, this question. When you ref er to the 
lower Mississippi and its tributaries for 
appropriation purposes, you do not refer 
to the Red River, do you? 

Mr. PASSMAN. No, we do not refer to 
the Red River. It includes the Red River 
backwater area, but not the Red River 
proper. 

Mr. BROOKS. The Red River is not 
considered a part of the Mississippi and 
its tributaries for appropriation pur
pases? 

Mr. PASSMAN. Not the upper 
stretches-that is my understanding. 

Mrs. BOSONE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield. 
Mrs. BOSONE. I am pleased to hear 

what the gentleman is saying at this 
time. When the reclamation bill was be
fore the House, just last week, we had 
about the same argument as you are giv
ing today on the flood-control bill. There 
is no difference in my opinion as to the 
cost of taking water off the land and 
putting water on tne land. The problem 
is taking the water off the land in the 
South, while the problem is putting the 
water on the land in the West. We ad
vanced the same arguments and we 
were left with greatly cut budgets in the 
West. With a no-start policy I am 
afraid of the net result in national de
fense where I come from, where we have 
the great Hill Field Air Force Base, and 
one of the greatest depots for the Army .. 
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tremendous Navy base, and an arsenal. 
We are surrounded by military activity, 
and yet we may drill and have drilled 
and found chlorides in the water and 
brackish water. We need water, and yet 
with this policy, and with the cuts by 
the Bureau ·of Reclamation itself, by 
the Bureau of the Budget, and by the Ap
propriations Commit tee, we have been 
cut drast ically. I am fearful of the re
sults. So the same arguments that you 
are using for the projects in the South 
can certainly be applied to the projects 
in the West. But, I did not see too many 
of you voting with the reclamation 
group. In fact , further amendments to 
cut were offered to our western recla
mation ad by some Members of the 
South. I want to impress the Members 
of the House today that the argument is 
the same in the West so far as putting 
water on the land, as it is in the South 
where they need to take water off the 
land. 

Mr. PASSMAN. I thank the gentle
woman. We must remember that when 
the water comes down into the lower val
ley, it is not unusual to have a quarter 
or possibly half a billion dollars of losses 
in one year alone, in addition to the 
loss of many lives. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield. 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I simply 

wanted to comment with respect to the 
lower Mississippi, that the policy which 
the Interior Subcommittee followed in 
not permitting new starts in the West, 
which the gentlewoman from Utah was 
so greatly concerned about, has been en
tire y consistent with what the subcom
mittee has done with reference to the 
lower Mississippi Valley. None of the 
$60,000,000 ref erred to contains any new 
projects. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Not only does the rec
or.amendation of the committee not con
tain any new projects, but the budget 
has eliminated many projects now under 
construction. I wanted the commit tee 
to know that the budget had made a 
$59,268,000 reduction below the request 
of the Corps of Army Engineers, which 
is almost half. 

Mr . NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield. 
Mr. NORRELL. Is it not true that the 

amount the Bureau of the Budget cut the 
estimates will have to come off the con
struction end of these projects because 
the maintenance must go on just the 
same, and therefore there has been. lit
tle left for even the construction of proj
ects which were started years and years 
ago? 

Mr. PASSMAN. In every case that is 
true because the maintenance must be 
continued regardless of the appropria
t ion. When an appropriation is made, 
the maintenance is first considered, and 
if anything remains, it goes to continue 
the projects under construction. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield. 
Mr. COOPER. With respect to the 

lower Mississippi River and its tribu
taries, as has been so well pointed out 
by the distinguished gentleman from 

Louisiana, who is a very valuable mem
ber of the Com..rnittee on Appropriations, 
the Budget Bureau itself cut that recom
mendation of the engineers practically 
one-half, did it not? 

Mr. PASSMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. COOPER. Certainly then, any 

thought of any further reduction would 
be a serious mistake, would it not? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I agree witn the gen
tleman, and that is why I wanted to di
rect the attention of the committee to 
this statement. You will find it on page 
240 in part I of the hearings. 

If you will read that you will under
stand as I do that the Bureau of the 
Budget has cut the request of the Corps 
of Army Engineers almost in half. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Washington [Mr. JACKSON J. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I understand the problem 
which my colleagues have faced in re
porting this bill and I know its magni
tude would bafile many citizens. 

However, I think that I owe it to the 
membership of the House to lay before 
them a record of how the cuts in the 
civil functions projects scheduled for the 
Columbia River Basin will affect the ci
vilian economy and the national defense. 

I believe that before this bill is ready 
for signature by the President additional 
information and further discussion will 
reveal that some amendments to the bill 
as now reported will be required. 

In connection with the items in the 
bill for the Pacific Northwest, let me 
point out that the President requested 
$5,000,000 to undertake the beginning of 
construction of Ice Harbor Dam on the 
lower river. The Snake is one of the 
three principal tributaries of the Colum
bia. 

The House committee has eliminated 
this appropriation in its entirety. This 
means that the Ice Ilarbor Dam power 
production will be delayed for at least 
one year-from 1956 to 1957. 

As a. member of the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy, I must advise you 
that this delay jeopardizes the operation 
of the Hanford Works. The Ice Harbor 
dam is but a few miles southeast of Han
ford. 

Hanford now is solely dependent for 
electric power upon a single line of sup
ply which comes to it from Grand Cou
lee Dam, more than 100 miles away. The 
Hanford Works must have a continuous 
and large supply of power. Any inter
ruption in power service has serious con
sequences; yet Hanford is wholly de
pendent upon one supply line and this 
supply line is part of a transmission 
system which, due to heavy growth in 
power demand over all the Pacific North
west, is already badly overloaded at 
times and, as a consequence, not too 
stable in its service. 

Under its expanded program, details 
of which I am not at liberty to give you, 
the Hanford Works will require not only 
additional power supplies over and above 
that which it now receives, but, for safe
ty's sake, it should have an adidtional 
source of PoW~-a -supply which will 

come to it from a different direction and 
from a plant which can be independent 
of all other sources. 

Ice Harbor Dam is justified in consid
erable measure on this single basis. 

If Ice Harbor Dam is not built for this 
purpose it is quite probable that the 
Atomic Energy Commission in order to 
get an additional source of power will 
insist on spending approximately $60,-
000,000 or $70,000,000 for a steam plant 
which must import fuel from other 
regions at considerable· expense and at 
continuing higher costs. 

Thus, failure to approve the begin
ning of construction of Ice Harbor Dam 
will not necessarily mean a saving of 
inoney. It will mean simply a less effi
cient use of money to supply power in 
some other way. 

Ice Harbor Dam will pay . for itself 
many times over during the long pull 
whether or not the Hanford power use 
continues to exist. 

Ice Harbor is a multipurpose dam. It 
is wholly fea-sible on a payout basis. It 
is the logical dam to be undertaken next 
in Columbia River development, and it 
will supplement and complement the 
other multipurpose dams now built or to 
be built on the Columbia River system. 

Department of the Interior files and 
the hearings before the committee both 
show records of the Atomic Energy Com
mission's need for this dain. 

Notwithstanding this, the committee 
disallowed funds for it on the basis that 
its members had not received clear
cut information relative to the protec
tion of fisheries during and after con
struction of this project. 

I am inclined to agree with the com
mittee that the information received was 
not adequate. However, I believe ade
quate information on this matter, which 
can satisfy committee members and 
other members of this House, will be 
forthcoming in the next few weeks. I 
have talked with the Department of the 
Interior about this since Interior is the 
Department responsible for fisheries 
conservation. It is my hope that an 
adequate record on this paint can be 
made before the Senate. 

If this is done, I also hope that the 
House will not again turn a deaf ear 
toward the support of this project. 

The committee has recommended 
other cuts in funds for projects on the 
Columbia River system which, it seems 
to me and my colleagues from the Pacific 
Nor thwest, may have deeply serious con
sequences if they are allowed to remain 
in effect. 

The President recommended an ap
propriation of $25,000,000 to continue 
the work of construction on Chief Jo
seph Dam, located on the Columbia 
River in north central Washington. 

Through the fiscal year 1952 the Con
gress has appropriated the total of 
$43,592,800 for the construction of this 
project. The work is well under way. 
The dam has been scheduled to come 
into power production in 1956 at a time 
when the need for power in the Pacific 
Northwest will still be critical. When 
complete, the dam will produce nearly 
1,000,000 kilowatts of prime electricity. 
It is centrally located in the Pacific 
Northwest and the cost of transmitting 
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the power from the damsite to market is 
relatively low. 

Failure to complete this dam on sched
ule will result in an intensification of the 
over-all power shortage which now ex
ists in the Pacific Northwest, to the detri-

. ment of industrial expansion. 
The committee cut from the estimate 

of $25,300,000 to $11,500,000, it seems to 
me, is unnecessarily drastic. 

I am hopeful, here, too, that further 
consideration of the facts prior to final 
passage of this bill by both Houses will 
result in at least a partial restoration of 
these funds for Chief Joseph. If this 
cut is permitted to stand, power pro
duction from Chief Joseph will be de
layed at least 6 months and the delay 
will come during the critical season of 
the year when water flows in the river 
are low. This may result in curtailment 
of aluminum production in the Pacific 
Northwest and the curtailment possibly 
of other defense production. 

Finally, I want to comment on the 
committee's complete disallowance of ali 

. funds for the continued construction of 
the Dalles Dam. 

The President requested $37,500,000 to 
accelerate construction of this dam un
der way during the fiscal year 1953. 
Work has already begun this spring un
der last year's initial appropriation of 
$4,000,000. 

The House committee has disallowed 
the entire amount of $37,500,000, which 
brings the schedule on this dam to a. 
complete standstill. 

The Dalles Dam was scheduled to come 
into power production j.n 1957. Failure 
to restore at least some of the funds re
quested will delay this schedule by at 
least 1 year. 

Delay in the power production from 
this dam and the Chief Joseph Dam will 
intensify the risk which the Northwest 
runs each winter during low water sea
son-the risk of having to curtail valu
able light metal and defense ' chemical 
production. 

If these money cuts on Ice Harbor, 
Chief Joseph, and The Dalles were not 
so great, they might be kept en the con
struction schedule recommended by the 
Corps of Engineers and the BonnevLle 
Administration. 

If maintained on this schedu e, the 
three dams would be contributing, among 
them, a total of 964,000 kilowatts of 
prime power during the low-water sea
son in the winter of 1957-58. 

This would provide a small surplus of 
power supply over the known demands 
of that year-a surplus which could be 
made available for industrial develop
ment and which would supply reasonable 
reserves of generation with which to 
meet service contingencies. 

But if these reductions recommended 
by the committee are allowed to stand, 
the three dams will be delayed. 

The margin of power supply over de
mand over the region will be materially 
reduced in the years following 1956; and, 
in fact, under certain water conditions, 
will be nonexistent with a resulting dan
ger of power-use rationing and curtail
ment. 

Now I realize that the Congress is 
faced with many demands for flood con
trol, rivers and harbors projects through-

out the country and that there is great 
difficulty experienced in appropriating 
any especially large sums for any single 
section of the country when all sections 
are demanding attentiob.. 

During the present decade, however, 
the annual capital investment by the 
Federal Government in the Columbia. 
River will, of necessity, be large. 

In order to keep up with its require
ments for power, the Columbia River 
region must bring in about 400,000 kilo
watts of new generation each year for 
the next few years; and this, of course, 
seems like a lot of expenditure for a. 
single region cf the country. 

However, one paramount fact must be 
borne in mind. 

Unlike many other flood control and 
rivers and harbors projects in other parts 
of the country, the Columbia River proj
ects are all of them heavy revenue pro
ducers. 

All of them will manufacture great 
quantities of hydroelectric power, which, 
because of the rapidly expanding econ
omy, has a ready market. 

During the past year, revenues from 
the sale of power from existing Columbia. 
River projects returned to the Treasury 
a total of more than $36,000,000. 

It must be remembered that this 
money not only covers interest on the 
Federal investment, depreciation, all op
erations, and maintenance expense, but, 
in addition, returns a substantial surplus 
to the Treasury each year. 

On a payout basis-that is, on the 
basis of paying back the investment with 
interest--these Columbia River projects 
are well ahead of schedule. 

These appropriations are not "money 
down the drain" in any sense; they are 
reimbursable. 

In its 12 years of power sales, this 
Columbia River program has returned to 
the Federal Treasury nearly a quarter of 
a billion dollars in gross revenues. Let 
me repeat that--a quarter of a billion 
do_lars. 

Necessary a& budget cuts are-impor
tant as it is to balance the expenditures 
in one region against the expenditures 
in another-I believe it is necessary for 
the Members of this House to exercise 
their very best judgment in administer
ing such budget cuts. 

Projects such as those on the Columbia 
River, which return so much of their cost 
w·th interest to the Federal Treasury, 
and which, even beyond this, provide the 
tools for a rapidly expanding free private 
enterprise production which broadens 
the tax base and improves employment
projects of this nature should receive a 
high prior ·ty of consideration. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such t ime as he may desire to the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, the 
beautiful Ohio River runs along my dis
trict for about 175 miles. Naturally, I 
am very much interested in any and all 
legislation that has to do with the im
provement of rivers and harbors and 
with fiood control. I have participated 
actively in the consideration of this kind 
of legislation ever since I have been a 
Member of Congress. I have often said 
that the most important thing in the 

Ohio Valley is the Ohio River. It is a 
well-known fact that under our basic 
law, the Federal Government has full 
control over all of the navigable rivers of 
the Nation. This is an incident of sov
ereignty and it should be thus. 

I was very active in the consideration 
and passage of flood-control legislation 
immediately following the big fiood of 
1937. Congressman WILL WHITTINGTON, 
of Mississippi, and I were probably more 
instrumental than any other two Con
gressmen in the passage of legislation 
that provided for the construction of 
fiood walls and flood defenses. It would 
have been impossible to have had passed 
legislation that would provide for the 
construct·on of fiood walls all along all 
of the rivers of the Nation at Govern
ment expense. Therefore, the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTING
TON] and I and others interested, de
cided that we would try for the passage 
of legislation that would provide for 
construction of fiood walls upon condi
tion that the municipalities involved 
would participate in the payment of 
these expenses by providing for rights
of-way that would be necessary for the 
construction of proposed flood walls. 

This legislation passed the Congress 
and a few projects have been built by 
reason thereof. For instance, there is a 
flood wall around the city of Hunting
ton, W. Va., which has cost the city and 
State hundreds of thousands of dollars 
for rights-of-way. The Govei;nment no 
doubt has spent several million dollars 
in the construction of the flood walls 
there. In the city of Ironton, oh·o, the 
people voted upon themselves a bond 
issue of about $750,000 and the Govern
ment came forward with about three 
or four million dollars and the first 
flood wall under the provisions of that 
law was constructed in Ironton, Ohio. 
The law requires that the cities main
tain the projects and, since the construc
tion of the fiood wall at Ironton, the city 
has spent thousands of dollars. Last 
fall the pwple of the city of Ironton 
voted upon themselves another bond is
sue which I think was something more 
than $100,000. This is to take care of 
a serious threat that has come by rea
son of subterranean waters. 

The city of Pomeroy, Ohio, is located 
on the Ohio River and is in my district. 
It is a county-seat town and is rather 
unfortunately located in that it has a 
long river frontage and most of the city 
was inundated by the big floods of 1913 
and 1937. The recent flood of this year, 
which was not considered as one of the 
heavy :floods, inundated a portion of the 
city. The city has constructed a park
ing lot along the river front and this 
parking lot naturally takes the brunt 
of any of the floods that get out of 
bounds. 

The recent flood developed some con
ditions in Pomeroy which need atten
tion. To this end, I asked the Army 
engineers to make an investigation of 
the situation in Pomeroy. The head
quarters of the· Army engineers for our 
section of the river are located at Hun
tington, W. Va., which is about 50 miles 
below Pomeroy. At my suggestion the 
chief of the Army engineers in Hunting
ton made a tour of inspection of the 



3296 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE April 1 
Pomeroy situation. I know, and as has 
already been brought out in the discus
sions this afternoon, that the funds al
lotted to the Army engineers for in
vestigation purposes have been curtailed 
and limited very severely. Personally~ 
I think it is not an extravagance to per
mit this splendid corps of expert engi
neers to do whatever is necessary to pro
tect the best interests of the people and 
at the same time to improve navigation 
on the river. In an effort to bring re
lief to the Pomeroy situation, I have in
troduced a bill, which is known as H. R. 
6529. That bill is as follows: 
A bill providing for the examination and 

survey of the Ohio River in the vicinity of 
Pomeroy, Ohio 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Army be, and he is hereby authoriZed 
and directed to cause a preliminary examina
tion and survey of the Ohio River at and 
in the vicinity of Pomeroy, Ohio, with a view 
to ascertaining as near as can be ascertained 
the exact damages caused by the construc
tion of the Gallipolis locks and dam in the 
Ohio River by seepage and drainage and 
backwater resulting from the raising of the 
water level by the construction of said dam, 
and with a view of constructing works to pro
tect against further continuance and re
occurrence of such damage; and with a view 
of reimbursing local interests for damages 
already sufiered in said locality. 

I hope that I may be able to induce 
the House Eubcommittee on Rivers and 
Harbors and Flood Control to recom
mend the passage of this bill so that the 
Army engineers may be permitted to 
make a survey of the whole situation in 
the Pomeroy vicinity. 

I have voted against all extravagant 
spending, especially the spending· of 
money abroad to improve rivers and har
bors over there. As it has been brought 
out here this afternoon, I think it is 
not economy to permit our people to 
suffer for the lack of funds to give 
them protection, while we, with great 
prodigality, send milrons abroad: 

Mr. DAVIS' of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yie d 20 minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. FORD l. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, the over
all details cf this bi 1 have been explained 
adequately by the gentleman from North 
Carol'na [Mr. KERR], the chairman of 
our subcommittee, and the ranking mi
nority memher, the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. DAVIS]. Both have gf.ven 
you in general what the subcommittee 
has done with reference to the budget 
request. 

Needless to say, in my judgment, this 
is a good bill. It is a bill which our sub
committee can defend in good con
science. 

I wish to p~y tribute to my colleagues 
on the committee. It has been a most 
harmonious committee to work with and 
a most diligent committae in its long 
and complicated hearings. The same 
goes for the able staff members. 

Also, in my judgment the witnesses 
who appeared before the committee did 
a very fine job in their presentations. 
We had before us the ·Army Corps of 
Engineers. We had before us the offi
cials of the Quartermaster Corps, who 
have charge of national cemeteries. We 
bad the Governor of the Panama Canal 

and a number of his staff. Although the 
subcommittee did not agree with all of 
the recommendations of those witnesses, 
I think our subcommittee has the high
est respect for the ability of those who 
submitted the items and the presenta
tions which were made. 

I should also add that our subcom
mittee had over 400 witnesses from the 
outside, who came from all parts of this 
country to argue on behalf of their in
dividual projects. We had over 120 
Members of Congress appear before the 
subcommittee, all of them sincerely and 
honestly interested in various projects 
in their districts. 

Our subcommittee did its best work 
under most adverse circumstances, for, 
obviously, the country does need develop
ment continued which was started many 
long years ago, in preserving and ex
panding our national resources. 

There is one point that should be 
brought out at the very outset. This bill 
is called the civil-functions bill. The 
major portion of the money included in 
the bill is for river and harbor and fiood 
control development. At least, that is 
what history tells us it should be. In 
this case, at least in this bill in my judg
ment, we are perverting the original 
intent and function of this bill. Let me 
give you an ~xplanation of why I feel 
that way. 

In the river and harbor portion of the 
budget there were 26 projects set forth. 
Ten of those projects took up in the 
budget 88 percent of the requested funds. 
Ten of the originally included 26 proj
ects in the budget take up 88 percent 
of the requested funds. 

In the fiood control section of the 
bill the picture is equally bad. There 
were 64 projects set forth in the fiood 
control part of the budget. Seventeen 
of those 64 projects took up 77 percent in 
dollars requested in the budget. 

In my judgment this bill as presented 
by the budget and by the President is 
a perversion of the original intent of 
Congress in the basic legislation. In 
effect, we are getting our hydroelectric 
power development at the expense of 
flood control and at the expense of river 
and harbor development; we are achiev
ing electric-power development by a 
subterfuge, and as a result many worth 
while, many highly desirable flood-con
trol projects and river and harbor-de
velopment projects are being sidetracked. 

I am Iiot stating that we should not 
have hydroelectric-development proj
ects, but I am saying that we should 
come out in the open and say certain 
appropriations are intended for a hydro
electric-power dam and not use fiood 
control and river and harbor develop
ment as a subterfuge. 

I know there are many Members in 
this Chamber who feel that this action 
by the committee cutting the bill 29 per
cent halts a great deal of desirable and 
legitimate American development of our 
natural resources. I cannot deny that 
we have to a degree stopped some Na
tion-wide developments; as a matter of 
fact, the record shows that by the sub
committee action we have knocked out 
of the budget as presented by the Presi-

dent six river and harbor projects en
tirely. The record shows that our 
subcommittee deleted from the fiood
control portion of the budget nine proj
ects. In other words,· there are 15 
projects which do not appear in this 
bill, which have been deleted entirely 
from the President's budget. I know 
that the people interested in those proj
ects feel that we have halted the legiti
mate and desirab e development of parts 
of the United States by this action. 
That brings up a point which I would 
like to make. 

There is a magazine in the State of 
Michigan, my State, called Inside Michi
gan. The March issue carried an article 
which provoked, I might say, consider
able conversation in the State of Michi
gan. I am sure that if every Member of 
this body read it he would also feel per
haps that the Congress in the last 3 or 4 
years has not acted too wisely in some 
respects in the appropriation of funds 
and in the expansion of some programs. 

The headline of this article reads: 
Congress spends billions for French sea

ways-but not one cent for our own St. Law
rence project. 

Let me at the outset disassociate the 
St. Lawrence project from this discus
sion. I am interested in that project, 
many people are, but I am not using this 
article for the promotion of that project; 
I am, however, talking about the over-all 
problem of development of the United 
States. The article does make a good 
point in that regard. 

I quote from the article as follows: 
The taxpayers of the United States are 

building two vast inland waterways and 
power projects in the rugged, submarginal 
French Alps which will cost untold billions-
billions, not million&-<>f dollars before they 
are completed. 

Not 1 cent of this cost will ever be re
turned to this country. 

I drop down now to another statement 
as follows: 

Financing of these two tremendous proj
ects in France was agreed upon without ever 
holding so muoh as a congressional hearing. 

Let us take another quotation from 
the article: 

There are 22 dams and 46 power stations 
for development in the French project-
three are now under construction or com
pleted. The total cost for just these three 
phases of the work is $685,500,000. 

Quoting from another part of the 
art cle_: 

What will ba the total cost of the Rhone 
River Valley project? Your guess is as good 
as any Frenchman's. In fact, no Frenchman 
to date has had the courage to hazard even 
a calculated guess. No one knows. There 
are, however, some estimates as to the cost 
of only 3 of 46 Eites for development. These 
three are now under construction or com
pleted. The previously mentioned Genissiat 
portion is expected to cost $314,200,000. The 
Donzere-Mondragon section wm be com
pleted at a cost of $228,500,000, while the 
third project known as Montelimar will cost 
but a petty $142,800,000. The total comes to 
some $685,500,000. In 1950, 90 percent of the 
funds expended on the Rhone River Valley 
development were supplied by the Marshall 
plan. It is obvious that the total cost of the 
entire program will run well over $1,000,• 
000,000. 
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Here is the final paragraph or two of 

this article: 
What we do want to argue is this: _ 
If we continue to squander our resources 

on overseas projects, continue to neglect 
equally important, 1f not more important 
ventures of this Nation, all democracy will 
ultimately pay the price of our neglect and 
lack of foresight. 

The St. Lawrence seaway and power proj
ect is vital to the United States and Canada 
both from the standpoint of economical de
velopment and for military strength. It 1s 
time our Congress and administration leaders 
realized that the economic well being and 
military strength of this hemisphere is 
equally as important to the forces of democ
racy as strength in Europe. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like. now to 
bring up another problem. W~e ~was 
preparing my remarks on this bill, I 
thought it might be well to see State by 
State how the bill would affect each 
state, how much money from the bill 
would go into each State. I have the 
figures here. · 

I come from the State of Michigan. 
There is not a single penny set forth for 
the State of Michigan in either the river, 
harbor or flood control portion of the 
bill except a limited .amount for mainte
nance of existing harbors. 

I want to say, however, that the mem
bers of this committee are cognizant of 
the problems that face all the areas of 
the United States. We appreciate the 
dangers that exist in the lower Mississip
pi Valley, we are appreciative of the need 
for power and_flood control in the Nor~h
west, we understand the need for de
velopment of the intracoastal waterway 
in the Gulf area and up the eastern sea
board. Our committee is not at all paro
chial our committee is not sectional; but 
I do' want to call the attention of the 
Members to a problem which we do face 
in the Middle West, not only in the State 
of Michigan. There are five Great Lakes 
in that area. There are many millions 
of people who live in the area of the 
Great Lakes. 

Lakes Huron, Erie,"Michigan, Superior, 
and Ontario do not overflow like the Mis
sissippi River does, but they fluctuate in 
their water level. The Great Lakes in 
the 1930's were at a very low ebb. At 
the present time the Great Lakes are in 
a serious condition because of a very . 
high water level. 

Those who read Time magazine saw 
an article on page 25 of last week's issue 
which was entitled "The Great Lakes 
Creeping Calamity." This article points 
out that in the State of Michigan alone 
the damage from high water will total 
over a billion dollars. There are seven 
other States on the Great Lake3 and I 
do not know how much damage will be 
caused in those States. Let me empha
size however, in Michigan alone the 
da~age from high water is a billion dol
lars. The people in those areas have 
not yet received any assistance in any 
way whatsoever from any agency of the 
Federal Government for the handling of 
this problem. -

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. KEATING] at this 
point for a comment or two which I 
think he will make. 

XCVIII-208 

Mr. KEATING. The gentleman has 
put his finger on an extremely serious 
problem facing all of the Great Lakes 
area. In the particular area that I repre
sent which borders on the southern 
sho~es of Lake Ontario, we have suffered 
very very serious damage already from 
the high water levels, and it is antici
pated . that the situation may get worse 
before it gets better. The same is true all 
along the lake shore. We have been en· 
deavoring, as I know the gentleman has, 
to get some action from the Department 
of State and the Department of the 
Army, and a formal referenc~ of this 
problem to the International Jomt Co~
mission set up between Canada and this 
country to handle these problems and 
problems of similar nature. To date we 
have not been able to get the State De· 
partment to refer this matter uni
laterally to the International Joint Com
mission. They take the position that 
they cannot do so unless they have the 
consent of Canada. 

The International Joint Commission 
is meeting here in Washington this 
week. The meetings start today and 
they are to terminate on Friday. The 
gentleman from Michigan now address
ing us, and myself, together with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. OsTER· 
TAG], the gentleman from New York [~r. 
MILLER], and the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. SMITHJ--

Mr. REED of New York. I am inter
ested in that also-

Mr. KEATING. Have prepared a tele
gram in which we would be very happy to 
have any others join, which is addressed 
to the members of the International 
Joint Commission. It goes over the head 
of the State Department, which has been 
unwilling to take action to meet this 
problem. It is regrettable that this ac
tion seems to be necessary but I see no 
alternative. We cannot allow this de
plorable condition to continue without 
taking every step within our power to 
alleviate the conditions. The telegram 
is short and reads as fallows. 

Mr. FORD. -May I make this suggest
tion? The gentleman from New York 
might announce that if there are any 
Members of the House who would like 
to join in this joint telegram, that it 
would be well to have as many as pos
sible sign it. 

Mr. KEATING. I quite agree, and I 
would be very anxious to have as many 
as possible join as cosigners. Let me 
read it. It is short. It is addressed, I 
repeat, to the members of the Interna
tional Joint Commission, and will prob
ably be sent to them individually or to 
the chairmen of the United States and 
Canadian sections: 

The critical situation in the Great Lakes 
Basin rei?ulting from the abnormally high 
lake level requires immediate attention. 
Because of the extensive damage that has 
already taken place and the still greater de
struction which is bound to occur this year 
With the increasingly high lake levels, the 
International Joint Commission has the re
sponsibility to consider this serious matter 
and possible remedial ·action on its agenda 
during its meeting now being held in the 
city of Washington. We, therefore, specifi
cally request that the Internlftional Joint 
Commission during its present session un
dertake the consideration of the problem 

and forthwith recommend any and all re-
medial action for the alleviation of the dan
gers to the affected areas. Kindly advise us, 
if possible by return wire, when we and 
others interested can meet with your Com
mission to discuss this urgent problem. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I . yield to the gentle
woman from Ohio. 

Mrs. BOLTON. The situation along 
the coast of Lake Erie is very serious. I, 
too have been making every possible ef· 
fort to get some action, but have been 
unable to. I hope I may join with the 
other Members in this telegram. 

Mr. KEATING. We would be ve~y 
happy to have the gentlewoman jom 
with us. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. POTTER. I wish to compliment 
the gentleman from Michigan CM!· 
FoRDJ on the action he has taken. He is 
one of the first Members of Congress to 
be conscious of this problem. It happens 
that if the height of the Lakes increases 
as much next year as it increased this 
year, the damage will run into the bil
lions of dollars and will make the flood 
damage of the Missouri look like that 
caused by a small pond in comparison. 
I sincerely hope some effort will or can 
be made in an effort to alleviate this 
problem. Has the Corps of Engineers 
made any survey of this problem? 

Mr. FORD. The Corps of Engineers as 
the result of a resolution approved by 
the Committee on Public Works a·bout 
10 days ago is undertaking a preliminary 
survey of the damage and all possible 
remedies for this situation. The Corps 
of Engineers has promised me that that 
report will be published by the middle of 
May or thereabouts. · The report should 
be helpful to those who are interested 
in this problem. However, I believe the 
action which has been· indicated by the 
gentleman from New York is also highly 
desirable because the International Joint 
Commission has charge of all problems 
relating to the Great Lakes. It is made 
up of three members from Canada and 
three members from the United States. 
They - have charge, for example, of 
whether or not a stream up in Ontario, 
the Ogoki, can continue to be diverted 
into Lake Superior. During World War 
II they changed the course of that 
stream so that instead of flowing into 
the Hudson Bay area it now flows into 
Lake Superior, adding to the amount of 
water that now goes into Lake Superior 
and down through all the other Lakes. 
The International Joint Commission has 
authority to reverse its previous posi
tion if it wants to but, as the gentle
man from New York and others have 
found the Department of State refuses 
to pe~mit even the discussion of this 
problem by the International Joint Com
mission. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr YATES. I, too, want to compli
ment. the gentleman on ·bringing this 
problem before the House at this time. 

I 
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I believe that in addition to the Inter
national Commission, however, some at
tention should be given to the possibil
ity of bringing the water through the 
Chicago River and the Illinois River 
down into the Mississippi. I have made 
inquiry of the Corps of Engineers and 
have learned that as a result of the Su
preme Court decision that was entered 
some years ago they feel their hands are 
bound and that they are prevented from 
taking steps to increase the flow of water 
into the Illinois River and the Mississippi 
because of that decision. Is there' not 
a possibility of the States bordering the 
Great Lakes getting together looking to 
changing that decision in order to take 
care of the problem at this time? 

Mr. FORD. I have looked into this 
situation. It is a legal one, as the gentle
man himself probably knows. I under
stand the only way that decision of the 
United States Supreme Court can be 
overcome is by a resolution of the Con
gress. There have been several resolu
tions introduced to my knowledge, but 
no action has been taken on them. I 
would be delighted to join with the gen
tleman from Illinois in trying to push for 
action on that type of proposal. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. OSTERTAG. First of all, I would 

like to compliment the gentleman from 
Michigan for his initiative in this prob
lem. As he knows, I have lived with this 
problem for some time. I would like to 
have the RECORD show in the discussion 
of this matter that these diversions into 
Lake Superior are not the result of an 
authority exercised by the International 
Joint Commission. These diversions 
were granted by the State Department. 
As I understand it, the International 
Joint Commission to whom we are refer
ring this telegram, has no authority or 
jurisdiction in any matter of this na
ture except by way of a reference from 
either the United States or Canada or 
both. The only way we can attack this 
serious problem is to recognize that 
these high waters are of international 
concern, and the International Joint 
Commission is an international agency, 
consequently it is the proper means by 
which this problem can be considered. 
But, our great problem is the fact that 
the Canadian Government is unwilling 
to make this reference to the Interna
tional Joint Commission and they are 
unwilling to act. There is Gut Dam in 
the St. Lawrence River near Ogdens
burg, and there are the diversions into 
Lake Superior, namely the Long Lac and 
Ogaki Rivers, and there is also the so
called Chicago Drainage Canal which 
can be dealt with almost immediately by 
the International Joint Commission, if 
we can obtain this necessary reference. 
If the House Committee on Foreign Af
fairs would only take action on a reso
lution-House Concurrent Resolution 
179-which requests this reference by 
virtue of a resolution to be adopted by 
the Congress, we would then be in a po
sition to bring about action to relieve 
this disastrous situation. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 

Mr. REED of New York. I congratu
late the gentleman for bringing this 
matter up on the floor. The northern 
part of my district fronts on Lake Erie. 
I have been collecting a mass of infor
mation, and have written to my people 
that this was an international problem. 
But. the tragic part of it is that people 
have built their houses back from the 
beach a distance that they thought 
would be perfectly safe, and they built 
up walls to protect them. This high 
level of water, when the heavy winds 
have come, has destroyed these concrete 
walls and then washed away their 
houses. The property has been damaged 
terrifically. Sooner or later, the Con
gress, I think, ought to step in and de
f ray the expenses for restoring their 
property. We do it in some other in
stances, and we even do it abroad. I 
believe they should have some help. 
They are in a desperate plight. They 
have made their investments there. 
Some of them live in Buffalo, and have 
built their homes out there in my dis
trict. But, I want to raise the point in 
regard to this high level of the lake. I 
have lived near Lake Erie ever since I 
was born. My people were navigators 
and old masters of ships. There were 
several generations of them. They told 
me that the water rises to a high point 
every 7 years, and then goes down. I 
have watched a large rock, from which 
we used to dive and swim, and during 
my boyhood I have seen the water level 
come up to the top of that stone so that 
you could not see the rock, and then go 
down so low that you could walk to that 
stone without wetting your feet. That 
is a problem that is worth looking into 
and checking in regard to the causes of 
this rise and fall of the lake waters. I 
thank the gentleman and I join whole
heartedly with him in this move to do 
something to remedy this situation. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDEN. I was very much inter

ested in the comments of t he gentleman 
from Michigan concerning the worthy, 
domestic flood-control projects, which 
were being crowded out of this and simi
lar bills-hydroelect ric power projects 
and things of that kind, and also the gen
tleman's comments upon the many bil
lions of dollars that are going to Europe. 
I would like to inquire of the gent leman 
from Michigan who is it tha t controls the 
policy of these appropriations? Is it 
the Budget Director or does the Con
gress of the United St ates cont rol the 
policy? 

Mr. FORD. · In reply to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. GOLDEN], I will say 
that at least during the present situation 
our subcommittee, wisely or unwisely, 
felt that we had to initially stand by the 
budget. That was the basic criterion. 
I do not mean to say that the Congress 
should never in this bill go over and be
yond what the budget has recommended, 
but certainly at the present time, when 
we are faced with a $14,000,000,000 def
icit in the budget for the next fiscal year, 
I do not believe that our subcommittee 
could in good conscience go beyond the 
budget recommendation in this particu
lar item. 

Mr. GOLDEN. The gentleman from 
Michigan knows there are many worth 
while, justifiable :flood-control projects 
in America that are being denied by the 
Budget Director, that have been ap
proved and are feasible, where uh told 
millions of dollars of damage is being in
fiicted on the American people in various 
communities every year. Many Mem
bers of Congress are vitally interested in 
those things. We hope that this com
mittee will soon, if necessary, take the 
reins in their own hands and lay down 
a policy to protect the American people 
and allow some of these worth while 
domestic :flood-control projects to have 
some Federal assistance, rather than to 
put the entire emphasis on some Euro
pean project or some hydroelectric
power projects. 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks at this point, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, for the 

past 3 years I have been speaking to 
Members of Congress, go·ng before the 
Appropriations Committee in charge of 
flood control, and endeavoring to obtain 
Federal funds with which to build flood 
control projects at Middlesboro, Pine
ville, and Barbourville, Ky., on the Cum
berland River. 

Each t ime I have been met, as all other 
Members of Congress have, with the 
proposition that no new flood control 
projects are to be st arted in the United 
States during the present emergency. 
Yet while this is true, we Members of 
Col).gress know that this present fair 
deal administration is pouring out bil
lions of dollars under the Marshall plan 
and aid to Europe, and you have just 
heard the gentleman from Michigan 
state that a large part of these funds are 
being used in France, Switzerland, and 
othe:r nations for flood cont rol projects. 

I should think it would be hard fer this 
administration to justify hefore the 
American people the position that they 
occupy when they are willing to spend 
billions of dollars in foreign lands of the 
American taxpayers' money and at the 
same time lay down a policy that pro
hibits and prevents the starting of any 
new worthy, justifiable :flood control 
projects here in our own homeland to 
benefit and protect the American people. 

For the past 3 years, since I have 
been in Congress, this honorable com
mittea has allowed the Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget to dictate the 
policy where the public funds of this 
Nation shall be spent. In my opinion, 
the Congress of the United States ought 
to recover the power to control the pub
lic purse and it should not be delegated 
to any executive department of the Gov
ernment. In the report written by the 
committee to support the present bill, it 
is stated that no new projects for :flood 
control are included in the next fiscal 
year .. Yet we have been called at this 
session of Congress and we will be called 
on again to pour out many billions of 
dollars to Europe for all sorts of proj. .. 
ects that the American taxpayers are 
supporting over there. This policy 
should be changed. The American peo• 
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ple should come :first. If there is not 
sufficient Federal money to spread all 
over the face of the earth, what money 
we do have should :first be spent in Am~r
ica. 

Almost every year these three Amer
ican towns which I have mentioned 
above are :fiooded by the Cumberland 
River. Hundreds of thousands of dol
lars in damages are in:fiicted upon our 
people. For weeks after one of these 
devastating :fioods hits this section, the 
whole community is paralyzed. All in
dustry stops. These communities con
tribute their full share to the war effort 
and to the defense plants. They are 
producing large quantities of bitumi
nous coal and much-needed electricity 
and hardwood timber. In this section 
alone each year, fr:omeighteen to twenty
five million tons of bituminous coal goes 
into the factories and war plants of this 
Nation, and the Kentucky Utility Co., 
located on the Cumberland River 4 miles 
below Pineville, Ky., has a direct high 
tension power line going into the atomic 
bomb plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn., and it 
does furnish vital electricity to many 
other essential defense plants in the 
Tennessee Valley. _ 

These communities have complied 
with every request of the Government 
to raise their portion of the expense of 
these :fiood-protection projects. All the 
while that we are waiting and extrava
gantly spending our money abroad, the 
American people in this section are suf
fering almost every year repeated :fiood 
damage. 

I call upon the Members of Congress 
to change the policy and to assert them
selves and to be no longer dominated 
and controlled· by any executive ilepart
ment of Government. It is time that 
these worthy projects and many other 
worthy flood-control projects in the 
United States should receive immediate 
attention. If we maintain our national 
strength and continue to produce the 
necessary goods for war and peace, we 
must protect the American people first, 
and I shall be glad to see the day when 
this great committee realizes its :first 
duty is to the American people. 
· It has long been the policy of the 
Congress to help local communities with 
their flood-control projects. The distin
guished gentleman from Michigan 
pointed out a few moments ago while 
speaking to the Congress that the larg
est part of the present appropriation was 
going for the creation of hydroelectric 
power and that only a small part of 
the funds appropriated this year were 
being placed in flood-control projects 
and that those projects have already 
been started and need to be completed. 
I agree with him that this is a disguise 
and subterfuge. The prinia'!"y function 
of the Congress in this particular is to 
protect American towns and communi
ties from flood damage. Electric power 
and energy can be created by private 
enterprise and by the investment of pri
vate moneys, but if communities are to 
receive protection from the devastation 
of floods, they must have Federal aid. 

I urge this committee and all Mem
bers of Congress to change the policy 
and to control it and to get back to the 

original American policy of building 
worthy :fiood.,.control projects here in 
America before we waste all of our na
tional substance abroad. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I would like to 
refer to page 2 of the report. There is 
one sentence in the third paragraph 
which disturbs this Member at least. It 
reads: 

It ·is obvious to the committee that these 
facts point out a vital need for a compre
hensive and coordinated program for the 
development of the water resources of the 
Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again ex
pired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield the gentleman five additional 
minutes. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. In my State we 
have b~en resisting the idea of what is 
called out there the Columbia Valley Au
thority. There are nine other parts · of 
the Nation that go by some other name. 
Did your committee have in mind by any 
chance recommending not only t~ the 
Congress but to the Corps of Engineers, 
and to everybody else, the valley au
thority type of thing before further ap
propriations are made? 

Mr. FORD. Let me say to the gentle
man from Oregon [Mr. ELLSWORTH] that 
that sentence does not in any way what
soever infer a recommendation for the 
Columbia Valley Authority. The ques
tion of the Co~umbia Valley Authority 
was never discussed in our subcommittee. 
I think that sentence means· precisely 
what it says. There is no implication of 
any sort that we are recommending a 
Columbia Valley Authority. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. If I may take just 
a minute more, the word "program" in 
the sentence is what bothered me. I 
believe I understand what the committee 
had in mind, but I was a little disturbed 
over the potentiality of the word itself. 
I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. O'HARA. Pursuing the comments 
that have been made by the gentleman 
from Colorado and also the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I think it is very critical 
in this. bill, where there was some $1,600,-
000 requested for preliminary surveys . 
and only $1,215,000 allowed, and this in
volves the very basic need that we have 
of getting these preliminary surveys. 
The only ones who can make those sur
veys are the United States Army engi
neers. We cannot get an estimate of 
what we need in the way of :flood control 
until we get those surveys. It is most 
critical to some because our people just 
cannot understand when we get through 
and say, "Well, we didn't get the money 
for that survey." Perhaps that is not 
important to some but I think it is most 
important when the people of this coun
try are getting flooded out of their homes, 
millions of dollars of damage being done, 
and we cannot reach the basic step of 

getting a little preliminary survey of 
$20,000 or $25,000. 

Mr. FORD. At this point I would like 
to make a statement that is important. 
Our committee did consider the 
$1,600,000 request by the Army ~ngineers 
for flood-control surveys. 

I do not know how many Members of 
the House and Senate know how much 
of a backlog we have in surveys, or how 
many surveys are on the shelves where 
no construction has been undertaken. 
It is my recollection that the Corps of 
Engineers have in surveys where there 
has been no construction about $600,-
0~0.000,000 worth of flood control and 
river and harbor projects. 

Mr. DONDERO. It is $8,000,000,000. 
Mr. FORD. The gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. DONDERO] tells me it is 
$8,000,000,000. In other words, you have 
$8,000,000,000 worth of projects that have 
gone only to the survey stage. Our com
mittee, however, is being condemned be
cause we have refused to give you an
other $1,600,000 to put more surveys on 
the shelf. Just how much sense does it 
make to add to those that are on the 
shelves over in the office of the Corps of 
Engineers. It does not make a bit of 
sense in my judgment. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gent eman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKS. For the information of 

the gentleman in regard to the Natchi
toches project, General Chorpening
who is in charge of civil functions
General Chorpening said that this proj
ect apparently was recommended by the 
engineers, re~ommended by the Bureau 
of the Budget, and he said: 

It will be 60 percent completed when t he 
funds received this year are used and will 
be 89 percent completed with the funds 
which we are asking for 1953. 

A project being that close to com
pletion and no funds being allowed in 
the bill at all-I do not quarrel with the 
committee about the size of the bill, but 
I say that there might have been a bet;. 
ter distribution of funds. If the gen
tleman has an explanation in reference 
to that I would like very much for him 
to put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. The Natchi
toches project-I have not finished my 
prepared statement so when I have an 
swered the gentleman from Louisiana I 
must refuse to yield further for I must 
spend a little time on my own comments. 
I have been very willing and glad to have 
interruptions, but I need a certain min
imum time in which to develop my own 
statement. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman has 
been very generous in yielding to others. 

Mr. FORD. The Natchitoches project 
was not included in the President 's 
budget last year. It was started in 1941, 
started back in the early days of World 
War II. Construction was stopped dur
ing World War II. It was initiated last 
year following the resolving of certain 
problems down in Louisiana which had 
to do with the acquisition of lands, right
of-way, or something of that sort. The 
money they got last year will be used to 
initiate a contract which will be let some
time in April of 1952. That contract will 
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continue for a period of time, probably 
almost a year, which means that our 
committee felt there did not have to be 
any more funds appropriated in fiscal 
1953 for the completion of that contract. 

Mr. BROOKS. May I ask the gentle
man this question: Was the same test 
applied to every project? I realize that 
our flood-control appropriation bill was 
passed very late last year, but was the 
same test applied to every project there 
that if the money was not expended they 
did not get any more money? 

Mr. FORD. We cut out a great many 
projects or scaled them down where they 
had large unexpended balances. 

Our subcommittee had the Army engi
neers before them and a.t the time they 
came before us they on several occa
sions made requests fQr large funds for 
the construction of housing projects at 
these various dams and reservoirs. For 
example, the engineers requested $1,812,-
000 for the construction of housing proj
ects at Chief Joseph Dam. Included in 
the facilities at Chief Joseph are 20 two
bedroom homes at a cost of $8,000. 

All through the budget presentations 
you will find funds for the construction 
of housing facilities for people who live 
and work in the areas. I must admit 
that you have to build some housing 
facilities at Government expense for the 
use of these people who live near these 
projects and work there, but I do not 
agree under any circumstances with a 
policy which prohibits the Federal Gov
ernment from getting its money back 
through the rental of these projects. 

I have several charts based on infor
mation which came from the Corps of 
Engineers that presents a very serious 
situation. Here is a typical example in
volving the Columbia River: A five-room 
apartment, three bedrooms, four units, 
living quarters in each unit, built in 1949 
at a cost of $15,990, present value $12,400. 
The occupant of that dwelling unit, for 
example, in 1951 earned a salary of 
$6,600 and he was paying $40 a month 
rent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield the gentleman five addi
tional minutes. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, the Con
gress increased the salary of people who 
work for the Government last year. So 
this man who earned $6,600 in 1951 now 
gets $7,240. He still pays $40 a month 
rent. It does not make sense. 

I have a number of these illustrations, 
but I will only discuss one or two of 
them. It shows the utter stupidity of 
the past rental policy in effect under 
the politicos in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

Here is one at Fall River: Six-room 
three-bedroom house, bu'lt in 1951 at a 
cost of $16,500, present value $16,500. 
The man who occupied it in 1951 earned 
a salary of $5,800, paying $40 a month 
rent. We increased h is sa..cary last year 
to $6,340. He still pays $40 a month rent. 

I am sure there are ~any similar il
lustrations that prevail in every depart
ment of the Government, includ'ng the 
Department of the Inter· or, Bureau of 
Reclamation, the Departments of the 
Army, Navy and Air Force. Those in 

authority have been getting away with 
murder in not bringing back to the Fed
eral Treasury the amortized cost of the 
rental units. This means inevitably that 
every citizen of the United States is sub
sidizing the rent of these people who oc
cupy' these quarters. It is so easy for 
the people in the executive branch of 
the Government to not press this matter. 
In effect, as I said before, they are tak
ing money from every taxpayer to pay 
the rent of these people who occupy 
the units. 

These are not public housing projects. 
These are well constructed, very livable 
projects, and these tenants are fairly 
well paid. 

It means more than a little money to 
the Federal Treasury. The Army engi
neers in the hearings, page 897 of the 
second part of the hearings, showed that 
in 1951 from the renta: of projects under 
their jurisdiction alone they took in $1,-
148,990. Actually, the Army engineers 
realize the seriousness of the situation 
and they want to raise the rent. They 
have agreed that in most cases the rental 
should be raised 100 percent, which 
means that if you· do raise the r~ntals 
100 percent $1,148,990 additional will 
come into the Federal Treasury. This 
additional revenue will be a small pit
tance, yes, but it is money that should 
be justifiably paid in to the Federal 
Treasury. 

I would like to turn to another de
partment, the Quartermaster Corps. 

The Quartermaster Corps operates the 
national cemeteries. They have hous
ing facilities fer the people who manage 
those properties. Let me give you just 
an example over here in Alexandria, 
Va. One of the ·supervisors is occupy
ing a two-bedroom house. In 1952 he 
only paid $332.50 for the use of those 
facilities. The Quartermaster Corps 
thought that was wrong, and they are 
ready to recommend an increase to 
$666.80 a year. 

Hete, however, is the bad thing about 
the whole mess. Committees of the 
Congress have been trying to get this 
department to raise these rents so that 
the Government would get back its amor
tization cost. Now another bureaucrat 
comes along and he sticks his nose into 
the situation. Mr. Tighe Woods, as the 
result of a law passed by the Congress 
last year giving him authority to in
terfere with rent control, has told all 
agencies of the Federal Government that 
they cannot raise these rents without a 

· maze of red tap.e and compounded bu
reaucracy of the worst sort. To me that 
is inexcusable and I, for one, intend to 
do eve:rything I can to strike from the 
Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, the provision which gives 
Tighe Woods the authority to impose 
rent control on other Federal agencies. 
I would say from the record that the 
various Federal agencies themselves are 
the best rent administrators. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. JONESJ. . 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, I was not only surprised but greatly 
disturbed the other day, last Thursday, 
·when I read in the report of the com-

mittee that the request for Cape Girar
deau, Mo., has been denied. Especially 
was I surprised at some of the reasons 
that were given. 

I want to commend the committee, of 
course, for· its economy program and I 
expect to stand with this commit tee all 
the way through. I was interested in 
what the gentleman from Michigan said 
a minute ago that he did not feel that 
the committee had the good conscience 
to go beyond the recommendations of the 
Budget Director, yet I was disturbed 
when they cut out this item for Cape 
Girardeau for a flood-control project 
which did have Budget approval after 
being recommended by the Corps of 
Engineers. 

I want to speak briefly about Cape 
Girardeau and why they need this fiood
control project and what brought about 
the need for the flood-control project. 
Cape Girardeau, about the tenth largest 
town in Missouri, the largest town in my 
district, and one of the oldest towns in 
Missouri, was established in 1801; was a 
typical river town and most all of the 
business at that time was located on the 
river. They had no flood problems dur
ing the first century; in other words, 
from the time the· city was started until 
1927 they had only four major floods. 
Yet, because of the flood-control meas
ures that were authorized by Congress 
and carried on by the Army engineers 
principally on the Illinois side of the 
river, where more than $73,000,000 has 
been spent, they created a condition at 
Cape Girardeau, Mo., which was the di
rect cause of seven major floods in the 
10-year period from 1942 to 1951. On 
three of these seven floods the crest of 
the flood was more than 10 feet above 
flood stage. Because of that fact and 
because of the authority granted by the 
Congress the Army engineers have. made 
a survey. They have made some recom
mendations for this flood-control project 
at Cape Girardeau, and in House Docu
me:r;it No. 204 of the Eighty-first Con
gress there is a report of the survey and 
a report of the Army engineers, recom
mending this project for which the Bu
reau of the Budget recommended $1,000,-
000 this year. While the report of the 
committee states that there have been no 
plans formulated for this project and no 
firm estimates are available, I would call 
your attention to this document which 
does include preliminary plans, which 
does include estimates made as late as 
1949, and I think by a simple mathemati
cal calculation, by a comparison, taking 
into consideration the percentage in
crease in cost, we do know and can know 
approximately, as nearly as we do any 
other project, what this would cost. 

The committee also made the state
ment that assurances from local inter
ests have :ltot been approved by ·the Sec
retary of the Army as is required by law. 
All of you gentlemen who have been 
interested in flood-control projects know 
that it has not been customary for the 
Secretary of the Army to require these 
assurances, much less give his approval 
until just before the construction on such 
projects is started. It has been a prac
tice that those approvals would be given 
just prior to the beginning of construc
tion. What has the city of Cape Girar-
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deau done about getting the approval? 
It has done everything necessary which 
has ·been customary in the past; to the 
extent of going before the State legis
lature and having the State legislature 
pass a law permitting the creation of 
fiood-control districts within a town. It 
has created two fiood-control districts 
there which have agreed to give the as
surances for the right-of-way and every 
other assurance that would be required 
by the Government. I say that that is 
not a legitimate excuse for excluding this 
from the bill at this time. 

Another thing it said here is that the 
item of fiood control at Cape Girardeau 
does not have an appreciable defense 
significance. If the operation of a main
line railroad has anything to do with 
defense, then I say that this project does 
have something to do with defense. The 
main line of the Frisco Railroad from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Memphis, Tenn., and 
on down to Pensacola, Fla., runs through 
the town of Cape Girardeau. In 7 years 
of the last 10, on 261 days this river has 
been above fiood stage. This railroad 
has been unable to operate when the 
fiood gets out at Cape Girardeau. 

Not only that, but under the flood
control projects which are now being 
considered and for which funds have 
been approved to complete work which 
has been started at this time and is now 
in this bill, they are creating a condi
tion which will further worsen the con
dition at Cape Girardeau and later make 
it likely that they will have a flood stage 
there of 19 feet of water standing in the 
streets of one of the principal business 
districts of Cape Girardeau, a situation 
which did not exist prior to the time 
that the flood-control projects were built 
on the Illinois side of the river, where 
more than $73,000,000 was spent. Inci
dentally, I want those fiood-control proj
ects in Illinois to be completed. 'Do not 
misunderstand me. I am standing by 
this bill. I hope not a dime will be de
nied on those projects included in this 
bill. But I am merely calling to your 
attention the fact that by spending that 
money you have created a situation here 
at Cape Girardeau affecting the railroad, 
affecting the highways, and affecting 
some of the largest businesses and the 
public utilities, including the light plant 
and the water plant in that city, where 
they have to sandbag the plants to keep 
them in operation during the fiood stage. 

I know the way this House has been 
acting and, frankly, I have been going 
along with most of it. I do not want to 
see this bill increased. I am for econ
omy, but I am calling your attention to 
the fact that in this particular instance 
a project which already has the ap
proval of the budget, and which has had 
a study by the Army engineers, has been 
denied. Despite that, I am going along 
with it, but I do hope this bill will not 
be further reduced. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, on February 21, 1952, I again ap
peared before the Civil Functions Sub
committee of the Appropriations Com
mittee to urge favorable action on a 
planning item of $25,000 for the Wells-

ville, N. Y., fiood project. This item of 
$25,000 is recommended by the Bureau of 
the Budget for 1953. 

To refresh the recollection of the 
Members of the House, I call the atten
tion of the Members to the fact that in · 
this fiooded area in Wellsville, Allegany 
County, N. Y., there are important de
fense plants, as General Chorpening tes
tified on page 491 of part I of the civil 
functions hearings for '1953. 

The testimony of General Chorpening 
in response to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAUT], a member of 
the Civil Functions Subcommittee, is as 
follows: 

Mr. RABAUT. How about Wellsville, N. Y.? 
General CHORPENING. That is a local flood 

protection project for an area which has a 
number of manufacturing concerns such as 
the Sinclair Refining Co., Julius Kaiser Co., 
and Bausch and Lomb. All these plants sup
plied equipment to the Armed Forces in 
World War II and are important at this time 
in connection with defense production. 

It is impossible to explain to the peo
ple of an American community why no 
relief from devastating floods can be ob
tained from the Government which is 
supported by their taxes in the light of 
the expenditures of their tax money in 
foreign countries. 

It may be that our international
minded Members who readily vote away 
our taxpayers' money for projects abroad 
can explain their state of mind and their 
votes for gifts, grants and projects 
abroad in lieu of he_ ping the home f elks 
in time of ft.cods and other disasters. 

Let me ask the international spenders 
to explain their overseas gifts and grants 
of more than $100,000,000,000. 

Explain to my people, if you will, why 
you are :financing a waterway 354 miles 
long from the Mediterranean Sea to Lake 
Geneva, in Switzerland, 1,230 feet above 
sea level in the heart of the Swiss Alps? 

You internationalists who frown upon 
all items to relieve Americans from floods 
at home did not hesitate to let our 
taxpayers finance this waterway. The 
project calls for 22 dams and 46 power 
stations. The three dams already com
pleted or under construction cost $685,-
000,000 dollars-which means the entire 
project will cost several billions. 

Is it more important to spend several 
billions on this French waterway with its 
22 dams and 46 power stations than to 
protect the men, women, and children 
and our defense plants in this country 
from devastating floods? 

The internationalists in the House of 
Representatives may feel so, but I do 
not. 

These internationalists must be of 
great infiuence who are more interested 
in spending our taxpayers' money for 
monumental boondoggling abroad than 
they are in relieving distress from floods 
at home. 

I call attention to the railway station 
in Rome, Italy, :financed by our Amer- . 
ican taxpayers. his great, monumen
tal railway station is a mile. long, into 
which you could put the Pennsylvania. 
Station, the Grand Central Station, the 
Cleveland Union Station, and all the 
railroad stations of the Chicago area, 
and a few small stations left over. 

When our internationalists visit Ro
vigo, Italy, a town of 40,000 population, 
between Venice and Bologna, take a look 
at the tremendous railroad station. It 
dwarfs our railway stations in Albany, 
Rochester, and Syracuse and it has pri
vate offices for everybody from station
master to lamp lighter. This station 
was financed by our American tax
payers. 

'rhe fact that men, women, and chil
dren are the victims of annual floods 
in an American community is of no 
consequence to those who support these 
preposterous foreign boondoggling proj
ects. 

What good does it do to shout econ
omy and pretend to cut appropriations 
at home especially in an election year, 
and then finance these white elephants 
abroad, costing many times the amount 
alleged to be saved on our domestic 
front? 

The internationalists raise their eyes 
in righteous horror when the wisdom of 
these foreign expenditures is questioned. 
They say, "if we do not spend the tax
payers' money abroad, then the foreign 
nations will go communistic." 

This is the excuse the international
ists off er for financing with our tax
payers' money one of the most beau
tiful buildings in Italy-a new hotel in 
Milan. It is 10 stories high, pure white, 
balconies that give every room a veran
da; the whole place air-conditioned; 
the interior decorations are sumptuous; 
all rooms with baths; a lovely roof gar
den, and a fine restaurant. 

These are but a few of the projects 
our taxpayers are financing throughout 
the world. 

Let our people drown. 
Let their homes be ruined. 
Close the schools. 
Flood the defense plants. 
Create epidemics. 
But, far and above this stop com

munism by building on the Island of 
Capri, Italy, with its population of 5,000, 
the luxurious hotel Caesar Augustus, 
perched high and remote, which has 
been the cause of less luxurious and less 
expensive hotels being boarded up. 

All this is internationalism in action. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

11 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, I wish to make a few remarks in re
gard to the desirability of appropriating 
funds to start construction on the Hart
well project. This project is to be lo
cated on the Savannah River in Georgia 
and South Carolina for the purposes of 
ft.cod control, navigation, and power. 
The most urgent need for its construc
tion at this time, however, is power. 
Approximately $170,000 was made avail
able last year when this project was cer
tified as essential to national defense and 
the same amount was made available 
prior to that time for preparing plans for 
this project so it could be started at an 
early date. The President has recom
mended that construction be started in 
fiscal year 1953, and that $4,000,000 be 
appropriated for that purpose. 

In these critical days when we are en
deavoring to maintain and expand the 
industrial strength of this country, the 
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maintenance of an adequate supply of 
power is essential. Nevertheless there is 
already a shortage of power-generating 
facilities in our area, and large additions 
to our present capacity is necessary if the 
defense effort is not to be retarded. If 
curtailment of loads is required to meet 
the shortages which may occur, defense 
industries will be the ones to suffer. 

The prospects in the southeast region 
of the country are for a tight power sit
uation for some years to come. Indus
tries in the Southeast have expanded 
rapidly in recent years due in large meas
ure to the existence of natural resources, 
and favorable labor and climatic factors 
there. The Electric Power Advisory 
Committee of the Defense Production 
Administration in its recent report of De
cembe!'" 31, 1951, indicated that new de
fense industries are gravitating to the re
gion between the Great Lakes and the 
Gulf. Many of these industries are of 
extreme importance in the national de
fense effort. One of these is the plant 
which the Atomic Energy Commission is 
now constructing near Aiken, S. C. Addi
tional new defense industries can be ex
pected if the power supply can be de
veloped to serve their needs. Since in 
general greater time is required to pro
vide power facilities than the industries 
they serve, it is necessary that we plan 
additional power capacity now so that 
industrial expansion can be made. If 
such additional power supply is not 
planned now it may be necessary to 
either delay new industrial capacity until 
a power supply can be obtained, or to 
locate them in unfavorable areas. As an 
indication of the importance of addi
tional power supply to the defense ef
fort, the Electric Power Advisory Com
mittee stated that--

Our investigation shows that 1 kilowatt of 
capaci.ty can be fabricated and constructed 
with one one-hundredth as much of these 
materials-

Critical material including steel, cop
per, and aluminum-
as the same kilowatt can supply the power to 
produce in 1 year. 

Power requirements of the southeast
ern region are expected to increase al
most 6,000,000 kilowatts from the end of 
1951 to the end of 1954. Similar in
creases can be expected to occur after 
1954. Since these estimates include 
allowances for new industrial expansion 
only to the extent that such expansion 
is known at this time, these estimates 
may be considered low. 

A power installation of 180,000 kilo
watts is planned for the Hartwell project, 
which will permit the development of 
450,000,0CO kilowatt-hours of electric 
energy annually. In addition, the 
stream flow regulation provided by Hart
well wm substantially increase the de
pendab_e power available at the down
stream c_ark Hill project, and the mini
mum stream flow available downstream 
for f rnishing water supply for defense 
establishments. The Atomic Energy 
Commissior:. has indicated that the as
surnnce of a uniform quantity of flow 
by Hartwell will benefit its new plant on 
the S::tvannah River below Augusta. 
Power t!'lat the Hartwell project will 
m::i.~;:e a ·1ailable is only a small part of the 

expected increase in the needs for the 
Southeast in any one year, but it is very 
important to the region and to the Na
tion. Hartwell provides a most econom
ical source of power; the benefit-cost 
l"atio is 2.19 to 1. 

To produce power by fuel-burning 
plants requires large continuing amounts 
of manpower and transportation facili 
ties to keep them supplied with fuel. On 
the other hand, tb.e power in the flowing 
water which would be converted to elec
tric power is not now being utilized for 
any purpose, and after Hartwell is com
pleted only a small amount of man
power would be involved. To produce 
the same amount of energy at fuel-burn
ing plants as could be produced at Hart
well would require about 230,000 tons of 
coal each year. It does not appear to be 
wise national economy of either man
power or natural resources to postpone 
construction of the Hartwell project. 

with these two great reservoirs around which 
everything else in that basin will be built, 

• you will always have a regulated flow there 
of enough to provide a depth in the river of 
about 8 feet, and of course enough to pro
vide all of the water that the atomic-energy 
plant might possibly need. 

The $4,000,000 included for Hartwell 
in the President's budget will permit a 
construction program to be initiated 
which will place the first generating unit 
in service in December 1956. I am con
vinced, in view of the foregoing fac
tors, that the appropriation of funds 
in the full amount r.equested for fiscal 
year 1953 is a sound investment in na
tional security. 

All t_1e agencies which are concerned 
with the development of our streams, 
both for increased water supply and elec
tric power, ask that this project go ahead. 
It was declared and is a national defense 
project and was recommended for con
struction by the Director of the Budget, 
the Army engineers, Defense Electric 
Power Administration, Atomic Energy 
Commissicn, and the Federal Power 
Commission. A reading of the hearings 
will convince you that this is true. 

I invite your attention to the testimony 
of Hon. Roger B. Mcwhorter, chief en
gineer of the Pederal Power Commission, , 
who probably knows this particular 
st;ream as well as or better than anyone 
e_se. Mr. McWharter testified at the 
hearings as follows: 

Mr. McWHORTER. Mr. Chairman and other 
membars of the committee, the Hartwell Dam 
project is one of the two key projects in 
the basin. The reservoir to be created by 
that dam is one of the largest east of the 
Miseissippi River, with more than 3,000,000 
acre-feet; and I think of only one or two 
more that may be that large, or possibly a 
11 ttle larger. 

Without the Hartwell project, it would be 
impossible to develop and realize the power 
and water-resource potentialities of that 
basin. It and the Clarks Hill project;, which 
is the other key project, are both necessary 
for that purpose, and they are both coming 
along. 

The Hartwell project is useful not only 
for developing power at that site, but it is 
a valuable headwater-reservoir improvement 
in that the regulated flow is beneficial to 
all downstream plants; and particularly to 
the great Clarks Hill plant, which is just now 
nearing completion. That regulated flow is 
beneficial for several purposes, the most im
portant of which is providing a better flow 
necessary down to the atomic-energy plant. 

I should not be surprised that the maxi
mum flow of the Savannah River is 100 times 
the minimum flow; and when the flow of 
a river varies that way, it is likely to get 
down so low that you would have a real 
crisis there at the atomic-energy plant. But 

As to the need, Mr. Chairman and gen
tlemen, if I were in your place, I would feel 
exactly the same responsibility that you do 
about authorizing projects in various parts 
of the country and spending public moneys 
on them. But this particular project, and 
projects like it, would not give me any con
cern at all, because, when one like this is 
built, it is a prime investment for the people 
of the country. 

The Army engineers have informed you 
that the benefit-cost ratio of this project 
exceeds two to one; that is, that the benefits 
in terms of dollars annually is more than 
twice as much as the annual cost. So you 
can readily see that a project like this is a 
fine thing for the people to have. 

Only one more topic will I mention, and 
that is the need for the power to be pro
duced here. The installation will be 180,000 
kilowatts, and the annual energy output 
nearly half a billion kilowatt-hours, plus an 
increase in the output down at Clarks Hill 
of 50,000,000 kilowatt-hours in prime energy. 
Then into the future, any other hydroelec
tric plant built off that river, the energy out
put there will likewise be increased by this 
regulated flow. 

As to the need for the power output of 
this plant, the only problem is how much 
more than that will be needed. Certainly 
every kilowatt of this power will be absorbed 
just as fast as they can put those generator 
units in. 

In all of my experience with hydroelectric 
power, extending back over 40 years, I have 
never known a meritorious project like this 
one to go begging at all. The power is ab
scrbed almost immediately, and especially 
will it be in that region, because the market 
is growing so rapidly as to outpace the 
power installations in the region. 

So I think we have no problem there at 
all. We can be very certain that there will 
be a market for this power, and it will be 
badly needed there from the national-de
fense viewpoint, which, as I understand, a 
large part of it, possibly more than all of 
it, will be needed. But it will be needed 
in the peacetime economy of that region, 
because that load, too, is growing rapidly 
enough to take up all of it. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have indicated, it is 
your problem to decide what to do about 
this matter. I would like to leave this 
thought with you, if I am not too presump
tuous. In the case of this project, you cer
tainly cannot go wrong by getting construc
tion started and getting it finished as soon 
as possible. The merits of this project are 
already well known to you, and you are past 
all of these questions of whether or not it 
is a good project. 

It has already been authorized by Con
gress. You have already appropriated some 
$200,000 or $300,000 for the preliminary work, 
and the project is ready to go ahead and 
Army engineers are ready to make their final 
plans and start on construction. 

I thank you very much for your kindness 
and your patience. 

The H-bomb plant on the Savannah 
River is expected to use as much as 1,-
000,000,000 gallons of water a day. That 
is about the same amount of water as 
is consumed by New York City in one 
day. 

Gentlemen, I cannot see any good rea
son to justify leaving Hartwell project 
out of the bill. Surely, to say that no 
new project, regardless of its importance 
to national defense, shall be started any 
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time soon, is no good reason and not the 
proper course for us to follow. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 6 minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SCRIVNER]. 

TUTTLE CREEK RF.SERVOIB 

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Chairman, in a 
few days this House will be asked to put 
its stamp of approval on about $50,000,-
000,000-fifty thousand million dollars
tbe ultimate aim of which, if the time 
comes, is destruction of lives and . prop
erty. What I seek to do today is to pre
serve lives and property. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand and ap
preciate the temper of the House. I 
know that any amendment to this bill 
seeking an increase of funds is doomed. 

For that reason, when the bill is read 
for amendment I will not seek to increase 
the amount provided for flood-control 
construction. The amendment I will 
off er will seek only to earmark for the 
construction of Tuttle Creek Reservoir, 
Kans., $5,000,000 of the $201,000,000 ap
proved by the Appropriations Committee. 
I am pleading for this action on behalf 
of thousands of American flood victims. 
in the Kansas and Missouri Valleys. 

I need not tell you that those victims 
of the flood on black Friday, the 13th of 
July, 1951, were deeply hurt when they 
learned that the Civil Functions Sub
committee had denied the President's 
recommendation for funds for Tuttle 
Creek be approved. They were disap
pointed further when they learned that 
the amendment I offered for a portion 
of the budget figure bad been voted 
down by the Appropriations Committee. 

Notwithstanding these rebuffs they 
still pin their hopes on Congress. 

These flood victims have seen billions 
of dollars, many of them their tax dol
lars, sent to sufferers overseas; dollars to 
be spent for the economic improvement 
of war victims. They have seen ECA 
supplies sold by European nations to pro
vide funds for dams on European rivers. 

They are sure that Congress will rec
ognize their sad plight, living as they 
are in devastation worse, in many re
spects, than that of war. They have 
beard glowing tributes to the courage 
and fortitude of those victims of war. 
They have beard how courageous they 
were in their hours of peril and tragedy. 

Mr. Chairman, the courage of these 
Kansas and Missourians is great. They 
are rebuilding. their homes, their stores, 
their factories, restoring their farms, 
because of that courage-courage which 
is based on faith-faith in a government 
to which they have given so much. They 
look to that Government for assurance 
that such disaster will not strike them 
again because of the absence of the dam 
on Tuttle Creek-a dam which will hold 
3 to 5 feet off the crest of nearly every 
future !lood. 

Mr. (;l:airman, I could cite you :figures 
showing the hundreds of millions of dol
lars of loss. That is not necessary. They 
a~e all set f ortb in the bearings, begin
rung on page 355. 

Mr. Chairman, I favor economy. I 
practice economy. I vote economy. This 
proposal is an act of economy; for it will 
preserve lives and countless millions of 
dollars' worth of property and will pre-

vent further loss to the United States 
Treasury. The estimated loss to the 
Treasury is at least $250,000,000 of in
come tax from the area flooded in July 
1951. 

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, if we can 
sepd billions abroad as just described by 
Mr. REED, we can spend a few millions 
at home. If we admire courage and 
faith, here is where a few millions will 
reward these virtues by merely earmark
ing five million of the two hundred and 
one million for flood-control construc
tion for the commencement of construc
tion on this vital installation. 

Mr. Chairman, let us not jump on these 
folks at home while they are down. Let 
us lift them up and restore their faith in 
themselves, faith in their country, and 
faith in their Congress. 

The Committee on Appropriations in 
its report, and its chairman, suggest that 
we await the report of a Missouri River 
Basin Commission. That report may be 
a year coming. That report is not neces
sary. Tuttle Creek is recognized as a key 
dam in every plan proposed. 

One of the ardent advocates of that 
commission, Mr. HENNINGS, of Missouri, 
a ~ember of the other body, and vice 
chairman of that commission, just a few 
days ago, in a news article in the Kansas 
City Star, from which I quote, said: 

Work on the proposed Tuttle Creek fiood
protection dam in Kansas should start as 
quickly as possible. • • • If the engineers 
say Tuttle creek dam will prevent another 
disaster like that of last summer, and that is 
not controverted, I see nothing to do but 
go ahead with the project as fast as possible, 

Special reference was made to this 
project by the President in bis budget 
message last January, in which be said: 

Only a limited number of new starts for 
these programs are recommended in this 
budget. They are restricted to urgently 
needed power projects in critical shortage 
areas, :Hood-control projects in the Kansas
Missouri area, and emergency rehabilitation 
work which cannot be deferred. 

The Kansas-Missouri area during the past 
summer suffered one of the worst :Hood dis
asters in the history of our country. This 
budget includes twenty-one mill on dollars 
for starting construction on Tuttle Creek and 
Glen Elder Dams, both in Kansas, and for 
flood-protection work at Topeka, Kans., and 
Cape Girardeau, Mo. 

The Tuttle Creek dam was authorized, 
Mr. Chairman, in 1938. Its effectiveness 
in controlling floods in the Kaw River 
Basin bas never been controverted. Had 
it been built and in operation in 1951, 
it would not have presented a flood of 
damaging proportions in July of 1951, 
but it would have substantially reduced 
the crest of that flood and, besides, re
ducing very materially the losses su:ff ered 
by individuals and industry, in the basin, 
estimated upward of $2,000,000,000, 
would have saved for the Treasury in 
revenue more than the cost of the con
struction of the dam. 

Mr. Chairman, when presented I trust 
that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 8 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida. 
[Mr. ROGERS]. . 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair
man, first I want to congratulate and 
commend this fine subcommittee. I 

bad the opportunity of appearing before 
them, and I can assure you that they 
have done a real job and have made a 
real contribution. I say that in spite 
of the fact that I am not satisfied with 
what they did insofar as recommending 
appropriations for the central and 
southern flood-control districts of the 

. great State of Florida. I recognize that 
they are qbsessed with economy-itis, just 
like the rest of us. Now, we all want 
to economize. We must economize and 
sometimes economy hurts and I su~pect 
it is going to hurt a numb€r of us in this 
appropriation bill. Nevertheless, we 
must come , to the conclusion that we 
cannot continue to disregard the econ
omy of our country and unless we, as 
Members of Congress, begin to save this 
Nation will become bankrupt. Up to 
the present time I have voted for re
d.uctions in appropriation bills. I pos
~bly have made mistakes, as you did. It 
lS very easy for us to make a mistake 
in the interest of economy, that is 
thinking it is in the interest of economy: 
when at the same time it is not. So far 
as my project is concerned, last year we 
bad the sum of $6,000,000. Do you know 
what this committee bas done to this 
project this year? They have knocked it 
down to the sum of $4,000,000 to do some
thing down there that is in the best in
terests of this Nation; to do something 
down there that will tend toward the 
security of this Nation. Now why do I 
say that? I say it because this partic
ular area, some 15,750 square miles, is 
the bread basket of the United States. 
We furnish vegetables and foodstuffs 
from that area that feeds the rest of you 
g~ntlemen. Whenever · we put some 
bmdrance or obstacle in the way of the 
development of a project that means so 
much not to Florida alone but the en
~e N~tion, I say we are going just a 
lli.tle bit too far on the side of economy. 

What bas this Congress done up to 
the present time about this project? In 
1948 we adopted the first phase of this 
project, and it was to cost some $7Q -
000,000. The Congress at that time a~
tborized an appropriation of $16 500 000 
~ the Eighty-first Congress w~ r~og~ 
mzed the merit of that project down 
~here and authorized, and you voted for 
it, the sum of . $20,000,000. This Con
gress bas authorized $36,500.000, but do 
you know what the Congress bas given 
us up to the present time? $13,500,000 ! 

I do not know of any other flood-con
trol project where the Sta.te and the lo
cal authorities have contributed as much 
8:s we have in this particular instance. 
Vi(e have c~mtributed up to the present 
tima on thIS project the sum of $8 457 -
80~, and this Government bas apprd
priated $13,800,000, that is all I do not 
know of another project and I do not 
know of any Member of Congress who 
knows of another project, especialiy a 
fiood-control project, that has cont rib
uted so liberally as bas the State of Flor
ida. This is a project that is represent
ed by the Army engineers to have a ra
tio of benefits of 2.26 to 1. This is an 
investment. The lands down there are 
increasing in value. By virtue of this 
project the internal-revenue taxes will 
i~ the course of a few years pay off every 
bit of the contribution you are making. 
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It is a project that we ought not to de
lay in its completion. This is a means 
of saving lives, it is a means of saving 
property, and it is a means of produc
ing foodstuffs for this Nation. I hope 
that somehow we may be able to get 
enough· to continue this project. Some 
$8,500,000 is recommended by the Army 
engineers. The subcommittee cut us 
from $6,000,000 last year to $4,000,000 
this year. We have the work outlined 
down there, especially one levee, levee 
No. l, which is a part of this project, and 
the completion of that one levee in the 
event of a flood or a hurricane, which we 
have witnessed, would do much for the 
protection of life, limb, and property. I 
hope there will be some way found so 
that the Congress can restore to us at 
least $5,000,000, which was included in 
the budget, and which was reduced by 
this fine committee down to $4,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield such time as he may desire 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, during 
the committee hearings on the bill now 
being considered, a question arose in 
connection with the Pine Flat project on 
the Kings River in California. Concern 
was expressed regarding the apparent 
delay in contract negotiations between 
the Kings River water users and the 
Bureau of Reclamation with respect to 
repayment by the water users for irriga
tion benefits resulting from Pine Flat. 

Under such circumstances, I believe 
that now is the time to make it clear to 
the Members of the House that the local 
water users have acted with diligence 
and in good faith. They have always 
been willing, and are still willing, to pay 
the United States a fair price for the 
irrigation benefits from Pine Flat. 

The Bureau of Reclamation, however, 
has stalled the negotiations and made 
imposs'ble and unreasonable the de
mands upon the water users. The Bu
reau has done this because it desires to 
gain control not only of Pine Flat but 
of the waters of the Kings River, which 
is against the wishes and desires of both 
the water users and the Congress. 

Tne Pine Flat project was authorized 
under the Flood Control Act of 1944, 
alter 4 years of hearings in committee. 
At q,ll these hearings, representatives of 
t.he Bureau of Reclamation appeared in 
oppos't'on to the inclusion of the Pine 
F lat project in the act, urging that the 
projact was predominantly for conserva
tion and only secondarily for flood con
trol. T'.nus, it may be said that the Bu
reau delayed the construction of the Pine 
Flat Dam for 4 yeam. 

But even after the act was approved 
by Congress and s · gned by · President 
Roosevelt the Bureau continued to ap
pear befo e Congressional committees 
and oppm:e the granting of appropria
tions for the project. All this resulted in 
further de ay, amounting to another 4 
years. 

The Flood Control Act of 1944, in rec
ognition of the incidental irrigation 
benefits that will accrue from the Pine 
Flat project, provides that "the Secretary 

of War shall make arrangements for 
payment to. the United States by the 
State or other responsible agency, either 
in lump sum or annual instalments, for 
conservation storage when used." How
ever, in May 1946, ~resident Truman is
sued a directive requiring that the "Sec
retary of the Interior negotiate a con
tract with the Kings River water users 
under the provisions of the rec lama ti on 
law. 

The Kings River water users al
ways recognized that Pine Flat would 
yield irrigation benefits, and ex
pressed their willingness to pay the 
United States a fair price for them. Ac
cordingly, in 1945 studies were made by 
the State engineer of California and, in
depende:atly, by a board of engineers em
ployed by the water users. Both re
ported that $10,000,000 was a fair price 
for Pine Flat irrigation benefits, and 
the Kings River Water Association, rep
resenting a large majority of the diver-

. sions on the river, informed the Bureau 
of its willingness to pay that sum, and 
also laid down 15 conditions under which 
the water users were willing to sign a 
contract. These 15 points w.ere de
signed to protect the water rights of the 
Kings River farmers and the adminis
trative freedom of Kings River irriga
tion districts and other agencies under 
the laws of California. The Bureau was 
sent a copy of them in July 1946. 

In October of the same year Commis
sioner Straus sent point-by-point re
sponses to the Kings River Water Asso
ciation. One of these read as follows: 

The Kings River interests, present and 
future, should and will have the benefit of 
storage at Pine Flat to the full extent needed 
for irrigation service, subject on:y to the 
priority of flood-control requirements as de
termined by the Secretary of War. 

Since the Kings River interests claim 
all the normal flow of the river on the 
basis of 50 to 80 years of continuous 
beneficial use, that statement by the 
Comm·ssioner of Reclamation encour
aged them to feel that a mu"-uany· ac
ceptable contract might be possible of 
achievement. However, within less than 
2 years the Bureau blunt_y stated in its 
reply brief in the first Kings River 
power hearings: 

The Bureau ls without authority and with
out intention of offering a contract which 
would give the water u sers jurisdiction over 
any reservoir spa~e. or any d'rect control in 
the operation of the dam. 

Confronted with this statement, the 
Kings River water users began to won
der what they were supposed tn get in 
return for their money. Storage space 
in a reservoir is worthless un ess the 
user has jurisdiction over it, and un ess 
the water users had control over the 
irrigation operation of the project there 
would be no guaranty against the im
pairment of their water rights, these 
rights being based on the mean daily 
fiow of the river. 

Meanwhile, the Secretaries of War 
and Interior had agreed on a figure not 
to exceed $14,250,000 for the irrigation 
benefits at Pine Flat. The water users 
thought this figure high. Over a 50-year 
period the flood waters of Kings River 

have averaged 165,000 acre-feet per year, 
and that would be approximately the 
benefit to irrigation accruing from Pine 
Flat. If the Kings River interests agreed 
to pay $14,250,000 in 40 years for that 
amount of conserved flood water they 
would be paying for it about $2.15 an 
acre-foot. But the Bureau charges only 
$1.50 an acre-foot for class II water de
livered by the Central Valley project, 
and Pine Flat water, available only at 
5- to 10-year intervals, most certainly 
would be class II water. It also should 
be noted that the average cost of water 
delivered to the farmers throughout the 
Kings River area is about $1 an acre
foot, and this is class I water, not 
class II. 

Nevertheless, the water users contin
ued to press the Bureau for a clear state
ment of its position and intentions. It 
seemed to them that the Flood Control 
Act of 1944 was still on the books; that 
the presidential directive of May 1946 
did no more than make the Bureau a 
negotiating agent for the United States; 
and, on advice of counsel, that Pine Flat 
is not a reclamation project anti that 
reclamation law does not apply to it. At 
one time or another they submitted these 
propositions to the Bureau, requesting 
comments. They also, on many occa
sions, asked the Bureau to submit to 
them a form of proposed contract. 

On January 16, 1950-3 years and 8 
months after the President had directed 
the Secretary of the Interior to begin 
negotiations with the water users-the 
Kings River Water Association received 
a draft of contract from the Bureau. 
This draft was thoroughly analyzed by 
attorneys for the association and many 
of its member agencies. But even casual 
reading of it revealed the fact that it was 
designed to establish the Bureau in full 
control of Pine Flat irrigation operations 
and to place intolerable and illegal re
strictions upon the administrative proce
dures of such public agencies as irriga
tion districts. This contract draft, 
moreover, did not specify the amount of 
repayment required of the water users, 
though under California law no irriga
tion district may sign an open-end con
tract. It contained the so-called 160-
acre-limitation provision. And in sec
tion after section it provided that in im
portant administrative matters the deci
sion of the Secretary of the Interior 
should be final. The board of directors 
of the Kings River Water Association 
promptly and unanimously voted to re
ject this contract draft in its entirety, 
and gave to press and radio ·a carefully 
detailed account of its reasons for doing 
so. The Bureau met this statement with 
a blast of abusive publicity, Richard L. 
Boke, regional director, even descending 
to threats. If the Kings River people 
did not come to heel, he said, in ef!ect, 
the Bureau would see to it that further 
appropriations for Pine Flat were with
held by Congress. 

On March 9, 1950, the water users of
fered the Bureau a contract draft of their 
own. This was prepared by Walter H. 
Stammer, a leading Fresno attorney, in 
conformity with a set of principles set 
forth by Gilbert H . Jsrtberg, counsel for 
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the association, in a letter dated Febru
ary 6. Jertberg wrote, in response to a 
query from the association : 

It appears to me that the form of contract 
should be restricted to the acquisition of 
storage space, that portion of the cost of 
Pine Flat to be borne by the units desiring 
storage, the method of payment, and cri
teria for the operation of the dam. It is my 
view that those are the only subjects cov
ered by existing law, and that there is no 
law authorizing the Bureau of Reclamation 
to take over complete control and adminis
tration of the water to be E;tored at Pine 
Flat for conservation uses. 

The Bureau told the press that this 
contract had some good features and 
that it would receive consideration. 
Actually that was the end of the matter. 
At their next meeting with Bureau of
ficials the negotiating committee on the 
Kings River Water Association discov
ered with astonishment that they were 
supposed to discuss the rejected draft 
of January 16 rather than their own. 
The committee nevertheless continued 
to seek for some area of agreement with 
the Bureau; their degree of success be
ing indicated by the following quotation 
from a letter of June 27, 1950, addressed 
by Philip A. Gordon, chairman of the 
association, to Jack W. Rodner, local 
manager of the Bureau: 

Since • • • March 9 a few meetings 
have been held by the committee and Bureau 
representatives, but nothing has been 
achie"led, mainly because the Bureau repre
sentatives resolutely refused to discuss any 
contract except the rejected one. • • • 
The water users demand that negotiations 
be reopened immediately on the basis of the 
form of contract they submitted on March 9. 
• • • Let us remind you that we propose 
to negotiate with the Bureau of Reclamation 
"for conservation storage when used" in the 
Pine Plat Reservoir, as Congress directed in . 
the Flood Control Act of 1944. • • • In 
short, we propose to adhere to our original 
offer to pay for actual benefits what they are 
reasonably worth, and we also insist on ne
gotiating within the conditions clearly laid 
down by Congress. 

Nothing happened until July 27; then 
the Bureau came up with a second con
tract draft. This one was hardly more 
acceptable than the first. The open
end feature had been retained. There 
was no specific guaranty to respect local 
water rights established under State law. 
Many other such points could be cited; 
but what really made this draft com
pletely unacceptable was the bureau
cratic philosophy clearly implicit in 
every section. The water users were 
not being treated as free citizens bar
gaining with an agency of the Govern
ment supposed to rest on the consent 
of the governed. 

The contracts o1Iered the water users 
by the Bureau were simply proposals to 
place them and their locally operated 
administrative agencies under the pro
tective custody of a single appointed of
ficial, the Secretary of the Interior. The 
validity of their water rights received 
no formal acknowledgment. In the 
opinion of counsel, all their other rigths, 
as guaranteed by California law, would 
have been placed in jeopardy by the 
signing of either contract. -

The discouragement now beginning to 
be felt by the watl:!r users had another 

source; while the local office of the 
Bureau was supposed to be negotiating 
with them in good faith, the Secretary 
of the Interior was trying to obtain con
trol of the King River system, including 
both the Pine Flat project and the pro
posed upstream power developments, by 
having it' integrated with the Central 
Valley project by act of Congress. 

A bill, H. R. 5264, drafted by the Bu
reau and introduced by Representative 
Cecil F. White, formerly of the Ninth 
California District, iri the spring of 1949 
was stopped in the Subcommittee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of the House 
Committee on Public Lands after repre
sentatives of the water users appeared in 
opposition before the committee. In 
November 1950, Mr. White retired to pri
vate life after a campaign based to a 
great extent on the issue of local against 
Federal control of water and power. But 
within a week after this election had 
shown clearly the will and determina
tion of the people directly a1Iected, Sec
retary Chapman sent another bill to the 
Speaker of the House with a request that 
its introduction and passage be expe
dited. This bill, like the previous one, 
proposed to integrate the land and water 
resources of the Kings River area with 
the Central Valley project and language 
which seemed to the water users and 
their counsel to mean expropriation, if 
it meant anything. 

The Secretary was unable to find a 
Member of the House willing to lend 
his name to this bill, but that did not 
discourage the Secretary. Since that 
time he has o1Iered at least two more 
such bills. Now he is trying to get by 
court action what the Federal Power 
Commission has twice denied him; 
namely, power rights on the north and 
middle forks of the Kings River and at 
Pine Flat Dam. It should be noted that 
if the Federal courts should overrule 
the FPC in this matter the Secretary 
would have e1Iective practical control of 
the river, and the water users probably 
would be compelled to enter into costly 
and protracted legal action for the pro
tection of their water rights. The out
come of such litigation would be far from 
certain in view of a number of recent 
Supreme Court decisions a1Iecting State 
and local rights under attack by the Fed
eral Government. 

Following is a condensed account of 
how the Bureau of Reclamation nego
tiates. 

September 19, 1950: At a meeting with 
Bureau representatives on this date S. T. 
Harding, engineering consultant for the 
negotiating committee, requested a 
statement from the Bureau as to exactly 
how much Kings River water the agency 
claimed to have pmchased from Miller & 
Lux by virtue of the grasslands contract, 
how much money the Bureau considered 
this water to be worth and whether the 
so-called croplands interest had any 
rights to such water. A few days later 
Charles L. Kaupke, chief engineer and 
water master of the association, followed 
up this request by telephone and was in
formed that Bureau engineers would go 
to work immediately on the job of as .. 
sembling these data. 

October 6, 1950: At a meeting with the 
Bureau on this date, S. T. Harding and 
Gilbert H. Jertberg, counsel for the com .. 
rilittee, stated that a contract acceptable 
to the water users "must contain an ex
press recognition by the United States 
that the rights of the members of the 
association to the waters of Kings River 
are as set forth in the water-right inden
ture and attached schedules." Harding 
and Jertberg also informed the Bureau 
that the United States should "expressly 
disclaim any rights to the waters covered 
by said agreements and schedules," and 
suggested that agreements and sched
ules be incorporated in the contract by 
reference. The Bureau attorneys agreed 
to consider these points and prepare a 
draft of contract provisions including 
them. 

November 30: In a letter to Leland O. 
Graham, regional counsel for the Bu
reau, Gilbert H. Jertberg said that the 
promised draft had not been received, 
adding that "we would appreciate hav
ing it in the very near future." 

January 5, 1951: In a letter to Jertberg, 
Graham suggested, for discussion pur
poses, the following language relating to 
the water-right indenture and diversion 
schedules: 

The United States will interpose no ob
jection to the division of the Kings River, 
as provided in these documents. 

January 18: In a letter to Graham, 
Jertberg said of the above proposal: 

I do not feel that the language suggested 
by you will be satisfactory. I feel that the 
contract should provide an express recogni
tion by the United States that the rights of 
the members of the association to the waters 
of Kings River are as set forth in the various 
documents. • • • and that the United 
States expressly disclaims any rights to such 
water. 

In the same letter Jertberg referred 
to the question of grassland water rights 
and Graham's statement on January 5 
that the inclusion in a contract of the 
language therein proposed would be 
"predicated on the assumption that the 
Kings River interests will purchase from 
the United States the rights with respect 
to the Kings River which the United 
St~tes now owns." Jertberg said: 

The negotiating committee has been en
deavoring to find out for some time exactly 
what rights are claimed by the United St ates 
with respect to Kings River. We have been 
anxious to know the extent of such rights, 
the basis of the claims, and the cost to the 
United States of the rights claimed by it. 
• • • Up to the present time it [this in
formation] has not been received. 

February 2·7: In a letter to Graham, 
Jertberg called attention to his previous 
letter of January 18, to which "up to the 
present time I have had no reply." He 
stated that the January 18 letter also 
urged that a meeting between the 
negotiating committee and the Bureau 
should be held at an early date, and 
that Mr. Karl W. Shattuck, chairman 
of the negotiating committee, now urged 
that such meeting be held promptly. 

February 28: A letter from Graham 
to Jertberg bearing this date contains 
the following: 

I am informed that the Bureau engineers 
and others have been conducting studies 
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with reference to the water rights owned by 
the United States and that within a very 
short time Mr. S. T. Harding will be con
tacted, and shortly thereafter a meeting can 
be arranged with the negotiating committee. 

March 3: On this date Jertberg wrote 
to Graham noting that he would pass 
along to the negotiatine- committee the 
information contained in Graham's let
ter of February 28, "so that they may 
hold themselves in readiness for such a 
meeting.'' Until February 13, 1952, no 
such meeting was held. 

On February 13, 1952, a meeting was 
held with the Bureau. Present were the 
negotiating committee of the association 
and the board of directors of the Kings 
River Conservation District. At this 
time the Bureau stated that it would not 
be able to discuss the actual amount of 
repayment until it learned whether or 
not the Corps of Engineers, Department 
of the Army, intended to make a new 
evaluation of costs and benefits at Pine 
Flat. The agency also intimated that 
the successful negotiation of a contract 
would depend upon the willingness of the 
water users to pay $2,000,000-in addi
tion to the Pine Flat repayment-for the 
water claimed by virtue of the so-called 
grasslands purchase from Miller and 
Lux. 

Mr. A. J. Quist, president of the Kings 
River Conservation District, made it 
clear that the district board was pre
pared to insist on two things: First, a 
discount for cash in the event the water 
users decided on a lump-sum payment, 
as authorized in the Flood Control Act of 
1944; second, a clear and definite state
ment from the Bureau as to what and 
how much water it claimed to be able 
to sell by reason of the grasslands pur
chase. To the first, the Bureau replied 
that it is not authorized by law to waive 
interest in a lump-sum deal. To the 
second it suggested that association and 
district engineers make studies with a 
view to determining the amount of water 
for which the Bureau is asking $2,000,000. 

It should be noted that Charles L. 
Kaupke, chief engineer and water mas
ter of the association, already had made 
studies of this matter sufficiently de
tailed to convince him that the Bureau 
purchased little, if any, Kings River wa
ter from Miller & Lux. The record also 
shows that Federal Judge Peirson M. 
Hall, in a memorandum of opinion dated 
April 12, 1950, and dealing with the suit 
of some 1,100 San Joaquin River water 
users to protect their rights from usur
pation by the Bureau, said of this trans
action: 

The net effect of (Government) counsel's 
statement was that Miller & Lux had no 
water rights, that they were a large and 
rich corporation and would hold up the 
project by groundless litigation, to prevent 
which they were given approximately $2,-
000,000 * * * without any statutory 
authority for such payment of money. 

The water users agree with Judge 
Hall, and consequently are of the opin
ion that the Bureau, in this water pur
chase deal, is merely trying to recover 
from them the money the agency paid 

Miller & Lux for good- will. The fol
lowing letter was sent on February 23: 
Mr. E. F. SULLIVAN, 

Acting District Manager, United States, 
Bureau of Reclamation, Fresno, 
Calif.: 

With reference to the matter of further 
negotiations respecting purchase by the 
Kings River interests of water claimed by 
the United States by virtue of the so-called 
grasslands a~quirement from Miller & Lux: 

Your attention is directed to the letter 
addressed by Mr. Charles L. Kaupke, chief en
gineer and water master of the Kings River 
Water Association, to Mr. Jack W. Rodner, 
district engineer, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and dated September 25, 1951. 

-In this letter Mr. Kaupke acknowledged 
receipt of a compilation of Fresno slough 
outflows during the period 1926 through !949, 
and stated that it has been checked and 
found to be correct. However, Mr. Kaupke 
then went on to say that it would be help
ful to have a statement of the actual rights 
which the United States claims to have ac
quired by virtue of the grasslands purchase 
for the entire period of record, and reminded 
Mr. Rodner that he asked for. this informa
tion about a year prior to September 1951. 
To complete this record, it should be stated 
that Mr. Kaupke, to date, has received no 
reply to that letter. 

The Kings River interests, represented by 
both the Kings River Water Association and 
the Kings River Conservation District, are of 
the opinion that they, as prospective buyers, 
must know what the Bureau of Reclamation 
has to sell before they can enter into any ne
gotiations respecting price. The compila
tion of Fresno slough outflows referred to 
above is not a statement of rights claimed 
by the United States, but merely a descrip
tion of waters that can be u sed beneficially 
by the United States on San Joaquin Valley 
lands. 

The division of water resources, State of 
California, has divided the waters of the 
San Joaquin River into three classes: ( 1) 
Croplands rights; (2) grasslands rights; (3) 
uncontrolled water. Before fruitful negotia
tions can be entered into respecting the pur
chase of Fresno slough water the Kings River 
interests wish to be informed, not only as 
to how much water the United States ac
tually claims to be able to sell, but also how 
this water is classified among the three cate
gories listed at the beginning of this para
graph. 

It also would be helpful to know what 
provision the United States would make in 
the event of the purchase under discussion 
to protect the Kings River interests from 
third-party claims to all or part of the water 
these interests are asked to purchase. 

We request a reply to this letter within 10 
days. 

Very truly yours, 
KARL w. SHA'ITUCK, 

Chairman, Negotiating Committee, 
Kings River Water Association. 

A. J. QUIST, 
President, Board of Directors, K ings 

River Conservation District. 

As of March 12 no reply to this letter 
had been received by either the associa
tion or the conservation district. On 
March 5, however, the association re
ceived a letter from the Bureau, with a 
copy to the district, of which these are 
the pertinent paragraphs: · 

As you are aware, we some time ago con
tacted the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, in order to ascertain whether, in view 
of the increased construction costs of Pine 
Flat Dam, there would be a new allocation 
of costs with respect to Pine Flat project. 

We now have received a communication from 
the district engineer of the Sacramento dis
trict of the Corps of Engineers, in which we 
have been informed "that the Department 
of the Army does not contemplate making 
a new cost allocation on Pine Flat project 
either now or in the future." 

In view of the decision that there is to 
be no new cost allocation, we are prepared 
to proceed with the negotiations for a re
payment contract upon the basis of the re
imbursable irrigation allocation of $14,250,-
000. The agreement to repay this sum, of 
course, will not include the payment for the 
so-called Fresno Slough rights. 

To this letter the following reply .was 
sent on March 7: 
Mr. JACK W. RODNER, 

District Manager, Bureau of Reclama
t i on, Fresno, Calif. 

DEAR MR. RODNER: This Will acknowledge 
receipt of your letter dated March 5 and ad
dressed to Mr. Karl W. Shattuck. We are 
pleased to learn that the Bureau is pre
pared to continue negotiations of a Pine Flat 
repayment contract on the basis of the Corps 
of Engineers evaluation of irrigation bene
fits at $14,250,000. We assume that this fig
ure may now be regarded as final unless it 
should be changed by Congress. However, 
we have not abandoned the position that a 
lump-sum payment of $14,250,000 less ~
terest for 40 years would be more likely to 
prove acceptable to the water users, who, 
after all, will make the final decision for 
the Kings River area. 

In respect to payment for the so-called 
Fresno Slough rights, also mentioned in 
your letter, our position was clearly defined 
in the letter of February 23, addressed to 
Mr. E. F. Sullivan and signed by Mr. Shat
tuck and myself. Though we requested a 
reply to that letter within 10 days, none has 
been received to date. The Kings River 
Water Association has been asking the same 
questions we aEked in that letter since Sep
tember 1950. Yet it seems obvious that untU 
the water users' representatives are told what 

. water the United States has to sell negotia
tions respecting price will be impossible. 

Very truly yours, 
A. J. QUIST, 

President, Board of D irectors, Kings 
River Conservation D istrict. 

And here for the moment ends what 
the water users regard as a chronicle of 
wasted time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield such time as he may desire 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, just 
one short year ago the President of the 
United States, as well as many Members 
of the Congress, flew or made trips to 
Kansas to view the great flood of 1951. 
This flood did irreparable damage to our 
State, both to our agricultural, indus
trial, and economic structures. The to
tal flood loss in our State amounted to 
over $700,000,000. After viewing this 
:flood, the President of the United States 
filed a- supplemental budget request with 
the United States Senate requesting 
$3,000,000 construction money for the 
Toronto Dam on the Verdigris River 
watershed. He also requested the Con
gress for $250,000 to complete planning 
and to start construction on the Strawn 
Dam on the Neosho River. These rivers 
and these projects that I mentioned are 
a part of the Arkansas River watershed. 
This is a part of the waters in Kansas 
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that flood south through southern Kan
sas into Oklahoma. These projects have 
been regularly authorized and approved 
by the Congress. Extensive work and 
engineering and planning have been done 
on these watersheds by the Army engi
neers. The people of this area of Kan
sas are practically in complete agree
ment as to the needs, necessity, and the 
eventual efficiency of these projects. It 
is my judgment that these projects are 
just as needed now as they were a year 
ago. In fact, the need for these projects 
has existed over a great period of years. 
To my personal knowledge the Neosho 
River has flooded 50 times in the past 
25 years, and the Verdigris nearly as 
often. The damage created in the 1951 
flood along these rivers alone amounted 
to millions of dollars. It seems to me 
that it would be most economical for 
our Congress to grant money for con
struction of dams on these watersheds 
which flood year after year. These 
floods are in our most fertile valleys and 
if protection is not properly provided 
for by the Congress with adequate flood 
control, these valleys will become a deso
late area, unfarmed and uninhabitated, 
and of course, if such a condition is al
lowed to continue to exist, will eventu
ally work a definite hardship on our 
State and on the Nation. 

It seems to me if Members of the Con
gress, during the past several years, have 
been able to provide hundreds of mil
lions of dollars to be spent on the Po 
River in Italy for flood control and pow-
er projects and irrigation, and if the 
Congress can provide money in the guise 
of national defense to be spent on the 
Rhine and the Rhone Rivers in Europe 
to provide water transportation, power, 
and flood control, surely they can give 
us some of our own money to spend in 
our own country for the protection of 
our own people and for .the protection of 
our own economy. Especially do I think 
they should do so when it will help pro
tect the agricultural capacity to produce 
in our country, and also help increase 
the industrial capacity of our people. 
There are many, many reasons why these 
projects should be built, evidence of 
which the people living in these valleys 
have presented to the proper committees 
of the Congress, as well as the evidence 
that h as been made part of the record 
in farmer years ·by the Army engineers. 
Just why the Bureau of the Budget did 
not submit to this Congress requests for 
these projects is unexplainable in the 
light of the evidence of their need and 
in view of the President's supplemental 
requests of only one short year ago. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. LovREL 

Mr. LOVRE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that our colleague 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HARRISON] may extend his remarks at 
this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
te the request of the gentleman from 
South Dakota? 

There was. no objection. 
Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska. Mr. 

Ch airman, today I share with other 

representatives of areas within the great 
Missouri River Basin a keen disapoint
ment in the action of the committee that 
if sustained will seriously retard the work 
of flood control and power development 
along the Missouri River. Vagrant and 
uncont rolled, the Missouri River is fre
quently a scourge. Controlled and with 
its power applied to the uses of man, it 
is a great potential asset. 

Accordingly, after long and patient 
planning, construction works along the 
river were initiated and the thorough 
ness of the planning is shown by the fact 
that the several structures fit into a pat
tern. The initial one of these structures 
has been completed. Others are in vary
ing stages of construction. None of this 
work ought to be halted or retarded at 
this t ime. Floods along the Missouri 
River have come and will come again. 
Water is needed for irrigation. More 
hydroelectric power · is needed along the 
course of the river. 

Others here have spoken of the need 
for uninterrupted work on projects in 
course of construction upriver from the 
Nebraska-South Dakota State line. I 
make particular reference to the pro
posed const ruction of a dam and res
ervoir at Gavins Point. Gavins Point 
Dam is not an independent, isolated 
project. It is, as I h ave heretofore 
pointed out, one of the integ_ral parts of 
the system of dams planned to control 
floodwaters and to produce hydroelectric 
power along hundreds of miles of the 
main stem of the Missouri River. 

General Chorpening recently stated 
in the course of his testimony before 
the Civil Functions Subcommittee that 
"all of th ese dams on the Missouri River 
are worked out as a systew to solve flood 
control in one, and in another there will 
be primarily power, but altogether they 
are parts of a system and all of the dams 
must be in place to get the greatest bene
fit . If one is left out, then some of the 
advantages of flood control, power or 
irrrigation that goes to make up the 
whole will be lost." The dams above 
Gavins Point-Fort Randall, Oahe, Gar
rison, and so forth-have proceeded in 
construction according to schedule and 
in this schedule Gavins Point should be 
under way so as to reach completion at 
the time that the whole system has been 
finished and is ready for the combined 
job of flood control and power develop
ment. 

Money for preliminary work on Gavins 
Point Dam was provided last year and 
an appreciable amount of that money 
has been actually spent or has been obli
gated. It is presently apparent that if 
the requested $13,000,000, or a substan
tial part thereof, is not appropriated this 
year, no more of the money provided last 
year can be spent and all progress at 
Gavins Point will cease. This is a situa
tion that ought not to be allowed to 
occur for the reason that arguments for 
economy, however powerful they may be, 
are outweighed by the arguments of ex
pediency and necessity affecting this in
terior portion of the United States. 

I again point out that Gavins Point 
Dam is a regulating dam essential to the 

full operation of the whole system along 
the Missouri River and that the power 
potential of this particular project is 
vital to the whole of the community that 
may share in the utilization of that 
power. This power will benefit rural 
electrificatiov. s well as industrial de
velopment. 

It is all well enough to irrigate other
wise arid actes and to underwrite the 
construction of hydroelectric plants 
throughout the world, but it is quite all 
right, too, to use American dollars to 
keep flood waters off of the richest acres 
in the world and to develop hydroelec
tric power for the immediate use of our 
farms and factories. It is only this 
morning that I received a letter from 
a person living within a short distance 
of the Gavins Point Dam site who has 
been greatly distressed by the report 
that the Committee on Appropriations 
has denied any appropriations for Gav
ins Point Reservoir in fiscal 1953. The 
writer's comment is so sincere and so 
pertinent that I quote the following for 
the information of the House: 

It is with a great deal of regret that we 
notice in the papers the past few days that 
the House Appropriations Committee has 
declined to allocate to the Gavins Point Dam 
any funds to operate with during this com
ing year. 

No doubt to the people of the eastern part 
of these United States this Missouri River 
project means very little, but to us out here 
it is a vital part of our economy and pro
gram. To me it seems very unfair to cut 
these appropriations which would help our 
own people, the ones who help pay for 'these 
projects through income and other taxes, 
while on the ot her hand they do not seem 
to hesitate one moment to spend billions 
to help ot her people in foreign countries. 
I am not against foreign aid, but I also be
lieve that ou- own people should start to 
get some benefit from all the money that 
is collected by taxes here in our own States. 
People would be less critical of the spending 
that is going on in Washington if they could 
see some benefit accrue to our own people 
in this country. This Gavins Point project 
is one example that in the years to come will 
benefit millions of people, our own people, 
people who through their sweat and work 
make it possible to pay taxes that are being 
spen t by you Representatives and Senators 
in Washington. 

Please keep our own people foremost in 
your mind when you consider bills, keep 
our own United States ahead of anything 
else. Save these United States and you s ave 
the world, lose the battle here and we lose 
the world battle. 

I am going to ask that you do everything 
in your power to convince the com m ittee 
that this Missouri River project is vital to 
our country and to this part of the Un it ed 
States. 

I commend this to the thoughtful con
sideration of all of you. -

Mr. LOVRE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
asked for this time in order to right a 
wrong impression that one might gather 
from reading the report of . the commit
tee, insofar as it relates to the Gavins 
Point, Nebr., and Oahe, S. Dak. projects 
in the Missouri River development pro
gram. Ref erring to page 7 of the report, 
one would gather that the Gavins Point 
project is a waste of publlc funds and of 
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highly questionable character. The re
port says in short: 

Estimates submitted in connection with 
the present project shows an approximately 
30-percent increase over the estimated cost 
of the project in fiscal year 1952. Such esti
mating procedures point <Yet the u tter lack 
of firm-cost estimates and cause the com
mittee to regard the economic feasibility of 
the project as highly questionable. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing could be fur
ther from the true facts. The benefit
cost ratio is the same today that it was 
a year ago \Then the Congress appropri
ated $2,000,000 to start construction of 
Gavins Point in spite of the ~O-percent 
increase. General Chorpening testified 
as follows before the subcommittee: 

This project is fully justified, as I have 
stated before, on the basis of the benefits 
produced at the project for power and flood 
control. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.1 for 
this project acting alone. Benefits for power 
at the site total $3,140,000, flood control 
$350,000, and the annual charges will amount 
to $3,170,000. In addition full power benefits 
adding $5,000,000 annually are achieved at 
Fort Randall from operation of Gavins 
Point. 

Since Gavins Point is in reality a reregulat
ing reservoir for the Fort Randall project, it 
is desirable to consider these two pro ects as 
one unit. Proper operation of Fort Randall 
for the maximum benefits is only possible 
through the addition of Gavins Point. 
Therefore the benefits and costs of the two 
should be considered together. 

The combined Fort Randall-Gavins Point 
annual benefits are $18,348,0'lO, and annual 
costs are $12,595,000, giving a benefit-to-cost 
ratio of 1.46 to 1. 

The committee asked General Chor
pening very specifically if the cost-bene
fit ratio was still the same in spite of the 
increased costs and the genera1 replied 
"Yes." 

It is rather difficult for me to under
stand how the committee can question 
General Chorpening's testimony on Gav
ins Point and refuse funds for this proj
ect, and then turn around and approve 
in full the budget requests for ~he Mays
ville, Ky. project, where General Chor
pening testifies that the cost-benefit 
ratio has decreased from 1.21to1to1.11 
to 1, during the past year, on account of 
increased costs. 

It must also be stated in all fairness 
to the Army engineers that the 30 per
cent increase for this project was the 
result principally of increases in the 
power potential of Gavins Point from 
81,000 kilowatts to 100,000 kilowatts 
which was done at the request of the 
Federal Power Commission. 

Mr. Chairman, in order that the Mem
bers of this body may have the facts, I 
want to call your attention to the fact 
that the Missouri River program was au
thorized by the Flood Control Act of 
1944. This program is made up of ap
proximately 100 projects, each dependent 
upon the other, Gavins Point, Fort 
Randall, Oahe, and Garrison, N. Dak., 
are the four main units. They are in
tegral parts of the whole program. They 
are so vital that anything but _a speedy 
completion of them will not only impair, 
but in some instances jeopardize the 
program. 

The projects I have called to your at
tention are under construction. They: 
are not new projects and do not fall 

within the committee formula as new 
starts. The second criteria used by the 
committee was, and I quote: 

The elimination of certain features on 
projects that will not interfere with the 
orderly completion of portions presently 
under construction. 

Apparently the committee felt that 
Gavins Point could be eliminated because 
it would not interfere with the orderly 
completion of portions presently under 
construction. This was done, in spite 
of the fact that the committee had been 
told every year since 1944 that Gavins 
Point is essential to Fort Randall which 
will be closed this summer. 

I do want to commend the committee 
for their Efforts to effectuate economy, 
but I do believe ~hat some of their ef
forts were misguided and I would like 
to tell you why I feel as I do. 

Gavins Point is absolutely essential 
for Fort Randall. It was designed that 
way. Fort Randall cannot operate at 
maximum efficiency without Gavins 
Point. As a matter of fact, Fort Ran
dall will lose in power benefits alone 
$5,000,000 annually without Gavins 
Point. This is not economy in my book, 
and I am sure the committee agrees with 
me. Not only is Gavins Point essential 
to firm up the power at Fort Randall, but · 
also to re-regulate the flow down stream 
thereby preventing bank erosion and 
property damage from floods and pro
viding a steady flow of water downstream 
for navigation, all of which is part of 
the over-all program. 

Mr. Chairman, as further proof of the 
necessity for funds for Gavins Point, I 
want to read just one short paragraph 
of a letter I received from F. J. Lawton, 
Director of the Budget, dated March 26, 
1951. The paragraph reads: 

I have written you at this length concern
ing the background underlying the decision 
to defer construction of Gavins Point until 
fiscal year 1952 in order to . stress the fact 
that, at a time of extremely rigid budget 
limitations, the most careful planning and 
scheduling of public works improvements is 
essential. This decision does not, of course, 
minimize in the slightest the necessity for 
initiating construction in 1952. It is essen
tial that the project be started in 1952 in 
order that it will be ready in 1955 to perform 
its primary function of reregulating power 
releases from Fort Randall. Otherwise, it 
will be impossible to obtain full utilization 
of power generation from Fort Randall. 

Now, I recognize that some members of 
the committee are violently opposed to 
Government power. I am not going to 
argue that point other than to say that 
the question is now moot. This project 
was started in 1944 for flood control, nav
igation, and irrigation. Power is only a 
byproduct of the project and a very im
portant one in my section of the country 
and also pretty lucrative for the Govern
ment. When Gavins Point will add $5,-
000,000 annually to the income of Fort 
Randall alone, that is something that 
cannot be brushed aside and in my opin
ion false economy not to accept. 
. Not only is Gavins Point a money 
maker for the Federal Government, but 
it will supply power that is so badly 
needed in South Dakota and surrounding 
States. 

Recently, Secretary of Agriculture 
Brannan aske~ for increased farm pro .. 

duction for the war effort. In the in
terest of national defense we must main
tain the agriculture production line. 
Food is as much a part of the battle as 
are guns, ships, and planes. This is not 
time to cut the power that turns the 
wheels of agriculture. 

With the power requirements in this 
market area showing a sharp growth 
from 1940 to 1950, it is estimated that 
during the next two decades the energy 
requirements for this market area will 
increase from 1,700,000,000 kilowatt
hours in 1950 to 4,200,000,000 in 1960 and 
to 6,900,000,000 by 1970. It is estimated 
that in 1953 when the first unit at Fort 
Randall is scheduled for completion, the 
energy requirements for the area will be 
2,400,000,000 kilowatt-hours annually, 
and by 1957, at which time the first Gav
ins Point power should be available, the 
total firm energy requirements of the 
area will be 3,500,000,000 kilowatt-hours 
annually. Even assuming no retirement 
of existing fuel-burning plants in the 
system, it is expected that energy re
quirements will only barely be met by 
1957, if the present schedule for comple
tion of Fort Randall and Gavins Point 
projects is maintained. 

Turning now specifically to the Oahe 
project, Mr. Chairman, those familiar 
with the authorized plan of development 
of the tremendous important water re
sources of the Missouri River Basin 
know that Oahe is one of the four giant 
projects that are basic to the plan. Of 
the four similar projects in this category, 
Fort Peck is completed, Garrison and 
Fort Randall are more than half com
pleted, but Oahe has only barely been 
started. Ultimately the Oahe project 
will have greater hydroelectric power 
capacity than any other main stem Mis
souri River Dam now authorized, and its 
combined flood control and water con
servation benefits will be exceeded only 
by the Garrison Reservoir. 

Information appearing in the hearings 
before the Civil Functions Appropria
tions Subcommittee indicates that the 
Army engineers requested $6,230,000 to 
be included within ceiling in the Presi
dent's budget for fiscal year 1953, to per
mit the minimum efficient progress on 
this job. However, the budget allowed 
only $3,500,000 and now the House com
mittee is recommending that this amount 
be further cut to $700,000. The total 
costs to the Government of such a meat
ax type of cut on a project under con
struction far outweigh any transitory 
advantages of postponing or curtailing 
appropriations. Large, continuous con
struction and supply contracts have been 
let for the excavation of the spillway 
approach channel, the south abutment, 
the construction of part of the main dam 
earth embankment and the steel sheet 
pile cutoff wall in the foundation. The 
appropriation of only $700,000 for this 
project would result in stopping most of 
these going construction and supply con
tracts. The contract for stage II earth 
work on the dam was awarded recently 
to extend the embankment on the west 
bank of the river. If the House com
mittee cut of funds for this project. is 
effected, it will be necessary to suspend 
operations on excavation and embank
me:it in this critical part of the struc-
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ture, with consequent deterioration re
sulting from exposure to the elements. 

That Congress has been appropri
ating at too slow a rate to insure effi.cient 
construction progress is evident from the 
statistics : 
Fiscal year 1948 and prior years 

(planning)------------------ $2,000,000 
Fiscal year 1949 (first construc-

tion funds)__________________ 2, o·oo, 000 
Fiscal year 1950 ________________ 2, 000, 000 

Fiscal year 1951---------------- 3, 600, 000 
Fiscal year 1952 ________________ 3,770,000 

Thus, the project has been under con
struction at a reduced rate of progress 
for more than 3 years, and the commit
tee now proposes to cut the appropria
tions to such an extent that it will be 
impossible to meet the required rate of 
installation of hydroelectric power 
planned at the dam. Studies made by 
the Federal Power Commission and the 
Department of Interior prove that the 
electrification of farms, the increase in 
industrial loads in the region-partic
ularly the petroleum industry-and the 
normal increase in demand for power to 
continue developments in the area will 
result in a six hundred to seven hundred 
million killowatt-hour requirements an
nually, over and above the power to be 
supplied by all the other proposed plants 
such as Garrison, Fort Randall, and Gav
ins Point. These studies support the fact 
that the present schedule for construc
tion of Oahe Dam must be maintained. 

From an engineering and operating 
standpoint it is very important that the 
Oahe project be built simultaneously 
with Fort Randall, or nearly so, because 
the Fort Randall spillway is designed
and being constructed-under the as
sumption that the Oahe project is in 
existence. As indicated by testimony 
presented by the Army engineers in sup
port of the civil functions appropria
tions for fiscal year 1952, the Fort Ran
dall spillway cannot pass the design :flood 
which might occur unless the Oahe Dam 
and Reservoir is in place. 

Mr. Chairman, in the interest of true 
economy and our defense effort, I sin
cerely hope that the Senate will restore 
the cuts made by the House Appropria
tions Committee for Gavins Point and 
Oahe and that our conferees will concur 
at the proper time. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BONNER]. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
can go down in history as the big-time 
operators' bill. It is the first time in my 
experience around the Capitol that an 
appropriation for civil functions has 
come to this House that did not have 
one little project of some nature in it. 

This is a splendid committee. There 
are splendid gentlemen on both sides -of 
this House who are members of that 
committee. The gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. FORD] has put his finger on 
the trouble in this matter. That is the 
shelving of projects. 

I am not before the House asking for 
any new project; I am before the House 
calling your attention to the fact that 
you have a small business committee in 
Congress. I think now you had better 
set up a small appropriation commit
tee in Congress for civil functions. 

We built the inland waterway from 
Maine to Florida, and we have feeder 
ports. '!'he problem today is that the 
inland waterway is 12 feet deep and 
the major feeder ports are from 7 to 9 
feet. We must get them to conform to 
the inland waterway in the matter of 
depth, in order to carry transportation. 

I have a little diffi.culty, as other Mem
bers of the Congress, about these small 
projects. I have one that the engineers 
created. themselves, turning salt water 
into a fresh-water area. They cut the 
inland waterway in a certain project in 
North Carolina that nobody asked for. 
They cut it from a salt-water body to a 
fresh-water body. The prevailing winds 
drove the salt water through and it has 
damaged thousands and thousands of 
acres of fertile land. No correction can 
be had because they claim that to cor
rect that condition, one they caused 
themselves, would be a new project. So 
the engineers do not recommend it to 
the budget. They did recommend it as 
an overall project, over the budget limi
tations. 

Then, there is another project in North 
Carolina that I know of where a large 
storage grain mill was built on a 9-f oot 
harbor, when the boats necessary to han
dle the grain draw 12 feet of water. That 
is an existing project. It has a mainte
nance operation on it, but the ships that 
carry the grain necessary for this kind 
of movement draw 12 feet of water and 
they cannot get in there to render the 
service. That is a port that is 95 miles 
from the nearest railroad. The engi
neers have been veFy gracious in put .. 
ting a maintenance item in the bill for 
eastern North Carolina, known as the 
Rollinson Channel. That is 115 miles 
from any other mode of transportation. 

Last year the North Carolina delega
tion had a great deal of trouble getting 
the Engineers to maintain it, an author
ized existing project, to the project 
depth. The Engineers had moved all the 
funds froni the State of North Carolina. 
and were using them somewhere else. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this bill can go 
down in history as a deep water ports 
project, as a large :flood control and 
power project, with which I have no fuss. 
I am glad to support that. I think they 
should be supported, but I do think that 
some attention should be given to de
serving, small, meritorious projects that 
come before the committee, which proj
ects can be sh"own as meritorious. 

I appeared before the committee on 
the two projects I spoke of, and not a 
member of the committee questioned 
the merit of either project; they all told 
me they were meritorio\11) projects. But 
they stand on a principle which is prob .. 
ably correct; they will not do anything 
unless the budget recommends it, and 
the budget says they cannot do anything 
unless the Corps of Engineers recom
mends it. Now, I ask you who in the 
name of the Lord can do anything? If 
the small people of this country are de
serving of a little crumb from the table, 
yet the entire budget limitation is given 
to the bi.g projects, then where in the 
name of goodness is the little project to 
get anything? 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. O'HARA]. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to express my appreciation for the cour
tesy of this subcommittee in permitting 
constituents of mine and myself to ap
pear and testify with reference to a ser
ious :flood which struck two towns in my 
district as a result of the over:fiowing of 
the Minnesota River, the towns of North 
Mankato and Mankato, Minn., the lat
ter on the eastern bank of the river 
and the former on the . western bank. 
The :flood was of such proportions that 
the entire population of North Mankato, 
a town of 5,000 people, had to be re
moved from their homes, and about a 
thousand people were :flooded out of 
their homes in Mankato. The result 
was about $2,000,000 damage to private 
and municipal property, and in addi
tion these cities have gone as far as they 
can and to the limit of their allowed pub
lic indebtedness in doing what they can 
to build dikes to protect against the 
river. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr.OHARA. I yield to my colleague 
from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. The gentleman from Min
nesota appeared before our subcommit
tee on behalf of the Mankato and North 
Mankato projects; and he, particularly, 
made an outstanding presentation of the 
need for survey funds for that project. 

Let me give the gentleman some in
formation which I think will be helpful 
in expressing the congressional intent as 
set forth in our bill. 

Mr. O'HARA. I would appreciate that. 
Mr. FORD. The Army engineers, on 

pages 499 and 500, have set forth the 
projects where they would probably 
spend the money for surveys. Included 
in the projects, as the gentleman will 
see on page 500, is a request for $25,000 
for the Minnesota River, Minn. Man
kato and North Mankato are on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Min
nesota. It would appear from the tes
timony which was presented to ·us that 
certainly the most important area on the 
Minnesota River, the most urgent area, 
would be in the Mankato and North 
Mankato district. As a result, I believe 
that the gentleman can rest assured if 
the bill goes through as it is the Army 
engineers could find enough money in 
the amount allocated for surveys so that 
he will not have to worry about this 
worth-while project. . 

Mr. O'HARA. Will the gentleman use 
the words "should find" instead of 
"could find"? I would appreciate that 
very much because that is my problem. 

Mr. FORD. I am sure that the gen
tleman from Minnesota, being the out
standing advocate he is, will have no 
diffi.culty whatsoever in convincing the 
Corps of Engineers of the absolute ne .. 
cessity of this project. 

Mr. O'HARA. I thank the gentleman 
very much. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
8 minutes to the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY]. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, as the 
Members know, 2 years ago, in 1950, a 
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certain amount was authorized and ap
propriated for a survey of water power 
resources up in New England. The sur
vey was to be completed by 1954. Then 
there was some chance that in the fu
ture appropriations would be made for 
some water power projects. 

But, unfortunately, this committee has 
just about cut the heart out of. that pro
gram; therefore, it looks as if it is going 
to be many more years before New Eng
land will have an opportunity to share 
in the water power benefits that the 
other parts of the country are sharing in. 

I have taken a look at the list prepared 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FoRDJ of the States which are going to 
receive appropriations in this bill for 
these purposes. There are 26 of them. 
The State of Maine is not included 
among them, nor is the State of Vermont, 
nor is the State of Massachusetts, nor is 
the State of New Hampshire, nor is the 
State of Rhode Island. An appropria
tion of $500,000 is made for Connecticut. 
It seems to me that the States of New 
England, should be considered. 

We are asking $300,000 in the rivers 
and harbors appropriation and a larger 
amount in the flood control portion so 
that we can carry on this survey. When 
the TV A ~ppropriation came up, it was 
suggested by Members from the south
eastern part of the country that we in 
New England should exploit our water 
power resources. We are anxious to do 
that, but we cannot do so if this survey 
is cut. Therefore I am going to ask that 
the money be restored so that we can get 
on with the job. It will be 3 or 4 years 
before we come in asking for any definite 
appropriation for particular project but. 
at least, we would like to carry on with 
the work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississil)pi. 

Mr. RANKIN. How much has the ap
propriation been cut? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I may say to the gen
tleman that there was a request for $6,-
391 ,000. They gave only $2,635,000 and 
of that $2,150,000 is earmarked for fish
ery facilities, beach erosion, and so forth. 
The remaining $435,000 must be divided 
up for surveys in di.ff erent parts of the 
country. 

Mr. RANKIN. Of course, I am for that 
survey and the development of the water 
power. The States that the gentleman 
mentioned have no coal, no gas, no oil, 
and very little wood. Raw materials are 
extremely scarce. Of all sections of the 
country that needs to have its water 
power developed it is that area, and I 
shall support the gentleman's amend
ment. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I thank the gentle
tman. The result is that for power we 
pay twice as much as in Chattanooga 
and we would like to see if we can do 
something about it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HINSHAW]. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, page 
8, line 15, of the bill states: 

For construction of authorized flood-con
trol projects or parts thereof and for other 

related activities as may be authorized by 
law, to remain available until expended, 

. $206,017,400. 

I have consulted with members of the 
subcommittee on my side and it is indi
cated to me that about 80 percent of the 
$206,000,000 is not for flood control. It 
is for the development of hydroelectric 
power. Now, for goodness sake, gentle
men, if you want to talk about flood con
trol, then let us talk about flood con
trol and appropriate for flood control 
and not kid ourselves into thinking that 
$206,000,000 in this bill set up for flood 
control is for flood control, because only 
about 20 percent of it, or $40,000,000, can 
actually be said to be for flood control. 
I think it is a shame to try to fool the 
people of the United States into think
ing we are appropriating $206,000,000 
for flood control when we are not doing 
anything of the kind. 

I might point out that we have a gen
uine flood-control project in my part 
of the country that has been under 
construction for l6 years. Mr. Engel, 
when he was chairman of this subcom
mittee some years ago, said that all 
flood-control projects that are started 
should be completed in 5 years. That 
project in Los Angeles County still has 
nearly $200,000,000 to go toward com
pletion. If it were to be completed in 
the next 5 years you would be appro
priating $40,000,000 in this session of the 
Congress for it. And what d,0 we get? 
Two million eight hundred and ninety
eight thousand dollars. At that rate. 
gentlemen, the Los Angeles County 
flood-control project-and there is no 
h ydroelectric power in it-will be going 
on for another 60 years. Now, for good
ness sake, if the Congress does not want 
to complete this project, then let us drop 
the whole thing and let Los Angeles 
County do it. Someone has to get along 
with the work. We are contributing our 
part of it. We pay one of the highest tax 
bills in the United States and we pay 
all of our proportionate share of these 
flood-control moneys in the purchasing 
of land and so forth. But, if you gen
tlemen are going to piddle along with 
this project at this rate, then get out 
from under and let someone go to work 
that wants it. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. DAVIS]. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Chair
man, I can assure you tha1' we only have 
a few minutes remaining, but these min
utes are very important t ·J me, and I 
should like for the committee to listen 
because I shall be brief. 

The lower Mississippi was allowed $59,-
605,000. I have the very highest respect 
and regard for all of the members of the 
subcommittee handling this bill on both 
sides of the aisle, but I must very frankly 
state to them that they have really cut 
me a "frock" in this particular reduction. 

In allowing $59,000,000 to the lower 
Mississippi, the report contains this 
statement: 

The reduction is achieved mainly by deny
ing the funds requested in the a~ount of 
~665,000,000 for the construction of a sani· 
tary sewer for the Memphis Harbor project 
1n the belief that th.is item is not properly 

a charge against the Federal Government 
and should be borne by the local interests. 

Now that puts the name of Memphis 
very definitely on this very nominal re
duction. This project covering the 
Memphis Harbor was authorized under 
a public law of 1946, and that provision 
includes the improvement of the Mem
phis Harbor, Memphis, Tenn., substan
tially in accordance with the report of 
the Chief of Engineers dated April 12, 
1946. 

This harbor project located in Mem
phis, midway between Chicag') and New 
Orleans, is on a very strategic part of 
the Mississippi River which bears a tre
mendous amount of river traffic. This 
project will cost the city of Memphis 
$28,000,0()0. It has been under way since 
1947. We had an island and the water 
flowed around both sides. It was neces
sary to put a closure dam at the north 
end of the island and across that closure 
will be a highway and railroad connec
tions. Nine hundred and sixty acres of 
industrial land, very important to the 
city of Memphis and to the mid-South, 
and to the Nation will be developed as 
a result. 

This project requires the building of a 
sanitary sewer. Under the rules which 
have prevailed for many, many years, in 
the Corps of Engineers, the Federal 
Government will build the sewer to take 
care of the sewage which has been col
lected by the local authorities, and then 
they take it away to the main channel of 
the river. The sewer which exists now 
pours into this still water, made still by 
the closure dam, and you do not have 
any water in any stream to take the 
sewage down into the main stream of the 
river. 

This sewer project was recommended 
by the district engineer of Memphis, 
recommended by the president of the 
Mississippi River Commission, according 
to the requirements of law came up to 
the Corps of Engineers, and was rec
ommended by the Chief of Engineers 
and transmitted to the Congress through 
the proper channels of the Secretary of 
War. The public law in 1946 made this 
provision for the extension of the exist
ing sanitary sewer from its outfall near 
Nonconnah Creek to the lower Missis
sippi River at the lower end of the Ten
nessee G.hute. 

If the men on the committee feel tliat 
it is a proper charge against local inter
ests they are seeking to undo what was 
presented to and passed by both Houses 
of the Congress, signed by the President, 
and became a part of tlie public law of 
1946. So I feel that this small item of 
$665,00 certainly should be included. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 
All time has expired. 

The Clerk will read the bill for amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

For carrying out the civil functions of the 
Corps of Engineers as provided in the various 
flood control and rivers and harbors acts and 
other acts applicable to that agency, aa 
follows: 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 33111 
Mr. Chairman, because I could not get 

any time to speak in general debate, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 

. five additional minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I want 

to say, as others have said before me, that 
personally I admire and think a great 
deal of the men on both sides who com
pose this subcommittee. My admiration 
and regard would be even higher had I 
been able to get the projects in this bill 
that I had hoped for. But, regardless of 
that, I know they have a job to do, and 
I know it is a hard job. In some respects 
it is not a very vleasant job for them. 

On the other hand, I think it is fair 
that I call to the attention of the House 
two projects that I think do need some 
sort of explanation frorri the subcom
mittee and an explanation to the House. 
The first one, which I mentioned, is 
called the Natchitoches project. I men
tioned that in questions I asked my dis
tinguished colleague from Michigan [Mr. 
FoRDl. I want to say a little bit myself 
regarding that project. This project is 
not within my own district. It is in the 
Red River watershed, it is true. Not a 
cent which is appropriated for the lower 
Mississippi goes into the Red River 
watershed. We are entirely separated 
from the Mississippi River. We have a. 
stream 1,300 miles in length, and all the 
flood control and help we get, if any, 
would be entirely independent from the 
lower Mississippi Valley. Our problems 
are different and unioue. 

The Natchitoches project is a water
diversion project. That is, when the Red 
River is high and you have a flood con
dition, by simply a slight diversion proj
ect below Natchitoches, in Louisiana, we 
could drain a large part of the flood 
waters off into a stream called Cane 
River. Cane River is an old bed of the 
Red River. By a small expenditure we 
can protect 135,000 acres of rich alluvial 
land in that section of the State of Lou
isiana, the whole project at a total esti
mated cost of $1,835,opo, which is a piti
fully small amount compared to the vast 
sums we have been spending and sending 
overseas. It has an estimated justifica
tion with the engineers of 1.58 to 1. 

Mr. Chairman, here is the important 
part about this project: 

This project-

And I am going to read from the testi
mony of General Chorpening before the 
subcommittee-
ts a local flood-control project consisting of 
levees, dams, flood gates, and a channel. The 
funds requested this year in the amount of 
$500 ,000 will be applied to the dam, flood 
gates, and channel entirely, the levee having 
been built with funds appropriated in previ
ous years. 

Then he says further on in reply to a. 
question asked of him by the chairman 
of the commit tee, the distinguished gen
t leman from North Carolina, Judge 
KERR: 

This project 1s 62 percent completed with 
the funds received this year, and will be 80 
percent completed with the funds we are 
asking for the year 1953. 

This project has been approved by the 
engineers, and is almost completed, yet 
there is nothing whatsoever in the bill in 
reference to funds. I pause here because 
I have ample time, and I have discussed 
this with my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from Michigan who indicated 
that he would be glad to make a state
ment on this project. So, I pause now 
for my friend, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAUT] to make some 
statement, if he cares to, in reference to 
this particular project, which will be 89 
percent completed if the funds were al
lowed. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman is 
referring to Natchitoches? 

Mr. BROOKS. I say again, it is not in 
my district, but it is vital to the lower 
Red River Valley. 

Mr. RABAUT. The project is deleted. 
This was an unbudgeted project put in 
by the Senate last year; It was not in 
the budget then. It represents the com
pletion of a project, which has actually 
been delayed for over 8 years. It was 
asked for this year by the Army engi
neers. 

Mr. BROOKS. May I ask the gentle
man, the engineers did ask for it last 
year? 

Mr. RABAUT. It was not in the 
budget. 

Mr. BROOKS. It was not in the 
budget, but it is in the budget this year, 
and the engineers asked for it too, and 
on this amount of money it would be 89 
percent completed. · 

Mr. RABAUT. We figured inasmuch 
as it had been delayed 8 years, and with 
the war situation, it would not hurt to 
delay it another year. 

Mr. BROOKS. While the gentleman 
is on his feet, may I ask him a question 
with reference to this Red River stabi
lization project which covers an area 400 
miles below the Denison Dam to the 
mouth of the Red River for bank stabi
lization. That was also approved by the 
Army engineers, and approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget. I talked to Gen
eral Chorpening less than 30 minutes 
ago, and he said it was a critically needed 
project, and that they were very anxious 
to have it allowed. 

Mr. RABAUT. The completion date 
for it is set for 1959 so you can see that is 
quite a ways off. The construction was 
initiated in 1948. 

Mr . BROOKS. If the funds had been 
allowed this year, as they were requested, 
it would be 47 percent completed. As it 
is, I think now with the funds that the 
committee has already granted, it is 
40 percent completed. We are down 
there in the bottom of the valley, sub
ject to floods, and are most anxious that 
the project be completed. 

Mr. RABAUT: Such a long construc-
tion period for a project of this size shows 
that it is relatively unimportant, and 
certainly without defense significance. 
As further evidence of this fact, no funds 
were even requested for the project for 
the fiscal year 1952. As a matter of fact, 
information supplied the committee by 
the Corps of Engineers shows that the 
plans for the work contemplated in 1953 
are only 60 percent completed while 
those for the remainder of the project 
are only 40 percent complete. Now, we 

have a long statement here on this and I 
can supply it for the RECORD although I 
do not want to take it out of the gentle.
man's time . 

Mr. BROOKS. What the gentleman 
has said is adequate and I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

May I say to the chairman of the com
mittee that General Chorpening said on 
page 283 of the testimony "that the de
fense significance is that we have a very 
considerable transportation network in 
the Red River Basin, together with many 
industrial plants, large food and fiber 
production areas and important military 
installations, such as the Lone Star and 
Red River ordnance works near Tex
arkana, and the Barksdale Air Force 
Base and Louisiana ordnance works 
near Shreveport." 

Then, on page 284, it goes on to say 
how vital that is, and he sets forth the 
projects that are of defense significance, 
that will be held up by the completion of 
that project. I am going to put those 
in the RECORD as they appear on pages 
283 and 284 of the record so that the 
House and the country can see that each 
project will cost but very little money, 
but which mean so much to both sides 
of the river from Denison, Tex., south 
to the mouth of the river. 

Mr. Chairman, in completion of what 
I have to say, I want to say that we had 
the most disastrous flood in the Red 
River in 1945. All of the money that 
has been appropriated and will · be ap
propriated on this particular project will 
never come up to one-tenth of the dam
age we suffered from that flood in 1945 
along the Red River Valley. When I 
say there is not a penny for bank sta· 
bilization on the Red River, there is only 
one single project approved on the Red 
River below Denison, Tex. If there 
comes another flood, our people in the 
Red River Valley will pay for the fact 
that we have not been able to complete 
the levees at critical areas, as strongly 
recommended by the Army engineers 
in the testimony before the committee. 
I have a high regard for the members 
of the subcommittee, but I think they 
have grievously erred in practically ex
cluding the Red River Valley from relief 
under this act. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAUTl has referred to 
the relative importance of the Red River 
levee and bank stabilization project and 
I am asking that the testimony, with 
questions and answers, between himself 
and General Chorpening, Assistant 
Chief of Army Engineers in charge of 
civil functions, be reproduced below, to
gether with the material which was 
furnished the committee at the request 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUTl. It shows the vital importance 
of this project and its extreme impor
tance from the viewpoint of national de
fense. And I read it: 
RED RIVER LEVEES AND BANK STABILIZATION 

BELOW DENISON DAM, ARK., TEx., AND LA. ' 

Mr. RABAUT. The next project is the Red 
River levees and , bank stabilization below 
Denison Dam, Ark., Tex., and La. -

This is a project with a total estimated 
Federal cost of $9,088,000. Allotments to 
date are $3,620,900. There was no appropria
tion in 1952. The tentative allocation for 



3312 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE April 1. 
fiscal year 1953 is $634,000. This project at 
the close of 1952 will be 40 percent com
pleted. It has remained at that percentage 
now for some time. The money requested for 
fiscal year 1953, namely, $634,000, would 
bring the rate of completion to 47 percent. 

Make a brief general statemE:nt on this 
project. 

General CHORPENING. This project is a. 
major component of the comprehensive plan 
for flood control on the Red River below 
Denison Dam, and includes the construction 
of levees and bank protection works for flood 
control and to prevent the erosion of the 
banks of the river, which endangers the 
levees that are in place that have been built 
at Federal and local expense. These levees 
protect some highly developed areas in that 
part of the country. 

I may say that the Red River in its char
act er istics of erosion is quite similar to the 
Arkansas River and to the Missouri River, 
which we have discussed at some length in 
these hearings; and we have a similar prob
lem existing here. The $634,000 which is 
being requested for this fiscal year will be 
entirely devoted to the construction of ad
ditional bank protection works along 
stretches of the river where, unless this is 
done, set-backs of levees would have to be 
made. 

Mr. KERR. Is this river a tributary of the 
Mississippi? 

General CHORPENING. Yes, sir. You will 
recall on our trip down the Mississippi River, 
the Red River comes in at what is known as 
Old River just above the Morganza structure. 

Mr. RABAUT. What is the defense signifi
cance of this project? 

General CHORPENING. The defense sig.:. 
nificance is that we have a very considerable 
transpor.tation network in the Red River 
Basin, together with many industrial plants, 
large food and fiber production areas, and 
important military installations such as the 
Lone Star and Red River ordnance works 
near Texarkana, and the Barksdale Air Force 
Base and Louisiana ordnance works near 
Shreveport. 

Mr. RABAUT. What particular projects will 
be protected by the work that is contem
plated in this estimate? 

General CHORPENING. I would like to fur
n ish that specific information for the record. 

Mr. RABAUT. All right, furnish it for the 
record. 

(The material to be furnished ls as fol
lows: ) 

"McNeely cut-off: Bank protection work ls 
needed for McNeely cut-off to maintain the 
integrity of the controlling levee. Continued 
caving would result in destruction of the 
levee. Destruction of the levee during over
bank stages would flood approximately 
20,000 acres of land, 10,000 of which ls crop
land. In addition, the main line of the 
Louisiana & Arkansas Railroad, and United 
States Highway No. 71, both important trans
portation arteries, would be flooded. 

"Curtis location: Bank protection works at 
Curtis are needed to prevent destruction of 
the controlling levee and to provide a favor
able channel alinement. Destruction of 
the levee during overbank stages would flood 
approximately 32,000 acres of land, of which 
io,ooo is cropland. In addition, the main 
lin e of the Louisiana & Arkansas Railroad and 
United States Highway No. 71 would be inun
dated, thus interrupting traffic on these main 
transportation arteries. Barksdale Field 
would also be affected by backwater. If cav
ln~ is permitted to continue a channel allne
ment detrimental to the bank stabilization 
works at Lucas Bend, downstream from the 
Curtis location, would result. Lucas Bend 
stabilization works were constructed to pre
vent destruction of the Texas & Pacific Rail
road and Louisiana State Highway No. 30, 
both important transportation arteries to 
S::::reveport and Barksdale Field. 

Coushatta: Bank protection works are 
needed at the town of Coushatta to protect 
the improvements adjacent of the river bank 
and to the highway bridge valued at $1,000,-
000. Limited bank protection works were 
contructed during fiscal year 1951 with emer
gency funds and local contributions to pro
tect the bridge abutments. Failure to arrest 
caving would result in a loss of existing bank 
protection works. 

Cash Point: Bank protection work is nec
essary for the Cash Point location to prevent 
a. levee set-back which would result in the re
location of the Texas & Pacific Railroad and 
United States Highway No. 71. A failure of 
the levee would destroy these transportation 
arteries in addition to flooding approximately 
22,000 acres of land of which 9,000 is crop
land. 

ALLOCATION OF FUNDS 
Mr. RABAUT. Why were no funds allocated 

for this work in fiscal 1952? 
General CHORPENING. There was a small 

amount of carry-over funds from previous 
years which were being expended and no 
funds were allowed in the budget. 

Mr. RABAUT. I ask that question because of 
the fact that you say it seems necessary now 
for the defense effort, and last year no funds 
were allocated for this work. 

General CHORPENING. That ls correct. 
There were none allocated last year, but 
about $74,300 will be obligated in fiscal year 
1952 from prior funds. 

REQUEST FROM BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 
Mr. FoRD. What did the Corps of Engineers 

request in the budget for fiscal year 1952? 
General CHORPENING. $360,000 in fiscal 

1952. 
Mr. FoRD. What did the Corps of Engineers 

request this year in the budget for fiscal year 
1953? . 

To show the extreme importance of 
the Natchitoches, La., project, I am set
ting forth below the testimony taken 
January 29, 1952, and reproduced on 
pag~s 395 and 396 of the hearings cover
ing this project. I do so to show the 
project is 62 percent completed at the 
present time and with the additional 
funds requested by the Budget and the 
Army engineers for the current year, it 
would be 89 percent completed. We are 
losing much money by not completing 
this project. This testimony I am inter
ested in, I read to the House: 

TuESDAY, JANUARY 29, 1952. 
NATCHITOCHES PARISH, LA. 

Mr. RABAUT. We will take up Natchitoches 
P arish, La. 

This ls a project with a total estimated 
Federal cost of $1,830,000. The allotments 
to date have been $1,129,100, and the amount 
appropriated for fiscal year 1952 was $360,-
000. The tentative allocation for fiscal year 
1953 ls $500,000. This project as of the close 
of 1952 will be 62 percent complete, and with 
the money requested for fiscal year 1953 the 
rate would rise to 89. 

General Chorpenlng, we will be glad to 
have you tell us about this project. 

General CHORPENING. This is a local flood
protection project, consisting of levees, dams, 
floodgates, and a channel. The funds re
quested this year in the amount of $500,000, 
will be applied to the dam, floodgates, and 
channel entirely, the levees having been 
built with the funds appropriated in previous 
years. 

The benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.1 to 1. There 
has been an increase in cost of $70,000 over 
the previous estimate. This increase in costs 
is due entirely to price level changes. 

Mr. RABAUT. Which is within the cost in
dex increase? 

General CHORPENING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR. This project is 62 percent com
pleted? 

General CHORPENING. It will be 62 percent 
completed with the funds received this year, 
and will be 89 percent completed with the 
funds that we are asking for fiscal year 
1953. 

Mr. FORD. This project was not included in 
the budget for the fiscal year 1952; we had 
no hearings, and there was no mention of it 
as being an urgent project. Did the corps 
request it over in the Senate at the time of 
the hearings over there for the fiscal year 
1952? 

General CHORPENING. No, sir. 
Mr. FORD. I think that is understandable, 

when you see the benefit-to-cost ratio was 
1.1 to 1. Do you have any idea how it got 
in the bill last year over in the Senate? 

General CHORPENING. I believe that the 
local interests were heard by the Senate Ap
propriations Committee and that the Sen
ate concluded it was a meritorious project 
that should be included in the appropria
tion. 

Mr. FoRD. What is the story about the con
flict among the local interests, which has ex
tended over a period close to 10 years? 

General CHORPENING. I believe that there 
was a difference of opinion as to where the 
dam and floodgates were to go, which dif
ferences were finally resolved among the lo
cal people; they are now satisfied and they 
testified that they were in agreement, I be
lieve. 

ANNUAL BENEFITS 
Mr. FORD. What is the annual benefit to be 

derived from this project? 
General CHORPENING. The annual benefits 

are estimated at $104,500. It is primarily a 
local flood-control project, including levees 
along the Red River to keep the water of the 
Red River off approximately 135,000 acres of 
land and the improvement of the channel at 
the lower end. We are asking funds for the 
improvement of the channel to carry the 
water out of the Cane River down to a point 
approximately 5 miles below the end of the 
levee and discharge it into the Red River. 

BENEFIT-TO-COST RATIO 
Mr. FoRD. I understand the benefit-to-cost 

r atio at the time of the hearings last year 
before the Senate committee was 1.58 to 1. 
According to the justification this year it is 
1.1 to 1. How do you account for the rather 
substantial decrease in the benefit-to-cost 
ratio? 

General CHORPENING. I would like to look 
into that and place a staeement in the 
R ECORD. 

(The information ·requested follows:) 
"The benefit-to-cost ratio of 1.58 to 1 used 

in connection with the 1952 budget was 
based on consideration of the project as an 
individual unit within the over-all plan for 
the Red River below Denison Dam. The 
benefit-to-cost ratio of 1.1 to 1 considers the 
project as a feature of the over-all plan. The 
present benefit-to-cost ratio which would be 
comparable to last year's ratio of 1.58 to 1 is 
1.73 to l." 

PROGRESS OF WORK 
Mr. FoRD. I understand, according to the 

justifications, the dam, floodgates, and chan
nel have not as yet been started, and the 
$500,000 requested for the fiscal year 1953 is 
for that purpose. 

General CHORPENING. No, sir; the $360,000 
allotted in 1952 will be applied toward the 
initiation of that work; the $500,000 re
quested for fiscal year 1953 will be applied 
to the continuation of that work. 

Mr. Foao. Has a contract been let for the 
dam, floodgates, and channel for fiscal year 
1952? 

Mr. BousQUET. No, sir; it is scheduled for 
award in April of 1952. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana h~s expired. 
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Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

just to make a short statement. 
It is the ambition of the leadership of 

the House and of the committee to com
plete this bill tonight. There are about 
75 different projects in this bill that 
could be discussed. In justice to the 
time and the individual members of the 
committee, I am bringing this to your 
attention. We can sit here as long as 
we care to, but I would appreciate it very 
much, and I think most of the Members 
present would appreciate it, if we tried 
to confine our talks to 5 minutes. If 
there is some highly controversial matter 
in the bill, we will have to arrange for 
time on it. I simply wanted to make this 
statement so that the membership 
would be informed. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last word, 
and I ask unanimous consent to revise 
and extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair

man, the report st~tes that $1,215,000 
have been set aside for survey work. 
That is somewhat ·misleading, because 
the amount of $1,215,000 for surveys con
tains functions other than surveys of 
projects on resolutions from the Public 
Works Committee. 

In the items of work to be covered by 
this appropriation are the Arkansas, 
White, and Red Rivers, the New Eng
land-New York area surveys; stream
gaging stations are to be maintained; 
the rainfall stations are to be main
tained. 

Storm studies, flood investigations, 
and items of fish and wildlife study are 
carried out by the Department of the 
Interior; all these functions will be ex
pected to continue from the amount of 
$1,215,000, in addition to survey works 
of flood control. There can be little sur
vey works for this amount. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FoRD], speaking in general debate, stated 
in reply to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. KEATING] that they wanted the 
wock of surveys to go on in the Great 
Lakes because of the unusual water sit
uation prevailing there at the present 
time. He neglected to tell you that under 
the Joint International Commission such 
work has to be carried out from the ap
propriation for surveys, $600,000 as con
tained in the rivers and harbors survey 
work. Why do we talk about wanting 
these surveys in the Great Lakes when 
we do not have money to carry out those 
investigations or making surveys in the 
State of New York? 

The gentleman said a great deal about 
the survey work that was ·being carried 
forward on the great streams of this 
count ry and that we are making vast in
vestments in the streams producing 
power. Is there anything unusual about 
developing the hydroelectric potential of 
the Columbia Valley? Is there anything 
unusual about the fact that the water 
ft.ow in the Mississippi River is such size 
that it attracts our attention? Is there 
anything unusual about the greatness of 

·the Great Lakes? Naturally they are 
XCVIIl-209 

going to require a larger proportion of 
the investment because they give the 
greatest return, so it does not mean that 
we are neglecting the smaller streams. 
We need to give greater attention to 
them, but we must invest, and make wise 
investments, in the big streams that can 
produce the energy necessary to meet 
the growing and expanding economy of 
America; and I cannot visualize, for the 
life of me, how we can be so neglectful 
as not to provide the funds necessary 
to carry on a program to make inquiries 
of investing funds to protect people. 
But a lot of people like to call items in 
the bill such as this "pork barrel." Is 
there anything wrong with the Federal 
Government sensing a responsibility to 
keep water off of the lands, to prevent 
inundations, to protect life and prop
erty? I submit to you that we need 
more funds to carry out public works in 
flood-control and river and harbor 
projects. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
RIVERS AND HARBORS 

EXAMINATION, SURVEY, PLANNING, AND OTHER 
STUDY PROGRAMS 

For engineering and economic investiga
tions of proposed rivers and harbcrs projects; 
including preliminary examinations and sur
veys; formulating plans and preparing de
signs and specifications for authorized rivers 
and harbors projects or parts thereof prior to 
appropriations for construction of such proj
ects or parts; for printing, either during a 
recess or session of Congress, of surveys au
thorized by law, and such surveys as may 
be printed during a recess of Congress shall 
be printed, with illustrations, as documents 
of the next succeeding session of Congress; 
to remain available until expended, $2,635,-
000: Provided, That no part of this appro
priation shall be expended in the conduct of 
activities which are not authorized bi law: 
Provided further, That the expenditure of 
funds for completing the necessary surveys 
and plans and specifications shall not be 
construed as a commitment of the Govern
ment to the construction of any project: 
Provided further, That from this appropria
tion not to exceed $2,000,000 shall be available 
for transfer to the Secretary of the Interior 
for expenditure for the purpose3 of and in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of 
August 8, 1946 (16 U.S. C. 756) and the act 
of August 14, 1946. 

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HAND: On page 

4, line 14, strike out "$2,635,000" and insert 
in lieu thereof "$3,635,000." 

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, the com
mittee has allowed for surveys and plan
ning of rivers and harbors projects all 
over this country the sum of $635,000, 
a sum so wholly inadequate that it is 
a matter for wonder that the appro
priation was not wholly eliminated. My 
amendment adds $1,000,000 which, very 
frankly, will not do much good, but is 
offered more or less in the nature of 
a test as to whether the House is really 
willing to discontinue this p·rogram en
tirely so that the money can be saved 
for the support of construction projects 
everywhere else in the world except in 
America. 

I must associate myself with the earlier 
expressions of the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. DoNDERO] and the gentleman 

from Colorado [Mr. CHENOWETH]. The 
country is tired of hearing that we can 
afford to spend $2,500,000,000 on Greece 
since the end of the war; that we can 
afford to build irrigation plants all over 
Indochina and propose to help some 15,-
000 villages there; that we can afford 
to support the construction of school 
buildings in Turkey, and in short can 
afford to support the rest of the world 
in a style to which they have not been 
accustomed, and still are unable to af
ford a relatively small sum for the plan
ning of works, which will have to be 
undertaken some day soon if the econ
omy of large parts of this country is to 
survive. 

This business of eliminating all pres
ent and future projects in the guise of 
emergency simply means that we will 
never undertake the projects, because 
there is always an emergency. My peo
ple are tired of hearing about the im
provement of the Rhone River in France. 
They want to hear a little bit more about 
improvement of rivers and harbors here 
at home, which are vital to our economy 
even though they contribute nothing to 
the economy of Timbuktu. 

For the want of a few thousand dollars 
spent in southern New Jersey, important 
business is disappearing and American 
lives are lost as a result of the deteriora
tion of inlets. I am not presently sug
gesting that we start at once on a much 
needed construction program, but ram 
suggesting that we require now to plan 
for work that will have to be done in the 
immediate future. 

A fine area of New Jersey, which pays 
a very full share of Federal taxes, will 
suffer if we continue to concentrate on 
the improvement of foreign economies 
to the detriment of our own. 

It is very unpopular to suggest any 
increase, no matter how small, in an 
appropriation bill at this time. I do not 
hesitate to do so because if you will join 
with me, we will save ten or fifteen billion 
dollars before this session is over, and 
thus can well afford the additional mil
lion which I am suggesting for your 
consideration. 

Let this small amendment be a test 
of whether we are willing to spend all 
of our money abroad, or whether it is 
not time to spend at least a small part 
of it at home. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from ·New Jersey, and 
I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the pending amendment and all 
amendments to the amendment close 
in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 

committee included the amount of $625,-
000 for river and harbor studies and $1,-
215,000 for similar work for flood con
trol. The chief purpose of these sur
vey funds is to pro vi.de the necessary 
money for surveys for unauthorized proj
ects so that they may become author
ized, and add to the mounting list of 
projects in the civil works program of 
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the Corps of Engineers. The total esti
mated cost of this program is already 
almost $14,000,000,000. If you appropri
ate· funds for the authorized programs 
it would require $14,000,000,000. Where 
would you be with the economy bloc 
then? 

The committee has urged the Corps 
repeatedly to reevaluate their program 
and remove the dead wood. Efforts in 
this respect have resulted in projects 
valued at only $1,500,000,000 being placed 
on an inactive list. 

The committee has allowed sufficient 
funds to carry out surveys that are vital 
to the defense needs of the country. Un· 
til the t ime the Corps of Engineers has 
made further progress on the presently 
authorized programs the committee fails 
to see the need for additional funds. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. May I ask the gentle
man if these funds could not be used 
for that survey of the Great Lakes that 
·has been referred to here today? 

Mr. RABAUT. The item for survey, of 
northern and northwestern lakes, is not 
carried in . this item. The gentleman 
will not put me on the spot by ref erring 
to the Great Lakes. 

Mr. RANKIN. I think they could be 
so used. 

Mr. RABAUT. Fourteen billion dollars 
has been authorized. · I want the Mem
bers of the committee to realize the tre
mendous authorizations that this House 
from time to time votes. 

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. WERDEL. Can the gentleman 
give us the estimated cost of the projects 
that have been commenced; that is, 
where construction has been commenced 
as distinguished from those that have 
been authorized? 

Mr. RABAUT. Projects under con
struction at the present time total 
$5,950,000,000. We are not playing 
around· here with peanuts. These are 
tremendous sums. The situation that we 
are in is not due to the engineers. It is 
due to the things that we do in this 
House. Then you put the responsibility 
upon the Committee on Appropriations 
that must come in here and present the 
matter to you. The thing that surprises 
me is the action of the economy bloc that 
we have in the House. The Members 
from the economy bloc on both sides of 
the aisle were in the majority to come 
before our committee to want something 
for their own districts. "Oh, consist
ency, thou art a jewel." 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Alabama. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. The gentle
man realizes that since the war we have 
only appropriated approximately $5,000,. 
000 annually for survey work. Now, if 
there has been any error made it cer
tainly would seem that we have been in 
error in appropriating $38,500,000,000 for 

work of which your committee has au
thorized not a. single day's work to be 
done on one of the projects. It seems 
like the better investment would be to 
have surveys. 

Mr. RABAUT. I ask for a vote on the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. RANKIN. I have heard the argu
ments made here today by Members rep
resenting States along the Great Lakes 
who are appealing for funds for surveys. 
I want to know if this money could be 
used for that purpose. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
understand that to be a parliamentary 
inquiry. An inquiry of that nature 
should be addressed to the chairman of 
the committee. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jer
sey [Mr. HAND]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KENNEDY: Page 

4, line 14, after "expended" strike out "$2,· 
635,000" and insert "$2,935,000, of which 
$300,000 shall be expended for the New Eng .. 
land-New York survey." 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I 
made reference before to the request of 

· the New England States for certain 
moneys to survey our water-power re
sources. You are all familiar with the 
fact that, in New England, particularly 
Massachusetts, in some of our large tex
tiles and shoes centers, we have been suf
fering from a severe recession, and one of 
the r~sons for this is the high cost Qf 
power. We have to pay for power, both 
industrial and private, about twice as 
much as they pay for a similar amount of 
power in the Tennessee Valley and in the 
Northwest. In 1950, at the President's 
request, a certain amount of money was 
set aside for a survey. The report was 
supposed to be completed in 1954 and 
thereafter in 1955 and 1956 we expected 
to take some action on certain projects 
which would enable us to develop our 
water-power resources, and thereby re
duce the cost of our power. The budget 
requested this year for rivers and har
bors for the New England survey, $300,· 
000; for flood-control survey, $800,000; 
making a total of $1,100,000. Unfortu
nately the committee has chosen to cut 
both of these appropriations. The engi
neers have informed me this morning 
that due to the amount of the cut it 
would probably be impossible to carry on 
their surveys for another year. It is 
going to mean postponement of the re
sults of the survey certainly until 1955 
or 1956 at the sootiest, even if the House 
takes action favorably next year. 
-Therefore, I am asking for an additional 
appropriation of $300,000, the amount 
recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget, to be put onto the amount the 
committee has set aside. 

On page 4, line 14, the committee has 
appropriated $2,635,000. The difficulty 
is that at least $2,000,000 of that is set 

aside for fisheries and $135,000 is set 
aside for another project, leaving only 
about $400,000 for surveys to cover the 
entire country. 

Therefore I hope this Committee will 
take favorable action on this request for 
another $300,000 to carry on the New 
England survey. We really depend on 
this money. If this money is not forth
coming, we are really going to be in 
serious trouble. 

There are large appropriations for 
nearly 26 States. The State of Oregon 
alone has $86,000,000 in this bill. Year 
after year since 1935 large sums of money 
have been appropriated for a good many 
of the States in this country, particu
larly in the Southeast United States and 
in the Northwest. New England has not 
gotten anything. Not 1 cent of money 
is appropriated in any of this bill for 
five of the six New England States. 

As the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKIN] has pointed out, I feel that 
we are depende~t upon the importation 
of all of our fuel, coal, oil, and natural 
gas. We have not gone ahead and de
veloped our water-power reserves. We 
have been at fault. Now we are trying 
to do it, and just in the Iniddle of the 
attempt, while we see some results in 
sight, this committee has chosen to post
pone our hopes for at least another year. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Who is asking for 
this , appropriation? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Tbe New England 
States are asking, the Governors and the 
New England Congressmen, I believe. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. There is one New 
England Congressman that is not. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I regret that the gen- · 
tleman feels that way. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. One reason we are 
paying high power costs is that we are 
building dams in the Tennessee Valley 
and the Missouri Valley and every other 
valley to go in business against private 
enterprice. 

Mr. KENNEDY. That is right. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I do not want to see 

it happen in New England. 
Mr. KENNEDY. An appropriation 

passed this House of around $174,000,000 
for TVA. There are also large appro
priations for the west coast. Does the 
gentleman object to our getting $300,000 
for all the New England States for a 
survey of our waterpower resources? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. No, but I object to 
paying $174,000,000 for the TVA. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I do, too. It does 
seem to me that if the money is going to 
go there we certainly should expect to 
receive at least $300,000 to carry on our 
survey. I know the gentleman is inter
ested in lowering the cost of our power. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield. 
·Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. May 

I ask the gentleman if he will help get the 
Governors and General Court of Massa
chusetts and the New Hampshire Leg
islature to the compact between New 
Hampshire and Massachusetts so that 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 3315 
we can do more in the development of 
:flood control with the dams than is be
ing done at the present time? It is very 
important. I think we ought to throw 

-that back to the Governors and get them 
to do something. I agree with the gen .. 
tleman that we should have the surveys, 
but the States should act on the much .. 
needed compacts. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The survey must 
come before we do anything. Unfortu
nately, we must wait for a long time, 
1955, even if this money is appropriated, 
before the results of the survey become 
known. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 7 minutes, the last 5 
minutes to be reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog .. 

n izes the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. NICHOLSON]. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not object to the people of Massachu
setts getting ·cheaper power. · I think 
perhaps we ought to have a little cheaper 
power. But, we cannot get it right away 
because private enterprise has taken 
care of the rural districts to the extent 
of 98 percent in Connecticut and in 
Rhode Island, and · about 95 percent in 
Massachusetts. So, we have not had 
to ask for any REA funds or for any 
valley projects. So far as I know, the 
people who want these surveys made, 
and have electric power generated go 
along with this fallacy that the Gov .. 
ernment can do it better than private 
enterprise can. Let me tell you this, Mr. 
Chairman, if it was worthwhile to build 
these plants, private enterprise would 
have done it long ago. It is about time, 
I think, for the Congress to find out that 
we can run our own business in our own 

. community, and in our own States with
out any fatherly advice from the Federal 
Government. It is pretty near time that 
we put our foot down because the answer 
is obvious. We owe $270,000,000,000 and 
we have a $14,000,000,000 deficit. Now 
we are trying to sell this idea to the peo
ple. of New England. I was in the legis
lature a long time, and I never saw any 
governors ask for this. I think some 
pressure may have been put on the Gov
ernor of Massachusetts to come here 
and ask for a survey. What good is a 
survey going to do, if we do not appro
priate any money? The Committee on 
Public Works has obtained an authori
zation of something like five or six bil .. 
lion dollars. Why do we not take care 
of some of that five or six billion dollars 
before starting on any new construe-

. ti on, and on any new ideas? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr; 
RABAUT]. 
· Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chafrman, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] should be informed that at the 
present time there are 34 projects under 
construction in the 6 States to which 
he referred. There are 10 in Connect-

icut, 3 in Maine, 15 in Massachusetts, 
his own state, and 1 in Rhode Island, and 
4 in New Hampshire, and 1 in Vermont. 
The argument against this amendment 
is· the same as I made agairtst the preced .. 
ing amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote, and 
ask that the amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. KEN
NEDY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION 

For construction of authorized rivers and 
harbors p!"ojects or parts thereof and for 
other related activities as may be authorized 
by law, to remain available until expended, 
$117,710,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN: Page 

5, line 5, strike out "$117,710,000" and insert 
in lieu thereof "including $2,000,000 for plan
ning and construction of the Tombigbee
Tennessee waterway heretofore authorized by 
law (Public Law 525, 79th Cong.), $119,-
710,000." 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, we are 
asking for a small appropriation to com
plete the planning and begin the con .. 
struction of the Tennessee-Tombigbee 
Inland Waterway, which has already 
been authorized by Congress, and on 
which something like $800,000 has al
ready been spent on the planning, which 
is just about complete. 

It is the only possible way to provide 
what will amount to a slack-water route 
from the Gulf to the Great Lakes, and to 
all points on the Ohio River up to Pitts
burgh, Pa., as well as to all points on the 
Tennessee, upper Mississippi, and the 
Missouri Rivers, and at the same time 
save the swift current of the Mississippi 
for the downstream traffic. 

It will mean more to the States of Ken
tucky, Illinois, Ohio, West Virginia, and 
western Pennsylvania than anything else 
of its kind that has ever been proposed. 

It will mean more to the States of 
Missouri, Kansas, Michigan, Iowa, Ne
braska, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and 
all the other States in the Middle West, 
and along the Great Lakes, than any 
other project of !ts kind that has ever 
been proposed. 

There is not another place on the face 
of the earth where the traffic can be 
transferred from one major watershed-to 
another with so much ease, so little ex
pense, and such tremendous savings in 
transportation costs and distances. The 
only other one that even approximates 
it is the connection between the Don and 
Volga Rivers in Russia, which has just 
been constructed with lend-lease ma
chinery, paid for by American people. 
If you want to practice economy at home 
and deny to our people the use of their 
own resources and continue to impose 
this burden upon the American people 
to finance similar .projects abroad, you 
certainly are not going to get my sup
port. 

If this project were in some foreign 
country we would probably have no trou
ble in getting funds to complete it. I 
understand we have just spent $130,000,-
000 of American money to build a power 
project in Italy, and now we are told 
that we are spending billions of dollars 
for a similar project in France, hundreds 
of millions of dollars for similar proj
ects in Switzerland, to say nothing of 
the vast amounts being spent for that 
purpose in Israel, China, and other for
eign countries, out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers of the United States. 

But this is an American project, and 
will benefit the American people more 
than any other development of its kind 
that has ever been undertaken. There
fore, we are told to wait· indefinitely. 

A fake hearing was· perpetrated last 
year for the purpose of trying to dis
credit this project; and of all the mis
statements I have ever read, they wer.e 
poured into that record. One witness 
stated that in order to connect this proj
ect with the 'Tennessee River, you would 
have to cut a canal 170 feet deep and 
39 miles long, and excavate 100,000,000 
cubic yards of dirt. As a matter of fact, 
every well-informed engineer, who has 
investigated this proj.ect, knows that 
that statement is false. The truth of the 
matter is that the back waters of the 
Tennessee come within about 5 or 6 miles 
of where this project would connect with 
the main tributary of the TombigbE;!e. 
As I said, it will give you a slackwater 
route from the Gulf to the Great Lakes, 
and to all points on the Ohio, the upper 
Mississippi, the Illinois, the Missouri, and 
the Tennesse.e Rivers, and at the-same 
time save the swift current of the Missis
sippi for the downstream traffic. 

There has never been a project pro
posed that will mean more to the people 
who pay the freight than this one will. 
At the very outside, it would not cost as 

- much as one of these projects our people 
have just been paying for, and are still 
paying for, in foreign countries that are 
not contributing one dime to the welfare 
of the American people. 

This is not a power project; it is for 
navigation only. It is just as sure to be 
constructed as the night follows the day; 
and the sooner it is finished the better 
it is going to be for that great section 
of the country extending from the Gulf 
to the Great Lakes and from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., to the Rocky Mountains. 

I appeal to you Members of Congress 
to give us this small amount, and not 
be wasting American money abroad, and 
at the same time denying appropriations 
that are necessary for the development 
of American resources. The greatest 
wealth in America, outside of the soil 
on which we live, is our navigable 
streams and their tributaries, and the 
sooner we develop them for the use of all 
the American people, the better it is 
going to be for the entire country. · 

At this point, I am inserting a state
ment which I made before the Senate 
committee 3 years ago, covering this en
tire proposition. I hope that every one 
of you will take the . time to read and 
study it, and then help us to speed up the 
construction of this missing link in the 
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greatest inland waterway system in the 
world. 

The matter ref erred to follows: 
GENERAL STATEMENT ON TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEB 

RIVERS PROJECT 

Representative RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, in 
the beginning, let me say that I agree with 
the gentleman who have spoken on the 
Coosa-Alabama project. 

I also want to say to the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota, Senator Gurney, 
that I agree with him on the development 
of the Missouri Valley area. Recently, I 
checked up on that proposition, and found 
that the power that could be generated on 
the Missouri River and its tributaries would 
be a minimum of 20,000,000,000 kilowatt· 
hours a year. 

Senator Gur.NEY. Congressman RANKIN, 
let me say that I have always been, since I 
have come to the Senate, a supporter of the 
north-bound channel of the barge line there 
that takes in Tombigbee. I feel that it is 
worth while. 

Representative RANKIN. I know that and 
I am grateful, Senator. I remember your 
support of it all through the years, and I 
remember your statements for it on the fioor 
of the Senate. 

Now, let me say to you 1n the beginning 
that the Army engineers say they would like 
to have $5,000,000 to start this project now. 
I am not quoting anybody, individually, but 
that is what they say they would like to 
have to start with. 

If this amendment is inserted in the Sen
ate, I do not have the slightest doubt but 
that it will be retained in the House. 

Let me show you where we are. I brought 
thil:l map down to show you. You can see 
from those rivers there that it ls almost a 
duplicate of this map except the lines are 
made heavier in order that you might more 
easily see what we have at stake. 

Somebody said the other day that there 1s 
only a foot or two of water in this river. 
Where I am pointing is the confluence of 
Browns and Mackys Creeks, which join to 
form the Tombigbee about 25 miles from the 
Tennessee River. My father used to go to 
Walkers Ridge just below that point on a 
steamboat that came all the · way from 
Mobile. There is a slight sand ridge between 
those two rivers, the Tennessee and the Tom
bigbee, and for more than a hundred years 
the Army engineers refused to approve this 
project, because they said they would have 
to have lifts both ways, and there was no 
water supply at the summit. 

PICKWICK DAM 

But in 1938, the Tennessee Valley Author
ity built the Pickwick Dam on the Tennes
see just below the mouth of the Yellow Creek, 
and raised the water level 55 feet. The Army 
engineers made a new survey and came back 
and said that would solve _the problem. They 
could cut through that sand ridge and put 
the summit of the project in the Tennessee 
River. 

That would give us a slack or still water 
route for returning or upstream traffic to the 
Tennessee River, and a downstream route 
from that point 215 miles to Paducah on the 
Ohio River or 262 miles to Cairo on the 
Mississippi. 

Mr. Chairman, in order that the Members 
m ay have these figures before them, I am 
inserting three tables here as part of my re
marks, which show the savings this project 
will provide. · 

As I said, they have been worked out by the 
Army engineers, and can be thoroughly re
lied on. 

MULTIPLE PROJEcr BENEFITS 

Here is a table showing the cost per ton 
and the savings per ton this project will pro
vide on the fuel bill alone, for upstream 
tratnc: 

Comparison of costs per ton of upstream_ traffio 

From-

New Orleans, La ••• ----------------

Mobile, Ala-------------------------

Port Birmingham, Ala ____________ _ 

Demopolis, Ala.-------------------

Columbus, Miss __ -----------------

Aberdeen, Miss--------------------

Amory, Miss ______________________ _ 

Fulton, Miss ______________________ _ 

Cairo __ ------------·--------------------
Pad ucab. -------------- --- ___ ----------_ Termessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo ~ _--------------------------------_ Paducah _____________________ -----------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo_----------------------------------
Paducah ____ ----- _______ ----------------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __ ---------------------------------
Paducah. _______ --- ---------------------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo. __ --------------------------------
Paducah. __ -- ______ ---- -- ---- -----------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction_ ________ _ 
Cairo __ ---------------------------------
P aducah. ____________ -------------------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __ --------------------------------
Paducah_-------------------------------Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __ ---------------------------------
Paducah _____________ ---- ____ -----------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 

<;Jo~t ~ T~:~;;:e-
M1ss1ss1ppi Tombigbee 

per ton per ton 

$2.02 
2.10 
2.42 
2.39 
2.47 
2. 79 
2. 96 
3.04 
3.36 
2. 68 
2. 76 
3.08 
2.83 
2. 91 
3. 23 
2.88 
2. 96 
3. 28 
2. 91 
2. 99 
3.31 

,-2. 93 
3. 01 
3.33 

$1.32 
1. 26 
.99 
.95 
.89 
.62 
.95 
. 89 
. 62 
• 67 
.61 
.34 
• 51 
.45 
.17 
.46 
.40 
.13 
.44 
.38 
.11 
.41 
.35 
.08 

Average 
savings 
per ton 

$0. 70 
.84 

1.43 
1.44 
L58 
2.17 
2.01 
2.15 
2. 74 
2.01 
2.15 
2. 74 
2.32 
2.46 
3.06 
2.42 
2. 56 
3.15 
2. 47 
2. 61 
3. 20 
2. 52 
2. 66 
3. 25 

Here is a. table showing the cost and the 
savings on a barge load or tow of 3,500 tons. 

I might say here, that except on the tram~ 
from the larger cities such as Pittsburgh, 

Chicago, and Detroit, a. majority of the tram.c, 
at least until rec~ntly, was handled by these 
3,500-ton tows. 

Showing cost per tow of barges carrying 3,5 00 tons, and showing savings via Tennessee
Tombigbee 

From- To-

New Orleans, La __________________ _ Cairo _____ --~-------------------------- -Paducah. _______ ____ _____________ ------_ 

Mobile, Ala _______________________ _ 
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __________ ------- -- ----------------
Paducah. -- -- - _ ------- ---- ------------- -

Port Birmingham, Aia ____ ________ _ 
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo._---------------------------------
Paducah. ____ _____ ___ ----- ___ ---------- -

Demopo~is, Ala _______ :, __________ _ 
Tennessee.Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __ ---------- -- ---------------------Paducah. __ _______ _____ _______ ----------

Columbus, Miss __________________ _ 
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo._---------------------------------Paducah. ___ _____________ _____ ------- __ _ 

Aberdeen, Miss ___ ___ _________ ____ _ 
Tennessee-Tombigboo junction _________ _ 
Cairo_ - _ ----- ------ -------- -- -- ------- --Paducah _________________________ ------_ 

Amory, Miss ______________________ _ Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo __ ---------------- ------------ -----Paducah. _________ ----- _______ ----------

Fulton, Miss ______________________ _ 
Tennessee-Tomblgbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo ____ -------- --- --- -_ ----- ----------Paducah. ______ ________ _____ ------------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ -

Cost via T~:~e- Average 
Mississippi Tombigbee savings 
per tow of per tow of per tow of 
3,500 tons 3,500 tons 3,500 tons 

$'1, 070 
7,350 
8, 470 
8, 365 
8, 645 
9, 765 

10, 360 
10, 640 
11, 760 

9,380 
9, 660 

10, 780 
9, 905 

10, 185 
11, 305 
10, 080 
10, 360 
11, 480 
10, 185 
10, 465 
11.585 
10, 255 
10, 535 
11, 655 

$4,620 
4,410 
3, 465 
3,325 
3, 115 
2, 170 
3,325 
3, 115 
2, 170 
2,345 
2, 135 
1, 190 
1, 785 
1, 575 

595 
1,610 
l, 400 

455 
1, 540 
1, 330 

385 
1, 435 
1, 225 

280 

$2. 450 
2, 940 
5, 005 
5,040 
5.530 
7, 595 
7,035 
7, 525 
9,590 
7,035 
7, 525 
9, 599 
8, 120 
8, 610 

10, 710 
8, 470 
8, 960 • 

11, 025 
s. 645 
9; 135 

11, 200 
8,-820 
9,310 

11, 375 

Here is another table which the Army 
engineers have worked out showing the 

cost per tow of barges carrying 14,000 tons, 

and also the savings which these barges 
would provide. 

As I pointed out, these larger barges are 
being used more and more as time goes on. 

Showing cost per tow of barges carrying 14,000 tons and showing the savings via the 
Tennessee-Tombigbee 

From- To-

New Ori~, La __________________ _ Cairo ___ --------------------------------Paducah ____ ____ ________ _____ ___ --------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 

Mobile, Ala------------------------ Cairo ___ ------------------ ___ ------- ___ _ 
Paducah _____ _ ------- ________ __ ___ ------

Port Birmingham, Ala ____________ _ 
Tennessee-Tombigbee Jnnction _________ _ 
Cairo __ _ --------------------------------
P aducah .--------------- ______ ----------

Demopol!!, Ala--·-----------------
T ennessee-Tombigbee junction_ ________ _ 
Cairo. __ --------------------------------P aducah ___________________ __ _ ----- ____ _ 

Columbus, Miss._-.~---·---------·-
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 
Cairo _____ ------------------------------Paducah _______________________________ _ 
Tennessee·Tombigbee junction _________ _ 

Cost via Cost via Average 
Mississippi Tcnn~s~e- savings per 
per tow of Tombigbee tow of 
14,000 tons ~~C:~~; 14,000 tons 

$28, 280 
29, 400 
33, 880 
33, 460 
34, 580 
39,060 
41, 440 
42, 560 
47,040 
37, 520 
38,640 
43, 120 
39, 620 
40, 740 
45, 220 

$18, 480 
17, 640 
13,860 
13, 300 
12,460 

8,680 
13, 300 
12, 460 
8, 680 
9,380 
8,540 
4, 760 
7, 140 
6,300 
2,380 

$9,800 
11, 760 
20,020 
20, 160 
22, 120 
30 380 . 
28: 140 
30, 100 
38, 360 
28, 140 
30, 100 
38, 360 
32, 480 
34, 440 
42, 840 
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Showing cost per tow of barges carrying 14,000 tons and showing the savings via ths 

Tennessee-Tombigbee-Continued 

From- To-
Cost via T~~e~~- Average 

Mpeisstissippfi Tombigbee savmto·wgsopef r 
r ow 0 per tow of 

14,000 tons 14,000 tons 14,000 tons 

Aberdeen, Miss-------------------- Cairo __ __ ---------------------------- __ _ $40, 320 
41, 440 
45, 920 
40, 740 
41,860 
46, 340 
41, 020 
42, 140 
46, 620 

$6, 440 
5,600 
1,820 
6, 160 
5,320 
1, 540 
5, 740 
4, 900 
1, 120 

$33, 880 
35,840 
44, 100 
34, 580 
36, 540 
44, 800 
35, 280 
37, 240 
45, 500 

P aducah _______ __ ------ -_____ -----------
Tennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 

Amory, Z..1iss ______________________ _ Cairo _____ ------- ___________ ------------
P aducah ________________ ______ ---------_ 
T ennessee-Tombigbee junction _________ _ 

Fulton, :Miss.--------------------~ - Cairo ___ --------- - -------- -- ------------

~~~:~e~Tomblgbee-functioh========== 

Now let me show you what all this means. 
Let us take the river systems that are af

fected by this project. Just forget us local 
people for the time being. 

This bcttleneck of our whole internal 
waterway system just happens to be in my 
district. 

LOCKS AND DAMS 
Now, there are 47 locks and dams on the 

Ohio River between Cairo and Pittsburgh. 
Then ther~ are 13 locks and dams on the 
Monongahela and 8 on the Allegheny. All 
that traffic is simply stymied behind the 
swift current of the Mississippi River, so far 
as their returning, or north-bound traffic, is 
concerned. 

In addition to that, on the upper Missis
sippi we· have 26 locks and dams providing 
a splendid navigation c:t.iannel all the way 
up to Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn. 

On the Illinois River we have seven locks 
and dams, extending our inland waterway 
system into the Great Lakes. 

All those locks and dams together cost 
more than $400,000,000, and yet they are vir
tually isolated for want of the very connec-
tion this project will provide. · 

On the Missouri River, a nine-foot channel 
1s being developed up to Sioux City, Iowa. 
This project will be worth untold millions of 
dollars to the people of that area. 

We get our grain from that section. The 
State of Mississippi, and I daresay the State 
of Alabama, raises no wheat. The same 
thing is true of Louisiana, Georgia, Tennes
see, and all the other States in that part 
of the South. 

They ship it down to us in barges. Those 
barges can come down the Mississippi flying, 
and so can these barges from Pittsburgh, 
Chicago, Minneapolis, and St. Paul; but 
when they start back here is the trouble. 
It is 869 miles from Cairo to New Orleans. 
That is the finest inland waterway in the 
world for downstream traffic, and the worst 
for upstream tramc. 

You see, when that river is running 5V2 or 
6 m1les an hour your barges cannot move 
against it. All they can do is stand still 
and burn up gasoline. A barge only moves 
about 5V2 miles an hour in still water. We 
have an intercoastal waterway protected by 
a chain of islands here, extending all the 
way from Florida to the Mexican line. It is 
156 miles from New Orleans to Mobile along 
this intercoastal waterway-which, of course, 
is in slack or still water. 

This Tombigbee inland waterway ls already 
completed up to Demopolis, Ala., at the 
mouth of the Warrior River, where I am 
pointing on the map. Eighteen locks and 
dams are to be provided between Demopolis 
and the Tennessee River. 

It will be 481 miles from Mobile up this 
Tombigbee route to the Tennessee River. 
That will be in still water, just as this is still 
water up the Ohio River behind those 47 
locks and dams between Cairo, Ill., and Pitts
burgh, Pa. When you get to the Tennessee 
River, it is downstream 262 miles to Cairo, 
Ill., or 215 miles to Paducah on the Ohio 
River. 

So the traffic will come down the Missis
sippi River to New Orleans and then go across 
to Mobile along this intercoastal waterway, 
then back up this inland waterway to the 
Tennessee River, then downstream to Padu
cah, that is the traffic going up to the Ohio 
River, or downstreani to Cairo for the traffic 
going to the upper Mississippi, the Missouri, 
the Illinois, or the Great Lakes. 

This project was unhesitatingly approved 
by the Ohio Valley Improvement Association 
of which Mr. Warter M. Larence, of Cincin
nati, I believe, is the chairman. He was 
down here the other day. When the Rivers 
and Harbors Congress met here, Mr. Larence 
was on the committee, and they put at the 
head of the projects they recommended this 
Tennessee-Tombigbee inland waterway. 

There is a firm in Pittsburgh that is en
gaged in · the transportation business. They 
own a string of barges that come down the 
Ohio and the Mississippi Rivers bringing ma
terials produced in Pittsburgh, such as steel, 
farm machinery, and other manufactured 
products. When they go back they take oil, 
bauxite, sulfur, salt, lumber, cottonseed meal, 
and other materials they need. 

This firm is tremendously interested, be
cause they realize what it would mean for 
their returning traffic. 

I am going to give you the figures on that 
1n just a moment, but first I wan,t to say 
one other thing. 

Nobody need kid themselves; if we ever 
have another war, it is going to be fought 
with airplanes and atomic bombs. The 
greatest defense project the world has ever 
known is the Oak Ridge project on the 
Tennessee River. This inland waterway will 
cut the water distance between . Oak Ridge 
and New Orleans by 650 miles, and between 
Oak Ridge and Mobile by 806 miles, and at 
the same time give us two outlets to the 
sea instead of one. 

In addition to that, it will give us a slack
water route into the Tennessee River and 
cut the cost of transportation from the Gulf 
to the Tennessee by more than 75 percent 
or from $2.79 to 62 cents a ton. 

Now, I am going to take some of the barges 
they handle here, the big ones, because they 
are drifting rapidly toward the use of 14,000-
ton barges. 

DISTANCES INVOLVED 
Senator STENNIS. Before you leave that, 

will you retrace your route there from Cairo, 
Ill., to New Orleans and back to Cairo, and 
give .us that mileage? 

Representative RANKIN. Yes; let's take the 
traffic going downstream from Cairo, Ill. We 
will say a barge comes down the Missouri 
River, or down the upper Mississippi; or down 
the Illinois River, or down the Ohio River. 
They all come through Cairo. 

Going from Cairo to New Orleans, you go 
downstream 869 miles. That is said to be 
the finest inland waterway on earth; and I 
think it is. I have never found one to equal 
it. 

Then it is 156 miles across along the inter
coastal waterway from New Orleans to Mobile. 
If I make a mistake, I want Colonel Jewett, 
the Army engineer who is sitting near -me, 

to correct me. I do not want to mislead" the 
committee. 

It is 481 miles from Mobile to the Tennes
see River, of which portion 221 is already 
developed up to the mouth of the Warrior 
River at Demopolis. 

When you get to the Tennessee River it is 
215 miles downstream to Paducah on the 
Ohio, and 47 miles from Paducah down the 
Ohio River to Cairo. 

In other words, the round trip is 1,768 
miles. Of that 1,768 miles, 1,131 or approxi
mately two-thirds of it is downstream, and 
the rest of it is in slack water. The Army 
engineers tell me-and I am quoting every 
engineer that has studied this question 

from Ge·neral Reybold, General Feringa, Gen-
eral Wheeler, to our distinguished. company 
here today, Colonel Jewett--they tell there 
is not another place on the face of the earth, 
nor can they find a place on the face of the 
earth where a project of this kind can be 
constructzd so that you can transfer the 
traffic from one major watershed to another 
with so much ease, so little expense, and 
such tremendous savings in transportation 
costs and distances. 

Now let us see what this project will mean. 
Let us take the 14,000-ton barges. Here is 
one (pointing to the picture on the map) 
coming down from Detroit, Mich. It is load
ed with automobiles and accessories. It is 
evidently coming from Detroit. It is coming 
out of the Great Lakes down the Illinois 
River. 

Here is one coming from Pittsburgh, Pa., 
loaded with the manufactured products of 
Pittsburgh. 

Here is one over here that is coming, I 
believe, down the Missouri. I do not know 
what it is loaded With-probably with grain 
or beef or other prOducts that those people 
out in that area produce. 

Suppose that 14,000-ton barge gets to New 
Orleans, what does it cost to go back? If it 
goes back by way of the Mississippi River to 
Cairo, it will cost $28,280 for its fuel bill 
alone. 

Going back via Tombigbee and the Ten
nessee to Cairo the cost would be $18,480, 
or a saving of $9,800 on its fuel bill alone. 

Senator GURNEY. That is about one-third. 
Representative RANKIN. That is about 

right. 
Suppose it is going back to Pittsburgh or 

to Cincinnati or Wheeling or to any point -
on the Allegheny or the Monongahela, it 
would cut the cost from $29,400 to $17,640, 
saving $11,760 on its fuel bill alone going 
back to the Ohio River. 

Suppose it is going into the Tennessee; 
suppose we are in an emergency and it is 
going back to Oak Ridge, on the Tennessee 
River, it will cut the cost from $33,880 to 
$13,860, or a saving of $20,020 on the fuel bill 
alone. That is from New Orleans to the 
Tennessee River. 

Every 14,000-ton barge that goes into the 
Tennessee River from New Orleans via this 
route would save $20,020 on its fuel bill alone, 
or two-thirds, as Senator Gurney said. 

Suppose it is going from Mobile, carrying 
a load of that bauxite, we will say, that they 
are bringing in from South America, or salt 
or lumber or cottonseed meal, hulls, or oil, 
anything that they take back in those barges; 
going back from Mobile to Cairo, the cost 
would be reduced from $33,460 to $13,300 
just on the fuel bill alone-a saving of 
$20,160. 

Now, that means every barge that is going 
not only to Cairo but to Chicago, any point 
on the Great Lakes or the upper Mississippi, 
all the way up to Minneapolis, St. Paul, or 
anywhere up the Missouri River to Sioux 
City, Iowa. 

Suppose it is going the other way. we 
will say that it is going to Pittsburgh, Pa. 

The fuel bill would be cut from $34,580 
to $12,460, or $22,120. That would be the 
saving on its fuel bill alone. That is a 
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14,000-ton barge going from Mobile to the 
Ohio River. 

Suppose it ls going into the Tennessee 
River; your cost would be cut from $39,060 
down to $8,680, or a saving of $30,380 on its 
fuel bill alone. That is for material, we will 
say, that is going to supply our defense plant 
at Oak Ridge or any other point on the Ten
nessee River. 

Now, let us go a little further. We have 
this Tombigbee developed up to Demopolis. 
One of the things these barges takes back is 
oil. A man from Pittsburgh, talking to me 
the other day, said, "We are ~auling this 
machinery and other manufactured articles 
down. We are hauling oil back." 

One of the biggest oil fields that has been 
discovereq in recent years is just to the west 
of Demopolis, Ala. The biggest oil well ever 
brought in east of the Mississippi River was 
in Jasper County, Miss., about where I am 
pointing at this time. It produced a thou
sand barrels of oil a day, al'ld I am told that 
no other well has ever been brought in east 
of the Mississippi that produced that amount. 

By the way, this is the saving that the 
Birmingham traffic would enjoy, because 
every vessel from Birmingham has to wme 
down the Warrior to Demopolis to go either 
way. These things I am referring to will 
apply to traffic going from Birmingham or 
Demopolis. Let us see what they amount to. 

Going from Damopolis to Cairo, the cost 
will be cut from $37,520 on one of these 
14,000-ton barges to $9,380, or a saving of 
$23,140 on its fuel bill alone. 

In other words, that barge going back to 
Detroit, Mich., would save $28,140 on its fuel 
bill alone. That barge going to Pittsburgh 
would save $34,440, or have its fuel bill cut 
from $40,740 to $6,300, a saving, as I said, of 
$34,440 going from Demopolis to Paducah. 

These figures are worked out by the Army 
engineers; they are not my figures. 

If it were going into the Tennessee, sup
plying oil or other materials, we will say to 
the Oak Ridge project, the cost would be cut 
from $43,120 to $4,760, or a saving of $38,360 
on its fuel bill alone. 

Now, you talk about water development, 
traffic transportation development, but no
where else on earth can the same amount of 
money bring the same benefits to the people 
that this project will bring to the people 
of this vast area, all the Missouri River Val-

. ley, all the way up the Mississippi River, all 
the way up the Illinois into the Great Lakes 
and along the Great Lakes, all the way up 
the Ohio River to Cincinnati, Wheeling, 
Pittsburgh, and up the Monongahela or the 
Allegheny, and tl:en along the T~nnessee 
River all the way up to Oak Ridge or to 
Knoxville. There is not another project on 
earth, and there cannot be one found or 
cons~ructed that will produce such benefits. 
The nearest we have ever found was a con
nection between the Don and Volga in Rus
sia, and it does not have the benefit of the 
downstream traffic both ways for two-thirds 
of the distance. 

The Senator from South Dakota asked 
what wou~d happen to it if it went back to 
the House. I do not have the slightest 
doubt but that the House will sustain it. 
I have talked to many Members since this 
bill was up befora. They say hat, if the 
Senate gives · us an appropriation for this 
project, it will be sustained in the House. 

All we are asking is that you give us a 
reasonable amount. I would like to see you 
provide $5,000,000 or $10,000,000. I think we 
ought to have that amount. The Army en
gineers could start with a smaller amount. 

But I think it is imperative that we con
struct this project now as rapidly as pos
sible. 

ESTIMATED TOTAL COST 

Senator THOMAS. What will it cost, all told? 
Representative RANKIN. The latest esti

mate I see is $116,000,000. Someone said 
that the advance in the cost of labor and 

also the advanced cost of materials would 
probably run it up to $136,000,000 all told. 

By the way, they would employ 5,000 peo
ple, and we seem to be heading into unem
ployment in this country, in every section 
of it. 

Senator ELLENDER. What size channel is 
that? 

Representative RANKIN. Nine-foot channel 
with a 12-foot base, you understand, in the 
locks, so that if you wanted to increase it to 
12, that could be done. 

Senator ELLENDER. According to the figures 
you have just given us, I would assume that 
if goods are to be sent from Pittsburgh to 
Mobile, it would be more profitable to go 
by way of New Orleans. 

Representative RANKIN. That ls right. 
Senator ELLENDER. Although there ls about 

200 m iles difference. 
Representative RANKIN. You can go from 

Pittsburgh to New Orleans without spending 
a nickel, if you go with the current, and that 
current is pretty fast after you reach the 
Mississippi. That stream sometimes runs 6 
or 7 miles an hour. That traffic would go 
down the river, down the Mississippi River to 
New Orleans, and then it would go back 
through this slack-water .route. In other 
words, the traffic would move counterclock
wise. 

Senator ELLENDER. You said there are sev
eral locks up there? 

Representative RANKIN. Eighteen locks 
and dams between Demopolis and the Ten
nessee River. 

PROPOSED CHANNEL WID'l'H 
Senator THOMAS. How wide would the 

channel be? 
Representative RANKIN. I believe it is 170 

feet. 
Senator STENNIS. Is that large enough to 

t ake care of all normal traffic? 
Representat·ve RANKIN. Yes. 
By the way, when this project was first be

fore the Senate and the House, they recom
mended locks 75 feet wide and 475 feet long, 
and there was a good deal of complaint about 
it by people along the Ohio and the Iliinois 
and the upper Mississippi for the simple rea
son that ail the locks on those streams, and 
the locks at Pickwich and at G:l.lbertsvme on 
the lower Tennessee, are 110 by 600 feet. So 
the Army engineers went back, made a new 
survey at the request of the Members of the 
House, and they have made these locks all 
110 by 600 feet, so that they will carry all the 
traffic that can travel any of the rest of these 
streams. 

Senator GURNEY. The only difierence we 
would be short if we ap.i:;roved this $136,000,-
000 project would be the difference between 
the 9-foot and 12-fcot channel. We would 
later have to deepen it to 12 feet probably. 

Representative RANKIN. We might do it, 
but we could do it; there would be no trouble 
about that. 

The project has already been approved. It 
was approved in the Senate by a vote of 44 to 
21 and by the House by a good majority, in 
1946. 

It is already written into the law. 
Senator GURNEY. For a 9-foot or 12-foot 

channel ? 
Representative RANKIN. Nine foot with 12 

feet over the sills so it can be deepened to 
12 feet if necessary. That will put it as deep 
as the current stream along the Mississippi, 
the Ohio, the Illinois, and the intercoastal 
canal. 

As I said, we people in my district will 
probably get no more benefit out of it than 
St. Louis, Pittsburgh, Memphis, New Orleans, 
Chicago, Minneapolis, or St. Paul. It will 
not only benefit all these areas here along 
these streams that are now seeking an out
let; the people on the Ohio River during last 
year, or 2 years ago, had a mass meeting to 
figure out some way to get an outlet to the 
sea. 

Well, this will provide exactly what they 
are seeking. 

Senator STENNIS. Will this 9-foot channel 
take care of all these barges about which you 
are talking? · 

Representative RANKIN. Yes; it will take 
care of every one of them. 

Then, in addition to that, it will take care 
of all this traffic along the Great Lakes from 
Detroit and Cleveland. In addition to that, 
it will take care of the traffic along the Gulf 
of Mexico from Florida clear around to the 
border of Mexico. We have that Intra
coastal waterway that is protected behind a 
string of submerged islands, and these barges 
can go down and go either way. It simply 
completes the missing link in the greatest 
inland waterway system in the world. 

I want to thank the coIIilllittee for your 
kindness. I do not want to take up all your 
time. You have been very generous. We 
have some more gentlemen here who would 
like to be heard. 

Senator ELLENDER. It has been most in
teresting. 

Representative RANKIN. Thank you, Sen
ator. 

Senator THOMAS. Thank you, Congressman 
RANKIN. 

The CHAIRMAN: The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of. the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BUTLER: On 

p age 5, line 5, after the figure, strike out the 
period, insert a comma and the following: 
"of which $436,000 shall be available for
continuing work on Buffalo Harbor." 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the Members of this body will see fit to 
support my .amendment to restore to the 
Civil Fun~tions appropriation bill the 
su:r::i cf $436,000 for the Buffalo Harbor 
wh·ch was deleted in committee. Work 
on the barber has been under way for 
approx·mately 17 years, being author
ized by the act of August 30, 1935, .and 
the funds asked for this year are for 
dredging the channel and removing the 
shoals in a portion of the southerly 
outer harbor. 

This particular step is certainly jus
tified on the basis of its importance to 
the national-defense eiiort if anything 
ever was. The channel is used to get 
ore and other materials into two steel 
plants, a large cement plant near the 
entrance, and for entrance inside of 
break wall to big cold-storage plant, the 
Ford plant and the city piers. 

The dredging of this portion of the 
project to 25 feet will permit deep-draft 
vessels to traverse the outer harbor to 
the large industries. Bethlehem Steel 
is currently engaged in a $175,000,000 
plant expansion and will require deep
draft vessel operation from the outer 
harbor to supply sufficient raw materials 
to operate its expanded facilities to ca
pacity. At the present time, the com
pany is deepening and reconstructing 
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their ore and limestone terminals to ac
commodate vessels of 25-foot draft, and 
is also constructing two new Great Lakes 
ore carriers of 25-foot draft which they 
proposed to put in operation in the 1953 
navigation season. The recommended 
deepening is necessary for full utilization 
of t e expanded plant and terminal fa
cilities and should be accomplished at 
the earliest possible date. 

In 1950, Bethlehem received about 4,-
900,000 tons of iron ore and limestone 
at their plant, which quantities were 
about the largest that could be handled 
with their present facilities. After com
pletion of their terminal reconstruction 
and from the Federal work proposed 
herein, they expect to be able to handle 
about 6,855,000 tons of iron ore and 
limestone. The benefit-to-cost ratio for 
the project, authorized August 30, 1935, 
is 3.36 to 1. 

All the good business element of Buf
falo is highly interested in this and, as 
I have already stated, the project is jus
tified on the basis of its importance to 
the national-defense effort, also by a 
great reduction in transportation costs 
of bulk comm(\dities. Commerce in 
1950 was 16,698,672 tons, principally 
iron ore, coal, limestone, grain and pe
troleum products. 

This is a highly worthy project and 
I hope you will support my amendment. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield. 
Mr. REED of New York. I want to 

congratulate the gentleman on the 
speech he has made. I am familiar with 
Buffalo Harbor; it is one of the great ter
minals where the large grain boats come 
and discharge the grain of the West into 
those elevators. If you choke that harbor 
you will destroy a great market there 
for a lot of western grain. The gentle
man is quite right about the importance 
of this magnificent harbor in the defense 
effort. There is no reason to throttle 
that harbor in these perilous times. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thank the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. Is the gentleman 

seeking to add that to the amount in the 
bill or is he simply asking that $436,000 
be earmarked for the further develop
ment of Buffalo Harbor? 

Mr. BUTLER. It was in the budget but 
was taken out in the committee. What I 
ask is that it be restored. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I rise in support of the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. Chair
man and members of the committee, I 
rise in support of this amendment. 

The $436,000 which is asked is about 
one-third of the cost of completing the 
outer harbor project at Buffalo. How
ever, from the standpoint of tonnage, it 
would benefit more than two-thirds of 
all of the commerce using that area. 
The Bethlehem Steel Corp. recently 
spent $12,000,000 on its canal and docks 
and has spent over $100,000,000 in 
plant expansion. Unless this $"436,000 
is granted, Bethlehem Steel will be un-

able to move its larger tonnages of ore 
with larger and deeper draft vessels. 

We know that the national need for 
increased steel production is compelling 
and urgent. Since that is so, new and 
larger ships have been constructed for 
hauling ore on the Great Lakes, but 
these ships when fully loaded cannot 
gain entrance to the Bethlehem Steel 
plant located on the Lackawanna Canal 
unless this outer harbor project is com
pleted. 

This sum of $436,000 is indeed a small 
investment in the interest of national 
defense that will accrue from the in
creased production and transportation 
of steel throughout the Great Lakes 
waterways. 

The Bethlehem Steel plant is one of 
the three largest steel producing plants 
in the world, and is presently making a 
great contribution to the current defense 
program. For the Federal Government 
to grant certificates of necessity for 
prompt expansion of the steel producing 
facilities of the Bethlehem Steel Corp. in 
Buffalo on the one hand, and then to 
deny this appropriation which would 
prevent the utilization of those facilities, 
would be an economic and military ca
tastrophe. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MOULDER. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MOULDER: Page 

5, line 4, after the word "expended", strike 
out "$117,710,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
the sum of "$121,710,000." 

Mr. MOULDER. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill, H. R. 7268, now before the House for 
consideration, as reported and presented 
by the Committee on Appropriations, · 
provides for the appropriation of the 
sum of $117,710,000, to be expended in 
the construction of authorized rivers and 
harbors projects in various parts of the 
United States. According to the report 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 
only $2,300,000 of that amount is ear
marked for bank stabilization and levee 

• construction on the Missouri River from 
"Kansas City to mouth," or the entire 
length or flow of the Missouri River 
across the State of Missouri, a total dis
tance of app~oximately 386 miles. 

My amendment, if adopted, will in
crease the appropriation to the extent 
of $4,000,000, so as to provide for bank 
and levee construction on the Missouri 
River and its tributaries, as previously 
authorized by acts of this Congress. 
This increase from $2,300,000 to $4,000,-
000 for the fiscal year of 1953 is abso
lutely essential for our national 
economy. 

I consistently support economy in 
Federal expenditures when it is not det
rimental to the people I represent in 
Congress. There can be no doubt of the 
need for flood control on the Missouri 
River and its tributaries. It is common 
knowledge that thousands of acres of 
our fertile farm. lands are being washed 
away by river erosion and floods every 

year. There is emergency need for sta
bilization of the channel of the Missouri 
River and its tributaries. It certainly is 
false economy to fail to appropriate suf
ficient money for repair and construc
tion of levees and revetments to protect 
the homes and valuable productive farm 
lands of the Missouri River Basin. It is 
the most fertile and productive farming 
region in the world. It is the Nation's 
bread basket. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the 
House, surely there is no reasonable 
doubt for the need-a real emergency 
need-for repair and construction of ad
ditional bank stabilization and levee con
struction on the Missouri River Basin 
and its tributaries. The devastating 
floods during recent years on the Mis
souri, Osage, Blackwater-Lamine, Chari
ton, and Grand Rivers in Missouri are 
tragic evidence of such need not only for 
the protection of the lives and property 
of American citizens but for the general 
welfare and preservation of our national 
economy and natural resources. The 

· total property damage, to say nothing of 
the tragic loss of lives, resulting from the 
great flood last July alone exceeded 
$1,000,000,000. 

The United States Army engineers ap
peared before the Committee on Appro
priations and requested $8,500,000 for 
bank stabilization and levee construction 
on the Missouri River and its tributaries 
in the State of Missouri. The Bureau .of 
the Budget reduced that request to 
$3,500,000, but for reasons unknown the 
Committee on Appropriations further 
reduced that amount to $2,300,000. The 
amendment which I offer provides for an 
increase of $1,700,000 over and above the 
amount approved and presented here by 
the Committee on Appropriations, but it 
is less than one-half of the amount rec
ommended by· the Army engineers as 
necessary for the fiscal year of 1953 for 
bank stabilization and levee construction 
in Missouri. 

If we continue to squander our re
sources on overseas or foreign civil con
struction functions or projects, and con
tinue to neglect equally important, in 
fact, more important ventures in our 
own country, all democracy will ulti
mately pay the price of our neglect. The 
time is ripe-rotten ripe-for Congress 
and administration leaders to realize 
that the economic well being and mili
tary strength of our own America is as 
important to the forces of democracy as 
such strength in Europe. 

I understand the arguments that have 
been made and propounded here by the 
committee that new projects should not 
be allowed and no money be appropri
ated therefor, but it is unusual that all 
projects in our own country are called 
new projects while money is being ap
propriated so liberally overseas for con
struction that are in fact new projects. 

I also know that we are all for econ
omy, but certainly it is not unreasonable 
to ask for an appropriation of money 
necessary to protect the lives and bil
lions of dollars worth of property as well 
as the natural resources of our own 
country. It is false economy to do other
wise. We should and must provide for 
the needs of our own people. ' 

... -~j 
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Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, I have 

consistently voted for economy in Fed
eral expenditures but at the same time I 
have stressed the policy that in my judg
ment it is false economy, while we are 
spending billions of dollars overseas in 
the European and Asiatic countries to 
build up their public works of various 
kinds, to fail to spend the necessary 
moneys to preserve, develop, and utilize 

· our own natural resources. This is par
ticularly true of our water resources, 
development of rivers and harbors, con
struction of flood control works and the 
production of hydroelectric power, and 

the conservation of our soil resources so 
that we may keep our production sched
ules going full capacity in this great 
crisis that confronts us. 

In this bill I note that there is very 
little money appropriated for surveys 
and planning for flood control and river 
and barbor projects so essential to our 
economy. The committee, in my judg
ment, has taken a false position in as
suming that because there is a large 
backlog of projects which have been ap
proved that we should not keep up to 
date on surveys and planning, to provide 
for rivers and harbors and flood control 
to prevent the enormous devastation 
such as took place on the Columbia River 
in the past through the occurrence of 
floods. I am including an analysis of 
the bill we are now considering for sur
veys and planning, both for flood con
trol and river and harbor development: 

Analysis of House Appropriation Committee action on survey report and related 
program in civil functi ons bill for fiscal year 1953 (Mar. 27, 1952) 

Flood control River and harbor Combined total 

Line Function and item 
Budget Allowed by Budget Allowed by Budget Allowed by 

estimate committee estimate committee estimate committee 

1 General survey program _________ $1, 600, 000 ------------ $600, 000 ------ ---- -- $2, 200, 000 ------------
2 2 special surveys: 
3 Arkansas-White-Red __ ____ _ 
4 New England-New York_ __ 

1,000, 000 ------------ 200,000 ------------ 1, 200,000 ------------
800, 000 ------------ 300, 000 ------------ 1, 100, 000 ------------

1.--~~~11~~~~1~~~-1-~~~-1-~~~-1-~~~ 

Subtotal ___ --------------- 1,800, 000 ------------ 500, 000 ------------ 2, 300, 000 ------------

6 Operation and miscellaneous: 
7 Stream-gaging stations ______ _ 425, ()()() ------------ 70, 000 ------------ 495, 000 

500,000 
500, 000 
100,000 

8 Rainfall stations ____________ _ 
9 Storm studies ______________ _ 500, 000 ------------ ------------ ------------

500, 000 ----------- - - ----------- ------------10 Flood investigations.. _______ _ 
11 Fish and wildlile studies ___ _ 1~: ~ ============ -----15~000- ============ 55, 000 

12 Subtotal __ ---------------- 1, 56.5, 000 85,000 1,650,000 

13 Total,surveysandoperation.. 4, 965, 000 $1, 215, 000 l, 185, 000 $485,000 6, 150, 000 $1, 700, 000 
l========l========t=======l========t========I======== 

14 Beach erosion studies ___________ --------------------- --- 150, 000 150, 000 150,0QO 150,000 
15 Planning, authorized projects___ 1, 500, 000 O 
16 Construction, fish facilities ______ ------------ -------- -- --

800, 000 0 2,300, 000 0 
4,256,865 2,000, 000 oi, 256, 865 2,000, 000 

17 

18 

Subtotal, earmarked funds_ 1, 500, 000 O 5, 206, 865 2, 150,000 6, 706, 865 2, 150, 000 

6, 391, 865 2, 635, 000 l 12, 856, 865 3,850,000 

Grand total (committee l'======ll========il=======l========i========I======== 
report, p. 15)____________ 6, 465, 000 1, 215, 000 

The committee says that there are on 
hand unexpended funds in the amount of 
$1,500,000 which may be used for plan
ning and surveys. However, it should 
not be overlooked that this fund is tied 
up by order of the President so that no 
portion of it can be used until it is re
leased by Executive order. As a result 
of this there will be no money available 
for surveys and planning for this im
portant work. . 

I appeared before the subcommittee 
dealing with civil functions of the De
fense Department urging that some 
funds be appropriated for flood control 
in the Columbia River area, which is of 
vital importance to my district. I called 
the committee's attention to several 
projects which have been authorized by 
the Congress and which are vitally nec
essary if we are to avoid another catas
trophe such as occurred in 1948 on the 
Colunibia River, causing immense dam
age and destruction in the lower Colum
bia River area, including my district and 
that of the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. MAcKl, in which over $104~000,000 
in loss of property was suffered together 
with n number of lives that were lost 
in the flood. -

In Public Law 516, Eighty-first Con
gress, H. R. 5472, these flood-control 
projects in the Columbia were estimated 
to cost $22,295,000, covering bank pro
·tection and dikes. I call attention to 
some of the projects which should be 
constructed at the earliest possible date • 
in order to avoid another catastrophe 
in the event of flood conditions in the 
Columbia River such as occurred in 1948. 

You will recall that this flood in the 
Columbia River was one of the major 
disasters which devastated our country 
in 1948. The President asked the Corps 
of Army Engineers to make a special 
survey and examination of the area and 
report what protective works should be 
constructed to prevent a like disaster in 
the future and to provide so far as pos
sible against flood hazards. The Army 
engineers made this examination and 
the projects included in Public Law 516, 
Eighty-first Congress, for the Willamette 
River and the Columbia River area are 
recommendations of the Corps of Army 
Engineers for emergency projects to pre
vent so far as possible in a short-range 
program the recurrence of such a dis
aster. These projects are so vital to 
protect against flood damage and are of 

such emergency nature that it would be 
unfortunate if they were not authorized 
at this session of the Congress. As a 
matter of fact, I urged supplemental or 
deficiency appropriations be provided for 
them before the Eighty-first Congress 
adjourned so that they might be com
pleted before another flood season• ar
rives. 

I call attention specifically to three 
projects which not only have been ap
proved and included in Public Law 516, 
Eighty-first Congress, but which, accord-

. ing to the information given me by the 
Army engineers, are essential in the na
tional defense program. One of these is 
improvement in Multnomah Drainage 
District No. 1 to prevent flood damage. 

Multnomah Drainage District No. 1: 
This district lies in Oregon along the left 
descending banks of the Columbia River 
at mile 112, northeast of Portland, and 
contains 8,417 acres protected by about 
69,000 feet of levees. At the time the 
levees were constructed, the land was 
used for general farming, truck farming, 
and grazing. At present, the area has 
become primarily residential, except for 
the important ::?ortland-Columbia Air
port, which is within the district. One 
failure in the levee system, at the pump 
house, occurred during the 1948 flood. 
With the degree of development now ex
isting in the area, seepage through the 
sand levees should be controlled to a 
greater degree than exists at present. 
This control requires the construction 
of a toe drainage system throughout the 
entire length of the levee, a system of 
interior drains leading to the pump 
house, and the installation of additional 
pumping capacity. Four cross levees will 
be constructed on existing roads, thus 
dividing the district into five areas to 
relieve the present situation in which a 
continuous area about 15 miles in length 
is vulnerable to damage from a break 
at any point in the levee. Total esti
mated construction cost including new 
cross levees is $2,000,000, of which $1,-
758,500 would be Federal costs and $241,-
500 would be non-Federal. 

The average annual flood damages in 
this district that can be prevented 
amount to $146,400 and greatly exceed 
the average annual charges, both Fed
eral and local, to build and maintain the 
project. A Federal flood control project 
for this district was authorized in the 
1950 Flood Control Act. This act re
quires that local interests, in addition to 
agreeing, first, to hold and save the Fed
eral Government free from damages; 
second, provide rights of ways and lands 
for the project; and third, maintain and 
operate it after completion, will also, 
fourth, make a cash contribution of 
$180,000. 

The defense importance of this proj
ect lies principally in the Portland In
ternational Airport, which is so vulner
able to flood. In 1948 this airport was 
completely submerged for several weeks, 
but has now been repaired and is ac
tively used by commercial airlines, both 
national and international and as train
ing bases by the Air Force and the Air 
National Guard. Important defense 
communications and warning installa
tions are located in the district. 
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It is urgently requested that $25,000 

be provided to initiate planning on this 
important flood-control project. 

Sandy drainage district: Another 
project is the Sandy drainage district, 
vitally essential not only for the preven
tion of enormous flood damage in the 
event of another disastrous flood such as 
occurred in 1948, but also to protect in
stallations for the production of mate
rials of vital interest in the war effort. 

This district is located at river mile 
118.5 in Multnomah County, Oreg., on the 
Columbia River between Sandy River on 
the east and Multnomah drainage dis
trict No. 1 on the west. The district 
contains 1,556 acres, and includes the 
Northwest's largest aluminum reduction 
plants and the Troutdale Airport. The 
area is protected by about 19,000 feet of 
levee, which successfully withstood the 
1948 flood. Seepage, however, was con
siderable, and an active flood fight was 
necessary. In order to provide adequate 
interior drainage, a complete system of 
toe drains with ditches leading to the 
pump house is required, and additional 
pumping capacity is necessary. Total 
estimated construction cost of this work 
is $368,000, of which $291,000 would be 
Federal costs, and $77,000 would be non
Federal. 

Based on statistics accumulated by the 
Corps of Engineers, the .average annual 
flood damages which can be prevented in 
this district exceed the average annual 
charges to provide protection and a 
Federal flood control project was author
ized for this district in the 1950 Flood 
Control Act. 

The defense aspects of this district 
are very important. The Troutdale Air
port is a defense installation now active
ly used by the Air Force and the Na
tional Guard, and is used as an alternate 
landing field by commercial air lines 
when, as occurs often, the Portland In
ternational Airport is fog-bound. The 
aluminum reduction plant owned and 
operated by the Reynolds Metal Co. is 
producing tremendous quantities of vital 
defense materials. In the 1948 flood 
alone almost 14,000,000 pounds of alumi
num production was lost. This loss rep
resented about 10 percent of the annual 
output of the plant. 

Funds for initiating the planning of 
this project in the amount of $25,000 are 
urgently needed this fiscal year. 

Johnson Creek, Willamette River Ba
sin: Anot!:ler project of vital concern for 
the protection against floods in this area 
is what is known as the Johnson Creek 
area. Johnson Creek, a tributary of the 
Willamette River, drains an area of ap
proximately 54 square miles between 
Clackamas and Columbia Rivers . . The 
flood plain is highly developed and quite 
populous. The town of Gresham is sit
uated at river-mile 15 and the villages of 
Cotton, Linneman, and Jenne lie between 
Gresham and the mouth at Portland. 
Between river-mile 9.5 and the mouth, 
the stream passes through the environs 
of Southeast Portland and at a number 
of points lies within the city limits. The 
Cazadero line of the Portland Electric 
Railroad is built on the banks of the 
stream from Portland to Haley about 4.5 
miles above Gresham. 

Flooding by Johnson Creek, which oc
curs almost annually, results in heavy 
damage to the adjoining residential and 
business properties, interrupts transpor
tation, damages bridges, floods septic 
tanks and cesspools, contaminates wells, 
and reduces value of real estate. Aver
age annual flood damages amount to 
about $132,300. 

The plan of improvement for Johnson 
Creek, authorized in the Flood Control 
Act of 1950, provides flood protection in 
the Gresham area against floods with an 
expected frequency of once in 7 years. 
In the area between river miles 5.19 and 
7.79, which includes the Southeast Port
land Lumber Co. mill, protection is jus
tified against floods with an expected fre
quency of once in 25 years. The remain
der of the channel between the mouth 
and mile 10.27 is to be improved by clear
ing the channel in the various reaches to 
improve the chanrn~l capacity. The cost of 
these improvements is estimated at $1,-
376,400, of which $923,900 would be Fed
eral and $452,500 would be non-Federal. 
Average annual benefits expected from 
the improvements are estimated at more 
than $200,000 and the improvements are 
justified by a ratio of benefits to costs of 
about 3 to 1. 

This project area has considerable de
fense importance, for main-line trans
portation systems both parallel and cross 
the stream valley. These transportation 
lines are vital to defense, as they service 
the industrial heart of Portland and its 
thriving waterfront. An important saw
mill producing vital defense timber prod
ucts will also be protected in this project. 

I strongly recommend that considera
tion be given to the provision of funds 
to initiate planning on this important 
project. 

The flood plain of the lower Columbia 
River, from the vicinities of Washougal 
and Sandy Rivers just upstream from 
Portland to the mouth, embraces abot:t 
170,000 acres, of which approximately 
70,000 acres are unprotected against 
overflow. The degree of protection 
varies and in numerous instances is in
adequate. A considerable portion of 
these areas is highly developed indus- · 
trial, urban, and agricultural land, pro
tection of which is definitely feasible and 
economical. The experience during the 
recent 1948 flood has demonstrated con
clusively that the raising, strengthening, 
and extending of certain existing flood
control works are essential to provide 
pr.otection against major floods, and that 
certain new areas should be protected by 
levees and necessary appurtenances. 

There are a number of other projects 
approved in Public Law 516, Eighty-first 
Congress, for the protection of the lower 
Columbia River Basin, which I am not 
discussing before you today because I 
realize that under the program during 
this emergency and the national rearma
ment that it is not planned to take up 
any project that is not of an emergency 
nature or needed in the war effort. I do 
sincerely trust, however, that there will 
be incllJ,ded in this bill at least $10,000,-
000 to start the planning of these emer
gency projects in order that construction 
work may get under way so that they 
may be completed at an early date, not 
only in the interest of national defense 

but to prevent the immense damages 
that will ensue in the event of the re
currence of another flood in the propor
tions of the 1948 Columbia River ftood. 

Mr. Chairman, as is well known, the 
Columbia River area contains the great
est pool of potential hydroelectric power 
of any area in the United States; some 
40 percent of our hydroelectric power is 
there and only 10 percent is developed. 
Notwithstanding we have a great dearth · 
of hydroelectric power at the present 
time to carry on the national defense 
program, not only in the Hanford Atomic 
Energy Plant but in the aluminum, 
metallurgical, and forest products plants. 
Two projects on the Columbia River, 
Albeni Falls and the Dalles Dam, which 
are under construction have been elimi
nated from this bill and no appropria
tions therefor are made. I most sin
cerely hope that when this bill reaches 
the other body amendments will be made 
to include in it sufficient funds to carry 
on the ftood-control projects I have 
enumerated and appropriations for the 
Albeni Falls and the Dalles Dam. projects 
so that these essential works may go for
ward without further delay. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
JENSEN]. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I take 
this time to bring to the attention of 
the Meinbers a terrific flood problem 
whi~h exists on the Missouri River in my 
district. For several years past the Army 
Engineers have not received the amount 
of funds they needed since 1947 when 
President Truman took it upon himself 
to freeze 50 percent of the funds which 
Congress had appropriated for flood con
trol for fiscal year 1948. The money the 
Engineers have received since 1948 has 
been spent to a great degree to protect 
the construction work that had been 
previously done between Omaha, Nebr., 
and Kansas City, leaving the stretch 
from Sioux City to Council Bluffs with 
but very little construction work except 
to build a few levees to keep the river 
from breaking through and starting a 
new channel, which would eventually 
cost the taxpayers of America many, 
many million dollars more than the cost 
of the levees which they did build dur
ing the past several years. 

This year the Army Engineers asked 
for $5,000,000 for channel maintenance 
and bank erosion control from Sioux 
City to Kansas City. I appeared before 
the committee and asked that that be 
increased $2,000,000 and that the $2,000,-
000 be earmarked for construction from 
Sioux City to Council Bluffs, Iowa, for 
bank erosion control and channel main- · 
tenance. I am sorry to say that the com
mittee did not see fit to allow that 
amount, but, to the contrary, the $5,-
000,000 was reduced to $4,250,000. Of 
course, for me to ask that more of the 
taxpayers' money be spent, I must step 
out of cast, but I am not apologizing for . 

' 
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doing so in this case because of the fact 
that flood control on our Federal streams 
is something the people cannot do for 
themselves. In fact they are for bidden 
to do so by law. I have never asked for 
appropriated funds for things for my 
people or anyone else which the people 
could do themselves. Our problem is 
simply this. Each spring when the 
floodwaters come down in torrents from 
that great area northwest of Sioux City, 
Iowa, it overtops the levees, breaks 
through, and floods thousands upon 
thousands of acres of the finest land that 
lies outdoors, made it unproductive, and 
which also means that in years to come 
it will be necessary to spend many, many 
millions of dollars more than would be 
necessary to do the job now, in addition 
to the great loss suffered each year by 
the farmers and people in that area. • 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not offer an 
amendment for I know it would suffer 
the same fate as other amendments 
which have and will be offered, but I do 
want to apprise the Members again of 
this serious matter in the hope that a. 
new day will soon arrive when we will 
look after the needs of deserving people 
here within the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall read into the 
RECORD the statement I made when I ap
peared before the committee on Febru
ary 20 in support of my request: 

Mr. RABAUT. We will now hear from our 
colleague, Mr. JENSEN, of Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. For the record, I am Con
gressman !BEN F. JENSEN, representing the 
Seventh District of Iowa. You wlll remem
ber that on May 9, last year, at that time I 
appeared before this committee in regard 
to the terrific damaging floods and the need 
for additional money above the budget. Ap
pearing with me was E. C. Myrland, Iowa 
State senator; R. A. Rawlings, engineer _ of 
Monona County, Iowa; E. M. Prichard, at
torney for the boa.rd of supervisors, Monona 
County, Iowa; W. F. Wright, Onawa, Iowa; 
A. L. Thomas, county engineer, Harrison 
County, Iowa; William H. Welch, counsel, 
board of supervisors, Harrison County, Iowa. 

These gentlemen, along with me, were 
especially interested, as you wlll remember, 
in that section of the Missouri River from 
Sioux City to Council Bluffs. While I am 
of course interested in all of the river prob
lems in my district, that section of the Mis
souri River is the one that we are most con
cerned about at this time. 

Our testimony appears in part 2, from 
pages 356 to 546, inclusive, which was given 
last year by these people whom I have just 
named. U you will remember, the county 
engineers had maps here and pointed out 
the places where bank-erosion control was 
desperately needed. I have been in!ormed 
by the Army engineers that they requested 
$13,000,000 for fiscal year 1953 for channel 
maintenance and bank-erosion control from 
Sioux City to Kansas City. That figure was 
reduced by the Bureau of the Budget to 
$5,000,000 for bank-erosion control and chan
nel maintenance from Sioux City to Kansas 
City. I am also informed by the Army engi
neers that because of that reduction it will 
be impossible for them to spend any or at 
least very little for this purpose north of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, where the river is out 
of control today and ls eroding the banks 
terrifically and will sooner or later break 
through. It could break through in several 
places, and thus start a new channel, and 
that new channel may take off across country 
and go through Missouri Valley, Iowa, a town 
of 5,000 people, 9 feet lower than the river 
ls 12 miles away. That is what worries ua 
most. 

Every spring there~ are thousands upon 
thousands of acres of the best productive 
land in America inundated, · and rendered 
completely useless for agricultural produc- · 
tion. Yet irrespective of all the facts we 
have presented, only a fraction of the funds 
actually needed to the Job which should be 
done a.re made available to this area. I have 
never, since I have been a Member of Con
gress, asked for a single dime to do things 
for my people or anyone else that they could 
do for themselves, and should do for them
selves. But you know this ls a problem 
which the people cannot solve; they are help
less. It ls criminal to let this condition 
go on longer. Every year that it ls let go is 
going to cost millions of dollars more than if 
we do what should be done now. It is quite 
certain that floods will again occur in this 
area. And· all of those thousands upon 
thousands of acres of land wm be flooded 
again, and it will wash out agricultural 
levees, and the farmers will again spend 
their own money to build them up again 
as best they can. The engineers help them 
some, but it is just one of these things 

- which is penny wise and pound foolish to 
let go year after year when the flooded 
land could be protected if the needed work 
is done now. · 

Mr. RABAUT. The engineers made a request 
within the ceiling on your project for $5,000,-
000, and above the ceiling for $8,000,000, so 
the $13,000,000 is not all within ceiling. The 
engineers should tell you. 

Mr. JENSEN. They did. 
Mr. RABAUT. If they wanted $13,000,000 for 

that project they should have kept within 
the ceiling. 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes; I understand. 
I hope you gentlemen will appreciate the 

fact that the Army engineers have spent 
approximately $35,000,000 for bank-erosion 
and channel-maintenance control from 
Sioux City to Kansas City over years since 
the Congress directed the Army engineers to 
make the Missouri River navigable from 
Sioux City to the mouth. Of that $35,000,-
000 which has been expended, the Army engi
neers will testify to the fact that over half 
of the structures Which have been installed 
with this $35,000,000 have now been washed 
out and destroyed. They contend that it is 
better economy to attempt to save the struc
tures below Omaha with the money they 
have received each year, than it is to at
tempt to ao anything of any_ consequence 
above Omaha or Council Bluffs to Sioux City. 

North of Omaha the structures which have 
been installed in the past years are almost 
completely destroyed and now for several 
years past the river ls taking its natural 
course, which has destroyed land by the thou
sand of acres. 

Mr. Thomas said last year at this hearing
Mr. Thomas is the engineer for Harrison 
County-quote: "You will note it has taken 
this and coming down here"-he was point
ing to a. map-"there is a. very prominent 
citizen-and it cut this corner off and came 
in here. It took nearly 3 acres of land off one 
farm and it does it so fast that you cannot 
get the stuff out of the way. One man had 
160 acres at this point with a full set of 
buildings and the only thing left today is a. 
trace of that land and the only thing left for 
that old gentleman to do ls go on the county 
relief. 

"He ls completely wiped out. All of the 
title to the land ls gone. It is serious. That 
is just one of the conditions there," unquote. 

Mr. RABAUT. We had an explanation of that 
yesterday. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Christenson and Mr. 
Krogh appeared before this committee. 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes. They were here yester
day. 

Mr. JENSEN. They llve in Woodbury county 
where Sioux City ls located. 

Mr. RABAUT. They had pictures of it. They 
showed how much acreage was taken out of 

each plot. A fellow had 100 acres, now he 
has only 62. 

Mr. JENSEN. The :floodwaters are constant
ly eating away at the banks, Woodbury, 
Monona, and Harrison Counties. We are sit
ting on a. keg of dynamite. It ls not only 
destroying the land that is being eroded, 
but in the spring we know, as every year, 
thousands upon thousands of acres will be 
:flooded again. Now if the Army engineers 
were given $2,000,000 more to spend in fiscal · 
year 1953 and that $2,000,000 could be ear
marked for bank-erosion control and chan
nel maintenance from Sioux City to Council 
Bluffs and Omaha, right across the river from 
each other, then a job could be done in sav
ing the farmers from being flooded and pre
vent that river from breaking through and 
starting a new channel next year as it has 
on many occasions in the past hundred years. 
I know it ls diftlcult to go above the budget 
but my committee has done it on several 
occasions, where we could see we were Justi
fied to do so. We are spending money all over 
the world for things just like this and let
ting our own problems go by the board. 
Gentlemen, that kind of business simply does 
not make sense. 

I just know that if this committee can see 
fit to add $2,000,000 more to the $5,000,000 
which the budget has requested for this work 
from Sioux City to the mouth, to be used 
in fiscal 1953, that it woUld save many mil
lions of dollars in years to come. 

Then there is another matter which I must 
bring to your attention, and that ls the Little 
Sioux project; the Little Sioux River empties 
into the Missouri River in Harrison County. 
There we have the situation that when the 
Missouri River ls ·at flood height it backs 
up the waters of the Little Sioux River and 
floods a great productive valley. Last year 
at one time we had about 90,000 acres of land 
under water in the Little Sioux Valley; and 
there was not a dime in this budget, the 1952 
fiscal year budget, for the Little Sioux Valley 
project. But the Army engineers were kind 
enough to allot around $200,000 out of the 
emergency fund to assist those farmers to get 
the water off the land after the river went 
down, that it helped get water out of part 
of the valley. 

You can understand, gentlemen, it ls a 
terrible heartbreaker to see this destruction 
go on out there year after year in that fine 
valley and nothing, practically nothing, 
being done about it. I sit on the Subcom
mittee of the Interior and help appropriate 
hundreds of millions of dollars each year 
for irrigation and reclamation projects to 
put water on practically worthless land to 
make it productive and in my district there 
ls almost no money spent to keep water off 
the finest land that lays outdoors, and let 
me say, gentlemen, I'm about fed up, and 
one of these fine days, God willing, fellows 
like myself may have more power in Con
gress than we now have. That is not a 
threat, that is a humble promise, my col
leagues, for this committee and others to 
ponder over. 

Mr. RABAUT. It is very good land. 
Mr. JANSEN. It just does not make sense, 

but never have I penalized anybody because 
of that. Regardless of my feelings, I still 
know that we must have more land under 
cultivation or one of . these fine days when 
the good Lord decides not to give us rain 
and sunshine in proportion to what he has 
in the last 9 years of bumper crops, if we 
have a couple of years of drought in this 
Nation with the land we have in production 
now, food prices will soar, people will then 
wonder why they complained about the cost 
of food in 1952. 

Because of that, with the population in
creasing 2,000,000 or more a year, I know 
we have to have more land in production 
to feed our people in years to come. But 
when I see the best land that lays outdoors, 
wonderful, fertile, productive land, taken out 
of production each year because this Con• 
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gress, which appropriates billions for use
less purposes, refuses to appropriate needed 
funds to protect such land as this, then cer
tainly America is on the wrong track com
pletely. 

I plead with you gentlemen to help the 
. people out there to save that valuable land. 

We have a bridge situation. They built 
a bridge on dry land, you know. The Army 
engineers said, "Here is the channel, build 
the bridge here." The east end of the bridge 
is now about 2,000 feet from the east bank 
because of the bank erosion of the east bank 
at that point. There it sits and cannot be 
used until the channel is stabilized upstream, 
and put where it belongs. 

Of course we hope that we can get that 
channel put back where it belongs. Then 
of course that bridge can be used. It is a 
very important highway. It is a Federal 
hig~way and certainly could be termed a 
military highway. In conclusion let me say 
again that all in all this is one of the things 
that should be done just as quickly as pos
sible while we have an opportunity to spend 
a few million dollars which, if not spent 
very soon, will cost us possibly 10 to 1 in 
future years to come. 

I plead· with this committee to allow 
the funds which I have requested for this 
worthy cause. 

Mr. RABAUT. Thank you very much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUTJ. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, a very 
short sentence on this one: Missouri 
River, Kansas City to the mouth. Our 
committee reduction was achieved by al
lowing the same amount as in 1952. 
Anybody that gets the same amount for 
1953 that they got in 1952, with the war 
effort and the defense program and the 
tremendous expenditures going on in 
this country, is doing pretty well. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. MOULDER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HARDY: Page 

li, line 5, strike out "$117,710,000" and in
sert in lieu thereof the figure "$119,210,000, 
of which not to exceed $1,500,000 shall be 
used for the Craney Island disposal area." 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
not take any more time than is neces
sary--

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve a point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Virginia had already started debate 
on his amendment. The point of order 
comes too late. 

Mr. RABAUT. All right. 
Mr. HARDY. I think a point of ord~r 

probably would not be well taken, any
way. I presume it would be on the 
ground that the appropriation is not 
authorized. 

Mr. RABAUT. All right; I will take 
my chances on a vote on the amend
ment. 

Mr. HARDY. Anyway, since the point 
of order came too late, I should like to 
present this picture. 

There is a project authorized for the 
Craney Island disposal area at a total 
cost of $7,667,700. The reason I am of
fering this amendment at this time is 
because of what I consider to be an 

urgency which I believe will result in a 
considerably increased expenditure. I 
believe we can save a considerable 
amount of money over a relatively short 
period of time by the adoption of this 
amendment . 

I have before me a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers in connection with 
this project. He points out that it will 
take from 18 months to 2 years to com
plete the retaining levees and revetments 
for the authorized project. The project 
is a disposal area for the disposal of 
dredged material, without having to haul 
that material out to the ocean in barges 
or in the Engineers' dredge boat that 
is used to maintain the channel. That 
maintenance work has to go on every 
year. Up to the present time they have 
been dumping this dredged material in 
holes in the harbor. They have reached 
the point now where those holes are fill
ing up and it has been determined that 
the present practice cannot be long con
tinued. It is going to take us from 18 
months to 2 years to build this facility 
to take care of this dredged material. 
We need $1,500,000 to start it, and it will 
cost in the course of time approximately 
$7,000,000. 

General Chorpening says in his letter 
that the facility will save annually 
$1,643,000 in transportation- of the 
dredged material to the open sea, which 
will have to be done if this facility is not 
built. 

I lay this proposal before you because 
I think it is of the utmost importance. 
The project has been approved. It is 
highly recommended by the Engineers. 
I understand it was not recommended 
by the Bureau of the Budget and I do not 
want anybody to be misled on that. · 
Nevertheless, it is a worth-while project 
which the Congress has approved and the 
Engineers support. I hope it will be ap
proved in the interest of economy. That 
is the only basis on which I offer it. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment, and ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 2 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, just a 

brief statement on this project. There 
is no planning for this; there is no 
budget estimate; it calls for the expendi
ture of $1,500,000, and should be de
feated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, there is no money in 

this bill for my congressional district, 
and not one penny in the bill for my 
State of Michigan. Nevertheless, I ex
pect to support this appropriation bill. 

What has happened on the :fioor this 
afternoon in general debate and now 
under the 5-minute rule is unmistakable 
evidence of what happens when 6 per
cent of the world's population, such as 
the United States represents, tries to 

take on its back the other 94 percent. 
We are trying to scatter the funds and 
resources of this Nation all over this 
world, and at last the shoe is beginning 
to pinch. We are beginning to under
stand that we cannot do that unless we 
deny improvements to our own people. 
That is exactly what has happened on 
the :fioor today. If these projects, and 
the many surveys that are being asked 
for, were somewhere else in the world, 
they would perhaps receive favorable 
consideration. We are spending about 
$500,000,000 in France to build dams and 
hydroelectric plants, and other public 
works and we cannot get any money to 
build the St. Lawrence seaway, which 
also has navigation and hydroelectric 
features involved in it. I suppose that 
is because it is not in the right location. 
Now, it may be a little bit discouraging to 
us to learn that on tomorrow, when we 
take up the State Department bill, we 
will find in it $325,000,000 for point 4 
program to rehabilitate, to improve, and 
to build works in the undeveloped areas 
of the world. Just as soon as the people 
of the United States begin to understand 
that as long as they vote for and ap
prove a foreign policy which spends 
eight to ten billion dollars a year in 
other parts of the world, they must sac
rifice here at home. If this is going to 
continue, then here at home we have 
to be denied money for surveys, projects, 
and other improvements, although vital- · 
ly needed by the people of the United 
States. That is exactly what has hap
pened here on the :fioor. Let the coun
try know it. Let the press carry it that 
we cannot take the whole world on our 
lap and nurse it forever. I think the 
Committee on Appropriations for Civil 
Functions has done a very good job. You 
have worked hard. It is never pop
ular to come on the :fioor and ask for 
more money than any committee sees 
fit in its wisdom to provide. That is 
what has occurred here today. I am 
sorry to see so many of our colleagues 
from so many States and sections of 
the country denied what undoubtedly 
is needed and needed badly. But the 
reason behind it is a foreign policy 
that asks for billions of dollars to be 
spent all over the world, but not for 
the benefit of our own people. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. VURSELL. I think the gentleman 

will agree with me that we tax our peo
ple here to get these billions of dollars to 
send away, and that prevents them from 
having a few hundred thousand dollars 
to improve their own rivers and harbors 
or anything else, including roads. May 
I go further and say that we are taxing 
our people to send 25,000,000 to 30,000,000 
tons of coal a year for the last number of 
years to European countries of which at 
least 30 percent or 40 percent or 50 per
cent is an outright gift. 

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. KEARNS. Do you suppose, may I 

ask the gentleman from Michigan, that 
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we could.__get more for our projects in 
America il we created a title similar to 
the point 4 program for America? 

Mr. DONDERO. America seems to be 
the last country thought of. 

Mr. KEARNS. We have reached a 
condition today where we need a pro
gram to help ourselves here. 

Mr. DONDERO. There is no question 
about it, and unless we stop profligate 
spending, this country faces economic 
collapse. · 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. I wonder how some 

members of this subcommittee reconcile 
their position in voting for these millions 
of dollars and still cutting out worth
while projects in this country. 

Mr. DONDERO. I am not trying to 
search the conscience of any Member 
of the House, but am simply stating the 
facts as they appear to be to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last three words. 

I take this time, Mr. Chairman, to 
comment on a paragraph appearing in 
the report. Funds in the amount of 
$67,105,000 are contained in the bill for 
operation and maintenance. Then, in 
the report is this statement: 

While the committee is cognizant of the 
fact that emergencies may arise calling for 
the unanticipated expenditure of funds on 
certain projects, it will expect the Corps of 
Engineers to more rigidly adhere to the ten
tative allocation of operation and mainte
nance funds presented in justification of 
these estimates than has been true in the 
past. 

I presume that paragraph grew out 
of the discussion that took place on the 
tloor at the last session when the appro
priation was unde:r discussion. I would 
like to ask the chairman just how far he 
expects this to go. He uses the term 
"While the committee is cognizant of the 
fact that emergencies may arise." If I 
understand it, before the United States 
Army Engineers would be justified in do
ing what they have heretofore done, that 
is, take money that was allocated for the 
maintenance of certain projects and 
shifting it to some other place, there 
must be some real justification and some 
real emergency existing. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr. BARDEN. I do not interpret that 
emergency to mean where the Chief of 
Engineers thinks it would be better 
spent. You mean where it would be an 
emergency created by a national defense 
situation? 

Mr. RABAUT. Some situation that 
would arise that would justify it. I 
would say that the committee intends to 
keep an eagle eye on the Engineers about 
it. I am glad the gentleman brought it 
up and I am pleased to make that re
mark for the RECORD. 

Mr. BARDEN. I thank the gentleman. 
I think that is a mild approach to it, 
but in recent years we have had to go 
before the Engineers and have a territlc 
fight to get even a part of the money 
expended on these maintenance projects 
,that Congress appropriated for that pur-

pose. I am glad to have the gentleman's 
statement. I shall watch the operation 
of the-Army Engineers with a great deal 
of interest in this respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina has ex
pired. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to address 
the Committee briefly with regard to lock 
19 at Keokuk, Iowa. I appeared before 
the committee as a witness regarding 
that project. It was approved by au
thorization of Congress back in about 
1°930. This is one of two projects in
cluded in the President's budget for 
this year-new construction projects in 
rivers and harbors. 

The project is in serious disrepair. It 
is a very tiny lock, 388 feet long. It was 
built in 1913, the first one built on the 
Mississippi River. This ancient lock is 
in danger of going out, and when it does 
you will find a serious freight blockage 
there. This is not just for my district. 
This is for the eastern part of Iowa, 
western Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minne
sota up to Minneapolis. There are about 
11,000,000 tons of freight moving up and 
down the Mississippi in that upper re
gion, of which about 4,100,000 tons pass 
through the Keokuk lock. I do not want 
to see that lock go out and bottle up all 
that freight traffic. We are dependent 
on it primarily for oil and coal going up 
the river and for grain going down the 
river. 

I am speaking in a little broader inter
est than just that of my own congres
sional district. 

Its importance was recognized by Con
gress back in 1930 when the new lock 
was authorized. It was in the Presi
dent's budget this year, approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget. The hearings 
now before us show one particular proj
ect, which I will not name because I am 
not shooting at that particular project, 
where the total shipping included is only 
340,000 tons and where the appropria
tion here included in this legislation is 
$16,000,000 now to be appropriated and 
a $50,000,000 total project cost. The 
Keokuk project is only an $8,000,000 total 
cost and $2,500,000 requested in this leg
islation for the next fiscal year. This 
sum would insure safe and uninterrupted 
annual freight movement for more than 
4,000,000 tons. 

Mr: WIER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I yield. 
Mr. WIER. I want to ·congratulate the 

gentleman from Iowa for bringing this 
subject up because, aside from the gen
tleman's own State of Iowa, if that dam 
goes out, it completely wrecks all traffic 
up beyond Keokuk, Iowa. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. The gentleman 
is absolutely right. 

Mr. WIER. And the cities of Min
neapolis and St. Paul, and all that area 
up there will have no river traffic. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. It would take 
2,000 freight cars and 30 locomotives to 
move the freight that moves through 
this Keokuk lock. 

Mr. WIER. I will guarantee the gen
tleman 4 votes on this side. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I thank the 
gentleman from Minnesota very much. I 
testified before the appropriation sub
committee asking funds for the Ke.1kuk 
lock. I must now serve notice on the 
committee that I intend to try to get 
this appropriation considered in the 
other body; and if I succeed I hope the 
conferees will not strike it out. As I say, 
I asked to be heard and they did give me 
a courteous hearing. This is probably 

-one of the most serious freight bottle
necks in the entire Nation. Its impor
tance is recognized by the Army Engi
neers and they recommend it for the 
appropriation. 

I do not like to make comparisons with 
other projects, but there are included in 
this bill-and I shall not name them, be
cause I am not shooting at them-proj 
ects which in my opinion stand no com
parison in importance to this Keokuk 
project yet they are in the bill and 
Keokuk is not. The failure of this dam 
would be a very serious matter ·and dis
rupt all Mississippi traffic above this 
point. I cannot see why some projects 
were put in this bill that were not ap
proved by the President, yet this project 
is stricken out. 

I have been urging this project dur
ing the 13 years I have been in Con
gress; I am serious about this matter 
now. I shall try to have it put in in the 
other body. This was done a couple of 
times only to be stricken out in confer
ence. I am for economy; I think my 
record will stand up on the economy 
issue, but I do not want to see a calamity 
brought to the upper Mississippi by the 
failure of this lock. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. Instead of its being Keo

kuk, Iowa, if it had been Keokuk, France, 
or Keokuk, Italy, the gentleman prob
ably would have got his money. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I agree to that. 
I shall not offer an amendment; I just 

want this committee to be prepared to 
have the item appear in the bill when it 
comes from the other body, and if it does 
I hope it will not be taken out in con
ference. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. How much will it cost? 
Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. The estimated 

total cost is $8,000,000. We are asking 
$2,500,000 this year. There has been no 
expenditure on it up to date except for 
plans and specifications. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MAR
TIN] has made a very fair presentation 
of the Keokuk, Iowa, lock situation. If 
you will look at the testimony in the 
committee hearings you will see that the 
Army Engineers made an excellent pres
entation of the dire need for this proj
ect. However, it is one of six projects 
that are new projects in the budget. 

Our subcommittee felt. that we could 
not approve any new project in the bill 
on the basis that to permit one breach 
in the dike would open the way to a 
flood. 
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This project is an urgent one, and I 

can assure the gentleman from Iowa that 
when we get in the committee on con
ference with the other body we will give 
it all possible consideration. If the dis
tinguished and able gentleman from 
Iowa is successful in getting the project 
in the bill in the other body, as I am 
sure he will be, there is an excellent 
chance that it will finally be in the bill 
in its final form. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield .. 
Mr. TACKETT. I would like to know 

why it is we always leave it to the other 
body to do something for this body. 

During each session of Congress we 
must depend on the other body to make 
grants to Arkansas and other States. 
n happens every time we get what we 
are entitled to have. We always have 
to get it from the other body. I would 
like to know why we leave everything up 
to the other body? 

Mr. FORD. In this bill this year there 
is $2,000,000 for tqe Arkansas River 
emergency bank stabilization, which I 
think is in the State of Arkansas in the 
gentleman's area. 

Mr. TACKETT. What is in there for 
the Red River, the White River, the 
Ouachita River and for all the other 
rivers down there? 

Mr. FORD. Would the gentleman 
from Arkansas like to know how much 
money is in this bill for the State of 
Arkansas? The State of Arkansas has 
$9,000,000 in this bill for river and harbor 
flood control. If the gentleman will look 
through some of the figures for other 
States he will find that some States re
ceived absolutely no funds for the flood 
problems that plague them. 

Mr. TACKETT. Yes, Arkansas is so 
located as to have greater needs. Every 
drop of water that goes down to Louisi
ana goes through Arkansas in order to 
get down there. 

Mr. FORD. Well, that is a matter of 
opinion. 

Mr. TACKETT. It is a matter of 
proof. 

Mr. FORD. The gentleman might be 
somewhat prejudiced in his opinion as 
to whether or not Arkansas needs more 
than anybody else. The State of Ar
kansas did not do too badly with $9,000,
.000 while some of the other States did 
not get anything. 

Mr. TACKETT. The State of Arkan
sas, the State of Louisiana, or any of 
those States in that area has not asked 
for one single solitary dime that was not 
fully recommended unanimously by the 
Engineers. If we just had what the En
gineers have recommended there would 
not be any trouble. We get one drop 
out of every billion spent in this counry. 

Mr. FORD. The Army Engineers do 
recommend many projects which the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Congress 
do not approve of. I do not think the 
gentleman's argument is very effective. 

Mr. TACKETT. That is also an opin
ion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I fully appre
ciate the gentleman's remarks regarding 
the Keokuk situation. I know the gen
tleman's committee has been under a 
terrific strain; however, I shall look for-

ward to some action being taken on this 
matter shortly. 

Mr. FORD. We will do our very best. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the requisite number 
of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak in sup
port of the position which the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. MARTIN] has taken with 
regard to the Keokuk project. As you 
know, this has been recommended for a 
number of years by the Corps of Engi
neers and has been repeatedly turned 
down by the committee. Apparently the 
opinion is that this is something like 
the deacon's one-horse shay, it will go on 
forever. 

The Army Engineers have testified that 
this partictilar lock and dam is in such 
bad state it might collapse at any time. 
If that were to happen traffic on the up
per Mississippi River would be tied up 
for from 2 to 3 years. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. PRIEST. May I say to the gentle
man from Minnesota that I have had oc
casion to look into the situation to which 
he and the gentleman from Iowa both 
have referred. I hope that during this 
session some appropriation may be made 
to begin work on what I consider to be a 
very important project. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I appreciate the 
comment of the gentleman from Tennes
see because it is my opinion that there 
are at least three or four other projects 
presently being recommended in this bill 
which are much less meritorious than is 
the project at Keokuk. I hope that if 
the Senate sees fit t-0 restore this item 
the House will take action to correct a 
mistake it is making in not having this 
project in the bill today. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the work we are doing 
here in Congress · reminds me of Don 
Quixote fighting windmills. About all 
we do is have recommendations come in 
from the administration, and they tell 
us what we can do and what we can
not do, and then we are circumscribed 
to that extent. It does not matter how 
much the Engineers recommend or how 
vital the projects are throughout the 
country, we are circumscribed by the 
dictates of the administration. Now, I 
do not know; I have not been here except 
over the last 2 years, and possibly the 
Republicans, when they are in power, 
will write a slate and tell you what you 
can do and nothing else; but, at least, 
since I have been here, we have been told 
what we can expect to get. The Engi
neers make a recommendation, it goes 
to the Bureau of the Budget, and they 
cut it out, and because they cut it out 
it is not put back in by a legislative 
budget. 

I have had letters from home, and 
they told me not to place all the blame 
on President Truman; that the Congress 
appropriates the money; they have con
trol of the purse strings and can do or 
not do the things that need money to 
have them brought to fruition. 

I have a project of very great impor
tance in my district. The people are not 

asking for anything unreasonable; they 
are only asking for that which has been 
natural for the Federal administration 
to take care of, and that is the flood 
control and the planning and bank sta 
bilization of rivers. They are ready and 
willing and anxious to put up their share 
of the money for a project that is very 
essential to the entire area. I think that 
we are going afield in doing a lot of 
things that private enterprise is ready 
and willing to do, and that is in the con
struction of power projects. We had the 
Engineers before us the other day, . and 
they admitted that there was no flood 
control in the Grand Coulee project, that 
cost several hundred million dollars; 
there was no flood control in the Bonne
ville project, which cost several million 
dollars to construct, all of which could 
have been done by private enterprise. 
Now we are trying to fool the public by 
telling them that they are getting flood 
control, and they are not getting flood 
control in those two big projects. With
out a doubt, a lot more of them are being 
built throughout this country which are 
strictly power projects, and they are 
charged up to flood control. I believe 
that we should have a right to come in 
here and amend the bill in order to take 
care of those types of projects for which 
the Government is responsible, namely, 
rivers and harbors and flood control. I 
believe that we are not doing our duty 
unless we do segregate these proposals 
and do what the Congress is supposed to 
do with taxpayers' money, and not build 
power projects up and down the entire 
extent of our country out of taxpayers• 
money, especially when they can be con
structed through private enterprise. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
FLOOD CONTROL 

EXAMINATION, SURVEY, PLANNING, AND OTHER 

STUDY PROGRAMS 

For engineering and economic investiga
tions of proposed flood-control projects; in
cluding preliminary examinations and sur
veys; formulating plans and preparing 
designs and specifications for authorized 
flood-control projects or parts thereof prior 
to appropriations for construction of such 
projects or parts; for printing, either during 
a recess or session of Congress, of surveys 
authorized by law, and such surveys as may 
be printed during a rece;;s of Congress shall 
be printed, with illustrations, as documents 
of the next succeeding session of Congress; 
to remain available until expended, $1,215,-
000: Provi ded, That no part of this appropri
ation shall be expended in the conduct of 
activities which are not authorized by law: 
Provided further, That the expenditure of 
funds for completing the necessary' surveys 
and plans and specifications shall not be 
construed as a commitment of the Govern
ment to the construction of any project. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last word. 
. Mr. Chairman, I am going to speak 

just briefly and propound an inquiry to 
the Chair. We all have ·a bunch of 
amendments here that we would like to 
offer, but I do not think many of us have 
any hopes of getting them adopted, and 
I think if we can get them in the RECORD 
it will probably serve the purpose. I 
think if we all had the opportunity of 
extending our remarks we probably 
could take care of the purpose for which 
we are sitting here today, 
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For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that this bill be con
sidered as read and open to amendment 
at any point and that debate on all 
amendments to the bill close in 10 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. TABER. I object, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. Then, Mr. 

Chairman, I will use up the rest of my 
time, if I may. 

We spoke a minute ago about the proj
ects that had not been approved by the 
budget. There is one project that was 
denied in this bill that was approved by 
the budget. I refer to the Cape Girar
deau tlood-control project. Not only was 
that project denied by the committee 
but they have approved in this bill ·$4,-
951,000 for the completion of projects 
which will further contribute to worsen
ing the tloods at Cape Girardeau. 

All of our trouble at Cape Girardeau 
has been brought about by projects that 
have been built by the Federal Govern
ment. As I said in general debate, for 
a hundred years we had only four tloods, 
from 1927 back, and Cape Girardeau 
was established in 1801. However, from · 
1942 to 1951, after the building of other 
projects, we have had tloods in 7 out of 
the 10 years, and with the completion of 
these projects for which they have au
thorized almost $5,000,000 you will make 
conditions worse there. It appears we 
are going to have water standing 19 feet 
deep at the tlood stage there. During 
those 7 years out of the 10 that we had 
the tloods, we had 261 days that the rail
road could not operate the main line 
between St. Louis and Memphis. 

This is a project that has been ap
proved by the budget and approved by 
the engineers, and it would be ready to 
go. We need some money for it. Out of 
fairness, I am going to off er an amend
ment as we progress on this bill to try 
to restore that amount to the bill. It 
will take $1 ,000,000 to do it. However, 
in view of the fact .they have already al
lowed $5,0.00,000 to complete projects 
which will make our situation worse 
there, I think it should be adopted. So 
I will see what the House is going to do 
on that. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. I yield to the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROOKS. They will tell you that 
the project is not approved by the budg
et and it must be approved by the 
budget. Then when it is approved by the 
budget they will tell you it is not im
portant, that there is no use to put it 
in the bill. I was told that on two proj
ects approved by the budget. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gent leman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. ChaiJ;man, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O'HARA: On 

page 6, line 7, strike out the colon and insert 
a comma and the following: "of which 
$20,000 shall be available for a survey of the 
Minnesota River In Minnesota by the United 

States engineers, from a point 3 miles above 
and 3 miles below the North Mankato-Man
kato area." 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chaitman, I wish to 
make it plain that I am not asking to 
increase the amount the committee has 
allowed for these preliminary surveys. 
I merely want to be sure that when we 
get done my people, before they are 
tlooded again, will have an opportunity 
to get the survey. Therefore I want the 
sum earmarked. 

What is the situation we are in? 
Mr. Chairman, the committee has ap

propriated $1,215,000 in this item. The 
Army engineers have brought in about 
80 or- 85 projects for which they ask 
$1,600,000 for surveys. The situation is 
simply this. We cannot move until we 
get these surveys by the Army engineers. 
Just think of it. Here is an item of a. 
litt le, miserable $20,000, and those af
fected are in the situation where we call 
up the Army engineers and they say. 
"Congressman, we are sorry, we asked 
for $1,600,000 and your $20,000 is not in 
there." Now, that is certainly the finest 
sort of a tug of war that we are going 
to have. There are probably 40 to 50 
Members of the Congress, and maybe 
even more than that, who are interested 
in various projects in their districts. 
Somebody is going to be disappointed. 
Some projects are just simply not going 
to get their survey, which is the basis 
for what is to be done or recommended 
in the matter of tlood control. That is 
the situation in which every Member 
who has a project which comes under 
this bill will find himself. The tragic 
mistake, in my opinion, is that we 
should find ourselves in that kind of a 
position when people are risking their 
lives and their homes are being de
stroyed or threatened together with all 
of the other things that they have to 
worry about, on a little item of $20,000. 
· Mr. Chairman, perhaps there will be 
other amendments offered. But I owe 
my people the duty of doing everything 
that I can for them. This is the second 
time that I have ever asked for a single 
dollar. You were very kind to me a 
couple of years ago and gave me a small 
appropriation for a small boat harbor 
in my State, which was frozen because 
the Korean war came on. So we did 
not get it. This will be the first appro
priation. I hope to have it earmarked. 
I hope I will not have to argue with the 
engineers as to whether I am in or out 
of the shufile. I want to be in, and I 
hope this amendment will be adopted. 

It is just about a year since the cities 
of North Mankato and Mankato were 
flooded. Some 6,000 people had to be 
moved from their homes. Damages in 
excess of $2,000,000 were sustained. In 
addition to all of the dislocation and 
damages, the Federal and State and local 
taxing units have lost thousands and 
thousands of dollars in tax revenues. 

It is a tragic and unfortunate situa
tion that in the allowance which has 
been made by the committee, the projects 
were not either specified or eliminated, 
instead of throwing in a number of proj 
ects which require $1,600,000 to allow for 
the surveys as requested by the United 

States engineers and that the projects 
were not allowed item by item and ear
marked. 

In my opinion it was the responsibility 
of the committee to decide the need, ·un
der the testimony before the committee, 
and make its decision one way or the 
other, rather than to leave it in the realm 
of gamble and uncertainty as to what 
projects the engineers must necessarily 
select for survey under this bill. 

The result is an impossible situation. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposit ion to this amendment, and in 
order to close debate I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on this amend
ment, and all amendments thereto, close 
in 3 minutes. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I object. I have been sitting here 
all day patiently, with work piling up iii 
my office, waiting for an opportunity to 
offer an amendment to this amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. This, I am sure, is not 
the gentleman's amendment. I am sure 
the gentleman is not going to off er an 
amendment to this one, is he? 

Mr. REED of New York. I am going to 
follow this. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman, of 
course, can offer any amendment he 
cares to following this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I hope 

the committee realizes the fact that I am 
here in a legislative position, and it just 
happens to be my duty in the Congress 
to oppose these amendments. I hope 
nobody in this entire body will take any 
of this in a personal manner. I have the 
highest respect, and in a most particular 
way, for the gentleman who just offered 
the pending amendment. He says some 
people are going to be disappointed. 
Why, everybody is going to be disap
pointed so far as survey money is con
cerned who does not have a project 
which is related to the national de
fense-everybody, and there are 435 of us 
here. So naturally the gentleman falls 
in that category with the rest of us. If 
his project is essential to the defense 
effort, then it can be included by the 
engineers, and if it is essential, I would 
be one who would be willing to help the 
gentleman. So there is no need of say
ing this is just a $20,000 item, and is a 
small amount, because it is these small 
amounts that have given us the debt 
which we have today. While I am on 
my feet I want to say this, so we will not 
have it a half dozen more times to
day-about all this money that we are 
spending abroad. There is not one dime 
in this bill for any Marshall plan money. 
There is not one dime in this bill for 
anything like that, so quit bringing a 
foreign red herring here and sticking it 
into the nice clean American waterways. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. O'HARA] . 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. O'HARA) there 
were--ayes 52, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, I offer an amendment, which is at 
the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. REED o! New 

York: On page 6, line 7, strike out the colon, 
insert a comma and the following: "Pro
v ided, That from said sum of $1,215,000, o! 
which $25,000 shall be ava ilab le for a survey 
of the Wellsville flood project in the Alle
ghany County, N. Y." 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I have taken the floor so often in 
this case that I must confess it is.becom
ing a little bit embarrassing. It be
comes a little more so when I fail to get 
votes that I feel I ought to have for a 
project that has been recommended by 
the Bureau of the Budget, that has been 
recommended by the Army engineers 
as a defense plant, and a project which 
has been authorized. 

Now, that has been the situation over 
a period of t ime. I want to impress the 
chairman of the subcommittee, the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. RABA UT], 
who referred to these foreign projects 
and said he did not want to hear any 
more about it. I say to you, you told 
my constituents who were present at the 
hearing that this was a good project. 
They thought that you meant that at 
that time. Now, is it a bad project now 
or is it a good one? 

Mr. RABAUT. Just a minute. If you 
want to put me on the spot I will put 
you right back on the spot. I am one 
member of a committee of five. I said 
it was a good project and I still say it 
is a good project. 

Mr. REED of New York. That is fine. 
I thank you for that commitment. 

Over a period of years I challenge any 
Member of the House, particularly on 
that side, to show the same amount of 
billions-I say billions of dollars that I 
have voted against in this House. I have 
voted against every foreign boondoggling 
bill that has been before this House since 
1933. Every one of them. Now, this is 
a def erise area, and the men cannot even 
get to their work in these defense plants, 
and many times during the war they 
could not even get there, because of 
devastating floods. We have had a flood 
in this village, Wellsville, N. Y., in 1942, 
in 1945, in 1946, in 1947, in 1948, and 
two in 1950. The last flood cost that 
fine American town over $400,000 in 
damages. How much it has cost the de
fense plants, I do not know, because the 
people could not even go to work. Our 
soldiers are :fighting abroad and they 
need the things that these defense plants 
are producing. I say it is time for us 
to begin to give some serious thought 
to this thing. 

Here we are, thrown into the hands 
of the engineers, and they can take it or 
not, just as they like, but the engineers 
have seen this project, and they testi
fied before your committee that it was 
a defense project. You commended it 
as a good project. 

I hope that you people in this House, 
after the long years of service that I 
have put in here, will give some con· 
siderat ion to that fact and protect this 
town in my congressional district from 
these ruinous floods. l do not know how 

many of you have witnessed one of these 
floods, water racing through the town, 
women so frightened that they gave birth 
in the boats which were carrying them; 
when their houses are gutted with floods 
and the schools are closed and the place 
is made subject to epidemics among the 
children. It seems to me we are penny 
wise and pound foolish here. 

I still say that the billion~ spent 
abroad are all boondoggling. I have 
not iced on the Isle of Capri in the Bay 
of Naples where they built the Augustus 
Caesar Hotel, one of the finest hotels in 
the world with our taxpayers money. 
Do you think that is the way to stop 
communism? What must the working
man think when he looks up and sees 
what the Americans have built for the 
rich over there? That does not make 
sense. It creates resentment. 

Let us be sensible today and give this 
amendment a favorable vote. 

Let me say further that this is an 
earmarked proposition. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. · Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment and wish 
to say only that the gentleman from 
New York asks that $25,000 be earmarked 
for a survey of his project. 

Mr . REED of New York. And ap
proved by the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. RABAUT. For a survey for his 
project. This has come on us suddenly, 
The survey is complete, surely the gen
tleman does not want to spend the money 
twice. The engineers say that the proj
ect is ready for planning. 

Mr. REED of New York. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RABAUT. I am just explaining to 
the gent leman. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, my statement before the Civil 
Functions Subcommittee fQllows: 
STATEMENT OF DANIEL A. REED, MEMBER OF 

CONGRESS, FORTY-FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL DIS• 
TRICT, NEW YORK, RELATIVE TO THE WELLS• 
VILLE, N. Y., FLOOD-CONTROL PROJECT 
Mr. Chairman and members of the Civil 

Functions Subcommittee, I am very grate
ful to you, Mr. Chairman , and to each mem 
ber of this subcommit tee, for this oppor
tunity to present facts in suppor t of an ap
propriation for an authorized flood project 
New York , wh ich d ist rict I h ave the honor 
in the Forty-fifth Congressional District o! 
to represent for the past 33 years. 

The project relates to the village of Wells
vllle in Allegan y County, N. Y., which vil
lage has a population of about 9,000 accord
ing to the recent census. In this flooded 
village area are important defense plants, 
as General Chorpening testified on page 491 
of part 1 of the c!vil-functions hearings for 
1953, as follows: 

"Mr. RABAUT. How about Wellsville, N. Y.? 
"General CHORPENING . • That is a local flood 

prot ection project for an area which has a 
number of m anufacturing concerns such as 
the Sinclair Refining Co., Julius Kayser Co., 
and Bausch & Lomb Co. All these plants 
supplied equipment to the Armed Forces in 
World War II and are important at this time 
in connection with defense production." 

There was heretofore duly authorized for 
the project $609,000. The Budget Bureau 
recommended a planning item for this proj
ect last year amounting to $34,500. I am 
delighted to know that the Budget Bureau 
has now recommended a planning item of 
$25,000 for this project for 1953. 

Under dat e of January 4, 1951, Col. H. W. 
Schull, Jr., United Statea district engineer 

at Buffalo, N. Y., at my request furnished 
these peak flood stages at Wellsville, N. Y., 
from July 1942 to November 1950 inclusive: 

Date 

!ruly 1942 _____________________ _ 
M ay 1945 ____________________ _ 

M ay 1946------------------ -- -Apr il 1947 ________________ ___ _ _ 
M arch 1948 ____ -- -- -----------
M arch 1950 ____ ---- -------- - - -
November 1950--------------- -

1 Adju sted to 1950 price levels. 

P eak flood E stimated 
stage damages 1 

Feet 
11. 4 
10. 2 
13. 4 
9.4 
9.8 

12.1 
14.3 

$210, 000 
30. 000 

250, 000 
20, 000 
30, 000 
60, 000 

400, 000 

I may say in this connection that under 
date of December 27, 1950 I wrot e to Col. H. 
W. Schull, Jr., d istrict engineer, United States 
Engineers Office, 960 Elliott Square Build ing, 
Buffalo, N. Y ., as follow::;: 

"MY DEAR COLONEL SCHULL: I shall appre• 
elate it if you will furnish me w :l.th a com
plete report on the ext ent of the damage to 
the residential and industrial d istricts o! 
Wellsville, N. Y., caused by the flood of No
vember 25 and 26, 1950. ·I need this informa
tion for legislative purposes. I would also 
like to know to wha t extent d id this flood 
damage potential war indust r ies in said area. 
In addi t ion, will you please lat me know the 
severity and damage of t his flood as com
pared with the flood incurred in 1942, 1945, 
1946, 1947, 1948 an<1 March of 1950?" ~ 

Under d a te of January 4, 1951, Col. H . W. 
Schull, Jr., replied as foilows to my let t er o! 
December 27, 1950: 

"DEAR MR. REED: Reference is m ade to your 
lett er of December 27, in which you requested 
a report on the flood a t Wellsville in Novem
ber 1950 an:l a comparison bet ween that flood 
and previous flood::; . The enclosed map shows 
the limits of the areas flooded in Wellsville in 
July 1942, May 1946, and Novem ber 1950. 
These t h ree floods caused more damage than 
any ot hers. In 1942 d amage was confined 
principally to the Dyke Creek area. 

"Pla.nt::; of Sincla ir Refin ing Co., Air Pre
h ~ater Co., and Julius K ayser Co. are in the 
flood area. The Bau:::ch & Lomb plant on 
Pearl St reet west of the Gen esee River is not 
directly damaged by floods, but employees 
cannot get to work because it is surrounded 
by floodwaters. The municipal water and 
light plant is in the flood area. 

"When it is forced to shut down the above 
industries and the Worthington Pump & • 
Mach inerJ Co., outside t h e flood area, a re 
affect ed by loss of electric servic?. The 
Bausch & Lomb plant has only recently 
started operation, b u t all t he others produced 
military suppl es during World War II and 
all are potential suppliers. 

"Flooded areas along Broad, Miller, Han
over, Rauber, Cameron , Cha m berlain, St ev
ens, and Brooklyn St reets are rasidential, 
and there are a few commercial establish
ments affected on South Main Street. The 
Baltimore & Ohio R a ilroad is d amaged fre
quently. Except for I3land Park and the 
baseball field on the opposite side of Dyke 
Creek, the remainder of the flood area is un
developed. 

"Flood damage begins at Wellsville when 
the river rises above 7.5 feet on t h e gage at 
the water and light p lant. As a result of 
heavy rains, the river rose above t h is stage 
early in the aftern oon of November 25, 
reached a peak about m idnight, and then 
dropped below flood sta ge before · noon on 
November 26. The peak was tha h ighest on 
record. 

"The water and light plant was shut down 
from November 25 to 29. Power service was 
interrupted for only 1 hour, after Which it 
was supplied from anot h er scurce. Water 
pumps were out of service for 24 ho-:.irs. Dur
ing that time, the supply in storage fell be
low a normal day's usage and would have 
been inadequate for fire fighting. 
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.. Spot interviews were made after the flood 

and compared with damage at the same 
points in previous floods. On this basis, the 
damage at Wellsville from the November 1950 
flood is estimated at $400,000. Damages to 
industries because of lost production were 
low, since only the refinery normally operates 
on week ends. 

"The following table lists the peak stages 
at the water and l~ght plant and estimated 
damages in the floods listed in your letter: 

Date Peak flood Estimated 
stage damages 1 

moment to convince the people that the 
Government ls going to relieve them of this 
frequent damage of property by floods as 
well as the danger to the life and health of 
the community, I think it ls this particular 
community-Wellsville, N. Y. 

"I have a letter d ated January 25, 1949, 
from Col. Herbert Vogel, the then dis
trict engineer at Buffalo, from which I quote: 
'After the next appropriation act has been 
passed, if you believe the urgency of the 
work is critical, this omce will consider re
submission of the request.' 

"I wish to state now that I firmly -believe 
-----------i-----~---- _ that the flood-control work to be performed 

:Tuly 1942 ___ ___ _______________ _ 

May 1945_ -- ------------------
M ay 1946--- ------------------April 1947 ____________________ _ 
March 1948 ___________________ _ 
March 1950 ___________________ _ 
November 1950 _______________ _ 

i Adjusted to 1950 price levels. 

Feet 
11.4 
10.2 
13. 4 
9.4 

- 9. 8 
12.1 
14. 3 

$210,000 
30,000 

250,000 
20,000 
30,000 
60,000 

400,000 

.. Local omcials consider that clearing and 
snagging work done iµ Wellsville in 1950 re
duced the peak stage of the November flood. 
They understand that the work was not of 
sumcient scope to eliminate damage in a 
major fiood. 

"Very truly yours, 
"H. W. ScliuLL, Jr., 

"Colonel, Carps of Engineers, District 
Engineer." 

The authorization for the Wellsville, N. Y., 
flood project did not become law in time to 
permit me to get the appropriation; more
over, it 1s seldom that an appropriation is 
made for an authorization the same year. 
To provide against damage to Wellsvllle 
from a fiash or sudden flood pending a fu
ture appropriation, I sent under date of 
January 11, 1950, the following letter to Col. 
E. H. Forney, district engineer (at that time). 
Buffalo, N. Y.: 

"DEAK COLONEL FORNEY: I have a flood
control project in my district, with refer
ence to Dyke Creek at Wellsville, N. Y., which, 
of course, 1s part of Genesee River and its 
flood-control problem. The menace of re
curring floods to the village of Wellsville is 
ever present and you may recall that I made 
application on November 3, 1948, to have 
Dyke Creek at Wellsville, N. Y., cleared under 
the authorization for emergency flood-con
trol work. 
• "A request was submitted by Col. Herbert 
Vogel, then district engineer stationed at 
Buffalo, under date of November 18, 1948, 
for $20,0CiO for clearing and snagging in Dyke 
Creek and Genes~ River, but funds appro
priated for the purpose in the fiscal year 
1949 had been exhausted before that time, I 
was so informed. 

"I had an authorization for this entire 
project at Wellsvllle inserted in a bill which 
passed the House during the first session of 
the Eighty-first Congress, but it did not pass 
the Senate. The bill is now pending in the 
Senate and I doubt if it will become a law 
in time to enable me to procure the appro
priation this year to carry out this work. 

"In the meantime the people as well as the 
residential sections and schools and public 
buildings are in danger of spring floods and 
even fiash floods at any time. Therefore, I 
f eel that I wlll continue to be under very 
severe criticism on the part of the people of 
that village unless some effort is now made 
under the authorization for emergency flood
control work to relieve this vlllage pending 
the time when the authorization !or this 
project becomes law and the appropriation 
procured. 

"I want to say here and now that I appre
ciate the fine cooperation I have ha.d from. 
the Corps of Engineers and I do not in tend 
to ask for anything that I do not think has 
real merit. I believe that 1! there 1s any 
place where this emergency fund could be 
made available, at the earliest practicable 

at Wellsvrne, N. Y., 1s critical and in need 
of relief under the emergency act pend
ing the time when the authorization becomes 
law and the appropriation has been made. 

"Yours sincerely, 
"DANIEL A. REED.'· 

Without going into further detail the fol
lowing telegram is sumcient to show the fine 
cooperation I received from the Army engi
neers: 

"Re your telegram September 27, 1950, 
clearing and snagging operation on Genesee 
River and Dyke Creek at Wellsville, N. Y., 
completed on September 22, 1950, included 
removing snags, debris, and shoals, widening 
channel where required, widening at bends 
and c earing under all bridges on Genesee 
River within limits of Wellsville, N. Y., and 
appproximately one-half mile down stream 
and on Dyke Creek within limits of Wells
vllle, N: Y. 

"CORPS OF ENGINEERS." 

I wish to stress that the industries in 
Wellsville, endangered by frequent and dev
astating floods, are industries engaged in na
tional defense. This fact, it wlll be recalled, 
is mentioned in Colonel Schull's letter to 
me under date of January 4, 1951. It has 
now been brought to the attention of the 
Civil Functions Subcommittee as set forth 
on page 491 of the hearings by General 
Chorpening. 

Under date of March 9, 1951, I received 
from Robert L. Fleischer, Esq., vlllage at
torney at Wellsville, the following letter to
gether with a copy of an enclosure, both -of 
which I inserted in the hearings in 1951, as 
they bear on national defense: 

MARCH 9, 195-t. 
Hon. DANIEL A. REED, 

Congressional Offic_e Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. REED: I thank you for- your re
cent communication and telegram in con
nection with our fiood-control program. I 
am enclosing, for your information, copy of 
letter which I am today sending to the Army 
engineers. Thanking you for your help in 
this matter and hoping you will continue 
actively to support our flood-control pro
gram, I am 

Yours sincerely, 
ROBERT L. FLEISCHER, 

Village Attorney. 

MARCH 9, 1951. 
c. H. CHOll.PENING, 

Brigadier GeneraJ, United States Army. 
Office of the Chief of Engineers, 

Department of the Army, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR GENERAL CHoRPENING: Senator IVES 
has forwarded to me copy of your letter to 
him of February 23, 1951, in connection with 
the proposed Wellsville flood-control project. 
Your omce 'has previously been sent my 
memorandum of December 20, 1950, which 
attempted to set forth in some detail the 
urgent need for flOod control in the light of 
the defense and war production of this com
munity. 

I am today in receipt of further informa
tion from the Air Preheater Corp. which 1s 
supplemental to the information contained 
in the memorandum referred to. This cor-

poratlon is now very deep in defense pro
gram and an interruption of its production 
would be very serious. It has unfilled orders 
totaling 2-years' production. These are for 
Ljungstrom preheaters, of whi.ch it is the. 
only manufacturer in the United St_ates, 
and they are for installation in steam plants 
furnishing power for public utilities, atomic
energy projects, navy yards, ordnance plants, 
synthetic-rubber plants, and refineries pro
ducing high-octane gasoline. 

The Power Equipment Division of the Na
tional Production Authority has assigned 
Defense Order No. 35 to apply to its equip
ment. It addition, it is continuing its re
search for the Navy Department with re
generators as applied to gas turbines. 

In order to meet its deliveries, it is erect
ing additional building facilities and pur
chasing new equipment at a cost presently 
in excess of $241,000. 

Will you kindly take these additional fac
tors into consideration in connection with 
your efforts to speedily hasten the author
ized program at Wellsville, the need for 
which you have indicated your recognition. 

Yours sincerely, 
RoBERT L. FLEISHER, 

Village Attorney. 

I repeat that the amount recommended 
by the Bureau of the Budget for planning 
this flood-control project for 1953 is $25,000. 

I feel that inasmuch as this is an area of 
national defense industries it ls entirely in
adequate, but the planning item will initi
ate this flood-control project. 

As I have said the authorization is $609,-
000. If the threat of an all-out world war 
m is as serious as we are told and as vast 
appropriations indicate, it is of the utmost 
importance that we preserve our essential 
defense industries from flood damage as well 
as from enemy destruction. 

When on June 12, 1951, the House in Com
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union had under consideration the blll 
H. R. 4386 making appropriations for civil 
functions administered by the Department 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, and for other purposes, I offered an 
amendment to insert the planning item of 
$34,500 recommended by the budget for the 
Wellsville project. It was defeated, although 
the vote was the largest given for any item 
1n the bill H. R. 4386. 

I respectfully urge that your comtnittee 
approve of the item of $25,000 as recom
mended by the Bureau of the Budget for 
1953. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. I am op
posed to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KENNEDY: Page 

6, line 7, strike out "$1,215,000," and inser~ 
"$1,615,000, $400,000 of which ls to be ex
pended for the New England new job survey." 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I will 
not take up the full time to which I am 
entitled. Eight hundred thousand dol
lars was requested for the New England 
survey under this heading. 

The total request for all flood-control 
surve3s was $6,465,000. The actual 
amount given in the bill is only $1,215,-
000. The total in the bill, therefore, for 
rivers and harbors and flood-control 
surveys is only $1,700,000. Since the 
total request for the New England sur-_ 
vey alone for rivers and harbors and 
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:flood control amounted to $1,100,000, 
and the total is only $1,700,000 for sur
veys all over the country, it is obvious 
that very little of this money will be 
allotted for our New England survey. 

·I want to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan exactly why his subcommittee 
has ref used to allow this money for the 
New England surveys when he knows how 
important it is to us, when he knows it 
has been planned from 1950, when he 
knows it has been approved by the Bu
reau of the Budget, and when he knows 
it will not come into fruition until 1954. 

Mr. RABAUT. Because there is al
ready $14,000,000,000 authorized and we 
are just trying to hold it down a little. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the gentleman 
tell me why you allow in this bill $80,• 
000,000 for Oregon, around $37 ,000,000 
for California, and yet you reduce so 
drastically the money for the New Eng
land States. Five out of the six New 
England States will receive no money 
in this bill for any project. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, since he has been on this 
floor today, has been strictly parochial in 
his arguments and viewpoint. I have not 
a dime in this bill for my district or for 
my State except some maintenance of 
some small harbors, so there is nothing 
in it for me. But all the gentleman has 
talked about since he has been here is 
New England. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Does the gentleman 
object to that? 

Mr. RABAUT. No; I do not object to 
it, but this is not a parochial bill; this 
is a bill for the benefit of the United 
States of America. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The point I want to 
make now is that New England is a part 
of the United States of America, and five 
out of the six New England States do 
not receive a penny of money from this 
nearly a half-a-billion-dollar bill. 

Mr. RABAUT. I have explained it to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I hope the gentleman 
does not object to our attempting to pro
tect the interests of New England; and 
they are not protected in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. LANE]. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to join my colleague 
from Massachusetts ""1r. KENNEDY] in 

· o1Iering' this amendment to the bill. I 
personally think that it is asking little 
or nothing for the northeast section of 
the country. After all, when I look at 
this flood-control appropriation of $221,-
000,00-0-plus, I see only one item going to 
the Northeast States, and that is the one 
located in Connecticut of which a paltry 
sum of $540,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. Chairman, far be it from me to be 
sectional as far as this appropriation bill 
is concerned. I have not come here and 
my colleague has not come here at this 
time asking for this particular appro
priation. This was asked for and ap
proved by the Assistant Chief of Engi
neers of Public Works when he testified 
before the committee. On page 504 he 
testified as follows: 

Funds in the amount of $800,000 are re
quired for continuation of the survey of the 
resources of the New England-New York re
gion. This investigation was authorized by 

XCVIII-210 

the Flood Control Act approved May 17, 
1950, the President's directive to the Secre
tary, Department of the Army, dated Octo
ber 9, 1950, and resolution adopted by the 
Federal Interagency River Basin Committee 
on October 27, 1950. 

Membership consists of one representative 
each of the Departments of Agriculture, 
Army, Commerce, Interior, the Federal 
Power Commission, and the Federal Secu
rity Agency, with the Department of the 
Army the chairman agency. 

The survey is being conducted in coop.era
tion with the governors of the seven St~tes 
participating in the survey. Scheduled com
pletion date for the survey report is June 30, 
1954. 

In the fiscal year 1951, $366,600 was ex
pended by the Corps of Engineers; for fiscal 
year 1952, the amount of $400,000 was ap
propriated. This was only one-half of the 
amount needed to carry forward the inves
tigation on schedule, and in order to meet 
the scheduled date of completion it will now 
be necessary to operate at a considerably 
accelerated rate over that for fiscal year 1952. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. KEN
NEDY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CHENOWETH: 

On page 6, line 7, strike out the sum "$1,215,-
000" and insert the sum of "$1,600,000." 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment relates to the appropria
tion for the examination and survey pro
gram for flood control. 

My amendment adds the sum of $385,-
000 to the $1,215,000 which the commit
tee has included for survey and investi
gation work, making a total of $1,600,000 
for this program. 

The argument has been advanced by 
the committee this afternoon on several 
occasions that certain items were not 
in the budget and therefore could not 
be included in this bill. This item was 
recommended by the Bureau of the Budg .. 
et, in the amount I propose.• The Army 
engineers have also requested the sum 
of $1,600,000 for this survey program. 

If you will ref er to page 499 of the 
hearings you will find a list of about 90 
projects in some 35 States which are still 
under investigation by the Army engi
neers. 

There is only one of these projects 
in my State of Colorado, calling for the 
total expenditure of $20,000. I mention 
this to refute any argument that we are 
seeking something for Colorado to the 
exclusion of any other State. There are 
some 35 States included, so this appro
priation is a matter of general interest 
and concern. 

You will recall my colloquy with the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DAVIS], 
a distinguished member of this subcom
mittee, when I inquired as to why this 
amount was reduced from $1,600,000, as 
requested, to $1,215,000, as contained in 
the bill. I believe he stated it was be
cause we did not have the money. I do 
not think our people are going to accept 
an answer like that, be satisfied with 
such an explanation. 

All I am seeking to do by my amend
ment is to carry out the expressed will 
of the Bureau of the Budget and the 

request of the Army engineers. I know 
you are going to hear it said that we al
ready have many projects which are 
authorized and have not yet been com
pleted. But I think this subcommittee 
should be realistic in its approach to 
this problem. Congress has authorized 
and directed the Army engineers to study 
and recommend flood-control projects. 
By its attitude this committee is, to a 
large extent, nullifying the will of Con
gress and substituting its own program. 

I might remind the House that last 
year this committee refused to appro
priate one single dollar for this examina
tion and survey program. The sum of 
$3,000,000 was inserted in the other body, 
and this entire amount was stricken in · 
conference. It is obvious that the com
mittee is not in accord with the intent 
of Congress in authorizing these inves
tigations. 

As I stated, there is only one project 
for Colorado in this program. That ls 
the Purgatoire River project in Trinidad. 
This project is now pending in the office 
of the district engineer in Albuquerque. 
The investigation work is more than 60 
percent completed. The report on this 
project would now be in Washington 
except for the fact that Congress failed 
to provide any funds of survey work 
during this fiscal year. This project is 
of great importance to the people of 
Trinidad. The Army engineers have 
been working on the flood-control prob
lem at Trinidad for many years. It now 
appears that a feasible project will be 
worked out. 

Along with other Members of this 
House, some of whom have expressed 
their attitude this afternoon, I want to 
be sure that sufficient funds are made 
available to the Army engineers to com
plete the investigation work on the proj
ects they have submitted to the commit
tee. There are about 90 such projects 
located in every section of the country. · 

After Congress directs the Army engi
neers to investigate a proposed project 
we should give them the funds with 
which to · finish their work, so that a 
report may be submitted to Congress 
through regular channels. 

There are some 471 flood control in
vestigations which this Congress has au
thorized and which have not been com
pleted. The Army engineers are not 
asking for funds to investigate all of 
these, but have selected some 90 of these 
projects. I am not sure that all of these 
will be investigated, but I want to make 
sure that sufficient funds are made avail
able for this number. There are many 
small projects in here and the amounts 
requested run as low as $2,500, $3 ,000 
and $5,000. These are small projects as 
compared to others, but are very impor
tant to the people in their respective dis
tricts . . Let us make certain that no one 
will be disappointed. I am asking you 
to support this amendment which will 
add the sum of $385,000 and provide the 
full amount requested by the Bureau of 
the Budget and the Army engineers so 
that this work may be completed during 
the next fiscal year. Not all of the re
ports on these surveys will be favorable. 
We are not adding one single dollar to 
the amount that is to be expended for 
construction work. We do not know and 
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the Army engineers do not know in ad
vance which of these projects will be 
feasible and which will be rejected. 
However, after Congress takes the first 
s tep and directs the Army engineers to 
make an investigation of a :flood-control 
project we have an obligation to the 
local community involved. The local 
agencies spend time and money in as
sisting the Arniy engineers in these in
vestigations. We should not build their 
hopes up and then let them down. They 
have the right to expect fair t reatment 
from Congress. I submit we should 
give the Army engineers the sum of 
$1,600,000 so that they can continue the 
investigat ion and survey work on these 
·90 projects and complete their reports 
as soon as possible. 

Let us decide whether we want to 
cont inue the civil functions of the Army 
engineers. In my opinion they have 
done a good job in years past, and I be
lieve it is the overwhelming sentiment 
of this body that they continue. If this 
is true, we should not handicap them 
with this unnecessary restriction of 
funds for their survey program. I hope 
my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, I rise in opposition to the amend
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not take the 5 
minutes, but inasmuch as my name was 
mentioned in the colloquy which I had 
with the gentleman from Colorado with 
respect to this item, I simply want to say 
this that because these funds in the 
amount of $1,600,000 were included in 
the budget should be the basis for this 
House going along with the full amount 
and then referring to the fact that we 
said we would not add any not in the 
budget, certainly does not add up to the 
argument that he made because the 
budget included this, we ought to allow 
U in the full amount. The subcommit
tee never made any commitment of that 
kind. In fact, a reading of the bill will 
show to one who even makes a cursory 
examination, that we do not follow the 
policy of granting all the money that the 
Bureau of the Budget happens to recom
mend. I think it is wor thy of not e to 
repeat aga~n that we have about $8,000,-
000,000 worth of these projects hanging 
around loose. They have been surveyed 
and they have been examined and they 
are now awaiting appropriations to be
gin them. Now to say that this is not 
adding a single dollar for construction 
this year is correct, but it does not tell 
the story, because this will then be the 
forerunner of billions of dollars in sub
sequent years once these projects are 
start ed th rough the surveys and exam
inations that are contemplated now. I 
think we need to keep this program
and it is a worth while program of rivers 
and harbors and :flood-control projects
somewhere within balance, and it needs 
to be kept compact enough so that the 
Congress and the Corps of Engineers can 
give it the surveillance it needs to have if 
it is not going to get completely out of 
line and in order that it is kept within 
reasonable bounds and that this Congress 
has a right to state, especially in this bill, 
that the committee's recommendation is 

sufficient to do the job that this Con
gress ought to expect to have done. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I yield to 

the gentleman from Colorado. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. I want to be abso

lut ely fair with the gentleman.. The 
only reason I brought in the recom
men dation of the Bureau of the Budget 
is that the committee looks on the Bu
reau of the Budget as being more or less 
an authority and on their recommenda
t ions as being sacred. I do not look on 
the recommendat ions of the Budget Bu
reau in that light myself. We are the 
legislative body. I think we are the 
ones to det ermine what appropriations 
shall be m ade, and no other agency 
should dictate to us or tell us what we 
have to do. The defense has been made 
by the gentleman and other members of 
t he subcommittee that a certain item 
was not in the budget. This is some
thing the budget does recommend, and 
the Army engineers, too. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I think the 
action of this subcommittee in trim
ming the request of the Bureau of the 
Budget by 29 percent, or $200,000,000, 
belies his st atement that we think the 
recommendat ions of the Bureau of the 
Budget are sacred. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. But what I am 
trying to point out to the gentleman is 
this: They ask for a certain amount for 
90 investigations, to complete 90 surveys. 
The gentleman's commit tee does not 
designate which ones shall be completed 
and which ones shall be ignored. How 
are the Army engineers going to deter
mine that? 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. They will 
have to determine that on the same 
basis they used in submitting this list to 
the Commit tee on Appropriations in the 
first place. They will have to be judged 
and given a priority on the basis of the 
need and the emergency of those par
ticular projects. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. You have already 
h ad this afternoon two very important 
Members of this body seeking to make 
sure that their projects would be taken 
care of, and I suspect t here are many 
others on the :floor this afternoon in 
the same situat ion. My amendment 
would t ake care of the whole group. 
Then the Army engineers would not 
h ave any excuse that the funds are not 
available. 

Mr . DA VIS of Wisconsin. I hope the 
gentleman's amendment will be given 
the same consideration as the other 
amendments that sought to make in
creases in this amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. REBAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. HARDY, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 

"CH. R. 7268) making appropriations for 
civil functions administered by the De
partment of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1953, and for other pur
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

BOARD OF VISITORS, UNITED 
STATES NAVAL ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation: 

APRIL 1, 1952. 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker of the House of Repr esen tatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Because of the int erfer
ence of other officia l business I hereby tender 
my resignation as a member of the Board of 
Visitors to the Unit ed States Naval Academy 
for 1952. 

Wit h kindest regards, I remain 
Sincerely yours, 

SIDNEY R. YATES, 
M ember of Con gress. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the resignation will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
Mr. TACKETT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 15 
minutes on Thursday next, following the 
legislative program and any special 
orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 15 minutes today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 15 
minutes on Wednesday, April 9, following 
the conclusion of any special orders here
tofore entered. 

The special order granted to Mr. 
JAVITS for tomorrow was vacated, and 
Mr. JAVITS asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 20 min
utes on Tuesday, April 8, following the 
conclusion of any special orders hereto
fore entered. 

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent when the House ad
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock a . m. toI!lorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachuset ts? 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS TOMORROW 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

want to announce that the first order of 
business will be the remainder of the 
debate and consideration of the rule on 
the judges bill, and then the continua
tion of the pending appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CURTIS] is recognized for 15 
minutes. 

STATE DEPARTMENT 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

yesterday, the House agreed to suspend 
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the rules and passed a bill authorizing 
$90,000,000 for building offices and resi
dences for the State Department all over 
the world. The Members of the House 
were completely hoodwinked by the se
mantics of the proponents of this con
troversial piece of legislation. The 
Members were told that it would cost the 
taxpayers of this country no money; the 
Members were told that the payments 
would come out of funds which this 
country might easily lose if we did not 
convert the funds into real estate 
abroad; the Members were told that we 
would save money on rent if we author
ized the State Department to spend this 
$90,000,000. AH three of these state
ments are unfounded, on either study or 
fact. 

Why, then, was not the House told the 
real facts of the case or at least why 
was not the other side of the controversy 
presented to the House for consideration 
so that the Members had an opportunity 
to make up their own minds after de
bate? The answer lies in the dangerous 
procedure followed of voting to suspend 
the rules. Under this procedure all time 
is controlled by those favorilig the legis
lation. No time is available to those who 
are opposed to the legislation. As the 
gentleman from California, Congress
man PHILLIPS, said yesterday : "I have so 
little time. I have only 2 minutes t o 
oppose the bill, whereas the people who 
are for it had about 30 minutes." The 
only time I was able to get was through 
proponents of the bill yielding to me for 
questions, which I might add remained 
either unanswered or erroneously an
swered. 

I certainly hope that in the future the 
House will see fit that if a matter is 
brought under a request to suspend 
the rules that the time be equally di
vided among those who are for the bill 
and those who might be against the bill. 

However, I would like to point out a 
few things about this $90,000,000 expendi
ture that the House voted yesterday 
which includes, I might remind my col
leagues, authorization to spend $600,000 
for a single residence in Egypt, $500,000 
for a single residence in Greece, $350,000 
in Mexico, $200,000 in Austria, in Ger
many, in Iraq, and Palestine, $250,000 
in Chile and Korea. Are we spreading 
American democracy by building palaces 
for the representatives of this democracy 
in these countries. 

First', the committee that studied this 
bill did not print its hearings. At least 
I could not obtain copies. According .to 
one of the members of the full commit
tee, only two witnesses were heard on 
this bill. This in itself shows on its face 
lack of adequate consideration for the 
expenditure of $90,000,000. Thirty mil
lion dollars more, I might remind my 
colleagues, than the entire annual cost 
of the legislative branch of Government. 

Second, funds of the United States, 
whether frozen abroad or not, are still 
assets of the United States. These as
sets are subject to negotiation toward 
unfreezing; in other words, they are 
subject to recapture if we so desired. 
These assets can be spent in a hundred 
different ways in the countries con-

cerned, even under the present t erms of 
their freezing. Spending them for State 
Departmen t buildings an d r esidences is 
by no means the only way they could be 
utilized. I t is interesting to note the 
following colloquy from yesterday's brief 
debate, where the opponents of this 
highly-controversial matter were able to 
get in a few remarks edgewise, page 
3205: . 

Mr. LANTAFF, of Florida. Was any thought 
given to the utilization of these foreign 
credits to assist countries receiving military 
aid under the mutual-assistance program, 
help them balance their budgets, thereby re
lieving the American taxpayer, and enabling 
us to cut down on the foreign-aid program 
about $1,000,000,000? 

Mr. CHATHAM (chairman of the subcom
mittee) . That did not come before our co·m 
mittee. 

Mr. LANTAFF. Why is it that instead of tak
ing these credits to build residences and 
other fine buildings, we could not use them 
in the mutual-assistance program and save 
$90,000,000 for the American taxpayer? 

Mr. CHATHAM. I cannot answer the gentle
man's question. 

Page 3207: 
Mr. JENSEN. What I think the members 

would like to know is this: Could this money 
be spent for anything in those countries that 
this Congress approves? 

Mr. BUSBEY. That is not in this bill. 
Mr. JENSEN. No; but can it be? That ls the 

question. 
Mr. BUSBEY. I am not qualified to answer 

that. I did not handle the setting up of 
the credits and have not made a detailed 
study of the agreements. But that is not 
in the bill, and I am confining my remarks 
to the blll. 

The answer, I regret to say, is that 
nobody studied this question. 

Third, you will note by examining table 
1 of the committee report in the last 
column entitled "Balance available for 
other agencies,'' after appropriating 
funds under the bill there are 24 items 
which show minus funds available total
ing a total of $12,668,857 minus balance. 
In other words, twelve million seven hun
dred thousand of the $90,000,000 in the 
bill does not come from idle balances. 
It must come from somewhere else. 
Where else is it to come from? There 
is a footnote hidden away which tells us: 

Insufil.cient foreign credits are currently 
available tc:i complete FBO program plans. 
It is anticipated that adequate credits will 
be acquired through subsequent agreements, 
transfers from other countries and/ or pur
chase of necessary materials and equipment 
in other countries where credits are avail
able. 

Now note this. Credits from subse
quent agreements--in other words, more 
funds of the United States are going to 
be frozen so that United States tax
payer cannot receive relief from them. 
Note also that when the State Depart
ment wants to transfer these so-called 
"frozen" funds around, they can do it 
with great facility. So, if they wanted 
to capture these unused funds for the 
United States taxpayer, they could do so. 

Fourth, we are told we would lose 
these funds if we did not spend them. 
This is not true or, if it is true, then 
there is no need for $7,900,000,000 addi
tional foreign aid moneys to be voted 

to be spent abroad. In other words, the 
$90,000,000 could be spent for every sin
gle item listed in the foreign-aid budget 
if the State Department wanted it to 
be so spent. If we vote any sum for 
foreign aid in th!s Congress, to that ex
tent we are in effect spending new tax
payers' money for the palaces contem
plated to be built in this bill. 

Fifth, the members are told we will 
save on rent by building $90,000,000 
worth of new buildings. Since spending 
roughly $130,000,000 already we have 
saved $5,000,000 in rent, incidentally, a 
saving of less than a million a year. 
At this rate, it will take us 130 years to 
get back our investment of $130,000,000 
even if we were to accept these foolish 
figures. Having had occasion to check 
some of the Governmental agencies cost 
accounting, I think it can be assumed 
that costs of maintenance, repair and 
janitor service, and so forth, have not 
been calculated in this $5,000,000 saving, 
let alone amortization of the buildings. 

Finally, I wish to point out that I have 
the honor to serve on the Subcommittee 
of Executive Expenditures on Interna
tional Relations. We have before us a 
bill long recommended by the Hoover 
Commission and long needed as a law 
to create a commission similar to the 
Hoover Commission to study our over
seas administration solely from the 
standpoint of organization and efficien
cy. If you could merely skim through 
the hearings we have already held and 
the reports we have considered you 
would shudder at the waste and ineffi.:. 
ciencies that exist. 

Yet we calinly want to go ahead and 
build palaces in which to house an per
sonnel serving abroad as the result of 
such inefficient operation. 

I want to close by saying again, we 
have experienced the danger of passing 
legislation through the procedure of sus
pending the rules. Whether you agree 
or not with the arguments that I have 
hereto advanced, I am certain that very 
few will fail to agree, that these matters 
I have raised should have been studied 
and debated. They were not studied and 
debated and the result is the House, in 
these times when we are supposed to be 
economizing, has voted $90,000,000 of 
assets of the United States to build pal
aces abroad. I hope the Senate will 
go into this matter thoroughly so we 
will not have to go back into our dis
tricts to explain why there is no money 
for :flood control , for example, but plenty 
for building castles in Spain. 

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. GREEN in two instances, in each to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado and include 
a statement by Asher B. Wilson, of Twin 
Falls, Idaho. 

Mr. BARTLETT and to include a news
paper article and an editorial. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
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Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin in two in
stances and to include two editorials. 

Mr. COLE of New York and to include 
an editorial. 

Mr. JENISON in two instances, in each 
to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. LANE in three instances, in each 
to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. 
Mr. KENNEDY in two instances and to 

include a speech and a statement. 
Mr. DONOHUE and to include extrane

ous matter. 
Mr. McCORMACK and to include an 

editorial appearing on March 25 of this 
year in the Louisville Times. 

Mr. RANKIN to revise and extend the 
remarks he made in the Committee of 
the Whole today and to include extrane
ous matter. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia and to in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. SIEMINSKI. 
Mr. CARNAHAN and to include a list of 

pamphlets issued by UNESCO. 
Mr. MEADER in two instances and to 

include extraneous matter. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri and to include 

an editorial. 
Mr. MILLER of New York and to include 

an editorial. 
Mr. REED of New York to include as 

part of the remarks he made in Com
mittee of the Whole today his statement 
made by him on the same subject before 
the Civil Functions Committee. 

Mr. BENDER in three instances. 
Mr. JAVITS in two instances, in each 

to include extraneous matter. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts and to in

clude a newspaper article. 
Mr. RABAUT in two instances. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 
A bill of the Senate of the following 

title was taken from the Speaker's table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

s. 2748. An act authorizing vessels of Ca· 
nadian registry to transport iron ore be
tween United States ports on the Great Lakes 
during 1952; to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to enrolled bills and a joint resolu
tion of the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 690. An act to permit certain lands here
tofore conveyed to the city of Canton, S. Dak., 
for park, recreation, airport, or other pyblio 
purposes, to be leased by it so long as_ the 
income therefrom is used for such purposes; 

S. 1184. An act to extend the Youth Cor
rections Act to the District of Columbia; 

S. 1212. An act to amend section 2113 of 
title 18 of the United States Code; 

S.1669. An act to amend the War Claims 
Act of 1948, as amended, with respect to pay
ments for the benefit of persons under legal 
disability; 

S. 2085. An act to further amend section 
5136 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 
with respect to underwriting and dealing in 
securities issued by the Central Bank for 
Cooperatives; 

8. 2266. An act to authorize and validate 
payments of periodic pay increases for tem
porary indefinite employees of the Depart
ment of the Navy within the periods of 
March 17, 1947, to July 1, 1948; 

S. 2408. An act· to amend the act author
izing the negotiation and ratification of cer
tain contracts with certain Indians of tha 
Sioux Tribe in order to extend the time for 
negotiation and approval of such contracts; 

s. 2549. An act to provide relief for the 
sheep-raising industry by making special 
quota immigration visas available to certain 
alien sheepherders; 

S. 2677. An act 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; and 

S. J. Res. 140. Joint resolution to permit 
the Federal National Mortgage Association to 
make commitments to purchase certain mort
gages. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to Mr. MURDOCK (at 
the request of Mr. PATTEN), for 5 days, 
on account ·of illness. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The mc.tion was agreed to; accord

ingly <at 6 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
April 2, 1952, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1304. A letter from the Director, Bureau 
of the Budget, transmitting a report that 
the appropriation to the Department of Jus
tice for "support of United States prisoners" 
for the fiscal year 1952 has been reappor
tioned on a basis which indicates a necessity 
for a supplemental estimate of appropria
tion, pursuant to paragraph 2 cif subsection 
( e) of section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

1305. A letter from the Administrator, Fed
eral Security Agency, transmitting the an
nual report of the Public ~ealth Service, 
Federal Security Agency, for the fiscal year 
1951, pursuant to the act approved July 1, 
1944 (Public Law 410, title V, sec. 511); to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. · 

1306. A letter from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
entitled "To authorize the Postmaster Gen
eral to contract for motor vehicles for use on 
motor vehicle routes , and for other pur
poses"; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB· 
LIC BILLS AND RESOLVTIONS 
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. COLMER: Committee on Rules. H. 
Res. 592. Resolution providing for the waiv
ing of points of order on H. R. 7289. A bill 
making appropriations for the Departments 
of State, Justice, Commerce, and the Judi· 
ciary, for the fiscal year ending 'June 30, 1953, 
and for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1675). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PHILBIN: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. S. 1650. An act to provide for the re
lease of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States in a certain tract or parcel of 
land conditionally granted by it to the city of 
Savannah, Chatham County, Ga.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1676). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. S. 2552. An act to authorize the ap
pointment of qualified women as physicians 
and specialists in the medical services of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1677). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. DURHAM: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 4021. A bill to amend the first 
section of the act entitled "An act to author
ize the conveyance of a portion of the United 
States military reservation at Fort Schuyler, 
N. Y., to the State of New York for use as a 
maritime school, and for other purposes" ap
proved September 5, 1950; wit h amendment 
(Rept. No. 1679). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the Un
ion. 

Mr. BROOKS: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 6769. A bill to amend section 301, 
Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944, to 
further limit the jurisdiction of boards of 
review established under that section; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 1680). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON PRI
VATE 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. BATES of Massachusetts: Committee 
on Armed Services. H. R. 696. A bill to 
authorize the President of the United States 
to present the Distinguished Flying Cross to 
Col. Roscoe Turner; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1678). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
H. R. 7337. A bill to facilitate wine pro

duction, to modify present requirements with 
respect thereto, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 733'8. A bill to facilitate wine pro

duction, to modify present requirements with 
respect thereto, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 7339. A bill to amend the Clayton 

Act, so as to provide that domestic corpo
rations may be required by subpena to pro
duce the records of their 'foreign affiliates and 
subsidiaries, to require that foreign corpora
tions doing business in the United States 
register with the Secretary of State, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 7340. A bill to am.end and supplement 

the Federal-Aid Road Act approved July 11, 
1916 (39 Stat. 355), as amended and supple
mented, to authorize appropriations for con
tinuing the construction of highways, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BURNSIDE: 
H. R. 7341. A bill to amend the act of Octo

ber 30, 1951, Public Law 233, Eighty-second 
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Congress, to provide a method of computing 
annual and sick leave for regular and sub
stitute employees in the postal service; to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. DONDERO: 
H. R. 7342. A bill to amend the Defense 

Production Act of 1950, so as to provide that 
incentive pay in the construction industry 
shall not be stabilized at less than that paid 
by the individual employer or earned by the 
individual employee in such industry during 
the period beginning May 24, 1950, and end
ing June 24, 1950; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ENGLE: 
H. R. 7343. A bill to authorize the Secre

tary of the Interior to construct, operate, 
and maintain the Trinity River development, 
Cent ral Valley project, California, under Fed
eral reclamation laws; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
H . R . 7344. A bill to authorize the Secre

t ary of Defense to lend certain Ariny, Navy, 
and Air Force equipment, and provide cer
tain services to the Boy Scouts of America 
for use at the third national jamboree for 
the Boy Scouts, and for other purposes; t-0 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MILLS: . 
H. R. 7345. A bill to exclude from gross 

income the proceeds of certain sports pro
grams conducted for the benefit of the 
American National Red Cross; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. O'TOOLE: 
H. R. 7346. A bill to provide certain bene

fits for members of the police and fire de
partments and teachers in the Panama Canal 
Zone on the same basis as in the case of per
sons holding corresponding positions in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RANKIN (by request): 
H. R. 7347. A bill to amend the veterans' 

regulations to establish for certain persons 
who served in the Armed Forces a further 
presumption of service connection for non
pulmonary forms of active tuberculosis; to 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. RANKIN: 
H.J. Res. 415. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to the making of treat. 
ies and executive agreement to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHELLEY (by request): 
H.J. Res. 416. Joint resolution to give the 

Secretary of Commerce the authority to ex
tend further certain charters of vessels to 
citizens· of the Republic of the Philippines, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. AYRES: 
H. R. 7348. A bill for the relief of Epifano 

Trupiano; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. BAKEWELL: 
H. R. 7349. A bill for the relief of Anas

t asios Zawradinos; to the Committee on the 
·Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEONARD W. HALL: 
H. R . 7350. A bill for the relief of David 

H. Andrews and Joseph T. Fetsch; to the 
Committee o·n the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN of Illinois: 
H. R. 7351. A bill for the relief of Marie . 

Lim Tsien; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 7352. A bill for the relief of Nicholas 

Kobiakov, Gottliebe Bohumila Kobiakov, bis 

Wife, and Michail and Iwan, minor children; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H. R. 7353. A bill for the relief of Emanuel 

. Greene; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. POWELL: 

H. R. 7354. A bill for the relief of Freder
ick Hendrik Potgieter; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
H. R. 7355. A bill for the relief of Yoshika

zu Tamashiro and Yoko Tamashiro; to the 
Committee on th~ Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAIL: 
H. R. 7356. A bill for the relief of the Uni

versity of Chicago; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WITHROW: 
H. R. 7357. A bill to direct the Secretary 

of the Interior to issue a patent for certain 
lands to Harold K. Butson; to the commit
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

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

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and ref erred as follows: 

663. By Mr. DONDERO: Petition of the 
City Council of the Cit y of Clawson, Oak
land County, Mich., in support of the con
struction of the St. Lawrence seaway by the 
United States; to the Committee on Public 
Works. 

664. By Mrs. ST. GEORGE: Petition of 
residents of Circleville, Orange County, N. Y., 
advocating the limiting to one the use of 
members of the same family in combat op
erations; to the Committee on Armed Serv
ices. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 2, 1952 

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

God of the nations, by whose kindly 
providence we are sharers of the rich 
and dearly bought benefits which are 
ours in this land of freedom: We pray for 
Thy continued blessing upon our Repub
lic. Make her, we pray Thee, more and 
more a nation which deserves Thy bless
ing. We thank Thee for the wisdom and 
the vision of the founding fathers; for 
national leaders who by the will of the 

. people exercise power for them and not 
over them; for the fidelity of common 
people in obscure places; and for the pa
triotic heroism of our sons now defending 
our liberties on far fields of confiict as 
they front the powers of slavery and 
darkness. 

Strengthen our determination to stem 
the tide of an aggression without pity or 
conscience. Make us worthy of our 
great heritage. In these decisive days 
for the whole world, give us a new sense 
of national destiny, deliver us from all 
pride and arrogance, and inspire the citi
zens of our free land to make this Nation, 
under Thee, as great in spirit as she is 
mighty in power. We ask it in the dear 
Redeemer's name. Amen. 

THE JQURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 

of the Journal of the proceedings of 
l'uesday, April 1, 1952, was dispensed 
with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States submitting 
nominations were communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre
taries. 

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 bill <S. 993) for the relief 
of Robert Wendell Tadlock with amend
ments, in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill <S. 2157) to 
authorize payment of certain claims for 
damage to private property arising from 
activities of the Army, with an amend
ment, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the concurrent 
resolution <S. Con. Res. 63) favoring the 
suspension of deportation of certain 
aliens, -with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the fallowing bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 975. An act for the relief of Sarah A. 
Davies; 

H. R. 1099. An act for the relief of the es
tate of Cobb Nichols; 

H. R. 1114. An act for the relief of Edward 
Charles Cleverly; 

H. R. 1162. An act for the relief of Kaiko 
Sugimote (Kay Fair) and her minor chil
dren; 

H. R. 1826. An act for the relief of Ellis E. 
Gabbert; 

H. R. 1960. An act for the relief of Erika 
Nicolo and her minor child; 

H. R. 2221. An act for the relief of Gertrude 
Manhal; 

H. R. 2296. An act for the relief of Mother 
Anna Fasulo; 

H. R . 2303. An act for the relief of. Sisters 
Maria Salerno, Eurasisa Binotto, Maria Bal
latore, and Giovanna Buziol; 

H. R. 2346. An act for the relief of Odett e 
Louise Tirman; 

H. R. 2413. An act for the relief of the Kla
m an Instrument Co., Inc.; 

H. R. 2587. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Jeannette Thorn Pease; 

H. R. 2628. An act · for the relief of the 
George H. Soffel Co.; 

H. R. 2789. An act for the relief of Howard 
S. Lawson; Winifred G. Lawson, his wife; 
Walter P. Lawson; and Nita R. Lawson, his 
wife; 

H. R. 2902. An act for the relief of Thomas 
E. Bell; . 

H. R. 2903. An act for the relief of Mimi 
Fong and her children, Sing Lee and Lily; 

H. R. 3152. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Setsuyo Sumida; 

H. R. 3378. An act for the relief of Natale 
Joseph John Ratti; · 

H. R. 3572. An act for the relief - of Ying 
Chee Jung; 

H. R. 3732. An act for the relief of Stephan 
Joseph Horvath and Lucas Albert Horvath; 

H. R. 4037. An act for the relief of M. Neil 
Andrews; 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-06-20T15:34:34-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




