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By Mr. NATCHER: . 

H . R. 8451. A bill for the relief of the es
tate of Givens Christian; to .the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PILLION: 
H. R. 8452. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Mariannina Monaco; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RODINO: 
H. R. 8453. A bill for the relief of Firmino 

Antonio Martins; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

.By Mr. WIDNALL: 
H. R. 8454. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Anna Marie Masche; to the Committee o~ 
the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

563. By Mr. CURTIS of Massachusetts: 
Petition of the Boston Branch, National 

Postal Transport Association, relative to re
questing the appointment of a subcommittee 
to conduct studies of salaries and duties of 
postal field employees, etc.; to the Commit
tee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

564. By the SPEAKER: Petition of L. C. 
Pixley and others, Clearwater, Fla., request
ing passage of H. R. 2446 and H. R. 2447, pro
posed social-security legislation known as 
the Townsend plan; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

H. R. 8195 
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HON. JOHN H. RAY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, under leave 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD, I 
include therein the testimony which I 
gave today before the Subcommittee on 
the Coast Guard of the House Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee on 
H. R. 8195: 

Mr. Chairman and members of the com
mittee. H. R. 8195, subject of your hearing 
this morning, was prepared and introduced 
at the instance of several associations of fisli-
1ng boat captains. For our purposes, fishing 
boats may be defined as motorboats less than 
65 feet in length which carry passengers 
for hire. Ownership and operation of such 
boats is a large and growing business activity 
an along the seacoasts and ~ the inland 

During the past few years, there have been 
serious accidents in which many passengers 
lost their lives. The fishing boat captains 
asked me to prepare and introduce legislation 
which would provide additional safety pro
tection for passengers on boats of that kind 
and the legislation now before you is the 
second bill on the subject which I introduced 
this year. 

On January 7 I introduced H. · R. 7066, 
which embodied the ideas of the captains. 

-A few weeks later, it came to their attention 
·that on June 8, 1953, Senator PuRTELL had 
introduced S. 2072 at the instance of i;Le 
Connecticut Legislature and, I believe, legis
latures of some other States. The form of 
that bill was quite different from H. R. 7066 
but the objectives were the same. Accord

_ingly, the various groups interested in the 
two bills sat down to talk out the problem 
in the effort to find common ground. H. R. 
8195 was drafted as an expression of that 
common ground. I understood that its pro
visions were satisfactory to all who had par• 
ticipated in the discussions. 

Fishing boat associations and sportsmen's 
associations from California to Florida, from 
the Atlantic coast and from the Great Lakes 
have written to commend the purposes of 
the legislation. I have sent copies of the 
bill to each of those groups with the request 
that they furnish the committee with their 
comments on the particular bill. 

All who have had a part in the discussions 
which led to the drafting and modification 
of the · bill feel that the bill is important 
in the public interest. When the provisions 
become effective, it is believed that many 

·uves will be saved and the increasing number 
of those who like to fish but who do not own 
their own boats can do that safely. 

Military Aircraft Emergencies at Long January 31: Military F-86; emergency 
landing; out of fuel. 

Beach Airport February 5: Douglas C--124; emergency 
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HON. CRAIG HOSMER 

landing; left inboard engine feathered. 
February 11: Army DC--3; emergency land

ing; one engine dead. 
February 13: Military C--124; emergency 

landing; right outboard engine feathered. 
February 17: Civilian Cessna; emergency 

oF CALIFORNIA landing; landed at night without lights. 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES February 19: Military C--124; emergency 

landing; one engine ieathered. 
Wednesday, March 17, 1954 February 22: Military F-51; emerg~ncy 

· landing; no hydraulic pressure. 
Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, many February 22: Military F-51; emergency 

times I have advised the House of the landing; pilot lost canopy. 
dangers arising from the use of the Long February 24: Military C--124; emergency 
Beach <Calif.) Municipal Airport by landing; one engine dead. Full load land-

the air department for training and fer- in~ebruary 24 : Military c-47; emergency 
rying activities. Not too long ago I listed landing; one engine out. Oil pressure low. 
the actual crashes occurring in the met- March 3: Military F-86; emergency land
ropolitan area surrounding this airport. ing; possible gear failure. 
The same situation persists in other met- March 7: Douglas C--124; emergency Iand-
ropolitan areas of the country where the ing; feathered No.3 propeller. 
·air department persists in maintaining March 13: Military B-26; emergency land-
such activities. 1ng; possible landing gear-failure. 

I am listing below a tabulation of March 13: Military c-47; emergency land-
. . lng; one engine dead. 

e~ergency la~dmgs and takeoffs at t~us March 17: Military T-11; emergency land-
.,., ... ~.'""'t fn-r urhu~h flrP. nP.!l~-rt.m~Utl'JllUP~.~.1~!! :...i'lt_...ri?-\tt~nt_e.n~tq_e...t.rmlh.lfl,.. ~~·~··vv-~v _ 
ment was called out during the year 1953. March 20: Military C--124; emergency land-

The list shows that there were 75 such lng; one engine feathered. 
emergencies involving military aircraft. March 25: Military F-86; emergency Iand-
In contrast there were only 41 such in· ing; possible gear trouble. 

. ' . . . . March 25: Military C--124; emergency land-
s~ances Involving CIVIlian and commer- ing; fire-warning signal on all four engines. 
Cial planes. . March 30: Military T-33; emergency land-

These figures are very revealmg when · tng; gear trouble. 
compared to the total number of take- March 31: Civilian small plane: emergency 
offs and landings by military and civil- landing; engine trouble. 
ian planes. In the year 1953 there were April 2: Military; emergency landing; left 
31,762 military takeoffs and landings, outbo~rd. engine f_eathered. . 
and 76,888 civilian. Well over twice as Apnl 6. Military, emergency landing, en-

. .
1
. .

1
.t gine oil leak. 

many CIVI. Ian _as mi I. ar~. April 9: Civilian DC-3; emergency landing; 
So, It IS highly Sigmficant that al· one engine out. 

though the military uses the airport only April 11: Military T-33; emergency land-
half as much as civilian and commercial 1ng; fuel low, possible gear trouble. 
planes, military aircraft were involved in April15: Civilian PBY; emergency landing; 
twice as many emergency landings and hydraulic failure. 
takeoffs April 19: Military F-51; emergency land-

. . . • 1ng; hydra'tllic trouble. 
The tabulatiOn IS as follows. April 22 : Military C--124; emergency land-

DATE, AmcRAFT, AND CAUSE 1ng; one engine oil leak; propeller feathered. 
January s: Military F-47; emergency April 29: United Airlines DC-3; emergency 

landing; leaking hydraulic fluid. landing; possible gear failure. 
January 4: Military c-47; emergency April 30: Military P-51; emergency land .. 

landing; one engine intermittent. 1ng; possible engine trouble. 
January 9: Military AT-6; emergency May 1: Civilian 2-engine Beach; emergency 

landing; overheated oil. landing; possible gear trouble. 
January 10: Civllian Howard DGA-15; May 2: Military c-a4; hospital patients 

takeoff; ground loop on takeoff, left wheel aboard. 
locked. May 4: Military C--47; emergency landing; 
- January 14: Civilian Piper Cub; takeoff; low hydraulic pressure. 
wind turned plane over on takeoff. May 8: Civilian; emergency landing; one 

January 21: Civilian Cessna; emergency propeller feathered. 
landing; ground loop after landing. Left May 10: Military TB-25; emergency land-
brake locked. 1ng; oil leak, right engine. 

January 27: Military F-47; emergency May 16: Civilla-n; takeoff, aileron blocka 
landing; rough engine. not removed. 

. 
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May 16: Mi11tary F-51D; emergency land
Ing; gear failure and low fuel. 

May 21: Mllitary c-47; emergency landing; 
hydraulic failure. 

May 22: Military F-80; emergency land· 
lng; engine failure. 

May 22: Military F-80; emergency landing; 
possible gear failure. 

May 24: Civilian DC-3; emergency land· 
ing; wheel blew out en route. 

May 28: Civilian BG-13; emergency land
ing; gear collapsed on landing. 

June 1: Civilian G-124 Douglas; emergency 
landing; gas fumes in fuselage. 

June 4: Military F-86; emergency landing; 
possible gear trouble. 

June 6: Civilian Lockheed passenger; 
emergency landing; rough engine. 

June 7: Military F-51; emergency landing; 
crash landing; brakes locked by pilot; nose 
over. 

June 8: Civilian CUlver 720; emergency 
landing; wheels would not lock down. 

June 12: Military F-51; emergency land. 
lng; suspected gear trouble. 

June 14: Military B-25; emergency land· 
lng; one engine feathered, other backfiring. 

June 17: Military G-124; emergency land· 
lng; hydraulic trouble. 

June 17: Civilian Navion; emergency land. 
lng; ·engine missing. 

June 18: Military F-51; emergency landing. 
June 21: Military T-11; emergency land· 

1ng; one propeller feathered. 
June 23: Military; hospital plane. 
June 27: Military c-47; emergency land

Ing; suspect€d engine trouble. 
July 6: Civilian Stinson; emergency land· 

lng; engine trouble. 
July 9: Military B-25; emergency landing; 

hydraulic failure. 
July 10: M111tary G-124; emergency land· 

lng; one engine feathered. 
July 16: Military F-51; emergency landing; 

gear trouble. 
July 17: Military F-80; emergency landing; 

fuel low. 
July 18: Civilian c-47; emergency landing; 

fuel low. 
July 21: Military G-124; emergency land· 

1ng; one engine feathered. 
July 30: Military F-86; emergency landing; 

possible gear damage. 
August 2: Civilian Swift; takeoff; plane 

ran away. 
August 8: Military F-51; emergency land· 

ing; possible gear failure. 
August 11: Navy AD4B; emergency landing; 

loss of power. 
August 13: Civilian DC-3; emergency land· 

1ng; 1 dead engine. 
August 14: Military G-47; hospital ship. 
August 17: Military G-124; emergency land· 

lng; 1 dead engine. 
August 18: Military F-51; emergency land· 

lng; ground lQop on landing. 
August 20: Civilian AR-20; emergency 

landing; possible gear failure. 
August 27: Civilian DG-3; emergency land· 

1ng; 1 dead engine. 
August 29: Military F-51; emergency land. 

1ng; suspected tire blown, asked standby. 
September 3: Military G-124; emergency 

landing; 1 motor feathered. 
September 7: Civilian Fairchild: emergency 

landing; rough motor. 
September 8: Douglas C-124; emergency 

landing; 2 motors feathered. 
September 9: Civilian Cessna; emergency 

landing; tail wheel gone. 
September 11: Military T-11; emergency 

landing; 1 propeller feathered. 
September 12: Military F-51; emergency 

landing; hydraulic failure. 
September 13: M111tary F-80; emergency 

landing; possible gear failure. 
September 17: Military B-26; emergency 

landing; gear trouble. 
September 17: Civilian Bonanza; emergen

cy landing; possible brake failure. 

September 22: Civilian Navion; emergency 
landing; possible gear trouble. 
. September 22: Civilian Stinson; emergency 
landing; engine trouble. 

September 23: Civilian Cub; emergency 
landing; ground loop-gear collapse. 

September 25: Military G-124; emergency 
landing; 1 motor feathered. 

September 25: Civ111an Cessna; emergency 
landing; dead motor. 

October 3: Civilian Swift; emergency land. 
1ng; engine cutting out. 

October 9: Military Beech; emergency 
landing; possible gear trouble. 

October 10: M111tary F-51; emergency land· 
lng; engine trouble. 

October 10: Military B-26; emergency land· 
1ng; runaway propeller. 

October 14: Military F-51; emergency land· 
ing; possible gear failure. 

October 14: Military B-26; emergency land. 
1ng; 1 engine out. 

October 17: Military c-47; emergency land
ing; 1 engine out. 

October 18: M111tary F-51; emergency land· 
lng; possible gear failure. 

November· 7: Military F-51; emergency 
landing; loose cowling. 

November 7: Military F-51; emergency 
landing; possible gear trouble. 

November 12: M111tary Jet; emergency 
landing; trim tab trouble. 

November 18: Military C-124; emergency 
landing; 1 engine feathered. 

November 19: Civilian Mooney; emergency 
landing; gear retracted. 

November 21: Military jet; emergency 
landing; landed too fast, overshot runway. 

November 21: Civ111an Navion; emergency 
landing; both motors stalled. 

December 1: Military T-33; emergency 
landing; hydraulic trouble. 

December 2: Douglas C-124; emergency 
landing; 1 motor dead. 

December 3: M111tary F-86; emergency 
landing; hydraulic trouble. 

December 5: Military C-124; emergency 
landing; 1 engine feathered. 

December 13: Civilian Fairchild; emergen
cy landing; rough engine. 

December 15: Military C-124; emergency 
landing; 1 engine feathered. 

December 16: M111tary c-124; emergency 
landing; 1 engine feathered. 

December 16: Military C-124; emergency 
landing; gas~leak in engine. 

December 20: Civilian Grumman Goose; 
emergency landing; pilot forgot to lower gear. 

December 24: Civilian Mooney; emergency 
landing; gear trouble. 

December 28: Civilian Cessna; takeoff; 
trim-tab trouble. 

Federal Republic, Italy, Luxembourg, 
and the Netherlands. These countrielf 
cover an area of 440,000 square miles, 
one-seventh the size of the United 
States, and contain a population of 160 
million consumers, just 1 million less 
than our own population. 

A careful review of this report, which 
discusses the situation of the commu
nity at the beginning of 1954, reveals 
some interesting facts in relation to the 
American coal-export picture. 

It should be noted at this point that 
the free nations of Europe are now pro
ducing more coal than their prewar pro
duction. The European demand for 
coal now also is greater. In fact, the 
demand is in excess of present produc
tion. These countries must, therefore, 
import coal to meet their current needs. 

Consequently, of particular concern to 
me as I examined the report was a dis
cussion of the general objectives for coal. 
While the report fails to mention the 
recent arbitrary and unilateral action of 
the Bonn government of Germany re
stricting stringently the import of Amer· 
ican coals, it does achieve a high degree 
of inconsistency in the following state
ment: 

It is obvious that this increase in require· 
ments cannot be entirely covered by addi
tional imports because the countries nearest 
to the community would hardly have sum
cient coal available for export and a very 
substantial increase of imports from the 
United States would again raise the prices 
on delivery to the high level of the last years. 

Mr. Speaker, I specifically refer to the 
part of this quoted statement referring 
to the fact that coal imports from the 
United States would cause prices on de
livery to reach "the high level of the 
last years." The author of the report 
must have conveniently forgotten that 
today, and for months past, English coals 
are and were being imported into Ger
many at a cost to the German i.nporters 
of from 4 to 5 United States dollars a ton 
more than American coals. As a direct 
result the German consumer is now 
forced to pay more for his coal. The 
simple fact of the matter is that fine 
quality and needed American coals are 
being denied a legitimate export market. 

At the same time Germa.ny reduced 
her imports of American coals-by di-

The European Coal and Steel Community . rect Government action-from 8,130,556 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OP 

HON. ELIZABETH KEE 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. KEE. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to call the attention of the Members of 
the House of Representatives to a recent 
report issued by the high authority of 
"the European Coal and Steel Community. 
I believe this report has very serious and 
definite indications for the future con
cerning our foreign markets. 

As you may know, the European Coal 
and Steel Community is the first Euro
pean federal institution and is sovereign, 
at present for coal and steel only, over six 
nations-Belgium, France, the German 

net tons in 1952 to 3, 763,330 net tons last 
year, she upped the export of her own 
coals in 1953 to France. While she re· 
duced her imports of American coal, 
Germany increased her imports of Eng
lish coal in 1953 threefold over the 1952 
imports from that country. And bear 
in mind that England is not a member 
country of the coal and steel com
munity. 

The effect of this reduction in Amer
ican coal exports to Germany, a domi
nant member of the European Coal and 
Steel Community, is of immediate and 
serious concern to my own State of West 
Virginia, whose coal mines supply a ma
jor part of overseas exports. The loss of 
these export markets, coupled with the 
great injury being done to our native 
coal industry through the heavy and un
controlled flood of imported foreign 
residual oil into our rightful markets 
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here at home is a ma-tter of utmost 
concern. 
· It is noteworthy that while Europe is 

doing everything possible to protect its 
own markets, and in this case, especially 
against American coals, there are strong 
advocates in the United States who 
would have us practically eliminate our 
own safeguards. 

In closing, I am compelled to call to 
your attention that notwithstanding the 
fact that this community has effectively 
and seriously curtailed the imports of 
American coal, the Chairman of this 
Authority is reported to be planning to 
come to the United States at the end 
of this month for discussion with re
sponsible United States officials concern
ing·a loan. 

If such develops-and the loan is 
granted-who can say which American 
industry will be next, or how many addi
tional United States industries will be 
as seriously affected? 

The Pampa Harvesters Have Done It 
Again: Champions 2 Years in a Row 
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HON. WALTER ROGERS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my pleasure and honor in the year 
1954 to stand before the House of Repre
sentatives of the United States Congress 
and again praise the members of the 
Pampa, Tex., basketball squad, their · 
outstanding coaches, and their fine busi
ness manager. I say "again," because 
just 1 year ago it was my honor to call 
to the attention of this House and the 
Nation at large the fact that the Pampa 
Harvesters had won the State basketball 
championship in Texas. They have 
done it again. The unprecedented rec
ord that has been written by these fine 
young men will serve as a guiding light 
and an outstanding example for many 
years after these boys have left high 
school and moved on in life to accept the 
respvnsibilities for which they are being_ 
so well trained. This record was accom
plished under the splendid guidance and 
tutelage of two of the outstanding men 
of this Nation, Coach Clifton McNeely, 
and his able assistant, Terry Culley. 
They have not only exhibited their 
prowess in producing championship bas
ketball teams, but they have proven 
themselves as the builders of men. No 
place could you find a finer group of 
young thoroughbred Americans than 
these boys who carried the Pampa High 
School colors to the State championship. 

Pampa is justly proud of these fine 
boys and their coaches and student man
ager. I present them to you as champi
ons all: Jimmy Bond, E. Jay Mcilvain, 
Gary Griffin, Ken Hinkle, George Depee, 
Harold Lewis, Buddy Sharp, Benny 
Cartwright, Bill Culpepper, Buster Car
ter, Jimmy Enloe, Gene Brown, Melvin 
Romine, Student Manager Joe McNa
mara, Head Coach Clifton McNeely, and 
Assistant Coach Terry Culley. 

Do Lawyers Want Social Security?
Resolution of Middletown Bar Associa
tion on Social Security 
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HON.THOMASJ.DODD 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. DODD. Mr. Speaker,. the House 
Committee on Ways and Means will 
shortly, I understand, turn its attention 
from the current tax bill to another im
portant and far-reaching measure, the 
social-security issue. It will have before 
it the social-security proposals made by 
President Eisenhower and also the 
broadt::r and more extensive proposals 
supported by scores of us on the Demo
cratic side in a bill drafted by the Demo
cratic members of the Ways and Means 
Committee. I was happy to join in in
troducing this bill, because I think it 
takes necessary steps beyond those rec
ommended by the President for improve
ment of the present social-security pro
gram and for a more realistic schedule 
of benefits and coverage. 

It is reassuring to me that social se
curity in the years since its adoption in 
1936 has emerged largely as a noncontro
versial issue insofar as basic principles 
are concerned, even though it was a 
major issue in the.1936 presidential cam
paign when the Republican Party 
pledged itself, if elected, to repeal the 
whole program. 

It speaks well both for the essential 
soundness of the program and for the 
enlightenment of Republican leaders 
since that time that there is today no 
sentiment for repeal of the program, and 
that the big issue before us will be, 
rather, to what extent and in what par
ticulars it should be widened and broad
ened and made more adequate to pres
ent-day living costs. 

But we do have an unresolved issue 
in this connection affecting large and 
infiuential groups of our citizens, in par
ticular doctors and lawyers and some 
other professional groups. The organ
ized legal and medical professions, par
ticularly, have voiced opposition over the 
years to having their members included 
in the social-security program, and in 
deference to those expressions of group 
view, they have not been included. 

Now, however, there has developed 
something of a split within these organi
zations over the pros and cons of social 
security for doctors and lawyers. For 
instance, I am in possession of a resolu
tion from the Middletown Bar Associa
tion, Middletown, Conn., expressing the 
unanimous approval of the members 
present at a recent meeting of a blanket 
inclusion of all attorneys in the social
security system. 

This resolution reflects, of course, only 
the members of that particular associa
tion. Doubtless this question will come 
before other bar-association groups, and 
I, for one, sincerely hope that the attor
neys in all of the bar associations 
throughout the country will discuss and 
debate the issue and decide for them-

selves whether they believe Congress 
should or should not cover lawyers into 
the program. And I hope the medical 
profession will also undertake the same 
kind of review of this issue on the local 
and county level. 

Speaking for myself, as a lawyer, I 
would be in favor of being included un
der the program. That would be my 
personal vote. I can see no threat to 
my personal integrity or to my free prac
tice of law by being under such a pro
gram, just as I can see none in the fact 
that while in the Department of Justice 
I was under the civil-service retirement 
system, which requires a 6 percent con
tribution from the employee's pay check 
every payday. Members of Congress 
have the option of participating in a 
somewhat similar program, and most of 
them do. 

But as a Member of Congress I would 
never vote to force lawyers under the so
cial security system against their com
bined judgment. That's why I think it 
so important for the legal profession to 
take up this issue in their respective lo
cal organizations, make their voices 
heard, and give us their combined best 
judgement on this issue which is so im
portant to them individually. 

Under unanimous consent, I include 
as part of my remarks the communica
tion I received from Irwin D. Mittel
man, secretary of the Middletown Bar 
Association: 

MARCH 9, 1954. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN DODD: Enclosed here

With you will please find a copy of a reso
lution that was unanimously adopted by the 
Middletown Bar Association at its last meet
ing: 

CERTIFICATE OF PASSAGE OF RESOLUTION 
I, Irwin D. Mittelman, secretary of the 

Middletown Bar Association, do hereby cer
tify that at a meeting of said association 
duly called, at which a quorum was present, 
the following resolution was unanimously 
adopted: 

"Resolved, That the Middletown Bar As
sociation is in favor of the _ compulsory in
clusion of all attorneys in the social-security 
system." 

I hereby certify that the above is a true 
copy of the resolution duly adopted at the 
aforesaid meeting and that said resolution 
is still in effect. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto sub
scribed my signature on this 9th day of 
March 1954. 

IRWIN D. MITTELMAN, 
Secretary. 

The Tax Revision Bill 
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HON. LESLIE C. ARENDS 
OF ILLINOIS 
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Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, this 
afternoon we take up the tax-revision 
bill. This measure is not an ordinary 
tax bill. After months and months of 
exhaustive hearings and study, the com
mittee on Ways and Means has presented 
to us a measure that completely over
hauls our whole Federal tax system. This 
is the first time such a monumental task 
has been undertaken in over 75 years. 
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The primary purpose of this legisla
tion, as I see it, is to correct the inequi
ties, the injustices, the inconsistencies, 
and restraining effect of existing taxes. 
It is designed to adjust our Federal tax 
system that it will be more in keeping 
with the accepted principle that taxes 
should be paid in accordance with ability 
to pay. The measure of ability to pay is 
not simply the gross number of dollars 
received by an individual, or a family, or 
a busines::, but it is also dependent upon 
the purposes for which the dollars must 
be used to maintain one's family or busi
ness. 

Some families have greater medical 
expenses than others. Some families are 
solely dependent upon what a widow or a 
widower may be able to earn and at the 
same time care for small children. Some 
elderly people are solely dependent upon 
a small annuity or pension. 

It is such factors as these that this bill 
takes into account. It is to make our 
Federal taxes fair and just. 

And not the least of the factors to be 
considered in any tax bill is the country's 
budgetary situation. On this depends 
our fiscal stability. On it depends our 
country's security. On it depends the 
value of the dollar, how much each of us 
must pay for the things we need. On it 
depends our standard of living. 

I am frank to say that it is a sad com
mentary on party responsibility when we 
witness, as we are seeing here today, the 
Democrat Party attempt to play politics 
with this courageous effort by President 
Eisenhower to improve our tax struc
ture, give the people equitable relief, and 
insure the country's stability. 

As stated in the editorial which ap
peared in the New York Times of yester
day, the Democrat attempt to attach an 
amendment to the pending omnibus revi
sion bill to provide an increase in per
sonal exemptions "is a bald bid for po
litical popularity in an election year." 
This means, if it means anything, that 
the Democrat Party leadership is more 
interested in winning an election than 
they are in maintaining the country's 
fiscal stability. They are willing to risk 
the country's economic power that they 
may have political power. 

I am inserting the New York Times 
editorial as part of my remarks. The 
editorial follows: 

THE PRESIDENT ON TAXES 
President Eisenhower's decision to go on 

the air last night and to throw the weight 
of his office and his personal prestige behind 
Secretary Humphrey's tax program is an ex
ample of courageous and, we hope, effective 
leadership. 

The Democrats in the Senate, under the 
leadership of Senator GEORGE, are threaten-:
ing to attach to the administration's omni
bus tax bill an amendment providing for 
an increase in personal exemptions in the 
individual tax. This is a bald bid for po
litical popularity in an election year. It 
would have the effect of reducing the tax 
liability of millions of taxpayers in a man
ner so direct and transparent as to make it 
llttle more than a thinly disguised bonus. 
That it has a high content of popular appeal, 
after so many years of wartime taxes, hardly 
need be pointed out. 

This means that in opposing aggressively 
the George proposal, as he did last night, 
the President is jeopardizing his personal 
popularity. Since he had already indicated 

his support of Secretary Humphrey's fiscal 
objectives and program, he could, if he were 
inclined to place political considerations 
above principle, have remained on the side
lines and left the fighting to the adminis
tration leadership on the floor of Congress. 
If the George plan failed of passage the sit
uation would remain right where it is now; 
if this "taxpayer's bonus" should pass he 
would not be held personally accountable 
for that fact by conservative opinion, while 
experience suggests that those profiting from 
the windfall would not actively concern 
themselves with the question of which side 
of Congress initiated the legislation or where 
the President had stood on it. In short, 
by remaining in the background in this 
fight--which promises to be both bitter and 
close--the President might have avoided the 
risk of losing popularity among either friends 
or foes of the George plan. 

Why, then, did the President assume per
sonal leadersh ip in this fight, as he did 
last night? Plainly because he regards the 
issue as one that transcended political con
siderations and affected the welfare of the 
Nation as a whole. The reasons for this he 
set forth to h is listening audience clearly and 
forcefully. The tax program, he pointed out, 
is the cornerstone on which rest the Nation's 
hopes for a stronger, better, and safer na
tional economy. The administration, he 
showed, has reduced the spending program 
it inherited from its predecessor by $7 billions 
in the present year. Nearly the same amount 
has been passed on to the country in the 
form of reduced taxes, or will have been with 
the enactment of the pending omnibus tax 
bill. Any further substantial tax reduction 
at this point could be achieved only by mak
ing cuts in expenditures that could jeopard
ize the Nation's domestic and defense pro
grams, or by returning to the huge deficits 
of recent years and the multitude of prob
lems they produce. 

Speaking specifically of proposals to raise 
personal exemptions from $600 to $800 and 
even $1 ,000, the President showed that this 
would involve a loss to the Treasury ranging 
from $2.5 billions to $8 billions. That would 
be on top of a prospective deficit of $1 ,397 
millions, or, if the excise-tax cuts passed in 
the House are enacted, $3,800 millions. The 
second major objection, he reminded his lis
teners, was that "the $1 ,000 exemption would 
excuse 1 taxpayer in every 3 from all Federal 
income taxes." And, on this, he observed: 
"I think this is wrong. I am for everybody 
paying his fair share. When the time comes 
to cut income taxes still more, let's cut them. 
But I do not believe that the way to do it 
is to excuse millions of Americans from pay
ing income tax at all. The good American 
doesn't ask for favored position or treatment. 
Naturally he wants all fellow citizens to pay 
their fa ir share of the taxes, and he wants 
every cent collected to be spent wisely and 
economically. But every real American is 
proud to carry his share of the burden." 

St. Patrick's Day in Shamrock 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WALTER ROGERS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 
Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

March 17 is a great day for the Irish 
and all of their friends at Shamrock, 
Tex. Today marks the eighth annual 
St. Patrick's Day celebration for this city 
of God-fearing, fun-loving, honest-to
goodness Americans. There will be 

Donegal-wearing men and gaily · cos- · 
turned colleens, and there will be a 
twinkle in the eye of them all. There 
will be a parade and a beauty contest and 
never a dull moment for the whole of the 
day. Even the Lord Mayor of Dublin 
was invited. He had to refuse because 
a small town in the northeastern part 
of the United States had him already 
committed. He is to review a parade in 
a place called New York City. We all 
deeply regret that he will not be able to 
attend the larger and more elaborate 
celebration at Shamrock. 

We hope you will all follow the sug
gestion in the following poem and pay us 
a visit: 

If you've never been to Ireland 
And you fear you 'll never go, 

Then take a trip to Shamrock; 
It's not too far, you know. 

Some of the folks are not Irish, 
But they're pretty closely kin, 

In the emerald of the plains country, 
Where laughter is no sin. 

Shamrock has no River Shannon, 
Nor can you view the Irish Sea, 
But, come St. Patrick's Day, 

There's not a better place to be. 

Standardization of Highway Signs and 
Traffic Signals 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OP 

HON. CECIL M. HARDEN 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mrs. HARDEN. Mr. Speaker, under 
leave to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD, I include the following corre
spondence which I have had with Mr. 
Clem D. Johnston, chairman of the In
tergovernmental Relations Commission's 
project for adequate roads, in connec
tion with its study on Federal aid to 
highways, concerning H. R. 8161, which 
proposes standardization of highway 
signs and tramc signals: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 

ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1954. 

Mr. CLEM D. JoHNsToN, 
Roanoke, Va. 

DEAR MR. JoHNSTON: I appreciate your 
letter of March 5, 1954, and your generous 
comments with respect to the work of the 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommittee. 

With respect to the standardization of · 
traffic signals, warning signs, and other high
way markings, I have introduced a bill, H. R. 
8161. A copy of the bill is enclosed for your 
information. You will note that the first 
section of the bill contemplates that the 
Commerce Department, in cooperation of 
course with interested agencies, will develop 
a standard system of signs, signals, etc. The 
second section of the bill then will make 
it incumbent upon the States receiving 
Federal-aid road money to comply with the 
established system as a preliminary step to 
the receipt of additional road funds. I have 
attempted to set up adequate time periods 
in order to give everyone an opportunity to 
adjust to the new program. 

I sincerely hope that your task force will 
have an opportunity to consider this very 
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important subject. It is my feeling that 
the appalling loss of life and the almost in
numerable injuries which happen from motor 
accidents can be reduced in some degree by 
the adoption o! a program along the lines I 
am suggesting. 

Sincerely yours, 
CECn. M. HARDEN, Chairman. 

MARcH 5, 1954. 
Mrs. CECIL M. HARDEN, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MRs. HARDEN: Thanks very much for 
your good letter of February 16 relative to 
the need of standardization of traffic signs 
and signals. 

There was apparently some delay in con
nection with forwarding your letter from the 
office of the Commission on Intergovern
mental Relations and this is my first oppor
tunity to reply. 

As you indicate there is a real need !or the 
standarization of both signs and signals and, 
as freeways and throughways are stepping up 
the speed of traffic in some areas, there is 
also a need for increasing the size of some 
signs of more or less standard design which 
may have been adequate for traffic moving at 
15 miles per hour but which are distinct
ly inadequate for 45-mile-per-hour 'traffic 
movement. 

I am sure that the vast majority of people 
everywhere would welcome any move that 
would produce standardization. 

My own pet peeve is with those towns 
which have traffic signals with the green 
light on top at one intersection and the red 
light on top at the next and when facing the 
sun it is almost impossible to tell whether 
to stop or go. 

You did a wonderful service to the country 
in bringing out the vast extent of Govern
ment competition with private business. 

If you can bring about an effective stand
ardization of adequate traffic signs and sig
nals it would save many lives and a lot of 
needless accidents and loss of time by be
wildered motorists. 

Cordially yours, 
CLEM D. JOHNSTON. 

Juvenile Delinquency 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WESLEY A. D'EWART 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Speaker, mem
bers of the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of Montana al'e deeply con
cerned, along with other citizens, about 
the growing number of reports of juven
ile delinquency. The ladies of the 
WCTU, in a number of messages sent to 
me, believe that there is an increase in 
the consumption of alcoholic beverages 
among teen-agers, and that this is re
sponsible for the growing evidences of 
delinquency. 

In this connection, I believe it should 
be stated that Montana law on the sub
ject of the sale of liquor to minors or 
the purchase of liquor by minors is very 
explicit. The licensed liquor dealers of 
Montana display in their establishments 
a statement of the law on this subject. 
There is no way that a minor can ac
quire liquor legally. If minors are drink
ing, they are getting it through some 
bootlegging arrangement in violation of 

law. The parents can hardly be un
aware if their teen-age children are 
drinking, and certainly this is a sphere 
where parental control should be exer· 
cised vigorously. 

The president of the Montana WCTU 
has asked that I include in my remarks 
in the RECORD the text of her letter to me 
of March 14, 1954. It is as 'follows: 

DEAR Sra: I feel strongly that the Bryson 
bill should be brought out of committee and 
onto the floor, and that you should vote for 
its passage. 

Each day the papers contain news items 
that make us realize that if the youth of 
this country are to grow up and become lead
ers in our Government, they must be pro
tected from those forces that seek to lower 
their moral standards. 

I think liquor advertising over the radio 
and TV is not character building, but defi
nitely gives youth and the entire audience 
false values of life, and in the end is the 
cause of much of our present crime wave. 

I represent 600 members of the Montana 
State WCTU. This is the expression of their 
sentiments. 

Yours very truly, 
Mrs. E. B . NOBLE, 

President, Montana WCTU. 

Excise Tax on Distilled Spirits 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. PAUL A. FINO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, I have this 
day introduced a bill in the House of 
Representatives to reduce the excise tax 
on distilled spirits from the present 
$10.50 per proof gallon to $6 per gallon. 

We have found that this present tax, 
which is inequitable and discriminatory, 
has reached its present peak after 7 in
creases since 1933. No other commodity 
or service has been subjected to so heavy 
and so extreme an increase as has dis
tilled spirits. Of the commodities taxed 
in 1933, most have suffered increases of 
as much as 100 percent, whereas the 
Federal excise tax on this commodity 
has increased from $1.10 to $10.50 per 
gallon, or by 854 percent since 1933. 
Since 1943, distilled spirits has become 
the largest single source of Federal com
modity and service revenue-surpassing 
excise tax revenues obtained from cig
arettes, automotive, and transportation 
and communications. 

Is this present tax fair to the con
sumer? The answer is "No." This tax 
takes a far higher proportion of the con
sumer's dollar than does any other Fed
eral excise tax. On the price of a bottle 
of blended whisky costing $4.27, $1.823 
represents the Federal tax, or 43 percent 
of the purchase price. 

Of course, added to that burden is 
another 13 percent for State and local 
taxes-with the total tax burden to the 
consumer being $2.38 out of the $4.27 
retail price. 

Statisticians will tell us that the $10.50 
Federal liquor excise tax represents 500 
percent of the distillers' cost of produc· 
ing, warehousing, and bottling this com· 

modity. If that kind of an excise tax to 
cost of production was exacted by the 
Government from other commodities 
and services, a car now selling for $2,000 
would cost $7,750; a 25-cent package of 
cigarettes would cost the consumer 49 
cents; and a $200 television set would 
cost him $750. This would certainly be 
prohibitive to the consumer. 

A study has shown that between 60 
and 70 million adult persons are con
salJ.lers of distilled spirits. These are 
typical Americans whose moderate use of 
spirits is just as common as their use of 
autos, gasoline, telephone service, radio, 
television, toilet articles, and the like. 
Yet, their consumption of spirits is taxed 
at rates far in excess of those applied to 
other items of equal importance. 

Reducing the tax to the rate of $6 per 
gallon would be restoring the tax to its 
1943 level, which at that time had al
ready been increased for the fifth time 
from its original $1.10 level. 

The Congress last week reduced to 10 
percent the excise taxes on such things 
as movie admissions, long-distance tele· 
phone calls, leather goods, jewelry, cos· 
metics, furs, and travel tickets, but yet 
continued the present high rates on to
bacco, gasoline, liquor, wines, beer, and 
automobiles. 

Under my bill the tax rate will be re
duced to $6 per gallon, which will bring 
down the price of the $4.27 packaged 
bottle to the more equitable price of 
$3.38. 

A reduction of the excise tax rate in 
this case will give relief not only to the. 
industries but to the consumers. This 
equitable reduction will stimulate busi
ness and employment, not only in the 
distillery industry directly affected, but 
also in other industries, since consumers 
will pay less for these commodities and 
have more money available for other 
purchases. 

This proposal provides a more equita· 
ble tax, which is now excessively high 
and greatly discriminatory. 

The Administration's Power Policy 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. LEE METCALF 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, my at· 
tention has been called to the fact that 
there are two different stories out on the 
administration's new power policy. One, 
for public consumption, soothes REA co
operatives and other preference groups 
with words to the effect that their needs 
will continue to be met, that there will 
be new projects started. The other, so 
far confined pretty much to business 
leaders, tells a different story. I should 
like today to give you a few examples. 

One example from my file is a piece 
from the Public Utilities Fortnightly of 
January 21, 1954. It includes these 
words: 

Administrator Nelson considers it his duty 
to get the. jo~ of extending electricity and 
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telephone service to the farmer over with as 
quickly as possible by the best and shortest 
means possible. That means that REA may 
soon be entering the simple role of a liquia 
dating agency for loans outstanding, in view 
of the fact that the farm electrification job 
is in its final stage. 

No one, as far as I know, has laid that 
statement down alongside one from the 
Interior Department which says that 
preference groups, among them REA's, 
have applied for more than twice as 
much power as the Federal Government 
has available. 

Contrast this statement with one by 
Secretary of Interior McKay, who, when 
asked: "What about these rumors of 
wrecking the rural electrification pro
gram?" replied: 

The answer to that question can be found 
in the statements of the national master of 
the Grange and the president of the Ameri
can Farm Bureau Federation. They see no 
ill-effect on rural electrification by our pol
icy and, in fact, expect improvements to 
come to REA. 

The newspapers of last December 10 
carried an Associated Press story, which 
said, in part: 

WASHINGTON.-Interior Department offi
cials renewed Wednesday a promise to inter
pret liberally the provisons of a controversial 
new power-sale policy and denied the De
partment is acting as a stooge for a private 
power monopoly. 

Clarence A. Davis, Department solicitor, 
told a Senate subcommittee he wanted to 
enter a categorical denial of what he said 
were implications that the Department is 
fronting for private power interests. 

Within a month-in the January 11, 
1954, issue-Barron's National Business 
and Financial Weekly magazine was tell* 
ing its businessmen subscribers: 

The fact is that the administration has 
quietly but effectively thrown the switch on 
public power. For the first time in 20 years 
the Department of the Interior, under Secre
tary Douglas McKay, is no longer actively 
working to blanket the United States with 
one huge Federal grid • • • the administra
tion has made it amply clear that from here 
on the job of supplying the Nation with the 
power it needs will be left principally to the 
private utilities. • • • But the true signifi
cance of the McKay decision lay in the fol
lowing words: "We believe private enterprise, 
where possible, should develop the rivers of 
the Nation." Nothing like that has issued 
from the cavernous Interior Department 
since the days of Herbert Hoover. 

Equally significant is the new policy on 
the marketing of public power, outlined in 
midsummer by the Department. For years 
this output was sold according to a prefer
ence system which recognized a strict order 
of priority among customers. Under it the 
needs of various public bodies were supplied 
first. Big industrial users were next in line 
and private utilities brought up the rear. 
Now the utilities are to get a fairer shake. 
In effect, under the new marketing policy, 
they will have first call on all additional 
supplies of public power after the legitimate 
requirements of the public bodies have been 
met. In the process of this revision, the 
Bonneville Power Administration has been 
put under new management. Equally im
portant for the Pacific Northwest, where 
power shortages have been chronic, a huge 
private utility construction program, on the 
scale of the projects now going up on the 
Ohio Valley, is reportedly taking shape on 
the Columbia. 

So the United States power scheme is 
changing and the Nation's private ut111tles, 

which will mark the 75th anniversary of the 
incandescent lamp this year, have a happily 
suitable backdrop for their celebration. 

There also are two answers to ques
tions about the preference clause. I 
quote now from the most recent news
letter of a Congressman who is up on 
the problem: 

The Interior Department officials respon
sible for policy told our committee that 
preference customers are being given first 
opportunity to purchase power generated by 
the Federal Government, as provided by 
law, and that the letter of the law and the 
intent of Congress will be adhered to. 

Of course, as you know, the preference 
clause is under bitter attack as indicated 
by this paragraph from a speech by Gov
ernor Dewey before the New York State 
Publishers' Association last January 14: 

Actually, it-

The preference clause--
amounts to a provision which says that if 
the State of New York is allowed to develop 
the water power which belongs to the peo
ple, it is obligated by law to offer that power 
first to those communities which bend the 
knee to the Moscow concept, abandon pri
vate operation of their public utilities, and 
socialize them. 

Typical of what is being told the "in
siders" is an article which recently ap
peared in Electric Light and Power, a 
magazine whose masthead says: 

It is distributed gratis ·;;o executives and 
department heads of electric light and pow
er companies throughout the United States, 
her possessions, Mexico, and the West In
dies, and to consulting engineers and con
struction companies interested in the de
sign, construction, and operation of electric 
service companies. 

This article forecasts for the execu
tives of private companies the bright 
new world into which we are emerging. 
Among other predictions the following 
article forecasts "that the end of 1954 
will see the public-power boys a badly 
licked crew" and prophesies "the pro
gressive decline of recent years in the 
REA program will continue, probably at 
a much faster clip." 

The article is inserted so that all Mem
bers may read the interpretation that 
this author has put upon the adminis
tration's power policy: 

POLITICAL ATMOSPHERE Is FAVORABLE 
Decisive action by the Eisenhower admin

istration in its fledgling year, viewed with 
the likely shape of domestic things to come, 
add up to a generally bright political out
look for the electric-utility industry for the 
year ahead. 

Key issue will be the administration's al
ready battle-scarred power policy, and the 
question now spotlighted is: Will the ad
ministration continue to stick to its guns 
on the issue? A clearer look down the road 
where the answer lies is afforded by a back
ward glance at 1953. 

When it took over the helm last January, 
the new administration immediately plunged 
into the campaign-promised job of putting 
the vast operations of Government on a 
sound, middle-road basis. To a large de
gree, it meant taking an inherited crazy
quilt of leftish programs and policies hatched 
over the 20 years of "dealism" and rework
ing it into something resembling a sane 
American pattern. Enormity of the job 
caused even the most optimistic Republi
cans to doubt that much could be accom
plished in the first year. 

POWER POLICY OVERHAULED 
It is particularly significant that of all 

the areas of Federal policy in need of over
haul, the one having to do with the Gov
ernment's electric-power program got the 
quickest and most decisive treatment. It 
was not by mere chance. The farthest reach 
toward socialism had occurred in that area. 

The administration's long-range remedy 
was Interior Department's power policy 
statement of last August-a definitive set 
of rules drawn within the four corners of 
existing law. It is worth recalling that the 
statement was studied and approved at the 
Executive and Cabinet levels, a procedure 
usually followed only in matters of highest 
importance. The policy was intended to 
slam the brakes on the crusade for public
power expansion under Federal Government 
dominance; to stop the public-power tail 
wagging. the multiple-purpose dog. So far 
it has done just that. 

This bacl:ground, together with a look at 
the caliber of men running the show at 
Interior, leaves little basis for belief that 
the administration will materially alter the 
rules laid down in its power policy, or the 
guiding philosophy under which it is being 
applied, regardless of what pressures the 
public-power forces are able to bring to bear. 
Instead, it appears more within the realm 
of possibility that the administration may 
take the further step of seeking to enact 
basic principles of the policy into law. 
Logical · ·ehicle for such a step would be the 
log-rolling type of legislation, such as a 
public-works bill. That type of strategy is 
doubtless as good today as it was when the 
New Deal used it in the 1944 Flood Control 
Act. 

Left-wing public power, farm, and labor 
groups can be expected to step up their 
concerted war against the new power pollcy. 
and will continue efforts to llnk the private 
utilities to some sinister conspiracy to kill 
off public ownership gains. Organizations 
similar to the new Citizens for TV A, the 
recently formed Missouri Basin Electric Con
sumers Association, and the National Elec
trict Consumers Conference, which was 
hatched in Denver last month, will pop up 
with noisy regularity. But behind them all 
will be the same old crowd of public power 
diehards. They can be expected to come 
up with a.dditional stunts such as the 
threatened "kilowatt caravan" march on 
Washington, and a certain handful of Mem
bers of Congress will continue to be their 
sounding boards. The feathers will fly, time 
after time, in and out of Congress. 

Further improvement in the Washington 
political climat e may often be hard to detect 
through the noise and smoke of battle, but 
the chances are that the end of 1954 will see 
the public-power boys a badly licked crew. 

SAFE MAJORITY ON BIG ISSUES 
A look at the legislative front indicates 

that recurring fiareups in Congress over pow
er and related matters will get relatively 
little of the lawmakers' attention. Reason is 
that the Republican leadership will have its 
hands full trying to enact the President's 
progressive and dynamic program, which will 
involve such major issues as national de
fense, foreign aid, budget and taxes, the farm 
problem, labor-law revision, public housing, 
and social-security expansion. While Con
gress is closely divided between the two 
parties, continued support from conservative 
Democrats is expected to give the adminis
tration a fairly safe majority on most of the 
big issues. This is particularly true with 
respect to the public-power issue, which usu
ally finds its way into ·debates on appropria
tions. 

The problem of how to cut taxes and bal
ance the budget will remain a top adminis
tration headache, indicating that appropria
tions for Federal projects involving power 
facilities will be even skimpier than last 
year. 
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A lively fight is in prospect over the bill to 

authorize private redevelopment of power at 
Niagara Falls. The measure passed the House 
last year but got no action on the Senate 
side. Since the administration will neither 
support nor oppose the bill, any forecast of 
its fate is pure speculation. This much can 
be said: Its biggest hurdle has been opposi
tion by Governor Dewey, who wants the proj
ect developed by New York State. Governor 
Dewey's political potency is definitely on the 
wane. 

Some effort will be made to authorize pri
vate construction and operation of nuclear 
powerplants, but enactment of such legisla
tion is doubtful. Meanwhile, the Atomic 
Energy Commission will continue, probably 
expand, its program of joint atomic power 
research with private industry teams. Ex
pected agreement for private investment in 
steam-turbine and generating facilities to tie 
in with AEC's planned full-scale power re
actor, would begin shedding light on costs 
and technology involved in nuclear plants of 
central-station proportions. 

REGULATORY APPROACH REALISTIC 
The much improved atmosphere within the 

Federal Power Commission should be in
creasingly reflected by way of a more sym
pathetic and realistic approach to the in
dustry's regulatory problems. That the 
Commission is in step with the administra
tion's power policy views is best told in a 
recent statement by Chairman Jerome Kuy
kendall. He said that while Federal con
struction of hydroelectric projects "does not 
necessarily mean a detriment to private elec
tric ut1lity firms • • •. I would say, how
ever, as a general principle, that whenever 
the Government constructs a dam which 
could be built by non-Federal interests, that 
it has overextended itself." 

With over 90 percent of the Nation's farms 
electrified, the progressive decline of recent 
years in the REA program will continue, 
probably at a much faster clip. Fireworks 
may break out over past REA feasib1lity 
standards. Administrator Ancher Nelsen, 
who put the matter under close study, has 
revealed that "we have come across many 
disturbing situations." 

The Hoover Commission's study to deter
mlne the proper bounds of the Govern
ment's activities in the field of water- and 
power-resource development will move along 
quietly but steadily. Barring an unlikely 
interim report to Congress, the Commission's 
findings in this phase of its study will not be 
unveiled until the end of the year. Its rec
ommendations for changes in the Federal 
power setup are due by May 31, 1955. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MARCH 18, 1954 

<Legislative day of Monday, March 1, 
1954) 

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

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

o Thou shepherd of souls, who dost 
neither slumber nor sleep: We seek the 
completeness which is found only in 
Thee, because Thou hast first sought us. 
In the voice of conscience, in quiet hours 
when above earth's strident noises the 
still small voice speaks to our inmost 
self, in thoughts that will not stay on 
the ground, in deep needs that drive us 
to l'hee, in the sacrament of human 

Pakistan's Food Shortage Relieved by 
Only Two-Thirds of American Wheat 
Grant 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WALTER H. JUDD 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 17, 1954 
Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, a remark

able and rare phenomenon has occurred 
in south Asia recently which appears to 
have gone almost unnoticed by the 
American newspapers and the American 
people. 

I am referring to the action of the 
Government of Pakistan in announcing 
that the unshipped balance of the emer
gency gift of United States wheat 
granted last year will not be needed and 
will not be requested. 

It will be recalled that when a subcom
mittee of the House Foreign Affairs Com
mittee visited Pakistan just a year ago it 
recommended that the Congress provide 
immediately a grant of wheat to Pakistan 
to feed people who would otherwise 
starve before the next harvest, to prevent 
food riots and political instability in 
the country, and to prevent hoarding 
of grain with resulting rise in prices 
and increased fiscal difficulties. Amidst 
many prophecies that the grant would 
be misused or lead to further demands in 
the future, the Congress authorized ship
ment of 700,000 tons of wheat with pro
vision for 300,000 tons more if it should 
prove necessary. It is important for us 
to follow through on such transactions. 
How has it worked out? 

In simultaneous statements from 
Karachi and from the Pakistan Ambas
sador Syed Amjad Ali, in Washington, 
Pakistan has announced it will not need 
to avail itself of the United States offer 
of the additional 300,000 tons; and, fur
thermore, will not need the remaining 
90,000 tons of wheat which has not yet 
been shipped under the 700,000 tons 
allotted by the United States Govern
ment on June 25, 1953. 

In expressing Pakistan's appreciation 
of United States aid, and voluntarily 

love, in the flowering beauty of spring
tide, in the spiritual heritage of our race, 
in seers and prophets and in Christ over 
all, Thou dost stand at the door and 
knock. May we open the door and, ad
mitting the divine guest, ourselves be 
fit channels of that love which, at last, 
will break down every wall of partition 
and fulfill the desires of all nations. 
We ask it in the dear Redeemer's name. 
Amen. 

DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESI
DENT PRO TEMPORE 

The legislative clerk read the follow
ing letter: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, D. C., March 18, 1954. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate. 
I appoint Hon. J. GLENN BEALL, a Senator 

scaling down a portion of it by honestly 
reporting an improvement in the inter~ 
nal food situation, Pakistan is setting & 
rare and commendable example to 
scores of other nations around the world. 

It is a refreshing note to find such a 
combination of appreciation and coop
eration shown by one of the nations that 
the people of America are trying to help. 
Coupled with this forthright attitude on 
American economic aid, Pakistan is also 
to be congratulated by the American 
people and the American Congress, and
I should hope-by the rest of the free 
world, for its courageous stand in south 
Asia in support of united action to fight 
aggression. 

With its 80 million people, Pakistan 
can play an important role in bringing 
stability and security to that great area 
of south Asia between Turkey and the 
South China Sea. It is acknowledged 
that the agreement for friendly coop
eration in economic and military affairs 
between Pakistan and Turkey is one of 
the greatest things that has happened 
in that area in a long time. It gives 
strength where strength is needed. 

Despite the protests of some of her 
Communist and neutral neighbors, Pak
istan has refused to join the so-called 
neutral camp, but instead has taken the 
lead in working for collective security 
and strength in united action against 
aggression. In a significant action, Pak
istan, without fanfare or publicity, 
raised no objections to the United States 
request for landing and refueling facil
ities in its capital city, Karachi, for the 
emergency airlift of French reenforce
ments to Indochina. 

We always hear about the disappoint
ments in this long hard task of building 
strength and unity among the nations 
still free in the world. It is important 
that we take note with due apprecia
tion of the successes. Whenever two 
nations work in neighborly cooperation, 
with each contributing what it can to 
the other's need and thus bringing bene
fit to both, the example can be conta
gious. This has been a profitable expe
rience to both Pakistan and the United 
States. We look forward to mutually 
helpful association of our two countries 
in the future and welcome similar rela
tionships with all other friendly peoples. 

from the State of Maryland, to perform the 
duties of the Chair during my absence. 

STYLES BRIDGES, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BEALL thereupon took the chair 
as Acting President pro tempore. 

THEJOURNAr..; 
On request of Mr. KNOWLAND, and by 

unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Wednes
day, March 17, 1954, 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. 
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