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Medical Corps of the Navy, subject to quali
fication therefor as provided by law. 

The following-named Reserve officers to the 
grades indicated in the Medical Corps of the 
Navy, subject to qualification therefor as pro
vided by law: 

COMMANDER 

Harry A. Jenkins 

LIEUTENANT 

James K. Arnold Robert H. Hux 
Joseph F. Britton Roy C. Pittman 
FTed W. Doyle Roy S. White 
Robert G. 

Galbraith, Jr. 

The following-named Reserve officers to be 
lieutenants in the Dental Corps of the Navy, 
subject to qualification therefor as provided 
by law: 
William V. Gibson, Jr. Robert H. Spicer 
Roscoe P. Hylton, Jr. George K. Thomas 

The following-named civilian college grad
uates to be lieutenants in the Dental Corps 
of the Navy, subject to qualification there
for as provided by law: 
James D. Enoch James A. VanDyke 
Norman K. Luther 

Vincent C. Caranante, civilian college 
graduate to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Dental Corps of the Navy, and to be 
promoted to the grade of lieutenant when 
his line running mate is so promoted, sub
ject to qualification therefor as provided by 
law. 

Hollis Goddard, United States Navy, re
tired, to be reappointed from the temporary 
disability retired list under title 10, United 
States Code, section 1211, to the grade of 
lieutenant commander in the United States 
Navy, subject to qualification therefor as 
provided by law. 

Jack C. Bolander, United States Navy, for 
transfer to and appointment in the Supply 
Corps of the Navy in the permanent grade 
of lieutenant (junior grade) and in the tem
porary grade of lieutenant. 

The following-named officers of the Navy 
for permanent promotion to the grade of 
lieutenant: 

LIEUTENANTS, LINE 

Charles H. Temple George E. Eckerd 
"G" "E'' Townsend Homer R. Johnson 
Alan D. Watt Marvin J. Miller 
David"E. Leue Edward J. Hofstra 
James D. Elliott RichardT. Whitlock 
Darrell F. Kirkpatrick Robert H. Wagner 
Robert W. Barnard 

LIEUTENANTS, SUPPLY CORPS 

George F. Borbidge John M. Henderson 
Willard R. Crabtree George B. Halperin 
Thomas J. May 

LIEUTENANT, CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS 

Richard L~ Foley 
LIEUTENANT, MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS 

John D. Pruitt 
Farquhar Macbeth for permanent ap

pointment to the grade of second lieutenant 
for limited duty in the Marine Corps pur
suant to the provisions of title 10, United 
States Code, section 5589. 

The following-named officers for tempo
rary promotion to the grade of first lieuten
ant in the Marine Corps pursuant to the pro
visions of title 10, United States Code, sec
tion 5784: 

Orville R. Kartchner 
Robert W. Smith 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGil 

W. Lynn Parkinson, of Indiana, to be 
United States circuit judge, seventh circuit, 
vice H. Nathan Swaim, deceased. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

Robert A. Grant, of Indiana, to be United 
States district judge for the northern dis
trict of Indiana, vice W. Lynn Parkinson, 
ele"ated. 
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HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, AuGUST 21, 1957 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
Most merciful and gracious God, Thou 

art always standing at the door of our 
hearts waiting to be welcomed and to 
bestow upon us the blessings of Thy 
grace and goodness. 

May we acknowledge, gratefully and 
gladly, that at no moment of the day do 
we lack Thy kind and beneficent care, 
and never are we compelled to carry on 
in our own strength alone. 

Grant that we may be more sensitive 
and responsive to Thy voice calling us to 
be faithful stewards of Thy manifold 
blessings. 

We rejoice that Thou dost graciously 
condescend to take our feeble and faulty 
human efforts and use them in fulfilling 
Thy blessed purposes for all mankind. 

Give us a vivid sense of Thy presence 
and a vital experience of Thy power as 
we labor for the security of our beloved 
country and the peace of the world. 

Hear us in Christ's name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILLS ENROLLED 
Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 8992. An act to provide for the ap
pointment of representatives of the United 
States in the organs of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency, and to make other 
provisions with respect to the participation 
of the United States in that Agency, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 8996. An act to authorize appropria
tions for the Atomic Energy Commission in 
accordance with section 261 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 

announce that pursuant to the authority 
granted him on Tuesday, August 20, 
1957, he did on that day sign the fol
lowing enrolled bills of the House: 

H. R. 8992. An act to provide for the ap
pointment of representatives of the United 
States in the organs of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency, and to make other 
provisions with respect to the participation 
of the United States in that Agency, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 8996. An act to authorize appropria
tions for the Atoinic Energy Commission in 
accordance with section 261 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

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

McBride, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolutions of 
the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 293. An act to authorize settlement 
for certain inequitable losses in pay sus
tained by officers of the commissioned serv
ices under the emergency economy legisla
tion, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 787. An act to authorize the exchange 
of certain lands between the United States 
of America and the State of California; 

H. R. 993. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain land by the United States 
to the Cape Flattery School District in the 
State of Washington; 

H. R. 1259. An act to clear the title to cer
tain Indian land; 

H. R.1349. An act for the relief of John J. 
Fedor; 

H. R. 1365. An act for the relief of Elmer L. 
Henderson; 

H. R. 1424. An act for the relief of Sylvia 
Ottila Tenyi; 

H. R. 1595. An act for the relief of Vanja 
Stipcic; 

H. R. 1636. An act for the relief of George 
D. LaMont; 

H. R. 1652. An act for the relief of Rajka 
Markovic and Krunoslav Mar~ovic; 

H. R. 1797. An act for the relief of Maria 
Sausa and Gregorio Sausa; 

H. R. 1826. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain lands of the United States in Wyo
ming to Bud E. Burnaugh; 

H. R. 1851. An act for the relief of Dezrin 
Boswell (also known as Dezrin Boswell 
Johnson); 

H. R. 1953. An act to provide that checks 
for benefits provided by laws administered 
by the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs 
may be f01·warded to the addressee in cer
tain cases; 

H. R. 2058. An act for the relief of the 
Franklin Institute of the State of Pennsyl
vania; 

H. R. 2224. An act providing for payment 
to the State of Washington by the United 
States for the cost of replacing and relocat
ing a portion of secondary highway of such 
State which was condemned and taken by 
the United States; 

H. R. 2237. An act authorizing the trans
fer of certain property of the Veterans' Ad
ministration (in Johnson City, Tenn.) 
to Johnson City National Farm Loan Asso
ciation and the East Tennessee Production 
Credit Association, local units of the Farm 
Credit Administration; 

H. R. 2354. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Leatha Horn; 

H. R. 2816. An act to provide for the con
veyance of Esler Field, La., to the parish of 
Rapides in the State of Louisiana, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 2979. An act for the relief of Mary 
Hummel; 

H. R. 3025. An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Navy to surrender and convey to 
the city of New York certain rights of access 
in and to Marshall, John, and Little Streets, 
adjacent to the New York Naval Shipyard, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 3184. An act for the relief of Gordon 
Broderick; 

H. R. 3246. An act to authorize the ex
change of lands at the United States Naval 
Station, San Juan, P. R., between the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and the 
United States of America; 

H. R. 3280. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Grace c. Hill; 

H. R. 3683. An act for the relief of Chand
ler R. Scott; 

· H. R. 3818. An act to provide for the main
tenance of a roster of retired judges available 
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for special- judicial duty and for their as
signment to such duty by the Chief Justice 
of the United States; 

H. R. 3819. An act to amend section 331 of 
title 28, United States Code, to provide rep
resentation of district judges on the Judicial 
Conference of the United States. 

H. R. 4098. An act to provide for the con
veyance to the State of California a portion 
of the property known as Veterans' Admin
istration Center Reservation, Los Angeles, 
Calif., to be used for National Guard pur
poses; 

H. R . 4230. An act for the relief of W. C. 
Shepherd, trading as W. C. Shepherd Co.; 

H. R. 4344. An act for the relief of Malone 
Hsia; 

H. R. 4447. An act for the relief of W. R. 
Zanes & Co., of Louisiana, Inc.; 

H. R. 5288. An act for the relief of Orville 
G. Everett and Mrs. Agnes H. Everett; 

H. R. 5757. An act to increase the maxi
mum amount payable by the Veterans' Ad
ministration for mailing or shipping charges 
of personal property left by any deceased 
veteran on Veterans' Administration prop
erty; 

H. R. 5894. An act to amend the laws re
lating to the endorsement of masters on 
vessel documents and to provide certain ad
ditional penalties for failure to exhibit vessel 
documents or other papers when required 
by enforcement officers; 

H. R. 5924. An act relating to the interna- . 
tional convention to facilitate the importa
tion of commercial samples and advertising 
matter; 

H. R. 6080. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain property of the United 
States in Gulfport, Miss., to the Gulfport 
Municipal Separate School District; 

H. R. 6166. An act for the relief of Michael 
S. Tillmon; 

H. R. 6456. An act to amend section 304 
(d) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act, with respect to the disposition of certain 
imported articles which have been seized 
and condemned; 

H. R. 6521. An act to modify section 3 of 
the act of June 30, 1945 (59 Stat. 265); 

H. R. 7051. An act to stimulate industrial 
development near Indian reservations; 

H. R. 7467. An act to amend the act of 
March 3, 1901, with respect to the citizenship 
and residence qualifications of the directors 
or trustees of certain companies in the Dis
trict of Columbia; 

H. R. 7825. An act to exempt from taxation 
certain property of the B'nai B'rith Henry 
Monsky Foundation, in the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 7914. An act to amend the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 to provide incen
tive pay for human test subjects; 

H. R. 8076. An act to provide for the termi
nation of the Veterans' Education Appeals 
Board established to review certain determi
nations and actions of the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs in connection with educa
tion and training for World War II veterans; 

H . R. 8079. An act to amend .the act of 
June 20, 910, by deleting therefrom certain 
provisions relating to the establishment, de
posit, and investment of funds derived from 
land grants to the States of New Mexico and 
Arizona; 

H. R. 8429. An act to amend the Vocational 
Rehabilitation Act; 

H. R. 8531. An act to provide an interim 
system for appointment of cadets to the 
United States Air Force Academy for an ad
ditional period of 4 years; 

H. R. 8586. An act for the relief of Pasquale 
Pratola; 

H. R. 8705. An act to permit articles im· 
ported from foreign countries for the pur
pose of exhibition at the St. Lawrence Sea• 
way Celebration, to be held at Chicago, Ill., 
to be admitted without payment of tariff, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 8821. An act to amend title II · of the 
Social Security Act to facilitate the provision 
of social security coverage for State and local 
employees under certain retirement systems; 

H. R. 8929. An act to amend the act of 
A:ugust 27, 1935, as amended, to permit the 
disposal of lands and interests in lands by 
the Secretary of State to aliens; 

H. R. 9188. An act to amend the act to au
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to transfer 
to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts cer
tain lands and improvements comprising the 
Castle Island Terminal Facility at South Bos
ton in exchange for certain other lands; 

H. J. Res. 354. Joint resolution to authorize 
the designation of October 19, 1957, as Na· 
tional Olympic Day; 

H. J. Res. 367. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf of 
certain aliens; 

H . J. Res. 370. Joint resolution to extend 
the time limit for the Secretary of Commerce 
to sell certain war-built vessels for utiliza
tion on essential trade routes 3 and 4; 

H. J. Res. 393. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf of 
certain persons; 

H. J. Res. 404. Joint resolution providing 
for the recognition and endorsement of the 
second World Metallurgical Congress; 

H. J. Res. 408. Joint resolution authorizing 
the President to invite the States of the 
Union and foreign countries to participate 
in the St. Lawrence Seaway celebration to 
be held in Chicago, Ill., from January 1, 1959, 
to December 31, 1959; and 

H. J. Res. 410. Joint resolution to facilitate 
the admission into the United States of cer
tain aliens. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills, joint resolutions, and a 
concurrent resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 1558. An act for the relief of Phillis 
Guyadeen; 

H. R. 1678. An act to provide for the quit
claiming of the title of the United States to 
the real property known as the Barcelona 
Lighthouse site, Portland, N. Y.; 

H. R. 1741. An act for the relief of Ikuko 
Morooka Mahoney; 

H. R. 1868. An act for the relief of Daniel 
Adamson; 

H. R. 1944. An act to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act so as to make inapplica
ble, in the case of the survivors of certain 
members of the Armed Forces, the provisions 
which presently prevent the payment of 
benefits to alie:'ls who are outside the United 
States; 

H. R. 2741. An act to authorize and direct 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to con
vey certain lands of the United States to 
Hermann Hospital Estate, Houston, Tex.; 

H. R. 2842. An act to amend the Tariff Act 
of 1930 to provide for the temporary free im
portation of certain tanning extracts; 

H. R. 3658. An act to liberalize certain 
criteria for determining eligibility of widows 
for benefits; 

H. R. 4854. An act for the relief of Victoria 
Galea; 

H. R. 5538. An act to provide that with· 
drawals, reservations, or restrictions of more 
than 5,000 acres of public lands of the United 
States for certain purposes shall not become 
effective until approved by act of Congress, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6952. An act to authorize the trans· 
"fer of naval vessels to friendly foreign coun
tries; 

H. R. 7458. An act to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938, as amended, to restrict 
its application in certain overseas areas, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 7697. An act to provide additional fa
cilities necessary for the administration and 
training of units of the Reserve components 
of the Armed Forces of the United States; 

H. R. 8005. An act to provide for the con
veyance of an interest of the United States in 
and to fissionable materials in a tract of 
land in the county of Cook, and State of 
Illinois; 

H. R. 8284. An act for the relief of Inno
cenza Guarascio; 

H. R. 8753. An act to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act to include California, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island among the 
States which are permitted to divide their 
retirement systems into two parts so as to 
obtain social-security coverage, under State 
agreement, for only those State and local 
employees who desire such coverage; 

H. R. 8755. An act to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act to permit any instru
mentality of two or more States to obtain 
social-security coverage under its agreement 
separately for those of its employees who are 
covered by a retirement system and who 
desire such coverage; 

H : R. 8892. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to extend the time 
within which a minister may elect coverage 
as a self-employed individual for social-secu
rity purposes, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 9023. An act to amend the act of 
October 31, 1949, to extend until June 30, 
1960, the authority of the Surgeon General 
to make certain payments to Bernalillo 
County, N.Mex., for furnishing hospital care 
to certain Indians; 

H. J. Res. 338. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 340. Joint resolution to facilitate 
the admission into the United States of cer
tain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 368. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain aliens; 
' H. J. Res. 373. Joint resolution to facilitate 
the admission into the United States of cer
tain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 387. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain spouses and minor children of 
citizens of the United States; 

H. J. Res. 392. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 409. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf of 
certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 411. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain aliens; and 

H. Con. Res. 194. Concurrent resolution 
granting permanent residence to certain 
aliens. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and a joint reso
lution of the following titles. in which 
the concurrence of the House is re
quested: 

S. 33. An act to provide for the allocation 
of portions of the costs of Davis Dam and 
Reservoir to servicing the Mexican Water 
Treaty, and for other purposes; 

S. 166. An act to amend the laws granting 
education and training benefits to certain 
veterans so as to extend, with respect to cer
tain individuals, the period during which 
such benefits may be offered; 

S. 262. An act for the relief of Mrs. Yuriko 
Carpenter (nee Arai) ; 

S. 281. An act for the relief of Jaffa Kam; 
S. 328. An act to grant minerals, including 

oil and gas, on certain lands in the Crow 
Indian Reservation, Mont., to certain In
dians, and for other purposes; 

S. 365. An act for the relief · of Yukio 
Nobut~; 

S. 395. An act to encourage expansion of 
teaching and research in the education of 
mentally retarded children through grants 
to institutions of higher learning and to 
State educational agencies; 
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S. 655. An act for the relief of Brig. Gen. 

Chester W. Goble; 
S. 684. An act for the relief of Ilse Striegan 

Bacon; 
S. 732. An act granting an extension of 

patent to the United Daughters of the Con~ 
federacy; 

s. 882. An act for the relief of Pauline 
Ethel Angus; 

S. 888. An act for the relief of Alex P. 
Collins; 

S. 893. An act for the relief of Giuseppe 
(Joseph) Chillemi; 

S. 947. An act for the relief of Bronislawa 
Chomicz; 

S. 950. An act for the relief of Milutin 
Jovanovic; 

S. 1047. An act for the relief of Adelheid 
Pfeffer; 

S. 1322. An act for the relief of Heinrich 
Johann Ellebrecht; 

S. 1358. An act for the relief of Johanna 
Mayne; 

S. 1545. An act for the relief of Fou Yueh 
Lee; 

s. 1582. An act for the relief of Helen 
Demouchikous; 

S. 1634. An act for the relief of Carola 
Ohlig; . 

S. 1635. An act for the relief of Maria Tali~ 
oura Boisot; 

S. 1636. An act for the relief of Delfina 
Cinco de Lopez; 

S.1698. An act to amend the Veterans' Re
adjus'liment Assistance Act of 1952, to extend 
the time for filing claims for mustering
out payments; 

S. 1732. An act to readjust equitably the 
retirement benefits of certain individuals on 
the Emergency Officers' Retired List, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 1742. An act to amend the acts approved 
April 16 and July 17, 1906 (34 Stat. 116 and 
519), so as to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey certain lands on the 
Huntley reclamation project, Yellowstone 
County, Mont., to school district numbered 
24, Huntley Project Schools, Yellowstone 
County, Mont. 

S. 1835. An act for the relief of Maria Do
Jnenica Ricci; 

S. 1921. An act for the relief of Marla 
Goldet; 

S. 2012. An act for the relief of Giuliana 
Donadel Green; 

S. 2028. An act for the relief of Sherwood 
Lloyd Pierce; 

S. 2037. An act to amend the act of June 
28, 1946, authorizing the performance of 
necessary protection work between the Yuma 
project and Boulder Dam by the Bureau o! 
Reclamation; 

S. 2041. An act for the relief of Sala Weiss~ 
bard; 

s. 2043. An act for the relief of Genoveffa 
Migliozzi; 

S. 2046. An act for the relief of Gisela s. 
Hopkins; 

S. 2062. An act for the relief of Yasna 
Trevizan; 

S. 2123. An act for the relief of Frances 
Monteleone; 

S. 2124. An act for the relief of Tasia J. 
Somas; 

S. 2134. An act for the relief of Junior 
Yoo Luhta; 

S. 2135. An act for the relief of Judy~ 
Ellen Kay ( Choi Myosoon) ; 

S. 2136. An act for the relief of Mark Ray~ 
mond Johnson (Ray Whang) and Lance Holt 
Johnson (Lance Whang); 

S. 2164. An act for the relief of Elpis Maria 
Stephanou Fryback; 

s. 2172. An act for the relief of Walter 
Harry Hurt; 

S. 2182. An act for the relief of George E. 
Kitriniari and Demetroula E. Kitriniari; 

S. 2199. An act for the relief of Reinhard 
Klinefelter: ,. 

S. 2204. An act for the relief of Margaret E. 
Culloty; 

S. 2210. An act for the relief of Emmanuel 
Kim Kosmitis; 

S. 2248. An act for the relief of James 
Richard Scarlett (Richard Kurosawa); 

S. 2252. An act for the relief of Mrs. Fumi 
Ishikawa Clark; 

S. 2302. An act for the relief of James 
Charles McCain (Kim Keun Shik); 

S. 2305. An act to amend title 10, United 
States Code, with respect to crediting cer
tain service as a member of the Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps, and for other pur
poses; 

s. 2309. An act for the relief of Elaine Elva 
Oliver (Lee Myung Sook); 

s. 2314. An act for the relief of Paul Daniel 
Schaer ( Ba Be Kim) ; 

S. 2323. An act for the relief of Barbara 
Marie Waddington (Marie Kim); 

S. 2324. An act for the relief of Elaine 
Marie Simonton (Yu Keum Ok); 

S. 2325. An act for the relief of Benjamin 
Paul Klinger (Lee James); 

s. 2328. An act for the relief of Sieglinda 
Preiss; 

S. 2349. An act to facilitate the conduct of 
fishing operations in the Territory of Alaska, 
to promote the conservation of fishery re~ 
sources thereof, and for other purposes; 

S. 2382. An act for the relief of John 
Tompkins (K. M. Soo Man): 

S. 2438. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Business Corporation Act; 

S. 2467. An act to authorize the Adminis~ 
trator of Veterans' Affairs to negotiate a new 
contract with the city of Sturgis, S. Dak., 
with respect to the use of the sewage facili
ties of such city by the Fort Meade Veterans' 
Hospital, Sturgis, S. Dak.; 

S. 2484. An act for the relief of Margo 
Diann Wallace (Demetra); 

S. 2566. An act for the relief of Kimiko 
Muscarella; 

S. 2720. An act to amend the Fish and 
Wildlife Act of 1956 in order to increase the 
authorization for the fisheries loan fund 
established under such act; 

S. 2757. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to construct, operate, and 
maintain a reregulating reservoir and other 
works at the Burns Creek site in the upper 
Snake River Valley, Idaho, and for other 
purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 96. A joint resolution to author~ 
ize establishment of the U. S. S. Enterp1·ise 
(CV-6) in the Nation's Capital as a memo~ 
rial museum. 

The message aLso announced tt.at the 
Senate agrees to the amendment of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol
lowing title: 

S. 2431. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the Klamath River Basin Com
pact between the States of California and 
Oregon, and for related purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate recedes from its amendment to 
the bill <H. R. 2973) entitled "An act 
for the relief of the estate of William V. 
Stepp, Jr." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com~ 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ment of the Senate to the bill (S. 959) 
entitled "An act to amend the Agricul
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amend
ed, to exempt certain wheat producers 
from liability under the act where all the 
wheat crop is fed or used for seed or food 
on the farm, Sind for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

6709) entitled "An act to implement a 
treaty and agreement with the Republic 
of Panama, and for other purposes." 

The message further announced that 
the Senate agrees to the amendment of 
the House to Senate amendment No. 
6 to the bill <H. R. 4602) entitled "An 
3/Ct to encourage new residential con
struction for veterans' housing in rural 
areas and small cities and towns by rais
ing the maximum amount in which di
rect loans may be made from $10,000 to 
$13,500, to authorize and advance financ
ing commitments, to extend the direct 
loan program for veterans, and for other 
purposes," with an amendment. 

ADDITIONAL FACILITIES FOR 
RESERVE COMPONENTS 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's desk the bill 
<H. R. 7697) to provide additional fa
cilities necessary for the administration 
and training of units of the Reserve 
components of the Armed Forces of the 
United States, with a Senate amendment 
thereto, and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

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

ment, as follows: 
Page 1, line 8, strike out "1955" and insert 

"1950." 

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

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, will the gentleman 
explain what this does. 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. The 
amendment is purely clerical. Where 
the figure "1955" is used it should be 
"1950." That is the only change. 

Mr. GROSS. This in no way alters 
the regulation that was issued this 
week? 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. It does 
not make any change whatsoever in the 
bill except for this one minor clerical 
change. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman and I withdraw my res
ervation of objection. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

ELIGIBILITY OF WIDOWS FOR 
BENEFITS 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3658> 
to liberalize certain criteria for deter~ 
mining eligibility of widows for benefits, 
with a Senate amendment thertto, and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

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

as ·follows: 
Page 1, line 3, strike out "(e)" and in• 

sert: "(c)." 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

HERMANN HOSPITAL ESTATE. 
HOUSTON, TEX. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 2741) 
to authorize and direct the Administra
tor of Veterans' Affairs to convey certain 
lands of the United States to the Her
mann Hospital Estate, Houston, Tex ., 
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, lines 7 and 8, strike out "more 

particularly described in section 2." 
Page 2, line 1, after "upon" insert "the 

estate furnishing to the Administrator a 
legal description of such land, satisfactory 
to him, and." 

Page 2, strike out all after line 9 over to 
and including line 8 on page 6. 

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

Mr. MARTIN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
explain the amendments? 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
this is a land bill. There was a legal 
definition of the land. The Senate struck 
out the legal definition and left the de
termination to the Administrator of 
:Veterans' Affairs. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. With what land does 
this deal? 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. This is land 
in Houston, Tex., which the Veterans' 
Administration took to build a hospital, 
but it will not require it for a hospital. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 
~ There was no objection. 
· The Senate amendments were con
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

TRANSFER OF NAVAL VESSELS TO 
I FRIENDLY FOREIGN COUNTRIES 

· Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 6952) to 
authorize the transfer of naval vessels to 
friendly foreign countries, with a Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk ree.d the Senate amend· 

ment, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert: "That, notwithstanding section 7307 

of title 10, United States Code, or any .other 
law, the President may sell not to exceed 
three destroyers and one submarine to the 
Government of Venezuela, from the reserve 
fleet, and may extend the loan to two sub
marines to the Government of The Nether
lands, on such terms and under such 
conditions as he deems appropriate. The 
President may promulgate such rules and 
regulations as he deems necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this act. 

"SEC. 2. The loan authorized under this act 
is in renewal of the loan made under the 
authority granted by the act of July 11, 1952 
(66 Stat. 587) and shall be for a period not to 
exceed 5 years. Such loan shall be made on 
the condition that it may be terminated at 
an earlier date if necessitated by the defense 
requirements of the United States. 

"SEC. 3. All expenses involved in the activa
tion, rehabilitation, and outfj.tting, including 
repairs, alterations, and logistic support, of 
vessels transferred under this act shall be 
charged to funds programed for the recipient 
government under the Mutual Security Act 
of 1954, as amended, or to funds provided by 
the recipient government under the reim
bursable provisions of that act. 

"SEC. 4. No vessel may be made ayailable 
under this act unless the Secr.etary of De
fense, after consultation with the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, determines that its transfer 
is' in the best interests of the United States. 
The Secretary of Defense shall keep the Con
gress currently advised of all transfers under 
this act. 

"SEc. 5. The authority of the President to 
transfer naval vessels under this act termi
nates on December 31, 1959." 

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

Mr. GROSS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the 
House? 

Mr. RIVERS. This bill passed the 
House, authorizing the transfer of 49 
warships to friendly nations. It in
cluded destroyers, deptroyer escorts, and 
submarines, and enumerated the recipi
ent nations. The other body struck out 
all of the numbers of the ships and made 
available only four ships to the Govern
me:nt of Venezuela, which would buy the 
ships outright, and would extend a loan 
of two ships to the Government of the 
Netherlands. The other body struck out 
the remaining ships, with the under
standing that, it being a policy matter, 
they would take it up next session. The 
matter was taken up in the Committee 
on Armed Services. While we did not 
recommend such a course, it was all we 
could get, so the committee concurred 
in it. 

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman is well 
aware, I am sure, of the use that is be
ing made of some of the vessels we have 
given or sold, mostly given, to certain 
countries which are now harassing 
American fishermen. I hope that in 
any future legislation some cognizance 
will be taken of that situation where 
American vessels are used to harass 
American fishermen on the high seas. 

Mr. RIVERS. I thoroughly concur in 
what the gentleman has said. We would 
not want a thing like that. I am well 
aware of what the gentleman has in 
mind. This only relates to four ships to 
Venezuela, and extends a loan of two 
ships to the Netherlands. The distin
guished Members of the other body said 

they .would take up the remaining ques
tions in the next session. Our committee 
had no alternative but to accept. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman, 
and withdraw my reservation of objec
tion, Mr. Speaker. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was con

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

U. S. S. "ENTERPRISE" 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution <S. 
J. Res. 96) to authorize establishment of 
the U.S. S. Enterprise (CV-6) in the Na
tion's Capital as a memorial museum. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

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

Mr. MARTIN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
explain this joint resolution? 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, this reso
lution, Senate Joint Resolution 96, which 
passed the Senate on yesterday, would 
establish the U. S. S. Enterprise as a 
memorial museum in the Washington 
area. 

A group of officers who served aboard 
the U. S. S. Enterprise during World 
War II have associated themselves 
for the purpose of raising funds to 
establish the Enterprise as a memorial 
museum. It is proposed to berth the 
Enterprise somewhere in the Washing
ton,·D. C., area if the necessary funds to 
set up the Enterprise as a museum on a 
nonprofit basis are collected. The lead
er of the ,group engaged in this under
taking is Fleet Adm. William F. Halsey. 

The Enterprise has become obsolete 
after 20 years of outstanding service in 
the Navy. During World War II it ac
cumulated 18 or 22 possible combat stars 
for carriers in the Pacific area. At one 
time it was the only aircraft carrier op
erating in the Pacific. Thus it seems 
appropriate that the Enterprise be 
selected for memorial purposes. 

The approval of this resolution will 
not involve any expenditure of Federal 
funds and. the resolution is so worded as 
to render this absolutely certain. 

The Department of the Navy is in full 
support of this bill and the Bureau of 
the Budget has no objection to it. 

Mr. MARTIN. How many of these 
are coming in? i suppose there are 
many historic ships. 

Mr. VINSON. This is the only one 
where an association has been organized 
to take care of it out of the funds of the 
association. 

Mr. MARTIN. They will pay for it 
themselves? 

Mr. VINSON. This does not cost 1 
penny to the Federal Government. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I with• 
draw my reservation of objection. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. · 
The Clerk read the Senate joint reso

lution, as follows: 
Whereas the U. S. S. Enterprise, after 20 

years of outstanding service in the United 
States Navy, has been declared to be obsolete 
by reason of having outlived its military 
usefulness; and 

Whereas the U.S. S. Ente1·prise was known 
as the fightingest carrier in the fleet during 
World War II, during which time it accumu
lated 18 of 22 possible combat stars for · 
carriers in the Pacific area; and 

Whereas the U. S. s ... Enterprise at one 
period during World War II was the only 
aircraft carrier operating in the Pacific; and 

Whereas, although reported by the Japan
ese to be sunk 7 times, the U.S. S. Enterprise 
succeeded in accounting for 911 Japanese 
aircraft, 71 enemy ships sunk by her pilots, 
and another 192 ships damaged or probably 
sunk; and 

Whereas the U.S. S. Enterprise was called 
the Galloping Ghqst of the Oahu Coast by 
Fleet Adm. William F. Halsey, Jr., and during 
the early days of World War II symbolized 
the American resistance against a foe ad
vancing with seemingly overwhelming 
strength: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That subject to the condi
tions hereafter prescribed, at such time as 
the U. s. s. Enterprise is released by the 
United States and acquired by the Enterprise 
Association and its distinguished leader, 
Fleet Adm. William F. Halsey, United States 
Navy (retired), it may be berthed at, or in 
the vicinity of, the Nation's Capital as a 
memorial museum to be supported and 
maintained by private funds at no expense 
to the United States or the Government of 
the District of Columbia. · 

SEC. 2. In furtherance of the purposes of 
this act, the Secretary of the Navy is author
ized to transfer the Enterprise to the Enter
prise Association upon conditions (1) that 
a showing satisfactory to the Secretary of 
the Navy that the association is in a suitable 
position financially, or will be in a suitable 
position financially, to move, repair, reno
vate, berth, prepare for display, maintain, 
and administer such vessel satisfactorily 
and in the public interest for purposes of 
this act; (2) that a site for berthing the 
vessel with adequate land approach facili
ties is approved (a) by the Secretary of the 
Navy, the National Capital Planning Com
mission and the Secretary of Commerce and 
(b) if such site is within or adjacent to 
areas under thei"r jurisdiction, also by the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Fine Arts Com
mission, and the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia; (3) that the 
Enterprise will not be operated for profit 
above necessary operating and maintenance 
costs. 

SEc. 3. If the conditions described in sec
tion 2 are not met within 6 months of the 
date of enactment of this act, the Secretary 
of the Navy may dispose of the U. S. S. 
Enterp1·ise in accordance with law. 

The Senate joint resolution was or
dered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

CONVEYANCE OF FISSIONABLE 
MATERIAL 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 8005) 
to provide for the conveyance of an in
terest of the United States in and to 

fissionable materials in a tract of land 
in the county of Cook, and State of Illi• 
nois, 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 2, after line 5, insert: 
"SEc. 2. The Administrator of General 

Services is authorized and directed to convey 
by quitclaim deed to the city of Kearney, 
a municipal corporation of the county of 
Buffalo and State of Nebraska, all of the 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to uranium, thorium, and other ma
terials determined pursuant to section 5 (b) 
(1) of the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 (60 
Stat. 761) to be peculiarly essential to the 
production of fissionable material, contained 
in the tract of land in the county of Buffalo, 
State of Nebraska, which was conveyed by 
quitclaim deed from the United States of 
America to the city of Kearney, recorded on 
June 15, 1950, at book 151, page 47, in the 
deed records of Buffalo County, Nebr. (said 
deed having been issued by Deputy Regional 
Director, Liquidation Service, General Serv
ices Administration, Office of Real Property 
Disposal, on behalf of the Administrator of 
General Services in the name of United 
States of America)." 

Amend the title so as to read: "An act to 
provide for the conveyance of interests of 
the United States in and to fissionable ma
terials in certain tracts of land situated in 
Cook County, Ill., and in Buffalo County, 
Nebr." ' 

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

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, will the gentleman 
explain the amendments? 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I would be 
delighted to. The amendment was put 
on the bill by the other body and pro
vides that certain fissionable material 
reservations be reserved to the city of 
Kearney. The same matter was taken 
UP in the original bill and, as the gen
tleman will recall, I talked with him 
yesterday about it and with the senior 
Republican member on the subcommit
tee that handled it, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. MAY]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I with
draw my reservation of objection. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

AMENDING REORGANIZATION ACT 
OF 1949 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill <S. 1791) to 
further amend the Reorganization Act 
of 1949, as amended, so that such act 
will apply to reorganization plans trans
mitted to the Congress at any time be
fore June 1, 1959, with amendments of 
the House thereto, insist on the amend· 
ment of the House and agree to the con· 
ference requested by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the · 1·equest of . the gentleman from 

Texas?. (After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. DAWSON of Illinois, 
CHU.DOFF, BROOKS of Texas, Moss, HAR
DEN, BROWN of Ohio, and MICHEL. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STADIUM 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 1937) to 
authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation by the Armory Board of 
the District of Columbia of a stadium in 
the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, with amendments of the Sen
ate thereto, further disagree to the Sen
ate amendments and ask for a further 
conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. McMILLAN, HARRis, 
TEAGUE of Texas, SIMPSON of Illinois and 
O~HARA of Minnesota. ' 

PERMITTING SALE OF LAND IN 
OTTAWA COUNTY, MICH. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the present considera
tion of the bill <H. R. 7900) to permit the 
Secretary of Agriculture to sell to indi
viduals, land in Ottawa County, Mich .• 
which was acquired pursuant to the pro
visions of title III of the Bankhead-Janes 
Farm Tenant Act. 

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

the request cf the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the Secretary 

of Agriculture may sell to individuals such 
real property in Ottawa County, Mich., as 
(1) was acquired by him pursuant to the 
provisions of section 32 of the Bankhead
Janes Farm Tenant Act (7 U. S. C. 1011). 
(2) is being administered by him, and (3) 
he determines is not needed for public pur
poses and is suitable for private ownership. 

(b) The Secretary of Agriculture shall sell 
real property which is sold pursuant to the 
provisions of subsection (a) at a price which 
he determines to be the market value sub· 
ject to such terms and conditions as he may 
prescribe. Such terms and conditions shall 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture 
in light of guidance and recommendations 
received by him in consultation with the 
ottawa County Board of Supervisors and the 
West Ottawa Soil Conservation District of 
Ottawa County, Mich. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 2, beginning with line 3, strike out 
all the rest of subsection (b) and insert "to 
the highest responsible bidder but at not less 
than the fair market prlce thereof as deter
mined by him and in such parcels and sub
ject to such terms and conditions as he may 
prescribe." · 

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. 
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SUBCOMMITI'EE OF COMMITTEE ON 
ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Subcom .. 
mittee of the Committee on Armed Serv .. 
ices may have permission to sit during 
general debate today. 

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

There was no objection. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1958 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CAN
NONJ. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 9131) making supplemental ap .. 
propriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1958, and for other purposes, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement on the part of the managers 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 
\ There was no objection. 

)
. The Clerk read the statement. 
'l' he conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 1207) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9131) making supplemental appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1958, . 
and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 19, 20, 52, and 60. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered, 1, 5, 11, 13, 16, 18, 21, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31 , 35, 36, 37, 39, 42, 
44, 46, 48, 51, 53, 55, 59, 62, 63, 65, 66, 67, 
68, 71, 73 , and 74, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$4,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree 
to the same with a.n amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$100,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert "$310,000,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$75,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-

ment insert "$332,500"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

The committee of conference report in dis
agreement amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 
8 , 10, 12, 14, 15, 32, 33, 34, 38, 40, 43, 45, 
47, 49, 50, 54, 57, 58, 61, 64, 69, 70, 72, and 75. 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
GEORGE MAHON, 
ALBERT THOMAS, 
JOHN J . ROONEY (except as 

to language in proviso, 
Amendment No. 58). 

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
CLIFF CLEVENGER, 

Manage1·s on the Part oj the House. 
CARL HAYDEN, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
LISTER HILL, 
SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, 
JOHN STENNIS, 
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, 
MILTON YOUNG, 
WILLIAM F. KNOWLAND, 
EDWARD J. THYE, 
KARL E. MUNDT, 
MARGARET CHASE SMITH, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

··· ",~.,;.:;_ 1 . .,;.; -... STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9131) making 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1958, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompanying 
conference report as to each of such amend
ments, namely : 

CHAPTER I 
Department of Agriculture 

Amendment No. 1: Inserts chapter num
ber. 

Agricultural Research Service 
Amendment No. 2: Appropriates $4,000,000 

for plant and animal disease and pest con
trol instead of $5,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. The amount agreed to will provide 
$1,600,000 to initiate a program of eradica
tion of the screwworm and will provide $2,-
400,000 to initiate the fireant eradication 
program. 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
Amendment No. 3: Reported in disagree

ment. It is the intention of the managers 
on the part of the House to offer a motion 
to recede and concur with the Senate amend
ment, inserting $1,300,000 instead of $3,500,-
000 as proposed by the Senate. The amount 
approved will provide funds to enable the 
Department to initiate the poultry inspection 
program, on a deficiency basis if necessary. 
Agricultural Conservation Program Service 
Amendment No. 4: Reported in disagree-

ment. 
CHAPTER II 

Department of Commerce 
Amendment No. 5: Changes chapter num

ber. 
Civil Aeronautic's Administration 

Amendment No. 6: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Coast and Geodetic Survey 
Amendment No. 7: Reported in disagree

ment. The managers on the part of the 
House intend to offer a motion which will 
appropriate $2,400,000 in lieu of $3 ,456,000 
as proposed by the Senate. The amount pro
vided herein, together with funds previously 
appropriated, provides a total of $6,100,000 
for the new surveying ship. The conferees 
are in agreement that this amount is to be 
the total cost of the ship. 

Bureau of PUblic Roads 
Amendment No. 8: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Weather Bureau 

Amendment No. 9: Appropriates $100,000 
for Salaries and Expenses instead of $372,100 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The Panama Canal 
Amendment No. 10: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Independent Agencies 

Amendment No. 11: Inserts heading. 
Advisory Committee on Weather Control 
Amendment No. 12: Reported in disagree-

ment. 
Small Business Administration 

Amendment No. 13: Inserts heading. 
Amendments Nos. 14 and 15: Reported in 

disagreement. 
CHAPTER III 

Department of Defense-Military functions 

Department of the Army 
Amendment No. 16: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 17: Appropriates $310,-

000,000 for military construction, Army, in
stead of $305,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $315,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates $55,000,-
000 for military construction, Army Reserve 
Forces as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$46,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Department of the Navy 
Amendment No. 19: Appropriates $265 ,· 

000,000 for military construction, Navy, as 
proposed by the House instead of $300,000,· 
000 as proposed by the Senate and ·adds the 
following projects, as approved by the House, 
to the funding program as approved by the 
Senate: 
MCAS, El Toro, Calif_ ____________ $209 , 000 
MCTC, Twentynine Palms, CaliL- 270,000 

Department of the Air Force 
Amendment No. 20: Appropriates $900,-

000,000 for military construction, Air Force, 
as proposed by the House instead of $950,-
000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The com
mittee of conference approves the funding 
program as proposed by the Senate and has 
allowed $17,253,000 for the Air Academy. 

General provisions 
Amendments Nos. 21 through 31: Change 

section numbers. 
Amendments Nos. 32, 33, and 34: Reported 

in disagreement. 
CHAPTER IV 

Department of Defense-Civil functi ons 

Department of the Army 
Amendment No. 35: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendments Nos. 36 and 37: Appropriate 

$2,475,000, of which not to exceed $1,405,000 
shall be available • for administrative and 
information and education expenses for ad
ministration, Ryukyu Islands, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $2,410,000 and $1,340,-
000, respectively, as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 38: Reported in disagree
ment. It is the intention of the managers 
on the part of the House to offer a motion to 
recede and concur with the Senate amend
ment with an amendment. In recommend
ing an appropriation of $1,513,000 the con
ferees are agreed that the amount is for 
power facilities at the marine base or a 
transmission system to the marine base, 
whichever is more economical. No other 
construction is authorized. 

CHAPTER V 

Independent Oftlces 
Amendment No. 39: Changes chapter 

number. 
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General Services Administration 

Hospital Facilities in the District of Columbia 
Amendment No. 40: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Housing and Home Finance Agency 

Amendment No. 41: Appropriates $75,000 
for farm housing research instead of $150,-
000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Department of the Interior 
Amendment No. 42: Changes chapter 

number. 
Bureau of Land Management 

Amendment No. 43: Reported in disagree· 
ment. 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Amendment No. 44: Authorizes transfer 

of $169,000 as proposed by the Senate in· 
stead of $118,000 as proposed by the House 
for emergency operation and maintenance of 
the San Carlos irrigation project on a non· 
reimbursable basis. 

Amendment No. 45: Reported in disagree· 
ment. 
Commission for a National Cultural Center 

Amendment No. 46: Inserts limitation pro
posed by the Senate that not to exceed 
$12,000 of the unobligated balance may be 
used for expenses of the Commission for a 
National Cultural Center. 

Depm-tment of Agriculture 

Forest Service 
Amendment No. 47: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CHAPTER VII 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

Amendment No. 48: Inserts chapter num· 
ber. 

Public Health Service 
Amendments Nos. 49 and 50: Reported in 

disagreement. 
Amendment No. 51: Appropriates $34,000 

for construction of Indian health facilities 
as proposed by the Senate. 

General provisions 
Amendment No. 52: Deletes language pro

posed by the Senate. 
CHAPTER VIII 
Public works 

Amendment No. 53: Changes chapter 
number. 

Department of Defense-Civil functions 
Amendment No. 54: Reported in disagree• 

ment. The managers on the part of the 
House will propose an amendment to include 
$425,000 in lieu of $475,000, proposed by the 
Senate. This action will eliminate funds 
provided in the Senate amendment for Rath· 
bun Dam, Iowa (planning). 

CHAPTER IX 

Department of State 
Amendment No. 55: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 56: Appropriates $332,500 

for the Eleventh World Health Assembly in
stead of $290,000 as proposed by the House 
and $375,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 57: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 58: Reported in disagree
ment. 

The judiciary 
Amendment No. 59: Authorizes $10,000 for 

salaries of referees aa proposed by the Sen• 
ate. 

Amendment No. 60: Authorizes $75,000 for 
expenses of referees as proposed by the 
House instead of $150,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

President's special international program 
Amendment No. 61: Reported in disagree

ment. The managers on the part of the 
House will propose an amendment to include 
$545,000 of the increased amount provided 
for in the Senate amendment; of this 
amount $430,000 is solely for the purpose of 
paying Belgian taxes and $115,000 is solely 
for insurance required under Belgian law. 

CHAPTER X 

Treasury Department 
Amendment No. 62: Changes chapter 

number. 
CHAPTER XI 

District of Columbia 
Amendment No. 63: Changes Chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 64: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendments Nos. 65 and 66: Insert $29,-

090 to pay judgments set forth in Senate 
Document Numbered 57. 

CHAPTER XII 

Legislative branch 
Amendment No. 67: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 68: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 69: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 70: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CHAPTER XIII 

Claims for damages, audited cla·ims, and 
judgments 

Amendment No. 71: Changes chapter 
number. 

Amendment No. 72: Reported in disagree
ment. 

CHAPTER XIV 

General provisions 
Amendments Nos. 73 and 74: Change 

chapter and section number. 
Amendment No. 75: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
GEORGE MAHON, 
ALBERT THOMAS, 
JoHN J. ROONEY (ex-

cept as to language 
in proviso, Amend
ment No. 58) 

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
CLIFF CLEVENGER, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think 
there is nothing controversial in this 
conference report. There are, in addi· 
tion to the report, 28 amendments in 
technical disagreement. That is, under 
the rules the conferees are required to 
bring them back to be voted upon sep
arately, and they will come up imme
diately following adoption of the confer
ence report. 

I might say, by way of summary, Mr. 
Speaker, that the estimates which came 
to us from the Bureau of the Budget ag
gregated $1,860,748,967. 

We made a material reduction in those 
estimates in the committee, and the bill 
as it passed the House carried only $1,-
581,590,587. In the other body estimates 
aggregated even more, reaching $1,972,-
767,827. As passed by the Senate the 
bill aggregated $1,824,001,547. The con
ference agreed to $1,734,011,947. 

As compared with the Senate estimates 
the conference was $238,755,880 below. 
As compared with the House bill it was 
$152,421,360 above, and compared with 
the Senate bill it was $89,989,600 below. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
· Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle

man from Iowa. 
Mr. GROSS. ·wm the gentleman 

again state, for the benefit of the gen
tleman from Iowa and the Members of 
the House, the difference between the 
figures of the House bill and the Senate 
bill and whether or not the figure ar
rived at in the conference is higher or 
lower than the bill which the House origi
n8Jly approved? 

Mr. CANNON. The bill as passed by 
the House was much lower than the esti
mates. The House bill carried $1,581,-
590,587. The other body, however, had 
a greater amount of estimates, $1,972,-
767,827, and passed it at $1,824,001,547, 
which was still less than the estimate 
but more than the House bill. I trust 
that answers the gentleman's question. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, it did not 
take very long, only 48 hours, for the 
other body to run up this bill from $1,-
581,000,000 to $1,824,000,000. · 

The bill which comes from the confer
ence is $89,989,600 below the Senate bill. 
It is above the House bill by $152 million, 
approximately. 

I have no objection to this conference 
report. There are some pretty big items 
in it, but it is the best that could be done 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield in order that I may make 
a suggestion to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations?. 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. If I may have the at
tention of the chairman of the Appropri
ations Committee, Mr. CANNON, I would 
like to suggest that in the next session of 
Congress all conference reports-on 
which we get all too little information
come to the House with a table showing 
as did the conference report on H. R. 
7665, the Defense Department appropria
tion bill, the changes that are made. 
That ought to be comparatively easy to 
provide. 

I suggest to the gentleman that next 
year the Appropriations Committee try 
to accompany every report with this kind 
of table so that all Members of the House 
can readily see the changes that have 
been made in the bill as to total amounts 
and the various purposes for which 
appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman is 
aware, these conference reports are cus
tomarily in stereotyped form. It has 
never been the practice to show those 
figures in the conference report for the 
reason that they are in the bill itself. 

Mr. TABER. There are two items in 
disagreement, one with reference to the 
Burke Airport and one with reference to 
a channel in the Columbia River running 
into The Dalles. I shall oppose them 
as they are reached, but as far as the 
conference report itself is concerned, I 
am not opposed to that. 

.Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the first amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, of the 

28 amendments remaining, I shall ask 
unanimous consent that we consider en 
bloc those that are purely formal and 
upon which there is no difference of 
opinion. I ask unanimous consent that 
the following amendments be considered 
en bloc: Nos. 8, 15, 34, 43, 45, 47, 49, 50, 
58, 64, 72, and 75. 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I urge 

adoption of the pending motion of the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON J particularly since the 
House would thereby recede and concur 
in amendment in disagreement No. 58 
which concerns the sum $3,525,000 for 
the purchase of Israeli pounds for educa
tional, scientific, and cultural activities 
in the State of Israel. The other body 
added to the House appropriation a pro
viso "that this amount shall be used for 
purchase of foreign currencies from the 
special account for the informational 
media guaranty program, at rates of ex
change determined by the Treasury De
partment, but in no event at a higher 
rate per unit than the Free World mar
ket value of the currency purchased, and 
the amounts of any such purchases shall 
be covered into miscellaneous receipts of 
the Treasury." 

I have been advised this morning that 
the Department of State and the Treas
ury Department feel that with this lan
guage inserted by the other body includ
ing the words "but in no event at a higher 
rate per unit than the Free World mar
ket value of the currency purchased'' 
they will be able to effectively carry out 
the program as originally presented to 
the House Committee on Appropriations. 
The pending motion should be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the Senate amendments. 

senate amendment No. 8: On page 3, 
after line 17, insert the following: 

"BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 

"Public lands highways 

"'Liquidation of contract authorization 
"'For payment of obligations incurred pur. 

suant to the contract authorization granted 
by section 6 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act 
of 1954 (68 Stat. 73) and section 106 of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956 (70 Stat. 
376), to remain available until expended, 
$1,533,000, which sum is composed of 
*225,000, the balance of the amount author· 
ized to be appropriated for the fiscal year 
1957, and $1,308,000, a part of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1958." 

Senate amendment No. 15: Page 6, after 
line 2, insert the following: 

"REVOLVING FUND 

••For additional capital for the revolving 
fund authorized by the Small Business Act of 
1953, as amended, to be available without 
fiscal year limitations, $100,000,000." 

Senate amendment No. 34: On page 13 
a-fter line 7 insert the following: 

"SEc. 314. The General Counsel of the 
Department of Defense shall pe paid at the 

rate prescribed by Reorganization Plan 
No. 6 approved June 30, 1953 (67 Stat. 638) ." 

Senate amendment ~o. 43: Page 19, afte~ 
line 14, insert the following: 

"BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
"Construction 

"Not to exceed $1,423 of the funds available 
to the Bureau of Land Management from 
definite annual appropriations shall be avail· 
able for reimbursing the city of Monticello, 
Utah, for the cost of improvements to streets 
and appurtenant facilities adjoining property 
under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of 
Land Management." 

Senate amendment No. 45: On page 20, 
line 9, after the word "basis" insert a colon 
and the following: "Provided, Tha;t the 
secretary of the Interior is authorized to 
expend income received from leases on lands 
on the Colorado River Indian Reservation 
(southern and northern reserves) for the 
benefit of the Colorado River Indian Tribes 
and their members during the current fiscal 
year, or until beneficial ownership of the 
lands has been determined if such deter· 
mination is made during the current fiscal 
year." 

Senate amendment No. 47: On page 21, 
after line 14, insert the following: 

"DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

"Forest Service 
"Forest land management: During the 

current fiscal year not to exceed $50,000 of 
the funds appropriated under this head· 
ing shall be available for the acquisition of 
sites authorized by the act of March 3, 1925, 
as amended (16 u.S. C. 555), without regard 
to any other limitation on the amount avail· 
able for this purpose." 

Senate amendment No. 49: On page 22, 
after line 4, insert the following: 

"COMMUNICABLE DISEASES 

"Communicable diseases: For an additional 
amount for 'Communicable diseases', for 
emergency measures necessary for the further 
prevention and control of a threatened or 
actual epidemic of influenza, $800,000: Pro· 
vided, That $2,000,000 may be transferred 
from funds appropriated for disaster relief 
pursuant to the act of September 30, 1950, 
chapter 1125, section 8 (64 Stat. 1109), for 
the purposes specified in this paragraph, in· 
eluding the purchase, without regard to 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, and 
distribution of supplies and materials for 
prevention and control and grants to States 
of money and medical supplies and materials, 
upon a finding by the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, upon the recom· 
mendation of the Surgeon General and the 
National Advisory Health Council, that a 
threatened or actual epidemic of influenza 
constitutes an actual or potential health 
emergency of national significance." 

Senate ame~dment No. 50: On page 22, 
after line 21, i!f>ert the following: 

"HOSPITALS AND MEDICAL CARE 

"The limitation under this head contained 
in the Third :Supplemental Appropriation 
Act, 1957, for payments for medical care of 
dependents and retired personnel under the 
Dependents' Medical Care Act is increased 
by such sum or sums as may be necessary 
for the purpose." 

Senate amendplent No. 58: On page 25, line 
9, after "$3,525,000" insert a colon and the 
following: "Provided, That this amount sliall 
be used for purchase of foreign currencies 
from the special account for the informa
tional mediums guaranty program, at rates of 
exchange determined by the Treasury De· 
partment, but in no event at a higher rate per 
unit than the Free World market value of 
the currency purchased, and the amounts of 
any such purchases shall be covered into 
miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury." 

Senate amendment No. 64: On page 27, 
after line 19, insert the following: 

"DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

"Department of Public Health, amounts 
equal to the cost of medical services ren· 
dered recipients of public assistance, without 
charge, may from time to time be trans
ferred to the Department of Public Welfare 
for deposit into a fund, hereby established, 
for the purpose of matching Federal grants 
under the Social Security Act for payment 
for medical services as provided under that 
act, payment of related administrative ex
pense, and return of any surplus to the gen· 
eral fund of the District of Columbia." 

Senate amendment No. 72: Page 32, after 
line 24, insert the following: 

"For payment of claims for damages as 
settled and determined by departments and 
agencies in accord with law, audited claims, 
certified to be due by the General Account· 
ing Office, and judgments rendered against 
the United States by United States district 
courts and the United States Court of Claims, 
as set forth in Senate Document No. 60, 
85th Congress, $753,860 together with such 
amounts as may be necessary to pay interest 
(as and when specified in such judgments or 
in certain of the settlements of the General 
Accounting Office or provided by law) and 
such additional sums due to increases in 
rates of exchange as may be necessary to pay 
claims in foreign currency: Provided, That 
no judgment herein appropriated Ior shall 
be paid until it shall have become final and 
conclusive against the United States by fail· 
ure of the parties to appeal or otherwise: 
Provided further, That, unless otherwise 
specifically required by law or by the judg· 
ment, payment of interest wherever appro· 
priated for herein shall not continue for 
more than 30 days after the date of approval 
of this act." 

Senate amendment No. 75: On page 34, 
after line 14, insert the following: 

"SEc. 1402. The appropriations, authori
zations, and authority with respect thereto 
in this act shall be available from July 1, 
1957, for the purposes provided in such ap
propriations, authorizations, and authority. 
All obligations incurred during the period 
between June 30, 1957, and the date of en· 
actment of this act in anticipation of such 
appropriations, authorizations, and authority 
are hereby ratified and confirmed if in ac· 
cordance with the terms hereof, and the 
terms of Public Law 85-78, 85th Congress, 
as amended." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I · move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendrnent No. 3: On page 2, line 

10, insert: 
"AGRICULTURAL MARKETING .SERVICE 

••:ror an additional amount for 'Marketing 
Research and Service,' for Marketing Serv· 
ices, $3,500,000: Provided, That this para· 
graph shall be effective only upon enactment 
into law of S. 1747 of the 85th Congress." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 3, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In ·ueu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment in
sert "$1,300,000." 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Spea~er, will the 
gentleman ·yield? 
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Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle

man from Iowa. 
Mr. GROSS. Is the money provided in 

this bill for the other body for $1 million 
worth of furniture? 

Mr. CANNON. That will come in a 
later amendment. We are taking the 
Senate amendments in the order in 
which they appear in the bill. 

Mr. GROSS. What is that amend
ment number? 

Mr. CANNON. Amendments Nos. 69 
and 70 deal with the subject. 

Mr. GROSS. That includes the $1 
million worth of furniture? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, furniture and 
furnishings for the new Senate Office 
Building. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 4: Page 2, line 15, 

insert: 
"AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION PROGRAM

SERVICE 
"Emergency conservation measU1·es 

"For an additional amount for 'Emergency 
conservation measures,' to be used for the 
same purposes and subject to the same con
ditions as the funds appropriated under 
this head in the Third Supplemental Appro
priation Act, 1957, $25,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
'Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 4, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
"$20,000,000." 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 

Speaker, the $20 million contained in 
the conference report on H. R. 9131 will 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make payments to farmers to carry our 
emergency conservation measures tore
habilitate farmlands damaged by wind 
erosion, ftoods, hurricanes, and other 
natural disasters. A substantial portion 
of the funds will be used to provide as
sistance to farmers who have suffered 
serious flood damage in recent weeks in 
about 11 States, including Minnesota. 

The language of the bill provides that 
the funds may be distributed among 
States and individual farmers without 
regard to the formula contained in the 
basic law. It is proposed, therefore, to 
distribute the funds among the states in 
accordance with the needs for such 
~ssistance. 

The program will be carried out on a 
cost-sharing basis. The Federal portion 
will run from 50 to 80 percent. Spe-

cific practices on farmlands to be au
thorized include emergency drainage, 
filling of gulleys and holes, removing of 
debris, and deep plowing to turn under 
gravel and sand deposits. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 6: Page 3, line 3, 

strike out: 

"CIVIL AERONAUTICS ADMINISTRATION 
"Construction and development, additional 

Washington airport 
"For necessary expenses for the construc

tion and development of a public airport in 
the vicinity of the District of Columbia, as 
authorized by the act of September 7, 1950 
( 64 Stat. 770), including a._cquisition of land, 
$12,500,000, to remain available until ex
pended: Provided, That not to exceed a total 
of $250,000 may be advanced to the ap
plicable appropriations of the Civil Aero
nautics Administration for necessary admin
istrative expenses." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House insist on its disagree
ment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
preferential motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TABER moves to recede and concur 

in Senate amendment No. 6. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THOMAS]. -

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I hope 
Mr. TABER's motion is voted down. This 
is our old familiar problem, the Burke 
Airport. What our amendment does is 
simply to reinstate the House language, 
just like this House passed it 2 weeks 
ago. Then what we will do is to take the 
language of the Senate report. Now, the 
Senate report says they are going to 
appoint this high-powered, super-duper 
board, the expert of all experts. We 
agree to that. We would agree that they 
report back on the 15th of January. 
Then we would make it mandatory that 
the Secretary of Commerce make a de
cision where he wants to put that air
port. We do not say where-Friendship, 
Chantilly, Burke, or any place in the 

. area-and then it should be mandatory 
that the CAA go ahead and start building 
it with the $12.5 million. 

Now, we have no personal interest in 
this matter. Our interest is on the side 
of safety. Frankly, I have never been 
to any one of these sites, and all I am 
trying to do is to carry a little chore 
for the CAA, Secretary Rothschild, and 
Secretary Sinclair Weeks. That is my 
interest in it. I understand the Presi
dent wants the airport. He knows it is 
dangerous not to have another facility, 
and that is our interest. 

I hope the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York is voted down. 
If we go back to conference with the 
Senate, I have every reason to believe 
that we will reach an agreement in less 
than 30 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. YOUNGER. Am I to understand 
from the gentleman from Texas that the 
new Air Modernization Board is the 
group to settle on the airport question? 

Mr. THOMAS. They are going to 
make the recommendation. That is 
what the other body wanted and we 
adopted what they wanted. 'They made 
the recommendation. 

Mr. YOUNGER. When the House ap
proved setting up the Modernization 
Board it was solely for the purpose of 
establishing safety devices for air trans
portation. This injects an entirely new 
purpose into the Air Modernization 
Board. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to my friend 
that he is exactly right. But the other 
body said that these were the experts of 
all experts and they wanted them to go 
out and study this problem and make a 
report .bY January 15. We said, "Okay, 
we thmk that is a good idea. But 
after they make their report we want 
Mr. Sinclair Weeks to really start some
thing moving. We do not care where it 
is-Bu~ke, Chantilly, or whatnot; any 
place m the area, just so we take the 
pressure off this airport out here and 
preve~t a serious accident." That is all 
we are trying to do. 

Mr. YOUNGER. I have no objection 
to that. I agree with the gentleman 
from Texas that it is fine to get the 
airport, but it would be absolutely wrong 
for us to assign duties to the Air Mod
ernization Board which were never con
templated when that Board was estab
lished. 

Mr. THOMAS. That was the thinking 
of the other body and we were just trying 
to go along. Of course, we know the 
Board is very capable and very respon
sible. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from Maryland. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. I thank the gentle· 
man for saying that he is interested in 
safety. I am sure all of us are. All of 
us know that the Washington National 
Airport is overcrowded. But without ex
pending this $12% million you have 
Friendship available today. You can re
lieve the overcrowded condition by using 
Friendship right now. The $12% mil
lion is only the beginning. It will run 
closer to $75 million or $90 million. I 
hope the motion of the gentleman from 
New York will be approved. 

Mr. THQMAS. May I say to my friend 
that I do not know where he gets his 
figure of $90 million. None of the ex
perts have gone that high. I am a non· 
expert and the figure that I would pick 
out, based upon what they say, is around 
$60 million. But let me say to my friend 
from Maryland that we are trying to 
help him. We know the pressure he is 
under. If my guess is worth anything, 
and I give it to him as a guess, purely 
as a nonexpert, the CAB will force the 
use of his airport in less than 7 months. 
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Mr. FRIEDEL. That I will have to 
see. 

Mr. THOMAS. I take their word for 
it, and I believe they will. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Judging by past ac
tions, I cannot be too sure. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman must 
remember that the CAB is under some 
legal restrictions. They will get out 
from under those legal restrictions, in 
my judgment, in from 5 to 7 months. 
Further, my judgment is that they will 
force the use of that airport. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BROYHILL]. 

Mr. BROYHILL. Mr. Speaker, I take 
the floor at this time to make a very 
brief and possibly final appeal to my col
leagues concerning this airport problem. 
I do so fully realizing that when the 
distinguished members of the Commit
tee on Appropriations make a recom
mendation to this body it is almost im
possible, certainly the odds are over
whelmingly against, a person with the 
little influence that I have, to over
come their recommendations. 

However, Mr. Speaker, I submit that 
there is not one Member of this body 
who, if he felt as I do, that the welfare, 
safety, comfort, and well-being of his 
constituents were at stake would not 
take the floor and take the same posi
tion I am taking here this morning. We 
are all aware of the problem of air facil
ities around here. We do not want to 
delay the improvement of those facili
ties. We appreciate that the members 
of the Committee on Appropriations 
have recognized that the Congress does 
have a responsibility to the people of the 
Nation's Capital and the surrounding 
area in helping them to solve the prob
lem. 

However, I feel that we are approach
ing this problem in an air of despera
tion and panic. We have heard some 
rather dramatic statements about the 
danger out there at National Airport, 
that it is a deathtrap. We have heard 
that we have been confronted with the 
problem for 7 years and we should not 
delay it any further. We have heard 
that the experts have recommended a 
certain site and that we should shut our 
eyes and acquiesce in the advice of the 
experts. 

I do not tb,ink the danger at the Na-
tional Airport is as great as has been 
portrayed here. The Civil Aeronautics 
Administration officials do not say there 
is danger there. They control the flights 
coming in and taking off there. They 
can shift the flights to Friendship if the 
conditions do become too dangerous. 
They never testified that there was a 
dangerous situation existing at the Na
tional Airport. They have testified that 
they need additional air facilities. 

What about this emergency? Sure, it 
has been 7 years since the problem first 
came before us. But the Department of 
Commerce and the Civil Aeronautics Ad
ministration have not treated it as an 
emergency. They have not come up here 
every year asking for appropriations on 
an emergency basis. Certainly if it were 
an emergency they would have come up 
here earlier this year, and not in the 
closing days of the session. 

As far as the advice of experts is con
cerned, there is a lot of inconsistency 
and contradiction among the experts on 
this matter. The Curtis White House 
Commission stated in their report that 
an airport should not be located within 
a radius of 16 miles of an existing air 
facility. So I think it is because of the 
conflict in the advice of these experts 
that we should hold off on this appro
priation here today. Certainly it is not 
consistent for the Congress to take 
blindly the advice of experts in appropri
ating money for anything. We merely 
seek the advice and the consultation of 
the experts. 

I submit also that we have arrived at 
a crossroads in this problem. We do not 
want to take a negative approach any 
further. We want to take positive ac
tion. That is why we feel like going 
along with the other body when they 
state that they )Vant until January 15, 
that they do want to consult with the 
other experts on the safety measures in
volved here in the construction of this 
second airport. If you will agree to hold 
up this appropriation and go along with 
the language of the other body, I would 
have to make the statement here this 
morning that after January 15 we would 
have to go along with those appropria
tions. We do not want to delay the solu
tion of this problem any further, but 
we do feel that since the safety inter
ests of so many people are involved we 
should receive the advice of this other 
body of experts whose opinions up to 
this point have been in conflict with the 
advice of the Civil Aeronautics Admin
istration. 

If we err on going ahead with these 
funds on a project that may cost $75 or 
$100 million-no one knows, because the 
experts have been inconsistent-if we err 
on this matter it will be too late to cor
rect it and save these millions and mil
lions of dollars. 

I plead with my colleagues to give 
our community some consideration on 
this matter. I promise you we will work 
with you from January 15, to work with 
the construction of this needed facility, 
if you will consider our problems and 
give us a chance to check the safety 
problem with the other experts who have 
been appointed by the President. I urge 
that the motion to recede an offer by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] 
be adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Bowl, but before I yield, may I say 
that I want the House to bear in mind 
two things: First. There is a plane tak
ing off or landing at the National Air
port every 45 or 50 seconds in peak 
periods. In my nonexpert judgment, 
that is per se a death trap. 

Second. This new airport is not going 
to cost the taxpayers 1 penny, so they 
say. They say they will amortize not 
only the construction but the operation, 
and I will do my best to see that that 
happens. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman said 

something a moment ago about there
sponsibility that the Air Modernization 

Board might have in connection with 
the airport. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to my dis
tinguished friend that in its report the 
other body thought it would be well for 
that distinguished group of experts to 
advise them of their opinion on where 
to locate it. It is not mandatory. It 
is not a part of the law that the Board 
do that, but if the Board wants to do 
that, would the gentleman have any ob
jection to them doing it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I would be
cause we discussed the responsibility 
and authority of the Board in connec
tion with the authorization. It has a 
particular function and that is techni
cal in connection with the development 
of navigation aids and certainly not in 
connection with the development of air
ports. · 

Mr. THOMAS. But, to say the least, 
it is not in the law and it is not man
datory that they do it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the RECORD 
should be very clear. The Congress did 
not extend such authority to the Board. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is not mandatory. 
It is not in the law now that they do 
that. 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. EVINS. I think the RECORD 

should also be made clear that the chair
man of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, the gentleman from 
Arl{ansas [Mr. HARRIS] at the time the 
legislation was considered stated to the 
House that he favored setting up an in
dependent agency for this purpose, and 
that the legislation was the first step 
in that direction. Why should the Board 
be prevented from giving its opinion on 
a question of safety? 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank my friend, 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. BowJ. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup
port of the position taken by the gentle
man from Texas that something should 
be done and should be done now to pro
vide for the future needs of aviation in 
the Nation's Capital. Mr. Speaker, I 
should like to point out so far as the 
language of the report of the other body 
is concerned, where they have placed 
some responsibility upon this new Board, 
that exists there already. It is already 
there. There is still a responsibility on 
the part of that Board to make this study 
and report back. It seems to me that if 
we are going to get something done, 
the House should insist upon its posi
tion-leave this money in the bill, and 
then as the gentleman from Texas has 
said, we can agree upon some language 
whereby the Secretary of Commerce at a 
certain time will go ahead and designate 
the place. We have no particular inter
est in whether it is in Burke, or Chantilly 
or some other place, but we think an 
airport is necessary. I say to the gentle
man from Virginia who is going to ask 
me to yield and I will yield to him in a 
moment that he comfortably rides back 
and forth to Virginia, but my constit
uents and when I go home have to fly 
and I am worried about this situation 
of the crowding of the airport. Those 
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who have been objecting the most are 
not the users of this particular airport 
and they should give some consideration 
to those of us who have to :fiy rather 
than driving across either a bridge or a 
tunnel to their homes in Virginia. 

I yield to the gentleman from Vir .. 
ginia [Mr. BROYHILL]. 

Mr. BROYHILL. I would like to point 
out for the gentleman that all of us, and 
certainly the Members of the other body 
who supported the position of the other 
body, committed themselves on January 
15 of next year these funds will be ap
propriated and we will proceed with the 
construction of the airport. The only 
thing we are asking here today is that we 
wait another 5 months to check with 
this other group of experts. 

Mr. BOW. May I ask the gentleman 
this qu,estion? Do I understand from 
the gentleman's statement that if this 
Board that makes the study should de
termine that Burke is the proper place 
to put this airport that we will hear noth
ing more from the gentleman in objec
tion to it? 

Mr. BROYHILL. I might say that the 
gentleman has enough sense to know 
when he is licked. I will acquiesce in 
being licked if that should happen. 

Mr. BOW. Will the gentleman say to 
us now that if the Board should make 
the finding that Burke is the place, he 
Will no longer object? 

Mr. BROYHILL. I may reserve the 
1·ight to object, but I recognize that it 
would be futile at that time to continue to 
object. 

Mr. BOW. Then, why can we not 
leave this money in the bill and let them 
make the study and come up with their 
recommendation? What is the gentle
man objecting to if he says now that 
when the study is made, he is going to 
abide by it? Let us move on with this. 
This study can be made With the money 
in the bill so we do not have to go through 
these processes again. We fought this 
out on the floor of the House and the 
House has spoken. The House thinks 
there should be an airport started now. 
Why do we not go ahead instead of let
ting the other body say to. us, "No, there 
will be no airport until we determine 
where it is going to be"? I think the 
House has a right to express its opinion 
in this matter and that we should stand 
by the decision made here last week. 

Mr. BROYHILL. The CAA have com .. 
mitted themselves that they are going 
to build an airport at Burke. If you ap
propriate these funds, they will proceed 
with the erection of the facility. 

Mr. BOW. I say to the gentleman he 
does not understand what the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] has said. If 
we leave this money in arid work out the 
language-we have no interest whether 
it will be Burke or Chantilly. Let them 
make a study, but leave the money in so 
that we know there is going to be an 
airport. This House should accept its 
responsibility. We will have this kind 
of protection to the people who fly in 
and out of Washington. 

Mr. BROYHILL. The only problem 
here is that under the version of the 
other body the recommendation would 
also have to come back to Congress, 
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whereas if we appropriate the money 
now the recommendation would only be 
to the CAA. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BowJ has 
expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may use to the gentle
man from New York [Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. Let me say a few things 
first, and then I will yield. 

The trouble With this situation is we 
have been messing around with this 
Burke Airport, which is a false alarm, 
for a long time. The result has been 
that we do not have any airport that 
we ought to have. Now, let us wake up 
and not go to sleep any longer. We 
must have another site for an airport 
in order to get one, and this Burke Air
port picture involves cutting down hills 
150 feet high and monkeying around, 
and everybody who has approached it 
has come to the conclusion that it can
not be done and done satisfactorily. If 
we are going to get an airport, we have 
to have a good site. Let us stop fooling 
around. The other body went into this 
situation convinced that we should go 
ahead with this Burke Airport. They 
came out of it absolutely unanimous 
that they should get another site. They 
ha:ve another site down at a place called 
Chantilly. I do not know where it is. 
It is on Route 50, somewhere between 
here and Warrenton. They think that. 
perhaps that might measure up to the 
situation. If we keep this money in the 
bill for Burke, we are just holding the 
thing up another 6 months, perhaps more 
than 6 months. Now let us stop fooling 
around. Let us agree to the Senate 
amendment and wipe this thing out of 
the bill. Then as soon as it is possible 
to get some kind of decision and recom
mendation and plan for another site they 
can go ahead. That is the situation we 
we are in. Those who do not want any
thing done-just want to continue to 
fiddle around-:-will want to just monkey 
around with this thing; but if you recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment 
and knock this thing out, we have a 
chance of getting something in front of 
us that will be intelligible. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. LANKFORD. The gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. BowJ spoke of the 
House taking its responsibility seriously .. 
I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
does not believe that the CAB should 
take its responsibility seriously, in view 
of the fact that so much has been said 
about the hazardous flying conditions at 
National Airport? Does he not believe 
that the CAB should take its responsibil
ity seriously and take immediate steps to 
relieve the hazards at the National Air
port by diverting some of the traffic to 
Friendship? 

I do not care where the airport go_es, 
Chantilly or Burke, but if they are truly 
interested in safety they will take im-. 
mediate steps now. 

Mr. TABER. That situation has been 
the same for the last 4 or 5 years; it has 
been before Congress for consideration 

time after time, and the Congress has 
known of the situation. 

Frankly, I want to see this aii·port 
situation worked out and I think the way 
to work it out is to vote to recede and 
concur. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I do trust 
the pending motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER], to recede 
and concur will be voted down. This 
matter of an additional airport for the 
Nation's Capital has been postponed far 
too long. It is now time to fish or cut 
bait. The Washington National Airport 
has certainly reached the saturation 
point when landings and takeoffs occur 
as often as one every three-quarters of 
a minute. When the pending motion is 
voted down it will be in order to adopt 
the motion of the distinguished gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. CANNON], to in
sist upon the disagreement with the other 
body. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABER] to recede and concur. 

The questions was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 44, noes 81. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. The Doorkeeper will 
close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms 
will notify absent Members, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken and there 
were-yeas 125, nays 233, answering 
"Present" 1, not voting 73, as follows: 

[Roll No. 202] 

Abbitt 
Adair 
Allen, Ill. 
Andersen, 

H. Carl 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Arends 
Ashley 
Betts 
Blatnik 
Blitch 
Breeding 
Broyhill 
Budge 
Burleson 
Bush 
Byrd 
Byrne, Ill. 
Carrigg 
Cederberg 
Chenoweth 
Cole 
Collier 
Colmer 
Corbett 
Coudert 
Cunningham, 

Iowa 
Cunningham, 

Nebr. 
Curtin 
curtis, Mo. 
Dague 
Davis, Ga. 
Dawson, Utah 
Devereux 
Dixon 
Donohue 
Flynt 
Friedel 
Garmatz 
Griffin 

Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Alexander 

YEAS-125 
Gross Poff 
GWinn Ray 
Hagen Reece, Tenn. 
Halleck Reed 
Harden Rees, Kans. 
Harrison, Nebr. Reuss 
Hemphill Rhodes, Ariz. 
Henderson Riehlman 
Hill Riley 
Hillings Robeson, Va. 
Holt Rogers, Tex. 
Hosmer Rutherford 
Huddleston Schenck 
Hull Scherer 
Hyde Scott, Pa. 
James Scrivner 
Jenkins Seely-Brown 
Jensen Siler 
Johansen Simpson, Pa. 
Johnson Smith, Calif. 
Jonas Smith, Kans. 
Jones, Mo. Smith, Wis. 
Judd Staggers 
Keating Stauffer 
Knox Taber 
Lankford Talle 
LeCompte Taylor 
Lipscomb Teague, Calif. 
McCulloch Thomson, Wyo. 
McGregor Tuck 
Mcintosh Van Pelt 
McMillan VanZandt 
McVey Vorys 
Mack, Wash. Vursell 
Martin Walter 
Miller, Md. Weaver 
Miller, Nebr. Wharton 
Minshall Wier 
Mumma Williams, N. Y. 
Neal Wilson, Ind. 
Nimtz Winstead 
O'Konski Wolverton 
Poage Wright 

NAY&-233 
Allen, calif. 
Anderson. 

Mont. 
Andrews 

Ashmore 
Aspinall 
A uchincloss 
Avery 
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Ayres 
Bailey 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Baring 
Barrett 
Bass, Tenn. 
Bates 
Beckworth 
Belcher 
Bennett, Fla. 
Berry 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bolling 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Bosch 
Bow 
Boy kin 
Boyle 
Brooks, La. 
Brooks, Tex. 
Broomfield 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Mo. 
Brown, Ohio 
Burdick 
Byrne,Pa. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Celler 
Chamberlain 
Chelf 
Chudoff 
Church 
Clark 
Clevenger 
comn 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Cretella 
Davis, Tenn. 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Denton 
Derounian 
Diggs 
Ding ell 
Dollinger 
Dorn,N. Y. 
Dorn, S.C. 
Dowdy 
Durham 
Dwyer 
Eberharter 
Edmondson 
Elliott 
Engle 
Evins 
Farbstein 
Fascell 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fino 
Fisher 
Flood 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Ford 
Forrester 
Fountain 
Frazier 

Fulton 
Gary 
Gathings 
Gavin 
Granahan 
Grant 
Gray 
Green, Oreg. 
Green,Pa. 
Gregory 
Griffiths 
Gubser 
Hale 
Haley 
Hardy 
Harris 
Harrison, Va. 
Haskell 
Hays, Ark. 
Hebert 
Herlong 
Heselton 
Hess 
Hoeven 
Holifield 
Holland 
Holmes 
Horan 
Ikard 
Jarman 
Jones, Ala. 
Karsten 
Kearns 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N.Y. 
Keogh 
Kilday 
Kilgore 
King 
Kirwan 
Kitchin 
Kluczynski 
Knutson 
Landrum 
Lane 
Lennon 
Lesinski 
Long 
Loser 
McDonough 
McFall 
McGovern 
Machrowicz 
Mack, Ill. 
Madden 
Magnuson 
Mahon 
Marshall 
May 
Merrow 
Metcalf 
Michel 
Mills 
Montoya 
Moore 
Morano 
Morgan 
Morris 
Moss 
Multer 
Murray 
Natcher 
Nicholson 
Norrell 

O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Hara, Ill. 
O'Hara, Minn. 
Osmers 
Ostertag 
Passn1an 
Patman 
Patterson 
Pelly 
Perkins 
Pfost 
Philbin 
Pilcher 
Polk 
Porter 
Price 
Prouty 
Rabaut 
Radwan 
Rains 
Rhodes, Pa. 
Rivers 
Roberts 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Sadlak 
Santangelo 
St. George 
Saund 
Saylor 
Schwengel 
Scott, N.c. 
Scudder 
Selden 
Sheppard 
Shuford 
Simpson, Ill. 
Sisk 
Smith, Miss. 
Smith, Va. 
Spence 
Springer 
Steed 
Sullivan 
Teague, Tex. 
Teller 
Tewes 
Thomas 
Thompson, La. 
Thompson, N.J. 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thornberry 
Tollefson 
Trimble 
Ullman 
Utt 
Vanik 
Vinson 
Whitener 
Whitten 
Widnall 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Miss. 
Willis 
Withrow 
Yates 
Young 
Younger 
Zablocki 
Zelenka 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 
Lanham 

NOT VOTING-73 
Alger 
An!uso 
Barden 
Bass, N.H. 
Baumhart 
Beamer 
Becker 
Bennett, Mich. 
Bentley 
Bray 
Brownson 
Buckley 
Carnahan 
Chlperfl.eld 
Christopher 
Coad 
Cooley 
Curtis, Mass. 
Dawson,nl. 
Dellay 
Dennison 
Dies 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Fallon 

FreUnghuysen 
George 
Gordon 
Harvey 
Hays, Ohio 
Healey 
Hiestand 
Hoffman 
Holtzman 
Jackson 
Jennings 
Kean 
Kearney 
Kee 
Keeney 
Kilburn 
Krueger 
Laird 
Latham 
McCarthY 
McConnell 
McCormack 
Mcintire 
Macdonald 
Mailliard 

Mason 
Matthews 
Meader 
Miller, calif. 
Miller, N.Y. 
Morrison 
Moulder 
Norblad 
O'Brien, N.Y. 
O'Neill 
Pillion 
Powell 
Preston 
Robsion, Ky. 
Sheehan 
Shelley 
Sieminski 
Sikes 
Udall 
Wainwright 
Watts 
Westland 
Wilson, C'alit. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Holtzman with Mr. Alger. 
Mr. Jennings with Mr. Brownson. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Hays of Ohio with Mr. Dellay. 
Mr. Anfuso with Mr. Dennison. 
Mr. Jordan with Mr. Hiestand. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Kean. 
Mr. Udall with Mr. Krueger. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. Mailliard. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Mr. Carnahan with Mr. Kilburn. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Becker. 
Mr. Matthews with Mr. Baumhart. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Bass of New 

Hampshire. 
Mr. Preston with Mr. Bentley. 
Mr. Watts with Mr. Harvey. 
Mrs. Kee with Mr. Dooley. 
Mr. Coad with Mr. Bray. 
Mr. Dawson of Illinois with Mr. Mcintire. 
Mr. Barden with Mr. Frelinghuysen. 
Mr. Sieminski with Mr. Hoffman. 
Mr. Shelley with Mr. Jackson. 
Mr. O'Neil with Mr. Kearney. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Keeney. 
Mr. O'Brien of New York with Mr. Norblad. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Miller of New York. 
Mr. Christopher with Mr. Bennett of Mich4 

igan. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Sheehan. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Wainwright. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Wilson of California. 
Mr. Dies with Mr. Curtis of Massachusetts. 

Messrs. WINSTEAD, RHODES of Ari-
zona, and THOMSON of Wyoming 
changed their votes from "nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No.7. On page 3, line 

14, insert: 
"COAST AND GEODETIC E\URVEY 

"Constrution of a surveying ship 
"For an additional amount for 'Construc4 

tion of a surveying ship,' $3,456,000, to re
main ayailable until expended." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House re4 

cede from its disagreement to the amend4 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amend· 
ment insert "$2,400,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 10. On page 4, line 

12, insert: 
"THE PANAMA CANAL 

"Panama Canal Company 
"Panama Canal Bridge 

"'For expenses necessary for work prelimi4 
nary to the construction of a high-level 
bridge across the Panama Canal at Balboa, 
Canal Zone, as authorized by the act of 
July 23, 1956 (70 Stat. 596), $1,000,000, to 
remain -available until expended." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment bf 
the Senate numbered 10, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
"'$750,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree· 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 12. On page 4, 

line 21, insert: 
"ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON WEATHER CONTROL 

"To complete its final report to the Presi
dent and the Congress as provided by law, 
$175,000: Provided, however, That the Com
mittee shall complete its report ancf termi
nate its activities by December 31, 1957, and 
turn its records over to the National Science 
Foundation, together with any unexpended 
balances." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 12, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 
"ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON WEATHER CONTROL 

"To complete its final report to the Presi
dent and the Congress as provided by law, 
$100,000: Provided, That the Committee shall 
complete its report and terminate its activi-· 
ties by December 31, 1957.'' 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I am at 
a loss to understand the action of the 
Appropriations Committee in reporting 
out a figure of only $100,000 for the 
Weather Bureau instead of the sum of 
$372,100 recently voted by the Senate. 

This ·action by the House will be inter
preted by our constituents as plain notice 
that we are not interested in providing 
them with effective warning services 
against loss of life and property from 
hurricanes, tornadoes, severe storms, 
and floods. 

More directly, it means that Weather 
Bureau services at many locations across 
the country will have to curtail abruptly 
their for~cast and warning services to 
the public, and will have to terminate 
the services of more than a hundred 
weather experts because of inadequate· 
funds. 

I do not believe that today's action by 
the House will be accepted as necessary 
for reasons of economy by the millions 
of people living along our hurricane 
threatened coasts, or by those additional 
millions living along rivers and streams 
subject to sudden flooding, or by those 
who know well the destruction caused by 
tornadoes and severe storms. 

Perhaps the coming year we should 
keep our fingers crossed for the Weather 
Bureau and hope that all hurricanes, 
tornadoes, and floods will stay away from 
our doors from dusk to dawn and also 
stay away on Saturdays, Sundays, and 
holidays. Stormy weather hereafter 
will have to show up between 9 in the 
morning and 5 at night on weekdays 
or there will be no Weather Bureau man 
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on hand in many areas to tell us about 
it. ' . 

From the information I have this 
totally inadequate appropriation of 
$100,000 means we are going to have to 
depend on emergency and overtime 
arrangements for much of our storm 
protection for widespread areas and dur
ing many of the 148 hours in the Weather 
Bureau's week. 

Senator GREEN, in a letter written to 
the Senate Appropriations Committee-
which I have asked to be inserted in the 
REcoRD-has pointed out that more than 
500 citizens in Louisiana and Texas lost 
their lives unnecessarily during Hurri-. 
cane Audrey this year. I am informed 
that most of this tragic loss would not 
have occurred if Congress had appro
priated sufficient funds to the Weather 
Bureau for an adequate hurricane pre
paredness information program and for 
the observation and telecommunication 
facilities needed to guarantee more pre
cise and more timely warnings. 

As mentioned in my remarks on this 
floor last year concerning Weather 
Bureau appropriations, I believe we are 
sliding backward instead of moving for
ward from our common objective to elim
inate all avoidable loss of life and prop
erty from hurricanes, tornadoes, severe 
storms and floods. 

I believe with Senator GREEN that the 
expenditure of $5 million for the 
Weather Bureau's fight against loss of 
life from sudden storms and floods would 
repay itself many times over in the in
creased protection to life and property 
that would come from more precise and 
more timely warnings. 

In the last 4 years, hurricanes have 
taken almost a thousand lives along our
shores, and have wrought more than a 
billion dollars of property damage. Most 
of the lives lost and a substantial part of 
the prope1·ty lost. could have been saved 
if Congress had provided the funds that 
would enable the Weather Bureau toes
tablish the type of warning service mod .. 
ern meteorology, modern telecommuni
cations, and modern observation facili
ties now make possible. 

I believe Members of Congress, like all 
other citizens, have the right to criticize 
the Weather Bureau when their forecasts 
and warnings are wrong. I believe we 
also have the right to ask the Weather 
Bureau to provide additiona~ forecast 
and warning services when we feel such 
services are needed and justified in the 
public interest. 

But I do not believe we should exercise 
these rights if at the same time we refuse 
to provide the funds needed by the 
Weather Bureau for an adequate fore
cast and warning service. The $372,100 
recommended by the Senate Appropria
tions Committee is described in their re
port to the Senate as alleviating to some 
extent the need for terminating existing 
services. In other words, even this sum 
of $372,100 goes only a small way to~ 
ward meeting existing needs. The re
duced sum of $100,000 proposed by the 
House Appropriations Committee is 
barely a gesture toward continuing ex .. 
isting services and does nothing toward 
securing an improved warning service. 

I regret to note that we now have lost 
still another year in building up to the 

type of public storm p1·otection service 
we should have had 3 years ago. 

AUGUST 14, 1957. 
Hon. CARL HAYDEN, <f 

Chairman, Senate Committee on Ap- ~ 
propriations, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C'. 

DBAR SENATOR HAYDEN: Ag you knOW, for 
several years I have given considerable at
tention to appropriations for the Weather 
Bureau and in view of the hurricane which 
visited the coasts of Louisiana. and Texas 
during June, resulting in unnecessary loss of 
life, I believe it is most important that your 
committee include in the supplemental ap
propriation bill, H. R. 9131, the following 
amendment: 

"WEATHER BUREAU 

"For necessary expenses of the Weather 
Bureau in strengthening its program of fore
casting weather and issuing warnings of hur
ricanes, tornadoes and severe storms and 
fioods, $5 million, to remain available until 
expended.'• 

r have been advised that at least 500 of 
the lives lost in Hurricane Audrey which 
visited the coasts of Louisiana and Texas 
could have been saved if the Weather Bureau 
had been enabled to provide more precise 
warnings and if that agency had the neces
sary funds and personnel to put into effect 
advance warnings and a public information 
program on hurricane preparedness. 

But, this they were unable to do because 
last year they were denied the required funds 
technical experts insist are necessary to pro
vide the type of storm protection our citizens 
expect. 

It is no comfort to me to note that a dis
aster of this type was exactly what I was 
trying to get Congress to prevent when I 
wrote to the Senate Committee on Appro
priations on May 7, 1956, and again on May 
8, 1957, in support of additional Weather 
Bureau funds. For example, I called to the 
attention of Congress the immediate need 
for more accurate advance warnings of 
"damaging high water surges caused by 
coastal storms." 

Copies of these two letters are enclosed 
for the information of my colleagues who 
are interested in knowing what needs to 
be done to prevent similar disasters to their 
constituents. 

Along our eastern coast hurricanes in 
1954 caused the loss of hundreds of lives 
and a property loss amounting to hundreds 
of millions of dollars. Even more costly hur
ricane losses occured in 1955. Now that we 
already have had a still greater loss of life in 
1957 from the first hurricane that hit Texas 
and Louisiana, I believe the time has come 
for Congress to take immediate corrective 
action toward reducing these avoidable 
and unnecessary losses. 1 believe Members of 
Congress will agree that we now have passed 
that stage where we can be put off any 
longer by paper studies of what might be 
done to get bett.er storm protection in the 
years to come. 

Citizens of our coastal States naturally 
have become apprehensive lest what hap
pened during hurricane Audrey may also 
happen to their communities. Expert me
teorologists, who are cognizant of these 
dangers, have advised me that it can happen 
again, and even in most disastrous propor
tions if Congress does not appropriate the 
necessary funds to improve the existing 
warning systems. 

It may be a surprise to many of us that 
the Weather Bureau this year is forced to 
decrease its forecasts and warning services 
and its how·s of operations at many loca
tions in all parts of the countnry. For ex
ample, their special services to aviation, 
agriculture, fruitgrowers, and forestry in· 
terests will have to be curtailed and impor
tant basic storm-warning activities will be 
continued only through the use of emergency 
help and overtime. The weather search 

radar network, that has saved hundreds of 
lives already this year from tornadoes and 
:flash floods in our Western States. cannot 
be attended or maintained adequately be
cause of shortages in trained staff. 

In the !ace of these admitted curtailments 
1n their established warning services, ii has 
just been reported to me that more than 100 
meteorologists are to have their services 
terminated in the name of economy and 
because necessary funds to continue their 
services are not available. 

Accordingly, I urge that there be included 
in the supplemental appropriation bill for 
fiscal year 1958 an appropriation of $5 mil
lion to the Department of Commerce 
Weather Bureau "for strengthening its fore
cast and warning services with especial at
tention to hurricanes, tornadoes, severe 
storms, and floods.'• 

I trust that the committee will give 
sympathetic considel·ation to this recom
mendation. 

Yours sincerely. 
THEODORE. FRANCIS GREEN. · 

Mn 8, 1957. 
Hon. SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on the De
partment oj Commerce ana Belated 
Agencies, Senate Committee on Ap
propriations, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR HOLLAND: As you know, for 
some years I have given considerable atten
tion to appropriations for the Weather Bu
reau and to the problem of determining what 
is actually required to provide improved 
weather forecasts and warning services. to our 
people in all parts of the United States. 

Two years ago the Congress was awakened 
to the increased danger from hurricanes and 
tornadoes which result from inadequate 
warnings, and finally provided the necessary 
funds needed to start a modest hurricane 
and tornado research program. 

Last year, however, and again this year the 
Department of Commerce and the Budget 
Bureau have not complied with the request 
of the weather experts who have the respon
sibility of providing storm protection and 
who must face public criticism for missed 
forecasts and inadequate warnings. The re
sult has been that the Weather Bureau's pro
posed new operations and storm research pro
grams, which Congress approved 2 years ago 
with such high hopes, is gradually being re
adjusted to the point of nonexistence. 

I am firmly convinced that the appropria
tions for the Department of Commerce 
Weather Bureau, as recommended in the 
President's estimates for 1958, are far from 
adequate to provide necessary forecasts and 
warnings against hurricanes, tornadoes, 
severe storm and floods. 

Accordingly, r recommend that your sub
committee consider adequate- appropriations 
for the Weather Bureau and that the rec
ommended appropriation be increased by $5 
million for ·fiscal year 1958. I further rec
ommend that $2 million of this proposed 
increase should be earmarked for operations 
and research programs designed to improve 
the hurricane, tornado, and severe storm 
warnings services; also, that $2 million of 
this suggested increase should be set aside 
for an expanded fiood-warning system 
throughout the United States, including im
proved warnings of flash floods and improved 
forecasts of damaging high water surges 
caused by coastal storms; and that $1 mil
lion should be set aside for improved 
weather observation and forecasting services 
for domestic and international aviation. 

I feel certain that you and the members 
of your subcommittee are aware that people 
in all parts of the country have been de
manding for several years a more complete 
protection from hurricanes, tornadoes, and 
floods. 

1 know that you will agree there exists 
considerable evidence for believing that the 



15516 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~ HOUSE August 21 
modest increased costs of an improved warn- · 
ing service would be repaid many times over 
in reduced loss of life and reduced property 
damage. This return in public benefits from 
increased weather protection insurance is 
often overlooked by advocates of a false 
economy. 

Accordingly, I strongly urge that your sub
committee favorably consider my recom
mendation for increased appropriations for 
the Weather Bureau in the coming year, and 
I trust that this letter will be made a part 
of the record of the hearings conducted by 
your subcommittee. 

Yours sincerely, 
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN. 

MAY 7, 1956. 
Hon. SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Appro
priations for the Department of 
Commerce, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR HOLLAND: With this letter 
I am presenting my statement in support of 
increased appropriations for the Weather 
Bureau. I trust you can have it inserted as 
part of the hearings conducted by the Sub
committee on Appropriations considering the 
Department of Commerce appropriation bill. 

After the disaster wrought on our Atlantic 
coast by hurricanes Carol, Edna, and Hazel in 
1954, I studied with care the reports made 
by the Weather Bureau and by private 
meteorologists. As a result, I recommended 
to the Appropriations subcommittee on June 
1, 1955, a substantial increase in the 1956 
fiscal year appropriations for the Weather 
Bureau. 

With your assistance and cooperation Con
gress later approved part of this urgently 
required increase and the weather Bureau 
accordingly was able to begin a concentrated 
attack on the formidable problems involved 
in successfully forecasting hurricanes and 
tornadoes. The hurricanes and fioods of 
1955 proved to be the most disastrous in 
North American history, causing more than 
300 deaths in the United States and a prop
erty loss of more than $1 billion. 

In the months which have passed since 
hurricane Diane brought record-breaking 
fioods to most of our northeastern States, 
I have continued my studies of the require
ments of an adequate weather forecast and 
storm-warning service for all the people of 
the United States. As ·a result, I am firmly 
convinced that the Department of Commerce 
Weather Bureau appropriations are not ade
quate for the varied and important jobs it 
has to do, and I accordingly recommend an 
increase of $7 million for the fiscal year 1957. 
Of this increase $3 million should be for an 
improved and widened fiood-warning sys
tem throughout the United States, including 
the forecasting of flash fioods and damaging 
high-water surges caused by coastal storms; 
$2 million should be for the operation, im
provement, and facilities of hurricane, tor
nado, and severe storm-warning services 
throughout the United States; $2 million 
should be for improved weather observation, 
reporting and forecasting services and facili
ties for domestic and international aviation. 

I suggest that you request the Director of 
the Weather Bureau to let you have his 
comments and views with regard to my 
recommendations and also request him to 
furnish your subcommittee with a definite 
report as to whether the Weather Bureau 
included any of these funds in the program 
submitted to the Secretary of Commerce and 
what action was taken by the Secretary •. 

The continued anxiety and interest of 
many of our citizens in Weather Bureau 
capabilities and services, and the importance 
of adequate advance warnings of the ravages 
of nature, lead me to hope that your sub
committee will favorably consider my recom-

mendations for increased appropriations for 
the Weather Bureau. 

Yours sincerely, 
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN. 

MAY 7, 1956. 
STATEMENT OF UNITED STATES SENATOR THEO• 

DORE FRANCIS GREEN, OF RHODE ISLAND, IN 
SUPPORT OF INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
THE UNITED STATES WEATHER BUREAU FOR 
THE FISCAL YEAR 1957 
In 1954 hurricanes Carol, Edna, and Hazel 

swept across the Atlantic Coast States caus
ing the loss of hundreds of lives and prop
erty loss amounting to hundreds of millions 
of dollars. One year later hurricanes Con
nie, Diane, and lone repeated the tragic 
record with more hundl·eds of lives lost and 
with property losses again amounting to 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Disaster experts frequently have said that 
most of the loss of life, and much of the 
loss of property, could have been avoided 
if the citizens concerned had been given 
accurate advance warnings of the move
ment and intensity of the storms. 

Weather-forecasting experts also fre
quently have said that more accurate ad
vance warnings could be made and could 
be better distributed to all concerned, if the 
Weather Bureau had been provided with the 
required staff and facilities. · 

If what these disaster experts and these 
weather-forecasting experts say is true, and 
I have yet to hear any responsible technical 
person contradict them, it seems to me that 
Congress should take appropriate and im
mediate corrective action. 

Unfortunately, the storms of 1956 and 
1957 are not going to wait until that far off 
year in the future when economy-before
safety officials get around to deciding that 
something will really have to be done about 
providing the funds actually needed for a 
modern and effective storm and fiood pro
tection service. 

The proposed estimates for fiscal year 1957 
indicate that neither the Budget Bureau 
nor the Department of Commerce realizes 
fully the widespread anxiety over storms 
which has arisen among the residents of 
our Middle and North Atlantic States. This 
deep concern about future storms is under
standable when it is remembered that hun
dreds of our communities along the coast 
experienced more hurricanes in the past 2 
years than have occurred in all of the 
previous 54 years of the 20th century added 
together. 

The people of New England cannot quickly 
forget that a single hurricane in August 
1954 set an all-time national record in dam
aged property amounting to about $500 mil
lion. Yet, this shattering loss was to be sur
passed just 1 year later when a storm named 
Diane in August 1955 fiooded hundreds of 
important communities in our Northeastern 
States. 

I believe you wlll agree that it is prudent 
for all of us, including Federal, State, and 
local agencies, to take positive remedial 
action without further delay, and to make 
doubly certain that such coastal storms never 
again will strike our citizens without ade
quate advance warnings and other protec
t! ve measures. 

High on the list of the positive actions 
that can be taken now to reduce loss of life 
and property is the provision by Congress of 
increased funds for Weather Bureau use in 
widening its storm and fiood-warning serv
ices. 

The sooner Congress enables the Weather 
Bureau to tackle our critical storm and fiood 
problems with energy and resolution, and 
provides sufficient technical staff and sup
porting funds, the sooner our citizens can 
regain the confidence they need to reduce 
existing concern about the adequacy of pres
ent warning services. 

After carefully considering the information 
I have gathered from several expert sources, 
I am convinced that the funds presently 
needed to provide significantly improved 
weather services throughout the United 
States amount to an increase of not less than 
$7 million over the amount now proposed by 
the Budget Bureau. 

My studies have revealed that there are 
many and varied technical activities and spe
cial public services of the Weather Bureau 
which do not have sufficient resources to 
carry out their assigned responsibilities. So, 
I would like to recommend that the $7 mil
lion of increased appropriations for fiscal 
year 1957 be employed for the purposes and 
in the amounts indicated below: 
A. $3 MILLION IS NEEDED FOR IMPROVED AND 

WIDENED FLOOD-WARNING SYSTEMS, INCLUD
ING THE FORECASTING OF FLASH FLOODS 
THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES 
Flood experts have estimated that the 

Weather Bureau, if provided an increase of 
$3 million, could effect annual savings to our 
economy amounting to more than $30 mil
lion which is a benefit-to-cost ratio of 10 to 1 
and accordingly should satisfy our most 
economy-minded taxpayer. 

The average annual losses from major 
fioods in the United States amounts to more 
than $300 million, and on 2 occasions the 
total annual loss has approximated $1 billion. 

Bearing in mind the potential savings in 
human lives, and the annual property losses 
and savings cited above, the requested in
crease of $3 million in fiood-protection funds 
must surely appear as a modest price to pay 
for added protective fiood-warning services 
along every river in the United States. 

Late last year thousands of citizens lost 
their homes and life-savings overnight in 
fiash fioods, and businessmen suddenly be
came bankrupt when fioods swamped hun
dreds of communities in the Northeast and 
along the west coast. They would be shocked 
to learn, as I was, that the Weather Bureau 
does not yet have a modern fiash-fiood 
warning system for a single valley in the 
United States. 

Judging by the recent rate of appropria
tions for fiood warning improvements, it 
will be about 10 years before the Weather 
Bureau is able to establish entirely adequate 
fiood-warning services to the hundreds of 
river communities still being denied even 
the rudiments of a fiood-warning service. 

The proposed increase of $3 million would 
nlean-

1. an immediately improved fiood-warning 
service along major rivers; 

2. the establishment of fiash-fiood warn
ing systems along hundreds of rivers in all 
parts of America; and 

3. a welcome reduction in the fear and 
apprehension that exists in countless valleys 
of a sudden and unheralded destruction 
from heavy rains during the day or night. 
B. $2 MILLION MORE IS NEEDED FOR EXPANDED 

OPERATIONS FOR GENERAL WEATHER SERVICES 
AND FOR SPECIAL WARNING SERVICES AGAINST 
HURRICANES, TORNADOES, SEVERE STORMS AND 
HIGH WATER COASTAL STORM SURGES 
The increased funds Congress made avail

able for improved storm-warning operations 
and research in fiscal year 1956 have already 
been put to excellent use by the Weather 
Bureau, and have begun to correct wide
spread service weaknesses resulting from 
years of woefully inadequate appropriations 
and diminishing staffs. 

These · recent improvements have merited 
much favorable public comment and should 
be continued next year with ever.. greater 
vigor. But that will not be possible under 
the appropriations recently voted by the 
House of Representatives. I call your atten
tion to the published hearings and report of 
the Subcommittee on Appropriations of the 

· House of Representatives on the Department 
of Commerce bill. Therein it is shown that 
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a decrease rather than an increase over the 
current fiscal year has been requested by the 
Budget Bureau for "general weather serv
ices" and for the many special warning 
services included thereunder. 

In other words, someone has decreed that 
not one dollar additional is to be appropri
ated this coming year for general weather 
service improvements, despite a year with 
the most disastrous storms in history and 
despite a year punctuated by public demands 
for improved forest services, and despite a 
year of intense local protests against inade
quate warnings of hurricanes, snowstorms, 
and heavy rains. · 

It may need to be emphasized that in the 
Department of Commerce Appropriation bill 
under the heading "General Weather Serv
ices" there are lumped together dozens of 
special Weather Bureau services to the pub
lic. I may list them to show their extent 
and variety. These services include: 

1. Special agricultural forecasts and ad
vice for farmers. 

2. Wind and weather forecasts for coastal 
and Great Lakes shipping. 

3. Frost protection warnings for fruit 
grow~rs. 

4. Fire weather protective services for for
estry interests. 

5. Detailed forecasts of cold waves, sudden 
temperature changes, freezing rain and sleet 
for shipping and transportation interests and 
for public utilities. 

6. Forecasts and warning services relating 
to hurricanes, tornadoes, severe windstorms, 
thunderstorms, hailstones, blizzards, and 
heavy rainstorms. 

7. Forecasts of high-water storm surges 
and heavy seas of danger to coastal, bay, and 
lakeside communities. 

8. And, finally, routine forecasts of gen
eral weather 1, 2, 5, and 30 days in advance. 

The above and other general weather 
services cannot be continued in fiscal year 
1957 at a satisfactory level with a mere con
tinuance of present Weather Bureau ap
propriations, and it is misleading to pretend 
that they can be. 

Let us face up to the plain fact that 
without increased appropriations for gen
eral weather services in the coming year, the 
forecasters across the country must continue 
their night and day struggles to provide the 
services I have listed, but with insufficient 
observations, with inadequate telecommuni
cations, with overcrowded offices, with over
worked staffs, and with ever-mounting de
mands by the public for even additional 
services. Because of the above limitations 
the public suffers in impaired weather serv
ices, in enormous loss of property and loss 
of human life. 
C. $2 MILLION MORE IS ALSO NEEDED FOR IM• 

PROVED OBSERVATION, REPORTING AND FORE• 
CASTING SERVICES FOR DOMESTIC AND INTER• 
NATIONAL AVIATION 
In the past few years the Weather Bureau 

has been unable to keep up with the soaring 
needs for aviation weather information 
needed by private and commercial pilots, 
and by scheduled and nonscheduled oper
ators, and by domestic and international 
airline companies. 

Each succeeding year Weather Bureau 
staffs at major airports across the country 
are falling further and further behind in 
their attempts to provide adequa_te forecast
ing services. In the same period in which 
domestic and international :flying activity 
has tripled, the size of weather staffs at most 
airports over the country has remained sta
tionary. 

This deteriorating condition has now 
reached the dangerous stage where consid
erable :flying today is undertaken without 
provision for adequate weather information 
and protection services before and during 
:flight. The remedy, which most pilots agree 
is long overdue, is additional airways weath
er forecasters. 

In the past few years pilots in increasing 
numbers also have been protesting the diffi
culty and even impossibility of reaching 
Weather Bureau airways weather forecasters 
personally or on the telephone for briefing 
on expected weather conditions. The rem
edy in this case, also overdue, is the employ
ment of additional airways weather forecast
ers, the installation of improved telecom
munication systems, and the establishment 
of continuous radio broadcasts of airways 
weather information. 

I am advised that there are at least two 
dozen heavy traffic airports serving important 
areas in the United States, which sorely need 
Weather Bureau stations, and that there are 
additional dozens of airports which have in
sufficient weather observing and forecasting 
staffs, and that there are still other dozens 
of airports which have inadequate provisions 
for airway forecast service from remote 
Weather Bureau stations. 

My recommended increase of $2 million 
will not be sufficient to effect all the weather 
needs of both domestic and international 
aviation, but it is a start toward meeting the 
most essential current requirements, and it 
will prevent further and dangerous deteriora
tion in the aviation weather service of the 
Weather Bureau. 

I am sure your committee will be pleased 
to know that last year's increased appropria
tions for the Weather Bureau made possible 
certain service improvements which directly 
resulted in the savings of dozens of lives dur
ing the hurricanes and :floods which occurred 
on the east coast late last autumn, and dur
ing tornadoes which occurred in the Middle 
West this spring. 

After the fine start made this year by the 
Weather Bureau, following years of strug
gling to provide adequate public service with 
grossly inadequate funds, it is especially 
timely and important that we should pro
vide the additional increased appropriations 
needed for the coming fiscal year in the :flood
forecasting services, in the general weather 
services, and in the aviation weather services. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 14, page 5, line 5, insert: 

"SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
''For necessary expenses, not otherwise 

provided for, of the Small Business Admin
istration, including expenses of attendance 
at meetings concerned with the purposes of 
this appropriation and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, $2,570,000; and in addition 
there may be transferred to this appropria
tion not to exceed $8,590,000 from the revolv
ing fund, Small Business Administration, 
and not to exceed $490,000 from the fund 
for liquidation of Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Disaster Loans, Small Business 
Administration, for administrative expenses 
in connection with activities financed under 
said funds: Provided, That the amount au
thorized for transfer from the revolving 
fund, Small Business Administration, may 
be increased, with the approval of the Bureau 
of the Budget, by such amount as may be 
required to finance administrative expenses 
incurred in the making of disaster loans: 
Provided further, That 10 percent of the 
amount authorized to be transferred from 
the revolving fund, Small Business Admin
istration, shall be placed in reserve to be 
apportioned for use pursuant to section 3679 
of the Revised Statutes, as arr.ended, only in 
such amounts and at such times as may be
come necessary to carry out the business 
loan program." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an az:nendment. 

The Clerk read as follows:· 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 14, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 

«sALARIES AND EXPENSES 
"For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro

vided for, of the Small Business Administra
tion, including expenses of attendance at 
meetings concerned with the purposes of this 
appropriation and hire of passenger motor 
vehicles, $2,235,000; and in addition there 
may be transferred to this appropriation not 
to exceed $6,877,000 from the revolving fund, 
Small Business Administration, and not to 
exceed $490,000 from the fund for liquida
tion of Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
Disaster Loans, Small Business Administra
tion, for administrative expenses in connec
tion with activities financed under said 
funds: Provided, That the amount author
ized for transfer from the revolving fund, 
Small Business Administration, may be in
creased, with the approval of the Bureau of 
the Budget, by such amount as may be 
required to finance administrative expenses 
incurred in the making of disaster loans: 
Provided further, That the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Rep• 
resentatives and the Senate shall be notified 
in advance of such increases in transfers 
from the revolving fund." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re~ 

port the next amendment in disagree~ 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 32: Page 12, line 22, in

sert: 
"SEc. 312. The Secretary of Defense is 

hereby authorized to transfer to the 'Air 
Force industrial fund' not to exceed $100 
million from appropriations to the Depart
ment of Defense available for obligation 
during the fiscal year 1958." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amend~ 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 32, and concur there
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 

"SEc. 312. The Secretary of Defense in his 
discretion, is hereby authorized to transfer 
to the 'Air Force industrial fund' not to ex
ceed $75 million from appropriations to the 
Department of the Air Force available for 
obligation during the fiscal year 1958.~' 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re~ 

port the next amendment in disagree~ 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 33: Page 13, line 3, insert: 
•'SEC. 313. Section 612 of the Department 

of Defense Appropriation Act of 1958, Public 
Law 117, approved August 2, 1957, is 
amended by deleting the figures '$41,000,000' 
in the first line and inserting in lieu thereof 
'$45,000,000.' " 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree~ 
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33 and concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re~ 

port the next amendment in disagree .. 
ment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 38: Page 16, line 6, in

sert: 
"CONSTRUCTION OF POWER SYSTEMS, RYUKYU 

ISLANDS 
''For necessary expenses of construction. 

installation, and equipment of electric power 
systems in the Ryukyu Islands, which shall 
be operated by the Ryukyu Electric Power 
Corporation, an instrumentality of the 
United States. Civil Administration of the 
Ryukyu Islands; services as authorized by 
section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 ( 5 
U. S. C. 55a), at rat es not in excess of $50 a 
day for individuals; hire of passenger motor 
vehicles and hire of aircraft; $1,513,000 tore
main available until expended, without re
gard to sections 355 and 3734 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and title 10, United 
States Code, section 4774." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 38, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed by said amendment, insert: 

"CONSTRUCTION OF POWER SYSTEMS, RYUKYU 
ISLANDS 

"For necessary expenses of construction, 
installation, and equipment of electric power 
systems in the Ryukyu Islands, which shall 
be operated by the Ryukyu Electric Powe.r 
Corporation, an instrumentality of the 
United States Civil Administration of the 
Ryukyu Islands; services as authorized by 
section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 (5 
U. S. C. 55a), at rates not in excess of $50 
a day for individuals; $1,513,000 to remain 
available until expended, without regard to 
sections 355 and 3734 of the Revised Stat
utes, as amended, and title 10, United States 
Code, section 4774." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 40: Page 18, line 10, in

sert: 
"HOSPITAL FACILITIES IN THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA 
"For an additional amount for expenses 

necessary in carying out the provisions of the 
act of August 7, 1946 (60 Stat. 896), as 
amended, authorizing the establishment of 
a hospital center in the District of Colum
bia, including grants to private agencies for 
hospital facilities in said District, $290,000, 
to remain available until expended: Pro
vided, That the limitation under this head 
in the act of July 15, 1952 (66 Stat. 644), as 
amended, on the total amount to be pro
vided for completion of grant projects, is 
increased from $13,010,000 to $13,300,000." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion to recede and concur in the Sen
ate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered · 40, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed by said amend
ment insert: 

"HOSPITAL FACILITIES IN THE DISTRICT OP 
COLUMBIA 

"For an additional amount for expenses 
necessary in carrying out the provisions of 
the act of August 7, 1946 (60 Stat. 896), as 
amended, authorizing the establishment of 
a hospital center in the District of Columbia, 

including grants to private agencies for 
hospital facilities in said District, $500,000, 
to remain available until expended: Pro
vided, That the limitation under this head 
in the act of July 15, 1952 (66 Stat. 644), as 
amended, on the total amount to be provided 
for completion of grant projects, is increased 
from $13,010,000 to $13,300,000: Provided. fur· 
ther, That the limitation on the total amount 
for completion of the hospital center is in
creased from $23,200,000 to $23,410,000.'' 

The motion was agreed to .. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 54: Page 23, line 18, insert~ 

''DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE--CIVIL FUNCTIONS 
"Department of the Army 

"Rivers and Harbors and Flood Control 
"Construction, general 

' 'For an additional amount for 'Construc
tion, general,' $475,000, to remain available 
until expended." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: · 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 54, a.nd concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert 
"$425,000." 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a preferential motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LECoMPTE moves to recede and concur 

with Senate amendment numbered 54. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for 
a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House recede from its disagreement? 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. CANNON) there 
were-ayes 76, noes 22. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum is 
not present and make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will · close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 142, nays 215, not voting 75, 
as follows: 

Adair 
Albert 
Allen, Calif. 
Anderson, 

Mont. 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Ashley 
Bailey 
Baker 
Baring 
Barrett 
Bennett, Fla. 
Blatnik 
Blitch 
Boggs 
Bolling 
Bonner 
Bow 
Boyle 
Brooks, La. 
Brooks, Tex. 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Mo. 

[Roll No. 203] 
YEA8-142 

Brown, Ohio 
Byrne, Pa. 
Cannon 
Celler 
Chudoft' 
Clark 
Clevenger 
Coffin 
Cunningham, 

Iowa 
Davis, Ga. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Denton 
Ding ell 
Donohue 
Edmondson 
Engle 
Evins 
Farbstein 
Fascell 
Fisher 
Flood 
Forand 
Forrester 

Friedel 
Fulton 
Garmatz 
Gary 
Granahan 
Gray 
Green, Oreg. 
Gubser 
Hagen 
Halleck 
Harris 
Hlll 
Hilllngs 
Hoeven 
Holifield 
Holland 
Holmes 
Horan 
Hosmer 
Ikard 
Jenkins 
Johnson 
Jones, Mo. 
Kearns 

Kelley, Pa. 
Kilday 
King 
Kirwan 
Landrum 
Lanham 
LeCompte 
Lesinski 
McDonough 
McFall . 
Mack, Wash. 
Magnuson 
Mahon 
Martin 
Merrow 
Metcalf 
Mills 
Montoya 
Morano 
Morris 
Moss 
Moulder 
Multer 
Norrell 
O'Hara, Ill. 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Alexander 
Allen, Ill . 
Andersen, 

H. Carl 
Andrews 
Arends 
Ashmore 
Aspinall 
Auchincloss 
Avery 
Baldwin 
Bass, Tenn. 
Bates 
Beckworth 
Belcher 
Berry 
Betts 
Boland 
Bolton 
Bosch 
Boy kin 
Breeding 
Broomfield 
Broyhill 
Budge 
Burdick 
Burleson 
Bush 
Byrd 
Byrne, Til. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Canfield 
Carrigg 
Cederberg 
Chamberlain 
Chelf 
Chenoweth 
Church 
Cole 
Collier 
Colmer 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Coudert 
Cramer 
Cretella 
CUnningham, 

Nebr. 
Curtin 
Curtis, Mo. 
Dague 
Dawson, Utah 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Derounian 
Devereux. 
Diggs 
Dixon 
Dollinger 
Dorn,N. Y. 
Dorn,s.c. 
Dowdy 
Durham 
Dwyer 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fino 
Flyn~ 

Alger 
Anfuso 
Ayres 

O'Hara, Minn. 
Patman 
Patterson 
Perkins 
Pfost 
Philbin 
Pilcher 
Poage 
Polk 
Porter 
Price 
Rabaut 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reuss 
Rhodes, Pa. 
Riley 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Sadlak 
Santangelo 
St. George 
Saund 
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Saylor 
Schwengel 
Scott, N.c. 
Scott, Pa. 
Seely-Brown 
Sheppard 
Sisk 
Smith, Miss. 
Spence 
Sullivan 
Talle 
Taylor 
Teller 
Thomas 
Thompson. N . J. 
Thomson, Wyo. 
Thornberry 
Tollefson 
Trimble 
IDlman 
Walter 
Wier 
Zelenko 

Fogarty Neal 
Ford Nicholson 
Fountain Nimtz 
Frazier O'Brien, TIL 
Frelinghuysen O'Konski 
Gathings Osmers 
Gavin Ostertag 
Grant Passman 
Green, Pa. Pelly 
Gregory Poff 
Gritfin Prouty 
Griffiths Radwan 
Gross Rains 
Gwinn Ray 
Hale Reed 
Haley Rees, Kans. 
Harden Rhodes, Ariz. 
Hardy Riehlman 
Harrison, Nebr. Rivers 
Harrison va Roberts 
Haskell ' ' Robeson, Va. 
Hays, Ark. Rodino 
Hemphill Rogers, Colo. 
Henderson Rutherford 
Herlong Schenck 
Heselton Sch~rer 
Hess Scnvner 
Holt Scudder 
Huddleston Selden 
-Hull Shuford 
Hyde Siler 
James Simpson, Ill. 
Jarman Simpson, Pa. 
Jensen Smith, Cali!. 
Johansen Smith, Kans. 
Jonas Smith, Va. 
Jones, Ala. Smith, Wis. 
Judd Springer 
Karsten Staggers 
Keating Stauffer 
Kelly, N.Y. Steed 
Keogh Taber 
Kilgore Teague, Cali!. 
Kitchin Teague, Tex. 
Kl uczynskl Tewes 
Knox Thompson, Tex. 
Lane Tuck 
Lankford Utt 
Lennon Vanik 
Lipscomb Van Pelt 
Long Van Zandt 
Loser Vinson 
McCulloch Vorys 
McGovern Vursell . 
McGregor Weaver 
Mcln tosh Wharton 
McMillan ~lt~:~r 
McVey Widnall 
Machrowicz Wigglesworth 
Mack, Ill. W 
Madden lliiams, Miss. 
Marshall Williams, N.Y. 
May Wilson, Calif. 
Michel Wilson, Ind. 
M1ller, Md. Winstead 
Mliier, Nebr. Withrow 
Minshall Wolverton 
Moore Wright 
Morgan Yates 
Mumma Young 
Murray Younger 
Natcher Zablocki 

NOT VOTING-75 
Barden 
Bass, N.H. 
Baumhart 

Beamer 
Becker 
Bennett, Mich. 



1957 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 15519 
Be,ntley H~~bert Matthews 
Bray Hiestand Meader 
Brownson Hoffman Miller, Calif. 
Buckley Holtzman Miller, N.Y. 
Carnahan Jackson Morrison 
Chiper:field Jennings Norblad 
Christopher Kean O'Brien, N.Y. 
Coact Kearney O'Neill 
Cooley Kee Pillion 
Curtis, Mass. Keeney Powell 
Dawson, Ill. Kilburn Preston 
Dellay Knutson Robslon, Ky. 
Dennison Krueger Sheehan 
Dies Laird Shelley 
Dooley Latham Sieminsld 
Doyle McCarthy Sikes 
Fallon McConnell Thompson, La. 
George McCormack Udall 
Gordon Mcintire Wainwright 
Harvey Macdonald Watts · 
Hays, Ohio Mailliard Westland 
Healey Mason Willis 

So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Hays of Ohio with Mr. Alger. 
Mr. Jennings with Mr. Norblad. 
Mr. Udall with Mr. Dooley. 
Mrs. Kee with Mr. Hoffman. 
Mr. Shelley with Mr. Hiestand. 
Mr. Preston with Mr. Sheehan. 
Mr. O'Neill with Mr. Bray. 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Kean. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. Keeney. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Krueger. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Ayres. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Bass of New 

Hampshir~. 
Mrs. Knutson with Mr. Baumhart. 
Mr. Carnahan with Mr. Harvey. 
Mr. Dawson of Illinois with Mr. Dellay. 
Mr. Gordon with Mr. Brownson. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Mcintire. 
Mr. Sieminski with Mr. Mailliard. 
Mr. Thompson of Louisiana with Mr. 

Mason. 
Mr. Willis with Mr. Jackson. 
Mr. Watts with Mr. Beamer. 
Mr. Coad with Mr. Kearney. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Bentley. 
Mr. Barden with Mr. Becker. · 
Mr. Matthews with Mr. Miller of New York. 

· Mr. Morrison ·with Mr. Bennett of Mich• 
igan. 

Mr. O'Brien of New York with Mr. Denni· 
son. 

Mr. Dies with Mr. Wainwright. 
Mr. Anfuso with Mr. Westland. 
Mr. Buckley .with Mr. Chiper:field. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Curtis of Massachu· 

setts. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Kilburn. 
Mr. Holtzman with Mr. Pillion. 
Mr. Christopher with Mr. McConnell. 

Mr. CHUDOFF, Mr. ALBERT, Mr. FORAND, 
Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania, Mr. DIGGS, 
Mr. DEMPSEY, Mr. ENGLE, Mr. DELANEY, 
Mr. BoLLING, Mr. EBERHARTER, I.1:r. BOYLE, 
Mr. ASPINALL, Mr. CELLER, Mr. ASHMORE, 
Mr. NATCHER, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. ROBESON 
of Virginia, Mr. ANDERSON of J.V[ontana, 
Mr. BURLESON, Mr. BREEDING, Mr. ED
MONDSON, Mr. MuMMA, Mr. RADWAN, Mr. 
AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, Mr. PELLY, Mr. 
AVERY, Mr. BALDWIN, Mr. SIMPSON of 
Illinois, Mr. MAY, Mr. NEAL, Mr. HASKELL, 
Mr. LIPSCOMB, Mr. GRoss, Mr. JENSEN, 
Mr. TEAGUE of California, Mr. NIMTZ, Mr. 
DEVEREUX, Mr. HYDE, Mr. MILLER of 
Maryland, and Mr. McVEY changed their 
vote from "yea" to "nay." 

Mrs. PFOST, Mr. ROONEY, Mrs. GREEN 
of Oregon, Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. MAGNUSON, 
Mr. ULLMAN, Mr. O'HARA of illinois, Mr. 
TELLER, Mr. REUSS, Mr. ENGLE, Mr. AN- · 
DERSON of Montana, Mr. ROOSEVELT, Mr. 
SISK, Mr. SAUND, Mr. MONTOYA, Mr. LE
SINSKI, Mr. FARBSTEIN, Mr. CELLER, Mr. 

FoRAND, Mr. CoFFIN, Mr. METCALF, Mr. 
HOLIFIELD, Mrs. SULLIVAN, Mr. SANTAN
GELO, Mr. ZELENKO, Mrs. GRANAHAN, Mr. 
CHUDOFF, Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. KING, Mr. BARRETT, Mr. Moss, Mr. 
WALTER, Mr. ALBERT, Mr. EDMONDSON, 
Mr. KIRWAN, Mr. KELLEY of Pennsyl
vania, Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
THOMPSON of New Jersey, Mr. McFALL, 
Mr. MILLS, Mr. CLARK, Mr. FRIEDEL, 
Mr. FISHER, Mr. PATMAN, Mr. POAGE, Mr. 
PoLK, Mr. MULTER, Mr. MORRIS, Mr. CAN
NON, Mr. RILEY, Mr. ROGERS of Texas, Mr. 
BLATNIK, Mr. GRAY, Mr. TRIMBLE, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. KILDAY, Mr. SPENCE, Mr. 
NORRELL, Mr. DENTON, Mr. BROWN of Mis
souri, Mr. GARY, Mr. JoNES of Missouri, 
Mr. THOMAS, Mr. EVINS, Mr. ROGERS of 
Florida, Mr. FASCELL, Mr. DAVIS of Ten
nessee, Mr. BONNER, Mr. BOGGS, Mr. 
BROOKS of Texas, Mr. RABAUT, Mr. LAN
HAM, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. SMITH Of Missis .. 
sippi, Mrs. BLITCH, Mr. DONOHUE, Mr. 
PRICE, Mr. SCOTT of North Carolina, Mr. 
BENNETT of Florida, Mr. MAHON, Mr. 
IKARD, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. BoYLE, Mr. 
BROOKS O.f Louisiana, Mr. PORTER, Mr . . 
HOLLAND, Mr. FLOOD, Mr. ASHLEY, Mr. 
DINGELL, Mr. BoLLING, Mr. GARMATZ, Mr. 
BAILEY, and Mr. WIER changed their vote 
from "nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The House insists on 

its disagreement to the Senate amend .. 
ment. · 

The Clerk will report the next amend .. 
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
' Senate amendment No. 57. Page 24, line 

18, insert: 
"Notwithstanding the provisions of section . 

2 of Public Law 689, 84th Congress, an addi
tional contribution of $5,696 to the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization Parliamentary 
Conference is authorized out of funds pre· 
viously appropriated for 'Contributions to 

'International Organizations'." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Mis .. 
so uri. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, may I 
say that this misapprehension was due 
to the failure here at the desk to under
stand that the question had been di .. 
vided. We took for granted we were 
voting on receding and concurring when, 
as a matter of fact, the vote was on 
the question to. recede. 

May I add, Mr. Speaker, that we ex .. 
pect to go back to conference tomorrow 
and will have an opportunity to again 
take up the matter in conference. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, we had 
such good luck with the last amendment 
by not saying anything, maybe I ought 
not to say anything on this. This runs 
only to $5,500. It is not authorized by 
law. It is to cover junkets, as I under
stand, of Members of Congress. I do 
not know whether they want to vote for 
it or not, but I cannot vote for it. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman· yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. This matter has never 
been before the House; is that not cor .. 
rect? 

Mr. CANNON. This was in the bill 
as reported to the House. It went out 
of the bill on a point of order, due to 
the fact that there was no authorization 
for it. When it reached the Senate, the 
Senate rewrote it as an amendment and 
it is now in the pending bill. 

Mr. GROSS. This is for the purpose 
of a junket; is that not right? 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
distinguished gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. This is not for the 
purpose of any junket. I am not a 
member of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization Parliamentary Conference, 
but there are a 'number of Members of 
this body on both sides of the aisle and 
of the other body who are. I assume 
that when they meet in this parliamen
tary conference of the NATO countries 
some good for our country comes out of 
it, certainly enough to get $5,696 worth, 
and that is what we are concerned with 
here. If the Congress of the United 
States is going to belong to the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization Parlia
mentary Conference, we must appropri .. 
ate this $5,696. It is as simple as that. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for a vote, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. GRoss) there 
were-ayes 189, noes 105. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk , will re:. -

port the next amendment in disagree .. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 61. On page 26, 

line 8, strike out all of lines 8, 9 and 10 
and insert: 

"For an additional amount for the 'Presi
dent's special international program,' in· 
eluding uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by law (5 U. S.C. 2131), $5,089,-
000, to remain available until expended: 
Pmvided, That the amount made available 
under this head in the Departments of State 
and Justice, the Judiciary, and Related 
Agencies Appropriation Act, 1958, for United 
States participation in the Universal and 
International Exhibition of Brussels, 1958, is 
increased from '$6,500,000' to '$9,389,000.' .. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of _ 
the Senate numbered 61, and concur there· 
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken and inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

"For an additional amount for the 'Presi· 
dent's special international program,' in· 
eluding uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by law (5 U. S. C. 2131), $2,745, .. 
000, to remain available until expended: 
Provided, That the amount made available 
under this head in the Departments o! 
State and Justice, the Judiciary, and Re
lated Agencies Appropriation Act, 1958, for 
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United States participation in the Universal 
and International Exhibition of Brussels, 
1958, is increased from '$6,500,000' to 
'$7,045,000.', 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 69. On page 30, 

line 22, insert: 
"Furniture and furnishings additional 

Senate Office Building: To enable the 
Architect of the Capitol, under the direction 
of the Senate Office Building Commission, to 
carry out the provisions of the act of July 
10, 1957 (Pu~lic Law 85-93, 85th Cong.), 
authorizing furniture and furnishings for 
the additional offi.ce ~building for the United 
States Senate, authorized to be constructed 
and equipped by the Second Deficiency 
Appropriation Act, 1948 (62 Stat. 1029), 
$1 million, to remain available until ex
pended.'' 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 69 and concur therein. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. This provides, as I un
derstand it, for a million dollars to buy 
new furniture for the new office build
ing that is presently being constructed 
for the other body; is that not true? 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 
Mr. GROSS. Does this provide any 

vibrating chairs; can the gentleman tell 
the House? 

Mr. CANNON. I am not familiar with 
that. 

Mr. GROSS. Does not the gentleman 
think this is an excessive appropriation 
for the purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. It has always been, 
throughout the history of the Congress, 
customary for each body to handle its 
own housekeeping expenditures. The 
House has never dictated to the other 
body what the other body shall spend 
on its office building or furnishings, and 
the other body has never dictated to the 
House what we should spend on our own 
housekeeping items. 

It is highly important in the mainte
nance of comity between the two bodies 
that we take no action which might be 
construed as criticism and to refuse to 
agree to this item might be taken as crit
icism of the other body, a criticism which 
the House has never made and cannot 
afford to make now. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
distinguished gentleman yield? 
Mr~ CANNON. I yield to the gentle

man from New York. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree 

entirely with the expressions of the dis
tinguished chairman, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. In fair
ness to the other body, I should like to 
point out that with 1·egard to one of 
these items, furniture and furnishings, 
the other body reduced the amount from 
$1,350,000 to $1,000,000, and that with 
1·egard to remodeling the present Senate 
Office Building, it reduced the amount of 

$500,000 to $250,000 and struck out a pro
viso which gave unlimited authority to 
spend. I point these things out to you 
to merely supplement what the distin
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] has said. This is a matter of 
comity: between the two Houses. This is 
the concern and the responsibility of the 
other body and I urge adoption of the 
action proposed by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Now let us not be car
ried away by the statement of the gen
tleman from New York as to the reduc
tion. It is . a reduction of $1,350,000 to 
$1 million in the asking by the other 
body for the purpose. So it is a small 
reduction and the gentleman from New 
York, I think, would be the first to admit 
that $250,000 for the purpose of remodel
ing the old building across the way be
longing to the other body is simply put
ting a foot in the door toward the ex
penditure of millions of dollars for the 
purpose. Let us get right down to the 
facts. You are here going to approve 
$1 million for the purchase of new furni
ture, when as I understand it Govern
ment warehouses are bursting with new 
furniture that has been stored away and 
now we are asked to vote a million dol
lars to equip a new office building around 
here. You can vote for this conference 
report, if you want to. I am opposed. 
I cannot denounce the State Department 
for the purchase of $27 waste paper 
baskets and remain silent when con
fronted with such an inordinate request 
for spending as this. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, we con
sider the House entirely competent to 
conduct its own affairs. By the same 
rule we consider the Senate entirely 
competent to conduct its own affairs, 
and we have ilo desire, and it has never 
been the custom for us to interfere in 
domestic affairs of the other body and 
we do not desire to interfere in this 
instance. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, the ma

jor money in the supplemental appro
priation bill, the subject of the confer
ence report we have considered today, 
has to do with the Department of De
fense. I am sure that members of the 
House will ' be interested to learn of 
certain Department of Defense econo
mies that have recently been effected. 

BETTER MANAGEMENT OF DEFENSE CONTRACTS 
For a number of years I have been 

greatly concerned about the manage
ment of defense contracts. Procure
ment costs have been too high, The 
negotiated-bid basis of buying is not 
conducive to economy, but we all agree 
the negotiated bid is often necessary. 
I have talked about this problem in the 
House on numerous occasions. We have 
hammered away on this issue in Appro
priations Committee reports on the De
fense appropriation bill. We have had 
staff studies made of procurement 
policies and practices of the Department 

of Defense, and we are continuing those 
studies again this year. 

It is gratifying to note that in the 
Department of Defense there now ap
pears to be a concerted effort directed 
toward getting industry to control costs 
in connection with military procure
ment. Over the past few months the 
top levels of management in the Depart
ment have been stressing this cost theme 
in their various speeches made to in
dustlial groups throughout the Nation. 
In speaking to such a group last week 
in San Diego, the Secretary of the Navy, 
Thomas s. Gates, Jr., pointed out that 
the Nation has just about come to its 
limit on military spending and that we 
are presently faced with an unprece
dented inflation of costs. The Secre
tary said: "The producer who reduces his 
costs is the one who will survive." The 
Secretary of the Air Force, James H. 
Douglas, has initiated a forceful pro
gram for economy in procurement and 
has so notified industry. 

Recently an official appeal has gone 
out to industry to curtail or reduce em
ployment by a fiat 5 percent. This is in 
the employment that goes to make up 
what is known as overhead costs that are 
reimbursed fully under procedures in 
negotiated defense procurement. I have 
been informed that the Air Force alone 
expects to save in the current fiscal year 
approximately $120 million by this move. 
More power to those who are seeking 
more defense for fewer dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 70: On page 31, line 8, 

insert: 
"Remodeling, Senate Office Building: To

ward carrying out the provisions of the act of 
July 10, 1957 (Public Law 85-95, 85th Cong.), 
authorizing the enlargement and remodel
ing of Senators' suites and structural, me
chanical, .and other changes and improve
ments in the existing Senate Office Building 
to provide improved accommodations for 
the United States Senate, $250,000, to be 
expended by the Architect of the Capitol un
der the direction of the Senate Office Build
ing Commission and to remain available un
til expended: Provided,. That the funds here
in appropriated may be expended only for 
such work as can be done by the force of the 
Architect of the Capitol, except that not to 
exceed $20,000 of such funds may be expended 
on a personal .service contract basis for con
sulting architectural and engineering serv
ices for preparation of preliminary plans and 
estimates of cost heretofore completed.'' 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 70 and concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider the votes by 

which action was taken on the several 
motions was laid on the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
who have spoken may have 5 legislative 
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days in which to extend their remarks 
on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDER 
Mr. VANIK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to ·vacate the special 
order granted me for tomorrow; and in 
lieu thereof I ask permission to address 
the House for 30 minutes on Thursday 
of next week and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Ther~ was no objection. 

NEW YORK CITY HOUSING 
AUTHORITY 

Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, on April 2 

of this year, I urged the chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Housing to conduct an 
investigation of certain deplorable con-

. ditions in the New York City Housing 
Authority. My request · for such an in
quiry was based on a series of articles 
which appeared in the New York News 
revealing a scandalous situation in the 
authority. These articles, as I then 
pointed out to the subcommittee, dis
closed evidence of Communist infiltra
tion among employees; mismanagement 
in the authority; proof of increased 
crime; inadequate police protection and 
widespread violence. 

Mr. Speaker, shortly after these shock
ing revelations appeared in the News, the 
city administration in New York or
dered a survey of the authority. At that 
time I stated on the fioor of this House 
that this serious matter was ''headed for 
a whitewash." And that is exactly 
what has happened. 

After 2 months of city investigation, 
a report was handed up which described 
the crime situation in the city's public 
housing projects as "sensitive and po .. 
tentially explosive." It further report
ed that there was evidence of "grave 
management defects that cry for cor
rection," and that "a substantial part of 
the authority's management structure 
will need overhauling for better opera
tion." 

Mr. Speaker, this 40-page report, to 
say the least, was a forthright condem
nation of conditions in the authority and 
backed up completely the revelations 
made by the News. Again and again, 
this report stressed that immediate ac
tion was needed urgently. Among other 
things, it urged that the housing police 
force be doubled at once. In stressing 
the importance of this grave situation, 
the report added, "the urgency of such 
action cannot be overemphasized" to 
protect the tenants and "prevent de
struction or deterioration - of public 
housing.'' 

Well, what has happened since this 
glaring report was made public? 

Mr. Speaker, although this report last 
May urged immediate boosting of its 

police force from 244 to 548 men to cope 
with a "sensitive and potentially explo
sive" situation in the city's 83 public
housing projects, nothing was done until 
last week-5 months after disclosure by 
the News and 3 months after its own 
acknowledgment of these frightening 
conditions. Do you · know what the 
authority did? It requested the munici
pal civil-service commission to certify 
not 300 men, not even 10.0 men, but 
50 additional housing police officers. 
Imagine 50 additional cops to cope with 
increasing evidence of crime, violence, 
and vandalism in 83 housing projects. 
What a farce. 

Mr. Speaker, if such inaction has been 
displayed in trying to correct a serious 
matter which is of compelling impor
tance and should have had exclusive and 
immediate attention, then you can 
imagine what steps have been taken to 
correct the other disgraceful conditions. 
None. 

Mr. Speaker, there is absolutely no 
question that shameful conditions actu
ally exist in the New York City Housing 
Authority. And we know that no effort 
is being made to bring about the correc
tion of this situation. The American 
taxpayers who subsidize these housing 
projects are entitled to better treatment. 
It is obvious that the city administration 
in New York has treated its own report 
of these shocking conditions with its 
usual hushed manner. It is the appar
ent hope of the city that by juggling, 
maneuvering, and delaying action on its 
problems, the people will forget. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter is too serious 
and too dangerous to put aside or sweep 
under the rug. The city of New York 
has failed in its responsibility to the 
people. It is for this reason that I again 
urge the Subcommittee on Housing to 
step in and clean up this horrible mess 
and not only protect the decent tenants 
but also prevent possible destruction of 
public housing in New York City. 

AMENDMENT 
STANDARDS 
AMENDED 

OF 
ACT 

FAIR 
OF 

LABOR 
1938 AS 

Mr. LANDRUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 7458) to 
amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938, as amended, to restrict its applica
tion in certain overseas areas, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto and concur in the Senate amend
ments. 

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

ments, as follows: 
Page 1, strike out all after line 4 over to 

and including line 9 on page 3 and insert: 
" ( 1) Section 13 of such act is amended by 

adding at the end thereof the following new 
subsection (f) ." 

Page 3, line 10, strike out "(g)" and insert 
.. (f)." 

Page 3, line 20, strike out "(3)" arid insert 
''(2) ." 

Page 4, line 4, strike out "(g)" and insert 
••(f) ." 

Page 4, line 5, after "Guam" Insert "the 
Canal Zone." 

Page 4, line 7, strike out all after "posses .. 
sion" down to and including "(4)" in line 9 
and insert "named in section 6 (a) (3) ." 

Page -4, line 12, strike out "(4)" and insert 
''(3) :· 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con .. 

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent in connection with 
the conference report amendments just 
adopted that I may extend my remarks 
in two places: First, before the vote on 
rollcall No. 202; and, second, at a point 
immediately following the "en bloc" mo
tion in which amendment No. 58 was 
included. 

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

There was no objection. 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1958 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R . 
9379) making appropriations for the 
Atomic Energy Commission for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1958, and for other 
purposes <Rept. No. 1217), which was 
read a first and second time and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. VURSELL reserved all points of 
order on the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. 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. 9379) making appro
priations for the Atomic Energy Com
mission for the fiscal year· ending June 
30, 1958, and for other purposes. 

Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that general de
bate continue not to exceed 2 hours, the 
time to be equally divided between the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] and 
myself. I trust that is agreeable to the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JENSEN. I think that is suffi
cient time. There is no real controversy 
about the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Would it be agreeable 
to the gentleman to further limit de
bate? 

Mr. JENSEN. I suggest that the gen
tleman make it an hour and a half. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate 
be limited to one hour and a half, the 
time to be equally divided and controlled 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JEN
SEN] and myself. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9379) with 
Mr. BoGGS 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. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, we live 

1!1 a rapid age. The world has moved 
faster and further in the last decade 
than in the previous 100 years. Within 
the lifetime of Members of this body 
new developments, new inventions, new 
formulas, have revolutionized the econ
omy of the country, the routines of busi
ness and all standards of living. 

We have seen developed within the 
last dozen years devices more wonder
ful, more inexplicable, than any Biblical 
miracle. The most recent of these, and 
perhaps the most important, is the de
velopment of atomic energy. 

The theory of atomic energy was first 
conceived by the great Einstein. When 
presented to the President of the United 
States with elaboration of the possibili
ties involved the President collaborated 
and there was inserted in the legislative 
budget an appropriation of $800 million 
cleverly camouflaged with other mili
tary items. The Department did not 
expect to be interrogated about it, and 
when we asked how this $800 million was 
to be used, they refused to tell us. We 
said to the general and to Mr. Bush, who 
was representing the President "The 
Committee on Appropriations has never 
yet appropriated a dollar unless it knew 
for what purpose it was to be spent, and 
certainly we cannot now appropriate 
$800 million without some explanation 
of its purpose. Finally the general said, 
"Germany and the United States are in 
a close race. If Germany solves this 
scientific problem first, Germany will win 
the war regardless of anything that we 
can do. On the other hand," he said, 
"if we solve the problem first the United 
States will win the war in spite of any
thing Germany can do. But," he said, 
••we cannot tell you what it is for." 

It was a difficult situation. We did 
not want it to be said in the future that 
America lost the war because this little 
group of five men, a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations, had re
fused to appropriate $800 million. So, 
for the first time in the history of the 
United States, and certainly for the first 
time in the history of the Committee on 
Appropriations, we gave them $800 mil
lion without knowing how it was going 
to be spent. We supposed that disposed 
of the matter. We expected them to 
reach a prompt solution of the problem. 
But, at the beginning of the next fiscal 
year they came back and requested a 
further appropriation that. eventually 
amounted to a billion dollars more. 
Well, we were rather appalled at the 
idea, but we had already spent $800 mil
lion, and so, reluctantly, we agreed to 
appropriate the additional money. We 
thought certainly that that would solve 
the problem, but at the end of the year 
they came again, and finally we found 
we had appropriated $2 billion and no 
solution in sight. 

There we stopped, and we said to them, 
"We have given you unlimited money and 
you have had 3 years. If you have not 

solved the problem in that time with the 
funds we have given you, YOlJ. will never 
solve it, and we refuse to give you more. 
We are not going to send good money 
after bad." 

By this time we five men were in a des
perate situation. Nobody in the House 
except the Speaker knew anything about 
it. We had concealed the money in 
other items in the bills and not a Mem
ber on the floor of the House knew that 
we had poured $2 billion down a rathole 
without knowing what it was for. We 
realized that it was useless for us to 
expect to be returned to Congress when it 
became known. The amount by this time 
exceeded the assessed value of the en
tire city of St. Louis and we refused to 
make any further appropriation. Early 
the next morning Secretary Stimson, 
who served as Secretary of War under 
both Democratic and Republican ad
ministrations, a very great man, a very 
able man, was in my office. He said, "I 
want to take you over to Oak Ridge 
and show you what we have done with 
this money and convince you that we 
must have enough to finish the project. 
We are on the verge of solving.the prob
lem, but we must have more money and 
have it now." I said, "No, Mr. Secre
tary, I will not go with you, but if you 
will permit me to take the five men of 
the committee, we will go." He agreed 
and we took with us Mr. Snyder who at 
~hat time was chairman of the Miiltary 
Services Subcommittee of the Commit
tee on Appropriations, Mr, Engel, of 
Michigan, who was the ranking minority 
member of that subcommittee. The gen
tleman from New York [Mr. TABER], the 
ranking minority member of the full 
committee, and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MAHON], who at that time 
was, as I recall, the second man on the 
subcommittee. 

We left Washington at midnight. No 
one knew we had gone; no one knew 
where we had gone. We flew down to 
Oak Ridge and to our astonishment 
found down there a city of 60,000 people. 
They had gone out into the forests and 
fields and had built a great city with 
every utility. No newspaper had ever 
referred to it and there was this great 
TVA plant. We remained there 2 days. 
It would be interesting if I had time to 
tell you of our experience there. 

They convinced us they were very near 
the solution of the problem. We were 
not to say a word about it until we saw 
in the newspapers that the bomb had 
been dropped. 

We came back here and gave them the 
money and every morning I would grab 
the morning paper, run through it to 
see if the bomb had been dropped. Time 
went by. Still no bomb. 

That summer, in the midst of the 
session, Congress recessed for 2 weeks 
and gave us a chance to go back home. 

As I left Washington I looked around 
believing I was serving my last term. 
I knew I was not coming back. It was 
my last session of Congress. I was build
ing a new barn on the farm and the 
workmen every day went into town at 
noon. One day, when they came back 
from lunch, one of the men said to me, 
''You know, I heard a peculiar thing over 

the radio." I was not much interested. 
I wanted to be sure that we got a good 
roof on this barn. He said, "They
have dropped some sort of a bomb on 
Japan." 

I never felt as relieved in my life. We 
had gambled for big stakes. We had 
risked $2 billion, but we had won. 
America had won. 

Now we are again in a similar race. 
We are in a race with Russia to deter
mine which will first solve the problem 
of producing atomic electric power. 
Conditions are identical and that is the 
problem before us in this bill. 

While we were anxiously waiting the 
development of the atomic bomb all of 
us had the idea that it was solely for 
war purposes. It did not occur to us 
that it could be used for peacetime pur
poses. It was a surprise to find that out 
of the carnage and wreckage and devas
tation of war we had salvaged something 
that would be of permanent benefit to 
humanity. Now that the war feature 
of it has dropped into the background, 
we begin to realize that we have over
looked the most important feature of it 
and that atomic energy will confer upon 
mankind benefits unparalleled in the 
annals of the human race. It can be 
used to control disease, to banish 
human suffering. It can be used to sup
ply every household in the United States 
with electric power at so low a rate that 
it will not pay to hire men to read the 
meters. All the consumer will pay will 
be merely a connection charge. Then 
the consumer can use as little or as much 
as he wants, the power will be too cheap 
to measure. 

We now find that it provides a new 
method of conserving food. We will 
dispense with refrigerators, because we 
will preserve food much better and 
longer with cheap atomic energy, 

We will revolutionize the national 
economy and world economy, to an ex
tent that cannot be fully understand 
for years yet to come. 

But, Mr. Chairman, with this brilliant 
prospect ahead of us, we are dragging 
our feet, we have not been making ap
preciable progress. After these years, 
longer than it took to make the bomb, 
and after the expenditure of $15 billion, 
many times what it cost to develop the 
bomb, we have accomplished very little 
and at least two other nations are forging 
ahead of us. We have only one large 
reactor in a position to operate now or in 
the near future, the one at Shippingport, 
Pa. Although we had the initiative, al
though we originated the idea, England 
is taking it away from us and has con
structed at Calder Hall a successful 
plant which is solving the problems we 
expected to solve long ago. 

England is already producing electric 
energy in commercial quantities and at 
commercial prices. England is tBiking 
away from us the business that we ex
pected to transact. Production of elec
tric enery originated in America. No
body outside of America had ever 
dreamed of it. It was American scien
tists and our advanced American 
thought and American laboratories that 
first demonstrated it. We expected the 
nations of the world to come to America 
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to buy the machinery and equipment, 
fuel and formulas. We justly expected to 
take the lead in this new era, this new 
a,tomic age. We now discover to our 
dismay that we are marking time and 
England is taking the business · away 
from us. Japan, for example. Japan 
was under every obligation to us. We 
have provided the money and spirit 
which has rehabilitated Japan. We are 
today strengthening the Japanese Army 
to confront the Siberian Bear. Still, 
when Japan came to buy a reactor, her 
delegation looked over our plants. talked 
with our scientists, then went to England 
and looked over English plants and the 
newspapers now tell us she is buying her 
principal equipment from England and 
not from the United States. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle· 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Why should any of 
these countries buy from the United. 
States when they can play us for "suck
ers" and get the money to buy the 
equipment somewhere else--why should 
they? 

Mr. CANNON. Just this month the 
newspapers carTied the story that Japan 
is buying her equipment from England 
and not from the United States. Her 
major purchases are to be made from 
England. The Washington Star the day 
before yesterday carried an announce
ment that Brazil, after sending delega
tions to the United States and to Eng
land, is buying from England. We are 
losing the leadership that should be ours. 
We are not only losing to England in a 
field and on a scientific achievement 
which we initiated and originated and in 
which we were the pioneers, but I do not 
have to tell you that Russian competi
tion is more serious still. All England 
will ever take away from us is business
and profits. But, if Russia ever takes 
us over, they will take away from us, as 
they have taken away from every satel
lite, not only wealth but our mode of 
living-our Government itself. 

We cannot afford at this critical time 
to permit Russia to take the lead in 
atomic energy any more than we could 
afford during the Second World War to 
let Germany take leadership on the 
atomic bomb. 

There is no politics involved here. 
This is not a Republican question. It 

is not a Democratic question. This is 
American solvency and security. 

We report here today a bill which has 
been so exhaustively debated in this 
House and the other body that I am cer
tain nobody needs any information on 
it. I am quite glad to say the subcom
mittee which reported this bill reported 
it out unanimously; there was not a dis
senting vote and the whole committee 
likewise reported it out unanimously. 
We trust that the House, laying aside 
any political considerations, will as ex
peditiously give us this bill and start us 
on the way to recouping American 
leadership. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi· 
gan [Mr. RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. I thank the chairman. 

If you have the report of the commit .. 
tee before you. you will see there is some 
changed language in the report. 

The committee has made one change 
in the committee print of the report~ 
On page 2, under the heading "Reactor 
Development Program," it has stricken 
tbe first sentence and has inserted the 
following: 

The additional $1,500,000 requested for the 
fast breeder reactor research has been dis· 
allowed. Of the $13,600,000 in the bill for 
the fast breeder technology, up to $1,500,000 
may be used on decision of the Atomic En
ergy Commission for the purpose set forth 
in section 111 (a) (2) of H. R. 8996, 85th 
Congress. 

The purpose of this change is to make 
it possible for the AEC to conduct re
search which is applicable to the devel· 
opment of a large-scale fast breeder re
actor. Such a reactor is presently under 
construction by the Power Reactor De
velopment Co., at Monroe, Mich. The 
AEC has a contract with this company 
to provide certain research. The $1,500,-
000 requested in the budget estimate was 
for financing such research in AEC 
laboratories to be charged against the 
contract commitment. 

The action that the committee has 
taken provides for the same amount of 
money for research, the cost of which 
is not charged against the contract com
mitment. In other words, the Congress 
is not endorsing or implying approval 
of the existing contract with the Power 
Reactor Development Co. 

At this point I would like to yield to 
my colleague the gentleman from Michi· 
gan [Mr. FoRDJ. 

Mr. FORD. I appreciate the oppor· 
tunity of making an inquiry of my col
league and friend, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAU'l']. Section 111 (a) 
(2) states: 

Not more than $1,500,000 may be expended 
for research and development in the Com· 
mission •s laboratories of the functions and 
technology of the fast breeder reactor con
cept. 

As I understand the language in the 
committee report, up to $1,500,000 may 
be used to conform to the authorizing 
language for research to be conducted in 
AEC laboratories by AEC employees. 

Mr. RABAUT. That was the under· 
standing of the committee this morning. 

Mr. FORD . . Furthermore, is it. accu· 
rate to say that any benefits from such 
research may and will accrue to the 
project which is in effect referred to in 
section 111 (a) (2) ? 

Mr. RABAUT. May accrue to any 
project which has a fast breeder re
actor. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may require. 

Mr. Chairman, when one such as I or 
one such as any member of the Appro· 
priations Committee sets himself up as 
an authority on this important and far
reaching matter of atomic energy and all 
it entails, I think he is stepping com· 
pletely out of cast. I. as one member of 
the committee. will not take it upon my .. 
self to criticize the action of the Atomic 

Energy Commission; l'ather, I will praise 
them and commend them as able, de-
voted, patriotic Americans doing an out .. 
standing job. 

After listening to these great scientists, 
metallurgists, and engineers, the heads 
of all the different branches of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, and after 
listening to members of the Commission, 
one must say, thank God we have such 
men in this blessed land of ours who de
vote themselves to this great and im· 
portant task. I never leave the commit
tee. after listening to those great men of 
the AEC, but that I feel a great 
sense of security. A wild, vicious 
horse in the hands of a tenderfoot 
is a. dangerous article.. But in the 
hands of one who knows how to 
handle that horse. will tame, ha1·ness, 
and train the horse to do his bidding and 
soon that ho1·se becomes gentle and use. 
ful. The atomic bomb in the hands of· 
those who know little or nothing about 
it is a dangerous article; but in the hands· 
of these great scientists, engineers, and 
metallurgists such as we have handling 
this dangerous article for the people of 
the United States, is harnessed and 
tamed to a very great degree for peaceful 
uses for the good of peace-loving people 
everywhere. 

I would be the last to criticize the AEC. 
While I know the are not infallible, I do 
know they are doing their level best. 
For anyone to stand on the fioor of the 
House and criticize them is certainly 
most unfair and a detriment to OUl~ 
security. 

You have been told that we have not 
come as far in the development of atomic 
energy as some people had hoped we 
would. To some degree I must concur 
in that statement. The reason is, Mr. 
Chairman, we have in private industry 
many thousands of great nuclear scien
tists, engineers, metallurgists, and people 
who understand the atom, but until a 
few days ago this Congress bad not given 
private industry the law which they long 
wanted. That law has not yet been 
signed by the President of the United 
states unless it was signed today. That 
law provides that private industry will 
be responsible for the first $50 billion 
damages which might happen if an 
atomic explosion occurs in some plant 
owned and operated by private industry. 

Private industry has been pleading for 
such a law for many years. Had we 
bad such a law on our statute books 
years ago private industry would have 
advanced faster, more atomic reactor 
plants would have been built and we 
would have been further on the road 
in developing the reactor plants for pow· 
er. 

You have just been told that England 
· has built a reactor which produces atom

ic power competitive with electric power. 
Well, now, that is possible, because since 
the electric power industry in England 
was socialized power rates have gone up, 
up, and up until today the electric power 
rates in England are three times high· 
er than our electric power rates. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. ·Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield. 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 
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Mr. COLE. In addition to the ex .. 
planation the gentleman has just given, 
indicating that the British reactor gen
erating power is competitive with elec
tricity, it should be pointed out in ad
dition that the reactor also makes rna .. 
terials for its weapons program. So, 
it is a matter of counting the price or 
the figures that you assign to the cost 
of the weapons materials and the fig
ures that Y0\1 assign to the cost of elec
tricity. Now, if you assign a low figure 
for the weapons materials, why, then 
the cost of electricity is high, but if you 
assign a high cost to your weappns ma
terials, of course, you can show it is 
competitive. 

Mr. JENSEN. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I think also the 
Members should know that in establish
ing the price of conventional power in 
England you must take into considera
tion that better than 50 percent of the 
coal that they use in England is trans
ported from the United States, and that 
certainly boosts the cost of conventional 
power considerably. 

Mr. JENSEN. I thank the gentle
man for his contribution. 

Let me at this point say that while I 
am the ranking minority member of the 
Atomic Energy Appropriations Com
mittee of the House, I must, like every 
other member of that committee, put 
great dependence upon the advice and 
the counsel and the recommendations of 
our Joint Atomic Energy Committee. 
And, I can assure the gentlemen on that 
committee, whether they be Republicans 
or Democrats, that l-and I am sure I 
speak for most of the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations and of the 
Congress of the United States and for 
most of the people of the United States, 
in fact, all the people of the United 
States who have taken the time to learn 
about the great work that that commit
tee has done, not only for America but 
for humanity everywhere-when I say 
we appreciate the good services of that 
committee. We thank the gentlemen on 
that committee for the hours, the weeks, 
the months, the years you have spent 
and the sleepless nights, I know, that you 
must have spent in studying and in
forming yourselves and deciding with 
God's blessing, just what you should 
recommend to the Congress of the 
United States. And, I say again, thank 
God for such men as you as well as for 
such men as we have in the Atomic 
Energy Commission from top to bottom; 
devoted naen, great men, great Amer
icans. 

We talk about different kinds of re .. 
actors. The Atomic Energy Commis
sion is now experinaenting and have for 
quite some time, with a number of dif .. 
ferent types of reactors in an attempt to 
ascertain for certain exactly which type 
is the best and the naost efficient. I shall 
not say on this fioor all the matter to 
which the Atonaic Energy Commission 
testified in committee. But I can assure 
you that America is not behind any 
nation in this wide world in the develop-

ment of the nuclear development. I 
wish I had the privilege to explain a few 
things that are classified; that means, of 
course, highly secret. 

We have the Nautilus submarine, 
atomic-powered, as you know. That 
submarine traveled 60,000 nailes under 
water and had enough fuel in its original 
charge to travel another 30,000 miles. 
There is no atomic power plant on earth 
that can match that performance, I can 
assure you and there are many other 
proofs of my statement. 

There are many other fields in which 
the Atomic Energy Commission is mak
ing research and investigation; for in
stance in medicine and biology, in the 
field of agriculture and so forth. In 
fact, in almost every part of our economy 
you will find that the Atomic Energy 
Commission is taking a hand. The 
Atomic Energy Commission is cooperat
ing with some 8.0 colleges and univer
sities by allocating funds that those col
leges may train scientists in all the dif
ferent phases of atomic energy and we 
are encouraged by the progress made. 
We are also encouraged, even though it 
is most difficult for the learned doctors in 
the Atomic Energy Commission staff and 
many private doctors of medicine to as
sure us of a completely successful cam
paign against human dread diseases. 
But they are experimenting with mice, 
rats, dogs, and monkeys to ascertain the 
effect of radioactive isotopes on these 
animals to make sure that when they 
experiment with radioactive isotopes on 
human beings it will be successful. 

So in the field of peaceful pursuits, 
peaceful purposes as well as defense pur
poses, I am pleased with the ·progress 
that is being made with the fund and 
the tools the Atomic Energy Commission 
has had to work with up to this time. I 
know that if we give private industry 
and their great scientists, metallurgists, 
and doctors the green light to go forward 
with the Federal Government officials 
in this field, we need not fear that any
one will even come close to the record 
we will make in the atomic-energy pro .. 
gram. 

An item in this bill has been reduced 
which would give private industry an op
portunity to go forward in cooperation 
with the Federal Government's program. 
An amendment will be offered at the 
proper time to correct that mistake 
made in this bill. I am in full support 
of that amendment which will be offered 
by Congressman CoLE of New York. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. EVINS]. 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, I cer
tainly wish to concur with the distin
guished chairman of our committee [Mr. 
CANNON] and also the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] in their statements 
of their high regard and respect for the 
members of the Atomic Energy Commis
sion. However, I do not think that any 
of the Commission are such that we 
should approve carte blanche everything 
they recommend. We should reserve 
the right to disagree and question them 
with respect to their recommendations. 

Mr. Chairman, we all recognize the 
fact that the Atomic Energy Commis .. 
sion is an important arm of our national 

defense and certainly· I would not want 
to handicap its ability to contribute to 
our national security. But, Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that we must look at its op
erations with the same perspective we 
look at other national-defense pro
grams. Nor do . I believe that the AEC 
should be exempted from the careful 
scrutiny we give all other agencies. 

The AEC is the largest by far of our 
independent agencies. Where the other 
commissions have budgets of a few mil
lions, the AEC comes to us with requests 
for billions. And yet we know less about 
its operations than we do about any 
other agency of the Government-this 
because of the classified and restrictive 
nature of its programs. Indeed, al
though it was established as a creature 
of Congress, responsible to Congress, in 
recent years it has shown an increasing 
tendency to escape the supervision of 
Congress and even to move in its own 
orbit with wide flexibility in the exercise 
of its powers, so much so that, as we 
know, some weeks ago it was necessary 
for this Congress to reassert its authority 
in legislation requiring positive Congres
sional oversight of its activities and 
particularly its expenditures. 

Mr. Chairman, last year the AEC re
ceived roughly $2 billion in appropri
ations. This year the AEC is asking for 
approximately 2% billion, an increase of 
25 percent. Meanwhile, we have re
duced the budgets of all other agencies
including the budget of the Defense De
partment and the foreign-aid program 
which are also vital to our national secu
rity. Meanwhile, too, the President and 
the State Department have been carry
ing on negotiations with other nations 
on a high level with a view to arriving 
at some limitation of arms. Meanwhile, 
also, the President, through his Budget 
Bureau, has issued a directive requesting 
all agencies to hold their budgets to the 
1957 level-and I might point out that 
the President has not told us that the 
AEC should be an exception to this direc
tive. On the contrary, the AEC received 
the directive and indeed it was in this 
way that we first learned of its existence. 
In view of all these factors, the commit
tee has effected and in this bill is recom
naending a cut of $215,906,500 in appro
priations for AEC for 1958. Some feel 
that other economies should be made in 
the expanding programs of the Commis
sion. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize the AEC is a 
giant we need to secure our future and 
the peace of the world; but, Mr. Chair
man, let us keep the giant within rea
sonable linaits responsible and responsive 
to Congressional control. Let us give 
the Commission whatever it needs, with
in reason, to perform its share of the job 
of protecting us, but let us not contrib
ute to the creation of a Frankenstein 
bigger than the CongreSs, bigger than 
the people themselves. The Joint Com
mittee on Atomic Energy of the House 
and the Senate has written and the 
Congress has on yesterday approved, 
legislation which would make the Com
mission more responsive to the will of 
Congress and the country. This appro
priation is in line with this legislation. 

My own view is that the Commission 
should direct more of its efforts and 
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energies in providing scientific advance;
ment and nuclear knowledge to our 
own people-our industries, our public 
agencies, our own American colleges 
and universities-yes, lower levels of 
public education-rather than diverting 
its major efforts overseas in giving data 
and information in scientific know-how 
to other than our own citizenship. 

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, as an apostle 
of Cordell Hull, I am not an "isonational
ist"-but considerations of our own 
country and its interests and safety and 
security should and must be paramount 
and foremost. 

As a member of the subcommittee that 
heard testimony on the AEC's operations 
and programs, I want to say that I have 
a great admiration for the members of 
the Commission and the staff but ex
press the hope that this appropriation 
will contribute substantially to building 
up and strengthening our own posture
our own national strength. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GROSS]. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, a while 
ago the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] seemed to express surprise that 
the Japanese and, perhaps, others are 
buying materials for reactor plants from 
the British. I am sure he is not too sur
prised by that move. It is my under
standing that the British are building 
a steel plant-2 or 3 foreign countries 
are building steel plants in India, which 
has been the beneficiary of our foreign 
aid. The British are building a steel 
plant in India on the basis of a loan. 
The British will be paid because we are 
suckers enough to help provide the 
money through various forms of foreign 
aid and loans. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 
Mr. CANNON. Nations buying reac

tors are buying them from England and 
not from the United States. We are 
told that Germany is on the verge of 
buying a reactor plant and will buy it 
from England. Japan made a few minor 
purchases from us, but are buying their 
big reactor from England. ·They are now 
in negotiation to buy from England the 
Calder Hall type plant. We have no gas
cooled reactors in this country. Eng
land's reactor is of a type. As I have 
said, Germany is in negotiation with 
England. Argentina, and as far as I 
know, all of the major nations of the 
world which are preparing to invest in 
reactors are proposing to buy from Eng
land. Here is a clipping from the Wash
ington·star of August 18: 
SAO PAULO Wn.L BUY BRITISH-MADE REACTOR 

LONDON, August 17.-Gov. Janio Quadros 
announced last night his Brazilian State of 
Sao Paulo will buy a 30,000-kilowatt atomic 
reactor from Britain for the first nuclear
power station in Latin America. 

Mr. GROSS. The British are going to 
build a steel mill in India and they are 
going to equip it. The British are going 
to build the second largest rubber plant 
outside the United States in Soviet 
Russia. We are not going to sell the 
equipment for either of these plants. 
That is the return we get when we dish 

out money and assistance to these 
countries. 

I wonder if there is any money in this 
$2% billion to implement the so-called 
statute which created the International 
Atomic Agency. Is there any money in 
this bill for that purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. We have money in this 
bill for the atoms-for-peace program, 
but not for the Agency. 

Mr. GROSS. That is what I wanted 
to know. In other words, I assume some 
of this money will be used on a 33 lh per
cent basis to finance foreign countries in 
the so-called purchase of fissionable ma
terial, and the building of reactor plants, 
because under the statute creating the 
international agency, the formula for 
contribution on the part of the United 
States is 331;~ percent. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course the gentle
man understands that the development 
of atomic energy originated in the United 
States, and we should retain that lead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GRoss] has 
expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

I am sure the gentleman will be glad 
to know that we still have the lead in 
atomic research. 

Mr. GROSS. I do not question that 
at all, but we certainly do not have the 
lead in marketing the products of our 
know-how if what we have heard this 
afternoon is correct. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 
Mr. COLE. I deny the assertion that 

the Japanese have bought a British re
actor. I deny that they are contem
plating purchasing a British reactor. It 
is true that the Japanese have been 
studying the British reactor, like other 
possible eventual purchasers, just the 
same as they have been studying the 
American reactor looking toward pos
sible purchase. But in addition to those 
two countries which are now engaged in 
reactor purchases, we have Italy and 
Belgium who are studying the American 
reactor designs. And the South Amer
ican countries who are studying the 
American manufacturers' designs. So 
this is not a British monopoly by any 
means. 

Mr. GROSS. Let me say that I ac
cepted the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] that the 
Japanese were purchasing a British re· 
actor. 

I do understand that the British are 
building a steel mill in India and are 
going to equip it. I do know that the 
British have entered into a contract to 
build the second largest rubber plant 
outside of the United States in Soviet 
Russia .and are going to equip that plant. 

My concern in this extraordinary con
tribution of 33% percent to the so-called 
atoms-for-peace program is whether the 
money will be spent for the purchase of 
equipment for other countries. In other 
words, is industry and labor in this 
country going to be left in the lurch? 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 

Mr. COLE. Not a 'Cent of this 33%. 
percent to which the gentleman refers 
will be used for equipment in any coun
try by the international agency. It re
lates to the cost of administration of 
the agency, such as the pay of employees, 
office rent, or whatever it may be. 

Not a cent of our contribution goes 
toward the purchase of a single item of 
equipment for anyone. 

Mr. GROSS. I am glad to have that 
clarified. I hope it remains on that 
!basis. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HOLIFIELD]. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
hardly know what to say as I stand in 
the well of the House today. We have 
had a long and intensive struggle over 
the authorization bill for the construc
tion part of this program which comes 
to the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy and the subcommittee of which 
I am chairman. 

There was strong disagreement as to 
the type of program that should be han
dled. I think it is very unfortunate that 
a program which was advocated by the 
AEC in the assistance of both private 
industry and cooperative and publicly 
owned organizations should be used, in 
the minority report, and in my opinion, 
in a very regrettable way. 

The accusation was made against the 
majority members of the committee that 
we were for atomic-power federalism 
and socialism. I do not intend to go back 
and review that battle, because it is a 
battle that has already been fought. 

I also am regretful of the fact that 
the chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Committee has consistently fought the 
majority wishes of this committee. He 
sets himself up as an omnipotent and all
powerful individual in the field of atomic 
knowledge; yet this Congress has to ap
propriate over $2 billion a year to operate 
this program. We have the real respon
sibility to the taxpayers. 

I have heard some things said in the 
well of this House today in regard to the 
fact that this is a mysterious program. 
I am going to say as a Member who has 
been on this committee since its incep
tion that this program is rapidly getting 
to the point where it ought to be looked 
at just like the Agricultural Committee's 
program or the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee's program, or any 
other program, because we are getting 
into development which is a commercial 
type of development and in which secrecy 
and security and all these mysterious 
banners behind which men have hidden 
in the past can no longer be used to hide 
behind. 

This program is getting into every 
facet of American commercial life, and 
when you get into American commercial 
life you cannot carry secrets along with 
you. It just does not work out that way 
in a democracy. I do not mean by that 
that there are not still some secrets: 
How to make these weapons, how many 
of them you have, what sizes they are, 
where they are stored, how they are 
delivered, and that sort of thing. But 
this is not the only part of this program. 
This program is growing from the point 
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where it was a C()IDl)letely secret Pl'O
gram and one of national security-and 
it still is in this field, of course secret. 
But it is also growing into this other 
civilian field. That is why the Members 
of this House have that same duty upon 
them to understand that this is not alto
gether a mysterious program but it is 
going to be a commercial program from 
now on. That is what we are involved 
in. 

Mr. Chairman. I want to get to the 
authorization bill as it was passed by 
the Ho11se. We finally came to an agree
ment which was not satisfactory to the 
members of the majority or the mem
bers of the minority. In that authoriza
tion bill there was a $129,915,000 item; 
$30 million of that was for the so-called 
third round private power reactor pro
gram. The other $99 million was for the 
so-called cooperative-assistance program 
and provided funds to build the reactors 
which would be owned by the Govern
ment, but which would have the steam 
accepted by cooperatives and public or
ganizations. It is regrettable and rep
rehensible that the majority members 
of this committee were accused of being 
Socialists and Federal atomic power ad
vocates, because this is not our program. 
However, we went along with the pro
gram on the one ground that the types of 
reactors which were involved in these five 
reactors were necessary to advance the 
reactor program. One of the reactors 
absorbed $50 million of the $99 million. 
This one was Consumers of Nebraska, a 
power monopoly in the State of Ne
braska, a State chartered institution, and 
the other $4!J million was divided between 
4 little co-ops. We went along with that 
because of the re5earch and development 
phase of it. That is the only reason we 
went along with it, because we did not 
originate or initiate the program. Then 
to be accused of being a Socialist be
.cause we went along with the AEC pro
gram, I say is a regrettable affair. How
ever, in that $129 million there were $30 
million for the so-called third-round in
vitation. This was to be used by the AEC 
to subsidize research for private utilities, 
who responded to the third-round invi
tation. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, the 
committee authorized that, but I regret 
to find that the $30 million is not pro
vided for in the appropriation bill. 

There was another item we finally 
agreed upon, $1.5 million for a plutonium 
recycle reactor. This was fo1· the pur
pose of learning how to burn plutonium 
in place of just using it in weapons. I 
regret also that this item is not in the 
appropriation bill. 

I am not fighting the committee. I 
realize the great job they have had, be
cause if I had a job that took me some 
2 or 3 months of day and night work in 
understanding a $400 million appropria
tion, it would be a much greater job to 
understand .a $2 billion appropriation, 
which they had to pass upon here. The 
fact ~·emains. however, that these two 
items have not been put in the appropria-
tion bill. · 

I realize that in dealing with these 
appropriations for research you have to 
deal with them on nebulous justifica
tions. The Commission could not come 
forward at this time and justify the $30 
million of contracts already agreed up
on, or upon details already arrived at. 
These details are in negotiation and it is 
expected they will be consummated. If 
we want to go ahead with the research 
and development in this particular field 
it is necessary for us to provide in ad
vance the appropriations so that the 
Atomic Energy Commission can enter in
to contracts on these particular types of 
reactors which the majority of our com
mittee as well as the minority agree 
should be built. The same thing is true 
with the $1.5 million for the plutonium 
recycle reactor. It should be built. 

It is true that at this time you cannot 
bring in an exact estimate for it, but 
the Atomic Energy Commission has 
spent $2 million .in exploring the feasi
bility of this reactor. 

The scientists that are in the em
ploy of the General Electric Company 
out at Hanford have assured us that 
they are ready to go ahead with the 
building of this reactor. It will be the 
first time a reactol" of this size has ever 
been built. So we are still in the re
search and development stage and we 
have to gamble like we gambled origi
nally with the atomic bomb, and like we 
gambled in 1950 in the manufacture of 
the hydrogen bomb. But this happens 
to be a gamble in the civilian applica
tion field rather ·than in the military 
field. I realize that this is one of those 
places where you cannot consider an 
appropriation on the basis of an already 
arrived at mass of details and a rigid 
estimate. This is the one area where 
Congress must gamble. I speak of re
search and development. You cannot 
accw·ately forecast th.e solution of a sci
entific enigma. We must depend on the 
scientists and engineers to discover and 
develop new fields of knowledge. We 
cannot apply factual estimates nor rigid 
f'Orms of normal justification to the jus
tification of funds to explore tbe un
known. And so I say that if this amount 
is not restored either in this body or in 
the other body-and again I say I am 
not in a fight with the Committee on 
Appropriations-unless the $30 million 
is restored by the other body and agreed 
upon in conference and unless the $15 
million is restored and agreed upon in 
conference, then there will be two great 
areas where projects will not be built; 
there will be a void il'l tbe area of two 
civilian types of reactors which everyone 
is agreed upon, the minority and the 
majority, should be built~ and then the 
other will be the very important field of 
learning how to use plutonium f-or c.ivii
ian application rather than for just 
bombs alone. 

I just wanted to say that I am not 
quarreling with the committee. I have 
not been able, Qf course, to go through 
$2 billion worth of amounts and find 
where the other euts are, but I do know 
these 2 because they are fresh in my 
mind on account of last week's debate 
on this subject, and I bope that some
where along the line these 2 items can 
be restored for the benefit of the pro-

gram: not for the benefit of the majori~ 
and the minority but for the benefit of 
going along the line of trying to find out 
how to bring this whole program to civil
ian application as we have succeeded in 
bringing it to military application. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I yield to the gen~ 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman 
from California has shown great inter
est in the reactor which has been tenta
tively scheduled for Piqua, Ohio, my 
hometown. Will this bill provide the 
funds for that reactor if a contract be 
entered into by my hometown and the 
Atomic Energy Commission or by the 
engineering or manufacturing firm di
rectly involved? · 

Mr. HOLIFIElD. I would not warit 
to answer definitely to the gentleman, 
because I have not studied it, but I think 
it is included in the appropriation bilt 
I thinl{ all of the funds for the five re
actors are included in the appropriation 
bill. But, the part that was deleted was 
the $3'0 million I spoke of for assistance 
to p1ivate utilities. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has again 
expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McCULLocH]. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, 
would the g-entleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] care to answer that question? 

Mr. CANNON. The money is in the 
bill. There is $1.5 million in the item to 
which he refers. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Which would take 
care of the initial needs of a contract 
that might be entered into by the Atomic 
Energy Commission and the manufac
turing or the engineering concern in
volved? 

Mr:· CANNON. That was the under~ 
standing of the committee. 

M:s.·. McCULLOCH. I thank the gen
tleman. 

. Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further ·requests for time. 

Mr. CANNON. We have no further 
. requests for time, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Clerk will read 
the bill for amendment. 

Th-e Clerk read as follows: 
OPERA~~G .EXPENSES 

For necessary operating expenses of the 
Commission in carrying out the purposes of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 

. including the employment of aliens; rental 
in or near the District of Columbia; sen
ices authorized by section 15 of the act of 
August 2, 1946 (5 U.S. S. 55a); purchase of 
equipment; -purchase, maintenanee, and op
eration of aircraft; publication and dissemi~ 
nation of atomic information; purchase, re
pair, and cleaning of uniforms; purch-ase of 
newspapers and periodicals (not to exceed 
$5,000); official entertainment expenses (not 
to exceed $22,500); not to exceed $3,700,000 
for expenses of travel, including expenses of 
attendance at meetings of organizations con
cerned with the function or . activity for 
wbich tllls appropriation is made; reim~ 
bursement of the General Services Adminis
tration for security guard services; not to 
exceed $4:5,000,000 for personal servi-ces; pur-

. chase (not to exceed. 460 for replacement 
only, including 2 at not to exceed $3,500 
each) and hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
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$2,166,556,000, together with t ne unexpended 
balances, as of June 30, . 1957, of prior year 
appropriations made available under this 
head to the Atomic Energy Commission, and, 
in addition, any moneys (except sums re· 
ceived from disposal of property under the 
Atomic Energy Community Act of 1955 ( 42 
U. S. C. 2301) ) received by the Commission, 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 
3617 of the Revised Statutes (31 U. S. C. 
484): Provided, That of· such amounts $100,· 
000 may be expended for objects of a confi
dential nature and in any such case the 
certificate of the Commission as to the 
amount of the expenditure and that it is 
deemed inadvisable to specify the nature 
thereof shall be deemed a sufficient voucher 
for the sum therein expressed to have been 
expended: Provided ju1·ther, That from this 
appropriation transfers of sum.s may be made . 
to other agencies of the Government for the 
performance of the work for which this ap
propriation is made, and in such cases the 
sums so transferred may be merged with the 
appropriation to which transferred: Pro· 
vided further, That no part of this appro· 
priation shall be used in coimection with 
the payment of a fixed fee to any contractor 
or firm of contractors engaged under a cost
plus-a-fiXed-fee contract or contracts at any 
installation of the Commission, where that 
fee for community management is at a rate 
in excess of $90,000 per anum, or for the 
operation of a transportation system where 
that fee is at a rate in excess of $45,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

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

2, line 20, strike out "$2,166,556,000" and 
insert "$2,196,556,000." 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would restore the item of 
$30 million to which the gentl~man from 
California directed his remarks a mo
ment ago. It is an amount that has 
been approved by the Budget, included 
in the Commission's program; an 
amount which is essential for the 
progress and the exploration of the pos
sibility of using atomic energy for gen
erating electricity. As has been previ
ously explained today and other days 
the Commission, since the law was 
changed in 1954 making it possible for 
private capital, private utilities to enter 
this field of exploration, has engaged in 
two different rounds. The first round 
was largely composed of private capital. 
The second round was composed exclu
sively of cooperatives, that item that we 
discussed last week and earlier this 
week. The third round is the one now 
current for which the $30 million is 
necessary. If the $30 million is not ap
proved by the Congress a more devastat
ing blow could not be struck against the 
development of atomic energy by private 
participation in cooperation with ·the 
Government. 

About a month ago, because of the 
criticism of the chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations with respect 
to legislative authorizations for Com
mission appropriations, the law was 
changed, section 261 of the basic atomic 
energy law was changed so that there
after it was necessary for the Commis
sion to submit to the Congress requests 
for authorizations for funds needed for 
participation with private capital in this 
field. ~he Commission has done that. 

The authQrization was carried in the 
bill which we adopted last week, the 
conference report being approved on 
yesterday or the day before. Without 
these funds, the program cannot go for
ward. That section 261 carried a fur
ther provision that after the appropria
tion may be obtained by the Commission 
for distribution among these various 
proposals, before any contract is finally 
signed the details of that contract with 
respect to each particular project must 
be submitted to the joint committee 
for its consideration for a period of 45 
days while the Congress is in session. 
That was a method which was arrived 
at by the Congress to meet the criticism 
of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. . . 

The consequence of the denial of this 
fund, by denying private participation, 
inevitably is that the Government is 
going to have to build all of these re
actors. This $30 million which is in
volved in the amendment represents a 
total investment of capital expenditures 
for reactor construction in the neighbor
hood of $150 to $200 million. By using 
some public funds, the balance private 
capital, we are able to explore many, 
many more of the various types and con
cepts of reactors. If we do not use pri
vate capital the alternative is public 
funds. That means that the cost of 
building all these many types of reactors 
will involve the expenditure of hundreds 
and hundreds of millions of dollars. 

The restoration of this amount is es
sential to carry on the program. I sub
scribe to the urgency of the remarks of 
the gentleman from California. Let me 
further indicate that already there have 
been 4 proposals made to the Commis
sion in this third ·round; 1 by a group 
of utilities down in Florida; 1 by a group 
up in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Iowa, 
called the Northern States Utility; a 
third group consisting of utilities in 
North Carolina and Virginia and the 
Pennsylvania Power & Light is the fourth 
one. All of these companies are ready 
to come in and invest substantial 
amounts of money, coming to several 
millions of dollars in this new and un
tried field in which they will not reap 
a cent of profit. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. · 

Mr. HALLECK. I have asked the 
gentleman to yield principally for the 
purpose of commending him on his great 
efforts in behalf of this program not 
only on this occasion · but through the 
years, and also to commend the gentle
man from California [Mr. HoLIFIELD], 
who earlier made what I thought was a 
strong statement in support of the 
amendment the gentleman is offering. 
The gentleman from California talked 
about the difficulty of justification. As 
I listened to what he had to say, it oe
curred to me that this is all in kind of 
an experimental phase, with every at
tempt being made to find the best ways 
and means of utilizing commercial 
atomic power. It is so, necessarily. As 
progress is made in that direction, it 
must be, as he said, sometimes a little 

nebulous so far as direct, absolute, true 
arithmetic is concerned. 

Mr. COLE. It must be nebulous be
cause of the very nature of the thing, 
because of the uncertainties and there
search costs involved in this exploration. 
Let me indicate to the gentleman that 
as far as I know there is no disagreement 
by any member of the joint committee 
with respect to the need for this $30 
million. Everybody is in agreement that 
we must have it. Otherwise the type 
of participation in the program will fall 
flat. 

Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
mentioned a moment ago the amount 
the private utilities have contributed in 
this program. With respect to the 
Florida group, $40 million is committed; 
the Northe1n States, $25 million; Penn
sylvania Power & Light Co., $30 million; 
and the North Carolina-Virginia private 
utility group have not yet announced the 
amount of money they are committing. 

Mr. COLE. I thank the gentleman. It 
further should be indicated that in this 
third round is the natural uranium pro
gram, on which the gentleman from 
Missouri TMr. CANNON] has placed such 
great emphasis. If it is important for us 
to move along in the natural uranium 
field, then this $30 million is most 
essential. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

<By unanimous consent, at the request 
of Mr. CANNON, Mr. COLE was permitted 
to proceed for 5 additional minutes.) 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. JONAS. I was interested in the 
comment the gentleman made about the 
participation of private utilities. I do 
know that the private utilities in the 
Carolinas and Virginia are preparing to 
go forward in participation in this pro
gram. Is the gentleman telling the 
House that if this $30 million is not 
restored to the bill it will eliminate the 
possibility of that participation? 

Mr. COLE. If the $30 million is not 
approved by the Congress the North 
Carolina-Virginia group will lock their 
doors tonight. 

Mr. JONAS. As well as the others. 
Mr. COLE. And all of the others. 

They will not spend another nickel. 
Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chaii:man, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. COLE. I yield to the gentleman 

from Tennessee. 
Mr. EVINS. The gentleman has cer

tainly made it clear to the House that 
both sides of the aisle on the joint com
mittee are for increased expenditures in 
this area. I merely want to point out 
that last year the Atomic Energy Com
mission had $1,808,700,000. This year 
they are getting $2,269,718,500, or an in
crease of $371,018,500. The gentleman 
talks about the use of public funds. 
They are getting this year over $2,269, .. 
718,500 of public funds. That is a sub
stantial use of public funds. It seems 



15528 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-_ HOUSE August 21 

to me-there must be some area in which As has been· well said by the distin- n-esota, Iowa, and Wisconsin will spend 
we must practice a little economy. _ guished leader on the other si!fe, the dis- .some .$25 million to build a boiling water 

Mr. COLE. Yes, but the gentleman tinguished gentleman from Indiana, thifi type ·reactor. 
loses sight of the fact that approxi-- item provides for a nebulous program Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. ChaiTman, 
mately 80 percent, perhaps more, Of that and he Wants US to appropriatE~- for a -Will the gentleman yield? 
vast sum of money goes for weapons .nebulous program, but that is_ not our Mr. VANZANDT. I yield. 
proda1.:tion for our national security. It ..custom. The committee does not appro- : Mr. PATTERSON. The atomic cor
is not appropriated for the peacetime priate a dollar unless we know what it is _poration in Massachusetts has com
expioration of atomic energy. The great for, and I say to you, my friends, that .mitted over $40 million to date, and if 
ibulk of it is for defense. Government finances are in a bad shape -necessary they will continue. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the whenever Ccmgress falls into the habit Mr. VAN ZANDT. That is correct. 
gentleman yield? of appropriating money without knowing The third group is the Pen:risy1vania 

MT. COLE. I yield to the gentleman the purpose for which it is appropriating Power & Light Co. They already have 
from Iowa. - . .it. We do not appropriate for nebulous spent several million dollars in research 

Mr. JENSEN. It ·is for defense and _programs. We do not know what this and development and are ready to join 
for many kinds of nuclear materiais, and $30 million is for. We are asked to give -the Atomic Energy Commission in build
the material which goe_s ~nto the con- a blank check. I do not think anybody ing a homogenous type reactor. They 
struction of the bomb and related facili- could approve of that. We should know will eventually spend a total of $30 mil
ties. exactly what this money is for and we lion. Another group already mentioned 

Mr. COLE. Of course; the gentleman indicated that. This statement is not is the North Carolina and Virginia pri-
is entirely right. being made for any partisan purpose. :r vate utilities group, which have not yet 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise want to read to you what the committee -agreed to the definite amount they will 
in opposition to the amendment. . .said in our report. We took out this ·spend. 

Mr. Chairman, no one appreciates .money because no one could ten us what Mr. Chairman, it should be kept in 
more than I do the distinguished service it was for. We said: mind that after each of these projects 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Should any separate proposal in the third :bas been negotiated and the contract 
COLE] has rendered in this very impor-- round advance to the stage where it can b.e signed between the utilities and the 
tant development and that applies to all clearly delineated and the Federal costs a~e Atomic Energy Commission, the projects 
members of the joint committee. They based on firm plans, the committee will con- will come before the Joint Committee on 
have given a great deal of their time and sider a supplemental estimate to implement Atomic Energy, where they will be eithel' 
energy and wisdom; we deeply appre- -it. approved or disapprov<Cd. 
·ciate it. I think however there must be That is our position. Just as soon as Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
some misunderstanding as to · just what you bring us a definite plan, we are ready _gentleman yield? _ 
the progr-am demands. Certainly, the to provide the money, but not before. Mr. VANZANDT. I yield. 
Committee on Appropriations was Certainly, you would not ask us to ap- Mr. COLE. It is at that point when 
unanimous in opposing this appropria- propriate money before we had a definite this present charge .of the project being 
tion when we wrote the bill. - - plan for .its use. I was glad to hear the n~bulous will be resolved. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman say that we should consider Mr. VANZANDT. The gentleman from 
gentleman yield? this bill just as we consider an agricul- N.ew York is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle- tural appropriati'On bill or a bill reported Mr. COLE. They are nebulous today, 
man from Iowa. out by the Committee on Interstate and but when the details are worked out and 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman said we Foreign Commerce. Economy is as im- the prqposed contract is submitted, there 
were unanimous. We knew, of course, portant in this committee as it is in any will not be anything nebulous about it. 
there was no chance of getting the things committee and in this bill as in any bill. - Mr . .VAN ZANDT. That is correct, 
done in committee · which we were quite Why should you give them $30 million - because the joint committee will have 
sure we could do on the tloor of the when we do not know how they propose the opportunity to either approve or dis
House and so very little was said about to spend it? Why give them $30 million? - approve the project. As the gentleman 
this matter in committee. In fact, it They are not giving us the plans. from New York [Mr. COLE] mentioned, 
was kept very quiet by both sides. · We have told them-and we tell them kill this $30 million item and you kill 

Mr. CANNON. Well, of course, I am again-just as Soon as they give us :a the third round of the .reactor program 
not expressing the gentleman's opinion definite plan, we will provide the money. of the Atomic Energy Commission. 
as of this time. I do not'. know how the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Mr. VOR"Y:S. Mr. Chairman~ will the 
gentleman feels about it now, but I do gentleman· from Missouri has expired. · gentleman yield? _ 
know that at the time the subcommittee Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, I Mr. VAN ZANDT. ±yield. 
1·eported .out this bill, they reported it move to strike out the last word. Mr. VORYS. I am wondering if tm.s 
out without a dissenting ,vote and there Mr. Chairman, it has been said before is not the issue, that the Joint Commit
was complete unanimity on the part of during general debate that another na- - tee on Atomic Energy by law has the 
the committee at that time. ' tionhas taken advantage of our research review of these specific projects. On the 

Mr. JENSEN. There was outward -and development and today is offering other hand, the Appropriations Commit-
unanimity, but inwardly, no. to the world reactors as well as their tee of the House would also like to have 

Mr. CANNON. Of eou.rse, there was . necessary equipment. Of course, thena- review of these specific prpjects. So it 
no record of the .gentleman's inward tion referred to is Great Britain. If the is turning down the money: It seems 
opinion, but his outward opinion was in committee wants to make sure that the to me that those of us who are on nei
com.plete agreement-we were all in · United States leads in the field of reactor ther of those great and important com
complete agreement and the gentleman, . development .. h-ere is an opportunity to mittees are justified in Telying upon the 
I am certain. win agree on this one thing do so, by supporting the Cole amend- review, which we have set up by law, QY 
that we are still in agreement in desiring . ment which will write into this bill $30 · the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, 
to expedite and effectively accelel'ate the million badly needed for what is called and, therefore, should vote this money, 
development of this important program. . the third round in the atomic ·reactor even though the members of the Appro
We are all agreed on that. And at the program. priati-ons Committee wouid iike to have 
time, as I have said, the subcommittee The gentleman- from New York . [Mr. us vote the other way. 
reported out the bill unanimously_, there CoLE] mentioned the Florida group, · Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
was not a vote against it. And in turn headed by Dt·. Zinn. This group is at- , from Ohio is correct. 
the whole committee reported it out . ready committed to spend about $40 · Mr. NEAL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
unanimously . .There was not .a v-ote _ million to build a natural uranium gas- · gentleman 'Yield? 
against it. . , -eooled reactor. This type of reactor · Mr. VANZANDT. I yield. 

There was a very good reason. This was discussed during the general debate · Mr. NEAL. I understand this .sum of 
action was not taken accidentally <>r in- in the past week- on the atomic ·-en-ergy - $3,0 million is intended to provide a suf
cidentally. It is a matter of transcend- - -authori'Zation bill. - The Northern Stares · ficient support for · private indUstry to 
ing impm;tance_. group representing the -utilities Df Min- make a start -on these investigationsJ _ 
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Mr. VANZANDT. -The ·gentleman ·is 

correct. This $30 million broken down· 
into small sums will be used to augment 
what . these private' utilities wilr spend 
in the development of v·arious types of 
reactors. · · · · 

Mr. NEAL. In the gentleman's opin
ion, is it not far better and much more 
promising in the development of the 
atomic-energy program if we secure the· 
help and aid of private industry with 
their chemists and scientists? Might not 
it hasten the development progtam be-· 
cause of having so many different groups. 
work on it? 

Mr. VANZANDT. · The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee 
will approve the Cole amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, since when do appro
priation matters become the responsibil
ity of the joint committee? The Appro
priations Committee of the House does a 
line item study for the expenditures of 
the people's money. Just a few minutes 
ago the gentleman from California who 
brought up this subject said that this 
atomic energy activity was rapidly get~ 
ting· into the category of every other 
agency of this Government; in other 
words, he compared it to Agriculture, or 
to any of the other many agencies that 
come before the House and go through 
the processes here and end up in the 
Appropriations Committee for their 
money. 

It is not a question of the commitment 
of somebody to someone else; it is a 
question of the justifications before th~ 
Appropriations Committee of the com
mitments that they can set forth in line 
items. 

This is a $30 million debate we are hav
ing here. This is the House that talks 
about economy, but because we are deal
ing with this subject that has so much 
money from the United States-because 
Uncle Sam is in this in excess of $15 bil
lion-we think lightly, of this tremen
dous sum of $30 million at this time. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr.RABAUT. Injustamoment. Itis 
just as important in its relationship to 
cash in this bill as it is to the smallest 
item that might be brought into this 
House. 

The other day in the authorization bill 
there was a matter of some $30 million or 
some $48 million, and what we were to 
do with it. But all of a sudden because 
this is AEC-we neglect to consider the 
proper functions of the Appropriations 
Committee. We spend hours studying 
line items, and we came up with a deci
sion and are anxious to give them the 
funds if they will only show us the need 
for them. This is set forth in black and 
white on page 2 of the report, and while 
the chairman of the committee read it, 
I want to read it again: 

Should any separate proposal in the third 
round advance to the stage where it can be 
clearly dellneated and the Federal costs are 
based on firm plans, the committee Will con
sider a supplemental estimate to implement 
it. 

CIII--976 

r It is an open -invitation.: Show us your 
need, show us your plan, and you have 
your money. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 
· Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle-· 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. I am troubled at the ap
parent difference between the position 
which the gentleman from Michigan and 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
CANNON 1, are now taking and the posi -· 
tion that the gentleman from Missouri 
presented in his original statement. I 
listened to him carefully. He disturbed 
me deeply when he said th-at we have 
fallen behind other countries in this field 
of using atomic energy for industrial 
purposes. I was about r~ady to appro
priate almost anything to get ahead 
again or, at least, to catch up in this 
field. Now the two gentlemen oppose an 
amendment designed to cure the very 
thing of which the gentleman from Mis
souri complained. 

Mr. RABAUT. We in this Congress, 
and I do not think the gentleman ad..; 
dressing me at this time wants to go 
along so fast as to have confidence in the 
Congress in one ,man on items of this 
size or in one commission on items of 
this size, when we say to him or them, 
"Here is your invitation. You have the 
need. Come to us." 

Mr. JUDD. If we put in this $30 mil
lion, we will get some $150 million of 
private funds, plus the experience and 
skills of the power companies. Why 
should we deny that to this program? 

Mr. RABAUT. We are denying it be
cause it is a blank check. That is why 
we are denying it. We say, "Give us the 
need, give us the plan, and we will give 
you the money." That is the program 
we stand on. 

Mr. JUDD. This whole $15 billion has 
been a blank check from the beginning. 
I think it has been a good blank check, 
and I believe we must be as bold in 
pushing ahead in the peacetime uses of 
the atom as we have been in developing 
its uses for weapons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. CoLE]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. CANNON) there 
were-ayes 99, noes 44. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. RABAUT 
·and Mr. COLE. 

The committee again divided and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
102, noes 54. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PLANT ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 

For expenses of the Commission in con
nection with the purchase and construction 
of plant and other expenses incidental 
thereto necessary in carrying out the pur
poses of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended, including the acquisition or 
condemnation of a.ny real property or any 
faclilty or for plant or facillty acquisition, 
construction, or expansion; and hire of pas. 
senger motor vehicles; $103,162,500, to re
m~in available until expended. 

. Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to ask a 
question of the chairman of the commit
tee. I notice on page 199 of the hear
ings it states that $2.5 million were pro
vided for facilities and construction of 
a reactor at the University of Puerto 
Rico. It is my understanding that that 
amount has been deleted from the ap
propriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in re
sponse to the inquiry of the gentleman, 
that amount is in the bill for the pur
pose. 

Mr. CURTIS. of Missouri. That it is 
in the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. It was in the 
estimates. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. That is the 
information I needed. I had been mis
informed; that it had been taken out. 
I have just had called to my attention 
that it was originally planned to have 
two reactors in Puerto Rico. One to 
cost $9 million was deleted but this other 
reactor, which was to be used in con
junction with teaching at the university, 
still remains. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I take this· time to ask 
the committee a question on two items. 
It is my understanding, in going into 
the provisions of this appropriation, that 
there is $2 million appropriated for the 
dual·purpose reactor at Hanford. I lUl
derstand the authorizing legislation per
mitted $3 million for this appropriation 
for the dual reactor at Hanford Engineer 
Works. 

That is the first question I would like 
to ask. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, as the 
gentleman will note on page. 2 of the re
port this money has been provided. The 
reason we did not approve $3 million is 
that they indicated they could use only 
$2 million at this time. That being 
true we thought we should subject them 
to the same rule of economy that we 
subject every other bill in the House. 
We gave them just the amount that 
could be utilized and no more. 

Mr. HOLMES. My second question is 
this. My understanding is that the bill 
contains in appropriated funds $4 mil
lion for the plutonium recycle reactor at 
Hanford Engineer Works. The author
izing legislation granted $15 million for 
construction of that plutonium recycle 
reactor; is that correct? 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 
Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, may 

I ask the chairman why the $15 million 
for construction of the plutonium recycle 
reactor at Hanford was not granted by 
the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. We had the AEC be
fore us and went into the matter very 
exhaustively. They gave us no indica
tion that they were in a position to use 
the money at this time. Again, following 
the rule of economy which applies to 
this bill as to every other appropriation 
bill, we saw no reason to give them sur
plus money. 

Mr. HOLMES. It seems rather 
strange, because the scientists of the 
General Electric Co., and they are among 
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the finest scientists in this business in 
the world, say that they are ready to go 
ahead with that construction at Han· 
ford. I regret very much the construc
tion money was not included for that 
plutonium recycle reactor. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great 
deal of interest to the remarks made by 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HOLIFIELD J , about the importance of 
moving ahead in the whole field. We 
have the facilities at Hanford, we have 
the scientists at Hanford, and providing 
the full construction moneys for the plu
tonium recycle reactor I think would be 
a very constructive and necessary move 
in the whole program. 

I think it is an extremely important 
move and I congratulate the Atomic 
Energy Committee on Legislation for 
Atomic Energy of the Congress, that the 
committee being chairmaned by the dis
tinguished gentleman from North Caro· 
lina [Mr. DuRHAM], the ranking Repub
lican Member being the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CoLE], for agreeing in 
the authorizing legislation that this plu
tonium recycle reactor at the Hanford 
Engineer Works was an important con
tribution to the advancement of the 
atomic-energy program of this country. 
I regret very much that the Committee 
on Appropriations has not seen fit to 
grant the construction money. I 
assume, in directing my last question to 
the chairman, that it will be followed by 
the committee in relation to supple
mental appropriations, if justified before 
the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. HOLMES. I thank the gentleman 

very much. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the 

bill. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentle· 

man from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] if it is 
true that there is in this bill approxi
mately $2,800,000 for the construction 
and operation of a reactor in Puerto 
Rico? 

Mr. CANNON. In connection with the 
provision for the University of Puerto 
Rico, we have $2,500,000 for the construe· 
tion of a reactor there and $300,000 for 
operation. 

Mr. GROSS. If I recall correctly, 
the University of Iowa requested some 
$85,000 and got nothing. Is that the way 
this program is being worked out--that 
many schools in this country are being 
denied participation? Why this pro· 
gram in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. Yes; I am happy to yield 
to get information. 

Mr. RABAUT. Puerto Rico is a United 
States possession. 

Mr. GROSS. I know that. 
Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman asked 

me about it. I am telling him. 
Mr. GROSS. The State of Iowa is, 

too. 
Mr. RABAUT. That is right. The 

language down there is Spanish. 
Mr. GROSS. At least, Iowa was still 

in the Union the last I heard. 

Mr. RABAUT. The one in Puerto Rico 
is the one reactor that is going to be put 
in the whole of Central and South 
America. It is for those people who use 
the Spanish tongue and who will work 
with this reactor. While there are re
actors being placed in other parts of the 
world, this is the reactor for South and 
Central America. The Commission made 
a very good justification for this item, 
and we thought it was a good idea. 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. EVINS. This item was in the au
thorization which passed the House on 
yesterday. It is also a part of the Presi
dent's atoms-for-peace program. That 
is the reason it is provided. 

Mr. GROSS. These bills are coming 
so fast I can hardly keep up with them. 
I am not sure that this bill is properly 
before the House, because I do not know 
whether the President has signed the 
authorization bill. However, I do not 
expect to make a point of order against 
it. 

Mr. EVINS. It is in the authorization 
bill and the President bas recommended 
it. There are 87 universities and colleges 
in our own country that applied for 
grants, but 52 of them have not received 
any grants. 

Mr. GROSS. I am glad to have the 
information from the gentleman. I hope 
that in the future the Committee on 
Appropriations will look into the possi
bility of doing something f_or. the uni
versities and colleges in our own country 
before spreading out over the world. 

Mr. RABAUT. Do not blame this on 
the Committee on Appropriations. We 
are just carrying out the will of another 
committee in the House in supplying the 
money that is requested. 

Mr. GROSS. Of course, the Commit
tee on Appropriations can refuse to pro
vide money and appropriate for other 
purposes if convinced that is the proper 
thing to do. 

Mr. RABAUT. That is a criticism that 
is made of the Committee on Appropria
tions every time we come in here. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise and 
report the bill back to the House with 
an amendment, with the recommenda
tion that the amendment be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. · 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
.Mr. BoGGS, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H. R. 9379) making appropriations for 
the Atomic Energy Commission for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1958, and for 
other purposes, had directed him to re
port the bill back to the House with an 
amendment, with the recommendation 
that the amendment be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous .question on the bill and the 
amendment thereto to final passage. ' 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was · taken; and there 

were-yeas 214, nays 135, not voting 83, 
as follows: 

Adair 
Alexander 
Allen: Calif. 
Allen, Ill. 
Andersen, 

H . Carl 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Arends 
Ashley 
Auchincloss 
Avery 
Ayres 
Bates 
Belcher 
Bennett, Fla. 
Berry 
Betts 
Blatnik 
Blitch 
Boland 
Bolton 
Bosch 
Bow 
Brooks, La. 
Broomfield 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Ohio 
Broyhill 
Budge 
Burleson 
Bush 
Byrne, Ill. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Carrigg 
Cederberg 
Celler 
Chamberlain 
C'hensweth 
Church 
Clark 
Clevenger 
Coffin 
Cole 
Collier. 
Colmer 
Corbett 
Coudert 
Cramer 
Cretella 
Cunningham, 

Iowa 
Cunningham, 

Nebr. 
Curtin 
Curtis, Mo. 
Dague 
Davis, Ga. 
Dawson, Utah 
Dempsey 
Derounian 
Devereux 
Dixon 
Durham 
Dwyer 
Eberharter 
Fascell 
Fenton 
Flynt 
Fogarty 
Ford 
Forrester 
Fountain 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Addonizio 
Albert 
Anderson, 

Mont. 
Andrews 
Ashmore 
Aspinall 
Bailey 
Baldwin 
Baring 
Barrett 
Bass, Tenn. 
Beckworth 
Boggs 
Bolling 
Bonner 
Boy kin 
Boyle 

[Roll No. 204} 

YEAS-214 
Frelinghuysen O'Brien, Ill. 
Friedel O'Hara, Minn. 
Fulton O'Konski 
Garmatz Osmers 
Gathings Patterson 
Gavin Pelly 
Griffin Pilcher 
Gross Poff 
Gubser Price 
Hale Prouty 
Haley Radwan 
Halleck Ray 
Harden Reece, Tenn. 
Hardy Reed 
Harrison, Nebr. Rees, Kans. 
Haskell Reuss 
Henderson Rhodes, Ariz . . 
Herlong Rivers 
Heselton Robeson, Va. 
Hess Rogers, Colo. 
Hill Rogers, Fla. 
Hillings Rogers, Mass. 
Holifield Rogers, Tex. 
Holmes St. George 
Hosmer Saylor 
Huddleston Schenck 
Hyde Scherer 
James Schwengel 
Jarman Scott, N. c. 
Jenkins Scott, Pa. 
Jensen Scrivner 
Johansen Scudder 
Jonas Seely-Brown 
Judd Selden 
Karsten Shuford 
Kearns Siler 
Keating Simpson, Ill. 
Keogh Smith, C'alif. 
Kilday Smith, Kans. 
Kilgore Smith, Miss. 
Kitchin Smith, Wis. 
Knox Springer 
Knutson Stauffer 
Landrum Taber 
Lankford Talle 
LeCompte Teague, Calif. 
Lennon Teague, Tex. 
Lipscomb Tewes 
McConnell Thomson, Wyo. 
McCulloch Tuck 
McDonough Utt 
McFall Van Pelt 
McGovern Van Zandt 
McGregor Vorys 
Mcintosh Vursell 
McVey Weaver 
Mack, Wash. Westland 
Marshall Wharton 
Martin Whitener 
May Whitten 
Meader WidnaU 
Merrow Wier 
Michel Wigglesworth 
Miller, Md. Williams, N.Y. 
Miller, Nebr. Wllson, Calif. 
Minshall Wilson, Ind. 
Moore Withrow 
Morano Wolverton 
Moss Wright 
Mumma Yates 
Neal Young 
Nicholson Zablocki 
Nimtz 

NAYS-135 
Breeding 
Brooks, Tex. 
Brown, Mo. 
Byrd 
Byme,Pa. 
C'anfield 
Cannon 
Chelf 
Christopher 
Chudoff 
Cooper 
Davis, Tenn. 
Delaney 
Denton 
Diggs 
Dingell 
Dollinge~ 
.Donohue 
norn, s.c. 
Dowdy 

Edmondson 
Elliott 
Engle 
Evins 
Farbstein 
Feighan 
Fino 
Fisher 
Forand 
Frazier 
Gary 
Granahan 
Grant 
Gray 
Green, Oreg. 
Green, Pa. 
Gregory 
Griffiths 
Hagen 
Harris 



1957 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 15531 
Harrison, Va. 
Hays, Ark. 
Hemphill 
Holland 
Horan 
Hull 
Ikard 
Johnson 
Jones, Ala. 
Jones, Mo. 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N.Y. 
King 
Kirwan 
Kluczynskl 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lesinski 
Long 
Loser 
McMillan 
Machrowicz 
Mack, Ill. 
Madden 
Magnuson 
Mahon 

Matthews 
Metcalf 
Mills 
Montoya 
Morgan 
Mortis 
Moulder 
Multer 
Murray 
Natcher 
Norrell 
O'Hara, Ill. 
Passman 
Patman 
Perkins 
Pfost 
Philbin 
Poage 
Polk 
Porter 
Rabaut 
Rains 
Rhodes,Pa. 
Riley 
Roberts 
Rodino 

Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Rutherford 
Santangelo 
Saund 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Sieminski 
Sisk 
Smith, Va. 
Spence 
Staggers 
Steed 
Sullivan 
Teller 
Thompson, La. 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thornberry 
Trimble 
Ullman 
Vanik 
Walter 
Willis 
Zelenko 

NOT VOTING-83 
Alger George 
Anfuso Gordon 
Baker Gwinn 
Barden Harvey 
Bass, N. H. Hays, Ohio 
Baumhart Healey 
'Beamer Hebert 
Becker Hiestand 
Bennett, Mich. Hoeven 
Bentley Ho1Iman 
'Bray Holt 
Brownson Holtzman 
Buckley Jackson 
Burdick Jennings 
Carnahan Kean 
Chiperfield Kearney 
Coad Kee 
Cooley Keeney 
Curtis, Mass Kilburn 
Dawson, Ill. Krueger 
Dellay Laird 
Dennison Latham 
Dies McCarthy 
Dooley McCormack 
Dorn, N.Y. Mcintire 
Doyle Macdonald 
Fallon Mailliard 
Flood Mason 

Miller, Calif. 
Miller, N.Y. 
Morrison 
Norblad 
O'Brien, N.Y. 
O'Neill 
Ostertag 
Pillion 
Powell 
Preston 
Riehlman 
Robsion, Ky. 
Sadlak 
Sheehan 
Sikes 
Simpson, Pa. 
Taylor 
Thomas 
Thompson, N.J. 
Tollefson 
Udall 
Vinson 
Wainwright 
watts 
Williams, Miss. 
Winstead 
Younger 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Hiestand for, with Mr. McCormack 

against. 
Mr. Baumhart for, with Mr. Dawson of 

Illinois against. 
Mr. Becker for, with Mr. Anfuso against. 
Mr. Dellay for, with Mr. Buckley against. 
Mr. Bentley for, with Mr. Jennings against. 
Mr. Holt for, with Mr. Udall against. 
Mr. Bass of New Hampshire for, with Mr. 

Holtzman against. 
Mr. Sheehan for, with Mr. Carnahan 

against. 
Mr. Alger for, with Mr. Hays of Ohio 

against. 
Mr. Vinson for, with Mr. Gordon against. 
Mr. O'Neil for, with Mr. Healey against. 
Mr. Kean for, with Mr. Powell against. · 
Mr. Fallon for, with Mr. Doyle against. · 
Mr. Hoeven for, with Mr. Miller of Cali-

fornia against. 
Mr. Taylor for, with Mr. Hebert against. 
Mr. Watts for, with Mr. Morrison against. 
Mr. Beamer for, with Mr. Flood against. 
Mr. Cooley for, with Mrs. Kee against. 
Mr. Bray for, with Mr. Dies against. 
Mr. Harvey for, with Mr. O'Brien of New 

York against. 
Mr. Simpson of Pennsylvania for, with Mr. 

Thompson of New Jersey against. 
Mr. Sadlak for, with Mr. Coad against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Dooley. 
Mr. McCarthy With Mr. Mcintire. 
Mr. Williams of Mississippi with Mr. 

Norblad. 
Mr. Winstead with Mr. Jackson. 
Mr. Sikes with Mr. Keeney. 

Mr. Barden with Mr. Krueger. 
Mr. Preston with Mr. Brqwnson. 

. Mrs. KNUTSON and Messrs. O'BRIEN 
of Illinois, RADWAN, OSMERS, and 
O'KONSKI changed their votes from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Mr. KING changed his vote from 
"yea" to "nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

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

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

PROGRAM FOR THE BALANCE OF 
THE -WEEK 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I take 

this time to ask the acting majority 
leader if he can kindly advise us as to 
the program for the balance of the week. 

Mr. ALBERT. The Private Calendar 
will be called tomorrow, as previously 
announced. 

In addition, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BuRLESON] advises that the 
Committtee on House Administration 
has quite a number of bills and resolu
tions which will be brought up for con
sideration in the House tomorrow. 

Of course, we have the usual reserva
tion that conference reports may be 
brought up at any time and that bills 
may be brought up under unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ARENDS. It is more than likely 
that we will finish all such business on 
tomorrow with the possibility of not 
having anything to do on Friday? 

Mr. ALBERT. Certainly that is a pos
sibility. 

AMENDING TITLE TO THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY ACT 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent following the calling 
of each of these bills which I shall call 
up, I may have unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, that 
following my remarks the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. REED] may extend 
his remarks; and following that, any 
other Member of the House who desh:es 
to do so may extend his remarks on the 
bill in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 8753) to 
amend title II of the Social Security Act 
to include California, Connecticut, and 
Rhode Island among the States which 
are permitted to divide their retirement 

systems into two parts so as to obtain 
social security coverage, under State 
agreement, for only those State and local 
employees who desire such coverage 
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 5, after "'Florida'," insert "by 

inserting 'Minnesota,' before New York'". 
Page 2, line 2, after "Connecticut," insert 

"Minnesota". 
Page 2, line 9, strike out "1959" and insert 

"1960". 
Amend the title so as to read: "An act to 

amend title II of the Social Security Act to 
include California, Connecticut, Minnesota, 
and Rhode Island among the States which 
are permitted to divide their retirement sys
tems into two parts so as to obtain social
security coverage, under State agreement, for 
only those State and local employees who 
desire such coverage." 

The Senate amendments were con
cm·red in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, in the 
form in which H. R. 8753 pas~ed the 
House of Representatives, three addi
tional States, California, Connecticut, 
and Rhode Island, were added to the list 
of States which are permitted to divide a 
retirement system into two parts and 
provide social security coverage for the 
part consisting of the positions of those 
employees who . desire such coverage. 
The Senate added the State of Minnesota 
to the three States included in the House 
bill. 

The bill as approved by the House also 
provided that coverage agreements or 
modifications entered into prior to 1959 
could be made effective with respect to 
services performed at any time after De
cember 31, 1955, by employees obtaining 
coverage under the provisions of the bill. 
The Senate amended that provision to 
make it applicable to such services un
der coverage agreements or modifications 
thereof entered into prior to 19.60. The 
Senate committee report stated that the 
1-year extension might not be long 
enough to permit the four States affected 
by the bill, and the interested subdivi
sions, to take the necessary action by the 
end of 1958, and the Senate report 
pointed out that the problems in this 
regard would be particularly acute with 
respect to the State of Minnesota since 
the legislature in that State ordinarily 
meets only in odd-numbered years. As 
I indicated, the Senate amendment 
would provide a 2-year extension instead 
of a 1-year extension as included in the 
House bill, in this regard. 

Mr. ·REED. Mr. Speaker, the House 
passed version of H. R. 8753 had as its 
purpose the amendment of title II of 
the Social Security Act so as to include 
the States of California, Connecticut, 
and Rhode Island among the enumera
tion of States contained in present law 
which are permitted to divide a retire
ment system into two parts and to pro
vide social security coverage for the part 
consisting of the positions of those em
ployees who desire OASI coverage. The 
Senate in acting on the legislation has 
added the State of Minnesota to the new 
list of Stat~s and has provided that 
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agreements with States to accomplish 
this purpose entered into prior to 1960 
may be made effective with respect to 
services performed as early as January 1, 
1956. This legislation will assist deserv
ing public employees in th6> States af
fected to obtain protection under the 
Social Security System. 

EXTENDING TIME FOR A MINISTER 
TO ELECT COVERAGE FOR SOCIAL 
SECURITY PURPOSES 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 8892) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
to extend the time within which a min
ister may elect coverage as a self-em
ployed individual for social security pur
poses, and for other purposes, 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 7, after line 7, insert: 
"SEc. 5. (a) Paragraph (7) of section 211 

(a) of the Social Security Act is amended to 
read as follows: 

" • (7) An individual who is a duly or
dained, commissioned, or licensed minister 
of a church or a member of a religious order 
shall compute his net earnings from self
employment derived from the performance 
of service described in subsection (c) ( 4) 
without regard to section 107 (relating to 
rental value of parsonages) and section 119 
(relating to meals and lodging furnished for 
the convenience of the employer) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and, in addi
tion, if he is a citizen of the United States 
performing such service as an employee of an 
American employer (as defined in section 210 
(e) ) or as a minister in a foreign country 
who has a congregation which is composed 
predominantly of citizens of the United 
States, without regard to section 911 (relat
ing to earned income from sources without 
the United States) and section 931 (relating 
to income from sources within possessions 
of the United states) of such Code.' 

"{b) Paragraph (8) of section 1402 (a) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 is 
amended to read as follows: · 

"' (8) an individual who is a duly or
dained, commissioned, or licensed minister 
of a church or a member of a religious order 
shall compute his net earnings from self
employment derived from the performance 
of service described in subsection (c) (4) 
without regard to section 107 (relating to 
rental value of parsonages) and section 119 
(relating to meals and lodging furnished for 
the convenience of the employer) and, in 
addition, if he is a citizen of the United 
States performing such service as an em
ployee of an American employer (as defined 
in section 3121 (h)) or as a minister in a 
foreign country who has a congregation 
which is composed predominantly of citizens 
of the United States, without regard to sec
tion 911 (relating to earned income from 
sources without the United States) and sec
tion 931 (relating to income from sources 
within possessions of the United States.' 
· "(c) The amendments made by this sec
tion shall, except for purposes of section 203 
of the Social Security Act, apply only with 
respect to taxable years ending on or after 
December 31, 1957. For purposes of section 
203 of the Social Security Act (other than 
subsection (a)), such amendments shall ap
ply only with respect to taxable years begin
ning after the month in which this act is 
enacted. For purposes of subsection (a) of 
such section 203, such amendments shall 
apply only with respect to taxable years of 

the insured individual ending on or after 
December 31, 1957. 

"Amend the title so as to read 'An act to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to 
extend the time within which a minister 
may elect coverage as a self-employed indi
vidual for social security purposes and to 
permit such a minister to include, for social 
security purposes, the value of meals and 
lodging furnished him for the convenience 
of his employer and the rental value of the 
parsonage furnished to him, and for other 
purposes.'" 

The Senate amendments we::e con
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, as I in
dicated at the time when H. R. 8892 
passed the House of Representatives, the 
purpose of the bill was to amend the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 to extend 
for 2 years the time within which min
isters may file waiver certificates to elect 
coverage under the old-age, survivors, 
and disability insurance program as self
employed persons. 

The Senate has added an amendment 
to this bill which would provide that a 
minister who elects or has elected cover
age under old-age and survivors insur
ance shall, in determining his net earn
ings from self-employment, include the 
rental value of a parsonage-or allow
ance for the rental value of a parson
age-and the value of meals and lodging 
furnished to him for the convenience of 
the employer. Under existing law only 
the cash ~alary, fees, and honoraria are 
counted in determining a minister's 
earnings from his ministry for social 
security purposes. The Senate commit
tee report states that the Senate amend
ment would give recognition to the fact 
that noncash remuneration-value of 
parsonage, meals, and lodging-received 
by ministers may, in many instances, 
constitute a significant portion of their 
total earnings, and that the amendment 
would provide for the treatment of such 
1·emuneration of the ministers affected
who are actually employees-similar to 
the treatment provided under old-age 
and survivors insurance for employees 
generally. As is also indicated in the 
Senate committee report, enactment of 
the amendment would not affect the 
traditional tax-exempt status of such 
remuneration accorded ministers for in
come tax purposes. This amendment 
would be effective with taxable years 
ending on or after December 31, 1957, 
except that, for purposes of the retire
ment test under old-age and survivors 
insurance, the provision would be effec
tive with taxable years beginning after 
the month of enactment of the provision. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the House of 
Representatives acted favorable on this 
legislation so as to extend the time with
in which ministers may elect social se
curity coverage as self-employed individ
uals. The Senate, in its consideration 
of this meritorious legislation, included 
an amendment to provide that ministers, 
in computing their creditable income, 
may include the value of meals and lodg
ing furnished them for the convenience 
of their ministerial obligations. The 
Senate amendment will have the effect, 
in many instances, of enabling a min
ister to become entitled for a higher 

OASI benefit than would otherwise be 
possible. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, as the author of H. R. 8892, I 
want to take this opportunity to thank 
my colleagues in the House and com
mend them for the favorable action 
which has just been taken on this bill. 
This legislation will make it possible for 
a very substantial number of ministers, 
who failed to receive information as to 
their rights or who received misinforma
tion, to elect social-security coverage. 

The problem involved was at least a 
twofold one. First, many ministers 
throughout the country had failed to 
exercise their right under the law to 
elect to receive social security coverage 
within the time specified by the law. It 
was evident that a large number of these 
ministers did desire coverage and that 
their failure to act was caused by lack 
of knowledge or by misunderstanding of 
the provisions of existing law. 

Second, I was informed that a very 
large number of ministers who were em
ployed by certain church-related non
profit organizations-such as colleges 
chartered by churches-were erroneous
ly enrolled along with lay employees and 
that when this became known they were 
in a position of possibly losing their 
social security coverage. This legisla
tion will make it possible for such per
sons to elect coverage as though they 
were self-employed, just as the other 
ministers have been covered. 

I initiated this legislation not only 
because a number of these ministers had 
discussed these problems with me but 
also because the National Council of the 
Churches of Christ in the United States 
of America had taken action requesting 
the Congress to amend the basic pro
visions of the act so that these ministers 
could obtain coverage. 

The amendment which the Senate has 
added to the basic legislation is entirely 
agreeable to me. 

It, in brief, would provide that a 
minister who elects or has elected cover
age under old-age and survivors insur
ance shall, in determining his net earn
ings from self -employment, include the 
rental value of his parsonage and the 
value of meals and lodging furnished to 
him for the convenience of the em
ployer. 

Under existing law, this cannot be 
counted for social security purposes. I 
am adv~sed that in many instances the 
value of the parsonage, meals and 
lodging received by ministers con
stitutes a significant portion of their 
total earnings and therefore this amend
ment should be of material assistance to 
ministers. 

TEMPORARY FREE IMPORTATION 
OF CERTAIN TANNING EX
TRACTS 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 2842) to 
amend the Tariff Act of 1930 to provide 
for the temporary free importation of 
certain tanning extracts, with Senate 
amendments thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

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

ments, as follows: 
Page 2, after line 13, insert: 
"SEc. 3. The tax imposed under section 

4511 (a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 shall not apply with respect to the first 
domestic processing of coconut oil, fatty 
acids derived therefrom, or salts thereof, or 
of any combination or mixture solely because 
such combination or mixture contains a sub
stantial quantity of such oil, fatty acids, or 
salts, during the period beginning with the 
first day of the first month which begins 
more than 10 days after the date of the 
enactment of this act and ending with the 
close of June 30, 1960." 

Amend the title so as to read: "An act to 
amend the Tariff Act of 1930 to provide for 
the temporary free importation of certain 
tanning extracts, and to amend the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 to suspend 
temporarily the tax on the processing of 
coconut oil." 

The senate amendments were con
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, as I in
dicated at the time when H. R. 2842 
passed the House of Representatives, its 
purpose was to amend the Tariff Act of 
1930 to provide for the temporary free 
importation of certain tanning extracts. 

The Senate has added an amendment 
to this bill which would provide for a 
suspension, through June 30, 1960, of 
the 3-cent-per-pound tax on the first 
domestic processing of coconut oil, fatty 
acids derived therefrom, or salts thereof, 
or of certain combinations or mixtures 
thereof. 

Our colleague, the gentleman from 
California, the Honorable CECIL R. KING, 
has a House bill pending on this subject 
as is also true of our colleagues, Repre
sentatives Dl:NGELL and ALLEN. The 
Committee on Ways and Means received 
favorable reports from the interested 
departments and agencies on these pend
ing measures. Moreover, a subcommit
tee of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the Subcommittee on Excise 
Taxes under the chairmanship of the 
Honorable AIME J. FoRAND, has submit
ted a unanimous report to the full com
mittee recommending favorable action 
on this subject, and it was included on 
the agenda for early consideration by 
the committee. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, as this legis
lation passed the House it provided for 
the temporary free importation of cer
tain tanning extracts. The legislation 
was designed to assist our domestic tan
ners to compete more successfully with 
their foreign counterparts. The Senate 
in acting on the legislation added an 
amendment to provide for the tempo· 
rary suspension of the import tax im
posed on the first domestic processing of 
coconut oil. 

The Committee on Ways and Means 
has had legislation referred to it to ac
complish this purpose and the committee 
has received favorable reports from the 
interested executive departments. In 
addition, the Subcommittee on Excise 
Taxes of the Committee on Ways and 
Means has also recommended to the 
full committee that favorable action be 
taken on such legislation. It is there· 
fore appropriate that the House concur 
in this Senate amendment. 

AMENDING TITLE II OF THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY ACT 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 1944) to 
amend title II of the Social Security Act 
so as to make inapplicable, in the case of 
the survivors of certain members of the 
Armed Forces, the provisions which 
presently prevent the payment of bene
fits to aliens who are outside the United 
States, with Senate amendments thereto, 
and concur in the Senate aw.endments. 

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

ments, as follows: 
Page 3, after line 2, insert: 
"SEC. 3. (a) Section 202 (b) (1) of the 

Social Security Act is amended by striking 
out subparagraph (C) and redesignating sub
paragraph (D) as subparagraph (C), and by 
inserting 'and' at the end of subpara
graph (B). 

"(b) Section 202 (c) (1) of such act is 
amended by striking out subparagraph (C) 
and redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respec
tively. 

"(c) Section 202 (e) (1) of such act is 
amended by striking out subparagraph (D) 
and redesignating subparagraph (E) as sub
paragraph (D) and by inserting 'and' at the 
end of subparagraph (C). 

"(d) Section 202 (f) (1) of such act is 
amended by striking out subparagraph (D) 
and redesignating subparagr:tphs (E) and 
(F) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respec
tively. 

"(e) Section 202 (g) (1) (F) of such act 
is amended to read as follows: 

" '(F) in the case of a former wife di
vorced, was receiving from such individual 
(pursuant to agreement or court order) at 
least one-half of her support at the time 
of his death, and the child referred to in 
subparagraph (E) is her son, daughter, or 
legally adopted child and the benefits re
ferred to in such subparagraph are payable 
on the basis of such individual's wages and 
self-employment income.' 

"(f) Section 202 (h) (1) of such act is 
amended by striking out '(e) (1) (D) and 
(E)' and '(f) ( 1) (D), (E), and (F)' and 
inserting in lieu thereof ' (e) ( 1) (D) ' and 
'(f) (1) (D) and (E)', respectively. 

"(g) Section 202 (p) (1) of such act is 
amended by striking out 'subparagraph (D) 
of subsection (c) (1)' and 'subparagraph 
(E) of subsection (f) (1)' and inserting in 
lieu thereof 'subparagraph (C) of subsec
tion (c) (1)' and 'subparagraph (D) of sub
·section (f) (1) ', respectively. 

"(h) Section 216 (h) is amended to read 
as follows: 

"'(h) (1) An applicant is the wife, hus
band, widow, or widower of a fully or cur
rently insured individual for purposes of 
this title if the courts of the State in which 
such insured individual is domiciled at the 
time such applicant files an application, or, 
if such insured individual is dead, the courts 
of the State in which he was domiciled at 
the time of death, or, if such insured in
dividual is or was not so domiciled in any 
State, the courts of the District of Columbia, 
would find that such applicant and such 
insured individual were validly married at 
the time such applicant files such applica
tion or, if such insured individual is dead, 
at the time he died. If such courts woUld 
not find that such applicant and such in
sured individual were validly married at 
such time, such applicant shall, nevertheless 
be deemed to be the wife, husband, widow, or 
widower, as the case may be, of such insured 
individual if such applicant would, under 
the laws applied by such courts in determin
ing the devolution of intestates personal 
property, have the same status with respect 

to the taking of such property as a wife, 
husband, widow, or widower of such insured 
individual. 

"'(2) · In determining whether an appli
cant is the child or parent of a fully or cur
rently insured individual for purposes of 
this title, 1lhe secretary shall apply such 
law ·as would be applied in determining the 
devolution of intestate personal property by 
the courts of the State in which such in
sured individual is domiciled at the time 
such applicant files application, or, if such 
insured individual is dead, by the courts of 
the State in which he was domiciled at the 
time of his death, or, if such insured in
dividual is or was not so domiciled in any 
State, by the courts of the District of Colum
bia. Applicants who according to such law 
would have the same status relative to taking 
intestate personal property as a child or 
parent shall be deemed such. 

"'(3) For purposes of section 202 (i), a 
widow shall be deemed to have been living 
with her husband at the time of his death 
if they were both members of the same 
household on the date of his death, or she 
was receiving regular contributions from him 
toward her support on such date, or he had 
been ordered by any court to contribute to 
her support; a widower shall be deemed to 
have been living with his wife at the time 
of her death if they were both members of 
the same household at the time of her death, 
or he was receiving regular contributions 
from her toward his support on such date, or 
she had been ordered by any court to con
tribute to his support.' 

"(i) (1) Except as provided in paragraph 
(2), the amendments made by this section 
shall apply in the case of monthly benefits 
under section 202 of the Social Security Act 
for months after the month in which this 
act is enacted. 

"(2) The amendment made by subsection 
(f) shall not apply in the case of benefits 
under section 202 (h) of the Social Security 
Act, based on the wages and self-employ
ment income of a deceased individual who 
died in or prior to the month in which this 
act is enacted, for any parent who files the 
proof of support, required by such section 
202 (h), in or prior to the month in which 
this act is enacted; and the amendment to 
section 216 (h) (1) of such act made by 
subsection (h) of this section shall not op
erate to deprive any such parent of benefits 
to which he would otherwise be entitled 
under section 202 (h) of such act. 

"SEC. 4. (a) Section 1 (q) of the Railroad 
Retirement Act of 1937, as amended, is 
amended by striking out '1956' and inserting 
in lieu thereof '1957 .' 

"(b) Paragraph (1) of section 5 (1} of the 
Railroad Retirement Act of 1937, as amended, 
is amended by striking out the sentence im
mediately following clause (iii) thereof and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following sen
tence: 'A "widow" or "widower" shall be 
deemed to have been living with the em· 
ployee if the conditions set forth in section 
216 (h) (2) or (3), whichever is applicable, 
of the Social Security Act, as in effect prior 
to 1957, are fulfilled.' 

"(c) Paragraph (1) of section 5 (1) of such 
act is further amended by striking out the 
third sentence immediately following clause 

· (iii) thereof and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following sentence: 'In determining, for 
purposes of this section and subsection (f) 
of section 2 whether an applicant is the wife, 
husband, widow, widower, child, or parent . 
of an employee as claimed, the rules set 
forth in section 216 (h) (1) of the Social 
Security Act, as in effect prior to 1957, shall 
be applied.'' 

"SEc. 5. Where--
"(a) one or more persons were entitled 

(without the application of sec. 202 (j) 
(1) of the Social Security Act) to parents' 
insurance benefits under section 202 (h) of 
such act for the month in which this act is 
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enacted on the basis of the-wages and self
employment income of an individual; 

"(b) a person becomes entitled to a wid
ow's, widower's, or mother's insurance benefit 
under section 202 (e), (f), or (g) of the 
Social Security Act for any subsequent month 
on the pasis of such wages and self-employ
ment income; 

"(c) the total of the benefits to which all 
persons are entitled under section 202 of the 
Social Security Act, on the basis of such 
wages and self-employment income for such 
subsequent month are reduced by reason of 
the application of section 203 (a) of such 
act; 
then the amount of the benefit to which 
each such person referred to in paragraph 
(a) or (b) is entitled for such subsequent 
month shall be increased, after the applica
tion of such section 203 (a), to the amount 
it would have been-

"(d) if, in the case of a parent's insurance 
benefit, the person referred to in paragraph 
(b) was not entitled to the benefit referred 
to in such paragraph, or 

"(e) if, in the case of a benefit referred to 
in paragraph (b), no person was entitled to 
a parent's insurance benefit for such subse
quent month on the basis of such wages and 
self-employment income." 

The Senate amendments were con
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
- Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
1944 as it passed the House would have 
amended the old-age and survivors in
surance provisions of the social-security 
laws so as to permit the payment of 
survivors' benefits to aliens residing out
side the United States where the bene
ficiaries are survivors of members of the 
uniformed armed services who die as a 
result of service-connected disabilities. 
The Senate added a fioor amendment 
which was approved by the Senate Com
mittee on Finance which would elimi
nate the ''living with" requirement for 
widows\ widowers', wives', and hus
bands' benefits. At the present time 
the law defines "living with" to mean 
that the spouse must have ·been living 
in the same household with the worker 
or that she must have been receiving 
regular contribution from the worker or 
that the worker must have been under 
order by a court to contribute to her 
support. The definition of wife, hus
band, widow, and widower under pres
ent law requires that the spouse be able 
to inherit the intestate personal prop
erty of the worker under applicable 
State law. Under the Senate amend
ment a spouse would meet the defini
tion if a valid marriage is in existence 
at tt1e time of the worker's death or the 
spouse's application for benefits. If a 
valid marriage had not existed, the re
lationship would nevertheless be deemed 
to have existed _if the spouse was able 
to inherit the intestate personal prop
erty of the worker. 

Under present law the existence of a 
potentially eligible widow bars the pay
ment of a parent's benefit. The Senate 
amendment contains a savings clause 
which provides that where a parent be
fore the month of enactment of the 
amendment had filed proof that he had 
been chiefly supported by the deceased 
worker, payments of benefits to the par
ent would not be barred if a widow be
comes eligible because of these amend-

-ments. The amendment also provides 

that a parent's benefit would not be re
duced below the amount payable to the 
parent before the month in which the 
widow becomes entitled to a mother's or 
aged widow's benefit. Otherwise, the 
maximum on family ·benefits would ap
ply. Also, under the amendments the 
widow's benefit would not be reduced 
by reason of the operation on the maxi
mum on family benefits. Under the 
amendments in cases where a widow 
becomes entitled to benefits because of 
the amendments, children's benefits 
would be reduced because of the family 
maximum provisions in those cases 
where the maximum is involved because 
the children are also entitled to benefits. 

I urge that the Senate amendments 
be agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 
of the House-passed version of this legis
lation was to provide OASI benefit en
titlement with respect to certain aliens 
serving in the Armed Forces of the United 
States who are required by law, on a 
compulsory basis, to contribute to the 
OASI trust fund. The Senate has 
amended this legislation to provide that 
a widow's benefit would be available to 
a woman surviving a deceased husband, 
if such widow would be legally entitled 
to inherit the ip.testate personal property 
of the worker under applicable State law. 
Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment will 
serve to clarify the status of widows un
der the Social Security Act with respect 
to OASI benefit entitlement. 

AMENDMENT OF TITLE II OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 8755) to 
amend title II of the Social Security Act 
to permit any instrumentality of two or 
more States to obtain social-security 
coverage under its agreement separately 
for those of its employees who are cov
ered by a retirement system and who de
sire such coverage, with Senate amend
ments 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 3, line 7, after "title," insert "Serv

ices in positions covered by a separate retire
ment system created pursuant to this sub
section (and consisting of the positions of 
mem'lers who desire coverage under an 
agreement under this section) shall be cov
ered under such agreement on compliance, 
to the extent practicable with the same con
ditions as are applicable to coverage under 
an agreement under this section of services 
in positiolls covered by a separate retire
ment system created pursuant to the fourth 
sentence of subsection (d) (6) (and consist
ing of the positions of members who desire 
coverage under such agreement)." 

Page 3, strike out all after line 7 over to 
and including line 3 on page 4 and insert: 

"SEc. 2. Subsection (p) of section 218 of 
the Social Security Act is amended by strik
ing out 'Florida, North Carolina, Oregon, 
South Carolina, or South Dakota' and in
serting in lieu thereof 'Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Maryland, New York, North Caro
lina, Oregon, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, or Territory of Hawaii.' 

••sEC. 3. Subsection (f) of section 218 of 
the Social Security Act is amended by strik
ing out '1957' in paragraph (3) and insert-

ing in lieu thereof '1959', by striking out 
'and' at the end of paragraph (2) and by 
redesignating paragraph (3) as paragraph 
( 4) and inserting after paragraph ( 2) the 
following new paragraph: · 

" ' ( 3) in the case of an agreement or 
modification agreed to after 1957 but prior 
to 1960, such date may not be earlier than 
December 31, 1955 and'." 

Amend the title so as to read: "'An act to 
amend title II of the Social Security Act to 
permit any instrumentality of two or more 
States to obtain social security coverage, 
under its agreement, separately for those of 
its employees who are covered by a retire
me~t system and who desire such coverage, 
to mclude Alabama, Georgia, New York, and 
Tennessee among the States which may ob
tain social security coverage for policemen 
a_nd firemen in position covered by a re
tirement system on the same basis as other 
State and local employees, and to extend 
the period during which State agreements 
for social security coverage of State and lo
cal employees may be made retroactive." 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 

8755 as it passed the House would have 
amended title II of the Social Security 
Act so as to permit a division of a re
tirement system on the part of interstate 
instrumentalities into two parts and 
thereby providing social-security cover
a:ge for the part consisting of the posi
tiOns of those employees who desire such 
coverage. ' 

The Senate added three main amend
ments to this bill. The first amendment 
is designed to make sure that the divi
sion in the case of interstate instru
mentalities, to the extent practicable 
will be on the same basis as the divisio~ 
now permitted to specified States. 

The Senate also substituted a more 
general retroactive coverage provision 
which would be applicable to agreements 
and modifications pertaining to services 
performed for a State or any of its polit
ical subdivisions, as well as those per
taining to services performed for an 
interstate instrumentality. Under the 
Senate amendment a coverage agree
ment or modification could be made 
effect~ve any time after December 31, 
1955, 1f the agreement or modification is 
entered into prior to 1960. 

The Senate also added a provision 
which would remove the bar to coverage 
of policemen and firemen covered by a 
State or local retirement system in the 
States of Alabama, · Georgia, Maryland, 
New York, and Tennessee, and in 
Hawaii. 

I urge that the House recede and con
cur in these Senate amendments. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 8755 
as it passed the House of Representa
tives amended title II of the Social Se
curity Act so as to provide improved 
OASI coverage to employees of inter
state instrumentalities by permitting the 
retirement system to be divided into two 
parts for coverage purposes. · The Sen
ate amended the legislation to provide 
that Alabama, Georgia, Maryland, New 
York, and Tennessee, as well as the 
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Territory of Hawaii, would· be allowed to 
include policemen and firemen under the 
protection of the OASI system. In addi· 
tion the Senate amended the bill so as 
to postpone the deadline for obtaining 
coverage to afford s.ufficient time for the 
many State legislatures to take appro· 
priate action so as to enable giving effect 
to this extension of coverage. 

VETERANS' HOUSING 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 4602) 
to encourage new residential construc
tion for veterans' housing in rural areas 
and small cities and towns by raising the 
maximum amount in which direct loans 
may be made from $10,000 to $13,500, to 
authorize advance financing commit
ments, to extend the direct-loan pro
gram for veterans, and for other 
purposes, and concur in the Senate 
amendment to the House amendment to 
the Senate amendment. 

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

as follows: 
In lieu of the language inserted by the 

House amendment, insert the following: 
"(c) Subsection (d) of such section 513 

1s amended ( 1) by striking out '1957' and in
serting '1958'; (2) by inserting immediately 
after 'so advanced' the following: 'tinder this 
sentence'; and (3) by inserting immediately 
after the first sentence therein the following 
new sentence: 'The Secretary of the Treas
ury shall also advance to the administrator 
from time to time until July 25, 1958, such 
additional sums as the administrator may 

. request (not in excess of the difference be
tween the amounts advanced under this 
subsection after June 30, 1955, and the maxi
mum amounts which could have been ad
vanced upon the request of the administra
tor after June 30, 1955, and before the date 
of the request).'" 

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

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Re
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
and I shall not object, I know the chair· 
man of our committee will explain the 
bill to the Members of the House, who 
are eager to know about it. I think this 
is perhaps the best we can do. Does not 
the chairman agree with that? 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. That is 
correct. 

Mr. Speaker, the pertinent provisions 
involved in this difference between the 
House and Senate in this bill are that 
the bill, as passed by the House, author
ized $200 million for the operation of 
the direct-loan program of the Veterans' 
Administration to July 25, 1958. The 
Senate, in approving the bill, reduced 
this authorization to $50 million and ex
tended the program until July 25, 1959, 
along with a 1-year extension to the same 
date for the guaranteed-loan program 
for World War II veterans. The House 
accepted the extension to 1 year, but in
sisted on the full amount of the money 
previously authorized which, in effect, 
meant $200 million to July 25, 1958, and 
$150 million additional to July 25, 1959. 
The Senate has now adopted an amend
ment which provides for $200 million for 
the program until July 25, 1958. 

The action which I have proposed is 
the only practical approach at the pres
ent time and one which I take with con
siderable regret. I say this with all due 
respect to the other body, but it is illogi
cal to me to increase the authorization 
of a direct loan from $10,000 to $13,500, 
and at the same time reduce the amount 
of money that is available for this pro
gram. I am, therefore, urging the House 
to concur in the Senate amendment, and 
at the same time I am introducing legis
lation to provide that beginning July 26, 
1958, and continuing through July 25, 
1959, the Veterans' Administration shall 
have $150 million authorization which it 
has had to operate this program in re
cent years when the ov:eralllimit for one 
loan was only $10,000. 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, while 
the provisions of H. R. 4602 have been 
changed by reason of amendments by the 
other body, I believe it represents a step 
forward in meeting the veterans' hous
ing problem. 

Seldom am I in my district that I do 
not receive telephone calls from veterans 
in small towns and rural areas who are 
having difficulty in obtaining GI loans. 
Since this bill is intended to alleviate the 
difficult stituation confronting our vet
erans in small towns and rural areas I 
rise in support of it. 

As the chairman of our Committee on 
Veterans' Affairs has stated, the other 
body reduced the $200 million authori· 
zation to $50 million and extended the 
program until July 25, 1959. In confer
ence the House accepted the extension 
of the period of time covered by this 
bill but insisted· that the original author
ization of $200 million be restored. 

While the present bill limits the period 
of the effectiveness of the program to 
July 25, 1958, it is my earnest hope that 
at the next session of Congress an au
thorization will be received so as to con
tinue the direct-loan program in its full 
effectiveness until July 25, 1959. 

I take this opportunity to commend 
our distinguished chairman, Mr. TEAGUE 
of Texas, for his steadfastness to the will 
of the House in bringing about a final 
bill which is so nearly consistent with 
the provisions of the original House ac
tion. 

The enactment of this legislation is a 
great boost to the housing industry and 
to the many veterans of this Nation who 
have not heretofore been able to obtain 
housing loans under the VA program. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment to the House 

amendment to the Senate amendment 
was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL PERMISSION TO EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem
bers may have 5legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks in the RECORD 
on the bill H. R. 4602, on which action 
was just taken. 

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

There was no objection. 

BERNALILLO COUNTY, N. MEX. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 9023) to 
amend the act of October 31, 1949, to 
extend until June 30, 1960, the authority 
of the Surgeon General to make certain 
payments to Bernalillo County, N.Mex., 
for furnishing hospital care to certain 
Indians, with a. Senate amendment 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amend
ment, and request a conference with the 
Senate. 

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

the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. HARRIS, WILLIAMS of 
Mississippi, RHODES of Pennsylvania, 
LOSER, WOLVERTON, BUSH, and NEAL, 

AIR CARRIERS 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to have until mid
night tonight to file a conference report 
on the bill (S. 2229) to provide for Gov
ernment guaranty of private loans to, 
certain air carriers for purchase of mod
ern aircraft and equipment to foster the 
development and use of modern trans
port aircraft by such carriers, and fo1· 
other purposes. 

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

There was no objection. 

JACKSON SCHOOL TOWNSHIP, I 

IND. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent for the immediate consid
eration of the bill (S. 807) for the relief 
of Jackson School Township, Ind. 

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

the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was 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 Jackson School 
Township, Cass County, Ind., the sum of 
$275,000 in full satisfaction of such school 
township's claim against the United States 
for compensation for the loss of utility of its 
school at Lincoln, Ind., and for costs to be 
incurred in relocating such school due to 
the noise and danger from Department of 
the Air Force aircraft using Bunker Hill Air 
Base: Provided, That the appropriate au
thorities convey to the United States all their 
right, title, and interest in and to the town
ship school property located at Lincoln, Ind., 
which property has been rendered useless for 
school purposes due to the noise and danger 
from Department of the Air Force aircraft 
using Bunker Hill Air Base: Provided fur
ther, That no part of the amount appropri
ated in this act shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connectioiJ 
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with thls 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 ex
ceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend-
ment: . 

Page 1, line 6, strike out "$275,000" and 
insert "$193,352." 

The committee amendment was 
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. 

INCREASING SERVICE-CONNECTED 
DISABILITY COMPENSATION AND 
DEPENDENCY ALLOWANCES 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks at this 
point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise at this time to remind 
the House that the President has until 
next Tuesday to sign the bill, H. R. 52, 
a bill to increase compensation of serv
ice-connected veterans, which passed 
the House and Senate unanimously. 
While I firmly .believe that the President 
will sign the bill. we do not want a veto 
and I suggest that every Member remind 
the President of our wishes. In three or 
four of his speeches, President Eisen
hower has said that such a bill should be 
passed. It was also in both the Demo
cratic and Republican platforms. I think 
every Member of the House should get in 
touch with the White House. It might be 
very helpful in this time of great confu
sion. The House passed a similar bill 
late in the last session of Congress. The 
Senate failed to pass it last year. 

Two years is a terribly long time for 
disabled veterans to wait for increased 
compensation. It has been a great hard
ship for them and a real tragedy. 

HIGHER POSTAL RATES 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, Post

master General Summerfield's plea that 
he needs higher postal rates in order to 
provide essential services would carry 
more weight if his administrative prac
tices were consistent with his assertions. 
When an individual wants special han
dling and special delivery of a piece of 
mail he pays 55 cents. The additional 
rate is supposed to pay for the special 
service. 
· But the Ford Motor Co. is planning a 
mailing of 1% million pieces that are to 
be delivered no earlier than September 3 
and no later than September 4. Yet the 

Ford Motor Co. doesn't pay anything 
for the special service necessary to make 
these deliveries as scheduled. Instead 
the District Transportation Manager 
merely issued the following directive: 

SPECIAL MAILING FROM DEARBORN, MICH. 

· During the week of August 26, 1957, the 
Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich., will place 
in the mails 1,500,000 pieces of first-class 
mail announcing the debut of the Edsel car. 
This mail is due to be delivered no earlier 
than September' 3 and no later than Sep
tember 4, 1957. 

Primary distribution is due to be per
formed at the Dearborn Post Office and resi
due will be dispatched for the States in
volved as follows: Idaho, COuncil Bluffs, Iowa, 
"Wrminal; Montana; St. Paul, Minn.., terminal;. 
Oregon, Portland, Oreg. terminal; Wash
ington, Spokane, Wash. terminal. Clerks in 
mobile and· stationary organizations receiv
ing this mailing will make every effort to 
give it the most expeditious dispatch han
dling. 

PERSONAL ANNOUNCEMENT 
Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, on the last rollcall, the second 
bells did not ring in the Old House Office 
Building. Because of that, I missed the 
rollcall. Had I been present, I would 
have voted "No.'' 

THE RAPID AMORTIZATION .PRO
GRAM AND THE ELECTRIC POWER 
INDUSTRY 
The SPEAKER. Under the previous 

order of the House, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bow] is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, in recent 
months we have observed a new tactic 
in the strategy of those whose aim it 
is to nationalize the electric-power in
dustry of the United States. In the Hells 
Canyon debate and in other discus
sions of the power issue, the proponents 
of Government-subsidized electric power 
have attacked the Government's rapid 
amortization program on the ground 
that it represents a gigantic giveaway 
to the free-enterprise electric companies. 

The vigor with which this charge was 
pressed, and its evident effect on many 
of our colleagues including some reason
able men not ordinarily in the public 
power camp, gave me concern. For the 
past several months, in consultation with 
experts on taxation and in the power in
dustry, I have been studying the rapid 
amortization program to determine 
whether there is any foundation in fact 
for the charges made by public power 
advocates. 

I find their attack is based on dis-
tortion and falsehood. · 

Their real aim is to draw attention 
away from the large and various sub
sidies enjoyed by the public power group, 
to set up a smokescreen behind which 
they can continue to receive these sub
sidies, as well as to attempt. to discredit 
the free-enterprise electric power indus .. 
try which has played such an enormously 
important part in helping the American 
.people to achieve their present high 
standard of living and to insure its fu
ture increase. The attaCk has been irre .. 
sponsible in its failure to acknowledge 
the true purpose of the ~apid amortiza .. 

tion program and its real effects on the 
electric power industry, the defense of 
the Nation, and the economy as a whole. 

Typical of the charges that have been 
.made by the subsidized public power 
groups is the contention that the Gov
ernment has given away $5 billion to the 
free-enterprise electric power companies 
and that this sum of money is being paid 
out in dividends to the shareholders of 
those companies. The real facts are 
that, first, the Government has not given 
away any money to the free-enterprise 
electric power companies since the rapid 
amortization program can under no cir
cumstances involve any payments out of 
the United States Treasury to them; 
second, rapid-amortization certificates 
merely permit the faster recovery of the 
companies' own capital invested in pro
ductive assets; third, the faster capital 
recovery only results in a temporary re
duction in Federal income taxes which 
is thereafter offset by the increased 
higher taxes that must be paid at the end 
of the 5-year amortization period; and 
fourth, Federal and State regulatory au
thorities have ruled that the temporary 
tax deferrals may not be passed on to 
the company's stockholders, but must be 
held in special restricted accounts to be 
used to offset the later higher taxes that 
might otherwise require increased rates. 

It is not surprising that the Govern
ment-subsidized public-power groups, 
including their · sqpporters and apolo
gists, should be sensitive about the _sub
ject of subsidies. The subsidies, inher
ent in their tax-exempt status and the 
fact that their capital requirements are 
actually furnished by the Federal Treas
ury at less than it costs the Treasury for 
such funds. and at only a fraction of the 
cost of money for comparable risks, make 
them especially vulnerable and, there
fore, sensitive to criticism. This. sensi
tiveness apparently has been responsible 
for the fact that one of their spokesmen 
has, in desperation, been led to make the 
reckless and demonstrably untrue claim 
that, through rapid . amortization, the 
q.overnment has given the free-enter
prise electric-power industry as much or 
more than the billions of dollars which 
the Government has made available to 
the subsidized public-power cooperatives. 
It is thus apparent that the real aim of 
the subsidized public-power groups in 
tneir attack on r·apid amortization is to 
set up a smokescreen in an attempt to 
divert attention away from the enor
mous subsidies, particularly through tax 
exemption and artificially low interest 
rates, which they themselves have re
ceived at the expense of the American 
taxpayer. 

In answer to the charges which have 
peen made, the following will be dis
cussed: 

First. The facts of rapid amortization 
as applied to the free-enterprise electric
power industry; 
. Second. A demonstration of the falsity 
of the charges made by the Government
subsidized public-power groups; and 

Third. An application of the same kind 
of economic analysis used by the Gov
ernment-subsidized public-power groups 
to determine what the amount of the 
subsidies . which the Government has 

I . 
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given to such groups would be if calcu
lated on the basis of such analysis. 
THE .FACTS OF RAPm AMORTIZATION AS APPLIED 

7'0 THE ELECT&IC POWER INDUSTRY 

The subsidized public power groups 
have studiously attempted to misrepre
sent the real purpose and effect of the 
rapid amortization program. The facts 
are these. The legislation was first en
acted in President Roosevelt's Admini~
tration during World War II to encour
age the use of private capital and, to 
that extent, make unnecessary the use of 
governmental expenditures in the rapid 
expansion of vital facilities needed for 
the successful prosecution of the war. 
It was reinstated in President Truman's 
administration during the Korean war 
for the same purpose and has continued 
in effect to the present date throughout 
the cold war emergency. It is now em
bodied in section 168 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. 

The legislative history of rapid amorti
zation shows that Congress intended to 
provide a financial incentive to encour
age private investment in new facilities 
1·equired for the defense and safety of 
the country. There is no question but 
that an incentive was intended. But the 
amount of the incentive has been grossly 
and cynically misrepresented by the 
Government-subsidized public power 
groups. For example, they never indi
cate, as indeed is the case, that the cer
tificate holder runs the risk of there be
ing no advantage whatsoever. But what 
does the statute provide? In summary, 
it permits a taxpayer to charge off as 
an expense, over a 5-year period, some 
stated portion of the cost of particular 
facilities urgently needed for or impor
tantly useful to national defense, al
though their expected physical life may 
be more than :five years. The deter
mination whether the capital invested 
in a particular facility may be recovered 
and the percentage of the investment 
that may be so recovered is made by the 
Office of Defense Mobilization. This office 
is an agency of the United States Gov:
ernment and it is charged with the duty 
to determine whether it is in the inter
ests of national defense that the tax
payer's application for a certificate 
should be granted. 

In simple terms, the effect of rapid 
amortization is to permit a taxpayer to 
take the amortization deductions al
lowed pursuant to the ODM certificate 
and thus recover the capital invested in 
the facility during the first 5 years of 
the life of a facility and none at all 
during the rema.ining life. This is in 
lieu of recovery of the invested capital 
over the entire life of the facility as i~ 
permitted to all taxpayers. The result 
is that in the case of a facility with a 
service life of, say, 33% years, the tax
payer-assuming the taxpayer has tax
able income during the life of the fa
cility-pays lower taxes for the first 5 
years and higher taxes during all of the 
remaining 28 Ya years. If tax ra.tes re
main constant, the taxpayer will pay
and the Treasury will receive-the same 
aggregate amount of taxes. This has 
properly been characterized as a deferral 
of taxes, or a temporary reduction in 
taxes in the early years which is made 

up in the later years. It has been 
erroneously called an interest-free loan. 
Quite obviously there is no loan. 

The taxpayer is merely permitted to 
recover his own capital, which he has 
their construction. If at any time during 
the first 5 years after the completion of 
their construction. If at any time during 
the life of the facilities any profit is 
made whether during the first 5 years or 
thereafter, the full corporate income tax 
on such profits must be paid. 

In the absence of rapid amortization, 
the taxpayer would be entitled to smaller 
deductions for capital recovery in each 
year of the entire life of the particular 
facility, instead of higher deductions 
the first 5 years and none at all there
after. Thus it should be noted that so 
far as capital recovery is concerned, the 
overall effects of normal depreciation 
and rapid amortization are the same; 
the original investment in the facility 
is recovered by a charge to expenses only 
once. 

Rapid amortization has been appli
cable not only to regulated industries 
such as the electric utility and natural 
gas utility industries and the railroads 
but also to a wide variety of unregulated 
industries such as the steel industry. 
Thus, fro~ the start of the program in 
1950 through December 12, 1956, a total 
of 21,673 certificates were issued in con
nection with the construction of $38,242, 
000,000 of facilities and providing for the 
rapid amortization of $22,422,ooo.ooo, or 
61 percent thereof. Only 913 cert~cates 
in connection with the construction of 
$6,655,765,000 of facilities and providing 
for the rapid amortization of $3,253,064,-
000, or 48.8 percent, were issued to the 
electric utilities through May 1, 1957-
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 9640, June 
19, 1957. 
· The most important criterion in con
nection with the issuaiilce of a certificate 
is the relation of the particular produc
tive facilities to the needs of national de
fense. It is obvious that electric power is 
of fundamental importance to the de
fense of the Nation and, therefore, it is 
not surprising that an increase in the 
country's ca,pacity to produce electric 
power has been an important concern of 
the omce of Defense Mobilization and 
that the electric power industry has 
qualified for the issuance of certificates 
to it. 

Since electric power companies are 
subject to regulation by Federa,l and 
State commissions, it is obvious that the 
effects of rapid amortization on the in
dustry would have to be considered and 
determined by the appropriate regula
tory authorities. This has been done. 
Among the first matters which the com
missions had to consider in this con
nection was the accounting treatment 
to be accorded rapid amortization on the 
books of account of the certificate hold
ers. This obviously was a complicated 
and an important matter. · 

It was clear that if the tax deferrals 
were allowed to have the effect of in
creasing the com:;>any's net income, 
either dividends to the company's share
holders could be increased or rates paid 
by the consumers could be reduced. In 
either case, an equivalent amount of 
funds would not then have been avail-

able to pay for the additional productive 
facilities deemed necessary by the Gov
ernment for national defense. More
over, if such amounts were passed on to 
the present consumers in the form of 
rate reductions, it would not only have 
defeated the Government's objective by 
making such funds unavailable to help 
finance the new construction but would 
have cast a heavier burden on future 
consumers, who would have had to pay 
rates increased in an amount suffi.cient 
to cover the later higher taxes. In other 
words, this approach would have been 
obviously inequitable to the ratepayers 
since it would have given a temporary 
reduction and windfall to present con
sumers at the expense of a subsequent 
increase in rates to future consumers. 

The aim of the electric ~tilities and 
most regulatory agencies, therefore, was 
to find a method of accounting for rapid 
amortization which would be fair to all 
concerned; fair to both present and fu
ture consumers by not giving a windfall 
to present ratepayers at the expense of 
iuture ratepayers, fair to the utility by 
giving it the incentive which the Gov
ernment intended it to have in order to 
induce the construction of additional 
productive facilities essential for defense 
purposes, and fair to the Government by 
providing the country with the addi
tional productive capacity with which to 
help safeguard our liberties. It is a trib
ute to the electrical power industry and 
to the regulatory Commissions that, for 
the most part, all of those objectives 
were realized and reflected in the ac
counting treatment which was proposed 
and approved. 

Thus. in this connection, the Federal 
Power Commission in i~ Opinion No. 264 
dated December 3, 1953, on the question 
of treatment of Federal income taxes 
as affected by accelerated amortization. 
had the following to say: 

While it is clear to us that Congress, by 
the enactment of this law. did not intend 
to make gifts to the customers of the public 
utilities and natural-gas companies which 
received certificates, it is equally clear that 
Congress did not intend to provide a tem
'Porary fund to these companies which could 
be diverted to the payment of dividends to 
their shareholders. Since the possession of 
necessity certificates is essentially a defer
ment of tax liability, the accruals for taxes 
in excess of those actually paid should logi
cally be treated, not as free and unrestricted 
income, but earmarked to provide !or the 
future meeting of such liability. 

Consequently, we will take all steps neces
f!ary to insure that provision is made for 
meeting the deferred tax liability and the 
temporary savings produced by the deferral 
of taxes are not used, directly or indirectly, 
for the payment of dividends, but are used 
for the purpose intended; namely, to aid in 
the construction of the facillties described 
in the certificate which were deemed by our 
Government to be necessary to the national 
defense. 

The result was that the Federal Power 
Commission and most of the State regu
latory agencies ordered the utilities to 
normalize income-tax charges; that is 
to say, to determine net income after 
taxes as if there had been no deductions 
for rapid amortization, and to account 
for the tax deferrals by putting them into 
a restricted account. This precluded 
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paying the.deferred amounts out as divi
dends to the shareholders. It required 
that the deferred amounts be held for 
·ase in the future as an offset against 
the later higher taxes. Thus, the rates 
of present and future consumers would 
be required to cover only the taxes which 
would have been payable if no certifi
cate had been requested or issued. 

It was also decided that the utilities 
should charge to expense as depreciation 
on the facilities subject to rapid amor
tization only amounts calculated at the 
usual rate for accounting purposes and 
not charge any larger amounts by rea
son of the fast capital recovery for tax 
purposes. This made it possible forcer
tificate holders to avoid requests for 
higher rates to cover the higher rate of 
capital recovery. 

It is apparent that this treatment is 
fair and equitable to both present and 
future consumers, for their rates are un
affected. It is fair to the utilities be
cause they are not deprived of the in
centive which Congress intended them 
to have in order to induce the construc
tion of additional productive capacity 
needed for the national defense. It is 
fair to the Government because the ad
ditional facilities it desired to have con
structed for the defense of the country 
were actually brought into existence. 

There has been considerable confu
sion-for the most part generated by 
propagandists desiring to misrepresent 
the true nature of rapid amortization
as to the benefits of the program to the 
free-enterprise electric power industry. 
As indicated below, it is far from clear 
that the companies will actually realize 
any substantial advantages as a result 
of their participation in it. 

Necessity certificates are issued only 
to encourage added construction of new 
facilities, and particularly facilities 
which represent excess capacity. Hence, 
one important fact associated with rap
id amortization, as applied to an electric 
power company, is that the program 
operates to create greater reserves of 
electric power than may then be needed 
to meet the normal needs of the com
pany's consumers. As a result, such re
serve capacity may produce little or no 
additional revenue and yet be extremely 
costly in terms of higher carrying costs 
consisting of, among other things, de
preciation, State and local taxes, insur
ance, administrative expenses and inter
est charges and dividend requirements 
on the unrecovered cost of the facilities. 
Another significant effect, since the cer
tificates provide that construction of 
the facility must be completed by a 
stated early date, is to induce faster 
construction, which increases the cost 
of the facilities. 

The Byrd committee of the United 
States Senate, in a· report on rapid 
amortization dated December 28, 1956, 
had the following to say about the value 
of these certificates to their holders: 

In particular cases, the value of a rapid 
amortization certificate must be weighed in 
the light of number of circumstances. T}lese 
circumstances include all the conditions that 
constitute a handicap for a firm that partici
pates in the expansion program, as well as 
incidental benefits of a certificate. 

One disadvantage is that if the expansion 
program is a large one the firm's competitors 
will have expanded also which should in
crease the supply of its product and lower 
prices in the future. Also the firm may have 
been induced to build the new facility sev
eral years before the facility could be fully 
utilized by current demand so that the firm 
may be saddled with extra carrying costs for 
several years. The firm may have been re
quired to put up the new facility at a time 
when the demand for such facilities was 
exceptionally high causing the construction 
costs to be infiated. (Entitled "A Report on 
5-Year Amortization of Emergency Defense 
Facilities Under Section 168 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954," prepared by the Joint 
Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation 
for the use of the United States Senate Com
mittee on Finance, Senator HARRY F. BYRD, 
chairman, submitted by the Committee on 
Finance to the President of the Senate on 
December 28, 1956.) 

If there is any basic benefit from rapid 
amortization, it results ·from the rapid 
recovery of the capital invested in the 
new facilities, thus assisting the utility 
.in financing a part of its new construc
tion without resorting to the conven
tional means of obtaining funds, such 
as long-term borrowings or the issuance 
of stock. Apparently, the reason that 
rapid amortization has been called an 
interest-free loan by the Government 
is that the company, because of the rapid 
recovery of its own invested capital, does 
not have to raise the same amount of 
money in some other way and hence 
does not have to pay the carrying 
charges that otherwise would be in
volved. But it should be emphasized 
that the company itself must initially 
provide the funds to build the facilities. 
The 'Federal Government gives it noth
ing for that purpose. All the company 
gets is the right to recover a portion of 
its own capital at a faster rate than it 
would have recovered it without a cer
tificate. But without a certificate it may 
never have built the facility in the first 
instance. Further, whatever the benefit 
may be, it must be measured against 
such disadvantages as the increased 
costs of accelerated construction and the 
possibility that the new facilities, repre
senting additional reserve capacity, will 
be a white elephant in whole or in part, 
for a considerable period of time. 

Hence, when it is glibly charged that 
rapid amortization results in excessive 
profits or a windfall to the investor
owned electric power industry, it can 
only be as a result of the foregoing facts 
having been overlooked or disregarded. 
Further, to assume that an industry 
whose return is strictly regulated can 
reap excessive profits is also to assume 
that the regulatory commissions, and 
the courts which review their decisions, 
are incompetent or unscrupulous. No 
basis for such an assumption concerning 
conscientious public servants has been 
shown to exist. 
AN ANALYSIS OF THE CHARGES MADE BY THE 

PUBLIC POWER GROUPS 

The charges made by spokesmen for 
the Government-subsidized public power 
groups in their attack on rapid amorti
zation, or rapid capital recovery, are pal
pably and demonstrably untrue. For 
example, they have testified that the re
sulting cash accumulations are paid out 
in the form of dividends to the indus-

try's shareholders. But we have already 
seen that this is exactly what orders is
sued by various regulatory authorities, 
including the Federal Power Commis
sion, prohibit the utilities from doing
See Re Treatment of Federal Income 
Taxes as Affected by Accelerated Amor
tization (2 P. U. R. 3d 41 (F. P. C. 
1953)) ; and see, for example, Re Flor
ida Power & Light Co. (4 P. U. R. 3d 91 
(Fla. R. R. P. U. C. 1954) ) ; In the Matter 
of Iowa-Illinois Gas & Elec. Co. (C. C. H. 
Util. Law Rep. State, ~17,286 <Ill. C. C. 
1956)); Re Boston Edison Co. (2 P. U. R. 
3d 137 (Mass. Dept. P. U. 1953)); Re 
Detroit Edison Co. (90 P. U. R. N: S. 76 
(Mich. P. U. C. 1951) ) ; Re Utah Power 
& Light Co. (11 P. U. R. 3d 477 <Utah 
P. S.C. 1955)); In the Matter of Pacific 
Power & Light Co. <C. C. H. Util. Law 
Rep. State ~ 16,649 (Wash. P. S.C. 1953)). 
Nevertheless, in testimony before a Sen
ate subcommittee investigating the ef
fects of rapid amortization on regulated 
industries, the Government-subsidized 
public power spokesmen have relied 
heavily on this patently false assump
tion. 

In some of their more absurd attacks 
the subsidized public power groups have 
lamented the fact that the benefits of 
rapid amortization are not available to 
them. The simple fact of the matter is 
that the rapid amortization program is 
available to all qualified taxpayers. 
Since the public power groups pay no 
Federal income taxes, there is nothing to 
be postponed. Their Federal income 
taxes have already been reduced to zero 
and postponed forever. A psychiatrist 
would no doubt conclude that only the 
feeling of guilt on the part of the sub
sidized public power interests, which, to 
repeat, pay no Federal income taxes 
whatsoever, would lead them thus to at
tack the free-enterprise electric power 
companies, which in 1956 paid $897 mil
lion in Federal income taxes, or almost 
4 percent of the total Federal income 
taxes of $22,742,726,000 paid to the 
United States Treasury by all corpora
tions for the same period. 

But probably the most outrageous 
claim which the subsidized public power 
groups have made is based on the sleight. 
of-hand arithmetic by which they seek 
to justify the charge that rapid amor
tization has resulted in ·a giveaway of $5 
billion to the electric power industry. 

Leaving aside the fact that the rapid 
amortization .program does not require 
the Government to appropriate a single 
penny to the certificate holders, let us 
analyze the tricky and misleading arith
metic involved in computing this $5 bil
lion figure. To begin with, the Govern
ment to date has actually certified only 
about $3,253,000,000 of electric power fa
cilities for rapid amortization. The 

. overall deferral of taxes on that $3,253,-
000,000 would amount to approximately 
$1,438,000,000; that is, there would be a 
postponement of the payment of taxes in 
that amount over the initial 5-year 
amortization period. 

'rhus, in claiming that the Govern
ment has given away $5 billion to the 
industry, the public-power groups are 
suggesting that what they call a loan 
of $1,438,000,000 is worth almost 4 times 
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as much as an outright gift of such 
amotint, which is patently l'idiculous. 
The fact is that even the so-called loan 
can in no event have a present worth of 
more than a fraction of the amount of 
the property which has been certified for 
rapid amortization, as is demonstrated 
by the following example. 

Consider the effect of a 50-percent cer· 
tificate on facilities costing $2 million 
and having a life of 33% years. Such a 
certificate, in the amount of $1 million, 
would permit the holder, after the com· 
pletion of the construction of the facili· 
ties, to charge as an expense for Federal 
income-tax purposes $200,000-20 per
cent of $1 million-for the recovery of 
his invested capital in each of the first 
5 years of the facilities' life. The uncer· 
tified portion of the construction cost 
would be depreciated for tax purposes 
under any of the options normally avail
able to the taxpayer. At the end of the 
5-year period, and for the next 28% 
years, no charge to expense, and, hence, 
no tax deduction would be allowed on 
the certified portion of tht construction 
costs. · 

Assuming that the taxpayer elects 
straight-line depreciation for tax pur· 
poses-this assumption is the least 
favorable to the taxpayer-the increase 
in the certificate holder's deduction for 
each of the first 5 years would be the 
difference between 3 percent-normal 
depreciation-and 20 · percent-rapid 
amortization-of $1 million, or $170,000 
a year. Since the corporate income tax 
rate is 52 percent, the increased deduc
tion would involve a yearly tax deferral 
of $88,400. At the end of 5 years the 
total deferral would amount to $442,000. 

During each of the next 28% years, 
however, the certificate holder, having 
recovered all of his capital invested in 
the certified portion of the facilities, 
would not have available his normal de
preciation deduction of 3 percent of the 
certified amount per year. At the 52· 
percent corporate income tax rate, the 
additional income tax in each year will 
amount to $15,600. Over the 28 %-year 
period, these additional taxes will ex
actly equal $442,000, thus resulting in 
no net tax reduction to the certificate 
holder, and in no net tax loss to the 
Qovernment. 

As mentioned earlier, any benefit from 
l'apid amortization results from the rapid 
1·ecovery of capital invested in certified 
facilities, which enables a certificate 
holder to finance a portion of new con
struction without resorting to the con
ventional means of obtaining new funds. 
Making the highly doubtful assumption 
that the utility is successful-in the face 
of rising price levels and of the costs of 
carrying plant capacity in excess of 
normal reserve requirements-in earning 
as much as 6 percent on these new facili· 
ties, a calculation can be made to deter
mine the maximum value of a certificate 
to the utility. The method for determin
ing this maximum value is well known. 
In fact, it was described in detail and 
used by the Byrd committee of the United 
States Senate in its report to the Senate 
dated December 28, 1956, previously re
ferred to. 

In its report-page 18-the commit
tee stated: 

The excess of the current value of the 
amortization deduction over that of normal 
depreciation deductions is the value of a. 
certificate. 

Using an assumed earnings rate of 6 
percent, the committee determined that 
the value of a $100, 100-percent certifi
cate covering facilities with a useful life 
of 30 years, which facilities would other
wise have been depreciated by the meth
od of sum-of-the-years digits-this 
method of taking depreciation is optional 
with the taxpayer-was $13.60, or 13.6 
percent of the amount certified. The 
same computation performed with alter
native straight-line depreciation method 
would result in a value of $19.97, or 19.97 
percent of the certified amount. If the 
useful life of the facility is 33% years, 
and straight-line depreciation would 
otherwise be taken, the maximum value 
of a $1 million certificate would be $215,-
400, or 21.54 percent of the certified 
amount. This latter amount, computed 
on assumptions most favorable to their 
claim, is less than one-seventh of the 
false figure which has been used by the 
Government - subsidized public - power 
groups in their attack on the rapid amor
tization program and the free enterprise 
electric power companies. 

Moreover, as previously mentioned, 
there are disadvantages cited by the 
Byrd committee of the Senate which 
would reduce this value and which must 
also be taken into account. 

The subsidized public power groups 
hav-e used a totally different, invalid, and 
misleading analysis in computing what 
they allege to be the benefits of the cer
tificate in the last example shown above. 
First, they make the wholly unwarrant
ed assumption that utilities earn a 
guaranteed return of 6 percent on their 
investment. Ask any investor in street 
railway properties if this assumption is 
warranted. He knows from the bitter 
experience of having lost virtually his 
entire investment that it is a false as
sumption. They then add together the 
five yearly $88,400 tax deferrals-$442,-
000-plus 6 percent interest compounded 
annually for 33% years. Finally, they 
subtract the actual tax repayments
without any credit for interest on those 
amounts. This results in a figure which 
they describe as the "value" of a $1 mil
lion certificate. The figure is more than 
$1,500,000, or approximately 3.4 times as 
much as the total amount of the post
poned taxes. A spokesman for these 
subsidized groups, when asked to explain 
how a tax . postponement of $442,000 
could be worth over 3 times as much as a 
gift of $442,000, blandly testified that 
this was merely "a lesson in compound 
interest." 

The obvious invalidity of this ''lesson 
in compound interest" can be seen from 
the report of the Byrd committee. As 
pointed out above, the Byrd committee 
has indicated that the value of a certifi
cate is the excess of the current value of 
the amortization deductions over the 
current value of the normal depreciation 
deductions. These current values were 
determined by discounting, at an as-

sumed earnings rate of 6 percent, the fu .. 
ture tax deferrals and tax repayments. 
The committee illustrated this principle 
by pointing out that a $100 series E sav
ings bond issued by the United States 
Government has a current value of only 
$75. It is the passage of time and the 
accumulation of interest at 3% percent 
over a period of 8 years· and 11 months 
which eventually give the bond a value 
of $100 at its redemption date. Yet the 
bond is worth currently only $75, and 
this is all that the Government charges 
its citizen-savers for it. The method of 
analysis proposed by the Government
subsidized public-power groups, if ap
plied to United States savings bonds, 
would result in the Government's setting 
a current priceof $100 foranon-interest
bearing bond that was not redeemable at 
$100 until almost 9 years in the future. 

The fallacies in the analysis by the 
subsidized public-power groups are le· 
gion. Clearly, as indicated above, if 
the Government made an outright gift 
of $442,000 to a utility, the value of the 
gift could be no more than $442,000. 
But the public-power groups would have 
us believe that a loan of $442,000 is worth 
over 3 times as much as a gift of such 
amount. A second major fallacy is the 
wholly unsupported assumption that the 
tax deferral is invested in facilities which 
will necessarily earn a guaranteed re
turn of 6 percent. But note that if the 
additional facilities represent excess or 
reserve capacity, they will involve large 
carrying costs and may not produce any 
revenue at all for a substantial period 
of time. Note also that electric utilities 
are certainly not guaranteed a 6-percent 
return on their investment; they are 
entitled only to an opportunity to earn 
a fair return, but that is far from being 
guaranteed such a return. Transit 
companies had the same opportunity, 
but many of them were unable to earn 
any return at all and were forced out 
of business. Indeed, there are today 
many electric utilities which do not and 
cannot earn a 6-percent return. Final
ly, even if it were assumed that electric 
utilities could earn at the rate of 6 per
cent on certified facilities beginning 
with the very date such facilities were 
placed irt' service, it is clear that with a 
52-percent Federal income-tax rate 
they must perforce also earn an addi ... 
tional amount equal to 6.50 percent, 
which would be paid to the Government 
as Federal income taxes. Thus the 
Government would receive as additional 
taxes an amount almost twice as great 
as the interest rate the Government 
would have to pay for moneys required 
to replace the taxes deferred by a cer· 
tificate. 

If the ridiculous contentions of the 
subsidized public-power groups were true, 
all the Government need do is to defer all 
electric utility Federal income taxes for 
a year-about $900 million at present-
borrow ·at the rate of 3.5 percent to re· 
place the deferred taxes, and the utili
ties, having invested the tax deferral at a 
guaranteed 6-percent return, will, for 
about the next three decades, furnish the 
Government annually not only its 3.5 
percent interest cost but, in addition, 3 
percent of $900 million, or $27 million of. 
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new income taxes created by the tax de
ferral. As might be expected, the subsi
dized public-power apologists have neg
lected to carry their own spurious argu
ment to this logical conclusion. 

Another fantastic charge made by the 
public-power groups is that rapid amorti
zation constitutes a rank discrimination 
against subsidized public power. Pre
sumably that is because the subsidized 
public-power groups are not granted 
rapid amortization certificates. But, as 
already noted, subsidized public-power 
groups pay no Federal income taxes 
whatsoever. Indeed, this is one of their 
major continuing subsidies, and it is 
elementary that the Government cannot 
give them any more tax relief than the 
100 percent they already have. This 
charge raises an interesting question: 
Why do organizations which have a tax
exempt status-which, in other words, 
have a 100-percent Federal income-tax 
exemption-become outraged because an 
industry which pays its full share of 
taxes (both Federal, State, and local) is 
granted relatively minor and temporary 
tax relief? It is, quite simply, because 
public power has cost the taxpayers bil
lions of dollars by way of direct and ir:
direct Government subsidies, including a 
complete exemption from Federal in
come taxes, and the public-power groups 
apparently believe it necessary to do 
what they can to divert attention from 
that fact. 
THE SUBSIDIES WHICH PUBLIC POWER HAS RE• 

CEIVED FROM THE GOVERNMENT 

The subsidized public-power groups 
which are leading the attack on rapid 
amortization as it affects the free-enter
prise electric-power industry have them
selves been the beneficiaries of literally 
billions of dollars of the taxpayers' 
money. That is the fact which they are 
earnestly trying to conceal. 

Public power is subsidized by the 
American taxpayer in at least two ways. 
First of all, the interest rate which those 
groups pay on Government loans is not 
only far below the interest rate which 
everyone else must pay for a comparable 
risk; it is actually below the interest rate 
which the Government itself mlfst pay. 
In fact, there have been cases.in which 
public-power groups borrowed money 
from the United States Government at 
2 percent and, at the same time, bought 
United States Government bonds yield
ing them over 3 percent. Secondly, as 
noted, public-power groups pay no Fed
eral income taxes whatsoever and, in 
some cases, are in a favored position with 
respect to local taxes as well. 

In this connection, it is interesting to 
note that loans by the Government to 
rural electric cooperatives, as of the end 
of April 1957, had been approved in the 
amount of $3,461,000,000. Funds ac
tually advanced by that date amounted 
to more than $2,914,000,000. At the an
nual interest rate of 2 percent which 
the cooperatives pay the Government 
for these loans-after an initi;:tl 5-year 
period during which they pay no inter
est-the cooperatives pay only about 
$58,300,000 a year in interest for the 
funds which have actually been ad
vanced. Assuming that it costs the Gov
ernment 3 Y2 percent to borrow the money 

which it lends to the cooperatives, it is 
costing the taxpayers $43,700,000 a 
year-the difference between 2-percent 
and 3Y2-percent interest-to make these 
loans. If, instead of furnishing these 
funds to the public power cooperatives 
on a subsidized basis, the Government 
had used them to furnish mortgage 
money for veterans' housing loans, which 
now carry an interest ,rate of 4Yz per
cent, or 2% times as great as the 2-per
cent rate cooperatives pay, it would have 
aided men who fought for their country 
to acquire needed housing, it would have 
more than covered its own interest rate, 
and the subsidized public power interests 
would have been taken off the backs of 
the taxpayers. 

If the same form of economic analysis 
employed by the spokesmen for sub
sidized public power in their charge that 
rapid-amortization certificates issued to 
the free-enterprise electric-power indus
try has involved a Government give
away of $5 billion is applied to the 
subsidized public-powen groups, the re
sult is startling. As ~dicated above, 
the Government is losiqg a minimum of 
$43,700,000 a year-the difference be
tween 2-percent and 3V2 -percent inter
est-on those loans. If that interest 
loss is compounded annually at 3V2 per
cent for 40 years-the estimated life of 
the facilities-which is the method of 
economic analysis favored by the coop
eratives, the giveaway to these coopera
tives, representing only 3.27 percent of 
the electric-power industry, amounts to 
$3,695,000,000-and that is the interest 
loss only on loans made before the end of 
1955. 

And that is just the beginning of the 
subsidy to the cooperatives. It does 
not take into consideration the fact that 
the cooperatives pay no Federal income 
taxes whatsoever. The 1955 Annual 
Statistical Report of the Rural Electrifi
cation Administration, which doesn't 
even purport to cover all the coopera
tives in the country, indicates that the 
cooperatives in 1955 retained $58,800,-
000 after deducting operating expenses 
and depreciation from operating reve
nues. If Federal income taxes had been 
paid, the cooperatives would have had 
to increase their rates sufficiently to 
produce additional income equal to $63,-
700,000 to be paid to the Government as 
Federal income taxes in order to result 
in a net after taxes of $58,800,000. It 
should be noted that this $63,700,000 a 
year is not an interest-free loan; it is 
equivalent to a permanent gift to be in
vested in cooperative facilities, and 
therefore the guaranteed return on 
these facilities can be compounded to 
infinity. If the "lesson in compound 
interest" which the public-power 
spokesmen have applied to rapid amor
tization were applied to the Federal in.;. 
come taxes which the cooperatives are 
not paying, and never will pay, the 
amount of this subsidy--even if it were 
assumed to be available for only 40 
years rather than forever-would 
amount to an additional $5,386,000,000. 

The result of adding the foregoing to
gether would be some $9,081 million
which, adopting the approach taken by 
the subsidized public-power group~, is 
still an understatement because the tax 

subsidy to them is a permanent gift. It 
is the free-enterprise electric :Power in
dustry, together with other taxpayers, 
which is providing the public-power 
groups with these huge subsidies through 
the enormous taxes which they pay each 
year to the Government. And yet the 
subsidized public-power groups continue 
to contend that rapid amortization, 
which represents at most a temporary 
tax deferral, is a giveaway to free-en
terprise electric utility companies which 
discriminates against them. If the sub
sidized public power interests were will
ing to pay the same taxes as the free
enterprise electric power companies and 
were willing to finance their operations 
on the same basis as the free-enterprise 
companies, then at least some progress 
would have been made toward the elim
ination of the preferential subsidies 
given to the public-power groups and 
some steps would have been taken to
ward eliminating the present discrimi
nation against the free-enterprise elec
tric power companies. 

It is fair to ~k the subsidized public
power groups whether they are willing 
te organize themselves as free-enter
prise companies and pay Federal income 
and other taxes on the same basis as the 
free-enterprise electric power com
panies. It is fair to ask the subsidized 
public-power groups whether they will 
give up their 2-percent money borrowed 
from the United States Government
which must pay 3 Y2 percent for the same 
moneys-and finance on the same basis 
as the free-enterprise electric power 
companies. But we know their answer. 
They will fight for their subsidies, they 
will ride on the backs of the taxpayers 
forever if they can manage to do so. 
And, to divert attention from that fact, 
they will malign and defame that same 
taxpayer through every means-no mat
ter how untrue or unfair-they can de
vise. 

PEOPLE ARE WEARY OF FOREIGN
AID PROGRAM 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SMITH] is recognized for 
15 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, the action of the House on the 
foreign-aid appropriation bill last week 
has caused consternation at the White 
House. The President is making an all
out effort to have the other body restore 
the cuts which we have made. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems to be great 
surprise as a result of the House action. 
Why this surprise, Mr. Speaker? It does 
not seem possible that the proponents 
of the legislation can be unaware of pub
lic opposition to it. Admiral Radford in 
his usual frank and honest opinion said 
the action by the House was no doubt 
·a reflection of the attitude of constitu
ents at home. Admiral Radford has al
ways been forthright and honest when 
he has appeared before House commit
tees. In this instance he was right as 
usual. Let us be honest, Mr. Speaker, 
the truth is that the American people 
are not sold on the program. 

Mr. Speaker, there is public indigna
tion against the insistent demand that 
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the taxpayers support a program that 
has produced so little in tangible results 
as we view world conditions. They have 
become tired and weary. They see no 
end to a program which this year calls 
for spending far into the future. 

Under the development-aid section of 
the bill which is a new scheme to loan 
our dollars, its proponents admit the tax
payers must continue to dole out dol
lars for 20, 30, or 50 years. What a dis
mal outlook at a time when taxes are 
very high and the general economic sit
uation in this country is in a state of :ftux. 
Mr. Speaker, the cry of a communistic 
threat and the argument that this pro
gram is in the interest of our own na
tional security is falling on deaf ears
rightly or wrongly. These are facts and 
cannot be ignored. 

A recent news article called attention 
to the fact that we defeated Germany 
and Japan only to make possible the con
solidation of Soviet Russia and Red 
China into a far worse menace. Was 
that in the interest of our national se
curity? 

Thousands of our young men died in 
Korea and today there is a stalemate 
with no peace. We endeavored to bail 
out the French in Indochina only to per
mit the Communists to take over the 
northern half of that land. 

Mr. Speaker, we have spent billions of 
dollars in Europe on the theory that we 
had established the perfect military al
liance in NATO and we have shored up 
that alliance with billions of dollars, yet 
what is the situation in Europe? Britain 
has decided it will reduce its military ex
penditures; it is reducing its army, navy, 
and air .force. In addition to that the 
British are unfriendly because we inter
fered in the unfortunate Suez situation. 
Can we count on the British? 

France has no real fighting force in 
Europe. It is engaged in a war in north
ern Africa, yet France was to be the key 
to NATO forces. Today the French 
treasury faces bankruptcy and soon we 
shall be asked to bail them out, yet there 
is every evidence of prosperity in France. 
The political situation is utterly chaotic, 
but that is their business. 

In Italy, where we have invested bil
lions of dollars to restore a war-devas
tated country, the situation is dangerous. 
The Communist Party and its allies con
trol the balance of power in the Parlia
ment, 35 percent of the votes. It is an 
acknowledged fact that the biggest labor 
union in Italy is controlled by the Com
munists. It is fair to ask, Mr. Speaker, 
where are our security interests in this 
situation? Have our dollars stopped 
communism in Italy? 

The situation in the Middle East and 
the Mediterranean is precarious. In this 
area we have given away almost a billion 
dollars. Events in the last 48 hours have 
served notice that the Communists have 
made great inroads. Both Egypt and 
Syria are now openly doing business with 
the Kremlin, they are abQut to become 
satellites. All of which indicates, Mr. 
Speaker, that in spite of the millions of 
dollars invested in this part of the world, 
that our national interests are insecure. 

I ask in all fairness, Mr. Speaker, how 
much longer can our Government expect 
its people to acquiesce to the demands 

for more and more money on a policy 
with such dubious results? Has it no 
other approach to the critical world situ
ation? 

Mr. Speaker, the American people and 
those of us who have opposed this pro
gram are not isolationists. We believe in 
making valuable contributions to world 
stability, but we are wearied by the per
sistent demand for more and more bil
lions of dollars because dollars is not the 
solution to this problem. Time and 
events have clearly demonstrated that 
this is an untenable concept. It can 
never succeed. 

We are weary, too, Mr. Speaker, when 
we observe that our country has become 
involved in the affairs of almost every 
nation on the face of the earth. The 
American taxpayer is not rich enough to 
carry the burdens of all the world. 

It is my humble opinion that the time 
has come for a new approach to this 
whole problem. There was some hope 1 
year ago that a reappraisal would result 
in a new program. It is basic that for
eign policy to succeed must have the 
support of the people. This support is 
lacking. And it is time that our leaders 
understood that fact. 
- Can it be, Mr. Speaker, that the Presi
dent was serious when he said, after pas
sage of the appropriation bill, that the 
cut we made would put the country "in 
serious jeopardy"? How, where--we are 
entitled to a bill of particulars. There is 
sufficient money on hand to run the pro
gram for 2 years without the appropria
tion of new money. This fact cannot 
be successfully denied. 

I repeat again what I said before, Mr. 
Speaker, that in spite of all our spend
ing-$60 billion worth in 10 or 12 years
our position in the world today is more 
precarious than at any time since the 
end of World War II. This is a sad, sad 
commentary on our foreign policy today, 
a policy which was inherited from our 
predecessors, and pursued by the present 
administration with very little change. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the United 
States are entitled to a better break. It 
is incumbent on this House to stand 
solidly behind its conferees in the im
portant conference about to be held. 
The cuts in the appropriation bill must 
be sustained. I trust the House mem
bers on the conference committee will 
stand fast. 

LOANS ON VETERANS' HOUSING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. AL

BERT). Under the previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Massa
chusetts [Mrs. RoGERS] is recognized for 
1 minute. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I think the Congress ought im
mediately to pass legislation authorizing 
direct loans for GI's, without regard to 
where the veteran may live--:-the present 
program is restricted largely to rural 
areas. I am afraid they are not going 
to obtai!)_ loans at a 4%-percent rate. 
The FHA has gone from 5 to 5% percent, 
which means the borrower pays 53,4-per
cent interest on their loans. It is im
possible for the veterans to get any guar
anteed loans at 4% percent, or even 5 
percent. So I am hoping we can imme-

diately pass legislation to provide direct 
loans for GI housing; otherwise there 
will be little housing for the GI's. 

The lending companies and those in
terested in all the ramifications of 
housing are having a very difficult time, 
because houses are just not being built. 

FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MAILS IN 
THE FIELD OF LABOR-;MANAGE
MENT RELATIONS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 

ALBERT). Under the previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ZELENKO] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. ZELENKO. Mr. Speaker, the 
people of the United States are aghast at· 
the disclosures before the Senate Select 
Committee on Improper Activities in the 
Labor or Management Fields of labor 
fraud, thievery, embezzlement, and cor
rupt collusion. 

Nearly all of the labor unions and em
ployers are and have been ethical, but 
the infinitesimal number of chiselers 
both in labor and management have at
tempted to, and in some instances have, 
succeeded in putting a stranglehold on 
large segm~nts of the American economy. 
The ethical practices committee of the 
AFL-CIO is doing tremendous work in 
the public interest to rectify this situa
tion. Employer groups should set about 
to do the same. The main purpose of 
the Senate committee is to determine 
whether additional Federal laws are 
needed to clean up this mess. Such an 
investigation is necessary because either 
through lack of enforcement or absence 
of appropriate statute in various States, 
this chicanery has been allowed to pro
gress. 

There have been isolated attempts in 
various United States district courts 
to secure convictions of wrongdoers 
through the sole or upon the main re
liance of coconspirators and accomplices, 
and several indictments on income-tax 
evasion. 

The results of prosecutions of this 
type are necessarily limited either to the 
individual involved or upon the tenuous 
or unpredictable testimony of a fellow 
thief. The broad effect of the crimes in
volved cannot be punished or deterred in 
this way. It is not necessary for Federal 
law-enforcement agencies to await pos
sible new legislation to rectify this de
plorable situation existing in the labor
management field. There are Federal 
statutes long existent which can amply 
cope with the situation, but which have 
never been used in this area of crime .. 
The statutes are title 18, sections 1341 
and 1342, commonly known as the mail
fraud statutes. 

Two weel{s ago I communicated by 
telephone With the Office of the Attor
ney General to suggest that investiga
tion and prosecution could be had under 
these laws in appropriate cases. I was 
told that an assistant would return my 
call, but I have received no response. 
Last week I sent a letter to the Attorney 
General to the same effect. It was my 
thought at the time that if there was any 
merit to my contentions that the discus
sion would be of a private rather than 
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of a ·public nature. To this moment I 
have not even been given the courtesy 
of an acknowledgment, either of the 
telephone calls or ·of my letter. There
fore, I feel justified to reveal the con
tents of the letter at this time. 

The following is a copy of the letter 
which I addressed to the Attorney Gen
eral: 

AUGUST 13, 1957. 
Hon. HERBERT BROWNELL, Jr., 

· Attorney General of the United States, 
United States Department of Justice~ 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. ATTORNEY GENERAL: The CUr• 
rent hearings of the Senate Select Commit
tee on Improper Activities in the Labor or 
Management Fields have focused the atten
tion of the entire country upon the deplor
able situation existing and created by iniq
uitous persons to the detriment of all labor 
and management. 

I refer to the infiltration into the labor 
movement by racketeers using the devices of 
fake union locals and nonexistent manage
ment consultation servi-ces for illegal profit, 
which has put a stranglehold on the Ameri
can economy. 

One of the prime functions of the Senate 
committee · is, of course, to determine 
whether or not new legislation is needed to 
correct these vile abuses. 

You will agree that it is in the interests 
of everyone that all those engaged in illegal 
activities should be prosecuted under exist
ing law. I am aware that in the few prose
cutions so far undertaken in this area the 
refusal of coconspirators or accomplices to 
testify has tied the hands of justice. One 
such instance recently took place in the 
Southern District of New York, a case with 
which you are undoubtedly familiar. 

It seems to me that thus far your Depart
ment has failed to take advantage of a 
Federal statute long existent under which 
prosecution of these frauds could be suc
cessful. The evidence adduced before the 
Senate committee in itself would appear 
to be sufficient for successful enforcement 
of this law, without the necessity of relying 
solely or at all upon the testimony of an 
accomplice or coconspirator. 

With this in mind, I communicated by 
telephone with your office last week and was 
informed I would receive a call from one of 
your assistants. As I have received no re
sponse to date, I am writing this letter to you. 

It is my considered opinion that investi
gation and prosecution of these racketeers 
should have already been commenced under 
title 18, section 1341, commonly known as 
the mail fraud statute. From what I have 
learned I believe that both the Senate com
mittee and your ·various local offic.es have 
enough evidence on hand in order that your 
Department may proceed under its provi
sions. 

I would appreciate your comment, and I 
know that if you agree with my opinion that 
you will proceed forthwith. 

I trust that you may find this note of 
some value. 

Sincerely yours, 
HERBER'!' ZELENKO, 
Member of Congress. 

Furthermore, in view of all of the dis
closures before the Senate committee, I 
do believe that a small measure of initia
tive should have already been indicated 
by the Postmaster General when it is so 
apparent from the testimony of numer
ous witnesses that the United States 
mails have been used in various schemes 
to embezzle, to engage in collusion and 
to defraud. 

In order to sustain my opinion that 
the statutes I speak of are at present suf-

:ficient under the circumstances to cor
rect these vile abuses of labor, I am sub
mitting herewith some of the legal prece
dents. 

This section penalizing the use of the 
mail to defraud is a broad proscription 
of behavior for the purposes of protect
ing society-U. S. v. Owen (231 F. 2d 
831). 

Defendant can participate in the com
mission of crime even though not physi
cally present-King v. U. s. , 044 F. 2d 
729). 

The offense is complete when, a 
scheme to defraud being present, an at
tempt to execute it by use of mails is 
made, regardless of whether the use of 
mails was or was not a part of the 
scheme and regardless of whether the 
letters were effective-Newingham v. 
U.s. <4 F. 2d 490). Also U.S. v. Graham 
(8 F. Supp. 87). 

Intentionally converting trust funds 
to personal use of trustees is a patent 
fraud on cestuis from whom funds were 
solicited and a violation-U.S. v. Buck
ner (108 F. 2d 921). 

In a prosecution for using the mails tO 
defraud, the accused need not specifi
cally authorize the deposit of the letter 
in the mails, but it is enough if he 
knows that in the execution of the 
scheme letters are likely to be mailed 
and if in fact they are mailed-U. S. v. 
Cohen 045 F. 2d 82). 

Fraudulent intent as· a mental element 
of crime may be inferred from a series 
of seemingly isolated acts if they are 
sufficiently numerous, even though each 
act standing by itself may seem unim
portant-Nassan v. U.S. 026 F. 2d 613). 

To warrant conviction of using the 
mails to defraud it is not essential that 
the matter mailed be in itself criminal 
or objectionable, or that it disclose a 
fraudulent purpose-Holmes v. U. S. 
034 F. 2d 125). 

The defendants may cause the letter 
to be sent or delivered by mail though 
such mode of transmission was neither 
known nor intended by him, provided 
that mailing or delivery by post might 
reasonably be foreseen-U. S. v. Weis
man (83 F. 2d 470). 

Nor is it necessary that the scheme be 
successful. It is enough if the artifice 
was designed to deceive as to the sub
stantial identity of the thing to have 
been received-Deaver v. U. S. 055 F. 
2d 740). 

It is not essential to the crime that 
there was on the part of the defendant 
either an expectation or a realization of 
a pecuniary gain to himself-Calnay v. 
U. S. (1 F. 2d 926). 

It is sufficient in the crime if there is 
a scheme completely outside the cog
nizance of the Federal law. It becomes 
a Federal crime if mail iS subsequently 
used in the furtherance of such scheme 
even if the mail is incidentally or with
out the consent, knowledge, or intent of 
the participants-Blue v. U. S. (138 F. 
2d 351). Also Bogy v. U. S. (96 F. 2d 
734). 

A conviction may be authorized in the 
use of mails to defraud even though the 
letter was not mailed to the victim. It is 
enough if the letter was mailed to any-

one in the furtherance of the scheme
McNear v. U. S. (60 F. 2d 861). 

Taking from the post office of a letter 
in the aid. of scheme to defraud is also 
an offense though the letter was mailed 
by defendants' agent-Trent v. U. S. 
(228 F. 648). 

Where one of the schemers uses the 
mails for the collection of fee in the 
furtherance of the fradulent scheme, aU 
defendents who are partners in the 
scheme are responsible for the mailing
Steiner v. U.S. 034 F. 2d 931). 

The rule that where several acts con
stitute together one crime, if each is 
separately performed by one individual 
with the absence of the rest, all are prin
cipals to the whole crime-Alexander v. 
U. S. (95 F. 2d 873L 

A party to the scheme to defraud by 
sending letters is guilty although he 
did not sign or send any of the letters
Sasser v. U. S. (29 F. 2d 76>. 

In the prosecution for mail fraud, good 
faith and intent are questions for the 
jury-Coleman v. U. S. 067 F. 2d 837). 

In prosecutions of this type, title 18, 
section 1342, makes the use of fictitious 
names through the mails a crime. 

Whether or not I am correct is not 
so important to me as is the fact that 
a citizen who feels that he may in some 
small way be able to contribute to the 
betterment of our life and the protection 
of our people has been ignored by those 
persons charged with responsibility in 
the matter involved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. SADLAK, for an indefinite period, 

on account of official business as a dele
gate to Inter-Parliamentary Union Con
ference. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas (at the I'equest of 
Mr. KILDAY), from August 22 through 
August 26, 1957, on account of attending 
the national convention of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

Mr. ZELENKO, for 5 mi.:1utes today, and 
to revise and extend his remarks. 

Mr. PATMAN, for 30 minutes today, and 
to revise and extend his remarl~s and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. BROWN of Missouri Cat the request 
of Mr. EDMONDSON), on tomorrow for 15 
minutes. 

Mr. METCALF (at the request of Mr. 
EDMONDSON), for 15 minutes tomorrow. 

Mr. EDMONDSON, for 15 minutes on 
tomorrow. 

Mr. HESELTON, for 15 minutes on 
Thursday, August 22, for 15 minutes on 
Friday, August 23. 

Mr. PATMAN, for 30 minutes tomorrow, 
and to vacate the special order granted 
him for today, to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous matter, 
and tables if necessary. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, for 5 
minutes tomorrow. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. HOLLAND. 
Mr. SISK. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Montana and include 

extraneous matter. 
Mr. ROBERTS. 
Mr. POLK and include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. ALEXANDER and include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. JENKINS. 
Mr. VuRSELL and to include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. FuLTON (at the request of Mr. 

GREEN of Pennsylvania) and to include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. FoGARTY and to include extraneous 
matter during the debate on the third 
supplemental appropriation conference 
report where the Weather Bureau was 
taken up. 

Mr. THORNBERRY (at the request of Mr. 
ALBERT) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. WoLVERTON and to include extra
neous matter. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
Bills of the Senate of the following 

titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 33. An act to provide for the allocation 
of portions of the costs of Davis Dam and 
Reservoir to servicing the Mexican Water 
Treaty, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S. 166. An act to amend the laws granting 
education and training benefits to certain 
veterans so as to extend, with respect to cer
tain individuals, the period during which 
such benefits may be offered; to the Com
mittee on Veterans' Affairs. 

S. 262. An act for the relief of Mrs. Yuriko 
Carpenter (nee Arai); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

S. 281. An act for the relief of Jaffa Kam; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 328. An act to grant minerals, including 
oil and gas, on certain lands in the Crow 
Indian Reservation, Mont., to certain Indians, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S. 365. An act for the relief of Yukio No
buta; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 395. An act to encourage expansion of 
teaching and research in the education of 
mentally retarded children through grants 
to institutions of higher learning and to 
State educational agencies; to the Commit
tee on Education and Labor. 

S. 655. An act for the relief of Brig. Gen. 
Chester W. Goble; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

S. 684. An act for the relief of Ilse Striegan 
Bacon; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 732. An act granting an extension of 
patent to the United Daughters of the Con
federacy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 882. An act for the relief of Pauline Ethel 
Angus; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 888. An act for the relief of Alex P. Col
lins; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 893. An act for the relief of Giuseppe 
(Joseph) Chillemi; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 947. An act for the relief of Bronislawa 
Chomicz; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

s. 950. An act for the relief of Milutin 
Jovanovic; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

S. 1047. An act for the relief of Adelheid 
Pfeffer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1322. An act for the relief of Heinrich 
Johann Ellebrecht; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 1358. An act for the relief of Johanna 
Mayne; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1545. An act for the relief of Fou Yueh 
Lee; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1582. An act for the relief of Helen 
Demouchikous; to the Commitee on the Ju
diciary. 

S. 1634. An act for the relief of Carola 
Ohlig; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1635. An act for the relief of Maria 
Talioura Boisot; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 1636. An act for the reilef of Delfina 
Cinco de Lopez; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 1698. An act to amend the Veterans' 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, to ex
tend the time for filing claims for muster
ing-out payments; to the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs. 

S. 1732. An act to readjust equitably the 
retirement benefits of certain individuals 
on the Emergency Officers' Retired List, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

s. 1742. An act to amend the acts approved 
April 16 and July 27, 1906 (34 Stats. 116 and 
519), so as to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey certain lands on the Hunt
ley reclamation project, Yellowstone County, 
Mont., to school district No. 24, Huntley 
Project Schools, Yellowstone County, Mont.; 
to tbte Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

S. 1835. An act for the relief of Maria Do
menica Ricci; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

S. 1921. An act for the relief of Maria 
Goldet; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

s. 2012. An act for the relief of Giuliana 
Donadel Green; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

s. 2028. An act for the relief of Sherwood 
Lloyd Pierce; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

s. 2037. An act to amend the act of June 
28, 1946, authorizing the performance of 
necessary protection work between the Yuma 
project and Boulder Dam by the Bureau of 
Reclamation; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

S. 2041. An act for the relief of Sala Weiss
bard; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2043. An act for the relief of Genoveffa 
Miglioz.zi; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2046. An act for the relief of Gisela S. 
Hopkins; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

s. 2062. An act for the relief of Yasna Tre
vizan; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2123. An act for the relief of Frances 
Monteleone; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

s. 2124. An act for the relief of Tasia J. 
Somas; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2134. An act for the relief of Junior Yoo 
Luhta; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2135. An act for the relief of Judy-Ellen 
Kay (Choi Myosoon); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

S. 2136. An act for the relief of Mark Ray
mond Johnson (Ray Whang) and Lance Holt 
Johnson (Lance Whang); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 2164. An act for the relief of Elpis Maria 
Stephanou Fryback; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

S. 2172. An act for the relief of Walter 
Harry Hurt; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

S. 2182. An act for the relief of George E. 
Kitriniari and Demetroula E. Kitriniari; to · 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2199. An act for the relief of Reinhard 
Klinefelter; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

S. 2204. An act for the relief of Margaret 
E. Culloty; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

S. 2210. An act for the relief of Emmanuel 
Kim Kosmitis; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 2248. An act for the relief of James 
Richard Scarlett (Richard Kurosawa); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2252. An act for the relief of Mrs. Fumi 
Ishikawa Clark; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 2302. An act for the relief of James 
Charles McCain (Kim Keun Shik); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2305. An act to amend title 10, United 
States Code, with respect to crediting cer
tain service as a member of the Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

S. 2309. An act for the relief of Elaine Elva 
Oliver (Lee Myung Sook); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 2314. An act for the relief of Paul 
Daniel Echaer (BaBe Kim); to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2323. An act for the relief of Barbara 
Marie Waddington (Marie Kim); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2324. An act for the relief of Elaine 
Marie Simonton (Yu Keum Ok); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2325. An act for the relief of Benjamin 
Paul Klinger (Lee James); to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2328. An act for the relief of Sieglinde 
Preiss; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2349. An act to facilitate the conduct 
of fishing operations in the Territory of 
Alaska, to promote the conservation of 
fishery resources thereof, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

S. 2382. An act for the relief of John 
Tompkins (K. M. Soo Man); to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

S. 2467. An act to authorize the Adminis
trator of Veterans' Affairs to negotiate a 
new contract with the city of Sturgis, S.Dak., 
with respect to the use of the sewage facili
ties of such city by the Fort Meade Veter
ans' Hospital, Sturgis, S. Dak.; to the Com
mittee on Veterans' Affairs. 

S. 2484. An act for the relief of Margo 
Diann Wallace (Demetra); to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

s. 2566. An act for the relief of Kimiko 
Muscarella; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

S. 2720. An act to amend the Fish and 
Wildlife Act of 1956 in order to increase the 
authorization for the fisheries loan fund 
established under such act; to the Commit
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 2757. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to construct, operate, and 
maintain a regulating reservoir and other 
works at the Burns Creek site in the upper 
Snake River Valley, Idaho, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills and joint resolutions 
of the House of the following titles, 
which were thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H. R. 993. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain land by the United States 
to the Cape Flattery School District in the 
State of Washington; 

H. R. 1259. An act to clear the title to 
certain Indian land; 

H. R.1349. An act for the relief of John J. 
Fedor; 

H. R. 1365. An act for the relief of Elmer 
L. Henderson; 
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H. R.1424. An act for the relief of Sylvia 

Ottila Tenyi; 
H. R. 1595. An act for the relief of Vanja 

Stipcic; 
H. R. 1636. An act for the relief of George 

D. LaMont; 
H. R. 1652. An act for the relief of Rajka 

Markovic and Krunoslav Markovic; 
H. R. 1797. An act for the relief of Maria 

Sausa and Gregorio Sausa; 
H. R. 1826. An act to authorize the sale of 

certain lands of the United States in Wyo
ming to Bud E. Burnaugh; 

H. R. 1851. An act for the relief of Dezrin 
Boswell (also known as Dezrin Boswell 
Johnson); 

H. R. 1953. An act to provide that checks 
for benefits provided by laws administered 
by the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs 
may be forwarded to the addressee in certain 
cases; 

H. R. 2058. An act for the relief of the 
Franklin Institute of the State of Penn
sylvania; 

H. R. 2224. An act providing for payment 
to the State of Washington by the United 
States for the cost of replacing and relocating 
a portion of secondary highway of such 
State which was condemned and taken by 
the United States; 

H. R. 2237. An act authorizing the trans~ 
fer of certain property of the Veterans' Ad
ministration (in Johnson City, Tenn.) 
to Johnson City National Farm Loan Asso
ciation and the East Tennessee Production 
Credit Association, local units of the Farm 
Credit Administration; 

H. R. 2354. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Leatha Horn; 

H. R. 2816. An act to provide for the con
veyance of Esler Field, La., to the parish of 
Rapides in the State of Louisiana, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 2973. An act for the relief of the 
estate of William V. Stepp, Jr.; 

H. R. 3025. An act to authorize the Sec
retary of the Navy to surrender and convey 
to the city of New York certain rights of 
access in and to Marshall, John. and Little 
Streets adjacent to the New York Naval 
Shipyard, Brooklyn, N. Y., and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 3184. An act for the relief of Gordon 
Broderick; 

H. R. 3280. An act for the relief . of Mrs. 
Grace c. Hill; 

H. R. 3818. An act to provide for the main
tenance of a roster of retired judges avail
able for special judicial duty and for their 
assignment to such duty by the Chief Jus
tice of the United States; 

H. R. 3819. An act to amend section 331 of 
title 28, United States Code, to provide rep
resentation of district judges on the Ju
dicial Conference Of the United States; 

H. R. 4098. An act to provide f01' the con
veyance to the State of California a portion 
of the property known as Veterans' Admin
istration Center Reservation, Los Angeles, 
Calif., to be used for National Guard pur
poses; 

H. R. 4230. An act for the relief of W. C. 
Shepherd, trading as w. C. Shepherd Co.; 

H. R. 4344. An act for the relief of Malone 
Hsia; 

H. R. 4447. An act for the relief of W. R. 
Zanes & Co, of Louisiana, Inc.; 

H. R. 5288. An act for the relief of Orvllle 
G. Everett and Mrs. Agnes H. Everett; 

H. R. 5757 An act to increase the nutximum 
amount payable by the Veterans' Adminis
tration for mailing or shipping charges of 
personal property left by any deceased vet
eran on Veterans' Administration property; 

H. R. 5807. An act to amend further and 
make permanent the Missing Persons Act, 
as amended; 

H. R. 5894. An act to amend the laws re
lating to the endorsement of masters on ves
sel documents and to provide certain addi
tional penalties for failm·e to exhibit vessel 

documents or other papers when required by 
enforcement officers; 

H. R. 5924. An act relating to the inter
national convention to facilitate the impor
tation of commercial samples and adver .. 
tising matter; 

H. R. 6080. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain property of the United 
States in Gulfport, Miss., to the Gulfport 
Municipal Separate School District; 

H. R. 6521. An act to modify section 3 of 
the act of June 30, 1945 (59 Stat. 265~. 

H. R. 6709. An act to implement a treaty 
and agreement with the Republic of Panama, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7051. An act to stimulate industrial 
development near Indian reservations; 

H. R. 7825. An act to exempt from taxation 
certain property of the 'B'nai B'rith Henry 
Monsky Foundation, in the District of Co
lumbia; 

H. R. 7914. An act to amend the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949 to provide incen
tive pay for human subjects; 

H. R. 8076. An act to provide for the ter
mination of the Veterans' Education Appeals 
Board established to review certain deter
minations and actions of the Administrator 
Of Veterans' Affairs in connection with edu
cation and training for World War n vet
erans; 

H. R. 8429. An act to amend the Voca
tional Rehabilitation Act; 

H. R. 8531. An act to provide interim sys
tem for appointment of cadets to the United 
States Air Force Academy for an additional 
period of 4 years; 

H. R. 8586. An act for the relief of Pas
quale Pratola; 

H. R. 8705. An act to permit articles im
ported from foreign countries for the pur
pose of exhibition at the St. Lawrence Sea
way Celebration, to be held at Chicago, Ill., 
to be admitted without payment of tariff, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 8821. An act to amend title II of 
the Social Security Act to facilitate the pro
vision of social-security coverage for State 
and local employees under certain retire
ment systems; 

H. R. 9188. An act to amend the act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to trans
fer to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
certain lands and improvements comprising 
the Castle Island terminal facility at South 
Boston in exchange for certain other lands; 

H. J. Res. 354. Joint resolution to author
ize the designation of October 19, 1957, as 
National Olympic Day; 

H. J. Res. 367. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf 
of certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 370. Joint resolution to extend 
the time limit for the Secretary of Commerce 
to sell certain war-built vessels for utiliza
tion on essential trade routes 3 and 4; 

H. J. Res. 393. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and .Nationality Act in behalf 
of certain persons; 

H. J. Res. 404. Joint resolution providing 
for the recognition and endorsement of 
the second World Metallurgical Congress; 

H. J. Res. 408. Joint resolution author
izing the President to invite the States of 
the Union and foreign countries to partici
pate in the St. Lawrence Seaway Celebration 
to be he1d in Chicago, lll., from January 1, 
1959, to December 31, 1959; and 

H. J. Res. 410. Joint resolution to facili
tate the admission into the United States 
of certain aliens. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his signa

ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 319. An act to provide for the convey
ance to the State of Maine of certain lands 
located in such State; 

S. 364. An act for the relief of the village 
of Wauneta, Nebr:; 

S. 534. An act to amend section 702 of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, in order to au
thorize the construction, reconditioning, or 
remodeling of vessels under the provisions 
of such section in shipyards in the conti:. 
nental United States; 

S. 538. An act to amend Public Law 298, 
84th Congress, relating to the Corregidor
Bataan Memorial Commission, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 556. An act to proVide for the convey
ance of certain real property of th~ United 
States situated in Clark County, Nev., to the 
State of Nevada for the use of the Nevada 
State Board of Fish and Game Commis
sioners; 

s. 620. An act to transfer ownership to 
Allegany County, Md., of a bridge loaned to 
such county by the Bureau of Public Roads; 

S. 919. An act to provide that certain em
ployees in the Postal Field Service assigned 
to road duty, and rural carriers, shall re
ceive the benefit of holidays created by Ex
ecutive order, memorandum, or other ad
ministrative action by the President; 

S. 1113. An act to provide for the convey
ance of certain lands of the United States 
to the city of Gloucester, Mass .. ; 

S. 1417. An act relating to the affairs of 
the Osage Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma; 

S. 1556. An aet granting the consent of 
Congress to the States of Montana, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming to 
negotiate and enter into a contract relat
ing to their interest in, and the apportion
ment of, the waters of the Little Missouri 
River and its tributaries as they affect such 
States, and for related purposes; 

S. 1631. An act to amend certain sections 
of title 13 of the United States Code, en
titled "Census"; 

S. 1747. An act to provide for the com.;. 
pulsory inspection by the United States 
Department of Agriculture of poultry and 
poultry products; 

S. ·1799. An act to facilitate the payment 
of Gove1·nment checks, and for other pur
poses; 

S. 1823. An act to authorize the convey
ance of Bunker Hill Island in Lake Cumber
land, near Burnsidem, Ky., to the Com
monwealth of Kentucky, for public park 
purposes; and 

S. 1971. An act to amend sections 4 (a) 
and 7 (a) of the Vocational Rehabilitation 
Act. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on the following 
dates present to the President, for his 
approval, bills and joint 1·esolutions of 
the House of the following titles: 

On August 20, 1957: 
H. R. 8992. An act to provide for the ap

pointment of representatives of the United 
States in the organs of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency, and to make other 
provisions with respect to the participation 
of the United States in that Agency, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 8996. An act to authorize appropria
tions for the Atomic Energy Commission in 
accordance with section 261 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and for other 
purposes. 

On August21, 1957: 
H. J. Res. 323. Joint resolution to facilitate 

the admission into the United States of cer
tain aliens; and 

H. J. Res. 339. Joint Resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act 1~ behalf 
of certain aliens. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. LANDRUM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 31 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs
day, August 22, 1957, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC 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. MURRAY: Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. House Concurrent Resolu
tion 175. Concurrent resolution proposing 
a code of ethics for Government service; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1208). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 499. A bill to direct the Secretary 
of the Navy or his designee to convey a 
2,477.43 acre tract of land, navigation, and 
sewer easements, in Tarrant and Wise Coun
ties, Tex., situated about 20 miles northwest 
of the city of Fort Worth, Tex., to the State 
of Texas; with amendment (Rept. No. 1209). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON: Committee on Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 7972. A bill to provide ior the 
conveyance to the city of Warner Robins, 
Ga., of certain lands located in such city; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1210). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State o! the Union. 

Mrs. PFOST: Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. H. R. 607. A bill to provide for 
increases in the annuities of annuitants 
under the Civil Service Retirement Act of 
May 29, 1930, as amended; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1211). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. BONNER: Committee on Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries. S. 1552. An act to au
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
establish a program !or the purpose of carry
ing on certain research and experimentation 
to develop methods for the commercial pro
duction of fish on fiooded rice acreage in 
rotation with rice field crops, and for other 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1212). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BONNER: Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. S. 1645. An act to au
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to grant 
easements in certain lands to the city of 
Las Vegas, Nev., for road widening purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1213). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. ENGLE: Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. S. 1996. An act to approve 
the contract negotiated with the Casper
Alcova Irrigation District, to authorize its 
execution, to provide that the excess-land 
provisions of the Federal reclamation laws 
shall not apply to the lands of the Kendrick 
project, Wyoming, and for other purposes; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1214). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. HERLONG: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 9057. A bill to amend the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide for 
amortization deductions with respect to 
housing facilities for farmworkers; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1215). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mrs. GREEN of Oregon: Joint Committee 
on the Disposition of Executive Papers. 
House Report No. 1216. Report on the dispo
sition of certain papers of sundry executive 
departments. Ordered to be printed. 

CIII--977 

Mr. CANNON: Committee on Appropria
tions. H. R. 9379. A bill making appropria
tions for the Atomic Energy Commission for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1958, and for 
other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1217). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole ·House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 9028. A bill to discharge more 
effectively obligations of the United States 
under certain conventions and protocols re
lating to the institution of controls over the 
manufacture of narcotic drugs, and for other 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1218). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS: Committee of conference. 
S. 2229. A bill to provide for Government 
guaranty of private loans to certain air 
carriers for purchase of aircraft and equip
ment, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1219). Ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON: 
H. R . 9379. A bill making appropriations 

for the Atomic Energy Commission for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1958, and for 
other purposes. 

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS: 
H. R. 9380. A bill to provide for stabilizing 

the broiler and egg industries by instituting 
·a program for marketing regulations; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: 
H. R . 9381. A bill to designate the lake 

above the diversion dam of the Solano proj
ect in California as Lake Solano; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H. R. 9382. A bill to designate the main 
dam of the Solano project in California as 
Monticello Dam; to the Committee on In
terior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 
H. R. 9383. A bill to provide for the settle

ment of claims of certain inhabitants of the 
United States living in the area inundated 
by the sudden flood of the Rio Grande as a 
result of the construction of the Falcon Dam, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACHROWICZ: 
H. R. 9384. A bill to authorize the Presi

dent under certain conditions to permit the 
entering into of loan, grant, or other aid 
agreements with nations within the Soviet 
sphere of influence; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: 
H. R. 9385. A bill to amend section 22 of 

the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as 
amended; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REED: 
H. R. 9386. A bill to prohibit Government 

agencies to acquire or use the National 
Grange headquarters site without specific 
Congressional approval; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: 
H. R. 9387. A bill to amend certain provi

sions of the Investment Company Act of 
1940, as amended; to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNGER: 
H. R. 9388. A bill to amend the Railway 

Labor Act to classify yardmasters with train
and yard-service employees for the purpose 
of that act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAGEN: 
H. R. 9389. A bill to amend section 15 (4) 

of the Interstate Commerce Act, with respect 
to rates for the transportation of ordinary 
livestock; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROYHILL (by request): 
H. R. 9390. A bill to credit certain teachers 

in the District of Columbia for services per
formed by them between September 1944 and 
July 1, 1955; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. TEAGUE of Texas: 
H . R. 9391. A bill to amend section 513 of 

the Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944 
to make funds available for the veterans di
rect home loan program until July 25, 1959; 
to the Committee on Veterans• Affairs. 

By Mr. WIDNALL: 
H. R. 9392. A bill for the relief of the Bor

ough of Ringwood in the county of Passaic, 
N.J.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R . 9393 . A bill to amend the Social Se
curity Act to provide that the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare shall, under 
certain circumstances, disclose the current 
addresses of husbands and parents who have 
deserted their families; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Texas: 
H. J. Res. 443. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution with re
spect to the admission of new States as 
sovereign States of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUTHERFORD: 
H. J. Res. 444. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution With re
spect to the admission of new States as 
sovereign States of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHERER: 
H. J. Res. 445. Joint resolution proposin.g 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to provide that a person serv
ing as a member of the Supreme Court of 
the United States shall not be eligible to the 
office of President or Vice President of the 
United States while serving on the Court or 
for a period after he leaves the Court; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALEY: 
H. J. Res. 446. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution with re
spect to the admission of new States as 
sovereign States of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURDICK: 
H. Res. 403. Resolution to authorize the 

Committee on the Judiciary to conduct an 
investigation of the sanity of Ezra Pound; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WALTER: 
H. Res. 404. Resolution authorizing the 

printing of additional copies of House Report 
No. 1182, current session; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, me
morials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of Maryland, memorial
izing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to enact Uniform Reciprocal 
Enforcement of Support Act for the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule xxn, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DELLAY: 
H. R. 9394. A blll for the relief of Elizabeth 

Savino; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HILLINGS: 

H. R. 9395. A bill for the relief of Cornelia 
V. Lane; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: 
H . R. 9396. A bill for the relief of C. J. 

Pobojeski; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. MARTIN: 

H. R. 9397. A bill for the relief of the Wil
liam T. Manning Co., Inc., of Fall River, 
Mass.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MICHEL: 
H. R. 9398. A bill for the relief of Luis H. 

Trevino; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PRICE: 

H. R. 9399. A bill for the relief of Aemar 
Donikian; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY: 
H. R. 9400. A bill for the relief of Angelina 

Materdomini; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. REUSS: 
H. R. 9401. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Anna (Anita) Verber; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Texas: 
H. R. 9402. A bill for the relief of John 

Teiber; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mrs. ST. GEORGE: 

H. R. 9403. A bill for the relief of Ester 
Revidi Peretz; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHERER: 
H . R. 9404. A bill for the relief of Kornel 

Laszlo Huvos, Mrs. Anna Huvos, and son, 

Christopher Huvos; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANIK: 
H. R. 9405. A bill for the relief of Dr. An

tonio Valbuena; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
334. Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of 

Miss Glennie Scott and sundry citizens of 
Durham, N. C., opposing jury-trial amend
ment to civil-rights legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

St. Stephen, Symbol of Hungarian 
Freedom 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ELMER J. HOLLAND 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, in the 
days before the Communist occupation, 
August 20, St. Stephen's Day, was a 
happy feast day in Hungary. On this 
occasion the Hungarian people with 
great pomp and religious ceremony cele
brated the feast of the saint who 
brought them out of the darkness of 
paganism into the light of Christianity. 

Although the Hungarians today will 
not be celebrating this holy day with 
jubilance, they nevertheless will observe 
it with solemn prayer. They still piously 
and graciously cherish the memory of 
Saint Stephen. They remember that 
during his reign, Hungary was a free 
nation ruled by Christian laws rather 
than by fear, as it is today. 

St. Stephen was a deeply religious 
monarch. It has been said that all his 
life he had Christ on his lips, Christ in 
his heart, and C,hrist in all he did. When 
he became King in 1000 A. D. he vowed 
that the task of his reign would be the 
extension of Christianity throughout his 
kingdom. He accomplished this by root
ing out idolatry, breaking the power of 
paganism, and establishing monasteries 
and churches throughout Hungary. 

King Stephen was also a benevolent 
monarch. He passed good laws and saw 
to their execution. The King was easily 
approached; he listened to all his sub
jects no matter how minor tteir station 
in life. A large sum of his royal funds 
were distributed to the poor. Under his 
benign leadership Hungary became a 
great nation. He died in the year 1038. 
Forty-five years later he was canonized 
by Pope Benedict IX. 

Today, the Communists will prevent 
any open celebration of this great feast 
day. Nevertheless, the day is still 
hallowed to his memory. The Hungarian 
people still. refer to his holy acts, judg
ment and knowledge. He still is a source 
of inspiration to them during these 
troubled days. On this holy day, they 
will fervently pray to St. Stephen to 

ask God for sustenance enabling them 
to endure the brutality of communism. 

To all Hungarians St. Stephen is a 
symbol of a free Hungary where truth 
and justice prevailed and where the dig
nity of man was recognized. Conse
quently, on this August 20, they will be 
praying for the return of this freedom. 
All freedom-loving people will join them 
in their prayers. 

Congress Should Not Adjourn Until the 
Pay Increase Bills for Postal and Fed
eral Employees Have Been Finally 
Acted Upon 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CHARLES A. WOLVERTON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, the 
drive for adjournment of Congress is on 
in full force. It is regrettable to realize 
that in all probability the adjournment 
at this time will leave the postal pay 
bill and the classified employee pay bill 
in the hands of the President without 
final action by Congress if the President 
vetoes the bills. 

It is generally understood that the 
President will veto both bills. This in 
the ordinary course of events will come 
after Congress has adjourned and gone 
home. Thus, without Congress in ses
sion to pass on the vetoes it leaves them 
in force and effect, and the legislation 
is dead. 

It is particularly regrettable because 
both bills were passed by overwhelming 
majorities in both Houses of Congress 
in both instances. There were very few 
votes against either of the bills. It 
could be truthfully said that both of 
them were passed almost unanimously. 

It is right and just that Federal em
ployees in th~ postal service and other 
agencies of government should receive 
the benefit of these increase pay bills 
to enable them to meet the high cost 
of living. Workers in industrial and 
commercial enterprises have in many 
instances received by means of nego
tiation or even by strikes, in some cases, 
the increase they were entitled to have. 

We have also recently seen the wages 
or salaries of employees in the State, 
county, or municipal offices increased. 
This has been necessary. Why, then, 
should faithful Government employees 
be denied the increase they are in jus
tice entitled to have? 

When the necessary increase pay bills 
were passed, especially by such large 
majorities in both the House and Sen
ate, it is not right for Congress now to 
deny the increases provided by an ad
journment and thereby make effective a 
"pocket veto." 

Of course, if the President signs the 
bills it would not be necessary for Con
gress to be in session as the bills would 
then become law, but in case the Presi
dent does not sign the bills, then in my 
opinion the Congress should be in ses
sion to act on the -vetoes, and by the 
votes of the Members either sustain the 
veto or pass the bills over the vetoes. 
It is not fair nor just that Congress 
should run away from its responsibility 
in this matter. 

I am opposed to adjournment until 
this important piece of business has 
been decided, as it should be by the 
Congress, if and in the event Presiden
tial vetoes should make such necessary. 

Let's Begin the War Against Fire Ants 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. KENNETH A. ROBERTS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, until 
one has actually seen what damage the 
imported Argentine fire ant can do, it is 
hard to realize the dire necessity for im
mediate action to eradicate this pest. 
Earlier this year, I walked across Ala
bama farmland and saw the havoc that 
had been wrought by fire ants. The 
ravage was typical of what is happening 
in an ever-spreading section of our 
country. 

In March legislation which I strongly 
supported was enacted, authorizing the 
Department of Agriculture to enter into 
a program to eradicate this uninvited 
and dangerous pest. Up until now, 
USDA has dragged its feet on this pro-
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