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The following-named distinguished m111-

tary students for appointment in the Regular 
Army of the United States, in the grade of 
second lieutenant, under the provisions of 
section 506 of the Officer Personnel Act of 
1947 (Public Law 381, 80th Cong.), subject 
to designation as distinguished military 
graduates, and subject to physical quallft.ca
tion: 

Guy E. Peterson, 02205385. 
George P. Short, Jr., 02~04293. 
The following-named distinguished mili

tary students for appointment in the Regular 
Army of the United States, effective June 15, 
1951, in the grade of second lieutenant, un
der the provisions of section 506 of the Offi
cer Personnel Act of 1947 (Public Law 381, 
80th Cong.), subject to designation as dis
tinguished military graduates, and subject 
to physical qualification: 
Carl A. Anderson John A. Johnson, Jr. 
John S. Bailey Joe T. Knox 
John D. Barringer Raymond F. Korber 
William W. Beutler Mark E. Kuhn 
Nelson R. Bickley, Jr. Brady L. Kunkle 
Odie E. Biggs Matthew B. Lamer, Jr. 
Robert M. Blasingame James D. Langley 
Phillip H. Bradley David L. Lichtenstein 
Allan A. Buergin, Lon U. Lutz, 

02208985 02206631 
Robert B. Burke, Frederick M. Martin, · 

01913006 Jr. 
Donald Q. Carmichael Moyle D. Mitzner 
Eugene C. Cochran John H. Mjoseth 
Thomas J. Compton Donald 0. Nachtigal 
Daniel L. Criswell James W. Neff 
Lowell M. Davis Eugene H. Nettles 
Michele N. Diana. Robert E. Otterson 
William H. Dobson Charles E. Parker 
John E. Donaldson John E. Parks 
Elmore G. Dufour Gilbert W. Pavlovsky 
Loren D. Eaton John J. Peppard, Jr. 
Robert W. Elliott, Joe H. Pitts 

02209905 Wendell L. Prince 
John H. Englund Bobby D. Reusser 
Donn C. Fendler Keith L. Riley 
Leo J. Fitzgerald Bill D. Sg,xon 
Harry L. Forsyth John H. Schnibben, 
Walter A. Fred Jr., 02205065 
Richard S. Fridy William K. Short 
Donald W. Freeman, Thaddeus R. Sobieski 

02002672 Herbert J. Stevenson 
James E. Gay Joseph T. Tambe 
Richard E. Gillis Robert C. Taylor 
Robert E. Grant Roger K. Thompson, 
Robert L. Greer, Jr. 

02202853 George G. Tucker, Jr. 
Donald R. Hannum Ray E. Tucker, 
Floyd J. Helmick 0966941 
Jim C. Hicks Donald S. Wean, Jr. 
Arthur R. Hill, Jr. Sylvester L. Wilhelmi 
Stephen H. Janovick,Milton B. Witty, Jr. 

Jr. Melvin G. Wode 
Louis N. Jensen Webb S. Wraith 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 13 (legislative day of 
May lD, 1951: 

SECURITIES AND EXClµNGE COMMISSION 

Robert I. Millonzi, of New York, to be a 
member of the Securities and Exchange Com
mission for the remainder of the term expir
ing June 5, 1952. 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

Kathleen F. Davis, Ragland. 

CONNECTICUT 

Lambert w. Harrison, Guilford • . 
ILLINOIS 

Robert P. Cash, Columbia. 
Carl R. Hesler, Moline. 
Lela M. Campbell, Oakland. 
Harry Leona.rd Thompson, Robinson. 

Winsor Brayfield, Sesser. 
Herschel B. Wilkinson, West Frankfort. 

IOWA 

Norman W. Bell, Boyden. 
Charles N. Schinker, Norway. · 
Ray H. Fink, Tripoli. 

KANSAS 

Alice M. Campbell, Blue Mound. 
Gerald E. Harville, Coats. 
John W. Robinson, Coffeyville. 
George C. Piersall, Hardtner. 

KE:!'~TUCKY 

Vivion L. Sutton, Mackville. 
MAINE 

Charles E. Frey, South Bristol. 
MARYLAND 

Irving F. Bodenburg, Fullerton. 
Vernon L. Sullivan, Garrison. 
Louis A. Stoddard, Joppa. 
·Morris G. Richardson, Owings Mills. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Sammy Jo Crawiord, Mount Olive. 
Charles E. Ross, Weir. 

MONTANA 

Donald Cameron, Jr., Gardiner. 
NEW HAMPSHmE 

Maurice E. Kierstead, Nort!l Hampton. 
NEW YORK 

John J. Bohuslaw, Bay Shore. 
Hannah M. Curtis, Morrisville. 
Anthony M. Cipriano, Mount Morris . . 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Joseph K. Sal wei, Crystal. 
OREGON 

Albert L. Burch, Powers. 
Floyd V. Cavanaugh, Seaside. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Isaac R. We:ker, Irvona. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

Francis G. Jurrens, Buffalo Gap. 
vmGINIA 

Cletus E. Bomgardner, Bumpass. 
Alice H. He1ds, Castlewood. 
Frederick T. Given, Chase City. 

WEST vmGINIA 

Carl T. Lee, Ethel. 
Edward W. Ji'itzgerald, Glen Dale. 
I.illie M. Wintz, Lorado. 

WYOMING 

Alexander M. Gilchrist, Kemmerer. 
Ira B. Dickinson, Lance Creek. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 13, 1951 

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

kamp, D. D., ofiered the following 
prayer: 

O Thou eternal spirit of the living 
God, in this moment of prayer, may our 
own spirits be inspired and reassured 
with a new faith and a new hope as we 
face tasks which are far beyond all finite 
wisdom and strength. 

We are bringing unto Thee the many 
needs and problems of our country and 
the world which we know cannot be 
solved by legislation alone or by any form 
of political action, nor by might or power, 
but only by Thy spirit. 

We pray that Thy servants, who are 
entrusted with the responsibilities of 

. leadership in the afiairs of government, 

may be richly endowed with some special 
revelation of Thy divine guidance. 

May all that we are seeking to do to 
build a nobler civilization reflect and 
validate the reality of Thy spirit within 
our hearts. May the day speedily come 
when the presence and influence of Thy 
spirit, in the life of man, shall conquer 
all feelings of hatred and unworthy at.ti
tudes. 

Hear us in Christ's name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read a!ld approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Woodruff, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the amend
ment of the House to a concurrent reso
lution of the Senate of the following 
title: 

S. Con. Res. 33. Concurrent resolution au
thorizing certain ch~nges in the enrollment 
of Senate bill 435, to ·amend the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, and 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 House to the bill <H. R. 
1424) entitled "An act for the relief of 
T. L. Morrow." 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs may have until 12 
o'clock tonight to file reports on 13 bills 
voted out, of the committee this morning. 

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

There was no objection. 
DRAFT OUR BOYS, BUT DO NOT TOUCH 

THE PRICE OF BEEF 

Mr. ADDONIZIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the re<rnest of the gentleman from New 
Jersey? 

There was :rio Objection. 
Mr. ADDONIZIO. Mr. Speaker, it 

appears that there are separate stand
ards of sacrifice in this emergency-one 
for men, another for cattle. 

We expect our men from 18 to 26 to 
answer to their names when they are 
called up for military service to def end 
us all against the threats of Communist 
aggression. That is tlne standard. But 
when we try to set a fair price in this 
country for meat-135 percent of 
parity-we are told that the beef will all 
go into the black market. Beef is 
sacred. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, this charge is 
made with a straight face by people who 
supposedly believe in democracy. They 
say the orcler is bad, therefore it should 
be criminally violated. 

Imagine what we would say in this 
C:i.1amber if people who set themselves 
up as spokesmen for our young men 
would threaten us that unless we re
pealed the Draft Act theJ would tell all 
of the young men to ref use to serve in 
the Armed Forces. 
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Actually, there is no equality of sacri

fice in this emergency. Many of our 
young mei1 are dying for the right of our 
cattle raisers to get a fair price for their 
beef in an American system of free enter
prise. But the beef crowd says a fair 
price is not enough. Tell that to the 
boys in Korea. 

THE DEFENSE OF WESTERN EUROPE 

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I think, in light of the testimo~y 
which has been given before an investi
gating committee in the other body by 
General Wedemeyer, that it is extremely 
important that it be placed in the REC
ORD that many of the Members of this 
House have for ·many months, and in 
fact for several years, been asking for 
an fncreased measure of American air 
power on the continent of Europe. It 
seems to us that the concept of the 
ground defense of Western Europe is as 
antiquated as oxcart travel and that 
any successful defense of that area of 
the world against Communist aggression 
must come through effective and planned 
use of strategic air power from bases in 
Western Europe. · 

THE CHINA LOBBY 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise and 

- extend my remarks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ne
braska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak

er, I hold in my hand headlines from 
the paper reading "Acheson presses 
probe of corrupt China lobby." That is 
interesting because the China lobby as 
I understand it, has been anti-Commu
nist and for Chiang. Kai-shek. I can 
understand Mr. Acheson and some of the 
State Department folks who have been 
so soft with the Communists in the State 
Department wanting to investigate the 
China lobby. The China lobby has op
posed the Communists. It is my opinion 
that when the Secretary of State gets 
down to the bottom of this thing he may 
change his mind about the China lobby. 
The investigation ought to extend to the 
whole field of the Communist lobby and 
the softness in the State Department 
toward the Communists. Any probe 
should investigate the other foreign 
lobbies, who work so hard sucking eco
nomic blood from the American tax
payer. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to address the 
House for 5 minutes today, following the 
special orders heretofore entered. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-

tend my remarks and include a news
paper article. 

[Mr. DOLLINGER addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

SECRETARY OF STATE ACHESON 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani.;. 
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, as adroit and 

as skillful as Secretary Acheson has 
proven himself to be as a witness before 
the Russell committee investigating the 
dismissal of General MacArthur, his en
tire statement as regards the China 
policy pursued by the State D~partment 
wn have been badly shaken unless the 
testimony given by General Wedemeyer 
to the effect that his appointment as 
Ambassador to China was canceled be
cause he was unsatisfactory to Russia is 
convincingly disproved. 
SPEAKER EMPOWERED TO DECLARE 

RECESS ON JUNE 21 TO -RECEIVE THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
ECUADOR, HIS EXCELLENCY GALO 
PLAZA 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that it may be in 
order at any time on Thursday, June 21, 
1951, for the Speaker to declare a recess 
subject to the call of the Chair for the 
purpose of receiving. in a joint meeting 
the President of the Republic of Ecuador, 
His Excellency Galo Plaza. 

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

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include a speech recently 
made on the occasion of the Tufts Col
lege commencement. 

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

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I shall not object, will the gentle
man tell us whether there will later in 
the week be a request to adjourn over 
Friday next? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I may say to the 
gentleman that the only business I know 
of this week is the bill now before the 
House. ~ 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Can 
the gentleman tell us when a request 
to adojurn over will be made? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Why, I am un
able to state that. It will be made 
sometime after the termination of con
sideration of the present bill. If the 
gentleman wants the House to meet on 
Friday, that is perfectly all right with 
me, and I have no objection, but if the 
present bill is disposed of there will be 
no legislative business. I welcome the 
opportunity of advising my colleagues 
to that effect so that they can govern 
themselves accordingly. If the unani
mous-consent request is made and ob
jected to, I shall protect the rights of 

all Members who want to make speeches 
and will offer a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. As I 
understand it, there are some who would 
like to be present when that request is · 
made to adjourn over Friday, so that if 
we know when the request will be made 
we could govern ourselves accordingly. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Sometime after 
the present bill is disposed of. To give 
the exact minute or hour is impossible. 
I would like to be able to accommodate 
the gentleman, but, of course, that is 
beyond human possibility. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I real
ize that the issue of final adjournment 
is a very important question and re
quires consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. FISHER asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 15 min
utes today, following the legislative pro
gram· and any special orders heretofore 
entered. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak
er, I make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 75 J 
Aandahl Hebert 
Battle Heffernan 
Basone Herter 
Breen, Edward Hinshaw 
Brehm, Hoffman, Ill. 

Walter E. Irving 
Brooks Johnson 
Byrne, N. Y. Judd 
Camp Kelley, Pa. 
Carnahan Kennedy 
Celler Kersten 
Chelf Lantaff 
Chiperfield Lecompte 
Cole; N. Y. Lind 
Cotton Lyle 
Coudert McKinnon 
Davis, Tenn. Machrowicz 
Dawson Mansfield 
DeGraffenried Martin, Mass. 
Delaney Meader 
Dempsey Merrow 
Dingell Miller, Calif. 
Flood Morano · 
Fulton Morrison, La. 
Gary Morton 
Gillette Moulder 
Goodwin Murray, Wis. 
Gordon Patten, Ariz. 
Hall, Poulson 

Leonard W. Powell 

Preston 
Rains 
Reed, Ill. 
Ribicotf 
Richards 
Rivers 
Rooney 
Sah.th 
Scott, 

Hardie 
Secrest 
Sheppard 
Short 
Sikes 
Simpson, Pa. 
Smith, Kans. 
Smith, Wis. 
Sutton 
Teague 
Towe 
Velde 
Whitten 
Wigglesworth 
Winstead 
Wood, Idaho 
Zablocki 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and 
forty-nine Members have answered to 
their names, a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

CIVIL FUNCTIONS APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1952 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
·that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill CH. R. 4386) making 
appropriations for civil functions admin-
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istered by the Department of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H. R. 4386, with 
Mr. HARDY in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit

tee rose on yesterday, the Clerk had read 
the fii-st paragraph of the bill. If there 
are no amendments to this paragraph, 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

RIVERS AND HARBORS AND FLOOD CONTROL 

The following appropriations for rivers· and 
harbors and fiood control shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Army and the supervision of the Chief of 
Engineers, and shall remain available until 
expended: Provided, That not to exceed 
$1,500,000 shall be available for the current 
fiscal year from such appropriations for the 
services of such civil1an personnel as the 
Secretary of the Army may deem necessary 
to be employed in the Office of the Chief of 
Engineers, to carry into effect the various 
appropriations for rivers and harbors and 
fiood control, surveys, and preparation for 
and the consideration of river and harbor 
and flood-control estimates and bills: Pro
vided further, That the various appropria
tions for rivers and harbors and flood con
trol may be used for examination of esti
mates of appropriations in the field; pur
chase (for replacement only) in the current 
fiscal year of 250 passenger motor vehicles 
and 1 motorboat (to be acquired from sur
plus stock where practicable) and the main
tenance, repair, and operation of aircraft: 
Provided further, That, during the current 
fiscal year, such appropriations shall not be 
used to start or resume any project for which 
funds were not allocated for construction 
in the preceding fiscal year; but this proviso 
shall not apply to any project for which 
funds are provided in this act. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: · 
Amendment offered by Mr. RABAUT: On 

page 4, line 17, before the period, insert 
"Provided further, That the project known 
as Buggs Island Reservoir, Va. and N. C., 
shall hereafter be designated as the John H. 
Kerr Dam and Reservoir." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, little 
or no time should be spent on an amend
ment of this kind. Judge KERR has been 
in public service for 50 years of his 75 
years of life. He is chairman of this 
subcommittee and has been intimately 
connected with this great project. He 
served for 20 years in his own State and 
will have served for 30 years in the Con
gress of the United States at the conclu
sion of his present term. 

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

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

Mr. TABER. I am very glad that the 
gentleman from Michigan has offered 
this amendment. It is very fitting that 
the man who is responsible for this great 
dam should be honored by having it 
named after him. Judge KERR has ren
dered a fine public service for a long 
time and the very least that can be done 
is to adopt this amendment. I compli-

ment the gentleman from Michigan for 
having offered it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle· 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
am very glad to support this amendment. 
When I first came to Congress 23 years 
ago my first chairman was the distin
guished gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. KERR]. I shall always treasure with 
fond recollections the memory of my 
service with and under him as chairman 
of the first committee I served on. As 
a matter of fact, in a joshing way, every 
once in a while when I meet my distin
guished friend I say: "Well, JOHN, you 
·made me what I am today. I hope you're 
satisfied." 

That represents a state cf mind. It is 
very seldom during the lifetime of people 
that their work is recognized. That hap
pens usually after they have taken the 
journey into the great beyond. How 
fitting and how proper it is that this 
great project which means so much to 
the people of his area of the country 
and for which he fought so diligently, 
ably and courageously, should be named 
in his honor during his lifetime. 

Mr. DEANE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. DEANE .. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to associate myself with the major
ity leader in this recognition of my col
league from the great State of North 
Carolina, Judge KERR. He has made a 
great contribution through the years of 
his public service and this is certainly 
something which the entire State of 
North Carolina will receive with great 
appreciation because they too love this 
honored and respected Member who has 
served that State so faithfully. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank my 
friend. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KERR] is not only an out
standing Member of this House, but he is 
humble. If ever a man typified or was 
symbolic of those qualities which make 
up vividity of man, it is the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. KERR]. I know 
that the people of his· State and his dis
trict will realize the significance of what 
is taking place here today, a most un
usual thing, to have a dam and a reser
voir, for which we are appropriating 
money, named in honor of a ·person who 
is living. I know that my dear friend is 
very deeply touched and that he will 
always remember this as one of his most 
fondest of recollections. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed for five addi
tional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle

man from Missouri. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is 

~ richly deserved tri~ute to a great man! , 

a man who has served with distinction 
here for more than 30 years: one of the 
most lovable Members of the House. 

He comes from distinguished ances
try. His father led a North Carolina 
company under General Lee in the War 
Between the States, and my mother al
ways felt that if a man was of Confed
erate descent, there was nothing more 
that could be asked or desired. 

Judge KERR is one of the scholarly 
men of the House. He served as trustee 
of the University of North Carolina and 
his alma mater, Wake Forest College, 
one of the historic institutions of the 
South, conferred the doctorate on him 
in recognition of his contributions to ed
ucation and to public service. 

Judge KERR has rendered notable 
service in many congressional fields. 
Among the many activities in which he 
has displayed exceptional leadership 
was as chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Subversive Organizations. As chair
man of that committee he made his
tory in the House and conducted a sin
gularly successful campaign against 
Communist infiltration in the Federal 
departments. 

Of course his greatest service has been 
in river and harbor work and :flood-con
trol development-in the handling of 
appropriations for the purposes ser
viced by the bill now pending before the 
committee. He has been in charge of 
subcommittees and bills of this charac
ter longer than any Member of either 
House. He probably is better acquaint
ed with the needs of the Nation in this 
respect and has a wider knowledge of 
the subject and a deeper insight in the 
solution of the problems connected with 
the waterways of the North American 
Continent than any Member of either 
body. 

It was but natural that he should ear
ly see the vast possibilities for conserva
tion of natural resources and ·develop
ment of needed power in the Carolina 
and Virginia area, and direct his atten
tion and devote his time to the great 
project which is now nearing comple
tion and for which he is solely respon
sible. For unmeasured centuries it will 
be a source of strength in time of war 
and unmeasured wealth in time of peace . . 

It is most appropriate that this giant 
plant, one of the assets of the Nation, 
a potential blessing to generations to 
come, should bear the name of the dis
tinguished statesman who brought it 
into being. And it is even more appro
priate that the House should thus con
fer this distinction upon a beloved col
league whom the Congress and the 
country so delight to honor. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. RABA UT. I yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to take this opportunity to join in the 
high praise of the gentleman from 
North Caroli!).a, Judge KERR, who has 
given faithful and long service to the 
development of flood control in the 
Roanoke River Valley of Virginia and 
North Carolina. It can truly be said 
that Judge KERR is the father of flood 
control .in the Roanoke Valley. I think 
it is most appropriate, and I think a 
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tribute like this could not be paid to a 
more deserving person. The naming of 
this dam for Judge KERR will be very 
pleasing, I am sure, to the people of 
North Carolina, approved by the people 
of Virginia to the North Carolina dele
gation. Judge KERR is a gentleman of 
the finest character and one who holds 
and carries the dignity of this House to 
the highest degree. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no intention to circumvent my dear 
friends over here, but I just want to say 
this: When we go back in the House, I 
will make a unanimous-consent request 
that all Members may extend their re
marks concerning Judge KERR'S leader
ship in this activity at this point in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very happy to 
join many other Members of this body 
in favoring the passage of this amend
ment to honor our colleague the gentle
man from North Carolina, the Honor
able JoHN KERR, by naming the 
dam in his State with his famous 
r.ame. Having been closely associated 
with Mr. KERR over a period of years on 
very important committees, I have ex
perienced his tremendous work during 
which he alone overcame great obstacles 
in securing the legislation and the funds 
tv institute survey and the beginning of 
actual construction on this very impor
tant project. This work was done and 
accomplished by Mr. KERR practically 
alone during the most serious times in 
our history. He had frequently told me 
that he would not have fought for this 
project unless he absolutely knew and 
was sincerely convinced of its great need 
by the ent ire country, his State, and his 
district. In honoring JOHN KERR by 
naming this dam for him, this Congress 
is honoring a statesman whose service 
to the Nation and his State is an out
standing one. Born and educated in 
North Carolina, the State which he loves, 
JOHN KERR represents the third member 
of the same family with the name of 
John Kerr who was a Member of the 
United States House of Representatives. 
Our colleague's father, the late John 
Kerr, was a member of the Confederate 
Army. His ancestors hailed from Scot
land where the name John Kerr is promi
nently known. Our colleague has been 
a prominent lawyer of North Carolina 
where he distinguished himself as a judge 
of the superior court. Our colleague was 
the United States delegate to important 
missions in ~xico a;g.d is a. world trav
eler as a reMl15 of his official m.j,ssions for 
the House of Representatives and . the 
Department of State in Europe. It was 
my privilege to be with him at the Army 
maneuvers during the Second World War 
in North and South Carolina and, in my 
opinion, there is no Carolinian who 
knows more about the history of his State 
than does our colleague. From him I 
learned much of the history of that State 
and especially his insistence that it was 
in North Carolina that the first blow was 
struck for freedom against the British. 
So it is with a great deal of pride, Mr. 
Chairman, that I take the floor to sup
port the amendment to honor our dis-

tinguished colleague. JOHN KERR, of 
North Carolina. 

Mr. CARLYLE. Mr. Chairman, of 
course I join at this time with my col.:. 
leagues in recognizing and deeply ap
preciating the loyal and invaluable serv
ices which have been rendered to the 
State of North Carolina and to · this 
country by Judge JOHN H. KERR, who 
has been a Member of Congress since 
November 6, 1923. It has been my good 
fortune to have known him from the 
time of his election as a superior court 
judge in North Carolina, and it was at all 
times a privilege and a pleasure to prac
tice in his court. As a judge, he made a 
distinguished record because of his 
thorough knowledge of the law and his 
innate sense of justice. He had previ
ously served with distinction as a su
perior court solicitor in our State. North 
Carolinians are proud of Judge KERR'S 
record in Congress. It is one of achieve
ment and devotion to public service. 

The great Federal development at 
Buggs Island is a product of the fertile 
brain of Congressman KERR, who has 
given unselfishly of his time and efforts 
in its promotion, and it is only natural 
that his name should always be closely 
associated with this development. 
Therefore, it is eminently appropriate 
that the Congress should now honor our 
distinguished colleague by officially des
ignating this great Federal project the 
John H. Kerr Dam. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr. Chair
man, I deem it a great privilege to be 
able to join in support of this amend
ment to pay a small measure of tribute 
to the distinguished Representative from 
North Carolina, Judge JOHN H. KERR. 

My distinguished predecessor, the 
Honorable Will M. Whittington, has 
often told me of the great services which 
Judge KERR has rendered the country 
from his important post oh the Appro
priations Committee, and I have come 
to realize this fully during my brief serv
ice in the Congress. 

The Mississippi Valley is completely 
dependent upon an adequate flood-con
trol system to protect the lives and prop
erty of its people. The Federal Govern
ment has recognized its responsibility in 
this field and. acted to meet it, largely 
because of the far-sighted leadership of 
such statesmen as Judge KERR. 

It is fitting that this great multipur
pose dam in North Garolina should be 
named in hi.s honor, but hundreds of 
other great projects of vast benefit to the 
people of this Nation will always stand 
as a mon.t to his foresight and 
vision of · future potentialities of 
America. · · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RIVERS AND HARBORS 

Maintenance and improvement of existing 
river and harbor works: For expenses neces
sary for the preservation and maintenance 
of existing river and harbor works, and for 
the prosecution of such projects heretofore 
authorized as may be most desirable in the 
interests of commerce and navigation; for 
surveys of northern and northwestern lakes 
and other boundary and connecting waters 

as heretofore authorized, including the prep
aration, correction, printing, and issuing of 
charts and bulletins, and the investigation 
of lake levels; for prevention of obstructive 
and injurious q.eposits within the harbor and 
adjacent waters of New Yo?:'k City; for ex
penses of the California Debris Commission 
in carrying on the work authorized by the 
act approved March 1, 1893, as amended (33 
U. S. C. 661, 678, and 683); for removing 
sunken vessels or craft obstructing or en
dangering navigation as authorized by law; 
for operating and maintaining, keeping in 
repair, and continuing in use without in
terruption any lock, canal (except the .Pan
ama Canal). canalized river, or other public 
works for the use and benefit of navigation 
belonging to the United States; for examina
tions, surveys, and · contingencies of rivers 
and harbors; for the execution of detailed 
investigations and the preparation of plans 
and specificat ions for projects heretofore au
thorized; for printing, either during a recess 
or session of Congress, of surveys authorized 
by law, and such surveys as may be printed 
during a recess of Congress shall be printed, 
with illustrations, as documents of the next 
succeeding session of Congress; $162,860,500: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be expended for any preliminary ex
amination, survey, project, or estimate not 
authorized by law: Provided further, That 
from this appropriation the Secretary of the 
Army may, in his discretion and on the rec
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers based 
on the recommendation by the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors in the re
view of a report or reports authorized by 
law, expend such sums as may be necessary 
for the maintenance of harbor· channels pro
vided by a State, municipality, or other pub
lic agency outside of harbor lines and serv
ing essential needs of general commerce and 
navigation, such work to be subject to the 
conditions recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers in his report or reports thereon: 
Provided fur ther, That not to exceed $5,000 
of the amount herein appropriated shall be 
available for the support and maintenance 
of the Permanent International Commission 
of the Congress of Navigation and for the 
payment of the expenses of the properly 
accredited delegates of the United States to 
the meeting of the Congresses and of the 
Commission: Provided further, That from 
this appropriation not to exceed $1,600,000 
shall be available for transfer to the Secre
tary of the Interior for expenditure for the 
purposes of and in accordance with the pro
visions of the act of August 8, 1946 (16 
U. S. C. 756), and the act of August 14, 1946. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

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

page 5, line 21, strike out "$162,860,500" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$166,160,500." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, the 
adoption of this amendment would mean 
that the request of the corps of Army En
gineers for $3,300,000 would be ailowed 
and used in bank stabilization work on 
the Arkansas River between Catoosa, 
Okla., and the mouth of the Arkansas 
River. I know that the job of this great 
subcommittee is a hard one, and I want 
to say to the House that the member
ship on both sides of the aisle of this sub
committee, are honorable, sincere, cou
rageous, upright, and able gentlemen, my 
colleagues on the Committee on Appro
priations and for whom I have the very 
highest regard. But the committee laid 
down a criteria to control the marking 
up of the bill. One criteria was that no 
new project would be appropriated for. 
Bank stabilization on the Arkansas River 

• 
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is not a new project. We have had ap- Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
propriations during the years past for gentleman yield? 
this work. This year we have a ·current Mr. NORRELL. I yield. 
appropriation for bank stabUization on . M.r. RANKIN. I am in. favor of the 
the Arkansas River. lt is not a new gentleman's amendment, but I want to 
project. The second criteria. which know whether or not it includes plan
guided them in their consideration is rung money that the Army engineers 
that no controversial project would be ask€d for and which the Bureau of the 
included. This is not controversiaL Budget recommended?' ' 
Everybody is. as far as Arkansas is con- Mr. NORHELL. M~ I say to the gen
cerned, in favor of the work. The third tlema,n that. Wm have to be handled in 
criterion-and tbere is a dille.rence, and another amendment, and I am sure the 
I want to be honest with the committee- amendment will be offered. 
is that there is no budget estimate ior Mr. RANKIN. I thank the gentleman. 
th.a $3,300,000. But. may I call your at- Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, in 
tention to the fact that the Corps o:f conclusion,. and r am not going to take 
Army Engineers made a. request for the full 5 minutes because I am simply 
$3.300.000 for bank stabilization to be t rying to get before you the idea that 
used from Catoosa, Okla., to the mouth,, this is an old project. and one currently 
and if I am in error on that. I would being worked on; the Army engineers 
like to be corrected. made a request for $3,300,000. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the Bank stabilization is highly essential 
gentleman yield? on the Arkansas River. The stabiliza,-

1'41". NORRELL. I yield. t i on of these banks not only protect the 
Mr. FORD. lam looking at the chart investments of the Government in the 

which we used in. our committee of the levees that have been constructed at 
rivers and harbors projects for the :fiscal great cost but set-back levees are pre
year 1952. Under Arkansas there are vented. When the banks are permitted 
only two projects listed. One is entitled to cave in and destroy existing levees, 
Arkansas River and tributaries. Arkan- it becomes necessary for the Government 
sas and Oklahoma. The Corps of Engi- to condemn and buy the land and build 
neers requested from the budget under set-back levees. This is very expensive. 
that category only $400.000 :for planning. and in addition to the enormous costs 
The next item under Arkansas is tbe the land is placed behind levees and is 
Overton-Red River waterwa.y. Arkansas- forever ruined. 
Louisiana. The corps asked of the- I am simply trying to do what the 
budget only $50,000. Army engineers recommended, and 

Mr. NORRELL. I think I can get the which the fiood-control experts in the 
gentleman to understand the situation. Bureau of the Budget, in their wisdom, 
You must remember that the lower sa.w fit to take out. I have no criticism 
Mississippi extends up the Arkansas, of that. I hope the amendment may be 
River to the vicinity ()f Pine Bluft. , adopted. If not, I trust that this sub
There is a cunent appropriation in the committee, i.f the other body amend the 
lower Mississippi River funds for the bil1 by including it, will not be too hard 
Arkansas River bank stabilization pro- because this is not a new one. The Army 
gram on the Arkansas Rivet to Pine engineers have recommended it. It 
Bluff, and your records will so disclose. ought to be done. It is better to save 
This part of the river. up to Pine Blutf, land than it is to try to rebuild it after 
is under the jurisdiction of th.e Missis- the ?and has. been destroyed. 
sippi River Commission. We ba;ve $600,- If I am. unsuccessful here, I repeat, I 
OOG. for bank stabilization. hope the House conferees will consider 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the any action that the other body might 
gentleman yield? fake, with some degree of' charity and. 

Mr. NORRELL. I yield to the gen- mercy. 
tleman from Oklahoma. Tbe CHAmMAN. The time of the 

Mr. ALBERT. In that connection I gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. NORRELL] 
can the gentleman's attention to tbe fact has expired. 
that I hold in my hand a. letter datE;d Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
May 28, 1951, from Brig. Gen. C. H. unanimous consent that all debate on 
Cborpening, Assistant Chief of Engi.. this amendment and all amendments 
neers, in which he states in a memoran- thereto conclude in 15 minutes, the last 
dum to the clerk of this committee: 3 minutes to be reserved for the com-

The estimates submitted to the Bureau mi.ttee. . r ~ . 
of the Budget for 1952 include $3,300.000 for The CHAIRMAN. Is tb~e· objection 
worlt on the Arkansas River. of which $800.- to the request of the gentfeman :from 
000 was for the continuation Of work at Michigan? 
two locations below Little Rock, and $2,500,- There was no objection. 
ooo was for the inauguration of work at The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
other locations. nizes the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. · 

Mr. NORRELL. That is correct. ·~ ALBERT]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

gentleman from Arkansas has expired. support of the amendment offered by 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. NoR .. 

unanimous consent that the gentleman RELL). This amendment seeks to se
may have five additional minutes. cure $3,300.000 for bank stabilization 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection from Catoosa, Okla., to the mouth of the 
to the request of the gentleman from Arkansas River, a distance of 481 miles. 
Mississippi? The appropriation we are seeking is 

There was no objection. for emergency work. The Arkansas 

• 

River is causing damage amounting to 
millions of dollars each year because of 
the lack of protection afforded to the 
banks in places where they are caving 
off into the river. In addition to the 
loss of land along the river, there is the 
threat of the loss of newly constructed 
levees which have been paid for by the 
Fede.ml Government, in cooperation with 
levee districts. We have already ex
pended nearly $50,000,COO for levees 
which are now being threatened by the 
bank cavings along this treacherous 
stream. 

I would further call your attention, 
Mr. Chairman. to the fact that the Con
gress authorized the improvement of the· 
Arkansas River and tributaries in Ar
kansas and Oklahoma. in the River and 
Harbor and Flood Control Act o:f the 
Seventy-ninth Congress and from time 
to time since then, including the Flood 
Control Act of 1950, additional authori
zations have been made. In last year's 
authorizing act, provisions were made 
for the emergency which existed then 
and which has grown progressively 
worse since that time. We ask the Con
gress to provide only sufficient money to 
protect the present investment that has 
been made on the Arkansas River and 
to stop the destruction of hundreds of 
acres of fertile farm lands and to pro
tect 145 river crossings consisting of 
highway and railroad bridges, natural
gas and petroleum production pipelines~ 
and electric-transmission lines. 

If it were only the postponement of 
future improvements, we would not be 
here today seeking an appropriation of 
$3,300,000, but this money is to protect 
investments and values that now exist. 
and the Government itself may well lose 
many, many times this appropriation if 
it fails to make available to the Corps 
of Engineers adequate funds to take care 
of the emergency bank-caving problems 
in the 481-mile reach of the river below 
Tulsa, Okla. 

Mr. Chairman. the Appropriations 
Committee handling this bill, has been 
given a justification for the amount 
which we seek by the Corps of Engineers. 
and I urge you to consider the conserva
tive judgment of the Corps of Engineers 
and allow this amendment to pass, which 
will provide the emergency funds needed 
to halt the terrible destruction of land 
and property and to halt the interrup
tion of transportation which is so badly 
needed at this time in our country's de
fense program. 

Under leave which I obtained in the 
House; I include herewith. ·the !llemo
randum dated May 28, · 1ssr, \vritten ·by 
Brig. Gen. C. H. Chorpening, Assistant 
Chief of Engineers for Civil Works. The 
memorandum follows: 

1. The authorized project for improvement 
of the Arkansas River and tributaries, Arkan
sas and Oklahoma, provides for a channel 
9 feet deep from the mouth to Catoosa, Okla., 
a distance of 481 miles, to be provided by 
lock and dam construction, bank stabiliza
tion, and open channel improvement. The 
bank stabilization work is estimated to cost 
about $95,000,000. of which $2,032,000 has 
been provided to date for emergency work at 
critical locations. The estimates submitted 
to the Bureau of the Budget for 1952 included· 
$3,300,000 for work on the Arkansas River o! 
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which $800,000 was for continuation of work 
at two locations below Little Rock and $2,-
500,000 was for inauguration of work at other 
locations. No funds were included in the 
approved bu dget estimate for 1952 for con
tinuation of this feature of work. 

2. Fun ds required for work at the most 
critical locations, which could be utilized 
durin g the fiscal year 1952 where benefit to 
the n at ional emergency will accrue through 
the conservation of resources and facilities 
vital to the war effort, are shown in the ac
companying t able. For the section, Plum 
Bayou t o Rob Roy, the work consists of about 
9,000 linear feet of revetment for immediate 
protection above Rob Roy Bridge, Ark., where 
the bank lin e h as now receded as far as it 
should be permitted to cave and the work 
should be carried out promptly to preserve 
a favorable alignment. At other locations 
the work involved is the continuation or 
bettermen t of works already construct ed and 
is necessary either as a protection to the 
works already const ructed, to protection of 
existing levees, or for protection of additional 
areas or facilit ies. For the section down
stream from the Morrilton cut-off, the re
cent completion of this cut-off may accel
erate changes in the regimen of the river 
causing damage to the Conway Levee District 

No. 8 or to Faulkner Levee District No. 1. For 
the section Wilsons Rock to Missouri Pacific 
Railroad bridge, the proposed work would 
provide a greater amount of protection in the 
Bradens Bend section of the Arkansas River 
where limited protection has been provided 
for under a flood-control authorization. Ad
ditional work is necessary to protect and 
st rengthen the partial project authorized in 
the Flood Control Act which is to be carried 
out as a part of the general stabilization pro
gram for the Arkansas River. Any funds 
which might be appropriated should be con
centrated on work at the most critical loca
tions and should be sufficient to permit the 
completion of useful and permanent incre
ments of work of sufficient length to permit 
tying in at h ard points at either end and 
thus obviating the danger of loss of work 
through flanking action. 

3. In spite of the urgency and importance 
of this work, I do not believe that provision 
for bank stabilization work on the Arkansas 
River can be provided for within the ap
proved budget estimat es for river and harbor 
projects by elimination or reduction in the 
amounts included for other projects. 

C. H. CHORPENING, 
Brigadier Gen eral, USA, Assistant 

Chief of En gineers for Civil Works. 

Emergency bank stabilization, Arkansas River 

Location and river mileage 

I 

Wilsons Rock to Missouri-Pacific R.R. bridge ___________ 
White Bluff to Jefferson County free bridge ______________ 
Rock Island R. R. bridge to White Bluff _________________ 
Arkansas Post Canal to Yancopin bridge ____ _____________ 
Rob Roy Bridge to Arkansas Post Canal. _______________ _ 
Plum Bayou to Rob ROY-- -- -------- --- ----- -------------
Downstream Morril ton cut-off to Cadron Ridge ____ ____ __ 
Upstream Morril ton to downstream Morrilton cut -off ____ 
D ardenelles Rock to Reeds Ferry ________ ________________ 
OKane Bend to Patterson Bend _____ __ ___ _____ __ _________ 
St . Louis & Santa Fe R. R. bridge to Flat Rock Bend ____ 

Total .•• _ ----- ----- ------ ----------- -------- ---- ----

Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALBERT. I yield to the gentle
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. STIGLER. I wish to associate 
myself with my colleague the gentle
man from Oklahoma [Mr. ALBERT] and 
ask him this question: Is it not a fact 
that in the gentleman's district, which 
adjoins mine, you have quite a bank 
stabilization project, and if the present 
situation is not corrected the farmers 
of that valley stand to lose several thou
sand acres of very valuable bottom 
land? 

Mr. ALBERT. My colleague is cor
rect. 

Mr. STIGLER. Is it not a further 
fact that if additional work is not done 
and we have any flash floods the dam
age will be very heavy? 

Mr. ALBERT. Not only to farms but 
also to transmission lines, highways, 
railroads, bridges located in that valley. 

Mr. STIGLER. I hope the amend
ment will · be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TACKETT] is re· 
ognized. 

1 Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to associate myself with the Mem
bers who are attempting to have this 
amendment adopted. For instance, in 
the Corridon bottoms of the Arkansas 
_River this Congress has provided for· 

- Amount 
River Total esti- Allotted which Balance 
mile- mated to could be to utilized in age cost date fiscal year complete 

1952 

376 $6, 800, 000 0 $3, 000, 000 $3, 800, 000 
130 5, 465, 000 $1, 624, 000 2, 000, 000 1, 841, 000 
165 13, 813, 000 0 1, 500, 000 12, 313, 000 
42 1, 400, 000 0 460, 000 940, 000 
89 28, 760, 000 0 2, 400, 000 26, 360, 000 

102 1, 500, 000 0 1, 040, 000 460, 000 
209 1, 022, 000 0 500, 000 522, 000 
217 552, 000 100, 000 452, 000 0 
257 6, 385, 000 308, 000 3, 000, 000 4, 077, 000 
302 4, 446, 000 0 1, 000, 000 3, 446, 000 
354 2, 493, 000 0 1, 000, 000 1, 493, 000 

-------- 72, 636, 000 2, 032, 000 15, 352, 000 55, 252, 000 

bank stabilization projects to the extent 
of $2,000,000. Unless this money is ap
propriated, the $2,000,COO of bank sta
bilization projects that have already 
been constructed will float down the 
river. I believe every member of the . 
committee will tell you that the testi
mony in corroboration of my statement 
was unanimous, that it was not contra
dicted. I cannot understand why, after 
we have started trying to curb the flood 
waters on the Arkansas River, we should 
at this time leave off a little dab of 
money to preserve that which we have 
already spent, to say nothing of the loss 

. of land and the loss of that segment of 
our economy, the loss of highways, rail
ways, and so forth. That, of course, this 
amount of money would not save, but I 
do know that surely we can afford to 
spend a dab of money to preserve some
thing we have already established. I 
know that several other of my colleagues 
have brought to your attention many 
of the reasons why this amendment 
should be adopted, and I do sincerely 
hope that the House will today allow this 
very minimum amount of only $3,300,000 
to be used to preserve that which you 
have in the past already established for 
that area. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TRIMBLE] is recog-
nized. · · 

· Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to support the amendment offered by my 
colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. NORRELL]. 

Next to the children which God gives 
us, our soil is our greatest asset. As my 
colleague [Mr. TACKETT] has said, we 
have spent vast sums of money already 
in an effort to preserve that soil. If we 
go ahead and follow the action of the 
committee here we will jeopardize not 
only the money we have already expend
ed but will continue to jeopardize and 
lose the very fine soil of the Arkansas 
Valley which is so important and vital 
at all times, but especially at this time 
of national emergency. I certainly hope 
the amendment offered by my colleague 
will be adopted. 

Mr. HAYS or Arkansas. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIMBLE. I yield. 
Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I appreciate 

what the gentleman has said about the 
Arkansas River. I should like to remind 
the House that in previous sessions, in 
1943 and 1945 it was necessary for us 
to pass emergency legislatfon to assist 
the people of the valley whose homes 
and farms were destroyed by floods. 
Prior to that, in 1927, the first of these 
devastating floods occurred. I saw a 
railroad bridge collapse and fall into the 
Arkansas River that year. In the i943 
flood one-tenth of all the cultivated 
acres between Fort Smith and Little 
Rock were washed away and scores of 
lives were lost in the floods of that 
period. 

·We are undertaking by this amend
ment simply to preserve the investment 
that was made through Federal appro
priations for flood control following 
those floods and to preserve and protect 
the farms that are left in that narrow 
valley. We are trying to save the 
morale of the great number of people 
who live in the valley of the Arkansas. 

Remember, the water that causes this · 
damage falls not in Arkansas but in :.ix 
States above us. It is a national prob
lem. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. I thank the gentle
man very. much. I especially appreciate 
his mentioning the preservation of the 
morale of the people of the valley. That, 
too, is very im.portant. To deny these 
funds would be like building a fine home, 
furnishing it completely, but leaving the 
roof off. You submit what you have 
constructed to the whim of the elements. 

I do earnestly urge the committee to 
support the pending amendment. Let 
us preserve the investment that we al
ready put in the Arkansas Valley. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT], 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. ALBERT] 
read a letter from Brigadier General 
Chorpening, but he failed to read the 
last paragraph as follows : 

In spite of the urgency and importance of · 
this work, I do not believe that provision 
for bank stabilization work on the Arkansas 
River can be provided for within the ap. 

: proved budget estimates for river and har· 
- bor projects by elimination or reduction in 
, the amounts included for other projects. _, 

• 
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It is true, as the gentleman from Ar

kansas EMr. NORRELL] has said, this 
project does not fall in the category of 
a new project, it does not f~ll in the 
category of controversial projects, but 
it does fall under the provision of un
budgeted projects. 

We are trying to treat everybody alike. 
I have a very necessary project in the 
Detroit River, but it is unbudg·eted. 
No mention is made of it any place 
here. 

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

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

Mr. TABER. I hope that this amend
ment will be defeated. If we start in 
allowing a lot of items that are not 
budgeted and have not been allowed, we 
are going to have a bill he:r:e that will 
carry more money than we can afford to 
put up. I hope the House will reject the 

,pending amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Arkansas EMr. NORRELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 

Cha,irman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is obvious tha,t there 
are many projects proposed by individu'll 
Members that will not be included in the 
bill we are now considering·. It is also 
obvious that the idea of logrolling or 
l;>eing able to get projects through for 
certain districts is out. 

I believe the time has come for tis to 
prescribe come. yardstick as to th3 selec
tion of these flood-control projects. I 
think we ought to decide a flood-control 
project on what good it does for national 
defense. For instance, in my particular 
district there has be.en a project elimi
nated year after year, yet this ·flood
wall project along the Susquehanna 
River is entirely indigenous to the wel
fare, the safety, and the security of 
thousands upon thousands of workers' 
homes and hundreds of defense plants, 
as well as the shoe manufacturing cor
porations and the International Busi
ness Machines Corp. . In other words, 
the Susquehanna River has already 
washed out several defense plants up in 
that district and it seems to me that a 
flood-control project of that kind would 
come under national defense. I at
tended a flood-control meeting in my 
district last week. That meeting was 
entirely against the building of a flood
control dam in the upper reaches of the 
Unadilla River, which empties into the 
Susquehanna. The people up in that 
district do not want the dam. 

Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KEARNEY. Where is that dam? 
Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Up in 

Mt. Upton. 
Mr. KEARNEY. Copes Corners also. 
Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Well, 

that is in Delaware County. That is not 
in my district. 

Mr. KEARNEY. We are against that 
also. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I am 
glad to hear the g.entleman say that. I 

XCVH-410 

wish he had been at that meeting, but I is not a new project. It is the missing 
know )le was unable to get there. But link in our national defense program. 
that was one of the most enlightened It is 481 miles from the Gulf at Mobile 
meetings that I have ever attended. It to the Tennessee River along this Tom
shows that some of the Army engineers bigbee inland waterway. More than 
and some of the authorities down here half of that distance has already been 
in Washington are trying to ram down constructed. With the construction of 
the throats of the people of these various the Demopolis Dam which is now under 
counties flood-control projects to their way, it will be completed all the way up 
own liking, and they are deliberately to Gainesville, Ala. The completion of 
flaunting the opinion of the individuals the short stretch, between Gainesville 
that are going to be jeopardized and hurt and the Tennessee River means more to 
by putting these projects in. One of the American people, from the stand
the natives came fo me and said, "It is point of national defense, as well as that 
my understanding that they are going of navigation than any other project of 
to force us off our lands and exercise its kind that has ever been proposed. 
eminent domain over thousands and This project was approved by an act 
thousands of acres of our farm lands up of Congress in 1946, and already the 
here without giving us any voice in it." Army engineers have spent $576,604 on 
He said, "I can tell you what is going to the planning for the construction of 
happen if the Army engineers come in this project; and are ready and anxious 
here ready to build flood-control dams. to speed up its construction. It will cut 
We are going to fight them with shot- the water distance between the Gulf at 
5uns and pitchforks and scythes and Mobile and our atomic bomb plant at 
every other tool we can get our hands Oak Ridge, Tenn., by more than 800 
on." That meeting of over 500 people miles. 
that met in the South Berlin School on It will cut the water distance between 
the 2d day of June consisted of resolute the Gulf at Mobile and our new atomic 
and determined citizens of the United bomb plant at Paducah, Ky., by more 
States. They do not want to see that than 300 miles. 
dam constructed, and although the It will cut the cost of transportation 
propaganda had been thrown up by one between those points to the irreducible 
of the daily newspapers in my district minimum, and still save the swift cur
down in Broome County to the effect rent of the Mississippi for the down
that the Triple Cities depended 6n that stream traffic. 
project, and although they had thrown This project is more important from 
up a smoke screen of propaganda, the the standpoint of national defense than 
people of the Triple Cities do not want all the billions you have poured into 
the dam either. the rat holes of Europe, Asia, Israel, 

Mr. KEARNEY. Was the question of Africa, and Japan through the so-called 
an atomic bomb brought up in that Marshall plan. 
meeting? Today the Aluminum Co. of America, 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Yes; that great concern that manufactures 
and they said they would rathe·r see a the aluminum we need for our airplanes 
substantial atomic bomb developed for and for other defense equipment, is get
Korea or some other place to protect the ting 95 percent of her bauxite from 
American troops than to spend millions South America, yet instead of enjoying 
of dollars to construct this flood-control this short slack water route they have to 
dam that nobody wanted, which was go- ship it up against that swift current of 
ing to jeopardize our lands in Chenango the Mississippi, which sometimes runs 
County, much against the will of the so fast that a barge· canriot navigate it 
people. I think we ought to base the at all. It will mean more from the 
awarding of these contracts not on the standpoint of national defense than any 
whim of the Army engineers,"not because other project of its kind that has yet 
it may be lucrative for certain big con- been proposed. 
tractors to be awarded contracts for Again, we are going to have to get our 
building flood-control dams, but on the high-grade iron ore from some other 
basis of the needs of the people, on the source. Every informed person admits 
needs of the various communities, so that that. Today the United States Steel 
we can get intelligent flood control. Corp., and other big steel concerns have 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer gone to Venezuela and bought interests 
an amendment. in those high-grade ore mines that have 

The Clerk read as follows: been discovered in Venezuela, which they 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN: P age tell me are the greatest the world has 

6, after line 20, insert the following: ever known. They are going to need a 
"Tennessee-Tombigbee inland waterway: cheap slack-water route to bring in this 

For work of construction of the Tennessee- material. 
Tombigbee inland waterway heretofore au- It will mean more to the people in the 
thorized by law (Public Law 525, 79t h Cong.), State of Ohio than any other project 
$5,000,000." th t h a as yet been proposed, for the sim-

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask ple reason that it will not only furnish a 
unanimous consent to proceed for five slack-water route from the Gulf to the 
additional minutes. Great Lakes but it will furnish what will 

The CHAIRMAN. Is 'there objection amount to a slack-water route all the 
to the request of the gentleman from way up the Ohio River up to Cincinnati, 
Mississippi? and other cities along the Ohio on up to 

There was no objection. Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope It will furnish a slack-water route for 

the House will adopt this amendment. bringing in the essential raw materials 
I know some Members will say they do that ~re necessary for the operation of 
not want to begin a new project. '!'his -~ t:10se great plants, and at the same time,, 
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as I said, save the swift current of the 
Mississippi for the downstream traffic. '. 

It wm mean more to the State of , 
Indiana than any other project of its . 
kind that has yet been proposed:, as well 
as to Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan, ; 
and all those States up and down the ; 
upper Mississippi, the Illinois, the Ohio, ; 
the Tennessee, and the Cumberland 
Rivers, as well as along the Great Lakes. r 

1 It is the missing link in our national . 
·defense program as well as the missing 
link in our internal-waterway system. 

Let me show you some of the saving ' 
it will bring. The other day a man from · 
Detroit, Mich., wrote me that they were 
shipping hundreds of automobiles down 
the Ohio and the Mississippi by barges, 
but, he said, "We need a slack-water 
route to come back on." He said they 
are bringing back oil. 

Where do they get that oil? They 
can get oil at Demopalis, Ala., which is 
right on the edge of one of the greatest 
oil :fields in the world. The first oil 
well ever brought in east of the Missis
sippi which produced 1,000 barrels a day 
was in Jasper County, Miss., just west · 
of Demopalis. Let us see what this would , 
mean. A 14,000-ton barge going from 
Demopalis, Ala., to Cairo, Ill., by this . 
Tennessee-Tombigbee route would have 
its cost of transpartation-and I am 
speaking now about the fuel bill alone
cut from $37,520 to $9,380, a saving of 
$28,140. That is on the fuel bill alone. 
At the same time, as I said, they would 
have the swift current of the Mississippi 
for their downstream traffic. 

Supppose this material is going to Oak 
Ridge, Tenn., where our atomic plant 
is located and where we need it most. 
Let us see what the cost of shipping this 
. material to Oak Ridge, going from De- · 
'mopolls to Oak Ridge, would be. The 
. cost would be cut from $43,120 down -
to $4,760, or a saving of $38,360 on the -
fuel bill alone. Is that a new project? ~ 
Is it a new project when we propose to 
complete the missing link in our na- -

·tional defense program? If you are 
'going to vote against money for a proj-· 
eet of this kind you might as well kill 
the entire bill. 
, Suppose this material is going to our 
new atomic-bomb plant at Paducah, Ky . . 
The cost would be cut-and I am talking 
about the fuel bill alone now-from $37,-
520 to $9,389, or a saving of $28,140 on the 
fuel bill alone for a barge load of 14,000 
tons. 

This would mean more to the State 
of Pennsylvania than any other project 
of its kind yet proPosed. Even the St. · 
u ,wrence will not mean as much to the 
Pitj;sburgh area, for the simple reason 
that this project will .provide a s!ack
water route from the Gulf of Mexico 
right into Pittsburgh, where they need -
this iron ore, and where they need this -
bauxite, to manufacture the aluminum . 
and steel necessary for our national de- : 
fense. It means taking in all the ore : 
that they are bound to get and which · 
they are bound to have if they carry on ~ 
the great industries that P ittsburgh is 
now operating. It means more to the = 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and IDinois, : 
which have hundreds and hundreds of : 
miles of frontage on the Ohio River and 

on the upper Mississippi and on the 
Great Lakes and the Illinois that would 
be served by this ·project. It is not a 
p'Jwer project. This is merely the com· 

'.pletion of our inland waterway system. 
For you people in the West-in the State 
of Kansas, when you undertake to ship 
goods up to Kansas, what do you do? 
You have to climb that swift current of 
the Mississippi which at times runs as , 
fast as 7 miles an hour, and when it· 
ftows more than 5% miles an hour, no 
barge can navigate it. So, for a large 
portion of the time you are shut o1f 
entirely. Up as far as the Missouri River · 
is navigable it will provide a slack-water · 
route for your returning tramc. 

Let me say to you Members from 
Nebraska, Iowa, Kansas, and all the 
other States west . of the Mississippi 
River, that you are paying doubly, if you 
please, for your transport~tion of fin-. 
ished products which you ship east. 
You are paying a one-way freight rate . 
which is robbing and plundering your · 
people of untold millions of dollars every 
year. I appeal to you to adopt this 
amendment. and · 1et us move forward · 
with this great development. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

~ Mr. Chairman, I want to associate · 
myself with what the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr; RANKIN] has said in 
regard to this project, and particularly ; 
its civilian aspects. · 
~ In addition, I want to emphasize , 
·something in connection with the de- ' 
sirability of building this project in the 
interest of national defense. In that 
connection I desire to read a part of a · 
statement wbich was made to this House '. 
a little more than a year ago, on May 8, : 
· 1950, by the distinguished gentleman . 
from Georgia [Mr. VINSON], chairman · 
of the Committee on Armed Services of · 
this House. At that time Mr. VINSON 
'said: 
. Mr. VmsoN. Mr. Chairman, the natlonal 1 
defense is vitally involved in this project. 

This project gives our Nation a short slack-
water route. · '. 

At the time referred to the gentieman 
from Georgia further said: 

. But in time of war its importance can be 
1ncalcula ble. 

As an example, I think o! the terrible de
pletion, in the last war, of the Mesabi iron
ore range. 

{- Two years ago the Armed SerVices Com
mittee had a forecast from an industry lead
er that in the very near future our great 
Nation will be substantially dependent upon 
Brazil and other South American countries 
for high-grade iron ore. 
· Now, just how, in time of war, will we get 
that iron ore, if we have to have it? 

That is the kind of defense question that 
has interested me in this Tennessee-Tom
bigtree inland waterway. 

I recall only too vividly our tragic experi
ences with ~rman submarines in the last 
war. 

Why, members of the committee, even the 
Caribbean became almost impassible. 

Ships were being sunk, one after the other, 
right off New York Harbor. 

And that was before the snorkel sub
marine. 
, That was before guided missiles. 
; That was before atomic energy. 
; I shudder to contemplate the next sub
marine war-with submarines fighting sub
marines-with homing devices guiding tor
pedoes-with submarines serving as carriers 
of long-range missiles guided by radio to 
their targets-missiles armed, possibly, with 
such terrible destructive warheads that it 
may well be that the future submarine will 
be able to devastate the coastal· areas of the 
entire Nation. 

The grief we had in the last war in trying 
to get our tankers, our coastal shipping, or 
Liberty ship~ through is all too vivid in my 
mind. 

We missed only by an eyelash the losing 
of the war to the submarine. 

And today, Russia has far more sub
marines-about six times as many-includ
ing the modern, deadly snorkel type, that 
Germany had in her possession at the out
break of World War ll. 
. Its potentialities in time o! war are 
enormous. 

To my way of thinking, with national de
fense our No. 1 requirement today, that !act 
must play an important role in the decision 
o! the House on this project. 

It will save vast amounts of transporta
tion cost. 

It permits the newly discovered, extremly 
rich iron ore deposits of Venezuela to be 
brough more cheaply-and, of much greater 
importance, far more safely-to our great 
steel centers such as Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, 
i"oungstown, Chicago,. Detroit, and St. Louis. 

And why is that important to the national 
defense? ~ 

. It shortens by more than 800 miles the dis- · 
t ance from the Gulf of Mexico to our 
atomic-bomb plant at oak Ridge. Mr. Chairman, this project has been 

· It cuts the cost of transportation by 50· oefore the House since I have been a 
to 75 percent. " Member, since 1949, and for that matter 

It gives us an additional outlet to the sea !or a hundred years before that time. 
in time of emergency. The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 

It gives us a connecting, highly important jentleman from Alabama has expired. 
slack-water route from the Gulf of Mexico Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
to the Ohto River, to the upper Mississippi, ananimous consent that the gentleman 
to the Missouri River, to the Great Lakes. 

[n this day of snorkel subm~ines, o! from Alabama may proceed for :five ad-
guided missiles shot from submarines · ditional minutes. 
against our coastal cities, possibly with The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
atomic waterheads, how vital can a slack- to the request of the gentleman from 
water inland transportation network be? · M.issis.sippi? 

- Of course, we have no way of knowing, in There was no objection. 
time of peace. : · Mr. ELLIOTT. The building of the 
~ I point out that since that statement ; Pickwick Dam on the Tennessee River 
was made, as we all know, this country raised the level of the water of that river 
has become involved in one of the most about 54 feet and made this project 
serious wars. A war that has caused .' practical for the :first time about 1938. 
more casualties in its first year than w.e Since that time the Congress became 
suffered in the first year of World War ·convinced of its practicability, and in 
n. - 1946 enacted a public law which made 
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thin pr oject one of the rivers and har
bors projects for the whole country. . 

If the project was justified in 1946, in 
time of peace, it is, Mr. Chairman, 10 
times more justified in t imes of grave 
and great emergency such as we are 
pas::;ing through today. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. Every great engineer 
who has investigated this project since 
the building of the Pickwick Dam, in
cluding General Wheeler, one of the 
greatest engineers this country ever saw; 
including General Reybold, another 
great engineer; including General Far
ringer, another great engineer, every 
single one of them-and General Pick, 
too, the present Chief of Army Engin~ers, 
as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BoYKIN] suggests, has approved this 
project and said that it was not only 
feasible but necessary to complete our 
inland waterway system, which is now 
a part of our national defense. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution, and I want to say 
here that there is no one who is more 
thoroughly familiar with the need for 
this great project than is the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The attempt is sometimes made, Mr. 
Chairman, to make this a local project, a 
project of local application to west Ala
bama and northeast Mississippi. No im
pression could be given the membership 
of the House that would t~ more erro
neous than that. It is so vitally tied to 
the entire waterway system of this coun
try as to be equally valuable and equally 
necessary to all the eastern half of the 
United States that is tied to our inland 
waterway system. Had we gone ahead 
and built this project in time of peace, 
of course, we could have built it for about 
$30,000,000 or $40,000,000 less than we 
would be able to do it today; and I pre
dict, Mr. Chairman, that every single 
year we po.stpone this project the cost 
will increase from $15,000,000 to $20,-
000,000. 

Let us see whether or not this is a local 
project. A day or two ago I received 
from H~ndersonville, North Carolina, a 
letter from a gentleman who lists him
self on his letterhead as being a consult
ing engineer, in which he makes this 
statement: 

The importance of this canal has tre
mendously increased in the last year or so, 
not only for defense purposes, but to the 
economy of the central part of the country, 
due to the increasing needs for the. large 
iron ore reserves that have been brought 
under development in Venezuela, Brazil, and 
Africa and the need for cheap transporta
t ion of this iron ore by river from Mobile, 
where large unloading facilities are now 
being erect ed, to the Tennessee and Ohio 
Valleys where there are extensive deposits 
of coking coals. 

This is certainly now not a local matter of 
interest, but of much importance to all the 
States bordering these great now improved 
river channels of commerce from western 
Pennsylvania westward, and the compara- · 
tively moderate sums required for this con• 
struction should receive the support of all 
the St at es in that area. 

Mr. Chairman, all of us feel, I believe, 
that this period of war emergency that 
we are presently in is lil{ely to last
although we hope in less intensity than 
it carries with it today-for a period of 
10 or 15 years. The time is coming 
when a showdown with the godless forces 
of communism that have stolen the 
hearts of 800,000,000 people in the last 4 
or 5 years is going to have to be made 
by our country. We might as well face 
that fact. Perhaps we can postpone it, I 
hope that we can, I hope that it is not 
immediately upon .us, but, nevertheless, 
the t ime of reckoning is approaching. 
I therefore urge the committee to give 
favorable consideration to this amend
ment to the end that we may get this 
great Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway 
project started and get it built while we 
still have time. It is false economy of 
the grossest kind to postpone its con
struction for another year. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 15 minutes, the 
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FORD]. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, the Ten
nessee-Tombigbee project is in the budg
et this year for only $100,000 for plan
ning-no construction funds. Accord
ing to the current estimates of the Corps 
of Engineers the Tennessee-Tombigbee 
project will cost $179,264,000. So far 
only $898,000 have been spent. The 
Corps is requesting in the budget this 
year only $100,000 for planning. 

I would like to make this comment 
about the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Mississippi: Over past years 
there has been a constant effort to try to 
include this project in the civil functions 
appropriation bill. As a result of the 
efforts of the gentleman from Mississippi 
and others the project has gone along to 
a very limited point. Over the past 
years there has been a considerable 
amount of criticism of this project by 
very responsible individuals in the Gov
ernment and on the outside. 

As a result of this criticism and in 
order to find out the facts concerning the 
project to determine whether or not it 
is economically justifiable, whether it is 

- engineering-wise feasible, at the very ·: 
present time our subcommittee~ on civil 
functions is holding a very, very impor- : 
tant investigation on the project. It · 
would be the height of folly for this , 
Congress, while we are holding these . 
hearings, to go ahead and authorize 
$5,000,000 for the Tennessee-Tombigbee 
project. These hearings will be com
pleted within a month. Until the com .. 
mittee has gone into every single aspect 
of this project the Congress would be 
most unwise to authorize any construe .. 

· ti on fund. ·f 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair- : 

man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. I think the 
gentleman has hit ·at the nub of the 
proposition. This is an old chestnut 
that previous Congresses under more 
favorable circumstances have turned 
down time and time again. Now the 
circumstances are such that we should 
not consider this new project, even if the 
acknowledged feasibility and the ac
knowledged need at some time or other 
were more clearly shown than they are at 
the present time. I think it cannot be 
disputed that the Army engineers as of 
this moment are not prepared to use 
the $5,000,000 that the gentleman offers 
in his amendment; that their planning 
is not yet complete, and that there is 
some very serious question in the minds 
of the members of the subcommittee 
with respect to the planning that has al
ready been done. Assuming that this 
is new, and it is new, then you would 
have to find some very urgent defense 
necessity in order to proceed with the 
construction of this project at this time, 
and I think the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. RABAUT] is prepared to show 
that contrary to any defense necessi
ties, the record shows that there is 
nothing urgent, and that the Govern
ment agencies concerned have informed 
the committee that now is not the time 
to proceed with the construction of this 
project. 

Mr. FORD. I thank the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Army engineers 
did not tell you that. 

Mr. FORD. This project is one of 
those that is absolutely deferrable at the 
present time. The fact that the Bureau 
of the Budget and the Corps of Engi
neers only asked for $100,000 is excellent 
evidence that they are not prepared to 
go ahead and use any construction 
money. The most they could do in the 
year ahead under their own schedule is 
$100,000 for planning. If the Army 
engineers did not request $5,000,000, 
they certainly are not prepared to go 
ahead and spend $5,000,000 to the eco
nomic advantage of the country as a 
whole. 

I would like to say this in conclusion: 
The Corps of Army Engineers have esti
mated that it will cost $179,000,000 to 
construct this project over a period of 8 
or 9 years. A number of competent peo
ple who have gone into the cost of this 
project very thoroughly have come up 
with figures which are considerably 
higher than the .· $179,000,000. These 
estimates reach well over $200,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the House to 
vote against this amendment by the 
.gentleman from Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
JONES]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The money the gen
tleman from Michigan talks about, that 
is asked for planning is the last $100,000 
necessary to complete the planning of 

• 
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this project, but the Army engineers absolutely necessary that we use all the 
said they could easily use $5,000,000 for facilities at our command to insure an 
construction purposes on this project. orderly and continuous flow of war ma-

Mr. ·JONES of Alabama. I thank the terials and the articles necessary for do-
gentleman. mestic commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, in order that we may Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee 
review briefly what has transpired since will accept the amendment offered by 
the authorization of this project in 1946 the gentleman from Mississippi. 
it is necessary for us to examine the gen- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
eral transportation systems that pres- n izes the gentleman from Michigan 

'ently exist throughout our country. [Mr. RABAUT] to close debate on the 
Since 1946 we have increased the num- amendment. 

We had occasion to ascertain our interest 
in this project in October 1950 at the request 
of. Mr. James J. Maloney, of the investigating 
staff of the House Appropriations Commit
tee. We discussed the project at that time 
with our Oak Ridge operations office, and it 
did not appear that the Commission would 
have any particular interest in the construc
tion of the proposed canal as we anticipated 
obtaining little material over the proposed 
route. As you no doubt know, the use of 
natural gas at Oak Ridge has very substan
tially reduced the required coal .shipments 
to Oak Ridge. There have been no develop
ments since last fall which would warrant 
any change in our previous conclusions. 

If there 1s any additional information 
which we can supply, we will be pleased to 
do so. 

Very truly yours, 
M. w. BOYER, 
General !'Janager. 

ber of vehicles on our highways by some Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
45 percent.- Every h ighway, every road, investigation· by the House Committee 
is being taxed to its full limit in the on Appropriations which is still pending 
number of vehicles using them at the was conducted by a staff of two engi
present time. You will recall that last neers, an economist, and ap investigator. 
year we appropriated some $600,000,000 Files of the Corps of Engineers were 
for the continuation of the road system studied. In addition, the site of the 
that you had heretofore seen fit to au- proposed project was visited and nu-
thorize. In addition to that, we have a merous people in the general area of the Mr. Chairman, with this evidence be-
very critical situation existing in the project were interviewed. fore us, and with the cost ratio appearing 
railroad transportation system of this The cost-benefit ratio of this project as it now does after closer study, this 
country. When the National Produc- is not 1 to 1.13, the ratio is 1 to 0.32. project cannot now be justified. I ask 
tion Authority granted DO orders to The total cost of this project is not for a vote on the amendment offered by 
our railroads they gave priorities for $179,000,000 but at least $236,000,000. the gentleman from Mississippi. 
steel in the amount of 9,000 cars per The annual charges will be over The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
month. They stated in the request for $10,500,000. the amendment offered by the gentleman 
those orders that it would be absolutely On the question of iron ore, the dis- from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 
necessary that they produce that num- tance from Venezuela to Baltimore is The amendment was rejected. 
ber to supply the needs of the railroads. slightly less than the distance to Mobile. Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
Up until the present time they have not The rate from the port of entry, Balti- an amendment. 
produced more than 6,000 cars per more, to Pittsburgh by rail is $2.Gl. The The Clerk read as follows: 
month. We are falling behind in the barge rate from Mobile to Pittsburgh Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN: On 
construction of cars to carry out the would be $4.16. page 6, after line 20, insert "for planning 
normal functions of our railroads in When you talk of national . defense for rivers and harbors by the Army engi
addition to carrying the extra burden and talk of atomic energy-I have a neers, $1,000,000." 
that is being imposed upon them by the letter here addressed to our Chief In- Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chair!llan, I ask 
defense preparedness program. vestigator, from the Assistant Secretary unanimous consent that all debate on 

Now let us go back and examine and of Defense, w. J. McNeil: this amendment and all amendments 
see what is taking place in the develop- AssISTANT SECRETARY oF DEFENSE, thereto close in 10 minutes, and that the 
ment of our waterways. On the main Washington, December 26, 1950• committee be recognized for 5 minutes. 
stem of the Mississippi River we have Mr. JAMES J. MALONEY, The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
spent-I mean spent and not author.. Chief Investigative Staff to the request of the gentleman from 
ized-$1,700,000,000 on the navigation Committee on Appropriation, Michigan? 
features that make it feasible for the op- House of Representatives. There was no objection. 
eration of our boats on this stream. We DEAR MR. MALONEY: Reference is made to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
have spent $150,000,000 making the your letter of September 12• 1950• concern- from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] is recog .. 
Tennessee Valley navigable from the ing the interest of the Department of De- nized. 
confluence of the 01i10 to Knoxville, fense in the Tennessee-Tombigbee Canal. Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. The question has been brought to the 
Tenn. We have spent additional mil- attention of all organizational divisions of Chairman, I always hesitate to disagree 
lions on the tributaries to the Mississippi this department which might have such an with my good friend the gentleman from 
including the Ohio. All of these proj- interest and none considers this project as Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. I admire him 
ects are designed and developed to make essential to national defense at this time. for his sincerity, integrity, ~bility, and 
water transportation feasible and eco- Obviously, anything which contributes tq patriotism. In the short time I have 
nomical. This project adds to the tre- the improvement of the economic position been here only some 17 years I know of 

d 1 f th t t · of the United States has a bearing on na- _ ' 'k th t 
men ous va ue o e wa erway rans.. tional defense, but in this regard the proj- . _no Me~ber-and, of course, I now a 
portation systems already constructed ect is not considered to have sufficiently high comparisons are not in ord~r-'Yho has 
in the eastern part of the United States. priority as to warrant military support at · spoken more often for Amer1camsm, for 

This is a fine investment, a wise in.. present. .the welfare of our people, the security of 
vestment in the future economic devel- w. J. McNEIL, this country of ours than has the gentle-
opment of our great country. It- is a tnan from Mississippi. 
resource in which we should invest. It There is a letter on this very project But when he talks about giving this 
Wl·11 be repaid like other waterway trans- . from the Atomic Energy Commission by $100000 t th A . f M. W. Boyer, the General Manager, to • · O o e rmy engmeers or 
portation developments have repaid · ·. the chairman of the full co~mittee, the planning for future public works I just 
~hemselves. ·, ·Honorable CLARENCE CANNON. The let- cannot go along. As I understood him, 

Not only was the report of the Corps -.. ter is as follows: the money was for the purpose of mak-
of Engineers favorable in 1946 when this , ing surveys and for planning future river 
work was authorized but it becomes of UNITED STATES and harbor improvements. I say to my ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION, 
increasing value in relationship to the . Washington, D. c., May 23, 1951, good friend that if the policy of his party 
developments on other tributaries of the : aon. CLARENCE CANNON, or perhaps more accurately the New-
Mississippi River. We authorized the Chairman, House Appropriations Com- : Fair Deal policies and of Secretary of 

' development of the works on the mittee. · Sta~e Acheson continues, we will need 
'Arkansas River and on the Red River. : DEAK MR. CANNON: Mr. Vechery, chief of .- -to plan for more cemeteries than we will 
and the harbor developments down at · the investigating staff, House Appropriations - -improvements to our rivers and harbors. 
New Orleans. As was so well pointed out committee, called our Mr. Kelehan last night : . As General Wedemeyer told the Senate 

and requested that we advise you as to any - · b tt 1 •t · t 
by the gentleman from . Mississippi, interest of the Atomic Energy Commission : co~m1ttee Korea is a . o om ess p1 mo 
these waterway systems are going to be in a project proposed by the Corps of En- ~ . which our men are bemg thrown by the 
further taxed because to carry out the gineers for the construction of the Tombtg- · UN and Acheson and Marshall and to 
program of national defense it will be bee-Tennessee waterway. no purpose. I am sure the gentleman 
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agrees with that and that we ought first 
to do the things which have to do with 
the welfare of our people, the safety 
and the security of our Republic. 

I cannot see the advisability of spend
ing $1,000,000 at this time on planning 
for river and harbor improvements. 
Since when has either the New or the 
Fair Deaf needed to do any planning for 
spending? 

The gentleman's section of our coun
try ever since the Civil War, and espe
cially since the coming in of the New 
Deal-and I do not understand why the 
gentleman is not for the New Deal more 
unless and I am sure that is the situa
tion, it is that he does value the safety 
of the country more than he does the 
material benefits which have fiowed to 
the extent of billions and billions of dol
lars, and I want to compliment the 
gentleman on his service to the South
into the South. I am only afraid that 
he is going to get everything my State 
has, that he is eyen going to take my 
back yard and plant it somewhere down 
there and on it grow cotton after he 
gets the price fixed to suit him. 

Where are we going? Let us call a 
halt. I know the gentleman is in favor 
of economy for this country. If we had 
followed his advice over the years we 
would not be in the fix we are in; we 
would not be in this war had the Con~ 
gress followed him when the repeal of 
the Embargo Act was up in 1939. Am I 
right? 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is en
tirely right. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Sure, I 
am right. 

Mr. RANKIN. On this proposition. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Right 

more often than the gentleman thinks. 
But I shall have to turn him down on 
this one. No hurry about his amend
ment. We will have the Tombigbee 
River with us just as long as the gentle
man is in Congress, and he can ulti
mately take care of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. FORD] is recognized. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, speaking 
in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi I 
should like to call the committee's at
tention to one very, very important fact. 
The Corps of Engineers requested 
$1,000,000, and in justifying their request 
the corps said they wanted the million 
to plan nine projects, the total cost of 
which after the plans were prepared 
would be over $1,300,000,000. If you 
want to stop the construction of these 
projects that will eventually total $1,300,-
000,000 you should cut out the planning 
money of $1 ,000,000. 

Let me add one thing more; according 
to the sheets prepared and submitted by 
the Corps of Engineers to the Civil Func
tions Subcommittee we now have river 
and harbor projects approved, projects 
under way and not finished totaling 
$2 ,900,000,000. That is a substantial 
amount of unfinished work which should 
have funds first. It can be seen we will 
have plenty of work for the Corps of En
gineers to do in the next few years with
out putting in a million dollars in plan
ning money for the spending of an addi
tional $1,300,000,000 in new projects. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman . 
from Michigan [Mr. RABAUT] is recog
nized to close the debate. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, for 
planning rivers and harbors the Corps 
of Engineers had in 1950 $1,285,000; that 
is what they spent. They have for this 
year $3,189,800. Much of these funds 
will be carried into the next year. I 
hope that all who take part in this de
bate today will not undo all the good we 
did in spending huge sums of money in
directly for the national effort, by saying 
things here that are offensive to our 
allies in every part of the world. Let us 
start to look at this thing as a whole. 
After all is said and done, what is done in 
this room is done for America, done for 
us, done for that figure that we represent 
to the entire world, Uncle Sam. Let us 
not be injecting every other piece of leg
islation because we are dealing with the 
home problem today. The home prob
lem is one thing; the problem at the 
office is another. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair .. 
man, will the· gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I want to 
point out to the gentleman from Michi
gan that one of the projects which of 
the nine were included for planning in 
the amount of a million dollars has never 
been authorized by this Congress. There 
is $150,000 out of the $1,000,000 for a 
project that the Congress has never 
given its approval to. 

Secondly, our biggest trouble in at
tempting to intelligently evaluate these 
requests for funds for these projects has 
been due to the fact that in many cases 
the authorizations are four or five years 
old and the plants have not been brought 
up to date with respect to the amount of 
money that will be required. 

Our subcommittee felt that the intel· 
ligent and the proper thing to do is to 
require the Engineers to consolidate 
their planning and theil' thinking on the 
projects which have had some planning 
done on them, some of these 413 projects 
that are pending at the present time, 
before we enlarge the field and scatter 
buckshot all over the country. 

Mr. RABAUT. Let the Members of 
the House recall that I just told them 
they have over $3,000,000 at the present 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. RANKIN) there 
were-ayes 23, noes 95. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. GREENWOOD? 

Page 5, line 21, strike out "$162,860,500" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$163,088,500: Provided, 
That not to exceed $228,000 shall be available 
for Fire Island Inlet, New York." 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 
cannot help but think as I listened to the 
testimony and tribute to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. KERR] that if 
it were sent out to all the schools of these 
United States as an example of civic duty 
it would do more good than many civic 

lessons I have heard and have taught. 
I wish the Members would spread this in
formation in their own communities as 
to the valuable work the Members of this 
House are doing in Washington. 

I am in full accord with the intense 
desire and determination of the Members 
of the House to economize, as my votes 
in this session have already shown, yet, 
there are cases which, in the minds of 
the people of certain localities, and I be
lieve in the minds of the committee which 
heard the arguments 011 this civil func
tions appropriations bill, are pertinent to 
the cost of living as well as to the defense 
program. 

Under this category comes, what we on 
Long Island, call the Fire Island Inlet 
project, that is the dredging or opening 
of the channel from the Atlantic Ocean 
to the Great South Bay Shore of Long 
Island, the only coast line of the State of 
New York. This project, for which $228,-
0JO has been requested, is essential for 
defense and also for the preservation of 
our civilia:!l economy. 

We must save our extensive shellfish 
industry, our fishing industry, our boat
building industry, our shipping industry, 
by which fuel oil, coal, feed are trans
ported by tanker rather than by road. 
I would like to tell the Members that 
the tankers that are passing through 
the Fire Island Inlet today are only able 
to load 50 percent of their capacity. In 
regard to our production on Long Island, 
it is no playhouse. Long Island is no 
longer a playhouse locality; it is a place 
of industry. The population in my dis
trict has grown in 10 years from 270,-
000 to 440,000. We produce on Long Is
land 12,000,000 pounds of Long Island 
ducks. We produce 12,000,000 pounds of 
fish and shellfish and 15,000,000 pounds 
of oysters and clams, 74,000,000 pounds 
of cauliflower and 750,000,000 pounds of 
potatoes. From those figures it is ob
vious that the Fire Island Inlet is an im
portant avenue of transportation to and 
from this important section of Long 
Island. We have a great number of de
fense plants on Long Island, including . 
the Brookhaven Laboratory in which the 
Government has sunk millions upon mil
lions of dollars. We have also, as you 
know, the Grumman plant and the Re
public plant and other plants as well. 

Equally important, if not even more 
vital, are the defense aspects of this 
project. The Coast Guard station, main
tained at great public expense, at the 
inlet would be ineffective, unless this im
provement is made, in going to the as
sistance of any disasters occurring in 
what is known as a graveyard in the At
lantic Ocean, off the coast of Long Is
land, and into the harbor of New York. 

Also, in the case of atomic bombing, 
the millions of people in the city of New 
York, would, if they could, teem out of 
the city, They would be blocked in their 
escape on the roads already conjested. 
If the bridges were bombed, there could 
be only one avenue of escape, and that 
would be by water transportation. · 

The Fire Island Inlet project, which 
involves only the sum of $228,000, should, 
in my estimation, not have been left out 
of the bill, and I hope that some way 
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can be found to include it in this legisla .. 
tion. In my mind it meets the Presi· 
dent's criteria of being necessary for de· 
fense and for the maintenance of essen· 
tial civilian economy. 

This is not a new problem. Work was 
done on the Fire Island Inlet about 10 
years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that politically 
it is unwise for me to take this step, but 
I recognize at this time we must put aside 
political considerations. My deep and 
genuine affection for the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GREEN· 
woonl would prompt me, normally,' to 
attempt to agree to his amendment. I 
recognize, and so do my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, how diligent he 
has been, yes, and how persistent he has 
been in attempting to get this subcom· 
mittee to approve his project. I know, 
too, politically, that he comes from a 
district whe:::-e it would be to the ad· 
vantage of my own party if this could be 
achieved. But, I respectfully submit to 
this House that political considerations 
and personal friendships must be put 
aside when we are dealing with a bill 
amounting to over $514,000,000. No 
budget estimate has been made for this 
project. The engineers requested no . 
funds for it. 

We have set up a test that we thought 
was fair to the people of the entire coun .. 
try, that no new projects, no unbudgeted 
items, would be considered. If a budget 
estimate is obtained, I would . be happy 
to assist the gentleman to have the item 
added in the other body. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GREENWOOD] is 
working toward this end. It is with some 
reluctance that I oppose this amendment 
and ask that it be voted down . . 

The grave danger in adopting an 
amendment of this character, although 
it calls for only $228,000, is that you are 
faced with $13,000,000,000 of expendi· 
tures once you make an exception. 
There is $5,300,000,000 now under con· 
struction, $4,000,000,000 in the planning 
stage, and over $3,000,000,000 authorized 
but not started in the line of construe· 
tion. So I say that while this amount 
may be small, while there is a crying 
need for the improvement, and while the 

-gentleman from New York has been most 
diligent, yet we must live up to the tests 
heretofore stated, without exception. 
This bill will have a sound budgetary 
effect on our national economy. I must 
reluctantly, nevertheless sincerely, OP· 
pose this amendment. I ask that it be 
voted down. 
1 Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

I Mr. McGRATH. I yield. · 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. The very 

commendable attitude which the gen
tleman from New York has exhibited on 
this amendment prevailed through the 
entire discussion and the marking-up of 
this bill in the subcommittee. -
· Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 
· Mr. Chairman, no one is more aware 
of the dramatic need for economy with 
_\\'hlch this country is faced than am I. 

Our pe-ople are already carrying a heavy 
tax load and are soon to be asked to add 
to their burden. It follows that as a. 
Congress we must not impose upon them 
national expenditures that are not a. 
definite part of a clear-cut defense pro· 
gram-that do not fit into the long. 
range picture of a strong and imp reg .. 
nable United states. But the people 
expect us to see to it that defense is 
adequately planned for and carried out. 

Probably none of the subcommittees 
of the great Appropriations Committee 
has a more difficult task than that deal
ing with the civil functions of the Army, 
whose program we have been consider· 
ing for several days. Under the very 
able leadership of the distinguished gen· 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. KERR]. 
its work could well be a pattern for 
us all. 

It has been my fortune to appear be
fore them on various occasions. Always 
well inf armed on the matters under dis· 
cussion, they draw from those testifying 
the heart of the matters involved. No 
one could question the conscientiousness 
of their study of the facts as presented 
nor their desire to see imperative work 
done. Upon them lies the burden of 
weighing one project against another 
and the final increasingly difficult choice. -

One of the budgeted projects elimi· 
nated this year by the committee is 
that of the long-authorized and steadily 
progressing work on· the Cleveland 
Harbor. 

-I had thought that no one need be 
reminded that our steel output is the 
yardstick by which we measure our eff ec
tiveness in all our other production, both 
defense and nondefense. Yet, with the 
Cleveland area being called upon by the 
Nation to produce more and yet more 
steel for the defense plants, no provision 
is being made here for making possible 
the delivery of the extra ton!"_age of ores 
that are and will be increasingly needed 
to produce that steel. 

Cleveland has only 1 percent of the 
Nation's population. Yet it accounts for 
2 percent of the Nation's industrial pro .. 
duction. It is preparing to do more. 
Two of our big steel plants are at this 
moment carrying out expansion pro
grams which will cost between $100,000,-
000 and $130,000,000. The Ford · Motor 
Co. is building the largest foundry in 
the world there. How are they to be 
supplied if the harbor and the river will 
accommodate only the smaller boats, 
which are years out of date, and will 
not adequately carry the larger. more 
emcient new-type ore boats? 

Nor is this all, Mr. Chairman. Cleve
land is an important point for trans· 
shipping of ores · and materials· to 
Youngstown and other points to the 
south. A bottleneck in this harbor 
means a bottleneck in many, many 
other plants. We cannot afford to risk 
such .a tie-up at this point in our defense 
program. 

Cleveland Harbor last year handled 
nearly 15,000,000 tons of ore and lime
stone. Under the steel expansion pro
grams I mentioned, it will be expected 
to carry 2,500,000 tons more than that 
in the coming year. Our national steel 
program will be seriously hindered if the 
harbor is unable to accommodate this 

added traffic when these new facilities 
begin to function. 

Let me remind you. that the work on 
the Cleveland Harbor has gone forward 
under provisions set forth in Public Law 
647 of the Seventy-sixth Congress set
ting up provisions for the relocation of 
certain bridges and roads and some 
channel work. This is a joint operation 
by the railroads, the Federal Govern
ment, and the city of Cleveland. The 
city has spent some $12,000,000 on its 
part of the project, the Federal Govern-

-ment has spent $3,667,900, and the rail
roads stand ready with their share as 
soon as the work progresses to that 
point. 

Mr. Chairman, steel is the crux of our 
national defense program. Without a 
constant increase in our production of 
steel there cannot be the machine tools 
and all the other devices that mean sup
plies and equipment for our Air Force, 
our Navy, and our indispensable armies. 
Without a constantly increasing supply 
of ore and other needed materials, foun
dries, furnact>.s, and mills cannot produce 
steel. 

Through the Cleveland Harbor must 
flow the ore required by the huge fac
tories of the Cuyahoga Valley as well as 
mills in Youngstown and Pittsburgh. To 
meet the national need, such great com
panies as the Republic ·steel, Jones & 
Laughlin, are spending hundreds of mil
lions of dollars on new plants. Ford is 
in process of putting up what will be 
the largest foundry in the world in con .. 
nection with its new Cleveland plant. 
Their needs must be met. 

The program as set up in the Seventy. 
sixth Congress wc.uld meet the situa
tion. Unfortunately the timing has been 
seriously slowed down by the cuts re .. 
-cently made. No one can estimate the 
liarm th~t may result from the elimina
tion of all Federal moneys this year, for 
it -will not become dramatic until the 
interference with the steel production 
program contemplated by the tremen
dously enlarged mill capacity evidences 
itself. 

I wish it were possible for the Mem
bers of this House to see for themselves 
what goes on. I wish you· could see the 
new ore boats being gentled arounj the 
curves and under the old bridges with 
only a few inches tO spare. Only the 
most skillful of captains could manage, 
But even these cannot prevent the over
hang of these new vessels from turning 
over boxcars and parked automobiles. 
The time involved in getting these big 
boats to the docks, the waiting vessels 
1ri the harbor and the great furnace up .. 
river waiting for the ore would be im· 
pressive to you-particularly if you could 
project yourselves 1year,2 years, 3 years 
ahead with the country 'clamoring for 
more steel and more steel. 

Mr. Chairman, I bring this to the at·
tention of the House today because I 
understand every effort will be made in 
the other body to reinstate the budget
ed $1,-000,000 which has been deleted 
here. It is my earnest hope that this 
effort may be successful and that when 
the matter goes to conference the House 
conferees will agree to this im:portant 
defense appropriation. 
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Mr. REED of New York. Mr .. Chair

man, will the gentlewoman yield? 
Mrs. BOLTON. I yield. 
Mr. REED of New York. My brothers 

were navigators. They were masters of 
the largest steel ships on the Great 
Lakes. They have told me repeatedly of 
the importance of the very improve
ments which the gentlewoman is now 
expressing, and surely if they are impor
tant in times of peace, they are much 
more important in time of war. 

Mrs. BOLTON. I thank the gentle .. 
man. His contribution is most helpful. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. GREENWOOD]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. ~EIN) there 
were-ayes 30, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise to support the 

argument made by my distinguished col
league, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
[Mrs. BOLTON]. 

I want to point out just as strongly 
as I can that the elimination of the 
bridg·es which are interfering with navi
gation on the Cuyahoga River is most 
vital to the present and future industry 
of Cleveland, particularly our iron, steel, 
and ore industries. The transportation 
of ore is rapidly going to the larger size 
boats, which are materially more eco .. 
nomical than the smaller boats. The 
small boats are rapidly being taken out 
of the ore trade, and as this continues, 
the s·ecurity of the iron and steel in
dustry along the river is naturally 
threaten ed. 

I am sure that you appreciate this 
trend, and also appreciate what the re
placement of these bridges means to the 
industrial life of Cleveland. I am fully 
familiar-and I think those of you here 
who are interested in this project are 
in agreement with-in fact, commend 
the efforts being made to reduce Gov .. 
ernment expenditures; and if this ex .. 
penditure were in the category which 
could be delayed without affecting the 
industrial life of Cleveland, as well as the 
present defense effort, we would not . be 
urging this matter upon you. Because 
of the fact that it is so important to 
our industrial life here, we do feel jus .. 
tified in asking that every effort be made 
to include this appropriation of $5,000, .. 
000 in this year's budget. 

This improvement has been acknowl
edged as necessary . by the Army engi;. 
neers and by every recognized authority. 
Such outstanding industries as Republic 
Steel Co., Midland Steel, the American 
Steel & Wire Co., the Ford Motor Co., and 
many other industr~al plants. As a re
sult of this bottleneck, production and 
transportation lias been hampered tre
mendously. 

I hope that when this bill comes back 
from the Senate the conferees will find 
some way of providing the money for 
this project. I am not offering an 
amendment. I ain simply supporting the 
argument made by the gentlewoman 
from Ohio [Mrs. BOLTON], calling it to 
your ·attention. I trust that when the · 

. other body considers this project it will 

include the Cleveland Harbor improve .. 
ment, and I hope the conferees on the 
part of the House will support this most 
worthy expenditure. 

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word, and I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of 
order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Chairman, may I 

take a few minutes to warn my col
leagues of a perilous situation in Italy 
which can endanger our whole Euro .. 
pean-defense program. 

We have just received the returns of 
the elections in Italy. The New York 
Times and all of our newspapers report 
gains for the pro-Soviet parties and a 
considerable decrease in strength of the 
anti-Communist coalition. 

Mind you, of the 6,563,000 ballots 
cast in the provincial elections, the 
left Socialist-Communist bloc received 
2,530,000 votes, or 38.5 percent, compared 
to 36 percent in the same provinces in 
1948 when America went all out to assist 
the anti-Communist forces. I remember 
that election fully well, because I per
sonally caused to be sent a quarter of 
a million letters to Italy which prompted 
the New York Times at that time to 
call me the one-man crusader to destroy 
communism in Italy. 

We also noted in this election of 1951 
the rise of another party, the Social 
Movement Party-MSI-which received 
125,000 votes. I have it on pretty good 
information that this party is Commu
nist-inspired and appeals to former 
Fascists who could not be induced to 
follow the Communist label. It is just 
another front to attack the Democratic .. 
Christian Party of Premier de Gasperi. 

Now, why these gains-in spite of our 
aid to Italy through ECA program? 

The reason lies in the unjust Italian 
peace treaty signed at Paris on Febru
ary 10, 1947. 

Under the terms of that treaty, Italy's 
armed forces which in 1938 totaled al
most 8,000,000 men, including reserves, 
were reduced to 250,000 men. 

Besides Italy is required to pay eco .. · 
nomic reparations to Soviet Russia, 
Yugoslavia, Greece, and Abyssinia. 
There are other unconscionable provi .. 
sions of the treaty which I shall not 
discuss now. But it does seem to me 
that, by these two provisions alone, we 
are tying the hand of Italy to properly 
def end her borders and to protect her .. 
self internally. 

The Communists certainly had plenty 
of ammunition to throw at the . voters 
when they told them that in the con
templated treaties with Japan and 
Western Germany that there would .be 
no economic reparations and no limita
tions on rearming these two countries. 

It was recalled that Italy was a co
belligerent with the western allies from 
September 1943, when the armistice was 
signed and that she helped materially 
in defeating Japan and Germany. 

It was further recalled that prior to 
to this armistice and prior to the land
ing ·of allied troops in Italy, the United 

States made a pledge to the Italian peo
ple by radio and leaflets that the sov
ereignty of Italy would be maintained. 

How can this be done with an army 
of only 250,000, while at the same time 
she is required to pay reparations to 
Russia to build up her war potential, 
which some day might easily spell doom 
for Italy and the other western allies. 
I am afraid that the situation in Italy 
and in Europe is being completely over
looked and that we are being blinded by 
the Korean crisis. I beg of you, ladies 
and gentlemen, both Democrats and Re
publicans, do not let our country become 
so completely lost in Asia that we will 
open the doors wide for Russia to con
quer Europe without any measurable 
resistance. 

You know the trouble we have been 
experiencing to get France and England 
to organize divisions to aid Western 
Europe to defend itself. 

Here we have a Christian country, 
which at heart will never become · com
munistic, pleading with us to help it 
organize an army and navy of more than 
3,000,000 men to help defend not only 
Italy, but all of Europe, and we keep on 
lending a deaf fear to her pleas. 

Our American people have made it 
clear in no uncertain terms that they 
do not want to. fight other people's 
battles all alone. 

Italian soldiers want to fight side by 
side with our own boys. Is not it the 
height of folly not to permit them to 
do so? 

You think Korea is important. It is. 
But I say to you that the Mediterranean 
is far more important. And do you know 
who controls Italy's main Mediterranean 
naval bases? Taranto and Spezia, as 
well as Leghorn and Brindisi-the 
Leftist. 

I say to you-unstrap Italy's hands. 
Give her a fair treaty now when the 
danger is greatest before she becomes 
further strapped . by the Communists 
that she can no longer be of any help. 

Form now in the Mediterranean a 
strong Mediterranean Pact with the 
countries there-Turkey, Spain, Greece, 
and Italy. 

Admit Italy to the United Nations. 
Let her stand side by side with the 
United States, which every p~rson with 
real Italian blood loves so well, and as 
sure as there is a God above, the forces 
of freedom will conquer the diabolical 
forces of communism. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BUTLER: Page 

5, line 21, strike out "$162,860,500" and insert 
"$163,165,500, of which $305,000 shall be avail-. 
able for the deepening of Buffalo Harbor." 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, this is 
not a new projec.t; it is an old one; they 
have been working on this for years, re
ceiving just a little bit at a time. Origi-

. nally it was a $16,000,000 project, but · 
of this $9,000,000 is still to be done, so I 
am not · asking for anything new. All I 
want is something old. The deepening 

. of this river harbor will in my opiniori 
be a great help in the defense effort of 
this country. We have to go up r.i-1er 
to the plant of the Republic Steel Co., 
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·and in the inner harbor we have the 
Bethlehem Steel plant, which latest re
ports I get show to be the third largest 
steel plant in the country. 

The $305,000 which originally was ln 
the budget request has been stricken out. 
All I am asking is to have restored the 
$305,000. At the present time we have 
the following situation up there: They 

. were blasting under the river getting 
some of this rock ledge out and they dis
turbed the foundation of one of our 
bridges. We would like to get the $305,-
000 so that we can take care of this 
bridge. We do not want to repair the 
bridge, then have them blast in the same 
area again and damage the bridge. It is 
going to cost Buffalo $125,000 to repair 
the bridge. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. Was this item strick
en out by the committee or was it st1icken 
out or left out by the budget? 

Mr. BUTLER. It was left out by the 
committee. 

Mr. DONDERO. It was in the budget 
as an item? · 

Mr. BUTLER. That is right. . All I 
am asking is to restore the $305,000 so 
that we can continue .with our defense 
movement and help get the ore to the 
steel plants and the steel back out to the 
fabricators who need it. 

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I take this time to com
mend the Appropriations Committee for 
their action in again refusing to ap
propriate sums for construction of Ice 
Harbor Dam. 

This is a dam which would have little 
or no value from either a navigation or 
a power standpoint but would do irrepar
able damage to the salmon industry. I 
wish to point out that while · the com
mittee was asked to appropriate only 
$4,000,000 to start this dam that the en
tire project would total about $400,000,-
000, as it would be necessary to construct 
not only Ice Harbor but three other 
dams, namely, Lower Monumental, Little 
Goose, and Lower Granite. In other 
words, the attempt to obtain the $4,000,-
000 appropriation this year was merely a 
foot in the door to obtain over a period 
of time the necessary $400,000,000 to 
complete the project. A competent au
thority indicates that the construction of 
any of these dams would eliminate 75 
percent of the salmon runs in the Co
lumbia River. This would happen, of 
course, because the extensive spawning 
grounds in the Snake River would be 
completely blocked off. The salmon
fishing industry is a very important one. 
The Columbia River salmon-fishery re
source, according to published reports of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, produces an annual revenue of 
$17 ,440,000 per year. This figure is based 
upon the first processing level for the 
commercial pack which is credited with 
an annual revenue of $13,800,000 a year,, 
This figure should be appreciated 30 per
cent to reflect the final value of this pack 
at retain level, thus bringing the total 
annual return from the resource to $21,-
500,!>00 a year. If this revenue is calcu- . 

lated on the basi$ of· a 4-percent return, barrier between the south outer harb01' 
it reflects a capital value of $537 ,500,000. and the north outer harbor so that much 
This resource has been utilized for almost· of the available depth in the north and 
a century, and in that period has pro- south outer harbors cannot be· used for 
duced well over a billion dollars in new transportation, loading, and so forth. 
values. Buffalo is one of the largest traffic har-

There has been a contention made that bars on the Great Lakes and, as Colonel 
this dam was very necessary for upper Potter testified before the subcommittee, 
Columbia River navigation but this ar- the commerce haul is practically the 
gument, of course, is out of the window same as the foreign commerce of Balti
since the completion of a pipeline from more and actually, I believe, is in excess 
f>alt Lake City into this area. The only thereof. Almost 20,000,000 tons in re
justification I have ever heard for the ceipts and shipments annually. 
navigation feature of the project involved The commerce consists principally of 
these oil shipments, and th::i.t, of course, grain, iron ore, limestone, and petro
is no longer of consequence. leum-all vitally needed in our defense 

As far as the power feature is con- effort, and yet because ore ships have 
cerned, the amount produced by Ice Har- a draft in the · neighborhood of 24 feet, 
bor is negligible compared with that of' much of the Buffalo Harbor is inaccessi
Chief Joseph, Hungry Horse, McNary, ble to them, if they are to be fully loaded, 
and other dams soon to come into pro- and certainly now when time is of the 
duction. essence, we want our ships fully loaded. 

It is my hope that this project has been Through the port of Buffalo go many 
killed, once and fOr all, but I presume items needed in the West for the pro
that, as usual, the proponents will be duction of finished defense items, and 
back here asking for an appropriation though the port of Buffalo go many of 
next year and I hope that the House and these defense items when they are fin
the committee will again take the same ished, and if you cripple the facilities 
action they have taken on this bill. of the port of Buffalo, you cripple the 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask contribution of the Great Lakes and all 
unanimous consent that all debate on the p.orts thereon to the general defense 
the pending amendment and all amend- effort. It is only common sense that 
ments thereto close in 10 minutes. the port facilities in Buffalo should be 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection comparable to the port facilities of 
to the request of the gentleman from Cleveland, Detroit, Duluth, and other 
Michigan? cities on the Great Lakes so all commerce 

There· was no objection. can :flow unhampered across the Great 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- Lakes in both directions at full capacity. 

nizes the gentleman from New York we are spending millions and millions 
CMr. MILLER]· to build railroads for Britain in Africa 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. and have spent millions to rehabilitate 
Chairman, I rise in support of this the transportation systems of other na
amendment for one very simple reason. tions. It seems that we can export, 
Although I have been always on the side through bills passed on the :floor of this 
of economy during my short tenure in House, billions in materials and dollars 
this House, I do not believe, and cannot for the welfare of other people but one 
believe, that the elimination of this rec- thing we will never be able to export 
oml!lended sum of $305,000 for project is the commodity known as Americanism 
work in the port of Buffalo is on the side because we apparently have not enough 
of economy. to give to our own people. The only 

It is not because I am ·one of those economies come in the crippling of our 
who favor reductions in appropriations own natural resow·ces, our transporta
in all things and everything except .for economics came in the crippling of our 
those things coming directly into my dis- own people. 
trict but I am for this amendment. Re- The more than $4,000,000 spent to date 
gardless of the geographical allocation of on this project in Buffalo will have been 
the funds to be spent, I sincerely try to of little use unless this project is at 
always apply the test that if it is not least extended to include the small item 
good generally for America, it is not good asked in this amendment so as to utilize 
for me· or the people of my district. t t f 
However the total estimated costs of the all the facilities in the ou er por s o 
authorized projects for the improvement Buffalo just to the simple extent that 
of Buffalo Harbor made some six or we shall have water deep enough to load 
seven years ago is $l6,146,000, of which the boats and room enough to tie them 
only $4,623,000 have been provided to. up. 
date. I realize and understand that part Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
of the project includes·works to be done man, will the gentleman yield? 
up the river, which probably are not Mr. MILLER of New York. I yield to 
and should not be done in the immediate the gentleman from New York. 
future because of the present emergency. Mr. REED of New York. We must 

But I am asking support for the allo- not overlook the fact that Buffalo is one 
cation of only $305,000, $250,000 of which of the greatest ports on the Great Lakes. 
is to be provided for entrance improve- Buffalo also has two of the most out
ments near the south end of the outer standing steel mills in this country. 
harbor and for deepening a portion of There are no steel mills in the United 
the south outer harbor to 23 feet and States that are more important to our 
$50,000 to remove shoals at the south national defense than those located in 
entrance. Buffalo, N. Y. This item should be put 

The areas proposed to be dredged have in. I am sure if the committee really 
available a depth of only from 11 to 14 understood the situation so far as this 
feet and thus form an unsurpassable _ great harbor is concerned and the need 
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for the improvement, the item would be 
put back in the bill. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. I thank the 
gentleman for his contribution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. OSTERTAG], 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, al
th'1ugh I take second place to no one in 
this House in a desire to retrench in the 
cost of government, to eliminating waste 
and extravagance, I feel compelled to 
rise to support this amendment because 
I do not think it is in the interest of 
economy or our national defense not to 
support or pass this amendment. 

As the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] has just pointed out, this minor 
item of $305,000 was requested by the 
engineers and the Bureau of the Budget. 
It only increases this project from 29 to 
31 percent, and it is not a case of start
ing a new project. It is a case cf deep
ening the harbor and removing the 
shoals. And, as the point has well been 
taken, this project is in the interest of 
our national defense and in the interest 
of the economy of our country. 

While I am on my feet, I would like 
to commend the subcommittee for the 
fine work they have done, and I should 
like to call the attention of the House 
at this time to the report of the com
mittee on page 2, where they say: 

At the present time the corps has under 
construction 413 river and harbor and flood
control projects involving a total estimated 
Faderal cost in excess of $5,300,000,000. Fur
thermore, many of the projects for which 
planning funds have been requested were 
authorized a number of years ago. The 
economy of this country is a live and chang
ing force. Transportation patterns have 
changed. Emphasis as to types of structures 
and locations h ave changed. Accordingly, 
the committee suggests that the Corps of 
Engineers m ake an economic reevaluation 
from a national standpoint of all projects 
presently in the planning stage with a view 
to effecting greater economies and a better 
integrated national program. 

I should like to raise this question 
with the committee: What assurance 
have we in this House that such a survey 
or reevaluation would be made as to the 
importance of these projects, both as to 
those that are authorized and those 
projects that are planned, so that we 
can deal with these matters intelligently? 
If the committee has no such assurance. 
I think legislation should be introduced 
to bring about that end. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this 
Buffalo Harbor amendment deals with a 
budget estimate of $305,000. ·It is not 
easy for me to oppose this amendment, 
but I want to read to you just what this 
stands for. I recognize the position of 
the Members from the area and I com
mend them for their· devotion to their 
people and their projects. 

This project is in its initial stage, being 
only approximately 29 percent com
pleted. The funds requested for fiscal 
1952 allow for new starts-get that-new 
starts within the project. According to 
Colonel Potter's testimony the funds will 
be for minor works. "Minor works" is a 
quote from his own statement. 

·It is recommended that the entire 
amount be deleted until such time as the 
Engineers believe it desirable to go ahead 
with the major portion of the work which 
would allow for the economic justifi
cation of the project. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

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

Mr. OSTERTAG. At this point I 
should like to have an answer to the 
question I raised as to what assurance 
the House has as to revaluation of those 
projects, those authorized and those 
planned. 

Mr. RABAUT. The committee has 
recommended that to the engineers, and 
we are making more studies on it at the 
present time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I concur in 

what the gentleman from Michigan has 
said, that last year substantial funds 
were provided for the northerly entrance, 
and that was almost completely cleared 
t:p, as I understand. The southerly 
entrance was used to a great extent for 
part-time purposes because of the inade
quacy of the northern channel. That 
does not seem to prevail any more. 
This can be deferred, inasmuch as it is 
a new portion of an over-all project, 
until an appropriate time for the expen
diture of funds. 

Mr. RABAUT. I refer those who are 
interested to the testimony on·page 173. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of New York. Do I un

derstand the gentleman quoted the testi
mony of Colonel Potter to the effect that 
he recommended that this sum of $305,-
000 be deferred until such future time as 
the whole project can be completed? 

Mr. RABAUT. No; I did not say that 
at all. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Was not 
the testimony of Colonel Potter to the 
effect that he did favor the expenditure 
of this sum? 

Mr. RABAUT. The testimony of 
Colonel Potter is right here on page 173. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. It was to 
the effect that he supported the expendi
ture. 

Mr. RABAUT. That is what he came 
before the committee for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Yorlc. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. MILLER of New 
York) there were-ayes 24, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, down in western Okla

homa we have had three very serious 
:floods in the last 3 weeks. As much rain 
has fallen in 6 days of these last 3 weeks 
as ordinarily falls in 6 months. It has 
done untold millions of dollars of damage, 

It had been my intention to offer an 
amendment at this time, but I have 
talked with the acting chairman of the 
subcommittee, the gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. RABAUT], and he has in
formed me that section 205 funds pro
vide $1,000,000 which would be available 
for projects not specifically authorized, 
with a limitation of $150,000 on each 
local emergency; further, that there was 
an emergency flood-control fund of per
haps $3,000,000 remaining in this fiscal 
year of the $6,000,000 that was available 
during the hearings; further, in the 
pending bill providing for the next fiscal 
year, H. R. 4386, on page 7, lines 18 to 
23, there is provision for $7,000,000 of 
"flood control, general <emergency 
fund) " funds. I would like to make 
inquiry of the gentleman from. Michigan 
if these statements are true? 

Mr. RABAUT. That is true. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. I thank the 

gentleman, and I hope that the United 
States engineers and those in charge of 
spending this money when it is made 
available will take care of this area in 
western Oklahoma. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am taking the floor 
today not to offer an amendment. I am 
not here to seel{ additional funds for my 
district. I wish to compliment the com
mittee, and particularly the two distin
guished young gentlemen on the minor
ity side, the gentl3man from Michigan, 
JERRY FoRn, and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, .GLENN DAVIS, who have done 
such a magnificent job of giving sym
pathy and little money to persons re
questing additional funds. I am most 
appreciative, however, of the considera
tion the committee has given to Sault 
Ste. Marie in providing funds to com
plete the hydroelectric power project in 
the St. Marys River. That project is 
nearing completion. It will mean a 
great deal to the upper peninsula of the 
State of Michigan and will provide them 
with the-power which they so badly need. 
I am particularly pleased with the com
mittee's report. It recommends that 
the old power plant be retained. That 
is the feature which I am sure will bol
ster the hands of the engineers in keep
ing the old power plant in operation in 
order to provide the additional power 
needed to take care of this emergency 
and possible future emergencies. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. What I think my 

able colleague means is to retain one 
unit in the old powerhouse in order to 
have that available to provide the nec
essary power with a new powerhouse to 
take care of the needs. 

Mr. POTTER. Yes; unit No. 10 is 
about the only unit of any value in the 
old power plant. 

Mr. DONDERO. I will say to the gen
tleman that the Committee on Public 
.Works was there. 

Mr. POTTER. I can assure that the 
committee had a very gracious time; the 
people in Sault Ste. Marie are most 
friendly and were very happy to have 
had the gentleman's committee visit 
their city. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like at this 
time to emphasize to the committee that 
many Members of the Congress have 
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appeared in the well and asked for funds Pennsylvania has practically completed for $1,000,000; the reduction was 
for rivers and harbors projects which 90 percent of its job. They first caused $900,000. 
affect their own districts. These are over 37 collieries on the upper branches This is virtually a new start since th,, 
trying times, t imes when we m:ist do of the Schuylkill River to build silt Corps of Engineers did not allocate fund::. 
everything possible to have some econo- basins so that the water being dis- ~: for the project in fiscal year 1951 despite 
my in Government. We are going to be charged into the river at the present the fact that the House allowed· $2,500,
asked next weelc to pass on a tax bill time is clean and pure water. The State 000, and the Senate raised it to $3,500,000. 
which will dig further into the pockets also agreed to dredge out an estimated That is the story in a few words. 
of the taxpayers of this country. When 24,000,000 tons of culm deposits in the Mr. DA VIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
sacrifices are made by men who are river above Norristown at a cost of man, will the gentleman yield? 
fighting in Korea, and when sacrifices $35,000,000. This has been 90 per- .. Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
are made by the taxpayers who will have cent completed. On the other hand, ·.· ' Mr. DAVIS · of Wisconsin. I just 
to dig deeper into their pockets, we also the Federal Government agreed that wanted to add to what the gentlem&.n 
must make sacrifices with respect to when Pennsylvania had completed one- from Michigan has said, that there is no 
projects which are very desirable and half of its work they would then go to question but what the Federal Govern
which many of us wouid like to have. work and dig out of the Schuylkill River ment is going to have to contribute at 
I might mention that my congressional 12,000,000 tons of silt between Norris- some time, but that does not mean that 
district, the Eleventh Congressional Dis- town and Fairmont Dam, at a cost of this obligation of the Federal Govern
trict of the State of Michigan, which has approximately $12,000,000. ment h~s to be handled in the next fiscal 
the longest coast line of any district in This year the Bureau of the Budget year at this critical time any more than 
the United States, has three harbor and the Army engineers agreed that other obligatious of the Federal Goveru
projects which have been authorized. $1,900,000 of this money would be ex- ment are going to all have to be ful
Yet with the emergency that exists I pended for that purpose. Nevertheless, filled in this year. Last year it was de
did not feel I could go before the com- in spite of that agreement, the Appro- f~rred . a year: Today our condition 
mittee and ask for funds for those proj- priations Committee took out one-half either mternat1onally or fiscally cannot 
ects. I did not feel that I could today of the agreed sum, namely $900,000, and be said to be .any better than it was ·a 
offer an amendment to provide those that is what we would like restored. year ago. This matter was deferred by 
funds. Although the amount of money . The Schuylkill River just south of th.e Army e.ngineers. At that ti~e it 
is s~all, the total amount for ti:ie~e three University Bridge 1s a navigable river. might be. said that there was .cons1der
pr0Jects involves less than a milllon dol- There are many business firms the .At- able feeling on our subcommittee that 
lars, nevertheless in these times we c.an- _ ~ !antic Refining co., the Gulf oil co., the this entire thing could be deferred for 
not afford to spend money of that kmd. ~ Allied Chemical division of the Barrett another year, but because the State of 
Howe.ver, I wish to warn the committee co., and many other plants have ships ~ennsylvania has done so much here at 
that if we should ever get bac~ to nor- · coming up the river for the purpose of its own expense ~e felt that we ought to 
n;ialcy. and we are no longer m a w~r carrying out those industries. What show the ~ood fa~th of the F~deral G?v
s1t~at1on, you can be ve~ sur~ I will . happened? Every time we have a storm ernment m keepmg the proJect movmg 
be m constant communication with you. in Philadelphia approximately 100 000 to some extent. There was a compro
I k~ow the co~~ttee .~ill be ve!Y ~air, tons of silt are washed over the F~ir- mise in the subcommittee to the extent 
as ~t alway~ IS, m gi~ng ~entonous mont Dam and slowly that navigable of $l,OOO,OOO. . . 
proJects their full considera~ion. part of the river is being brought to a The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
.. Th.ere are three small proJe~ts in my point where perhaps the ships will not the amendment off ere~ by the gentle
c.1str~ct.; one a:t Grande Ma!a1s, one at be able to go up the river. That means man from Pennsylvama .. 
Mamstique, Mich., and ~ne m my home that those plants will not have the right The amendment was reJected. 
town, Cheboygan, on which work should to bring water transportation to their The Clerk read as follows: 
be done. As a matt~r of. fact, the main- plants. FLoon coNTRoL 
tena:nce wor~ that IS bemg done now ~s Also down at Girard Point where we Flood control, general: For expenses neces· 
C?stmg c.onsiderable money .. The add1- have some of the largest grain elevators 11ary !or the construction and maintenance 
ti~:mal harbo~ work auth~nzed by tI:ie in the world on the Schuylkill River, Df certain public works on rivers and harbors 
~1sdom. of this Congress ~Ill greatly aid there are many ships that might find it !or flood control, and for other purposes, 1n 
m cuttmg down the mamtenance ex- i·mpracti'cal to come up and load thi·s accordance with the provisions of the Flood pense Control Act, approved June 22, 1936, as 

· . grain. I could go on and on giving you amended and supplemented, including pre· 
The CHAIRM~. . The time of the reasons why this appropriation should liminary examinations, surveys, and con· 

gentlem~n from Michigan [Mr. POTTER] be increased, but probably the greatest tingencies in connection with flood control; 
haMrs expCirHUDed. OFF M I reason is that there is a legal obligation $268,009,900: Provided, That funds appro· 

. . r. Chairman, on the part of the Government of the priated herein may be used for flood-control 
offer an amendment. United States to carry out its agreement work on the Salmon River, Alaska, as au-

The Clerk read as follows: with the State of Pennsylvam·a,· and I thorized by law: Provided further, That 
funds appropriated herein may be used to 

~ Amendment offered by Mr. CHUDoFF: On know that you will agree with me, Mr. execute detailed surveys and prepare plans 
page 5, line 21, strike out "$162,860,500" and Chairman, that we ought to carry out and specifications, necessary for the con-
insert "$l63,760,'500." our legal obligations. struction of flood-control projects heretofore 

Mr. CHUDOFF. Mr. Chairman, the If you were to take a drive along either or hereafter authorized or for flood-control 
purpose of my amendment is to restore the east or west side of the river in my projects considered for selection in accord-

ance with the provisions of section 4 of the 
to this bill $900,000 which is a legal ob- district, you would see what originally Flood control Act approved June 28, 1938, 
ligation on the United States to the was a half-mile-wide river reduced to a and section 3 of the Flood control Act ap· 
Schuylkill River project. Members of stream of probably 50 or 60 feet in width, ·proved . August 18, 1941 ( 55 Stat. 638) : Pro
this House come before this committee with culm on both sides of the river built vided further, That the expenditure of funds 
oftentimes to request funds, but this to the height of 14 or 15 feet. for completing the necessary surveys shall 
request on my part is that the United 'not be construed as a commitment of the 

We showed pictures to the ·committee · Government to the construction of any 
States carry out its legal obligation to on Appropriations and asked them to go project. 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

During the year 1945 the Government along with us to get this job started since Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
of the United States and the Common- the State has completed its half of the an amendment. 
wealth of Pennsylvania entered into an job. We not only need this money, but The Clerk read as follows: 
agreement to clean up the Schuylkill this is a legal and a moral obligation of Amendment offered by Mr. SPENCE: Page 
River. The state of Pennsylvania the :Jnited States and that is why we ask '1 , lines 3 and 4, strike out "$288,009,900 : 
agreed to dredge the silt which had ac- that it be restored. Provided," and insert in lieu thereof the fol
cumulated in the river north of Norris- Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this is lowing: "$269,409,909: Provided, That $1,-

400,000 of such amount shall be available 
town and the Federal Government the Schuylkill River project, Pennsyl- for flood-control work on the Licking River 
agreed to do likewice south of Norris- vania. The budget estimate this year section of the project at covington, Ky., au· 
town to Fairmont Dam. The State of was $1,900,000; the recommendation was thorized by law: ProVided further." 
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Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I do we ought to have economy, but I am assistance in this matter, the city of 

not come here with any quarrel with just wondering whether this is economy. Santa Rosa will be forced to construct a 
the Appropriations Committee. It" gave The reason I appear here is that the ·. water system at a cost of over $5,000,000, 
me profound pleasure this morning to people of that city are deeply apprehen- ·~ which would be almost as much as the 
know of the great honor that has · been sive of what might happen if another ·· entire district will be compelled to put up 
conferred upon Chairman KERR of this flood came without some · protective in order to match the Government re
subcommittee, a faithful and a great \ works to assure them their property will j_ quirements. · This type of thing, I think, 
public servant, a gentleman who eridears· ·: not be devastated again. I hope the ·(; should be given more careful considera
himself to everyone who comes in con- House will take favorable action upon . tion by the Congress and not so often 
tact with him. i this amendment, but if they' fail to do :· decided by the Bureau or the Budget or1 

I realize we ~ust effect economy at , so, I shall make every effort to have the · the Corps of Engineers. The Corps of 
this time, and I aril not opposing that, I ; Senate ·restore it to the bill, and in that Engineers has asked for $65,000 for plan
think it is essential, but the Covington, .; event, I hope the House will concur. · ning, but it was cut out by the Bureau of 
Ky., project se.ems to be in an unusual ~ Judicious appropriations often effect the the Budget. Considerable money has 
position. Covington lies at the contl.u- ' greatest economies in the long run. been spent by the engineers in prelimi
ence of the Ohio and the Licking Rivers.- Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, I nary survey. The district has spent a 
The Licking River flows in a northerly move to strike out the last word. large sum on projection reports and in
direction at that point while the Ohio Mr. Chairman, I meant to speak on a ·· vestigation. The area needs this project 
River flows in a westerly direction. The former title of this bill of one project ! and needs it now. I hope the other body 
Ohio River is one of the most treacher- in my district which I think is of utmost ~ provides for this planning money and 
ous and unpredictable rivers in the importance to the economy of a large ~. that we concur. 
world. segment of the population in my district. § I appreciate very much the courtesy 

The estimated total cost of the project The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 'f extended to this delegation who came all 
at Covington is $8,400,000. · Allotments FORD] yesterday called attention to this ~- the way from California to appear be
to date amount to $3,399,200. Part of project that has been authorized for sev- '. fore this committee. The committee 
the wall has been completed on the Ohio eral years. It is the harbor of Noyo on gave them a full hearing and went out of 
River side. At the end of that wall there the coast of California, some 135 miles ; their way to see that they were properly 
is high land which furnishes protection north of San Francisco. Out of that har- ; heard when they arrived here. And I, 
to the city, but further along there must bor there are 250 boats fishing commer- .. too, thank the committee for the cour
be some protective works constructed in cially. They are producing fish products tesy extended me as well as the men who 
order to giv.e protection from floods. valued in excess of $3,000,000 a year comprised the delegation. They are very 

The reason that no appropriation has which are shipped throughout the entire sincere in this effort to benefit their 
been made, as I understand it, is that country. A large portion of the fish community, which shows its willingness 
this is considered by the Appropriations caught in this area is processed and sent to cooperate by putting up an extremely 
Committee to _ be a new project, and I to the Armed Forces of our country in fair share of the necessary funds. 
refer to the construction of the wall on the Far East. Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the Licking River side. The wall al- Mr. Chairman, these men are risking unanimous . consent that all debate on 
though completed on the Ohio River their lives every day that they go out of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
furnishes no protection to the city. I that harbor. Boats have been wrecked from Kentucky close in 5 minutes, and I 
think it puts Covington in .a very pre- on the rocks in an effort to make port. ask that I be recognized. 
carious position when you realize that Men have been drowned and property The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
in the 1937 flood the city of Covington has been lost due to the lack of the to the request of the gentleman from 
sustained a loss of $2,000,000. Government in continuing a job that Michigan? 

The amount mentioned in my amend- they undertook many years ago, It was There was no objection. 
ment of $1,400,000 has been requested in 1945 that this project was author- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
for 1952. It has been authorized and ized for the construction of a jetty to nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
budgeted. I know that Colonel Potter protect the harbor entrance and the lives RABAUT]. 
said that this is new construction. It is of these men and their equipment, and Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
new construction, but it is not a new from that time on Congress has not seen gentleman from Kentucky spoke in such 
project. The project is worthless unless fit to appropriate the comparatively glowing terms concerning our distin
completed and during the time until slight amount of money necessary to guished chairman, Judge KERR, that I 
completed the city of Covington will be complete this project. At the time it want to say to the Members of the House 
greatly imperiled by floods. was authorized, the project would have that I do not think there is a finer gen-

Covington, Ky., is a city of 67,000 peo- cost $600,000. Today it amounts to about tleman in the Congress of the United 
ple. It is highly industrial and is situ- $1,500,000, and that, I think, is important. States than the distinguished gentleman 
ated in a defense area. Covington has I believe small projects should be given from Kentucky [Mr. SPENCE]. I have 
complied with its part and has issued consideration because they benefit a known him throughout 15 years of serv
and sold bonds in the sum of $765,000 large and scattered segment of our popu- ice here. He is a gentleman of the old 
for the acquisition of lands, easements, lation. These men have a just claim school. My official position in taking 
and rights-of-way. I cannot believe that for seeking this appropriation. However, this bill through the House in the man
there is any economy in not building this I realize that this is not the place or ner in which I am supposed to take it, 
protective work because the loss that the time for an amendment to effect the in an unblemished state, makes it very 
may accrue to the city by reason of completion of this project, but I would difficult for me to talk against his project 
recurring floods, averaging one every ask that the conferees take into consid- and his distinguished· district. 
2 years in the Ohio Valley, would more eration the argument that was made by Mr. SPENCE. Mr. ·chairman, will the 
than offset the cost of this project. If these people so that if this bill should ge·ntleman yield? 
the Licking River floods there is no pro- be amended in the other body, they Mr~ RABAUT. I yield to the gentle-
tection. If the Ohio River goes to flood would give consideration to this project. man from Kentucky. 
stage it will back up the Licking River Another project in my district is the Mr. SPENCE. May I thank the gen
and will cause flood conditions and the Russian River project authorized last tleman for that fine compliment. At 
situation will be as though there are no year for a very important program of least it will not be in vain that I have 
protective works there at all. flood control, irrigation, and for domes- offered my amendment, because the com
.. Is this economy? 1 do not think it tic water purposes. It would cost the pliment makes its offer well worth while. 
is. I believe that the committee acted Government about $12,000,000 in all. Mr. RABAUT. There are several 

The local communities are ready and projects here, the projects called section 
on the statement of Colonel Potter who willing to put up over $6,000,000 as their A, section B, and section C, and the 
said, and it may be literally a fact, that share. Every year we are suffering about . Russell, Main, and Willow Run pumping 
this is new construction; but the protec- $500,000 in damages by reason of :floods. plants, ~nd so on, all of which have cer
tion of the city of Covington can only This is a project where the people locally tain total cost estimates upon them. 
be completely effected by the completion are willing to cooperate with the Federal Something has been done on all of them 
of these protective works. I agree that _... Government. ~ we do not receive some ........ except on this section, the Licking River . 
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levee. The total estimated cost of that Bluff is a city of about 40,000 population. Mr. NORRELL. Is it not authorized 
project is $3,450,000. This is the first re- -rt overflows many of the streets, a large as a Federal Government project. 
quest for funds on this project, $1,350,000. _ number of the stores, shops, and the Mr. RABAUT. Yes. It is authorized. 

·Under the four provisions under which - .residential section; and even the school Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
we wrote this bill, of course this is a ~- building at. Pine Bluff is flooded. The The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
recognition of a new project, and it falls water comes up as high as two or 2 or the amendment offered by the gentleman 
out under that category. The 1952 3 feat in some of the school buildings . from Arkansas [Mr. NORRELL]. 
budget estimate was $1,450,000, the and at times schools must ·be closed until The amendment was rejected. 
recommendation is nothing, and the re- the water recedes. · Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
duction is the full amount. The reduc- The local people have been obligated man, I offer an amendment. 
tion is made by withholding funds for to rase about half of the money. They The Clerk read as follows: 
new construction within the project and are obligated to maintain the project. 1 

- Amendment offered by Mr. REED of New 
funds for advance planning. It is I think they are ready to do that. It is Yorlt: Page 7, line 3, at the end of line 3, 
pointed out that in 1951 the Corps of authorized, but it is a new project. strike out "$268,009,900" and insert "$268,
Engineers had available to them over . I will say in conclusion if there is any 044,400, the increased amount to be used 
$2,000,000 as appropriated by the Senate, , jtem anywhere in the bill which is in for planning of the Wellsville, N .. Y., 
and the House offered $1,500,000 for this the interest of national defense, _and flood project as recommended by the Bureau 

·project, yet under the conference agree- : which is in the interest of our own Gov- of the Budget." 
· ment, which left the discretion for the ernment, this is it, regardless of what the Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
money to be used in the Corps of Engi- 1 decision of this subcommittee and this man, I ask unanimous consent to pro

.neers, they spent only $890,000, eliminat- · House may be. I bring the matter be- ceed for an additional 5 minutes, if I 
ing this very project in which the gentle- '. Jore you, trusting that you will adopt it. need that much time, and I also ask 
man from Kentucky is so interested. ) lf not, I do want to say to the sub- . unanimous consent to extend my re

~ Mr. SPENCE. If the gentleman will : committee that I am going to follow the marks. 
·yield further, the city of Covington, re- ~ .matter to the other body and I am going The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
·lying upon the assurance of the Govern- : to do my best .as a Member of the Con- to the request of the gentleman from 
· ment that this would be completed, · gress to get that body to adopt it. Should'- New York? 
' bonded themselves to the extent of .- I succeed, with the help of others, I hope ; There was no objection. 
: $765,000, and they are paying interest on the subcommittee and the House will be ; Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
·, those outstanding bonds now. This in- : willing to go along in the concurrence of ;· man, I have listened with great interest 
eluded the whole project. an amendment of the other body to al- . to the fine speeches that have been made 

Mr. RABAUT. I realize that the low these funds. Of course, I earnestly ; ·for different flood projects set forth in 
·bonds cover all the project, but still none urge you to vote for this amendment. , ~ :the civil functions bill. I have also 
of th'3 projects is completed. The CHAffiMAN. The time of the ··= ·noted _the result of the adverse votes, so 
. The CHAmMAN. The question is on ·_ gentleman from Arkansas has expired. ::- it is with some temerity that I come be
the amendment offered by the gentle-. ~ · Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask fore the House. I would not do so if 

, man from Kentucky [Mr. SPENCE]. _unanimous consent that all debate on I did not feel that this is a most worthy 
~ The amendment was rejectej, , ._ . this amendment. close in 3 minutes, and p~oject, affec~ing t?e lives and property 
· Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I of- ~ that I be recogmzed. o~ the people.ma village of 8,000 popula-
fer an amendment. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection . tion-Wellsvi~le, N. Y.-where there are 

The Clerk read as follows: to. t:t~e request of the gentleman from severa~ very importa~t defense ~lants. 
Michigan? The village of Wellsville, N. Y., is fre-

. Amendment offered by Mr. NORRELL: On , There was no objection. quently subjected to disastrous floods. 
:Page 7, line 3, strike out "$268,009,900" and : Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chai'rman, the Sometimes the question is asked why insert in lieu thereof "$268,274,000." 

Hardin drain project of Arkansas is is it that people do not move out of flood 
Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I am strictly a local project. The engineers areas; why do they stay in a place that is 

not unmindful of the legislative situation did not request any money for it except flooded year after year? 
which exists at this time regarding for planning. The benefits would ac- Some years ago I stood on the hills 
amendments to the bill. We have been crue to solely local people. looking down upon the beautiful city of 
trying to correct this bill all day. A few Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will Johnstown, Pa. I was with one of the 

·of us believe improvements should be the gentleman yield? distinguished citizens of that town. As 
made. We have been trying to make it Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle- we stood there he described in vivid lan
a good bill. So far we have not yet been man from Arkansas. guage the Johnstown flood that stirred 
successful. This experience reminds me Mr. NORRELL. I stated that it was a the emotions not only of the people of 
of an old Arkansas justice of the peace new project. It is an unbudgeted proj- this Nation but of the entire world. 
who was trying a case one day. At the ect, of course; but is it not true that the When the flood came down through that 
conclusion of the evidence in the case the reason the Army engineers did not re- city it was a major tragedy. My friend 
prosecuting attorney and the defense quest any money for it was because the said, "I am the only surviving member 
lawyer got to arguing as to how much :- directive to the Army engineers directed of a large family." Then pointing to 
time they would have within which to them not to include funds for any new a distant cemetery, "You see those little 
argue the case before the justice would projects? That is the reason they did monuments over there glistening in the 
render a decision. They could not agree, · not request it. sun?" I said, "Yes." He remarked, "I 
so after extensive argument as to how Mr. RABAUT. Unless the project often wonder if my brothers and sisters 
long they would have to argue the case, . ..,. could be justified as a national defense and father and mother are buried there. 
the justice of the peace pulled his glasses measure; that is true. The gentleman's I saved myself," he said, "by hanging 
down on the end of his nose and said, · statement is absolutely true. on to a piece of timber, and when the 
"Well, gentlemen, just argue this case as Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the flood receded a little group of us orphans 
long as you want to, &ind when you get · gentleman yield. sat down. We were hungry and wet. 
through you will find my decision here Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle- We debated whether we should leave this 
on my desk. I have to go." man from Michigan. place where we had grown up and played 

Possibly that is about the way it is Mr. FORD. On page 547 of part II of together or go down to Pittsburgh and 
here, but at least we will do the very , the civil functions hearings, one of the be bootblacks or sell newspapers." He 
best we can. -.. • best arguments for not including this said, "We all cried out 'Let us stay here. 

This amendment, if you adopt it, would project is set forth. The testimony ~his is home'." 
add $265,000 to the bill. It would be used r points out that a large portion of the Then my friend explained that "from 
on a project known as the Hardin drain, ~ Harding drain project is in effect storm that day on"-and he was then 60 years 
which is a tributary, technically I be- ~ sewers for the city of Pine Bluff? old or more-"! have never failed to 
lieve, of the Ouachita River. It extends t : Mr. RABAUT. That is right. · :ii- make some contribution to the civic weal 
through the center of Pine Bluff, Ark. • Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will of my home town." 
During flood times the water overflows the gentleman yield? That is one reason why people stay 
many of the streets of this city and ·Pine Mr. RABAUT. I yield. in a flood area. Then he pointed out 
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the beautiful buildings, playgrounds, and Then the gentleman from Michigan 
parks that had been established in this [Mr. RABAUT] said: 
once-flooded district of his home city. I think they have made a good justifl.ca-

There is another illustration of why tion of it. 
people ref use to desert their home town 
in its hour of flood disaster. The men When he said that, I sent word out to 
who follow the lines of battle to bury our the district that a distinguished mem
dead soldiers tell us that invariably the ber of this committee on the majority 
dying man reaches for the inner pocket side had said that he agreed that it was 
for some little keepsake of his mother, a sound project; the people of Wellsville, 
wife, or loved one back home-all of N. Y., had . reason to expect favorable 
which teaches us that our boys are not action on their flood project. 
fighting because of abstract rights and As I say, I know that Representative 
responsibilities of international rela- RABAUT is a man of integrity, who will 
tions; they are fighting because of love not go back on his word, and I now look 
of God and home and native land. Yes; to him to support me in getting relief 
it is love of God and home and native in this matter of flood control. 
land that enters into the souls of our sol- Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
diers and makes their arms invincible. unanimous consent that all debate on 
The stability of this Nation is in the this amendment close in 6 minutes, the 
homes in our villages and cities. last 5 to be reserved to the committee. 
\ Why should this village of Wellsville, The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
N. Y., a Christian community, whose sons to the request of the gentleman from 
are fighting .for this country, whose sons Michigan? 
are being killed and wounded, be denied There was no objection. 
this item of $34,500 by this administra- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
tion-and this item is all I am asking from Maryland [Mr. SAsscER] is recog
for-to carry on the preliminary work nized. 
looking to the eventual relief of these Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I, like 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. May I say on behalf of 
the subcommittee that despite the fact 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
DAVIS] and myself have great affection 
and respect for the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. REED] I feel that we must 
sustain the action of the subcommittee 
and the full committee in reference to 
this project. It is difficult, surely, to 
undertake that because of our feeling for 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
REED]; however, we have had to sift the 
projects, keeping in only those which are 
the most meritorious and leaving out 
those that have lesser priority. Those 
who came before our subcommittee in
:support of the Wellsville project made 
;an excellent presentation, but when you 
)ook at the complete number of projects 
·individually and collectively it was con
sidered one that simply had to be de
leted or deferred at the present time. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
.the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. REED]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. REED of New 
York) there were-ayes 27, noes 47. 
: So the amendment was rejected. 
· Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

people? Floods are costing them $400,- I am sure most of the other Members, , 
000 a year. Somebody here said that was greatly impressed by the remarks . 
taxes are increasing. Yes; they are in- of the gentleman from New York. There . 
creasing in this community to the extent is nothing more discouraging, more 
of $400,000 in flood damages that this devastating, nothing that is worse than 
Government can save, if it will, and, hav- the flooding out of towns and commu- · · Amendment offered by Mr. RAMSAY: on 
ing once saved this amount of damage, nities, but this frequently occurs. The page 7, line 3, strike out the figure "$268,
the people can pay taxes with less gentleman from . New York has made 009,900" and· insert in lieu thereof the figure 
sacrifice. out an exceptionally sound case and I ·"$268,084,900 to aid in the planning and 
' I am interested in comparable flood trust his amendment prevails. ' completion of the project known as the 
p."ojects, but I say-and I am not going The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman ;Wheeling flood-control wall." I 
into what I said yesterday with refer- from Michigan [Mr. RABAUT] is recog- !'. Mr. RAMSAY. Mr. Chairman, my 
ence to the Wellsville, N. Y., project- nized. ·amendment restores to this bill the full 
but I do say that failure to furnish flood Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, 1 have 'amount requested by the budget for flood 
relief for this village is a reminder that often spoken with the gentleman from :control. While I can appreciate the de
"where there is no vision the people New York because there is something •sire of the committee to economize, I 
perish." People are perishing in our in his name that is very close to me. 'hesitate to economize on flood-control 
home communities from floods while the We salute ea.ch other generally as we :Projects. Most of these projects become 
boys are fighting in Korea, and they are · th 'd · w d even more vital in this period of partial 
fightl·ng not because of i'nternat1'onal pass m e corn ors as cousms. e o b'l . t 

t k th t · B t ·mo 1 izat10n, and hat is assuredly true 
Problems,· they are fighting, as I have no now a we are cousms. u my . f maternal grandfather was a Reed and o the proposed Wheeling-Benwood flood 
said, for love of God and home and native like the forefathers of the distinguished wall. · 
land. That is why the boys are fighting gentleman from New York he was a Mr. Chairman, this project is suf-
and they do not want to come back to h' t S f 1 k' dl ficiently far along so that the engineers 
their flooded homes because of the 1'nd1'f.. s ip's carpen er. 0 we ee very m Y toward one another. could complete all planning with an ad-
ference and neglect of their own Govern- Everything the gentleman stated as to ditional $75,000, and could, during the 
ment. They do not want to return from what I said in committee is true. But coming fiscal year expend up to $500,000 
Korea to find their loved ones flooded on construct1'on The constr ct· f nd you know what legislation is, you know · u ion u s 
out because the Government for which what the activities are in the various ; were denied by the Budget Bureau. 
they have been fighting refused to do subcommittees of the House. When it i Wheeling, located in the industrial 
anything to save their homes. ·Ohio Valley, is the location of a number 

I Cannot See Why We Should not Put thl·s came to the point where we had not yet f . d t . d . t· 1 · b'll h d t b'd b ,o m us ries pro ucmg essen ia mate-
l'tem i·n the b1'll, 1'n sp1'·te of the act1·on a una_ mmous .. 1 ' we a 0 a. 1. e Y · 1 r · b' · t d t Th d t r ria . t is su Ject to per10dical floods. 
that has been taken; it is justified ·in cer am co:r:i 1 wns. ose c?n 1 wns When the river overflows its banks, 
every sense of the word presented m general debate m my first , many of these industries-steel mills, 

. · - talk yesterday. Yesterday I put m the recommenda- ~. . . :fabricating plants, and the like-are 
tion of the engineers all the facts per- · . These are the coi:1:d~tion~, and I m~st :forced to close. We, as a Nation, lose 
taining to this flood projeGt, and I felt liv.e up to the conditwns m presentmg this productive capacity. Transporta
there was hope for favorable action on this bill to the Ho.use. So that the gen-. tion of coal and other important raw 
this amendment I have offered today. ~leman may explam.what the maneuver- '. materials is brought to a halt. We know 
I have the utmost respect and affection mg ~fa com.mittee is wheJ?- he goes ba<:k ;from experience, that every delay in pro
for the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. · t? his constitue.ncy, I recite .the ~ondi- ' duction~ even the least delay, adds a 
RABAUT]; he is an able man, and I know ti.ons as follows,. No n~w proJects 11:1 the ·corresponding burden to our fighting 
he is a man of integrity and a man who bill, controversial pr.oJects are om1tte~, 'men. 
will not, I feel sure, go back on his word. no unbudgeted proJec~s, and here 1~ · By offering this amendment, Mr. 
When testimony was taken before this where. the gentlem~n is. a~ecte~. No : Chairman, I am not suggesting that the 
committee asking for this relief, this col- plannmg or surveys m this bill, with the . Congress increase budget est imates; I am 
loquy took place, as appears on page 4 idea that the engineers should complete . not suggesting that pork be added to this 
of the hearings: the work in the vicinity of $5,000,000,000 : bill. I am merely suggesting that proj
, Mr. RABAUT. This project has a budget esti- that they have on hand. : ects of vital importance o our national 
m ate? Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the defense be permitted to go forward in 

Mr. REED. Yes; $34,000. gentleman yield? an orderly manner, 
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. Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
th~s amendment c~ose in 3 minutes, and 
that th11t time be reserved for the com-
mittee. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this 

project has a very low cost-of-benefit 
ratio, 1.01. That is about as low as you 
can get unless you lose money. This is a 
project dating back to the 1938 authori
zation for $13,501,700. That is quite a 
while ago. I do not know what it would 
be now. It is true there was new money 
in here this year for planning, $75,500, 
but .. that fa.Us under the very same cate
gory as the project of the gentleman 
from New York that we just voted upon. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. I think it should be point
ed out to the members of committee that 
the cost-of-benefit ratio of 1.01 was 
based on 1948 figures. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman is ab
solutely right. 

Mr. FORD. With the increase in costs 
now, I fear very greatly that the beneftt
cost ratio will be thrown out of balance 
to a considerable degree. 

Mr. RABAUT. That is true. 
The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from West Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VAN ZANDT: 

On page 7, .line 3, after the word "control"• 
strike out the semicolon and insert "to in
C':ude :flood control at Tyrone, Pa.," and 
change the amount to read "$274,484,900." 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, for 
the past several years I have appeared 
annually before the subcommittee han
dling the civil functions appropriation 
bill and like many other Members of the 
House who have ftood-control projects 
in their districts, I have not reached 
first base. 

The amendment which I offered con
cerns a ftood-control project at Tyrone, 
Pa., which was authorized December 22, 
1944, in the Seventy-eigl;lth Congress. 
The project was estimated to cost $6,-
650,000 and has not been initiated be
cause of the lack of ·an appropriation, 
even though the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and the borough of Tyrone 
have agreed to assume the local cost in 
the sum of $335,400 for lands, rights of 
way, and utility changes. 

When I realize it is the policy of the 
subcommittee that handled this bill that 
no money would be appropriated for the 
planning or starting of new projects and 
that a 20-percent reduction has been 
made in all appropriations for existing 
projects in all probability I am wasting 
my time and effort in oftering my 
amendment. · 

Nevertheless, I want the Members of 
the House of ~epresentatives to know 
that the citizens of Tyrone, Pa., and 

.. vicinity. are very much concerned about 

the Tyrone flood-control project. In 
1936 the residents of Tyrone were the ....... 
victims of a disastrous ftood that caused 
.millions of dollars of property damage. 
Every year since, the community of 
Tyrone has been threatened and actually 
damaged with floods. In November of 
last year another disastrous :flood struck 
Tyrone and infticted property damage of 
approximately a million dollars. 

The citizens of Tyrone realize that 
unless ftood conditions are corrected 
they live in constant fear of other disas
trous floods. The stream that is re
sponsible for the flood cuts through the 
heart of Tyrone and with one ftood after 
another it is impossible for the residents 
of that community to assume the losses 
that have occurred annually since 1936. 
To be frank, they cannot understand 
why other communities have had ftood 
conditions corrected while their ftood
contro1 project is ignored. 

I am vigorously opposed to any boon
doggling projects and I assure you that 
a :flood-control project like Tyrone, Pa., 
is not a waste of taxpayers' money but 
an absolute necessity. 

I recognize, as do other Members of 
the House, the necessity for economy, 
but it should not be practiced at the 
expense of the health and welfare of 
our people. 

At this point I would like to warn the 
Members of Congress that if we want 
to destroy the confidence and morale of 
the American people we can do so by 
practicing this type of economy. 

No doubt this economy program will 
prevail while we continue to dole out 
billions of dollars in foreign aid to na
tions, some of whom have actuallY 
turned on us and call us imperialistic 
Yankees. 

I hope that when the foreign aid bill 
reaches the ftoor of this House that the 
same economy program that is being 
applied to our own domestic problems 
will be -kept in mind. However, I doubt 
that it wlll happen because we seem to 
have money for every foreign nation and 
ignore the problems of our own people. 

In justice to the residents of Tyrone~ 
Pa., and vicinity, I sincerely hope that 
my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment close in 2 min
utes, and I ask for recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? · 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this is 
known as the Tyrone project in Pennsyl
vania, that was originally estimated at 
$6,650,000. Not one cent was budgeted 
for planning. We cannot break all the 
rules. That is why I oppose the amend
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

' '.Amendment ·o:trered by Mr. WDDEL: On 
page 7, line 3, strike out the colon and 1nsert 
"of which $15,000 shall be ut111zed for the 

study of the specifications used by the Bu
reau of Reclamation in connection with 
controls for laterals and sublaterals to dis
tribute water from the Friant Kern Canal, 
and to estimate the cost of correcting speci
fication errors." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Califor
nia, which I will reserve so that the gen
tleman may speak on his amendment. 

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad thP. gentleman has reserved his 
point of order because I think I can make 
it clear that the amendment. is ger
mane. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know exact
ly how to approach this subject. I know 
that when I gradually began dev.eloping 
a degree of clumsiness, my mother dis
covered it was probably myself bounc
ing around the kitchen that caused the 
cake to fall, and I wound up out in the 
yard or out in the field with my father 
who, as a farmer, knew that if you knew 
the grade and you knew the volume of 
water that you had to move on that 
grade, then a 150-year-old almanac 
would tell you what size pipe you needed. 
I was not in the House of Repre£enta
tives when you gentlemen discus~ed and 
passed an amendment requiring that 
Bureau of Reclamation officers be quali
fied engineers. Perhaps last year I 
should have said something when we had 
a :fiocd from some of the streams over 
which the Bureau, through the F.riant
Kern canal are conveying water from 
one watershed to another. The culverts 
are so small that the canal constructed 
by the Bureau backed water up for miles 
over the farmer's property out of the 
natural channel. It appears now that 
during the past 6 months the Bureau of 
Reclamation has constructed 25 miles of 
laterals and sublaterals conveying water 
to irrigation districts in various water
sheds that the Army engineers are con
structing ftood-control facilities in at the 
present time. That would be the Kings 
River watershed, the Kaweah, and the 
Tule. There have been as many as 25 
breaks in one day in one small section of 
these supply lines. There are hundreds 
of breaks already present in the laterals 
constructed. The contractor who con-
structed them is responsible for repair
ing the breaks under the contract for 1 
year, and 6 months of that year have ex
pired. To reconstruct these lines is cost
ly. They have been constructed under 
the specifications of the Bureau of 
Reclamation. They have been put in 
the ground in accordance with their 
specifications. There are still 50 miles 
of laterals to construct, and 150 miles 
of sublaterals to construct. In addition 
to the breakage the Bureau has specified 
valves along the laterals which are not 
proper because they leak water; meters, 
which are costly and must now be rein· 
stalled, because they are ftooded and 
damaged. The water must be pumped 
out, new valves installed and new meters 
purchased and install~ or repaired 
When these repairs are done they are 
going to be paid for by ·the farmers. 
These municipal water districts have 
bonded themselves. 
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Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
, Mr. WERDEL. I yield. 
. Mr. DONDERO. Was this work 
pfanned by the Corps of Army Engi-
neers? r. 

. Mr. WERDEL. No, this work is being 
done on the laterals and sublaterals by 
the Bureau of Reclamation in the water
shed of the Kings River where the Bu
reau and the Army engineers are pres
ently working on flood . control. 
, Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
, ~ Mr: WERDEL. I y·ield. . · . 
'~ Mr. PHILLIPS: Is it not. a fact that 
the Army engineers are equally-per
haps not equally, but proportionately in
terested in the area with the Bureau of 
Reclamation and that since this is pre
sumably an error on the part of the 
Bureau of Reciamation it would be de
sirable that the decision should be made 
by a disinterested group, that is, a pro
fessional .enginee:i;ing group like the 
engineers? . 
I Mr. WERDEL. That is the reason I 
have drafted ·this amendment the way I 
pave,· and · if is al~o the reason why I 
have asked for no adidtional funds. ;, 
•} The CHAIRMAN. . The time . of . the 
gentleman from California CMr. WER· 
DEL] has expired. · .. 
.r Mr. RAB.A.UT. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amend
ment. . ' . . '. 
·I Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. . · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. - f1 
i Mr. PHILLIPS. Since my amendment 
is a part of the same situation, involv
ing a sfmilar condition, would it be pos
sible to o:tier my amendment and dis
cuss both at the same time; permit me to 
speak 5 minutes before the decision is 
made on the point of order? . 
. The c ·HAIRMAN. Permit the Chair
tµan to express his _owp feeling, that the 
point of order pending against this 
amendment should be. disposed of. If 
the gentleman's amendment to the 
amendment is along the same line, I pre
sume _it would be subject to a point of 
order also. . . ..~ 

q Mr. PHILLIPS. May I . make the 
unanimous-consent request that the 
point of order be withheld until the 
amendment to this amendment is dis-
posed of? · 11 
· Mr. RABAUT. May I be heard, Mr. 
Chairman? I feel constrained to speak 
to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this 
deals with the Reclamation Department 
of the Government and not with the 
Corps of Engineers._ It involves a project 
in reclamation, and we are not talking 
about reclamation projects here at all. 

I insist on the point of order'. It is 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, may I 
be heard on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be 
glad to hear the gentleman. ). 

Mr. WERDEL. Speaking in opposi
tion to the point of order, Mr. Chair
man. the Friant-Kern canal mentioned 

in the amendment is a part . of the Cen- trict the people recently held an election 
tral Valley project, designed to trans- and voted to obligate themselves to the 
port water from one watershed over sev- ·extent of . $8,000,000 for a similar type 
eral other watersheds and supply addi- 'distribution system to be built by the 
tional irrigation water into various Bureau of Reclamation. Those people 
watersheds as it passes. One of these · ~here are beginning to wonder what the 
watersheds is the Kings River, on which situation will be if that system begins to 
·there is an appropriation in this bill for fall apart, who will have to pay for it, 
the Army engineers, in connection with · :because $8,000,000 is a terrific amount 

·the Pine Flat Dam. They are presently of money. 
constructing a dam on Pine Flat, which · Mr. PHILLIPS. I may say to the gen-

, will have not only flood-control benefits tleman from California that the question 
but will have irrigation benefits and will . of who is going. to pay for it answers it
·a:tiect existing irrigation canals. The self. The farmers are going to have to 
laterals and sublaterals that I mention in ,pay for it and pay for replacing the pipe 
'my amendment are used not only to unless some investigation like this dis
carry water from the Friant-Kern canal ·covers the flaws in the specifications. I 
to various pieces of agricultural property, , 1 think it is very essential. 
but actually carry water from the Friant- · : · Mr. HUNTER. I think it is an excel- · 
Kern canal under and around various lent idea. · · 
:irrigation systems that now exist in the : Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, I o:tier an 
Kings River watershed. amendment. 

;. There are other watersheds now being ~:' The Clerk read as follows: . 
studied by the Army engineers between I"" Amendment offered by Mr. BRAY: On page 

· the Kern and Kings, in which all of these 7, line a, strike out "$268,009;900" and insert 
breaks wou,ld occur. So there is no !in lieu thereof "$268,309,900," and add imme
doubt in my mind but that the subject is ·mediately thereafter the following: "of which 
. germane, and I have not asked for addi- · $300,000 shall be used for the construction 
: tional funds. I want the Army engineers of the Vincennes flood-control project, 
; to be. able to stu«y this problem and make Indiana." r1 
·a report as to what the errors in specifi- ~, Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, the reason 
cations were, and what the incidental :that the Vincennes flood-control project 
damage is. 'is not in this bill is very simple. This 

The CHAIRMAN <Mr. HARDY). The project was approved by the Public 
:Chair is ready to rule. Works Committee in 1948. In this bill 

;; The Chair has examined the amend- the committee has not included any 
. ment. As far as any argument which he project that was not included in the re
' has heard is concerned, there is no ref.. port of the Bureau of the Budget. This 
erence to any authority which exists in year and last, on the advice of the Pres-
law for this study and there is nothing ·1dent, the Bureau of the Budget did not 
'in this bill on this subject. 'include any new projects. The extreme 
, .' . Therefore the Chair sustains the point need and utility of this project is ac-
of order. . ' ' cepted by all and considered of the high.: 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I : est priority by the United States Corps 
move to .strike out the last word. · ·:r,? of Engineers. This item was added to 

Mr. Chairman, I have at the desk an . the flood-control bill by the Senate last 
amendment which will not now be of .. .. ~· year, but was lost when the 10-percent 
fered. ·rt would have included the same ~ · cut was made. The basic error made by 
examination by the Army engineers as ' the Bureau of the Budget is that this is 
to the specifications used in making the not, in a strict sense, a new. project as 
cement pipe for laterals in the Coachella ~ my following remarks will show. It is to 
:Valley, that is the distribution of water · rebuild a section of the levee that is 

' ln the Coachella Valley. I am not con- crumbling and inadequate. , , 
strained to oppose the point of order, al- ·,,.:.:'< Vincennes, which with its environs 
though I personally think that this is a would be protected by this wall, is a city 
matter of interest to the Army engineers. of 24,000 people. This city has been en
!If the same specifications are being used dangered by floods for a period of many 
'in other parts of the Central Valley con- years. It is at this time, protected by , 
)cerning which the gentleman from Cali- a levee whic'h was erected by the WPA~ ' 
:fornia [Mr. WERDEL] spoke, then it is de- This levee is inadequate, is crumbling, 
'.sirable that the Army engineers discover and a portion of it must be replaced. If 
1the error immediately in the Bureau of . this levee gives way, more than 80 per
.Reclamation formula, and make the nee- cent of this city will be flooded-damaged 
'. ~ss_ary corrections if they appear else.. . to the amount of probably $20,000,000, in 
·where. Whether or not that is to be done · addition to all the suffering it will entail.• 
!in this bill, perhaps it should be done in :; There is at the present time more than 
. ~ separate bill, it is essential that some- ~·' $20,000,000 of defense contracts 'in the 
·thing be done to discover why hundreds factories of Vincennes, which a flood will 
of thousands of dollars of pipe have been stop. However, since this present levee, 
put into the ground and then to have it part of which must be rebuilt, was not 
discovered almost by accident within the built by the United States engineers, 
last few months that the pipe had split. the Bureau of the Budget termed it a 
'making it necessary .to replace the pipe. · new project for purely technical reasons. 
·. Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the The city of Vincennes is in a much more 
gentleman yield? · critical situation than in former years 

Mr .. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle.. · in that levees above and across- the river 
man from California. ~ have been built which funnel the water 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe it would bs into Vincennes. This proposed flood 
well to note at this point that in my own wall fits in with the long-time plan for 
district in the Madera irrigation dis- flood control on the Wabash. Vincennes 
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and Knox County are already bonded to instead of multimillions. We are not 

! the limit, and the State of Indiana can- asking for a billion dollars to relocate 
not issue bonds. The flood in 1950 broke the Wabash River. No, this is not a 
the city. plan to spend millions to irrigate Tim

t There are places in the country where : buctoo, or to build flood walls in the 
floods only occur at very rare intervals. . Congo, it is merely a project to save a 
There are other places where, because ·, city-a city of loyal American taxpay-

1 of the great expense involved, adequate ... ers-by spending a sum that is less than 
protection cannot be made against floods. ·'f we are spending to temporarily sandbag 
This Vincennes case is neither. We ,.,. a section of its crumbling levee. Only 
know that floods return approximately ·. here in the Congress can relief be giv
every 7 years, and we know that the · en. Vincennes spent all of its mo'ney 
city can be protected adequately at a and borrowing power in trying to save 
very reasonable cost. A serious flood, itself in 1943 and in 1950. 
which cost a great deal of money to avert, This plan is just simple economy. In 
occurred in 1943. Last year in 1950, a the next flood we will spend more than 
very serious flood occurred and the Gov- we are asking now, and then probably 
ernment and the city of Vincennes spent lose the city. All the State of Indiana 
more than $400,000 sandbagging the levee is asking is $300,000 to save a city of 
and putting mud boxes on top of it to 24,000 people that is doing $20,000,000 
save the city, and countless volunteers worth of defense work, and is a great 
labored day and night, and when victory heritage to Ai:nerica. ~t is the capital 
was finally achieved over the :flood, the of the old Indiana Territory and one of 
church bells of the city rang in thanks- the finest industrial cities of southern 
giving. That amount is $100,000 more Indiana. If you turn this down, you are 
than we are asking at this time to rebuild allowing the Bureau of the Budget, 
this section of the flood wall. The Corps which is not elected by the American 
·of Engineers in their budget put in the people and which is willing to give bil
sum of $600,000 for the rebuilding of ~ans for any project on earth, to re
this critical section, which incidentally Ject a most necessar~ expenditure. 
does fit in with the over-all planning for Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
general flood-control work on the ·wa- will the gentleman yield? 
bash River, but after investigation I find Mr. B~AY. I yield to the gentleman 
that this fallowing year we would not be from Ohio. 
able to spend more than this $300,00C>. Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Do I under
If the $300,000 is granted it will be used ~tand the gentleman correctly that this 
to rebuild that half of the section that is is an item to repair damage that has 
the most critical. If another :flood oc- been done to the :flood wall and an emer
curs similiar to that of 1950 before this gency matter only? 
section is rebuilt, the entire city of Vin- Mr. BRAY. That is exactly what it 
cennes will be flooded, but probably be- is. They must replace that part of the 
fore this levee gives way, the Govern- , wall beca:11se of faulty workmanship in 
ment will spend a half million to a mil- con~truct10n. They have spent $400,000 
lion dollars trying to save it. Is that last year to sandbag it and we are only 
economy? asking for $300,000 now to construct part 

In 1950 an· entire battalion of troops of the severely damaged wall. 
was called from Fort Knox. It is In~identally, this section to be rebuilt 
''penny-wise and pound-foolish" to ig.. fits mto the general long-term plan of 
nore this need. The Army engineers are flood contr?l on the Wabash as planned 
spending approximately $50,000 this by the engmeers. . . 
year driving piling to prevent the levee Mr. BROWN of Oh10. The city has 
from crumbling. we are for economy in sutI.ered dama~e ~s a result of this sit
the State of Indiana as much as in any uation and this is an emergency mat-
State in the Union. We need many ter? . 
fiood-control projects in Indiana but Mr. BRAY. Yes. The city .is broke, 
the State has dropped all of them' tem.. they . h~ve spent every d~e. th.ey have 
porarily except for the Vincennes proj- and it is bonded to the limit, m order 
ect. The Governor of the state and the to try to save the levee in past floods. 
Indiana Flood Control and water Re.. Incidentally much of this critical condi
sources Commission feel that the Vin.. tion is due to the levees above which have 
cennes project is a must. The secretary funneled th~ water in~o the cit~ of Vin
of the Indiana State Flood Control and cennes. Without this wall Vincennes 
Water Resources Commission came to cannot survive another fiood. 
Washington to the hearing before the Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
committee, and I wish to repeat again unanimous consent that all debate on 
every request for funds for various the pending amendment and all amend
projects in Indiana has been dropped ments thereto close in 10 minutes and 

. in the interest of the Vincennes project. that I be recognized to close debate. 
We are asking now only $300,000 which The CHAffiMAN. Is there objectfon 
is less than was spent in trying to to the request of the gentleman from 
save the flood wall in 1950. I ·have Michigan? 
been looking over the projects approved t There was no objection. 
by the Bureau of the Budget. Millions F The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog .. 

. and tens of millions of ·dollars are rec.. nizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ommended for these various projects. DENTONJ. 
It makes the small amount that the Mr. DENTON. Mr; Chairman, I ap
State of Indiana is asking for Vincennes preciate the need for economy and I 
seem utterly insignificant. Perhaps that also appreciate the temper of this House 
is why the Vincennes project is over.. as to all amendments to the flood-con
looked. Perhaps it is that the State of trol section of this bill. But when there 
Indiana is talking in terms of economy .is a leak in your house I think it is poor 

economy to wait until it rains and then 
start to repair the damage and attempt 
to stop the leak. It is much better to 
fix the leak while the weather is good. 

That is exactly the situation you have 
with this Vincennes :tf ood wall. During 
the WPA days a flood wall was con
structed at Vincennes out of earth and 
part of it out of concrete. It was not 
built according to specifications em
ployed by the Army engineers when 
they do this type of work and the work
manship was probably faulty, because 
the wall has begun to crumble and gave 
way. Every time there is a flood the 
Army engineers spend about $50,000 to 
sandbag that levee. Just a short while 
ago they drove in some piling to hold 
up the wall and that cost approximately 
$50,000. Every few years they have ex
tremely high floods on the Wabash. 
They had one in 1950, and at that time 
the Government spent over $300,000 to 
prevent the town from being inundated. 
There were thousands ·and thousands of 
volunteer workers, and locally $90,000 
was spent. Now that was a total of over 
$400,000 spent at that time, and this 
amendment only calls for an appropria- · 
tion of $300,000. I am not adding the 
damage to property that would have 
occurred if the town had been flooded 
and the great loss of life and su1Iering 
that goes with such a disaster. ..; 

Vincennes is a town that has about 
$20,000,000 worth of war contracts. It 
is on the main highway and the rail
roads running north and south from 
Chicago. This city is not in my district, 
but I am especially interested in this 
project, because if Vincennes is inun
dated, practically all of the north and 
south traffic in the western part of my 
district is stopped. In the appropriation 
bill last year $600,000 was authorized for 
this project. It was taken out under 
the Taber-Thomas amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not spoken to 
anyone who did not think this was a 
worth-while project and that it should 
be in the budget. They say it is a new 
project. This program was authorized 
under the Flood Control Act of 1946, be
cause that is when the flood wall gav.e 
way; so it would have to be a new proj
ect. I think we are considering the form 
and not the substance, if we refuse to ap
prove this amendment, because of rules 
the committee has laid down. It is not 
economical to spend $400,000 to prevent 
a town from being flooded when you can 
start this present project for $300,000. I 
think this is a very worth-while amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUTJ. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this is 
a flood wall project. In the bill for fiscal 
1951 the Senate recommended $600,000 
for construction. The House allowed 
nothing, and there was no budget esti
mate. It is pointed out, therefore, that 
under the conference report, the Corps of 
Engineers, had they believed the project 
to fit the defense criterion, could have 
expended up to $600,000 last year on this 
project. They chose to spend nothing. 
In the budget for 1952 the Corps of 
Engineers were allotted a certain sum of 
money by the Bureau of the Budget for . 
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their budgetary planning. It is pointed 
out that the Corps of Engineers recom
mended to the Bureau of the Budget 
$600,000 for this project in 1952. How
eve1-, the $600,00 was over ceiling previ
ously established by the Bureau of the 
Budget, so after they had the amount 
estabilshed that they could use, they 
went in on a request for $600,000 over 
and above the established amount. In 
other words, they did not choose to make 
this a specific project. 

> Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield 'to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I simply 
want to say that our subcommittee ·was 
put in a difficult position. Whereas here 
is a project in excess of $3,000,000, all that 
was requested was $20,000 for planning, 
and the record shows that only 38 per
cent · for the· planning ha~ been com
pleted. 

Mr. RABAUT. Thirty-eight percent 
of the planning. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Yes. It 
puts any committee charged with the 
responsibility for expending funds in a. 
difficult position to go ahead and au
thorize the spending of money for con
struction when the planning has not 
even reached the half-way stage. 

1 Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BRAYl. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I have made this mo

tion reluctantiy because I know the 
House wants to get on with this legisla
tion. but I do feel it my duty to call at
tention to an omission from this bill 
which I think is due to a combination of 
unfortunate circumstances and not really 
to the fault of anybody. However, there 
is one item omitted from the bill for the 
further dredging of Portland harbor in 
my district. This is necessary for the 
completion of a project which was au
thorized in 1945, and which has actually 
been going forward for several years, 
and needs to be completed if the very 
large sums of money already spent are 
to accomplish their purpose. 

The authorization in 1945 was for a 
35-foot channel available for tankers. to 
obtain access to the Portland-Montreal 
pipeline, and to a large number of tanks 
at the head of our harbor, for a turning 
basin at the head of the harbor, for a 
breakwater at the entrance of the har
bor, and for a 170-acre anchorage, 35-
foot depth, at a point designated by the 
Army engineers. All other work as au
thorized has been completed, but no ap
propriation has been made for the 1'10-
acre anchorage. 

I should like to read into the RECORD 
the traffic which is involved in this situa
tion. 

In 1945 we had a net total tonnage of 
4,848,696 and a tonnage of petroleum 
products of 2,704,151. 

In 1946 the net total tonnage was 
5,988,900 and the tonnage of petroleum 
products 4,730,418. 
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In 1947 the net total tonnage was 
6,677 ,060 and the tonnage of petroleum 
products 5,501,825. 

In 1948 the net total tonnage was 
7,583,938 and the tonnage of petroleum 
products 6,450,535. 

In 1949 the net total tonnage was 
6,847,619 and· the tonnage of petroleum 
products 5,957 ,582. 

I have no figures for 1950, but that 
traffic is constantly increasing. 

The modern tanker is a big, deep
draft ship even in contrast with the 
tankers which were operating 5 or 10 
years ago. The harbor has to be able to 
accommodate those tankers and it is im
portant to the national defense, because 
Portland is the easternmost harbor on 
the Atlantic coast. A tanker went 
aground in our harbor only the other day. 
Portland was in the last war the site 
of a very important naval base. In any 
conceivable military operations, the 
necessity for getting these big tankers 
into Portland harbor would be absolute. 

I appreciate what a very difficult time 
the subcommittee have had on this bill, 
and I do not criticize them. On the con
trary, I congratulat.e them on the care 
and study they have given these mat
ters. I think this item would probably 
have been in the bill if the Army en
gineers had seasonably brought it to the 
attention of the Bureau of the Budget, 
which for some reason they did not. 
I earnestly bespeak the consideration of 
the House for this project. I hope that 
when this bill gets into another body 
the necessary appropriation will be made, 
because, as I say, until this anchorage is 
provided, the millions of dollars which 
have heretofore been spent in improve
ments on this harbor will have been used 
to very imperfect effect. 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

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

page 7, line 3, strike out "$268,009,900" and 
insert "$268,034,900, of which $25,000 shall 
be used for planning and surveying tlood. 
control, Ana.costia River and tributaries, 
with particular reference to conditions exist· 
ing at Bladensburg, Md." 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I 
earnestly ask you to give me your at
tent.i.on for a few minutes. and if, from 
the facts I outline in that brief time, 
you feel I have made out a case for this 
$25,000 item, I will very genuinely ap
preciate your support. The issue right 
now is whether I make out a case or 
whether on the basis of a yardstick we 
are going to put the item aside. The 
issue is whether this item merits pas
sage and whether the House as a legisla
tive body is going to work its will or on 
the other hand whether we are going to 
accept and rubber stamp, without 
thought or consideration, a general rec
ommendation of the subcommittee that 
no items be included for planning. 

.MI. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr . . SASSCER. I yield "to my friend. 
Mr. BAILEY. ls it not true that after 

the severe rainstorm on last Friday night. 
traffic was blocked on one of the main 
highways leading into the National Capi
tal, that ~s, .the Defense Highway, due 

to this very situation you are talking 
about? 
Mr~ SASSCER. In answer to my dis

tinguished friend, the gentleman from 
West Virginia, it was rather tragic and 
ironical that the hearings were released, 
and the remarks made before the hear
ings probably gave some hope of relief. 
on this route No. 1, and on the very 
next day, Sunday, Route 1 at · Bladens
burg, at that point known as the Peace 
Gross, the water at the deepest point was 
6 feet over the roadway with three main 
highways blocked there. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the utmost re
spect and affection, as everyone in tlie 
House has, for the committee. They 
have performed a hard and arduous task 
and naturally when they take the posi
tion in committee that they are going 
to strike out all planning items, they 
maintain that position on the :floor. But 
if the House is to completely accept that 
theory, then we have wasted 2 days here 
of valuable time in passing upon and dis
cussing these items. 

Mr. Chairman, to get on to the proj
ect in the 5 minutes I have, the De
fense Highway and Route 1 converge at 
what is known as the Peace Cross, 1 mile 
from Washington. That point gets 
fiooded about 12 times a year, and the 
floodwaters have increased as the sec
tion has grown up. blocking the roads 
for approxim.ateiy half a mile. Had we 
had an atomic bomb attack on Sun
day, or at this time when we are think
ing about civilian defense, and cer
tainly the National Capital is impor
tant-had &n attack come during flood
waters, exit from the city of Wash
ington would have been practically 
blocked with the bridges leading to Vir
ginia clogged up and Route 1 blocked up 
by floods and the Defense Highway, 
leading to one of the nearest ports at 
Annapolis, blocked up by :flood, and a. 
third road, which has been used as a de
tour, also blocked by flood. 

This is not a local project for Mary
land. It is on Route 1. leading from 
the State of Maine all the way down 
the Atlantic coast. I wish I had time 
to show you the pictures of this point 
at flood time. Every time the road is 
blocked the automobiles of people from 
New York, Pennsylvania, and all points 
n01·th are frequently stalled with bag
gage damaged. Even wl.len they get on 
the other side, the brakes slip and they 
have to stop at a garage, delaying_ their 
trip. 

What I say now is ·basically in the in
terest of defense. It is only a $25,000 
Federal contribution for planning of a 
project that was authorized in the last 
Congrnss. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The time of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. SAss
cERJ has expired. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentle
man may · proceed for two additional 
minutes. 

The C'3.AIRMAN. Is there objection 
· to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman. 

will the gen Ieman yield? 
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Mi·. SASSCER. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. When these 
main highways are blocked how long 
does it take to clear them, usually? 

Mr. SASSCER. It all depends on the 
amount of the flood water. The last 
one was one of the worst; it could take 
6 or 7 hours, or all night. I would say 
12 hours is the usual extent of it. But 
even during the early periods of it, when 
people do get through, I have seen 
them with badly damaged brake bands, 
and they have to stop at garages and 
have the brakes tightened up so that 
th.ey can proceed. In some instances 
people have had to remain in their cars 
all night. 

I cite this to show the national scope 
of the item. Beyond that, there is a 
particular inconvenience to local people, 
many of whom work in the Federal Gov
ernment and who should be considered. 

This is not a new item. After a long 
and tedious fight which goes back to the 
time of my predecessor, the present 
Members of Congress at the last session 
of Congress authorized this project. The 
Bureau of the Budget has authorized 
simply $25,000 for planning, and we are 
asking that it not be stricken out. We 
are asking the Members on both sides of 
the aisle if they think it is right to keep it 
in to express the will of the Congress 
and leave it in so that the State and lo
cal agencies can go ahead with their 
planning, as this is a responsibility of 
the Federal, State, and local govern
ments, to which the Congress; by an au
thorization bill passed at the last ses
sion, authorized a Federal contribution 
of $4,531,200, which is over half the cost 
of the project. 

The law authorizing this Federal par
ticipation is already on the books and 
will continue. there, with the remaining 
step the appropriation of the money. If 
we make this initial appropriation · we 
will expedite the actual authorized con
struction and completion of the project. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Maryland has again 
expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask · 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment close in 3 minutes and 
that I be recognized. 

~ · The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 
. There was no objection. 
t Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, not one 
dime has been spent on this project. 
This Anacostia River project has a total 
Federal estimate of $6, 709,000. The re
quest of the engineers was for $50,000 
for planning. There is no new planning 
in this bill. The budget allowed $25,000. 

Just how Will we look to the Nation, 
refusing funds for planning in every dis
trict of the country, and then, because 
we are going to travel this highway, we 
say we will have to make an exception 
for this de luxe crowd. Will that not 
look fine? It would be the worst thing 
we could do. Where would I be in jus
tice to the position of any man in this 
House who has approached me upon a 
similar project for his own district? We 
say, "No. We cannot do anything for 

the -folks back home, but we are goirig 
to do something right here in the shadow 
of the Capitol of the United States." 

It is not the right thing to do. 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle

man from Michigan. 
Mr. FORD. I think this particular 

project fits in that category of a new 
project, very well. This is the first 
money we will spend, if the amendment 
is approved, on a $6,709,000 project. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr. ·FORD. If we want to hold up 
some projects without harm to the proj
ect, we must stop at this point. We 
should defeat the amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. I agree with the gen
tleman. 

Mr. SASSCER. Let me answer the 
criticism by saying that the project was 
broken down into road relocation . and 
dredging. They felt that the road relo
cation part of flood control was the n10st 
important, and that is the part that ~his 
is directed to. 

In answer to the statement of my be
loved colleague from Michigan, I am 
not trying to get Congress out of Wash
ington; most of us want to stay in Wash
ington; what I am thinking about is in 
case of disaster with the clogging up of 
bridges on the south side of the city 
and the blocking of roads on the north 
side by floods the National Government 
is imperiled. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I want 

to compliment the gentleman. I am 
happy to find I can agree with him once. 
This planning business seems to me to be 
the height of absurdity; his party never 
needs any planning to spend more. 

Mr. RABAPT. -·Why, the gentleman 
always agrees with me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the · gentle
man from Maryland [Mr. SASSCER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as foilows: 

I had the pleasure of talking to Mr. 
Frank Pace, at that time the Director 
of the Budget of the United States. He 
said that because of the present emer
gency many worth-while American prob
lem::: were not being solved, and that the 
Golden Age of America was passing 
away. 

Most oI these projects do not run into 
large figures. I think this committee 
and the entire Committee on Appro
priations as well as the Members of the 
House ought seriously to question and 
think about the policy and the hard 
rules laid down by this honorable com
mittee that prevents many worthy and 
needed projects from being approved by 
this present ·congress. 

So far as these projects that I am . 
bringing before the Congress are con
cerned, I think that if there is any proj
ect that can qualify from any stand
point, such projects are in the great 
bituminous coal fields of southeastern 
Kentucky. The last figures I have con
cerning the three counties involved 
show that more than $58,000,000 worth 
of bituminous coal was shipped to the 
plants and factories of America. The 
entire production of bituminous coal in 
America is approximately 500,000,000 
tons per year. The territory concerned 
with these two flood walls contributes 
more than 20,000,000 tons of bituminous 
coal this year, and in times of emer
gency we can proc.tuce much more. In 
other _ words, by spending less than $2,-
000,000 you can protect one of the great 
basic industries of America and we can 
keep the coal running into the war 
plants of this great Nation of ours. 
One-twentieth of all the coal of America 
is produced in this region. Yet floods 
flow down the streets of these two towns. 
Some Members have said that flood
waters encroach upon their home com
munities as much as 3 or 4 feet. 
The Cumberland River, when it goes on 
a rampage of destruction, goes into Bar-

. bourville, Ky., and Pineville, Ky., and 
fioods all of the business section and 80 
or 90 percent of the homes to a depth 
of from 7 to 10 feet. The loss of prop-

-erty is enormous. In 1946 the total loss 
in each of these towns was more than 
the total cost of giving us protection for 

Amendment offered by Mr. GOLDEN: On each of the towns. We have floods prac-
page 7, line 3, after the words and figures tically ev~ry year. 
"$268,009,900", insert "also the further sum • There are more than 18,000 men work
of $1,500,ooo, to be used for the c.onstruc- 1ng in these coal mines. There are some
tion of the Barbourville, Ky., fiood wall thing like four or five thousand railroad 
project on the Cumberland River, as au- men who have their homes in and around 
thorized by law, and the construction of 
the Pineville, Ky., flood wall project on the · the towns that can be protected by these 
Cumberland River, as authorized by law, fiood walls. We occupy in the defense 
said sum to be divided equally between said program of America a key position there 
two projects." in southeastern Kentucky. We are just 

.Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, we 
are all aware of the tremendous im
portance of economy at this time. We 
are also aware that a project should 
make a considerable contribution to the 
war effort in order to qualify. But I 
think in view of all the facts and evi
dence this body heard on yesterday and 
today that enough has been presented 
to impress this powerful and most re
spected committee that the people of 
America are entitled to some considera
tion when devastation is taking place by 
reason of floods every year. Last year 

80 miles from the great bomb plant at 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, in view 
of the fact I have two projects involved 
here, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for three additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

~· There was no objection. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, we are 

contributing basic products. You cannot 
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make steel unless you have bituminous 
coal. I said here yesterday that the 
largest coal mine in America : is .. located 
in my .district and it will be protected by 
these :flood walls. The United States 
Steel Corp. has a mine in Harlan County 
that produces a trainload of coal a day · 
and every ounce of that coal has to 
come out on the Cumberland Valley Rail· 
road through Pineville and through Bar· 
bourville. If we protect these towns 
that coal will continue to go into the 
steel mills of this great country. They 
do not sell it. They use it all for the 
manufacture of steel. 

We furnish coal to the bomb plant at 
Oak Ridge, we furnish coal to all of the 
Tennessee Valley. This year the Ken· 
tucky Utilities, that furnishes power for 
most of Kentucky and some parts of 
Tennessee, has doubled the capacity of 
that great steam plant there just below 
Pineville, Ky., and has built a separate 
new transmission line rl.ght into the 
bomb plant over there in Oak Ridge, : 
Tenn. They are now supplying large 
quantities of electricity for one of the 
most essential war plants in America. 
They have to have this coal. 

Some two dozen coal mines every day 
take their entire output to the Kentucky 
Utilities. We furnish coal and we fm·· 
nish. power. It is not economy to let our 
people be.destroyed year in and year out. 
We do make a notable coutribution to . 
the war effort and I think that these 
projects are just~eq. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask . 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
these two projects close in 2 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection . 
to the request · of the gentleman from 
Michigan? , , 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT.. Mr. Chairman, the 

g:mtleman ·is correct in saying that the 
engineers asked for $25,000 on the Bar· 
bourville project; but on .t:ae Pineville 
project they· did not even ask for a cent. 
The budget allowed no money for the 
projects. It -is true that they mine a 
very high grade of coal in that area and 
that we need coal for the defense effort. · 
We ·need steel, and we have to run the 

· great plants of America. I certainiy 
know the devotion of the gentleman for 
his district. He has come· before the 
committee and he has talked with us on 
other occasions. But, these two projects 
fall within the very category of the proj • 
ects of the other gentlemen in the House 
from all over the United States. ·we· 
just cannot go along with one of these 
projects any more than we can with the 
others. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on · 

the amendment offered by the gentle· 
man from Kentucky [Mr. GOLDEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my re· 
marks at this point 1n the RECORD. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? · 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, I 

am of course very much disappointed 
that the committee did not see fit to 

include in this bill the sum of $209,000 
for the :flood-control project at Pueblo, 
Colo. I .am not critical of the commit· 
tee, however, as I fully realize the prob· 
lems they faced. I am hoping that this 
item can be put in the bill before it is 
:finally passed, as I feel that it is impor· 
tant to construct the same as .soon as 
possible. 

The project provides for :flood protec. 
tion at Pueblo, Colo., by.the construction 
of a 10-foot levee as a protection against · 
backwater, and at an estimated cost to 
the United States of $209,000 and to the 

. local interests of $4,287, which includes 
rights-of-way. · 

Pueblo is our second largest city in 
Colorado, having a population of ap· 
proximately 80,000. 

I want to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that this project 
is entirely earthwork, and no critical 
materials of any kind will be used. It is 
an emergency project, and is necessary 
in order to complete the work done by 
the Army engineers in providing a small 
levee in 1948. 

The city of Pueblo suffered a disastrous 
fiood in 1921. Practically 3 square miles, 
including the center of the business dis· 
trict, were under water. I think the 
average depth was about 14 feet, and you 
can still see the watermarks on some 
of the buildings. Property damage was 
estimated at $10,000,000, and it is known 
that 78 people lost their lives. · It is the 
general opinion that many more perished 
as a result of that :flood. 

Following the :flood, the city of Pueblo 
formed a conservancy district and con· 
structed its own :flood works, consisting 
of a .fioodway 10,000 feet long through 
the city, designed to carry a :flow of 
125,000 cubic feet per second. The cost 
to the taxpayers of Pueblo was about -
$9,000,COO. _It was estimated that the 
previous :flood carried about 103,000 cubic 
feet per second. 

Now the immediate :flood-control 
problem arises from the insufficient 
height of the backwater levee on the . 
left bank of the river below the. Santa 
Fe A venue Bridge, and which would 
permit :flooding of approximately 46 
blocks within the city limits whenever 
the :flow exceeds 27,000 cubic feet per 
second. That is due to the fact that the 
river has silted up, and for other causes. 

I want to quote from the House Docu
ment ·No. 327, Eighty-first Congress, 
which is the report of the Army engi· 
neers, on this Pueblo project and in. 
eludes this statement: 

There is urgent need for further protection 
of this area. 

And another statement: 
The district engineer finds that there is a 

critical flood problem in the city of Pueblo, 
Colo., due to an inadequate backwater levee 
on the left bank of the Arkansas River down
stream from the Santa Fe Avenue bridge, 
for a distance of approximately 3,000 feet. 

The report further states that the· 
survey "indicates an economic ratio of 
1 to 1. 7. The proposed improvement is 
economically justified." 

I understand that is a very high ratio 
as compared to some other projects. I 
am not going to say niore about the eri. 
gineering features of this project; it has '. 

been approved by the Army engineers, 
and you have their statement, which I 
have just read, that there is urgent need 
for further :flood protection ·of this area. · 

I understand that it has been the pol· 
icy of the Bureau of the Budget to re· 
fuse to approve the starting of any new 
construction unless it is connected with -
the national defense program. There- · 
fore, I would like to say just a few words 
in support of our contention that this 
project is definitely tied in with national 
defense, and that it would be most dis· 
astrous and unfortunate if we should · 
have another :flood before this project · 
could be completed. I will try to point · 
out just what such a :flood would mean 
to the defense activities in the Pueblo 
area . . 

First, Pueblo is an important defense 
city, perhaps one of the most important · 
in the western part of the country at this 
time. The Pueblo Ordnance Depot is 
located there, and about 6,500 people are 
employed at present. This is one of the 
largest and most important depots in the 
United States, and is now being en· 
larged. It is a distribution depot, serv· 
ing some 10 States, and supplying many 
military installations with equipment 
and supplies. 

The Colorado Fuel & Iron Corp. has a 
steel works at Pueblo, known as the 
Minnequa steel plant, employing about 

· 4,500 men. The production of this plant 
is almost 100 percent for defense. -
There are many smaller corporations in · 
Pueblo which have defense contracts. 
One is the Triplex Corp., employing 
some 750 people, making pistons for the 
aircraft industry, and also for tanks and 
jeeps. · 

Pueblo is a very important railroad 
center. There are four major railroad 
lines into Pueblo, and from these photo· 
graphs you can see some of the tracks 
and roundhouses. : The Santa Fe ·Rail.; · 
road passes through Pueblo with its line 
to Denver. The Santa Fe just recently · 
spent over $2,000,000 in extensive im· 
provements to its yards and facilities at 
Pueblo. · -

The Colorado & Southern Railway 
runs through Pueblo. This is a most 
important operation from Denver to 
Dallas. 

The Missoui·i Pacific main line from 
the East has its terminal in Pueblo. 
The Denver & Rio Grande Western 
Railway passes through Pueblo with its 
line to Salt Lake City. 

Those railroads would be completely 
out of commission if there should be an
other :flood like the one occurring in 
1921. This would stop the :flow of sup
plies of ore and other raw materials into 
the steel works, which would, of course, 
be compelled to suspend operations as 
a result. 

Shipments of military equipment and . 
supplies from the Pueblo Ordnance 
Depot would be stopped. 

We feel very strongly that this work 
should be completed as quickly as pos
sible. We consider this an emergency 
project. We feel that it does have a 
direct bearing on our national defense 
effort. I have mentioned the important 
defense projects which are located in 
Pueblo and the serious situation that_ 
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would develop if the railroads in Pueblo 
ceased operations because of their tracks 
being washed out. We feel that a real 
hazard exists and that the construction 
of this flood-control project should be 
completed as soon as possible. 

We have been fortunate in that we 
have not had another large flood ·in the 

· 1ast few years. However, such a flood 
may occur at any time, because no one 
can predict just when these floods will 
strike. 

Again I want to impress upon the com
mittee that this project would involve the 
use of earthwork only. It would provide 
for the employment of a few men, but 
it does not call for any critical materials 
which are in short supply. 

We feel that we should finish the job 
that the Army engineers started in 1948, 
when they constructed a smaller levee 
out of emergency funds-there was no 
direct appropriation. The district en
gineer in Albuquerque made a special 
survey of this flood situation in Pueblo, 
as I recall, late in 1948. They recognized 
that emergency work was necessary and 
did the job at ·a cost of about $~0,000 
out of their emergency fund. 

Now we would like the Army engineers 
to go ahead and complete this project. 
We feel that a real danger exists and 
there is a great deal of apprehension 
over the constant threat of another flood. 

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
had planned to offer an amendment to 
this section of the bill which would have 
provided funds to start the construction 
of the Eagle Gorge flood-control project 
in my congressional district. Several 
weeks ago I appeared before the subcom
mittee on appropriations for Army civil 
functions and urged that funds · be ap
proved for this project. At that time 

, the chairman informed me that the com-
mittee had adopted a policy of not ap
proving funds for any new project or for 
any project which was not included in 
the budget. The policy was adopted be
cause of our national emergency pro
gram which necessitated reductions in 
nondefense spending. With this policy 
I could not find much criticism. Yet it 
was my feeling that as the Representa
tive from my district I should do every
thing possible in behalf of the needs of 
that district. Therefore, as I have said, 
I had planned to off er an amendment 
seeking funds for this particular project. 
~ In view of what has transpired here 
today, however, I have now decided not 
to off er the amendment. Several other 
Members with flood-control projects as 
needy as mine have offered amendments 
similar to mine and they have all been 
'rejected. The House has supported the 
policy adopted by the subcommittee and 
has refused to approve any amendment. 

;.To offer mine now would be but a futile 
'gesture, as I am sure it would meet the 
1same fate as the others. I shall seek 
,to have my project approved by the Sen
,ate which will consider this appropria-

tion bill at a later dat~. That body may 
approach this flood-control problem on 
a different basis. It is my hope that it 
will do so for the reason that many 
projects are badly needed by the various 
communities affected. 

\~' Mr. MA~~EN~;ALL~:::ington. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend· my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
:Washington? 

There was no objection? 
Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. Chair

man, I hope to give the Committee in 
the time allotted me a better under
standing of one project that has been 
omitted from this bill-the Albeni Falls 
power dam project in the State of Idaho. 

The Albeni Falls Dam is one of the 
dams included in the· Colurr..bia River 
projected system of power dams. It is 
the smallest and least costly of all these 
dams; yet it is one that will return a 
h,igher profit in power production than 
any dam which has been built or which 
are projected for construction on the 
Columbia River. . 

The United States Army engineers 
asked for $10,000,000 for the construc
tion of the Albeni Falls Dam. They said 
that with this $10,000,000 they could, 
within the brief period of 13 months, get 
the Albeni Falls Dam so far near com
pletion that by_ August 1952, only 13 
months from now, this dam could be 
producing 100,000 kilowatts of electricity. 

I know of no power dam that has ever 
been built in this country where so large 
an amount of electricity as 100,000 kilo
watts has been produced for the small 
expenditure of $10,000,000. 

Most power dams require 40 to 50 years 
to pay for themselves. If the engineers 
can, as they claim, produce 100,000 kilo
watts of electricity at an expenditure of 
only $10,000,000, and I believe they can, 
the Albeni Falls Dam · will be the most 
profitable Government-owned power 
dam in the country. 

The engineers say that the ratio of 
benefits to cost on the Albeni Falls Dam 
is 4.47 to 1. I know of no river and 
harbor or flood-control project where the 
benefits are so high compared to the 
cost. It is not, therefore, in my opinion 
true economy to leave the Albeni Falls 
Dam out of this appropriation bill. 

I, however, am not offering an amend
ment to put the Albeni Falls Dam in this 
bill. Every amendment that has been 
offered today to get a new project into 
this bill has been defeated. I am fear
ful that any amendment to include the 
Albeni Falls Dam in this bill, judging 
from today's temper of the House, prob .. 
ably would suffer the same fate. 

I do, however, hope that when this bill 
goes to .the other body that the Albeni 
Falls Dam will be added to the list of 
projects included. I hope that the com .. 
mittee meanwhile will give further study 
to this Albeni Falls project. When they 
come to understand that the Albeni Falls 
Dam when built, if $10,000,000 is appro
priated for its construction, that it, . by 
increasing _the electricity production of 
the Columbia system, will pay for itself 

not in 40 or 50 years but in from 10 to 20 
years. 

It is not true economy to eliminate 
such a power-producing dam from this 
bill . . 

Some projects have been eliminated 
by the committee on the ground that 
they were new projects. Albeni Falls 
Dam does not fall in this category. 

· Work already has started on it. A total 
of $2,900,000 was appropriated last year 
for this project. 

Other projects were rejected because 
they were not considered necessary to 
the defense effort. Electricity, particu
larly in the region which is a heavy pro
ducer of aluminum, is a defense need. 
Therefore, Albeni Falls Dam does not 
fall in the category of not being a de-
fense project. · 

Some projects have been rejected be
cause the cost was too high compared 
to the benefits. The Albeni Falls Dam 
is not in this category because the engi
neers estimate its benefits as $4.67 for 
every $1 spent 1n its co;nstruction. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

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

page 7, after line 17, insert a new paragraph, 
as follows: · 

"Flood control, Middle Rio Grande, N. 
Mex.: For continuation of work on Jemez 
Canyon Reservoir in accordance with the . 
Flood Control Act of 1948, $900,000." 

Mr. -FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate the hard and fast task of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. RABAUTJ, 
and his subcommittee in opposing every 
amendment, and I realize that we face a 
situation here where the program is not 
to allow a single change in the bill, on 
the grounds that if the committee has 
made a mistake it can still be corrected 
through action of the Senate and the 
conference committee. 

There are other items in my State 
which were approved by the Bureau of 
the Budget, but were eliminated by this 
committee, on which I am not going to 
offer any amendment, and I would not 
offer any amendment on this except for 
the fact that I am satisfied that our 
good committee is making a grievous 
error in stopping a project which is right 
in the middle of construction. The 
over-all Rio Grande program was ap
proved as late as 1948, and yet because 
of the emergency character of it, this 
committee and this Congress appropri
ated money to start construction of this 
particular part of it last year. They 
are right in the middle of it now. They 
have 110 men on the job this very day, 
on a continuing contract, and if this 
money is not appropriated, then that 
work will be chopped off right in the 
middle of it and that contract cut off in 
the midst of it. It means that what 
they have ·already done would be wasted 
and lost. That is the situation. 

The gentleman from Michigan yes
terday said that the committee tried to 
be fair, and I am sure they are fair, 
everybody agrees to that, but they do 
not claim that they are infallible. In 
this case I think an error has been com .. 
mitted through misapprehension. My 
colleague, the gentleman from New ~ex .. 
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ico [Mr. DE;l'<'IPSEYl yesterday called at
tention to that misappr~hension, and · I 
think this is an occasion on which the 
committee could very graciously and 
conscientiously agree to let this amend
ment go in. When the news came out 
to New Mexico that this project, which 
is in the midst of construction, had been 
left out, there was consternation. I 
hold in my hands a large batch of tele
grams from people who realize how vital 
this project is and who realize the dis
astrous situation that will result if it is 
stopped right in the middle of it. 

I am not going .to take time to read 
them all, but I do want to read one: 

The following information is from sources 
we deem reliable, and work on Jemez Dam 
at present includes placing of concrete for 
the intake tower, placing of concrete for the 
barrel of the outlet conduit, which is about 
one-fourth completed, and excavation for the 
stilling basin. There are 110 men employed 
on the job. . 

Shut-down of work for considerable period 
of time would expose the partially com
pleted conduit to damage and covering by 
possible slides from the steep hillside ad
joinipg it and, under certain conditions. 
could involve considerable expense prepara
tory to resuming. work. 

Excavation in the stilling basin is being 
carried on at a considerable depth below 
normal water table, 'which requires unwater
ing. If work were shut down for a consid
erable period of time, the water would either 
have to be allowed to rise in the excavation, 
which would result in considerable sliding 
of the banks when it was again pumped 
down, or this area would have to be con
tinually pumped .during the entire shut
down period, which would be quite expen
sive. In either case, whether the pumping 
is continued or the water allowed to return 
to its normal level, the stilling-basin exca
vation would be subject to filling from slides, . 
since the north side· of it also is against a 
steep slope. 

The cost of stopping all work for a period 
of approximately 12 months would exceed 
$200,000 under normal weather conditions, 
and in the event of flash floods, heavy rain, 
or snow this loss would increase propor• 
tionately. 

If a flood did come down, the work 
that has already been done there would 
be destroyed. This is not economy. As 
I say, I am satisfied that the committee 
rejected this item only through misap
prehension. I plead with the committee 
to adopt this amendment, which is only 
for nine hundred thousand, and, of 
course, has the full approval of the Bu
reau of the Budget. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
is offered by my colleague the ge:J;ltleman 
from New Mexico [Mr. FERNANDEZ] is not 
for some new project which has not been 
started, and it is not for a project that 
has not been budgeted. We have already 
expended through the generosity of 
Congress $1,200,000 upon this small dam. 
Outlets are being constructed at this 
time. I was informed this morning by 
Colonel Potter of . the Army engineers 
that this was a continuing contract for 
the completion of the outlets and, if the 
outlets are not completed, they will not 
only be destroyed but, in addition, be
cause of this continuing contract, it will 
be necessary to buy up the contract and 
pay the contractors for not completing it. 

This Rio Grande project is an im
portant one. It affects the States of 
Colorado and Texas and the country' of 
Mexico. That river provides 60,000 acre
feet of water annually to Mexico under 
a treaty signed during the administra
tion of President Theodore Rnosevelt. 

.If we cannot get these silt-control 
dams that are necessary, the water can
not get down to Mexico or Texas. Today 
New Mexico owes the State of Texas 
about 250,000 acre-feet of water not be
cause we have used the waiter but be
cause of lack of a channel. Due to silt
ing of the channel, filling it in places, 
when we have any rain, the runoff is so 
rapid it cannot be carried off properly 
because there is no channel available. 
This was explained to the committee by 
the Army engineers. Central A venue in 
Albuquerque is lower than the Rio 
Grande Channel. As a result of this con
dition water is wasted. What we are try
ing to do is continue a program this 
Congress has authorized anrl for which 
this Congress has appropriated money. 
It is a program for which the Bureau of 
the Budget has recommended the 
amount the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. 
FERNANDEZ] w'ishes to restore. 

Only 4 days ago the chief engineer at 
Albuquerque said: 

We feel that the prospects are very good -
that worlt on the dam will proceed without 
interruption. 

Colonel McNutt said the $900,000 now is 
incorporated in the appropriations bill which 
is before Congress. Action on the bill is 
expected this week. 

The $900,000 now awaiting congressional 
appro-;al will provide sufficient funds to com
plete the outlet structures. 

On those structures that he is trying to 
complete, there is. a pending contract 
for their completion. We have spent 
$1,200,000 already, which money will be 
wasted. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the committee 
has tried to do a good job, but I do not 
consider tlie committee to be infallible. 
They have not shown that to be the case 
in this instance. I have talked to dif
ferent members of the committee, and I 
am sure they realize they have made a 
mistake, but sometimes it is difficult to 
get people to correct a mistake. All we 
ask here is fairness in connection with 
this appropriation. I hope the Congress 
will restore the cut in the appropriation 
which has been made by the subcom
mittee, because I am sure it was made 
without a thorough understanding of 
what is involved. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment close in 2 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. On 
this project the budget estimate was 
$900,000. The recommendation was to 
delete the $900,000. This project is only 
17 percent completed, and the commit
tee does not fe.el that its economic bene .. 
fit or its relationship to national defense 
is such that the Corps of Engineers 
should proceed with the construction at 

the present time. The cost-benefit ratio 
here for the entire basin program is only 
1 to 1.22, and the economic benefits of 
the Jemez Canyon are directly related to 
the over-~11 program. At the present 
time no other projects in the basin are 
being planned. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. Yes, of course, 

there are other projects in the basin 
which we are willing to have postponed. 
But here you have authorized the work. 
The work has been started, and it is 
being stopped right in the middle- of it. 
I think it is uneconomical, to say the 
least, to stop it in the middle of the work. 

Mr. RABAUT .. The economic ratio;~ 
tied to the entire system and that ratio 
is very low. It is 1 to 1.22. It is a very 
low ratio. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman says 

that this project has no reference to the 
national defense. That is not what the 
Army engineers stated to the gentle
man's committee. They. said quite the 
opposite of that. It has a definite con .. 
nection with our national defense. On 
this very river is the Sandia base,' which 
is one of the most important projects 
today in America. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by .the gentle
man from New Mexico [Mr. FERNANDEZ]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. DEMPSEY). 
there were-ayes 17, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Emergency fund for flood control on trib

utaries of Mississippi River: For rescue 
work and for repair or maintenance of any 
flood-control work on any tributaries of the 
Mississippi River threatened or destroyed by 
flood, in accordance with section 9 of the 
Flood Control Act, approved June 15, 1936 
(36 u. s. c. 702g-i). $500,_000. . 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SIMPSON of Illi· 

nois: Page 8, after line 9, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

"Flood protection, Beardstown, Ill.: For 
prosecuting work on the project for flood 
protection at Beardstown, Ill., including 
modification of the existing Lost Creek, South 
BBardstown, and Valley Drainage and Levee 
District projects, in accordance with section 
204 of the Flood Control Act of 1950, ap
proved May 17, 1950, $2,976,000, to remain 
available until expended. No part of the 
sum appropriated pursuant to this para• 
graph shall be expended without prior ap· 
proval of the Bureau of the Budget." 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair .. 
man, the authorization for flood protec .. 
tion at Beardstown, Ill., was authorized 
during the second session, Eighty-first 
Congress, House Resolution 5472, Public: 
Law 516. It was authorized substantially 
in accordance with the recommendations 
of the Chief of Engineers in House Re
port 332, Eighty-first Congress, at an es
timated cost of $2,976,000. 
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The Civil Functions Subcommittee was 

as considerate as they possibly could be 
as they gave Beardstown citizens and 
myself about 30 minutes to testify in 
behalf of the appropriation. The reason 
given me for not including the amount 
in the civil functions appropriation bill 
was because we did not have budget 
approval. This is an old project, need
ing repairs and about to cave in the 
river. 

We . asked Mr. Donald MacPhail, as
sistant to the Director of the Budget, to 
give us the approval. Our office was led 
to believe we would receive an answer of 
some .kind by noon today. Our office did 
receive a letter signed by Director F. J. 
Lawton rejecting our request. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., June 12, 1951. 

Hon. Sm SIMPSON, 
House of Representatives, 

House Office Building, · 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR. MR. SIMPSON: This is in reply to 
your letter of June 5, 1951, to Mr. MacPhail 
of this Bureau requesting favorable consid· 
eration to an appropriation for flood con
trol at Beardstown, Ill. 

I regret to advise you that in the light of 
the necessarily restrictive policies covering 
public works followed in the preparation of 
the 1952 budget this office would not be able 
to recommend the funds for the initiation 
of the Beardstown project. 
1 The President's budget contained no 
recommended funds for initiating construc
tion of any projects in the river and harbor, 
flood control or reclamation fields except for 
a limited number of multiple-purpose proj
ects, all of which would provide substantial 
power benefits essential to the defense effort. 
Decision to include these projects came after 
a careful review of power requirements for 
the defense effort, particularly in areas where 
the power shortage appeared potentially 
critical. 

I appreciate knowledge of your interest in 
the authorized Beardstown improvement and 
can assure you that should changed condi
tions permit an adjustment of the present 
budget policies any estimate submitted by 
the Department of the Army for Beardstown 
will be given . every consideration by this 
office. 
· \ Sincerely yours, 

F. J. LAWTON, Director. 

I also insert a letter from the White 
House dated July 21, 1950, to the Secre
tary of the Army, directing executive 
agencies to conduct detailed review of 
programs: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, July 21, 1950. 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE ARMY. 
MY DEAR MR. SECRETARY: In my message of 

July 19 to the Congress, I announced that I 
was directing the executive agencies-

"* * * to conduct a detailed review of 
Government programs, for the purpose of 
modifying them wherever practicable to 
lessen the demand upon services, commod
ities, raw materials, manpower, and facilities 
which are in competition with those needed 
for national defense. The Government, as 
well as the public, must exercise great re
straint in the use of those goods and serv
ices which are needed for our increased de
fense efforts." 

In order to adjust the programs of the 
Federal Government, I am writing to you 
and the heads of the other agencies whose 
prograrr1 involve substantial use of mate
rials and other resources needed. for the de
fense effort. Please reexamine your pro-

grams, giving particular attention, to the 
extent applicable, to the following: 

(1) All civil public works, both direct 
Federal programs and grant-in-aid pro
grams, should be screened with the objec
tive, as far as practical, of deferring, cur
tailing, or slowing down those projects which 
do not directly contribute to defense or to 
civilian requirements essential in the 
changed international situation set forth in 
my message. 

(2) Consistent with the restrictive policy 
already in force for housing credit, other 
credit programs should be tightened. The 
only exceptir;ms should be those which di
rectly contribute to meeting our defense and 
international responsibilities. 

(3) Procurement of supplies and equip
ment should be held to minimum amounts, 
especially purchases of motor vehicles, type
writers, and other equipment using critical 
materials. Inventories should be reduced to 
the lowest practical levels, and excess sup
plies and equipment should be made avail
able immediately to the General Services Ad
ministration. 

In addition, I shall expect that in the 
reexamination of the programs of your 
agency you will give first priority to those 
activities which contribute directly to na
tional defense, including requests of other 
agencies for assistance. 

I am asking the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget to work closely with you in this 
review and to report to me on the steps 
which you have taken in revising your pro
gram to meet these objectives. 

Sincerely yours, 
,~ · HARRY TRUMAN. 

J.,. Mr. Chairman, I feel my record for 
economy during the five terms I have 
been here is as good as anyone's. The 
word economy, according to the diction
ary, has several meanings besides the 
general implication of economy. One of 
the meanings, a theological one, is "the 
Creator's plan; the design of provi
dence." In my opinion it is not the de
sign of providence or the Creator's plan 
for the wake of man-made barges to 
wash the ground from under the founda
tion of a sea wall protecting the city, 

Beardstown has 6,000 people in it, rail
road shops, a large flour mill~ and a de
fense manufacturing plant. Above all, 
it has homes and houses of worship. In 
my experience, along the Illinois, Mis
sissippi and Sangamon Rivers in the 
Twentieth Illinois District, it does not 
make any difference to floodwaters 
whether you are a Democrat or a Re
publican, a Protestant or a Catholic, Jew 
or Gentile, colored or white. It comes 
just the same. Floods make no excep
tion of legislative bodies, appropriation 
committees or the Bureau of the Budget. 
Old Man River does as it pleases. 

The seawall protection at Beardstown 
is in danger of collapsing. This is 
caused by the wake of barge lines and 
other boats, churning the ground loose 
from under the foundation of the wall. 
Two years ago a 20-foot section caved 
in and has been temporarily repaired. 

I have offered my amendment subject 
to approval of the Bureau of the Budget. 
What could be fairer than such a pro
posal? Some political subdivision is go
ing to have to help or floodwater is 
going to wash Beardstown into the Illi
nois River. It is the most needed flood 
protection between Chicago and the 275 
miles length of the river. 

Are not 6,000 -lives, homes, and 
churches in Illinois and the United 
States as important to protect as the 
lives of starving people in India? As far 
as I am concerned they are more im
portant. 

Mr. Chairman, this body can and has 
voted $50,000,000 for the rehabilitation 
of Korea. To my knowledge, not a single 
United Nations member has made 
any proportionate authorization. Mr. 
Speaker, this body has voted untold bil
lions for good will all over the world. 
Under such circumstances, I do not pro
pose for my part, Mr. Chairman, to let a 
city of 6,000 people float down the river. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment close in 2 minutes, and 
that I be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 

gentleman from Illinois is absolutely 
right; this is a project that deals· with 
with the homes of 6,500 people. It.calls 
for an estimated cost of approximately 
$3,000,000. It is unbudgeted; not a 
nickel has been spent on it; it falls in 
the category of so many other projects of 
my worthy colleagues who have spoken 
here today. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote and 
that the amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. I move to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, during these trouble

some years of increasing Government ex
penses and increasing taxes I have given 
considerable thought to our Federal 
flood-control program.· I am of the 
opinion that that program is essential 
and that it is one of the things that will 
have to be carried on at a reasonable rate 
of speed. 

A sound flood-control program is nec
essary if we are to preserve our produc
tive facilities. An efficiently run private 
business which is ever so zealous to cut 
down overhead costs does not and cannot 
refuse to pay out necessary money for 
maintenance and repair of its productive 
machinery. Flood control falls in a 
similar category in regard to our national 
economy. 

When no floods are threatening, and 
none have occurred recently, it is easy 
to suggest that flood control be cut out 
entirely'. When citizens drown, when 
bridges, highways and roadways are 
washed away and homes are flooded, 
when industrial plants are inundated 
and millions of dollars of precious soil 
is washed away people change their mind 
about the necessity of flood control. 

Flood control is not just another Gov
ernment expenditure. Flood control is 
not the creation of a new department of 
government. It does not mean just 
more bureaucracy. Expenditures for 
flood control are not a means of handing 
out Government money to individuals 
who are able to provide for themselves. 
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Flood control is a public necessity. It is 
a public improvement. If the program 
is sound it constitutes necessary protec
tion just as we must protect our com
munities against fire and other hazards. 

Flood control is one program that can
not be returned to the States. The rea
son for this is obvious. Our rivers are 
interstate. Torrential rains and flood 
walls know no State lines. The rain 
falls and the snow melts in a far-off 
mountainous State and the water may 
flow through several States before it 
reaches flood height. The program of 
controlling floods is likewise interstate. 
A dam a:r.d reservoir in one State brings 
protection and safety and increased pro
ductivity to areas in States far below it. 
Floods and flood control are interstate. 
It is the type of program that must be 
handled by the Federal Government. 
By its very nature it is a public problem 
that calls for a public program. 

Mr. Chairman, wide areas in the dis
trict that I have the honor to represent 
have again faced damaging floods. The 
entire south edge of Nebraska is men
aced by floods. That part of southwest 
Nebraska included in the Republican 
Valley suffered a great deal throughout 
the years. A program of flood control 
and irrigation by the Bureau of Recla
mation and the Army engineers is well 
underway. In several localities ade
quate protection has become a reality, 
This program must and will be carried 
on. It has been one of my chief con
cerns in the years that I have served in 
this Chamber. 

Considerable of the Republican Valley 
flood protection is being carried on by 
the Bureau of Reclamation. The main 
construction by the Army engineers in 
the valley now is the Harlan County 
Dam. Closure of the dam will be made 
this summer. The construction of the 
Harlan County Dam is 92 percent com
plete. At the end of June this year there 
will be an unexpended balance of previ
ous years of about $1,500,000. The 
Army had secured approval of the Bu
reau of the Budget for a new appropria
tion of $3,344,000. The committee in 
this bill has recommended the sum of 
$2,000,000. I have been in touch with 
the Office of the Chief of Engineers. 
They informed me that they believe that 
the job can be completed with this $2,-
000,000. We are very grateful for this. 

In recent years all of southeast Ne
braska has been subject to severe and 
reoccurring floods. Because I believe in 
these programs and because the need has 
been so urgent in this area as well, I 
have ccfilsistently worked for flood con
trol. 

Iri June 1944, after conferring with 
the local people in regard to their flood 
problem, I introduced the necessary res
olutions which called upon the Army 
engineers to make an invest igation and 
bring in a report and a plan for flood 
control for Salt Creek and the Big and 
Little Nemaha Rivers. These resolu
tions were approved by the House Com
mittee on Flood Control on the 21st day 
of June 1944, and the Army engineers 
were assigned the job of formulating a 
flood-control program for these areas. 
The report of the Army engineers on 
Salt Creek has not yet been forwarded 

to Washington. I understand that the 
tentative proposals met with local op
position. To date, no final report by 
the engineers has been made to the Con
gress but one is expected by November 
15, 1951. 

Neither has the Army engineers re
port on the Nemaha and the Little Ne
maha been transmitted to Washington. 
It is my information that these plans 
call for small dams and levee and chan
nel improvements on both of these Ne
maha Rivers. The report is not expected 
to reach Congress before December 1951. 
Congress cannot act until a report is of
ficially transmitted to it. 

The Army engineers have completed 
their studies and a plan has been sub
mitted to Congress for local protection 
work at Hubbell, Nebr., on Rose Creek 
which flows into the Big Blue River. 
This is a small project consisting of a 
levee and channel improvements on 
Rose Creek. 

Likewise, the Army engineers have 
su:Jmitted a plan for local protection 
work at Beatrke, Nebr., where Indian 
Creek joins the Big Blue River. The plan 
calls for levee and channel improvements 
on the Big Blue River and on Indian 
Creek and the removal of a low dam on 
the Big Blue River, which seriously re
duces the channel capacity at that 
point. 

The report on the Beatrice and Hub
bell projects was not transmit' .. ed to Con
gress until June 21, 1950. This was after 
the last flood-control authorization bill. 
This bill was of May 17, 1950. After the 
Army engineers make a report the Con
gress must pass an authorization act 
before any money can be appropriated 
to carry out the engineers' recommen
dations. These authorization acts em
body projects in all parts of the coun
try. There is usually only one such au
thorization act every 2 or 3 years. It 
was unfortunate that the engineers' rec
ommendations for local protection at 
Beatrice and Hubbell were so long de
layed in reaching Congress. This was 
due to other parts of the Kans~s River 
report dealing with Kansas projects 
which were exceedingly controversial. 

The Department of Agriculture has a 
flood-control program which is impor
tant. It involves soil practices, land 
treatment, and water-retarding st ruc- · 
tures too large or too difficult to be han- ·· 
dled by the individual farmer or his soil
conservation district, yet not of the size 
and cost of those built by the Army en
gineers and the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Congressman STEFAN and I have in
troduced and secured the passage of a 
resolution by the Public Works Commit
tee which directs the Department of 
Agriculture to bring in a flood-control 
program for the Salt Creek-Waho·o 
Creek Basin. This work by the Depart
ment of Agriculture is under way and it 
is expected that a report will be forth
coming before many months .. 

Likewise, I have introduced a resolu· 
ti on for agricultural flood survey for the 
Big Blue. This was referred to the 
Public Works Committee. I am informed 
that within the last few days a favorable 
recommendation on my resolution has 
been obtained from the Department of 
Agriculture. It is expected that the 

Public Works Con!1i1ittee will take up
this resolution very shortly and I urge 
its passage. 

Lm:ewise, Representative BUFFETT and 
I · have int roduced a resolution calling 
for an agricultural flood survey for the 
Little Nemaha. This was referred to the 
same committee and likewise the Depart
ment of Agriculture has approved the 
resolution. We will press for early and 
favorable action by the· Public Works 
Committee so that the technicians in the 
Department of Agriculture can bring in 
definite recommendations to lessen the 
flood damage in the Little Nemaha Basin. 

Mr. Chairman, in many ways these 
flood problems become more acute each 
year. There are other rivers and creeks 
that have a considerable flood-control 
problem that I have not taken time to 
enumerate. I believe that the entire 
Missouri River Basin faces a flood prob
lem. 

This work is necessary. The loss of 
topsoil runs into millions of dollars. Al
most every year several lives are lost and 
property is damaged. In my opinion, 
:flood control is a necessary Federal 
function. I believe that a lot of hand
outs, both foreign and domestic, can be 
eliminated that will save many billions. 
I believe that we have other Government 

· services that we can get along without. 
I do not know how we can ignore the 
ravages of floods and be fair to ourselves 
or those who follow us. We must con
serve the good earth and hand it on a 
little more productive than we found it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 104. The Governor of the Canal Zone 

and the Chief of Engineers, Department of 
the Army, are authorized to employ services 
as authorized by section 15 of· t h e act of 
August 2, 1946 (5 U. S. C. 55a), in amounts 
not exceeding $15,000 for the Can al Zone 
government and not exceeding $150,000 for 
the Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army: Provided, That the rates for individ
uals shall not exceed $100 per diem. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

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

page 15, after line 7, add a new section as 
follows: •• ( 

"No part of any appropriation or authori
zation contained in this act shall be used 
to pay the compensation of any incumbent 
appointed to any civil office or posit ion which 
may become vacant during the fiscal year 
beginning on July 1, 1951: Provided, That' 
this inhibition shall not apply: 

"(a) To not to exceed 25 percent of all 
vacancies. 

"(b) To positions filled from within the 
agency. 

" ( c) To offices or positions required by law 
to be filled by appointment of t h e President 
by and with the advice and consent of the · 
Senate. · 

"(d) To seasonal and casual workers. 
" ( e) To employees in grades CPC 1 and 2. 
"(f) To employees paid from trust funds.' 
"(g) To employees of the Canal Zone 

government. ; 
Provided further, That when any depart• 
ment or agency covered in this act has re- ' 
duced their employment rolls to 80 per cent 
of the total number on their rolls as of 
July 1, 1951, this limitation may cease to 

· apply." 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
similar but not an identical amendment 
as those I have offered to four previous_ 
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appropriation bills and which were 
adopted by the House. 

I shall explain the exemptions in this 
amendment. 

With reference to seasonal and casual 
workers, the amendment will permit the 
Army engineers to hire extra help in 
cases of flood and other emergencies; 
also for extra seasonal and casual help 
for the cemeteries provided for in this 
bill. Trust funds which are for the Old 
Soldiers Home are 'exempt under this 
amendment. Employees of the Canal 
Zone government are also exempted. 

The budget requested $136,658,788 for 
personnel salaries. They requested 
salaries for 200 officers and for 37 ,163 
civilian employees. The civil functions 
part of the Army engineers' duties does 
not have anything directly to do with 
our war effort except as a part of their 
duty is to keep floodwater off of land that 
produces food, feed, and fiber. Con
struction items have been materially re
duced by the committee, hence it is 
proper to reduce administrative costs 
also, regardless of other reasons for do
ing so. 

If my amendment is finally made law 
it will save the taxpayer at least $15,-
000,0GO in the fiscal year 1952. The Bu
reau of the Budget requested funds to 
cover salaries for 37 ,163 civilian em- · 
ployees c:.nd for 200 uniformed officers. 
Uniformed officers are not affected by 
my amendment. It only covers civilian 
employees. In fact not a single em
ployee now on the payroll is affected by 
this amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment, as 
applied to the civil works functions of 
the Corps of Engineers, would have a 
drastic effect upon the authorized work 
of the corps, seriously curtailing essen
tial services, and increasing the final 
costs of construction work as a result of 
construction delays. 

If this amendment passes I am going 
to ask for a roll call, because I think it 
very necessary that the implications of 
this amendment be understood by the 
Members of this House. Take one little 
examt>le. This is going to affect the 
harbor of New York. If that is not 
related to the defense effort, there is 
nothing relating to the defense effort in 
this country that I know of. Now let 
us get our feet on the ground. This is 
important. This does not fall within 
the ordinary fabric of things, and I hope 
you will listen to what I have to say. 

This effect is particularly drastic on 
the Corps of Engineers because of its 
high rate of turn-over of personnel. Be
cause of this high turn-over rate the full 
20 percent cut would be effected during 
the first 4 or 5 months of the fiscal year 
inasmuch as the expected turn-over rate 
will exceed 50 percent during the year. 
During the 12-month period March 1950 
to February 1951, the turn-over rate in 
the Corps of Engineers average over 4 % 
percent per month, or over 50 percent 
for the year. Some factors which have 
contributed to the turn-over rate are the 
establishment of new and expansion of 
present Government agencies in connec
tion with the defense program, expan
sion in private industry, and unfavor-

able Federal pay schedules as compared 
with private industry. These factors 
are equally applicable to agencies other 
than the Corps of Engineers. It may be 
expected that the rate will increase dur
ing the coming year under existing cir
cumstances. 

To illustrate specifically the effects of 
such a cut, operations and maintenance 
work and new construction work may be 
taken as examples. The operations and 
maintenance work would include opera
tion and maintenance of dredges and 
other floating plant, navigation locks, 
and multiple-purpose dams. Through 
constant efforts to decrease costs, the 
crews of these operations already have 
been reduced to the absolute minimum. 

If the number of personnel on such 
operations were cut an additional 20 
percent, dredges would be insufficiently 
manned to comply with navigation laws 
and thus would be unable to operate at 
all or would be operated at less than full 
capacity. As an example, the seagoing 
hopper dredge Essayons, under the juris
diction of district engineer, New York 
district, is operating 24 hours ·per day 
7 days per week. Extensive studies have 
indicated that this type of operation is 
practicable and the most efficient con
sidering the investment in the plant and 
the magnitude of the project. The nor
mal crew for such operation should be 
123. Due to normal turn-over of per
sonnel, it is possible to maintain a crew 
of only 110 to 115 full-time employees, 
with the difference being made up by 
overtime work by some individuals and 
reassignment of crew members to the 
more important operations. A further 
cut of 20 percent would reduce the per
sonnel aboard the Essayons to approxi
mately 90-you need 123 and you are 
going to cut it down to 90-which would 
be insufficient to keep the dredge oper
a ting on its present schedule in New York 
Harbor and still comply with navigation 
laws and operating regulations. A re
duction in number of days operation per 
week and number of shifts per day would 
be mandatory, with resulting increase in 
the per unit cost of material removed by 
the dredge and a reduction in the amount 
of vital dredging performed in New York 
Harbor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 

number of hours of operation of locks 
would have to be curtailed in order to 
spread available crews, resulting in the 
tie-up of navigation during some hours 
of the night, which would interfere seri
ously with the flow of interstate com
merce, and all operations at multiple-

. purpose dams, including power produc
tion and. distribution, flood control, and 
navigation, would be seriously affected. 

To cite only one instance, power out
put at powerhouses would have to be 
curtailed, as the highly complicated 
powe~ production and distribution equip. 
ment must be attended by trained oper-

ators. Such a curtailment would have 
a serious effect upon the defense effort, 
as the operation of these powerhouses 
is of vital importance to the defense 
production program. 

The problem on construction work 
might not be cessation or curtailment 
of activity, as in dredge, lock and dam, 
and powerhouse activities, but delay in 
completion through inability to utilize 
sufficient construction and inspection 
personnel. This would result in higher 
construction costs. 

If we are talking about economy, let 
us realize the situation as it exists. 

The foregoing examples are limited to 
some of the direct effects of the amend
ment on actual operations. The total 
effect would be even greater, as the 20 
percent reduction would also apply 
throughout the engineering and service 
activities of the Corps. 

As indicated by the above discussion, 
the provisions that only 25 percent of 
all vacancies can be filled, and that the 
amendment is inapplicable after July 1, 
1951 force is reduced to 80 percent, are 
of no value in eas~ng the efforts of the 
amendment. Further, tlie exception for 
positions filled by transfer within an 
·agency would be of extremely limited 
value, as the net result in each case will 
be reduction of one position at some 
equally critical point in the agency. 

An additionai factor which must be 
considered is the problem of operating 
and policing the proposed amendment, 
which would require considerable man
power to insure that all payments to 
personnel were legal. Since the amend
ment precludes the employment of ad
ditional personnel, the personnel neces
sary to administer the amendment could 
only be obtained by a further reduction 
in operating personnel, resulting in a 
still further curtailment of important 
functions. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a dangerous 
amendm·ent to a proposition dealing so 
intimately with the defense problems of 
the Nation and dealing with navigation 
and power and with things worth while 
for the conservation of America. I ask 
for the defeat of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
tJ strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has been re
duced in the Corps of Engineers, rivers 
and harbors item, from $220,000,000 to 
$162,000,000. The flood control item has 
been reduced from $328,000,000 to $268,-
000,000. The Mississippi River item has 
been reduced from $61,000,000· to $59,-
000,000. Yet, there is nothing in the re
port or in the bill to indicate exactly 
what personnel are reduced. 
· If you want to get a picture of what 
the situation is, look at the green sheets 
which have been furnished by the Bureau 
of the Budget. Here we have engineers, 
ranging 10 to 11 thousand dollars: for 
1950, 5; for 1951, 6; for 1952, 7. Down 
a little further you find-Engineers for 
an average pay of $8,500: in 1950, 16; 
for 1951, 19; and for 1952, 21. Then you 
go down a little furth~r and you get 
more engineers-39 fo:.· 1950, 40 for 1951, 
and 41 for 1952, with an average pa¥ of 
$8,000. 
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In other words, with a lessened ac

tivity, the payroll has been built up in the 
higher grades. Is it not time for us to 
look at this situation and le~ them man
age their business so that the lower ac
tivity which will result from the reduc
tion that the committee has made in the 
fiood control and river and harbor activ
ities will reduce their personnel where 
they do not need ti:iem, and that we can 
save some money and get some results 
for the people of the Unjted States out 
of the money that is spent? That is the 
object of this amendment, and it is a 
painless operation that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] has provided. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yielci? 

Mr. TABER. I yieM to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Is it not 
a fact that due to the work of the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] with this 
same amendment on previous appropria
tion bills, the other body yesterday saw 
fit to institute something along the 
same order, or having the same thing in 
mind, that is, a reduction in the per
sonnel of this Government to a great 
degree? 

Mr. TABER. If we do not reduce the 
personnel of this Government and get it 
down to earth, we are going to be in ter
rible shape.in this country, and we are 
never going to be able to control it. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] is 
entitled to a lot of credit for offering it. 
. Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. . . . 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Micbigan. Do I 

get the argument right that while we 
are cutting the amount of money for 
their operation, we are giving them more 
employees, and that this amendment is 
designed to cut that out? 

Mr. TABER. The · employees in the 
upper grades are being increased at a 
time when the responsibility that was 
given them by the ;Bureau of the Budget 
was being reduced. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

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

Mr. JENSEN. Is it not a fact that 
the gentleman who preceded you said 
this would affect the defense of our 
country? 

Mr. TABER. It will not. 
Mr. JENSEN. And the gentleman did 

not say a word about all the cuts he 
made in flood control, where waters are 
covering the finest land in America and 
affecting the defense of this Nation? 

Mr. TABER. They ought to be using 
the money to take care of the rivers and 
harbors and fiood control, and not try to 
keep people on the payroll where they 
do not need them. 

·The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
JENSEN], 

The question was taken; and the , 
Chair being in doubt, the Committee di
vided, and there were-ayes 80, noes 92. '. 

Mr. JENSE~. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair
man appointed as tel!ers Mr. RABAUT and 
Mr. JENSEN. 

The Committee again divided; and 
the tellers reported that there were
ayes 89, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the 

bill. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the committee do now rise and 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. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. HARDY, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H. R. 4386) making appropriations for 
civil functions administered by the De
partment of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1952, and for other pur
poses, had directed him to report 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. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the bill and 
amendment to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the amendment. 
The amendp:ient was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. · The question is on 

the engrossment and tnird reading of 
the bill. 

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

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman 
opposed to the bill? 

Mr. TABER. I am, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the motion to recommit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TABER moves to recommit the bill to 

the Committee on Appropriations uith in
structions to report the same back with the 
following amendment: Add a new section 
on page 15, line 7, as :follows: 

"No part of any appropriation or authori
zation contained in this act shall be used to 
pay the compensation of any incumbent ap
pointed to any civil office or position which 
may become vacant during the fiscal year 
beginning on July 1, 1951: Provided, That 
this inhibition shall not apply-

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the motion to 
recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and on a divi

sion (demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 92, noes 109. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and riays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 170, nays 165, not voting 97, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 76] 
YEAS-170 

Abernethy Fulton Ostertag 
Adair Gamble. Patterson 
Allen, Calif. Gathings Phillips 
Allen, Ill. Gavin Pickett 
Andersen, Gossett Potter 

H. Carl Graham Poulson 
Anderson, Calif.Greenwood Prouty 
Andresen, Gross Quinn 

August H. Gwinn Radwan 
Angell Hagen Rankin 
Arends Hale Reece, Tenn. 
Armstrong Hall, Reed, N. Y. 
Auchincloss Leonard W R€es, Kans. 
Ayres Halleck Riehlman 
Bakewell Hand Rogers, Mass. 
Bates, Mass. Harden Sadlak 
Beamer Harrison, Va. St. George 
Bender Harrison, Wyo. Saylor 
Bennett, Mich. Harvey Schwabe 
Berry Heselton Scott, 
Betts Hill Hugh D., Jr • . 
Bishop Hillings Scrivner 
Blackney Hinshaw Scudder 
Boggs, Del. Hoeven Seely-Brown 
Bolton Hoffman, Mich. Shafer 
Bow Holmes Sheehan 
Bramblett Hope Simpson, Ill. 
Bray Horan Sit tier 
Brown, Ohio Hull Smith, Va. 
Brownson Hunter Springer 
Budge Jackson, Cal1!. Stanley 
Buffett James · Stefan 
Busbey Jenison Taber 
Bush Jenkins Talle 
Butler Jensen Taylor 
Byrnes, Wis. Jonas Thompson, 
Canfield Kean Mich. 
Case Kearney Tollefson 
Chenoweth Keating Vail 
Church Kilburn Van Pelt 
Clevenger Latham Van Zandt 
Corbett Lovre Vaughn 
Crawford McConnell Velde 
Crumpacker McCulloch Vorys 
Cunningham McGregor Vursell 
Curtis, Mo. Mack, Wash Weichel 
Curtis, Nebr. Martin, Iowa Werdel 
Dague Mason Wheeler 
Davis, Ga. Miller, Md. Widnall 
Denny Miller, Nebr. Williams, Mi$$. 
Devereux Miller, N. Y. Williams, N. Y. 
D'Ewart Morton Wilson, Ind. 
Dolliver Mumma Withrow 
Dondero Murray, Tenn. Wolcott 
Donovan Nelson Wolverton 
Ellsworth Nicholson Wood, Idaho 
Engle Norblad Wood, Ga. 
Fellows O 'Hara 
Fenton O'Konskl 

" (a) to not to exceed 25 percent of all 
vacancies; ~~~~;;izio 

"(b) to positions filled from within the Albert 

NAYS-165 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Cannon 
Carlyle 

Eberharter 
Elliott 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Fisher 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Ford 
Forrester 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Furcolo 
Garmat21 
Gore 
Granahan 
Granger 
Grant 
Green 
Gregory 

agency; Allen, La. 
"(c) to offices or positions required by law Andrews 

to be filled by appointment of the President Anfuso 
by and with the advice and consent of the Aspinall 

Barden 
~~~ ~~ 

"(d) to seasonal and casual workers; Barrett 
"(e) to employees in grades CPC 1 and 2; Bates, Ky. 
"(f) to employees paid from trust funds; Beckworth 
"(g) to employees of the Canal Zone Gov• Bennett, Fla. 

Bentsen 
~rnment. Blatnik 
Provided further, That when any depart- Boggs, La. 
iment or agency covered in this act has re- Bolling 
'duced their employment rolls to 80 percent Bonner 
of the total number on their rolls as of Boykin G 

1 July 1, 1951, this limitation may cease to ~~~:01;{ a. 
apply." '- Buckley 

Cell er 
Chatham 
Chudoff 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Co~ 
Crosser 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Denton 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Dorn 
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Hardy McCormack 
Harris McGrath 
Hart McGurre 
Havenner McKinnon 
Hays, Ark. McMillan 
Hedrick McMullen 

· Heller Mack, Ill. 
: Herlong Madden 
Holifield Magee 
Howell Mahon 
Jackson, Wash. Marshall 
Jarman Mills 
Javits Mitchell 
Jones, Ala. Morgan 
Jones, Mo. Morris 
Jones, Multer 

Hamilton C. Murdock 
Jones, Murphy 

.· Woodrow W. Norrell 
Karsten, Mo. O'Brien, Ill. 
Kelly, N. Y. O'Brien, Mich. 
Kennedy O'Neill 
Keogh O'Toole 
Kerr Passman 
Kilday Perkin:;, 
King Philbin 
Kirwan Poage 
Klein Polk 
Lane Price 
Lanham Priest 
Larcade Rabaut 
Lesinski Reams 
Lucas Redden 
McCarthy Rhodes 

Riley 
Roberts 
Robeson 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Sasscer 
Shelley 
Sieminski 
Smith, Miss. 
Spence 
Staggers · 
Steed 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Tackett 
Thomas 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thornberry 
Trimble 
Walter 
Watts 
Welch 
Whitaker 
Whitten 
Wickersham 
Wier 
Willis 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Yates 
Yorty 

NOT VOTING-97 
·Aandahl Gillette Moulder 
Bailey Golden Murray, Wis. 
Baker Goodwin Patman 
Battle Gordon Patten 
Beall Hall, Powell 
:Belcher Edwin Arthur Preston 
Bosone Hays, Ohio Rains 
·Breen Hebert Ramsay 
Brehm Heffernan Reed, Ill. 
Brooks Herter Regan 
Burdick Hess Ribicoff 
Byrne, N. Y. Hoffman, Ill. R~chards 
camp Irving Rivers 
Carnahan Johnson Rooney 
Chelf Judd Roosevelt 
Chiperfield Kearns Saba th 
Clemente Kelley, Pa. Scott, Hardie 
Cole, Kans. Kersten, Wis. Secrest 
Cole, N. Y. Kluczynski Sheppard 
Colmer Lantaff Short 
Cotton Lecompte Sikes 
Coudert Lind Simpson, Pa. 
Davis, Tenn Lyle Smith, Kans. 
DeGraffenried .McDonough Smith, Wis. 
Dingell Mc Vey Suttqn 

·Doughton Machrowicz Teague 
·Doyle Mansfield Towe 
,Durham Martin, Mass Vinson 
,Eaton Meader Wharton 
·Elston Merrow Wigglesworth 
Flood Miller, Calif. Woodruff 
Gary Morano Zablocki 
George Morrison 

So the motion to recommit was agreed 
. to. 
I The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Herter for, with Mr. Camp against. 
Mr. Towe for, with Mr. Preston against. 
Mr. Eaton for, with Mr. Teague against. 
Mr. Gillettee for, with Mr. Lantaff 

'against. 
, Mr. Kearns for, with Mr. deGraffenried 
against. · 

I Mr. Coudert for, with Mr. Dingell against. 
Mr. Elston for, with Mr. Kelley of Pennsyl

vania against. 
Mr. Hess for, with Mr. Patten of Arizona 

against. 
I Mr. Ribicoff for, with Mr. Clemente 
against. · 

Mr. Lecompte for, with Mr. Carnahan 
against. 

Mr. Reed of Illinois for, with Mr. Byrne of 
New York against. 
' Mr. Brehm for, with Mr. Flood against. 

Mr. Short for, with Mr. Moulder against. 

1 
Mr. Simpson of Pennsylvania for, with Mr. 

Mansfield against. 
Mr. Cole of New York for, with Mr. Hays 

of Ohio against. 
Mr. Baker for, wlth Mr. Gordon against. 

Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. Zablocki 
against. 

- Mr. Merrow for, with Mr. Kluczynskl 
against. 

Mr. Meader for, with Mr. Chelf against. 
Mr. Golden for, with Mrs. Bosone against. 
Mr. Goodwin for, with Mr. Brooks against. 
Mr. Smith of Kansas for, with Mr. Heffer-

nan, against. 
Mr. McVey for, with Mr. Rooney against. 
Mr. Chiperfield for, with Mr. Sikes against. 
Mr. Judd for, with Mr. Roosevelt against. 
Mr. Johnson for, with Mr. Machrowicz 

against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Martin of 

Massachusetts. 
Mr, Morrison with Mr. McDonough. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Wigglesworth. 
Mr. Regan with Mr. Smith of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Hardie Scott. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Murray of Wiscon-

sin. 
Mr. Battle with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. Cotton. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
may we have the well cleared so we can 
see who changes his vote? 

The SPEAKER. If we are going to 
start that procedure now we will follow 
it on every vote hereafter. There are 
just as many on one side as the other. 

The Members will retire from the well 
to their seats. ' 

Mr. BOYKIN. Mr. Speaker, how am I 
recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman is re
corded as voting "yea." 

Mr. BOYKIN . . Mr. Speaker, I change 
my vote from "yea" ·to "nay." 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I change 
my vote from "yea" to "nay." 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, how am I 
recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Texas is recorded as voting "nay." 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Speaker, how am 
I recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Maryland is recorded as voting "nay." 
. Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, how am 
I recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ok
lahoma is recorded as voting "nay." · 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Speaker, I qual
ify and vote "nay." 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, I 
vote "nay." 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. HALLECK. Is it necessary on 
this vote that Members qualify? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. HALLECK. I did not hear the 

gentleman say that he could qualify un
der the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Which gentleman? 
Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman from 

New York [Mr. ROOSEVELT]. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. No, Mr. Speaker; 

I was not here in the beginning. · 
The SPEAKER. Members to qualify 

must have been in the hall listening 
when the roll was called and not heard 
their names called. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, how am I 
recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Oklahoma is recorded as voting "nay:· 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, how am I 
recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recorded as voting 
"nay,'' Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I change 
my vote frrom "nay" to "yea." 

Mr. BEALL. Mr. Speaker, am I re
corded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Maryland is not recorded. 

Mr. BEALL. Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
qualify. 

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Speaker, how am 
I recorded? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin is not recorded. 

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
qualify and vote "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to the instructions of the House in the 
motion to recommit, I report back the 
bill, H. R. . 4386, with an amendment 
which is on the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerlt read as follows: 
On page 15, insert a new section as follows: 
"No part of any appropriation or author;. 

tzation contained in this act shall be used 
to pay the compensaton of any incumbent 
appointed to any civil office or position which 
may become vacant during the fiscal 
year beginning on July 1, 1951: Provided, 
That this inhibition shall not apply-

. "(a) to not to exceed 25 percent of all 
vacancies; 

"(b) to positions filled from within the 
agency; 

"(c) to offices or positions required by law 
to be filled by appoint~ent of the President 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; 

"(d) to seasonal and casual workers; 
" ( e) to employees in grades CPC 1 and 2; 
"(f) to employees paid from trust funds; 
"(g) ·to employees of the Canal Zone gov-

ernment. 

Provided further, That when any depart
ment or agency covered in this act has re
duced their employment rolls to 80 precent 
of the total number on their rolls as of July 
1-, 1951, this limitation may cease to apply." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

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

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
CLERK AUTHORIZED TO CORRECT SEC

TION NUMBERS 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk have 
authority to correct section numbers in 
the bill just passed. 

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

There was no objection. 
C.ENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, t ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
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may have an opportunity in the proper 
place in the RECORD to extend their re
marks in reference to the ebange of the 
name from the Buggs Island Dam to the 
John H. KelT Dam. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request oi the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE ECONOMIC 

REPORT 

'I'he SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro .. 
visions ·of section 5, Public Law 304, 
Seventy-ninth Congress, the Chair ap
points as a member of the Joint Com
mittee on the Economic Report the gen
tleman from California, Mr. -McKINNoN, 
to fill an existing vacancy thereon. 

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation from a com
mittee: 

WASHINGTON, D. c., June 13, 1951. 
The Honorable SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
United States CapitlJl. 

DEAR Ma. SPEAKER: I hereby tender my res
ignation as a member of the committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the House 
of Reoresentatives to ~ effective immedi
ately in order to accept an appointment to 
the Committee on Banking and Curren-ey. 

WILLIAM A. BARRETT. 

- The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the resignation is accepted. Th~re was 
no objection. 
ELECTION OF MEMBER TO COMMITTES 

ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speak.er, I offer a. 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 254) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows; · 
Resolved, That · WILLIAM A. BARRETT, of 

Pennsylvania, ·be, and he is hereby, elected 
a member of the standing col_llmittee of the 
House of Repr.esentatlves on Banking and 
Currency. 

The resolution was agreed-to. 
A motion to reconsider w-as laid on the 

table. · 

against misbranding, -false advertising, and. 
false in voicing of fur ·produets and furs. 
That aft.er general debate, which shall be 
con.fined to the bill and continue not -to -ex
ceed 1 hour, to be equally diVided and con
trolled by the chairman and the ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Inter
,state. and Foreign Commerce, the bill· shall 
be read :for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the consideration 
of the bill for amendment the committee 
shall . rise and report the bill to the House 
With such amendments as may have been 
adopted and the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend
ments thereto to final passage without inter
vening motion except one motion to re
commit. 

AMENDING AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949 

Mr. COLMER, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported the fallowing privileged 
resolution CH. R~s. -257, Rept. NQ. 5'14). 
which was referred to the H-0use Calen
dar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved-, That Immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3283) to amend the Agri
cultural Act of 1949. That after general de
bate, which shall be oo.nfined to the bill and 
continue not to ex:ceed 2 hours, to be equally 
divided and controlled by th~ chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Agriculture, the bill shall be read for 
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the 
conclusion of the consideration of the bill 
for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the bill to the House with _such 
amendments as may have b~n adopted and 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the biU and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion :to recommit. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak .. 
er, I ask unanimous consent that my col
league the gentleman from -Wisconsin, 
Mr. KERSTEN, be granted leave of .absence 
for today on a-ccount of official business. 

The SPEAKER. Ls there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Briefly the purposes for which the 
National Paraplegia Foundation was or
ganired as stated in their corparate char
ter are to form a national foundati0n 
for the benefit of all persons who have 
sutfered injury to the spinal cord. They 
want to set up adequate rehabilitation 
programs for these people, the majority 
of whom are not now receiving care and 
training. The program has been en
dorsed by Dr. Morris FiShbein, editor of 
the Journal of the American Medical 
Association. 

The foundation has a · board of direc
t~rs composed of prominent business 
leaders and paralyzed veterans to man
age its a1Iairs. Its president is . Jerry 
Giesler, an attorney from Los Angeles, 
Calif. The duties of the Board · are to 
manage the affairs of the corporation 
and to raise funds to carry on the pro- · 
ti-ram to help paraplegics resume their 
normal ·place in their communities and 
to become self-supporting. 

The National Paraplegia F'Dundatlon 
has a medical advisory committee to 
direct its activities from a medical stand .. 
point and to set the standards for its re
E-ear,ch programs. The chairman of the 
medical advisory committee is Dr. Leslie 
W. Freeman. director of surgical re
search, Indiana University Medical 
Center in Indianapolis. Also on , the 
beard are Dr. R. Glen Spurling, profes
sor of neurolcgical survey at the Uni
versity of Louisville School of :M:edicine 
and formerly Chief Consultant in Neuro
surgery to the Veterans' Administration. 
Dr. Andrew C. Ivy, vice president of the 
University of Illinois and nine other 

· eqnally prominent medical men make up 
the board that advises the foundation's 
board of directors on establishing its 
program and carrying out its researches. 

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO COMMITTEE . SPECiAL O_RDER 

At the present time the National 
Paraplegia Foundation is operating a. 
medical-fellowship progr~ utilizing 
available medical school laboratories 
across· the Nation. Doctors are given · an 
opportunity through this program to 
earn' research projects ·in connection 
with spinal cord injury and the basic 
physiology of the spinal cord. Spinal 
cord injuries are received through many 
types Qf ·accidents ranging from acci
dents at birth through sports activities · 
and falling down steps at school and 
on into automobile and industrial acci
dents as well as accidents around the 
home. 

·oN PUBLIC WORKS The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speake.r, I off er a. order of the House, the gentlewoman 

privileged resolution {H .. Res. 255) and frolli Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERsJ is rec .. 
ask for its immediate consideration. . ognized for 5 minutes. -

The Clerk read as follows: ···· <Mrs. RoGERS of M~ssachusetts asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remai-ks and include a. 
description of the National Paraplegia. 
Foundation.) 

Resolve.d, That CLARE .MAGEE, of ·Missouri, 
be, and he is hereby, elected a member of 
the standing committee of the House of Rep
resentatives on Public Works. 

The resolution was a.greed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
PROTECTING CONSUMERS AND OTHERS 

AGAINST MISBRANDING AND FALSE 
ADVERTISING 

Mr. DELANEY, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported the fallowing privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 256, Rept. No. 573). 
which was referred to the House calen
dar · and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop
tion-of this resolution it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the 'Union for t.he consideration of the bill 
(H. _R. 2~21) to protect consumers. ~nd o_t!1~rs 

THE NATIONAL PARAPLEGIA 
FOUNDATION 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

The support of all Americans is needed 
for this worthy cause. Money is needed 
to help the National Paraplegia Founda
tion help these people who would other
wise not receive aid. An understand
ing attitude by the general public will 
help paraplegics to resume their occupa .. 
·tions and trades and to become self-sup .. 
parting independent and happy inrli .. 
-vidual-s. 
· The following is a brief description of 
the National Paraplegia Foundation: 

Speaker, the Public Health Service tells 
us that there are 85,000 paraplegics in 
the civilian population Qf the United 
States. Paraplegics are paralyzed from 
the level of a spinal injury on down. · 
These are the forgotten men and womm. 
boys and girls among the Nation's para11 
lyzed. , i )V°HY THE NATIONAL PARAPLEGIA FOUNDATION 

The Paralyzed Veterans of America· t WAS FoB.MED-How IT Ls ORGANIZED 
have set out to help them and established [ The Paralyzed Veterans• Associations of 
the National Paraplegia Foundation to ~America (now Paral~d Veterans of Amer
do this job. The National Paraplegia. lea) was formed in 194'7. One of its goals 
Foundation is a non-profit corporation(. was adequate care for civilian paraplegics 

(about 85.000 in the United States 1) and 
inco1·porated under the laws of the State , 
of mµiois~ .. .,._1 Public Health Serviee figu~es! J 
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the advancement of research into conditions 
of the spinal cord resulting from injury and 
culminating in paralysis from the level of 
the injury down, including loss or impair
ment of bodily functions. 

During 1948 we decided that the program 
we had planned to assist civilian paraplegics, 
who outnumber the veterans 34 to 1, and 
our research activities could best be handled 
by a separate organization. Accordingly the 
National Paraplegia Foundation was incor
porated as a nonprofit benevolent corpora
tion under the laws of the State of Illinois. 

Briefly, the purposes for which the founda
tion was organized, as stated in our corporate 
charter, are t0 form a national foundation 
for the benefit of all persons who have suf
fered injury or . diseases of the spinal cord. 
We will alco r ~vocate, foster, and maintain 
complete and effective programs of medical 
C'.::.re and rehabilitation for all paraplegics. 
The majority of them are not now receiving 
such care and training. 

We need your help. · We need your moral 
SU:!)port, anr1 your contributions will make 
this ambitious program a success. Dr. Morris 
Fishbein, editor of the Journal of the 
American Medical Association, has heartily 
endorsed this program. 

Each chapter of the Paralyzed Veterans of 
America (formerly Paralyzed Veterans' Asso
ciations of America) has 1 member and 1 
vote on the board of directors for a total of 
6 ·votes; 5 prominent men were chosen to 
bring the board up to a strength of 11 mem
bers. Mr. Jerry Giesler, a Los Angeles attor
ney, was made president. Mr. H. ·Barry Mc-

. Cormick, president of the Chicago firm of 
McCormick & Henderson, was made vice 
president. Mr. Henry Slavik, vice president 
of Albert Schwill & Co., of Chicago, was made 
treasurer. Mr. Alfred L. Gore, of the Chicago 

. Book Bindery Co., and a paralyzed veteran, 
was made st:icretary of the foundation, but 
has no vote on the board of directors. Mr. 
Fred Levinthal, president of Allure Fabrics 
Corp., of New York, and Mr. R. W. McKee, 
secretary-treasurer of the Maywood Glass 
Co., a division of Anchor-Hocking Glass Co. 
in Los Angeles, were also named as members 
of the board of directors. 

William H. Schwarzschild, chairman of the 
board of the Central National Bank of Rich
mond, and_ Dr. W. T. Sanger, president of 
the Medical College of Virginia, were recently 
elected vice presidents, and Mr. Schwarzs
child was named assistant treasurer of the 
fou?dati~n. At the present time they are 
actmg with the executive director as the 
executive committee. 

The duties of the board of directors are to· 
manage the business of the corporation, and 
tq rai~e funds to carry on the research ac
tivities of the ·foundation. Such activities 
as the medical board may rooommend will 
be carried out by the board of directors. 

We have a medical advisory committee to 
tell us how \le can best spend the funds 
that are available. We believe that from 
the standpoint of active medical personnel, 
we probably have one of the most outstand
ing medical groups in the United States. 

Dr. L. W. Freeman, director of surgical 
research, Indiana University School of Medi
cine, 1040-1232 West Michigan Street, In
dianapolis 7, Ind., is chairman. You will 
find the entire medical board listed at the 
bottom of the first page. Probably some of 
the names are already familiar to you. Each 
of these doctors will be glad to . answer any 
questions you may care to ask concerning 
our program. 

In the back of this pamphlet is a copy of 
our medical program as it was formulated 
by our medical advisory committee. 

Our objectives· are: 
1. To train and rehabilitate all paraplegics 

to the point that they will become self· 
supporting citizens. 

2. A cure for paraplegia. 
The second objective is idealistic, but we 

believe it is attainable. It is an expensive 

program. Ten medical fellowships (which 
should be our minimum) will cost about 
$45,000 per year. As the store of knowledge 
concerning the spinal cord is added to by 
these doctors, the care and treatment ·of the 
persons n:.tffering from spinal injury will be 
improved gradually until the ultimate ob
jective is reached. All applicants for · fel
lowships are screened, and their· qualifica
tions evaluated by the Medical Advisory Com
mittee. Only the best are chosen. 

We hope to be able to give grants-in-aid 
to laboratories and medical schools from 
time to time to carry on research in the 
various phases of the physiology and path
ology of the spinal cord.-

It is, indeed an ambitious program for 
1,600 paraplegic veterans. We need all the 
help we can get. We are doing our best and 
we solicit your assistance. If a group be
comes interested in our program and wants 
to learn more we will try to make arrange- . 
ments for Dr. L. W. Freeman or some other 
member of our Medical Advisory Committee 
to meet with that group. 

Your dollars are needed to make this pro
gram effective. Checks should be made pay- · 
able to the National Paraplegia Foundation 
and may be sent directly to the national 
office, or through one of the officers of the 
foundation in your locality. 

Don't forget that spinal injury can come 
froin sports activities, such as diving and 
football; it can come from automobile acci
dents, and industrial accidents; persons have 
become paraplegics by falling down steps in 
their own homes. It is the goal of the 
foundation, toward which your contribution 
will be used, to improve the medical .situa
tion of paraplegics to the extent that they 
can all live self-supporting, useful lives. 

We hope that we shall hear from you in 
the near future . 

BERNARD E. SHUFELT, 
Executive Director. 

THE NATIONAL PARAPLEGIA FOUNDATION 

MEDICAL PROGRAM 

I 

Scope of the activities of the foundation: 
A. To seek means of expanding the pres

ent facilities for the care and rehabilitation 
of paraplegic patients. 

B. To increase the knowledge of the physi
ology and pathology of the spinal cord, of 
pathological conditions arising out of disease 
or injury of the spinal cord, and of the 
techniques Qf rehabilitation. 

II 

The program for rehabilitation: 
A. It is proposed that the Federal Govern

ment make its present facilities for rehabili· 
tation of paraplegic veteran patients avail· 
able to all ci'.;izens, and that these facilitie~ 
be expanded to meet the additional load. 
It is proposed that the expense be borne by 
State, local , and private funds in the same 
manner that tubercular and mental patients 
are cared for. 

1. An act of Congress ls required for this 
to be realized. 

(a) A survey of the number of patients 
now suffering from paraplegia (and the rate 
at which new cases are occurring) must be 
carried out. 

(b) An educational program to impress 
lay and medical groups with the need for 
such legislation must "be carried on. 

B. The number of trained personnel !or 
paraplegia centers must be increased. 

1. An educational program to stimulate in
terest by the medical profession in the treat
ment of,.paraplegia is required. 

III 

The program for medical research: 
A. The interest of the proper men in the 

specific problems of paraplegia must tie 
stimulated. 

1. This increased interest can best be cre
ated by close association of medical schools 

and paraplegic patients. It is suggested that 
all paraplegic patients in the acute phases be 
treated in hospitals connected with medical 
schools, thus permitting students, house 
staff members, and· younger attending men 
to meet the problems at first-hand. 

2. Another means is to facilitate dissem
ination of information regarding present ac
tivities in treatment and research. 

IV 

The program for fellowships: 
A. Fellowships are one of the best means 

available for creating interest in the prob
lems of paraplegia and · for the provision of 
personnel training. 

1. It is suggested the National Paraplegia 
Foundation establish 10 fellowships ranging 
from $3,000-$6,000 a year for 3· years' dura
tion each, for work in the fundamental dis
ciplines of science and medicine. 

2. The medical advisory committee will 
make these appointments. 

v 
The organization and duties of the medi-

cal advisory committee: 
.A. Chairman, Dr. Leslie w. Freeman. 
B. General plan of duties: 
1. To participate ·in the educational pro

gram by speaking on behalf of the medical 
program of the foundation. 

:l. To assist in the preparation of material 
~or the local medical societies and the iay 
public in regard to the medical program. 

3. To assist in the preparation of material 
of interest and instruction for the general 
practitioner of medicine. 

4. To assist in the collection of data re
garding paraplegia from the standpoints of 
·therapeutics and research. 

5. To assist in obtaining grants-in-aid for 
specific research projects. 

6. To administer the fellowship program 
of the foundation. 

C. Composition of committee: 1. To in
clude representatives of the major special
ties concerned with the care and rehabili
tation of paraplegic patients. 

D. Miscellaneous: 1. Meetings will be held 
as often as necessary, judged principally by 
the progress made, and by specific needs as 
they arise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. MOR· 
Ris). Under previous order of the House, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. FISHER) 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 
PRICE ROLL-BACK ON CATTLE IS PROV

ING UNFAIR, UNWISE, AND, UNWORK
ABLE TO CONSUMERS, PRODUCERS, AND 
PROCESSORS ALIKE 

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Speaker, the OPS 
order rolling back cattle prices, which 
took effect on May 20, is not helping 
consumers and iS doing serious damage 
to producers and small packing houses. 
As I pointed out in a radio forum dis
cussion with Mr. Erickson, Chief of the 
Beef Division of OPS, 2 or 3 weeks ago, 
the order will lead to a less and a more 
irregular and undependable meat sup
ply for consumers. It will result in re
duced feeding operations where a third 
of the weight of live cattle for market 
is added. It is resulting in severe hard
ships to producers, small operators, and 
to thousands of feeders who were caught 
with inventories when the roll-back 
order was issued. 

Already these facts are unfolding: 
When the order was announced many 
producers and feeders rushed their cat
tle to market, many before they were 
finished, to avoid the drastic roll-back. 
Markets were fiooded for a while. Since 
then, receipts in the markets have 
slumped considerably and there i$ a vir-
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tual meat famine in many cities today, 
and the housewives are still paying about 
the same price, or even more in some 
instances, for their meat. -
SMALL PACKERS BEING FORCED OUT OP BUSINESS 

Many small packing plants have al
ready been forced out of business. The 
largest meat-packing plant in Lubbock, 
Tex., closed the other day for the dura
tion of the Government's present con
trols on meat marketing. I have just 
received a communication from the Mills 
County Commission Co., of Goldthwaite, 
Tex., one of the thousands of sales out
lets for this Nation's beef, advising that 
it will probably be forced to close shop 
in view of the adverse effects of the roll
back order. 

I have received numerous letters from 
small operators who saY' they cannot 
continue to operate under the order. 
Let me quote briefly from one, to illus
trate the point. This is one of thousands 
over the Nation similarly affected. This 
comes from Mr. E. G. Eggemeyer, of 
Miles, Tex.: 

I would like for you to let me know what .I 
should do with some steers that I have fed 
for the market. I have fed out from 10 to 15 
head each year for the past 14 years. These 
cattle are ready to go to town in about a 
week. Some local buyers have looked at 
them and told me they coUld not pay more 
than -Commercial price for them. It has 
been dry here and feed was very high. • . • • 
There are several small feeders around here 
like myself. 

I am not opposed to price controls on cat
tle, but if I sell them for Commercial at 
$27.30 I could not make any money. • • • 
Let me know at once what you think about 
this situation as I am intending to get out 
of this work if it will not pay me. 

Let me explain what Mr. Eggemeyer 
means by "Commercial." Under the 
OPS order the roll-back applies to grades 
of meat, designated as Prime, Choice, 
Good, Commercial, Utility, and Canner 
and Cutter. Each has' a different ceil
ing, and there is a dltferential in the 
amount of the roll-back as applied to 
each. 

There is a differential of $4 per hun
dred pounds between meat graded Com
mercial and that graded Good; between 
Utility and Commercial, $5.50 per hun
dred pounds. When a Government 
grader goes into a slaughterhouse or a 
packing plant and inspects a carcass he 
makes a decision whether the meat he 
inspec~ is Utility or Commercial or 
Good, and so forth, and what he says 
will have a lot to do with the price the 
packer-buyer can afford to bid for the 
animal before he buys and slaughters it. 
A mistake in judgment might easily cost 
him as much as $5.50 per hundred pounds 
on the animal. If the steer weighs 1,000 
pounds, that would mean if he mis
judged, or if his judgment should not be 
the same as that of the grader, he would 
stand to lose a lot of money. So the 
buyer is naturally going to render every 
doubt in favor of himself and against the 
producer who brings the cattle to market 
and who is at the mercy of the pur
chaser's offer. 

That illustrates why the buyers are 
afraid to pay Mr. Eggemeyer more than 
$27.30 per hundred pounds for his steers 
he has been feeding for months. They 
want to be safe and they will naturally 

render every doubt against Mr. Egge
meyer in order to protect themselves 
against possible heavy losses. The result 
is that the producer ls caught in the 
squeeze. !n practice this will aictually 
often mean an additional roll-back in 
prices to the producer below what he 
might be entitled to receive under the 
OPS orders. He becomes a helpless vic
tim of a condition over which he has no 
control. 
MANY NEW MEAT INSP ECTORS WILL BE INEX• 

PERIENCED AND SUBJECT TO OORRUPT TEMPTA

TlONS 

This situation is further complicated 
by the fact that the Government is plan
ning an additional five or six hundred 
meat inspectors to help carry out the 
order. Many of them will, of course, be 
inexperienced, and their whims and prej
udices may enter the picture when de
cision on grades are made, particularly 
where decisions are close. Moreover, 
imagine the room and the temptation for 
corruption in that field on the part of 
this new army of meat inspectors who 
will go on the Government's payroll to 
inspect meat. This simply points up one 
of the many problems involved in this 
program no matter what care is used in 
the selection of these men. 
TOTAL ROLL-BACK MAY BE AS MUCH AS 34 PER• 

CENT AS APPLIED TO RANGE CATTLE GROWN IN 

'TEXAS 

Another valid criticism of this drastic 
roll-back order was made by Mr. Ray 
Willoughby and Hon. Joe Montague, 
president and general counsel, re
spectively, of the Texas and South
western Cattle Raisers' Association, 
when they recently appeared before the 
House Committee on Agriculture. They 
pointed out that the effect of the roll
back order will be to actually reduce the 
price of cattle graded Commercial by 
18 percent instead of the 10 percent av
erage on the initial roll-bacl{. And it 
the same preportion is carried out in 
the next two roll-backs, the total will 
amount to 34 J)ercent. Others before the 
committee put the t;otal at 27 percent. 
Since Texas and the Southwest produce 
cattle on the range, most of them will be 
graded Commercial Therefore, the or
der is most severe and indefensible as 

1 applied to that segment of the industry . . 
· WHY ROLL BACK PRICES ON ONE INDUSTRY ANC 

NOT ON OT.HERS? 

Mr. Speaker, another just criticism o~·! 
this order is the obvious discrimination·! 
that is involved. Why pick out one · 
single segment of our economy and roll , 
the prices baek? There is no similar; 
order applying to any other commodity.li 
There is no roll-back on labor costs tQ : 
the producer. There is no roll-back on. ! 
skyrocketing feed costs, nor on trans- j 
portation costs, nor on taxes, nor o.:i 
commission, nor on the cost of living t:> ' 
the producer. And there is no roll-bac~t j 
on the terrific drought conditions ths.t . 
have plagued the Southwest during the ' 
past year, adding immeasurably t;o the · 
cost of production. · 

It will be recalled that last December 
there was an order rolling back the prices 
of new automobiles. But it was soon 
lifted as a result. in part at least, of. 
pressure from the CIO's United -Auto
mobile Workers because it would have 

caused workers to be laid off and would 
have interfered with wage increases that 
were in the making. Since then there 
have been increases allowed for new 
automobiles and there have been· many 
instances of wage increases over the 
country. 

Indeed, at about the t ime of the cattle 
roll-back, a 10-percent increase in wages 
for slaughterhouse workers was granted 
by the Government. Mr. DiSalle has 
said the initial roll-back on cattle was 
primarily for the benefit of the packing 
houses. Yet not a single packing house 
or slaughterer came before the House 
committee to testify on the subject. 
Can it be that the real purpose was to 
enable the packers to pay higher and 
higher wages, at Government sanction, 
to the workers who are members of pow
t:rful labor unions? Certainly the con
sumers are not benefiting from the 
initial roll-back. 
PRODUCERS KNOW ABOUT DANGERS OF INFLATION 

AND ARE READY TO HELP FIGHT IT 

I know that every producer and pro
cessor is concerned about the dangers 
of inflation. They know the disastrous 
effects of inflation and the resulting 
damages to their savings, the value of 
their dollar, their cost of living, the Na
tion's security, and to the · millions of 
people with fixed incomes. They know 
that to fight the cause of inflationary 
forces we must have credit controls, less 
deficit financing by the Government 
which increases the money supply, and 
above all more and more production. 
High prices result from people bidding 
against each other f.or a limited supply 
of goods. By passing a law, we do not 
even touch the real causes of inflation. 
It may provic;.e what ·appears to be a sort 
of n~rcotic treatment, but it does not get 
at the cause. 

Beef prices are admittedly high. The 
producers can help by producing more 
and more cattle and the feeders can help 
by stepping up their operations. There
fore, a Government order that has a 
tendency to discourage production, to re
duce incentive, may very well add to 
rather than reduce inflationary causes 
that lead to high beef prices. 

Let us take a brief look at what has 
happened in the past. Back in the thir
ties there were fewer than 67 ,OOC ,000 
cattle in the United States. There was 
not much money and there was not much 
demand, so not many cattle were grown. 
Then preceding World War II the de
mand increased, and to satisfy a more 
healthy market, the producers raised 
more cattle, until now there are nearly 
85,000,000 head. Last year, with prices 
good, there was a net gain in cattle num
bers of 4,100,000, the highest increase in 
any one year in history. On last May 
17 the Secretary of Agriculture estimated 
that if the trend continued it would 
"carry cattle numbers to as much as 95,-
000,000 or more head within 4 or 5 years.'' 

Then came the general freeze order 
of January 25. At that time the average 
price of cattle- stood at 28 cents per 
pound. The packers knew they couldn't 
pay more for cattle than they could af
ford to pay and sell beef at the freeze 
level to consumers. But they paid more 
anyhow, at their own risk. The price 
went up to an average of 30.2 cents ~-
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April. Mr. DiSalle said his order was to 
bail out the packers because they could 
not absorb that increase which they, 
themselves, had brought about. The 
roll-back carries those ceilings back not 
only to the date of the freeze but in
cludes two additional roll-backs of 4% 
percent each to be effective on August 1 
and October 1, making a total of 19 per
cent average. 

WHY DID NOT DISALLE ACT LAST FALL? 

If Mr. DiSalle was determined to 
freeze the price of cattle, then why did 
not he do it last fall when prices were 
comparable to prices that prevailed be
fore the war in Korea? He had the au
thority then. If he was going into the 
field, why did not he freeze those prices 
at the January 25 level as he did other 
prices? Why wait .until investments 
were made, ranches were leased, produc
tion plans were advanced and inventories 
were built up, if he planned to apply 
price controls to live cattle? 
PRODUCERS WERE LED TO BELIEVE THERE WOULD 

BE NO ROLL-BACK 

Moreover, the producers were given 
assurance they would not be thus singled 
out and victimized. At least they had a 
right to assume that to be the case 
from a broadcast made by Mr. Eric 
Johnston, he.ad of the Economic Stabil
ization Agency, in a speech made to the 
Nation on March 9, 1951. Then in ref er
ring to the subjects of roll-backs, he said 
the consumers might cheer such roll
backs "if you could really get the steak 
or the suit you want. But the chances 
are you couldn't. They'd disappear from 
the butchers' counters, and from the 
racks in your clothing stores. You might 
find plenty of beef, yes. Plenty of beef 
in the black market-and all at fantastic 
bootleg prices." 

1930 it was 48.6 pounds. Last year the 
average meat consumption hit 144.5 
pounds, including 63 pounds of beef
the highest in history, when the demand 
for ·beef was at an all-time high. The 
Secretary of Agriculture has pointed out 
that in 1909 an average factory worker 
could buy .9 of a pound of round steak 
with 1 hour's work. Steak was cheap 
then, but so was labor. Today the aver
age worker can buy 1.5 pounds of round 
steak for 1 hour of work-almost twice 
as much. Back in 1929 the average fac
tory worker could buy three-tenths of a 
pound of steak less than he could last 
year for an hour of work. That simply 
means that the wages of factory workers 
have increased even more in proportion 
than has the price of beef. 

EFFECT OF ROLL-BACK WILL BE TO RETARD 
PRODUCTION 

Now, is not it only fair to say that 
even though Mr. Johnston in the same 
speech indicated. there might be some 
roll-backs, he did not intend to allow 
any such roll-backs to be applied to 
cattle? He made a good argument 
against roll-backs on meat, and the pro- -· 
ducers and feeders had a right to take 
what he said at its face value and plan 
accordingly. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many other 
arguments that could be made against 
the discriminatory and unrealistic roll
back order as applied alone to cattle, 
but I shall not belabor the point. We 
know that with the high beef prices that 
prevailed last year we got the highest 
increase in cattle produced in history. 
We know that this was the result of 
increased incentive and a healthy and 
expanding market for cattle. And we 
know that production will increase more 
in the future if the production is not 
knocked out of balance by drastic Gov
ernment controls. Such controls will 
mean fewer cattle fed in the feed lots, 
where one-third of the weight is added 
that consumers buy. The drastic roll
back will mean that more and more of 
the small producers, the small feeders 
in particular, and small packers, will be 
forced out of business. It will mean 
that more and more meat will be sold 
through channels that are not legal 
ones, as was the case in OPA days after 
the end of the war when 86 percent of 
cattle were sold outside of Government
inspected packing houses. 

DISALLE'S PROPOSAL TO LICENSE BUSINESS IS 
UNTHINKABLE 

Only recently Mr. DiSalle announced 
that he will ask for the right to license 
all businesses, large and small, in order 
that if one of them violates OPS orders 
their right to continue to do business 
may be canceled. If that should be per
mitted, do you think General Motors, or 
United States Steel, or Chrysler Corp. 
would be shut down because of an in
fraction of OPS orders? Of course not. 
Their production is too important to the 
preparedness program. The victims, I 
fear, would, in the main, be the small 
operators, the little one-horse packers 
and retail stores. Such a system as ad
vocated by Mr. DiSalle is, in my opinion, 
unthinkable and contrary to the tradi
tional American way of doing things, 
We have courthouses in this country to 
adjudicate individual rights, and we 
need less and less control over the lives 
and rights of our people in the hands of 
bureaucrats in Washington. Unless 
there is a change in policies and methods 
employed by the Office of Price Stabiliza
tion, it should be discontinued. 

FACTORY WORKERS CAN BUY MORE BEEF FOR AN 

I 
HOUR'S WORK THAN PREVIOUSLY 

. Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that cattle 
prices are too high and that they should 
be rolled back for that reason. I am 
sure they are too high, but so are many 
other things. The CIO, which repre
sents many factory workers, yells the 
loudest for roll-backs on meat, contend
ing that the workers cannot afford to 
pay the high prices. They overlook the 
fact that some meats are available at 
much lower prices than is beef. Pork is 
selling at below parity prices. Poultry 
is quite reasonable. Both of these can 
be greatly increased in quantity almost 
overnight, if it is desired. It takes more 
time to plan and step up beef produc
tion. But can the factory workers afford 
to buy beef at pre-roH-back prices? 
Let us take a look at that picture for a 
moment. 

1 To begin with, there has been a great 
increase in meat consumption in this 
country. In 1940 the average American 
consumed 54. 7 pounds of beef. Back in 

4! : EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. RANKIN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-

marks in Committee of the Whole to
day and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. O'TOOLE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a letter he addressed to Hon. 
James Mead. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
three instances. ' 

Mr. DEMPSEY (at the request of Mr. 
FERNANDEZ) was given permission to ex
tend his remarks and include a short 
radio broadcast. 

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks and include an editorial. 

Mr. BOLLING asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
two instances and incbde extraneous 
matter in each instance. 

Mr. BUSBEY asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude a commentary from Radio Com
mentator Robert F. Hurley, of Chicago, 

Mr. BURDICK asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks. 

Mr. ANGELL asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
Committee of the Whole today and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. l.1.RENDS asked an1. was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances, in one to include an editorial 
ar d in the other a short statement. 

Mr. SADLAK asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an address given by the presi
dent of Georgetown University at the 
commencement exercises. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in two instances, in one to in
clude an article by ex-Governor Mc
Kelvie on the question of meat price roll
backs. 

Mr. HARRISON of Wyoming aslrnd 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks and include a letter. 

Mr. JAVITS asked and was given per
mission to extend h is remarks and in
clude extraneous material. 

Mr. JACKSON of California asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks and include an article, Tbe Prob
lem of China, Background of Tomorrow. 

Mr. BEALL asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude an editorial from the Times
Herald. 

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given 
permission to extend h is remarks and 
include an article entitled "Food Needs 
and Price Controls" from the June 1951 
issue of the Nation's Agriculture, the 
official publication of the American 
Farm Bureau Federation. 

Mr. LANE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in three 
instances, in each to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. McGUIRE (at the request of Mr. 
HAYS of Ohio) was given permission to 
extend his remarks and include extra
neous matter. 

Mr. FURCOLO asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks and include a letter. 

Mr. O'KONSKI r...sked and was given 
·permission to extend his remarks in 
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three difierent instances, in each to in- LEA VE OP ABSENCE ment (Rept. No. 553) . Referred to the cam-
clude extraneous matter. By unanimous consent, leave of ab.. mittee of the Whole House on the state of 

Mr. REED of New York asked and s~nce was granted as follows: the Union. 
was given permission to extend his re· To Messrs. DOYLE, HEBERT, CLEMENTE, Mr. BREEN: Committee on Merchant Ma-
marks i~ three ditierent instances, in ELSTON, and HESS <at the request of Mr. rine and Fisheries. H. R. 157. A bill to pro
each to mclude extraneous matter. vide transportation on Canadian vessels be-PRIEST) , for the balance of the week, on tween Skagway Alask and oth · t i 

Mr. KEA TING asked and wa-s mven • a, · er pain s n 
b.. account of official business. Alaska, and between Haines, Alaska, and 

permission to extend his remarks and To Mr. MORANO <at the request of Mr. other points in Alaska, and between Hyder, 
include two editorials. SADLAK), for today, on account of illness. Alaska, and other points in Alaska or the 

Mr. CANNON asked and was given To Mrs. BOEONE <at the request of Mr. continental United States, either directly or 
permission to extend his remarks and KLEIN), for Wednesday, June 13, on ac.. via a foreign port, or for any part of the 
include an article from the St. Louis count of official business. transportation; without amendment (Rept. 
Globe-Democrat. No. 554). Referred to the Committee of the 

S:JNATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED Whole House on the State of the Union . 
Mr. McCORMACK asked and was Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 

given permission to extend his remarks The SPEAKER announced his signa- Affairs. H. R. 301. A bill to extend certain 
and include a statement made on June ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of veterans' benefits to or on behalf of cte-
7 by President Truman. the following titles: pendent husbands and widowers of female 

Mr. MURDOCK asked and was given S.178. An act for the relief of Zdenek veterans; with amendment (Rept. No. 555) . 
permission to extend his remarks and Marek; Referred to the. Committee of the Whole 

S. ~9. An act for the relief of Ruzena House on the State of the Union. 
includ~ a resolution which was adopted Pelantova; Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 
by the Committee on Interior and In- s. 361. An act for the rellef of Herk Vis- Affairs. H. R. 302. A bill to redefine the 
sular Affairs on June 12, 1951, and also napuu and his wife, Naima; eligibility requirements for appointment of 
to include two acts relating to the pro~ s. 362. An act for the relief of Tu Do Chau pharmacists in the Dzpartment of Medicine 
cedure concerning the expenditure and (also known as Szetu Dju or Anna Szetu); and Surgery of the Veterans• Administration· 
rehabilitation and betterment costs of S. 364. An act for the relief of Mrs. Suzanne with amendment (Rept. No. 556). Referred 
certain reclamation projects. Wiernik and her daughter, Genevieve; to the Committee of the Whole House on 

S. 4.35. An act to amend the Civil Aeronau- the State of the Union. 
Mr. GRANAHAN aslt.ed and was given tics Act of 1938, as amended, and for other Mr. RANKIN: Committees on veterans' 

permission to extend his remarks and purposes; and Affairs. H. R. 1072. A bill to amend the 
include an address by Francis J. Myers. s. 648. An act for the relief of Evald Fer- existing law to provide the privilege of renew-

Mr. MULTER asked and was given dinand Kask. ing expiring 5-year level-premium-term pol-
permission to extend his remarks in ADJOURNMENT icies of United States Government life in-
two instances and include extraneous surance; without amendment (Rept. No. 557). 
matter. Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Referred to the Committee of the Whole 

I move that the House do now adjourn. House on the State of the Union. 
Mr. GRANGER asked and was given Th t• Mr. BOYKIN: Comm1·ttee on Merchant · · t t d h. k d e mo 10n was agreed to; accordingly perrmss10n o ex en IS remar s an t Marine and Fisheries. H. R. 2995. A bill 

· 1 d t t· (a 6 o'clock and 21 minutes p. m.) the inc U e quo a Ions. to amend the joint resolution of August 8, 
Mr. YORTY asked and was given per- House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs- 1946, as amended, with respect to the ap-

mission to extend his remarks in three day, June 14• 1951• at 12 o'clock noon. propriations authorized for the conduct of 
instances and include extraneous matter. investigations and studies thereunder; with 

Mr. BOYKIN asked and was mven per· EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. amendment (Rept. No. 558). Referred to the 
b~ Committee of the Whole House on the State 

mission to extend his remarks and in· Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu- of the union. 
elude a statement by Dr. John Steelman. tive communications were taken from Mr. REDDEN: committee on Interior and 

1 Mr. GREEN asked and was given per· the Speaker's table and referred as fol- Insular Affairs. H. R. 3100. A bill to repeal 
mission to extend his remarks and in- lows: the act of August 7, 1939 (53 Stat. 1243; 48 
elude an editorial. 515. A letter from the Secretary of the U. S. C., sec. 353); with amendment (Rept. 

Mr. PICKETT <at the request of Mr. Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief No. 559 ) · Referred to the Committee of the 
THOMPSON of Texas) was given permis- of Engineers, United States Army, dated Whole House on the State of the Union. 

S
. t t d h. k d · d May 3, 1951, submitting a. report, tog:ether Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 
ion o ex en is remar s an mclu e a ~ Affairs. H. R. 3193. A b1·11 to establish a 

rad
. dd with accompanying papers on a. review of 10 a ress. rate of pension for aid and atte;ndance under , reports on Oyster Creek, Tex., with a view 

i Mr. STOCKMAN asked and was given to determining if it is advisable to modify part Ill of Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a.), 
permission to extend his remarks and in- the existing project by constructing a. lock as amended; without amendment (Rept. No. 
elude an article. at one of the points where the projected 560). Referred to the Committee of the 

I Mr. GAVIN asked and was given per· local protection levee crosses the channel. Whole House on- the State of the Union. 
mission to extend his remarks. This investigation was requested by a reso- . Mr. RANKIN: Committee 0 n Veterans' 

M lution of the Committee on Public works, Affairs. H. R. 3205. A bill to a.mend the 
r. SIMPSON of Illinois asked and House of Representatives, adopted on June Veterans Regulations to provide that mul

was given permission to revise and ex.. 2, 1949; to the Committee on Public works. tiple sclerosis developing a. 10-percent or 
tend the remarks he made in Commit· 516. A letter from the Assistant Secretary more degree of disability within 3 yea.rs after 
tee of the Whole and include two letters, of the Interior, transmitting copies of legis- separation from active service shall be pre
and also to extend his remarks and in- Iation passed by the Municipal councils of st. sumed to be service-connected; without 
elude an editorial. Thomas and St. John, and St. Croix, and the amendment (Rept. No. 561). Referred to the 

Mr. PATTERSON asked and was given Legislative Assembly of the Virgin Islands, Committee of the Whole House on the State 
pursuant to section 16 of the Organic Act of the Union. 

permission to extend his remarks and of the Virgin Islands; to the Committee on Mr. RANKIN: committee on Veterans' 
include an article. Interior and Insular Affairs. Affairs. H. R. 3549. A bill to modify eligi-

Mr. SHAFER asked -and was given per- 517. A letter from the Assistant Secretary bility requirements for payment of pension 
mission to extend his remarks and in· of the Interior, transmitting copies of cer- to certain widows of · veterans of the Civil 
elude extraneous matter. tain resolutions adopted by the Legislature War, Indian wars, and Spanish-American 

Mr. HOEVEN and Mr. BEAMER asked of Hawaii during its recent session; to the War, including the Boxer Rebellion and the 
and were given permission to extend Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. Philippine Insurrection; without amendment (Rept. No. 562). Referred to the Committee 
their remarks and include editorials. of the Whole House on the state of the 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware and Mr . .. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC Union. I 
WOOD of Idaho asked and were given : BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS Mr. GARMATZ: Committee on Merchant 
permission to extend their remarks. Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of Marine and Fisheries. H. R. 3830. A bill to 

Mr. HAND asked and was given per· · committees were delivered to the Clerk authorize the construction and equipment 
mission to extend his remarks in two for printing and reference to the proper of a geomagnetic station for the Department ' 
instances. calendar, as follows: · .. of Commerce; without amendment (Rept. I No. 563). Referred to the Committee of the 

Mr. SCHWABE and Mr. JENSEN Mr. REDDEN: Committee on Interior and '.Whole House on the State of the Union. i 
asked and were given permission to ex .. · Insular Affairs. H. R.1733. A bill to author- Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 1 

tend their remarks and include extrane- ·- _..\ze the establishment of the City of Refuge Affairs. H. R. 3861. A bill to extend to June 
tt - "National Hist orical Park, in the Territory of 30, 1953, the authority of the Administrator 

ous ma er. Hawaii, and for other purposes; with amend-_ of Veterans' Affairs to make direct home and 
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- farmhouse loans under title III of the Serv

icemen's Readjustment Act of 1944, - as 
amended, and for other purposes with 
amendment (Rept. No. 564). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 

· of the Union. 
Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 

. Affairs. H. R. 3932. A till to amend sub
paragraph (a), paragraph I, part I, Veterans 
Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended, to pro
vide more equitable rates of disability and 
death compensation for disability or death 

. incurred in service on or after June 27, 1950, 
and for other purposes, with amendment 
(Rept. No. 565). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. H. R. 4000. A bill to amend sub-

. section 602 (f) of the National Service Life 
Insurance Act of 1940, as . amended, to au
thorize r.enewals of level premium term in
surance for successive 5-'year periods; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 566). Referred to 
the Co;nmittee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. H. R. 4108. A bill to amend the 

. act of July 2, 1948 (Public Law 877, 80th 
Cong.), as amended, .to include persons whose 
service-connected disability is rated not less 
than 40 percent; without am_endment (Rept. 
No. 567 ) . Referred to the Committee of the 

. Whole House on the Stat_e of the Union. 
Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 

. Affairs. H. R. 4233. A bill to authorize pay
ments by the Administrator of Veterans' 
Affairs on the purchase of automobiles or 

-other conveyances by certain disabled vet
. erans or cash payments in lieu thereof, and 
. for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 568 ) . Referred to t1:le Committee of the 
Whole House on. the State of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. H. R. 4387 . . A bill to increase the 
annual income limitatio_ns governing the 
payment of pension to certain veterans and 
their dependents, and to preclude exclusions 
in determining annual income for purposes 
of such limitations; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 569). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Ve~erans' 
Affairs. H. R. 4394. A bill to provide cer
tain increases in the monthly rates of com
pensat.ion and pension payable to veterans 
and their dependents, and for other pur
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 570). 
Referred to the Committee of . the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BONNER: Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. · S. 1025. An act to 
expand the authority of the Coast Guard to 
establish, maintain, and operate aids to nav
igation to include the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands; without amendment (Rept. 

. No. 571 ) . Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. GARMATZ: Joint Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. In com
pliance with the provisions of the act ap
proved July 6, 1943 (57 Stat. 380), as 
amended by the act approved July 6, 1945 
(59 Stat. 434); without amendment (Rept. 
No. 572). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DELANEY: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 256. Providing for the 
consideration of H . R. 2321. A bill to pro
tect consumers and others against mis
branding, f alse advertising, and false ~nvoic
ing of fur products and furs; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 573). Referred · to tl:ie 
House Calendar. 

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 257. Providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 3283. A bill to amend 
the Agricultural Act of 1949; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 574). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. HARRIS: 
H. R. 4431. A bill to extend and revise the 

District of Columbia Emergency Rent Act; 
to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ARMSTRONG: 
H. R. 4432. A bill to promote on the retired 

list enlisted men and officers who were 
decorated and recommended for promotion 
for gallant or distinguished service and sub
sequently wounded and _ who have not at
tained the rank to which recommended; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. · 

By Mr. CANFIELD: 
H. R . 4433. A bill to amend section 304 

(relating to the marking of imported arti
cles) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HAJ;,L: 
H . R. 4434. A bill to double pensions of 

dependent widows of veterans of all wars in 
which the United States has been or is being 
engaged; to the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: 
H. R . 4435. A bill to incorporate the Legion 

of Guardsmen; to the Committe~ on the 
Judiciary . 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H. R . 4436. A bill to provide for the estab

lishment of a separate immigration quota 
, for nationals of Pakistan; to the Committee 
. on the Judiciary. . 

By ·Mr. O'HARA: 
H. R. 4437. A bill to continue for a tempo

rary period certain powers, authority, and 
discretion for the purpo.se of exercising, ad
ministering, and enforcing import controls 
with respect to fats and oils (including but
ter), cheese, and rice and rice products; 
to the Cammi ttee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
H. R. 4438. A bill to provide appropriate 

lapel buttons for parents of members of the 
Armed Forces who lost their Ii ves in the 
armed services of the United States during 
World War I; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mississippi: 
H. R. 4439. A bill to authorize certain ad

ditional appointments to the United States 
· Military Academy and the United States 

Naval Academy; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

H. R. 4440. A bill to provide for the pay
men ·. of increased special pensions to per
sons holding the Congressional Medal of 
Honor, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Veterans' Affairs. 

H. R. 4441. A bill to provide additional 
compensation for members of the Army, 
Navy, and Air :Force during periods of com
bat duty in Korea; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. CASE: 
H. R. 4442. A bill to extend to certain in

dividuals serving on active duty in the 
Armed Forces the same protection against 
bodily attack as is now granted to personnel 
of the Coast Guard; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCAS: 
H . R. 4443. A bill to prevent the entry of 

· certain mollusks into the United States; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H. R. 4444 .. 4 bill to authorize the Secre

. tary ' of- the •Navy to convey to the city Of 
· Macon, Ga., a parcel of land in the said city 
of Macon, containing 2 acres, more or less, 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. ADI;>ONIZIO: 
H. R. 4445. A bill to provide for the erec

tion at the Memorial A venue entrance to the 

Arlington National Cemetery of the sculp
tural piece known as The Last Farewell, and 
for the establishment of the Christopher 
Columbus Memorial Grove; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANAHAN: 
H. R. 4446. A bill relating to the income 

restrictions placed upon the payment of cer
. tain pensions to the widows and children of 
veterans of World Wars I and II; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

H. R. 4447. A bill to amend the Selective 
Service Act of 1948; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R . 4448. 1.. bill to amend the act entitled 

·"An act to expedite the provision of housing 
in connection with national defense, and for 
other purposes,'' approved October 14, 1940, 
as amended; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 4449. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code, so as to increase the penaltie~ 
applicable to persons who sell or otherwise 
transfer marihuana to minors; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GATHINGS: 
H. R. 4450. A bill to amend section 10 of 

the Flood Control Act of 1946; to the Com-
·mittee on Public Works. · 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: 
H. R. 4451. A bill pro.viding equal pay for 

equal work for women, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. · 

By Mr. PATMAN: 
H. R. 4452. A bill to amend section 2 of the 

Clayton Act so as to -make it applicable to 
discriminatory sales to the United States and 
to any State or political subdivision thereof; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODWIN: 
H.J. Res. 269. Joint resolution to provide 

'f-or the ·reestablishment of a postal branch 
station at West Medford, Mass.; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, a me
morial was presented and ref erred as 
follows: · 

By the SPEAKER: ·Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of California, memorializ
ing the President and the Congress of the 

· United States relative to Senate Joint Reso
lution No. 34, relating to refusal of passage 
of H. R. 3348; to the Committee on Interior 

· and Insular Affairs. ' 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as fol!ows: 

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 4453. A bill for the relief of Emanuele 

Ferrigno; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin: 

H. R. 4454. A bill for the relief of Maria 
Alexandra Banescu; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASE: 
H. R. 4455. A bill for the relief of Robert 

A. Buchanan; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 4456: A bill for the relief of Vincent 
F. Leslie; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Missouri: 
H. R. 4457. A bill for the relief of NG. Shuk

Ying, NG Shuk-Jen, NG Wai-Ming, and NG 
Wai-Kuen; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. HALE: 
H. R. 4458: A bill for the relief 01' Tibor 

Kalman Jalsoviczky; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. JAVITS: 

H. R. 4459. A bill for the relief of Lodewyck 
Bruckman; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

H. R . 4460. A bill for the relief of Valentin 
M. Sara; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. KELLY of New York: 
H. R. 4461. A bill for the relief of Vin

cenzo Coluccio; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 4462. A bill for the relief of David 

Helmer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SCRIVNER: 

H. R. 4463. A bill to effect the entry of 
a minor child adopted by a citizen of the 
United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

By Mr. WIDNALL: 
H. R. 4464. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Regina Hansen McEntee; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOOD of Idaho: 
H. R. 4465. A bill for the relief of Angela 

Moniz McCracken; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. YORTY: 
H. R. 4466. A bill for the relief of Rahel 

Zakar Peters; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follow~: 

315. By Mr. CANFIELD: Resolution 
adopted by National Retail Lumber Dealers 
Association with reference to the continua
tion of certain Government restrictions and 
controls; to the committee on Banking and 
currency. 

316. Also, resolutions adopted by the New 
Jersey Bankers Association opposing the en
actment of the proposed 20 percent with
holding tax on dividends and on interest on 
savings accounts and United ~tates Govern
met savings bonds and urging the adoption 
of legislation requiring the payment of taxes 
by. savings and loan associations; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

317. By Mr. HART: Petition of local 988, 
Union City, N. J., of the National Federation 
of Post Office Clerks, urging a discontinuance 

. of the present method of paying salaries of 
postal employees on a semimonthly basis. 
Payment on a weekly basis is the accepted 
procedure; to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

318. Also, petition of local 483 of Jersey 
City, N. J., of the New Jersey Federation of 
Post Office Clerks at a conference assembled 
in Jersey City on May 19, 1951, condemning 
vigorously any attempts to increase the 40-
hour workweek in the postal service; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

319. Also, petition of local 988, Union 
City, N. J., New Jersey Federation of Post 
Office Clerks desire to go on record as favor
ing enactment of House bill 2241 , and Senate 
bill 1015; to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

320. By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the 
Burbank, Calif., Chamber of Commerce to 
the Congress of the United S~ates to reject 
amendments to the Defense Production Act 
of 1950, as introduced by Congressman 
SPENCE (House bill 3871), and Senator MAY• 
BANK (Senate bill 1397); to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

321. By Mr. SADLAK: Petition of the 
Connecticut State Industrial Council, Water
bury, Conn., containing many signatures 
urging the Connecticut Members of Congress 
to exert every effort to amend the Defense 
Production Act so that it will accomplish the 
purposes for which 1t was intended and . 
atta ching seven suggested amendments; to 

. the Committee on Banking and Currency • . ~.:.... 

XCVII-412 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, JUNE 14, 1951 

<Legislative day of Thursday, May 17. 
1951) 

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

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

O God our Father, Thou searcher of 
men's hearts, from whom no secrets are 
hid: Help us in this opening moment of 
a new day's council to draw near to Thee, 
in tranquillity, in humility, in sincerity. 
With Thy benediction may we face the 
toil of this day with honest dealing and 
clear thinking, with hatred of all hy
pocrisy, deceit, and sham, and in the 
knowledge that all great and noble serv
ice in this world is based on gentleness 
and patience and truth. Setting a seal 
upon our lips, so that no thoughtless 
words of ours shall sting or harm an
other, valiantly may we meet the tasks 
that aw~it us with laughter and kind
ness and cheerful good will. In the dear 
Redeemer's name. Amen. • 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and 
by unanimous ·consent, the reading of 
the Journal of the proceedings of 
Wednesday, June 13, 1951, was dis
pensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
APPROV AL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were commu
nicated to the S3nate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, and he announced 
that on June 14, 1951, the President had 
approved and signed the following acts: 

8. 155. An act for the relief of Victor G. 
Lutfalla; 

S. 277. An act for the relief of Lily Pfan· 
nenschmidt; 

S. 291. An · a~t for the relief of Claudio 
Pier Connelly; 

S. 297. Ari act for the relief of Tsung 
Hsien Hsu; 

S. 348. An act for the relief of Jacoba van 
Dorp; · 

S. 35!5. An act for the relief of Edith Win
ifred Henderson; 

S. 363. An act for the relief of Irmgard 
Kohler; 

S. 463. An act for the relief of Alice de 
Bony de Lavergne; and 

S. 548. An act for the relief of Freidoun 
Jalayer. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed a bill <H. R. 4386) 
making appropriations for civil func
tions administered by the Department of 
the Army for the :fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING SENATE 
SESSION 

: On request of Mr. SPARKMAN, and by 
unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and the Committee on 
Armed Services, sitting jointly, were au
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate today. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

By unanimous consent, the following 
routine business was transacted: 

REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PANAMA 
CANAL 

· The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying 
report, referred to the Committee on 
~rmed Services: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I transmit herewith, for the informa

tion of t.qe Congress, the Annual Report 
of the Governor of the Panama Canal 
·for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1950. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 14, 1951. 

PETITION 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter in the nature of a peti
tion from the President's Patriotic 
Council of Salt Lake City, Utah, signed 
by Mrs. J. R. Wilson, president, praying 
for the enactment of legislation provid
'ing that Fort Douglas <Utah) Cemetery 
be made a military cemetery, which wa.s 
referred to the ·committee on Interfor 
and Insular Affairs. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICE 

AND CIVIL SERVICE 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South CaroUna, 
from the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service, to which was referred the 
joint resolution <S. J. Res. 71) relating 
to the compensation of employees of the 
House and Senate press, periodical, and 
radio galleries, reported it with amend
ments, and submitted a report <No. 420) 
thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, June 14, 1951, he pre
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills: 

S. 178. An act for the relief of Zdenek 
,Marek; · 

S. 249. An act for the relief of Ruz:ma 
Pelantova; 

S. 361. An act for the relief of Herk Vis
napuu and his wife, Naima; 

S. 362. An act for the relief of Tu Do Chau 
(also known as Szetu Dju or Anna Szetu); 

S. 364. An act for the relief of Mrs. Su
zanne Wiernik and her daughter, Genevieve; 

S. 435. An act to amend the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 648. An act for the relief of Evald Fer
dinand Kask. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE time, and, by unanimous consent, the 

On his own request, and by unanimous second time, and referred as follows: 
consent, Mr. TOBEY was excused from By Mr. BENTON: 
attendance on the sessions of the Sen· s. 1679. A bill for the relief of Stephen 
ate next week. -· .Gorove; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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