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of the United States of America to Afghan-
istan.

Paul C. Daniels, of New York, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to Ecuador,

J. Rives Childs, of Virginla, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to Ethiopia.

To be consuls general of the United States of
America
Archie W, Childs
Ralph A. Boernstein
To be consuls of the United States of America
Hendrlk van Oss Elmer Newton
Joseph A. Armenta Willlam A, Withus
Seymour I. Nadler
To be secretaries in the diplomatic service of
the United States of America
Charles K. Moffly
Alfonso Rodrigues
To be Foreign Service officer of class 6, a vice
consul of career, and a secretary in the
diplomatic service of the United States of
America
Francis J. Meehan
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Argyle R. Mackey, of Virginia, to be Com-
missioner of Immigration and Naturalization.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Chauncey F. Tramutolo to be United States

attorney for the northern district of Cali-
fornia.

UNITED STATES MARSHALS

James M. Roche to be United States mar-
shal for the district of Connecticut.

John Wesley Thompson Falkner IV, to be
United States marshal for the northern dis-
trict of Mississippi. (Now serving under an
appointment which expired April 10, 1951.)

Robert E. BEoen to be United States marshal
for the eastern district of Oklahoma.

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA
Edwin H, McNutt, Hanceville.
GEORGIA

Edward H. Osborne, Avondale Estates,

William F. Gay, Gay.

‘William A. Enloe, Jr., LaFayette.

IDAHO
Joseph Vern Dunn, Montpelier.
ILLINOIS

Gerald C. Hardlek, Dieterich.

Francis M. Masterson, Fairbury.

Oliver W. Ator, Jr., Griggsville.

Nellle M. Antle, Hanna City.

Pearl L. Reilley, Hartford,

William G, Cubbage, Joy.

Carroll K. Heitzman, Litchfield.

Joy A, Mitchell, Noble.

Charles C, Paull, Roseville.

Jerry H. Elliston, Waltonville,

INDIANA

Richard L. Teeters, Martinsville,

Grat Millard, Montpelier.

Ralph H. Adams, Newport.

Gershon A, Adams, North Salem.

KENTUCKY

Mildred J. Golden, Bethany.

LOUISIANA
Jack W. Lemons, Abita Springs.
Ruth Maloof, Braithwaite,
Frederick J. Dugas, Paincourtville.
John I. Roberts, Venice.
MARYLAND
Jobn O. Steel, Mount Airy.
Elwood F. Armacost, Upperco.
MINNESOTA
Albert E. Anderson, Montevideo.

MONTANA
William J. Brown, Dixon.

S4E
#*  Executive nomination withdrawn from
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NEBRASKA

Grace G. Webb, Arcadia,

Laurence A. Carlson, Arnold.

James M. Casey, Johnson,

Leonard L. Gratopp, Shickley.

OHIO

Harry F. McLaughlin, Carrollton.

Warren D. Huffmyer, Cortland.

John Bennett Burford, Farmdale,

Charles R. Kline, Medway.

Howard R. Thompson, Piketon.

Donald P. Auxter, Seville.

OKLAHOMA -

Lorraine 8. Fogarty, Guthrie,

Homer Schneider, Hitchcock.

Francis B. Bordenkircher, Jennings.

OREGON

Harry E. Way, Aumsville.

Velma F. Evers, Elmira,

Chester L. Langslet, Elamath Falls.
PENNSYLVANIA

Paul C. Althouse, Parkesburg.

Joseph F. Sullivan, West Chester.

Henry F. Sickler, Jr., Westtown.

John Mark Good, Williamsport.
WASHINGTON

James 8. Aynsley, Clallam Bay.
WEST VIRGINIA

Bob Henderson, Sistersville.

Sl

WITHDRAWAL

the Senate April 18 (legislative day of
April 17), 1951:
POSTMASTER
Paul A, Hughes, Granville, N. Y,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WEDNESDAY, ApRIL 18, 1951

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras-
kamp, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O Thou eternal God, the creator and
source of life and light, we thank Thee
for all the beautiful and marvelous reve-
lations and changes which we are wit-
nessing in the world of nature during
this glorious spring season.

We pray that these changes may be
inner as well as outer experiences, in-
spiring us to have our lives rooted and
grounded in Thy divine life in order that
we may grow in moral and spiritual
stature, in beauty and strength of char-
acter, and in obedience to Thy divine
laws.

May the mysteries and splendors of
nature, upon which we are looking with
wonder and amazement, challenge and
stir us with a rebirth of spiritual desires
and a renewed spirit of fidelity and de-
votion to life’s loftiest aspirations and
noblest principles.

Hear us in the name of our blessed
Lord whom poets and prophets have
called the Lily of the Valley, the Rose
of Sharon, the Bright and Morning Star.
Amen,

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

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
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the Senate had returned pursuant to
House Resolution 195, the bill H. R.
3587, an act making supplemental ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1951, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the following
title in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

8.271. An act to authorize the transfer to
the Vermont Agricultural College of certain

lands in Addison County, Vt., for agricultural
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendment of
the House to the bill (S. 1) entitled “An
act to provide for the common defense
and security of the United States and to
permit the more effective utilization of
manpower resources of the United States
by authorizing universal military train-
ing and service, and for other purposes”;
requests a conference with the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. RusseLL, Mr,
Byrp, Mr. JomnNson of Texas, MTr.
Bringes, and Mr, SALTONSTALL to be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Vice President has appointed Mr. JoBN-
sToN of South Carolina and Mr. LANGER
members of the joint select committee on
the part of the Senate, as provided for
in the act of August 5, 1939, entitled
“An act to provide for the disposition of
certain records of the United States Gov=
ernment,” for the disposition of execu-
tive papers referred to in the report of
the Archivist of the United States num-
bered 51-18.

ANNOUNCEMENT

The SPEAEER. The Chair desires to
make a statement, After consultation
with the majority and the minority lead-
ers of the House and remembering the
terrific jam we had upon this floor on
previous occasions, with the consent and
approval of the floor leaders, the Chair
announces that on tomorrow during the
ceremony the door immediately oppo-
site the Speaker will be open and the
doors on the Speaker’s left and right and
none other. No one will be allowed upon
the floor of the House who does not have
the privilege of the floor of the House.

No one will be allowed in the gallery
who does not have a ticket.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. GROSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 3 min-
utes today, following any special orders
heretofore entered.

Mr. MEADER asked and was given
permission to vacate the special order
granted him for tomorrow, and to ad-
dress the House for 40 minutes on Mon-
day next, following the legislative pro-
gram and any special orders heretofore
entered. ;

W. STUART SYMINGTON

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

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

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Pres-
ident of the United States is to be com-
mended for selecting W. Stuart Syming-
ton Administrator of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

W. Stuart Symington is an outstanding
American. IHe is not only an intelligent,
alert, able person, always working 100
percent in the public interest regardless
of the capacity in public or private life
in which he is serving. He is also a suc-
cessful businessman. He has success-
fully organized, reorganized, built, es-
tablished, and operated some of the
finest and best business concerns in the
United States. His ability as a busi-
nessman is unquestioned. He is not
against big business as such and he is
particularly a friend of small and in-
dependent business. In W. Stuart Sym-
ington, small-business men, wage earn-
ers, small farmers, and consumers
generally have an official in one of the
most important places in our Govern-
ment—the head of the RFC—who un-
derstands their needs and aspirations.

It is my sincere hope that his con-
firmation in the other hody will receive
unanimous approval. I do not know of
a man in the United States who is held
in higher esteem and who has conducted
himself before congressional committees
with greater ability, more discretion, and
with greater success in the public inter-
est than W. Stuart Symington,

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr,
Speaker, I make the point of order that
a quorum is not present,

The SPEAKER, Evidently a quorum
is not present.

Mr. McCORMACKE. 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. 32]
Abbitt Engle Passman
Allen, La. Evins Potter
Bailey Gillette Powell
Barden Gwinn Riehlman
Boykin Hall, Rogers, Mass.
Brehm Leonard W. Sasscer
Buchanan Hand Sieminskl
Canfield Hart Staggers
Cannon Hébert Stigler
Carnahan Kearney Stockman
Celler King Taylor
Chatham McKinnon Towe
Cotton Miller, Nebr. Valil
Dawson Miller, N. ¥. Velde
Dingell Morrison Wickersham
Donovan Murdock Wood, Idaho
Eaton Murray, Wis. Woodrufl
Elston O'Toole

The SPEAKER. On this roll call, 381
Members have answered to their names,
a4 quorum.

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

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 30
minutes today, following any special or-
ders heretofore entered.
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR-FEDERAL SE-
CURITY AGENCY AND RELATED INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1952

Mr. FOGARTY. 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 (H. R. 3709) making
appropriations for the Department of
Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and
related independent agencies for the fis-
cal 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. 3709,
with Mr. Price in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN., When the Com-
mittee rose on yesterday, the Clerk had
read the first paragraph of the bill. If
there are no amendments to the para-
graph, the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF EMPLOYMENT SECURITY

Salaries and expenses: For expenses neces=
sary for the general administration of the
employment service and unemployment com-
pensation programs, including temporary em=-
ployment of persons, without regard to the
civil-service laws, for the farm placement
migratory labor program; for cooperation
with the United States Immigration and
Naturalization Service and the Secretary of
State in negotiating and carrying out agree-
ments relating to the employment of foreign
agricultural workers, subject to the immi-
gration laws and when necessary to supple-
ment the domestic labor force; and not to
exceed $10,000 for services as authorized by
section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 (6 U. S,
C. 55a); $4,635,600, of which $743,500 shall
be for carrying into effect the provisions of
title IV (except sec. 602) of the Service-
men's Readjustment Act of 1944,

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

Mr. Chairman, the committee has rec-
ommended the reduction of the budget
estimate for the Veterans' Employment
Service from $1,583,000 to $743,500. I
am in receipt of a letter from the Ameri-
can Legion, the Disabled American Vet-
erans, the Veterans of Foreign Wars of
the United States, and the American
Veterans of World War II, which I would
like to read at this time, relative to this
drastic cut. The letter is as follows:

To the Honorable MIKE MANSFIELD,
Member of Congress:

We, the undersigned, representing the
American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars
of the United States, Disabled American
Veterans, and the American Veterans of
World War II, wish to strongly protest the
report of the Department of Labor-Federal
Security Subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives, which recommends the reduction of
the budget estimate for the Veterans' Em-
ployment Service from $1,583,000 to $743,500.
The committee expressed its belief that one
Federal veterans' representative and a clerk-
stenographer for each State and Territory,
together with a small headquarters staff,
would be adequate. This action amounts to
a cut of over 53 percent, and in money an
amount of $839,500. This constitutes a stag-
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gering and crippling blow to an already small
but hard-working and sincere Government
service agency.

The Veterans' Employment Service is man-
dated by the people of this Nation and the
Congress, under provision of title IV of the
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as
amended, to cooperate and aid the United
States Employment Service and State em-
ployment services to the end that veterans
shall receive the maximum of job counseling
and job opportunity in the field of gainful
employment

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

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr, TABER. The report of the com-
mittee shows that the budget estimates
on the Veterans’ Employment Service
of the Labor Department was $277,000,-
000, and the amount allowed was $277,-
000,000. Therefore, it is rather difficult
to understand the communication which
the gentleman has received.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I may say to the
gentleman from New York that on the
basis of the information I have the
budget estimate for the Veterans’ Em-

. ployment Service was $1,583,000, and it

has been reduced to $743,500.

If the gentleman will allow me to con-
tinue with this letter, I will put all the
facts on the RECORD.

The letter reads further as follows:

To reduce this splendid, compact, well-
organized force of 176 professional field rep-
resentatives, together with the 8 professional
staff members located in Washington, a shell
of some 53 fleld representatives and a corre-
spondingly smaller unit in headquarters
would simply render the Veterans' Employ-
ment Service incapable of performing the
responsibilities and duties mandated to them
by law.

Let us point out that there still remains
a sizable future task to be accomplished in
terms of employment of veterans currently
being trained under programs sponsored by
the Government. As of February 28, 1951,
the Veterans’ Administration cites 1,576,484
veterans in educational and training pro-
grams under provisions of Public Law 346.

.On this same date there were 93,604 disabled

veterans receiving vocational rehabilitation,
The majority of these trainees are potential
manpower for defense industry or activities
contributing to the defense program. The
present conflict in Korea and the increased
mobilization of our Armed Forces can only
result in a substantial increase in the num-
ber of disabled veterans who will require
Job-finding assistance. By late 1951 and
early 1952 the Veterans' Employment Service
will probably be faced with a situation which
will not differ basically from that of 1945
and 1946. Thousands of servicemen will be
discharged from service with combat dis-
abilities and additional thousands with in-
Juries resulting from training and other
accidents. It will be the responsibility of
the Veterans’ Employment Service to facili-
tate their return to ecivilian life by finding
them suitable employment.
Notwithstanding statistics which Indicate
that there are 62,000,000 people employed
toda; and the labor market is tightening,
the fact remains that there are many com-
munities where employment iz spotty.
Many areas still have relatively high unem-
ployment. Oppurtunity to materially reducs
unemployment in these areas appears to be
small because of geographical location, hous-
ing shortage, and inability of large number
of workers to migrate. The particular prob-
lem &s we representatives of the veterans
organizations see it is that the Veterans'
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Employment Service can make a most signifi-
cant contribution in using its special facili-
ties to gain for the veteran advancement
f.om mediocre jobs to positions which will
make full use of the skills lie has acquired
and the experience he has undergone in
training.

The task of rendering special services to
veterans in the field of gainful employment
remains great. Current operations of and
deployment of personnel of the Veterans'
Employment Service is servicing efficiently
and valuably to the welfare of our fighting
men and women upon their discharge from
gervice to their country. We believe that
it ir absolutely essential that their efforts
and continuing positive accomplishments be
maintainec.

The American Leglon, the Veterans of
Foreign Wars of the United States, the Dis-
abled American Veterans, and the American
Veterans of World War II at their respective
1950 conventions and encampments man-
datec full support to the maintenance of
the Veterans’ Employment Service and its
operation of service to veterans in the field
of gainful employment. We, therefore, the
undersigned, respectfully request that action
be taken which will result in the restoration
of funds to the full amount as requested by
the President in his budget for the fiscal
year 1952—81,583,000.

Mmes D. KENNEDY,
Director, National Legislative Com=
mission, the American Legion.

F. M. SULLIVAN,
Legislative Director, Disabled Amer=
ican Veterans.
Omar B. KETCHUM,
Director of Legislation, Veterans of
Foreign Wars of the United States.
CLARENCE G. ADAMY,
National Service Director, American
Veterans of World War II.

. Mr. Chairman, it is my hope that the
Senate will restore this cut, and that
the House, in conference, will agree to
this, This service, in behalf of our vet-
erans, is most vitally needed and will be
in the future.
| The Clerk read as follows:

Payments to school district: For payments
to local educational agencles for the main-
tenance and operation of schools as author=

ized by the act of September 30, 1950 (Pub~ *

lic Law 874), $28,000,000.

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Norgern: On
page 15, line 9, strike out the period, insert
a colon in lieu thereof and the following:
“Provided, That, for the purposes of this
appropriation, (1) the local contribution rate
computed for any local educational agency
under section 3 of such act of September
80, 1950, shall be not less than 80 percent
and not more than 120 percent of the na-
tional average local contribution rate dur-
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1950, and
(2) the current expenditures per child de-
termined for any such agency under section
4 of such act of September 30, 1950, shall
be not less than 80 percent and not more
than 120 percent of the national average
current expenditures per child for the pur-
pose of providing free public education dur-
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1850.”

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of order against the
amendment on the ground that it is leg-
islation on an appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Arkansas desire to be heard
on the point of order?

Mr. NORRELL. I would ask the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island to reserve
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his point of order rather than make it,
in order to permit me to make a state-
ment.

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr.
reserve the point of order.

Mr. NORRELL, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that my other
amendment on page 16, line 3, may be
considered at this time, for I am sure
the gentleman from Rhode Island will
make a point of order against it also
on the same grounds, I make this re-
quest in order that my remarks may be
directed to both amendments at the same
time.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objeciion
to the request of the genfleman from
Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the second amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arkansas,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., NorrerL: On
page 16, line 3, strike out the period, insert
in lieu thereof a colon and the following:
“And provided further, That in the case of
any application by a local educational agency
approved after July 1, 1951, for payment
under section 202 of such act, the amount
made available by the Commissioner of Edu-
cation out of this appropriation shall not
exceed $500 times the number of children
with respect to whom such agency is enti-
tled to receive payment under such section
202.”

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of order against this
amendment also, on the ground that it
is legislation on an appropriation bill;
and I reserve both points of order, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Arkansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I am
not going to consume the entire 5 min-
utes.

Mr. Chairman, I have consulted with
the House Parliamentarian with regard
to both these amendments. They deal
with the law that we enacted last year
regarding the school-aid program in de-
fense areas both as to construction and
maintenance.

I admit that my amendments, if
adopted, would change the basic law of
the land regarding these matters and,
therefore, they are subject to points of
‘order; this is legislation on an appro-
priation bill. But the facts are that since
the enactment of this law last year cer-
tain weaknesses have arisen which
should have the attention of this Con-
gress.

Mr. SCHWABE. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. NORRELL., I yield.

Mr. SCHWABE. I wanted to know if
the gentleman's remarks applied to both
amendments.

Mr. NORRELL. Yes.

Mr. SCHWABE. Or to only one.
Would the last amendment offered by
the gentleman be legislation on an ap-
propriation bill or merely a limiting
amendment?

Mr. NORRELL. I am advised by the
House Parliamentarian that it is legis-
lation, and I believe that is correct.
‘What I say has to do with both amend-

Chairman, I
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ments. The construction amendment,
however, deals with the matter of con-
structing these school buildings in de-
fense areas. It is estimated that the
eventual cost may run to something like
$500,000,000. If my amendment should
be adopted it would reduce the Federal
contribution in all the schools to a more
conservative basis. The one on mainte-
nance is this: It has developed that the
Government must give to certain areas
where they do not need much, if any,
additional aid to schools. It is an enor-
mous and unnecessary expenditure, but
it must be made because there is no dis-
cretionary authority whatsoever in the
Government officials who are enforcing
the law. It has developed in other cases
where a larger amount is needed. In
certain areas they cannot under existing
lawdget the amount they actually would
need.

So my amendment, if adopted, would
permit a variation or discretionary
scope of not less than 80 or more than
120 percent and would not cost the Gov-
ernment any more money. I admit both
amendments are subject to the points of
order made, but I make this statement
in order to get the matter in the Recorn.
I am going to introduce a bill on the sub-
ject and I trust that the jurisdictional
legislative committee will give it careful
consideration.

Mr. Chairman, I admit that both
amendments are subject to the points of
order.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Price in the
chair). The Chair sustains the points of
order against both amendments.

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

Mr. Chairman, on page 27 of this bill
is an appropriation for St. Elizabeths
Hospital. I want to call the attention of
my colleagues to the very excellent work
being done at St. Elizabeths Hospital
and to the fact that in the annual report
of this year in relation to religious serv-
ices provided for the patients the hos-
pital has an unusual record. The su-
perintendent, Dr. Overholser, who some
Yyears ago was Commissioner of Mental
Diseases in Massachusetts, and a very
fine gentleman, an outstanding member
of his profession, has cooperated in every
way possible with the Catholic priest,
Protestant minister, and the Jewish
rabbi,

In the annual report covering St.
Elizabeths Hospital it is stated:

Regular services have been conducted for
Catholic, Protestant, and Jewish patients.
These services are well attended, and an
effort is made to enable every patient to go
whose mental and physical condition
permits,

The report also states:

The hospital is fortunate in having a full-
time Protestant chaplain and a full-time
Catholic chaplain, both of whom are assisted
in their duties by seminarians on a volunteer
basis.

The report further states:

Jewish services have been'held regularly
through the Jewish Welfare Board and the
Rabbinical Counecil. The Hebrew Sisters Ald
Circle has assisted during the year in the
religious services conducted for Jewish pa-
tients and in providing entertainment for
holidavs and distributine refreshments.
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Further on the report states:

Both the Protestant and Catholic chap-
lains renew their urgent plea for a separate
interdenominational chapel. The room at
present used for chapel in the basement of
Hitcheock Hall is wholy inadequate in size
to accommodate the number of patients who
attend religious services,

The need for a chapel for the hospital
has been mentioned in annual reports
for a number of years, but partly because
the growth of the institution made such
pressures for additional buildings the
proposal to build a new chapel has not
survived the review by the Bureau of the
Budget. The request, therefore, has
never officially been made to the Con-
gress, and was not submitted this year
in the budget estimates.

This hospital has about 8,500 patients.
We can therefore realize what an im-
portant problem this is,

Furthermore, we all recognize the im-
portance of religion and faith in our
individual lives, and certainly that would
have particular application to those in
hospitals and probably extra emphasis
should be laid upon those in mental
institutions.

My purpose in rising to address the
Committee of the Whole at this time is
to have something in the Recogrp to show
that there is an interest in the near
future in having such a chapel author-
ized and money provided for its con-
struction.

I hope the chairman of the subcom-
mittee and the other members of the
subcommittee as well as the members of
the full Committee on Appropriations,
if and when a budget estimate comes up,
will give this matter their deep con-
sideration, and I sincerely trust that
when a budget estimate does come up
in the future it will be favorably acted
upon. Knowing the views and the senti-
ments of my friend the gentleman from
Rhode Island [Mr. FocarTYl, I am sure
that he will agree with that observation.

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

Mr. McCORMACEK. I yield to the
gentleman from Rhode Island.

Mr. FCGARTY. In the 5 or 6 years
that I have been on this committee, we
have never had a budget estimate for
this particular program, but I think I
can assure the gentleman, in agreement
with the rest of my subcommittee, that
if a budget estimate is submitted to this
committee next year it will be given every
consideration.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I appreciate that
very much.

Mr., EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. Chairman, the subject of priorities
in the construction program on the civil-
ian level has come before the attention
of each and every Member of this House
in the form of letters from home from
the various school boards and interested
officials in the various school-building
programs. I have in mind a particular
program in my district where the school
need is great inceed, yet there is appar-
ently no ability on the part of the school
board and the officials in that particular
community to obtain the materials that
they need.
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Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

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

Mr, KEATING. Is that in the Triple
Cities area?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. No:itis
a little north of the Triple Cities. There
are other parts in my district besides
the Triple Cities.

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

Mr, EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield
to the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. PEREKINS. Is the gentleman
talking about Public Law 815, the school
construction bill, or some situation which
the Government does not have anything
to do with at all?

Mr, EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I am
talkingy about the whole construction
program on the home front. As the gen-
tleman knows, for the past year there
has been great concern on the part of
the school officials and various leaders in
separate comimunities over these con-
struction programs. If you will recall,
there have been instances in the case
of every Member where he has been re-
quested to see Charles Wilson or some
other Government official so that we
could get some kind of priority of con-
struction material in various civic en-
deavors back home. It seems to me that
while we are in this defense program
that we ought to make allowances for
the construction of schools and various
community buildings so that as these de-
fense programs grow, as workers are
moved into one section or another, we
will be able to continue with our commu-
nity system. We do not want it to get
the way it is behind the iron ecurtain
where whole communities are uprooted
and deprived of the church and the
school influence and other beneficial in-
stitution that we, as Americans, have
been accustomed to.

Mr. PERKINS. I assume that the
gentleman from New York is well aware
of the fact that the Federal Government
only has jurisdiction in cases of this type
in federally impacted areas brought
about by the military and defense in-
stallations that bring about overcrowded
conditions of nearby schools.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. School
officials in our section want to be sure
they are able to obtain building mate-
rials. How do we know that the Gov-
ernment will not erack down on them
and deprive us of this necessary func-
tion?

Mr. PERKINS. From the gentle-
man’s statement, do the schools that he
has in mind come within the purview of
Public Law 815 or not?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. All I
can say to the gentleman is that we have
to look ahead all the time. We have
to look into the future and see what the
possibilities will be, because within the
next 6 months or a year or the next 2
years there may be a possibility of wide-
spread cracking down on the procure-
ment of various materials.

Mr. PERKINS. I assume again the
gentleman is well aware of the fact that
Public Law 815 takes care of impacted
construction in impacted areas caused
by the loss of revenue by the various
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school districts by reason of military
and other defense installations. May I
ask the gentleman if that law is not
broad enough to cover the specific in-
stances about which he is talking?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, In the
next 6 months there may be a whole-
sale cracking down by Charles E. Wil-
son and some of the other high officials
on the civilian population. We want to
know what it is going to entail

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

Mr. Chairman, on page 14, line 3,
the bill states:

Provided jurther, That no part of this
appropriation shall be available for voca-
tional education in distributive occupations,

Some questions come to my mind con-
cerning this language. It appears to me
this language is rather restrictive and
may interfere with some programs which
have been put into effect. May I ask
some member of the committee if this
language will restrict any of the work
which is being done in connection with
the GI training in distributive occupa-
tions?

Mr. FOGARTY. This law has noth-
ing specific to do with the GI training.
This appropriation is for distributive
education under the George-Barden Act
It does eliminate distributive education
under that act for the next fiscal year,
insofar as Federal funds are concerned.

Mr. MARSHALL. No funds under the
George-Barden Act are presently being
used in connection with GI training?

Mr. FOGARTY. This program was
established before the 3I bill became
law—several years before.

Mr. MARSHALL. We have received
several wires from retail establishments
in the eity of St. Paul concerning the
programs they have there of training
people to work on display and retail ad-
vertising, and so forth. That has been
done, as I understand, under the George-
Barden fund. As I understand this lan-
guage, is would knock out that particular
type of training. Is that correct?

Mr. FOGARTY. Asfar asthe Federal
contribution to these schools is con=-
cerned, the statement is correct. How-
ever, it does not, of course, in anv way
prohibit the States from carrying on
that work with their own funds.

Mr., MARSHALL. I understand, as
the chairman must realize, that there
are a number of schools that have set
those programs into operation expecting
the cooperation which they have had in
the past with Federal funds.

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

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia.

Mr., LANHAM. It seems to me it is
unfortunate that this language has been
written into this bill. Does not the gen-
tleman agree that distribution is just as
important in our free-enterprise sys-
tem as production? In my own State
it is going to mean that about 20,000
people who are now getting training will
not in the future be able to get it.

Mr. MARSHALL. The language
struck me as being unfortunate in the
respect that this program has not been
in operation any great length of time.
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I think it was 1947 that the program was
inaugurated.

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

Mr. MARSHALL., I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. BROWNSON. I brought up yes-
terday a question similar to the gentle-
man’s guestion, and I checked again last
night. In my opinion, where this does
tie in with the GI on-the-job training
is that many mercantile establishments
have been using courses set up in the
high schools and other public schools
under the Barden Act to fulfill their ob-
ligations for training under the GI on-
the-job-training program. That was
the reaction they gave me in trying to
check up in responce to letters such as
you have had. In other words, the GI
trainees are getting their training, the
formal part of it, in public high schools
under trade-association programs which
are being financed by the Barden Act.
£0, so far as I can find insofar as that is
true, there iz somewhat of a tie-in bz~
tween the GI training and distributive-
educaticn training under the Barden
Act.

Mr. MARSHALL, It is a little difficult
in setting up the departments in the
schools to carry on certain types of
training to draw the line quite correctly
and undoubtedly there are certain pro-
grams which receive at least supple-
mentary support. The chairman said
it was not the intention of the George-
Barden Act to use funds directly for that
purpose, however. The elimination of
these funds by this restrictive language
may seriously affect some of the depart-
ments and the very schools where they
have bezen making use of that particular
type of program.

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

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment,

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of my tak-
ing the floor now is more to ask the
committee a question rether than to
make any extended statement. I come
from an area where the increase in pop-
ulation has been almost phenomenal,
That is the Detroit, Mich., area. Detroit,
as everyone knows, is a great center of
production of the sinews of war. There
was brought into that locality during
the last war an immense population.
These people have remained there.
They did not move away. With the in-
flux of workers and their families came
problems which the local school boards
could not solve. The result is they have
to depend on Federal contributions to
he}p them, if the cause of education is
going to be served in that area.

There are several school districts in
my congressional district which are
vitally affected and where a situation
such as I have described exists. From
all over southeast Michigan, from my
district as well as others, have come
appeals from school officials to the effect
that the amount provided in this bill is
not adequate or sufficient to meet the
problem and solve it. I refer to the
language on page 15 under “Grants for
school construction.” Yeu will notice it
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says grants for emergency school con-
struction, $75,000,000. I have asked one
member of the committee, and I now ask
the chairman of the subcommittee, if
the evidence submitted to your commit-
tee, when you were conducting hearings
on this subject, indicated the amount
was adequate to meet the problem when
the Committee on Education and Labor
reported the bill.

Mr. FCGARTY. No; they did not so
state it. They stated at the time we
held hearings about 2 months ago that
they had just submitted to the Bureau
of the Budget a request for an additional
$100,000,000 for this fiscal year, 1951,
and I have since learned in the last 3
days the Bureau of the Budget has al-
lowed §50,000,000 of that request. That
request has been sent to the other body
where they are now holding hearings on
{:)his very bill and on the supplemental

ill.

Mr. DONDERO. And the indications
are that that amount might be added to
the $75,000,000 provided in this bill?

Mr. FOGARTY. No; I do not want
the gentleman to be misled. That is
not the $75,000,000 that you have re-
ferred to, which is being appropriated
for the next fiscal year. The $50,000,000
I refer to is a deficiency appropriation
for this fiscal year of 1951.

Mr. CONDERO. That is to finish the
fiscal year?

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

Mr. DONDERO. 1 yield.

Mr. ALBERT. Itis my understanding
and absolute conviction that should this
provision for $50,000,000 additional—or
$75,000,000—$25,000,000 of which is for
this year, plus the $50,000,000 supple-
mental which has been requested, be en-
acted into law, we will still be short some
eighty or eighty-five million dollars of
the amount necessary to cover already
approved projects.

Mr. DONDERO. And, of course, we
anticipate problems arising out of the
present emergency program as a fur-
ther Federal impact on local com-
munities.

Mr. NORRELL. You have a problem
which my amendment attempted to cor-
rect. In one area of the United States
you will have a district that does not
need any aid at all. In an area like
yours you may need more money than
you are getting. The amendment which
I offered would simply have given the
Department of Education discretion-
ary authority to have used a little varia-
tion there from a minimum of not less
than 80 percent to a maximum of not
more than 120 percent.

Mr. DONDEROQO. There is a school dis-
trict in my congressional district where
the people have exhausted all possible
legal means to provide adequate school
facilities, but they cannot meet the
needs. This is the only aid to which they
can look to solve their educational prob-
lems. They even sent their high school
students for their physical education to
the Detroit House of Correction, a penal
institution, because of the lack of space.

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

Mr, DONDERO. I yield.
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Mr. PEREINS. I think the gentle-
man, under Public Law 815, is absolutely
correct in his statement. The reason
that the Office of Education has not done
more toward alleviating the situation
that you have deseribed, although Pub-
lic Law 815 authorizes alleviation of
those conditions, is because of lack of
funds. It has been estimated that 697
school districts have made application
for Federal assistance for schosl con-
struction, under szction 202 of this law.
There are different sections of this law,
in my judgment, which fit the situation
which the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. NorreLL] has described; namely,
sections 202, 203, and 204. If we had
adequate funds to implement all of those
sections to take care of the Paducah, Ky.,
situation, and the Savannah River school
housing under section 203, it has been
estimated it would cost approximately
$380,000,000 to solve this problem amply.
The authorization to take care of this
situation, with the exception I have
noted, we have on the books at the
present time.

Mr. DONDERO. TUndoubtedly Fa-
ducah, Ky., and Livonia Township school
district, now the city of Livonia, Wayne
County, Mich., in my district are in the
same position.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. DoN-
DERO] has expired.

By unanimous consent, the pro forma
amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, I maove to
strike out the last five words.

Mr. Chairman, this is a subject that is
very dear to my heart, because I spent
about 5 months with the Bailey commit-
tee seeing this problem in its reality in
the South and in the eastern part of our
country. What the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. DonbEro]l says is posi-
tively true. If anything, the situation
around Michigan is going to be worse in
the next few years than it has been dur-
ing the last 5 years, because you have a
Federal influx in the area on the fringe
of Detroit.

I do not know what the representatives
of the Department of Education stated in
their report to the subcommittee of the
Committee on Appropriations, but I do
know that in my State of Minnesota
there are about nine communities that
are affected with a Federal impact.

When I made inquiry of the Depart-
ment, after this appropriation last year,
and all of these applications from all
over the United States had been filed
with the Department, this is the under-
standing that I got from the Depart-
ment in the allocation of these funds as
prescribed by the yardstick in this bill:

It was a foregone conclusion that they
had not nearly enough money to satisfy
the eligible or legitimate requests. So
as those applications came in, the policy
was to make payment on the basis of
those in most need—those districts which
were most seriously affected, which
meant that in the long run there would
probably be 200 districts which, by law,
were entitled to compensation, either
under maintenance and operation or
construction, but they would have to
wait.
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Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WIER. Certainly.

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman and
his committee came to our part of
Michigan and made a very thorough and
_ very conscientious investigation. In

some of the areas that you visited the
population doubled in the 10-year period.

Mr, WIER. And is increasing today.

Mr. HARRISON. Is increasing now,

Mr. WIER. So I say to this House as
a friend of education, that this is a very
blighted part of our needs in this coun-
try; it is a positive neglect in the inter-
est of the ability of our Nation and our
Government to provide any type of edu-
cation for thousands and thousands of
our children,

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

Mr. WIER. I yield,

Mr. ALBERT. Would the gentleman
suggest how we might proceed in order
to get additional money to cover all these
projects that are eligible under the lav:?

Mr. WIER. I think there were about
500 applications from school districts all
over the country that could qualify un-
der the act of last year. I venture to say
that nearly one-third of those applica-
tions will not receive any money whatso-
ever because they are not the hardest
pressed, nor will there be enough money
to fulfill the entire obligation.

The only suggestion I can make dur-
ing debate on this appropriation bill is
that on the basis of the applications that
the Department has today and that they
have qualified as being eligible under
Public Law 815 for participation, that
the amount of money they find neces-
sary today will be necessary during the
next 2 years at least in lieu of our prep-
aration and emergency program. I do
not know of a community down South,
in the Middle West, or in the Northeast
that is going to be removed from this
picture; as a matter of fact, I think in
each one of these communities it will be
increased.

Mr, HAYS of Arkansas. If the gen-
tleman will yield, he might include cer=-
tain sections of the west coast.

Mr. WIER. I was not out on the west
coast; I am speaking only of the places
I saw.

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I was eager,
therefore, for the Recorp to show that
there are areas throughout the country
that are in just as serious condition., I
am scmewhat familiar with the situa-
tion referred to by the gentleman from
Michigan and can confirm what he said,
And in Richmond, Calif., where the pop-
ulation doubled within a few months, the
city manager, speaking about the prob-
lem said:

The Government has cheated our chil-
dren of an education; there are children in
junior high school who have never gone to
school a full day because of lack of facilities
to take care of them.

Mr. WIER. Iam aware that the same
situation exists in a number of places in
the State of Washington: Hanford, for
example, Seattle, and Portland, Oreg.;
and I think you could go right down the
west coast to San Diego.
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Mr, HAYS of Arkansas,
tional problem.

Mr, WIER. It is a national problem.
I made reference only to those places
that I visited to show this picture in its
nakedness. 5

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I think that if this ap-
propriation is cut by the committee that
we would be doing serious harm to our
educational system all over this Nation.
In fact the appropriation for construc-
tion and maintenance should be raised
ﬁg?ve the amounts now appearing in the

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

Mr, PERKINS. I yield.

Mr, ALBERT. It is not a question of
being cut; it is a question if it is not
raised by this Congress.

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from
Oklahoma is correct.

I served on the Burke subcommittee,
but only attended the hearing in Ken-
tucky and acquainted myself with the
specific problem that we have in Ken-
tucky. I visited Fort Knox with the sub-
committee. At Fort Knox we have ap-
proximately 150,000 acres that have been
taken over by the Federal Government
for expanding the military installation
there, and as a result the schools sur-
rounding the Fort Knox area are greatly
overcrowded. They do not have ade-
quate school buildings; they do not have
the supplies, and, in addition, the coun-
ties surrounding this Fort Knox area
have lost millions of dollars of taxable
property.

The net result is that the school dis-
tricts do not have sufficient money to
spend for the education of the children
brought about by overcrowded condi-
tions in these federally impacted areas,
and this legislation only applies to those
areas.

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

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. JONAS. I am in complete ac-
cord with what the gentleman states.
The difficulty I find, however, is that
what we have here in the form of an
appropriation is merely enough to
scratch the surface. The question in-
volved today seems to me to be one
where we still have to increase this ap-
propriation, otherwise we are not go-
ing to accomplish anything. We are
just fooling the people with what we
have in this bill.

Mr. PERKINS. I agree with the gen-
tleman that the amount should be
raised. The Office of Education informs
me they have approximately 700 appli-
cations. Only 100 have received assist-
ance. The Office of Education has un-
dertaken to set up a priority system to
give the more seriously impacted areas
some relief but on account of the lack
of funds the whole program has bogged
down. That is not only true with ref-
erence to the construction phase of this
program, it is also true as to mainte-
nance and operation.,

It is a na-
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In Kentucky a total of 10 school dis-
tricts submitted applications for Federal
assistance for econstruction of school
facilities under Public Law 815. Based
on a preliminary review of the applica-
tions these school districts are entitled
to receive more than $2,000,000 accord-
ing to the Office of Education. These
districts submitted a total of 21 construc-
tion projects to use up this entitlement.
They requested $1,773,000 in Federal
funds for construction and pledged a
total of $946,362 in local funds. The
$31,500,000 available for construction
under section 202 of the act will only
permit an allotment to less than 100
projects all over the Nation.

In my State, construction of school
facilities on Federal property, on mili-
tary installations at Fort Campbell and
Fort Knox and Fort Breckinridge are
now suffering from the lack of funds.
I just mention these instances in Ken-
tucky because the same situation pre-
vails all over the Nation. Authoriza-
tion, however, has been given for two of
the military installations to proceed with
construction in Kentucky while the ap-
plication of the other is being held up
on account of insufficient funds. We all
know that Federal ownership of prop-
erty reduces local tax income for school
purposes, and we also know that a mili-
tary installation or defense installation
brings about an influx of persons into a
community, resulting in an increased
number of children to be educated. We
are confronted with the problem, and
we must solve it to the best of our ability.

The estimated requiremrents for tem-
porary facilities for the next school year
under section 203 of the act in two criti-
cal defense areas, Paducah, Ky., and
Savannah River area, South Carolina,
amount to $10,000,000. It has been esti-
mated that if all the projects were ap-
proved that are now eligible to be ap-
proved under Public Law 815, approxi-
mately $350,000,000 would be necessary
to fully implement the different provi-
sions, sections 202, 203, and 204 of Pub-
lic Law 815. This is not considering the
maintenance and operation appropria-
tion.

You can readily see that if they need
$10,000,000 for those two critical de-
fense areas at Paducah and on the Sa-
vannah River, the, Office of Education
will have very little money left for these
other impacted areas all over the Na-
tion, which goes to show that the entire
amount as recommended by the commit-
tee is entirely inadequate and should be
raised.

Mr. ALBERT. Does it not come down
to this one proposition, that either the
Office of Education has failed to make its
case or the Bureau of the Budget has put
a muzzle on it? The committee has in-
formed the House that the Office of
Education has not made out a case for
additional money.

Mr. PERKINS. I think the latter is
true. The Bureau of the Budgef has not
given this problem the consideration it
rightfully deserves and, of course, the
impact is constantly getting worse on
account of world corditions.

I am hopeful that the Appropriations
Committee in the Senate will give this
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problem the utmost consideration, and
that the Office of Education will also take
another look at the picture. I person-
ally believe the appropriations contained
in this bill for the purpose of taking care
of the school districts in these federally
impacted areas are entirely inadequate.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Grants for ho.pital construction: For pay-
ments for hospital construction under part
C, title VI, of the act, as amended, to remain
available until expended, $175,000,000, of
which $100,000,000 is for payment of obli-
gations incurred under authority heretofore
granted under this head: Provided, That
allotments under such part C to the several
States for the current fiscal year shall be
made on the basis of an amount equal to
that part of the appropriation granted here-
in which is available for new obligations.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FurcoLo: Page
21, line 13, strike out “$175,000,000" and in-
sert in its place the figure ““$250,000,000.”

Mr., FURCOLO. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment I offer is on page 21, line
13, where there will be a substitution of
the figure $175,000,000 to make it read
$250,000,000.

I think that probably everyone here
is familiar with this hospital-construc-
tion program. There was a great deal
of talk about it last year, and what it
has to do with is this: Originally, as I
understand, there was to be $150,000,000
for such hospital-construction program.
As the result of the economic situation
it was thought advisable to try and cut
that down. Now, probably many of
you have had communities where the
people of the community have gone out,
have raised money, have made plans to
build these hospitals, I understand
there is a very great need for them
throughout the country.

Now, all of us here are trying to do
what we can as far as economy is con-
cerned. However, it seems to me in this
situation where, as is generally agreed,
there is a definite need for such facili-
ties where, as I think all of us will readily
admit, the people of the communities
have gone out, have raised money, and
have shown good faith in reliance on
what the Government has in effect
promised, that we should not go back
upon our word and our responsibility.
This amendment, if adopted, will, in
effect, let the Government keep its word
to all of the communities who acted in
reliance on the Government authoriza-
tion.

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

Mr, FURCOLO. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. EEATING. I am interested in
the gentleman’s statement that the
Government has given its word. Would
the gentleman elaborate on the signifi-
cance o- just what has been done from
which he draws the inference that the
Government has given its word on any
specific sum?

Mr., FURCOLO. I have drawn that
inference from the original authoriza-
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tion and also from the fact that in re-
liance upon that authorization people
throughout the Nation in these various
communities went out, had bond issues,
raised money, and many of them en-
gaged architects and had plans drawn
and went ahead in reliance on what they
assumed actually was a representation
of the Government.

Mr. KEATING. Who made the rep-
resentation as to what would be allowed?

Mr. FURCOLO. Well, I assume that
it was first done here by Congress by
the original authorization and then
from that I suppose by the proper gov-
ernmental agencies.

Mr, McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield? i

Mr. FURCOLO. I will be glad to yield
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. McGRATH. The gentleman
knows full well that the mere passage of
an authorization bill does not commit the
Government. He knows further, as a
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, that no agency or no official of any
agency has the authority to bind the
Government just because an authoriza-
tion bill has been passed.

Mr. FURCOLO. That is right. The
mere fact that an authorization bill has
been passed, of course, in itself is not
conclusive, but may I also ask the gen-
tleman from New York this question?
Is it not a fact that in reliance upon
representations made by duly consti-
tuted people in the Government and as
the result of the belief that this money
would be forthcoming, that plans were
undertaken in all communities; that peo-
ple went out to raise money through
bond issues, in many cases with the ap-
proval of people in the Government, that
architects were engaged, and things of
that nature? May I ask if that is not
roughly the situation?

Mr. McGRATH. My very dear friend
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Furcoro] knows, on the premise he has
?Et btéort.h, what the answer would have

0 be.

Mr. FURCOLO. Would not the an-
swer be “Yes”?

Mr. McGRATH. No. Of course, the
gentleman's facts are not correct. Be-
cause an authorization is made does not
Jjustify anyone going out and seeking to
employ architects.

Mr. FURCOLO. May I ask the gen-
tleman from New York whether or not
it is not & fact that as the result of the
authorization and as the result of action
taken by the governmental authorities,
that the people of this Nation, in various
communities, in good faith, acting on the
reliance of that premise, did go out and
do these things that I suggested? And
is it not further a fact that practically
all of the members of this committee
have been aware of that, but that it is as
the result of economy that this cut was
made? Is that not the situation?

Mr, McGRATH. No, I do not agree
with the gentleman at all. Some com-
munities may have anticipated what
would be done in the future, but in so
doing they took the risk of their own
decision.

Mr. FURCOLO. I think without any
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ple in the communities throughout the
Nation know, that acting in reliance
upon an authorization and upon what
people 1mn this Government had done,
they went out in many communities and
raised money, had plans drawn, and
actually committed themselves in many
ways, relying upon the word of the Gov-
ernment to carry through.

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

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. JONAS. Is the gentleman's
amendment to increase the appropria-
tion from $175,000,000 to $250,000,000?

Mr. FURCOLO. Actually it is $75,-
000,000 more for the building.

Mr. JONAS. I am for that program.
Without any question the gentleman
knows that practically throughout the
whole United States, in the large cities
as well as in the smaller cities, there is a
shortage of bed space in hospitals, The
people in these communities on account
of the economiec conditions and the high
cost of living and the high cost of build-
ing have ceased to make contributions
from the standpoint of private enter-
prise. If we are going to do something
for the ill and the indigent from a
humane standpoint, we have to look to
the Government. I do not call this
socialism, I call it good common sense.

Mr. FURCOLO. You cannot econo-
mize on dollars and cents where the
health and lives of many people in the
country are concerned.

All of us are in favor of economy,
but this is not good economy. It is not
sound economy where the Government
in effect goes back on its word. 1t is not
sound economy where the Government
has asked the people of this Nation to
contribute something to this program
and they have done it, and then in effect
we say to them, “We ar> sorry, we are
going back on our word. The price of
labor is going up. You have engaged
architects, had blueprints made, located
the land, and your people have contrib-
uted money, but we are going back on
our word."”

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

Mr. FURCOLO. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

Mr. ALBERT. On the matter of au-
thorization, not giving anybody the right
to assume that an appropriation would
be made, I think, however, that all of
these people who have eligible projects
have just as much right to assume that
their projects will be taken care of as
somebody who is going to be taken care
of under this appropriation bill.

Mr. FURCOLO. I agree with the
gentleman.

As a matter of fact, there is a little bit
more here than just an authorization,
There is not only an authorization but
also, as a result of that authorization,
people throughout this Nation acted in
reliance upon what they thought was the
good faith of the Government.

No one in the Government before last
year, at which time everything had al-
ready been done, indicated to them,
“This is not going to be done.”

question the record shows, and the peo- ;. Whether legally or strictly or tfechni-
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cally it amounts to anything is another
question, but morally and in good faith
there is no question at all, in my opinion,
that the Government is not acting right
with the people if they do not carry
through with this project.

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

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. KEATING. I call the gentle-
man’s attention to the fact that his
amendment calls for an addition of $75,-
000,000, whereas the Budget Bureau re-
quested only $20,000,000 additional.

Mr. FURCOLO. It is interesting
about the Bureau of the Budget. In my
short experience here I have noticed
that when someone does not want to do
anything different than the Bureau of
the Budget wants, he says, “This has not
been approved by the Bureau of the
Budget.” As soon as somebody wants to
do something that has not been ap-
proved by the Bureau of the Budget,
then the talk is, “Who is going to run
this country, the Congress or the Bureau
of the Budget?”

I do not say that either one is exactly
right, but certainly the opinion of the
Bureau of the Budget does not do more
than creale a rebuttable presumption.
The facts here, in my opinion, justify
us in overriding the Bureau of the
Budget’s opinion.

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man may proceed for two additional
im'nutes. so that I may ask him a ques-
ion.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FURCOLO. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BURNSIDE. I want to thank the
gentleman for offering his amendment.
In the State of West Virginia we have
15 to 20 of these cases where they need
hospitals and need them very badly. In
this city of Huntington, a city of about
92,000 people, we have only six beds in
case of an epidemie. I think the gen-
tleman is entirely correct in stating that
there are many different cities which
went out and sold bonds. In Hunting-
ton they have already raised the funds
and now the funds are idle and the peo-
ple have to pay interest on the funds.
I think the gentleman is entirely cor-
rect and is to be commended for the
kind of amendment that he has offered,

Mr. FURCOLO. I thank the gentle-
man very much,

Mr. Chairman, I might say this: We
are not going to save any money if we
do not do it now. These facilities are
going to be needed. The only thing
that is going to happen is that we are
going to waste some of the money that
many of the people have put up in try-
ing to provide the funds. Interest will
have to be paid on that money. The
cost of materials is going up and the
cost of labor is going up. Some day in
the very near future they are going to
have to have these facilities. They will
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simply have to be built at some later time
at a far greater cost.

I do not want to be pessimistie, but
if we pay any attention at all to the
fact that eventually we may need greater
hospital facilities as a result, perhaps,
of the action of some other nation, we
cannot begin to build the facilities after
that happens.

I think from every possible point of
view, in keeping faith with the people
and on the basis of a true and sound
economy the amendment should be car-
ried, and I hope it will.

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

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments
thereto close in 25 minutes, the last 5
minutes to be reserved to the committee.

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

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog=-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr,
JaviTs].

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, this be=
ing an appropriation bill, I should say
we are very much interested in the facts.
I happen to have some facts or I would
not be taking the time of the House to-
day. I wrote the Joint Hospital Survey
and Planning Commission of the State
of New York, and I have a letter from
the executive director, Dr. John J.
Bourke, telling me just what the situa-
tion is in New York. I think the House
ought to know it because I believe it
does justify a more ample allowance for
the support of hospital construction un-
der the Hill-Burton Act by the Federal
establishment. I have no illusions as to
the desire of the House to vote a $75,-
000,000 increase. But I think these facts
are important in determining our policy
upon appropriations, and what I am go-
ing to talk about now relates to the
policy that this appropriation ought to
be more ample than it is.

In New York State the commission
has authorized 62 Hill-Burton projects—
on 54 of which work is proceeding—
which call for an expenditure—and this
is a very important matter to economy
advocates—of $54,000,000 but of which
the Federal Government is only going
to contribute one-third. So difficult has
the situation been for the State of New
York, by allowances which have been
made available to it under Hill-Burton
appropriations made last year which
were very sharply cut, that it has had to
put hospital projects on a split basis,
telling the hospitals to go ahead and
proceed with their construction in the
expectation that they will get allocations
from the Federal Government,

As a result of that situation the State
of New York is faced, if it gets its part of
what is provided for in this bill, with an
allowance from Federal funds of three
and a quarter million dollars this year,
but 215 million dollars are already de=-
voted to going projects and it will only
leave the whole State of New York
about $690,000 for other projects.
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The executive director of New York
State’s Joint Hospital Survey and Plan-
ning Commission tells me that in New
York City alone 20 to 25 million dollars
are needed as Hill-Burton contributions
for hospitals are a necessity to the com-
munity. In Nassau County right outside
of New York City, $3,000,000 is needed on
the basis of estimated costs and a 3315
percent grant. In the city of Rochester,
which may interest my colleague from
that city, $2,000,000 are needed, and in
the city of Utica $1,750,000 is needed on
the same basis.

Mr. Chairman, the point is simply this,
that building hospitals is not irflation-
ary. Building hospitals is essential to
our national security and national safe-
ty. Building hospitals represents an
asset which is better than money and a
great deal better than the gold buried
in the ground at Fort Knox, and repre-
sents the creation of an asset and put-
ting some of our resources into an asset
vital to the future of our people. It is
not inflationary to build hospitals for the
benefit of the people of the State of New
York or of any other State, and certainly
it is essential to our national defense.
When the program is established by as
dependable a State agency as New York
State’s Hospital Survey Commission
which finds it is needed and can be but
insufficiently supplied under existing law
despite the fact that two-thirds of the
money comes from State and local
sources, and when they emphasize that
most of those hospitals, 83 percent of
them, are voluntary nonprofit, nonsec=-
tarian, Catholic, Protestant, and Jewish
hospitals, the program appears to be
eminently justified. You are not cre-
ating new Governmenui facilities here but
rather making it possible for Americans
by voluntary means to help themselves.

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

Mr, JAVITS. I yield.

Mr. HALE. There are several hos-
pitals in Maine which are left stranded
by the failure to appropriate adequately
under this hospital legislation, the Hill-
Burton Act, and they are hospitals
which were started on the faith of this
legislation. These partially completed
projects certainly merit some consider-
ation,

Mr. JAVITS. It seems to me we are
here not only to save money but we are
here to appropriate money where the
money is deserved. That is our duty and
that is our responsibility. It is clear,
both on the grounds of solid benefit to
the country and on the grounds of na-
tional defense, that we ought to have an
attitude of greater consideration with
respect to the hospital provision of this
appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

The gentleman from Virginie [Mr,
SmitH] is recognized.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, this is a very popular proposal.
There are a great many fine things pro-
posed in this bill. I would like to go
along with them. A lot of folks in my
country need hospitals but I wonder if
we cannot stop and look and listen this
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morning, and think about the over-all
question of the state of the economy of
this Nation and what is going to happen
if we yield to every request that comes

here to do some of these fine things that

we would all love to do.

We have been talking about econcmy '

here. ¥You hear a lot about economy.
Every man who gets up to offer an
amendment says, “I am for economy but
I am for economy for the other fellow.”
1 spoke to one of my colleagues the other
day in the cloakroom, and I said, “Now
I think we have all got to sacrifice a little
bit if we are going to balance the budget,
if we are going to stop piling these taxes
onto the people that they cannot pay.
We are going to have to cut and cut
everywhere.,” My friend said something
that is typical of the situation. He said,
“Yes, Judge; I am for doing it, and T will
give them the very shirt off your back.”

Is that what we are going to do here?
I am for cutting these appropriations
instead of adding to them, and I am go-
ing to try to have the courage to stand
up here and vote to do it. And if it
hurts me in my district it is going to have
to hurt me. What are you going to do
about these things? They are going to
be coming up every minute in the day
on every appropriation bill that comes
up. They are things that you would like
your people to have, but can we not stop
and think about the sad state of the
budget of this Nation, and whether we
are going to continue to run a deficit,
whether we are going to continue to pile
up taxes to the point where the people
tt:lalgnot pay them? Let us think about

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I want to pub-
licly commend the gentleman for the
position he has taken. He is entirely
right. He has the courage to state his
position. It is time that instead of vot-
ing to increase appropriations the House
should vote to cut them further than
they actually have been cut by our Ap-
propriation Committee. The American
people are demanding economy in Gov-
ernment.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I thank the
gentleman. Let us do it on this bill and
all the rest of them as they come along.

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

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Buseey] is recognized. 1

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, there is
no argument on the question as to
whether or not it would be a fine thing
to build more hospitals for our country.
There are other serious matters to be
taken into consideration on this appro-
priation in addition to economy.

The gentleman’s amendment boosts
the appropriation by $75,000,000. That
is $55,000,000 more than was recom-
mended by the Bureau of the Budget.
Our Subcommittee on Appropriations
held extensive hearings. The testimony
with respect to this particular appropri-
ation will be found beginning on page
633 of the printed hearing.

But here is the problem with which we
are confronted. Even if they had this
$250,000,000, under the defense emer-
gency program they could not possibly
get the material to build the hospitals.
Furthermore the drain by our armed
services on the doctors and hospital per-
sonnel of our country has created a tre-
mendous shortage in these professions.
Furthermore, even if they had these hos-
pitals, they could not possibly get the
doctors and personnel to staff them.
These are some of the major circum-
stances you have to take into considera-
tion when considering boosting this ap-
propriation $75,000,000.

Every Member of this House is getting
letters from his district asking him to
cut the budget, to economize. You are
going to get a lot more letters next year

. when the people get their new tax bill

and wonder why you do not decrease
appropriations.

My, JONAS. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BUSBEY. I yield.

Mr. JONAS. Does my colleague from
Illinois take the position that the addi-
tional appropriation of $55,000,000 will
completely overthrow, disrupt, and
destroy the vhole economic background
of this country when we here every day
are pouring out billions for war, billions
for munitions, billions for outside ques-
tions, billions for appropriations to for-
eign countries, yet if we talk about
spending $55,000,000 for the sick, the
indigent and suffering people of America
it will ruin the country?

Mr. BUSKEY. I do not take that
position. If the gentleman from Illinois
wants to take it he can, but I do not.
There are a lot of hospitals already au-
thorized towards which we have appro-
priated some money, and new ones that
have heen contracted for. Furthermore,
there is the cost necessary to build all
these hospitals in all the communities of
the country. Not but that it is good, but
in the last few years we have had hos-
pitalization programs by hospital promo-
tion groups, and it has been so oversold
that the people of the communities can-
not afford to support them.

Mr. JONAS. Does not the gentleman
know that these hospital promotion pro-
grams have all fallen by the wayside and
are gradually disaprearing? Does he
not know that the hospitals we now have
cannot take care of the sick people be-
cause the local communities find the
burden too heavy to bear? It has gotten
to be a national program; the National
Government must aid in the construction
of more hospitals.

Mr. BUSBEY. I will ask the gentle-
man & question: What is the sense of
appropriating money when you cannot
get the materials or the personnel with
which to staff the hospitals if they are
built?

Mr, JONAS. It is a sad commentary
upon the intelligence of thinking people
to put forth the proposition that we can-
not spare material to aid the sick and
suffering. If that be the case, then it is
about time we made a change in the pro-
m&m and paid some attention to the
sick.
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Mr. BUSBEY. I stand with the gen=-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Smaral: You
are either going to be economy-minded,
or you are not going to be economy-
minded.

The CHAIRMAN. The genfleman
from Minnesota [Mr, H, CARL ANDERSEN]
is recognized.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I feel that the gentleman
from Virginia has well stated that we
cannot afford at this time to accept any
amendments to this bill which would
increase the total of the money carried
in the bill. We are in a very difficult
position financially, and I cannot vote
for an increase, even though it is for one
of the most worthy projects such as aid
to hospital construction. There are
many things which are very desirable
but which cannot be pushed as rapidly
as we would like at a time like this, when
we are threatened with an all-out war.
I should like, however, to see an amend-
ment in the form of a substitute for the
gentleman’s amendment agreed to
whereby we could provide in this hill
that priority shall be given by the vari-
ous States in the allocation of new con-
struction funds to those projects which
are most advanced at this time in plan-
ning and financing. It is my intention
to offer such an amendment.

Please allow me to call to your atten-
tion what the good people of one of my
communities, Madison, Minn., have been
up against in their wish to secure a
much-needed hospital.

In December 1949 public-spirited cit-
izens of that community werked hard to
raise funds for Madison’s contribution to
the hospital. A total of 1,095 con-
tributors pledged $186,044 and the proj-
ect seemed to be well on the way. On
March 15, 1950, that community was in-
formed by the Minnesota Department of
Health that—

We have now decided that we will include
general hospital projects on the 1850 con-
struction schedule down to and including
Madison. Because of the fact that your
project involves Federal funds which are not
as yet available to the State, we cannot en-
cumber funds for this project until after the
1951 fiscal allotment becomes avallable, which
should be about July 1, 1950.

Naturally, the Madison community
looked forward hopefully to the summer
of 1950 for their plans for a new hospital
to become a reality. Plans and specifica-
tions were developed and a total of
$38,000 was spent by the hospital bhoard
for site, architects’ fees, and such. No
Federal money, however, was available
and today this project lies dormant, a
year after having been virtually assured
that construction would commence last
July.

Members of the House, place your-
selves in the positions of members of that
hospital board. What can they say to
the 1,095 contributors who 17 months
ago put up $186,044 on the promise con-
tained in the Hill-Burton Act, that
the Federal Government would aid in
giving to them a hospital to replace the
present fire trap constructed in 1900.
Ten thousand people in that county
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need that hospital. It is because of cases
such as Madison, Minn., and others scat-
tered throughout the United States of
like need, that I believe that the Con-
gress should indicate in this bill its be-
lief and intent that such communities,
far advanced as they are in planning and
financing, should be assured of priority
as far as the new money, $75,000,000 con-
tained in this bill, is concerned.

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

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. BUSBEY. If the gentleman will
read the table in the hearings, he will
find that the smaller communities as
such have received the bulk of the money
rather than the larger cities.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That may
appear to be the case but the facts re-
main that there seems to be no money
available now for this project. The gen-
tleman will recall that we had a sup-
plemental hearing before the Bureau of
Public Health last December on this
very issue. There the question came up
as to how much money would be re-
quired as far as the Congress was con-
cerned if we were to allocate sufficient
additional funds over and above the $75,-
000,000 given last year so as to take care
of these few projects scattered out in
every State of the Union in which the
people had worked hard to bring to a
virtual completion their planning and
finanecing, but just could not seem fo
get under the gate as far as receiving
some of these Federal funds was con-
cerned.

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

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. McGRATH. I call to the atten-
tion of the gentleman that the allotment
for his State of Minnesota is $1,520,000
and that the item to which he refers in
the Madison ease calls for about $228,000.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is
correct. I am simply urging that we
make sure that the $228,000 will be avail-
able. No definite priority is in this bill
for the hospitals mentioned.

Mr. McGRATH. In this bill there is
sufficient allotment and that project to
which he refers will be taken care of
under this appropriation.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, I wish the
gentleman could assure me that this
$228,000 will be available. There are so
many turns and twists in the road that I
fear that small hospitals such as Madison
will be kept at the bottom of the list,
while large hospitals already under con-
struction will secure more than their
previously allocated share, so as to be
rushed to completion in spite of the cost
of materials and labors going up 15 to
20 percent the past year. It is because of
this reasoning, that I propose to offer
an amendment to give priority to the
many small hospitals, of which Madison
is but an example.

Mr. Chairman, in spite of the interest
I have naturally in my own project at
Madison, I want to reiterate that I can-
not vote for any amendment increasing
this bill today. We can, however, help
in seeing to it that the various States
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allocate their share of the pending $75-
000,000 in such a way as to again restore
faith in Uncle Sam’s promise, Com-
munities which have shown their good
faith through their fund raising and
their commitments should be given first
consideration in this distribution of the
money available this coming July 1,
under this appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York

[Mr. McGRrATH].

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I rec-
ognize at the outset that to speak against
a construction program for hospitals is
not a very popular thing. B

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

Mr. McGRATH. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York,

Mr, TABER. May I say to the gentle-
man that I am very much disturbed
about the pending amendment which
proposes an increase from $175,000,000 in
appropriations to $250,000,000. The
country cannot afford any more than
it has at present. They were able to
take care of almost everything last year
with the $175,000,000 and they will be
able to do the same thing next year,

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

Mr. McGRATH. I yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Chairman, I am
in favor of economy, but I am not in
favor of false economy. I believe the
pending amendment proposing to in-
crease hospital funds should be agreed
to. Hospital construction under the
Hill-Burton Act, to my way of thinking,
has made a great contribution in pro-
moting the general welfare of the people
in this country. As a result of this leg~
islation, hospital treatment has been
provided for the sick and indigent where
otherwise such treatment would have
been impossible, Many sections of our
country still need hospitals and the
people residing in those districts are
looking into the future with the hope
that they may be able to acquire funds
under the Hill-Burton Act and construct
needed hospitals.

In my district last fall one of the
large counties voted by a majority of
approximately 9,000 to 400 in favor of a
hospital bond issue in order that they
may be in a position to match funds
provided under the Hill-Burton Act.
The construction of this hospital in
Floyd County, Ey., will require $800,000
of Hill-Burton funds besides the one-
third that the county is authorized to
put up. A loan has been zoproved for
preparation of plans for this hospital.
The project has been approved by the
State Department of Health and by the
United States Public Health Service.
The hospital is badly needed, and when
completed and properly equipped, will
serve a great area in the Big Sandy
Valley. The people of Floyd County are
very hopeful that their project may be
completed in the near future, From a
defense standpoint these hospitals that
have been authorized should be com-
pleted. I mention this particular hos-
pital, although I know there are numer-
ous similar situations throughout the
country., I personally fear that $75,-
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000,000 provided for in the appropria-
tions bill for new construction is inade-
quate. For that reason, I am supporting
the amendment to increase the appro-
priation.

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I
call the attention of the committee to
the fact that the committee unanimous-
ly allowed the full budget estimate of
$75,000,000 for new allotments. Onme
hundred million dollars goes to pay off
contract authorizations and the addi-
tional $75,000,000 goes for new construc-
tion. As of January 1951 there was a
total of 1,497, roughly 1,500 projects
that had been approved embracing about
73,000 beds and 225 community Public
Health centers. We recognize at this
time the difficulty of getting materials
and because of that fact among others
this appropriation has been held to this
amount. I call your attention to the
fact that at the present time there is
approximately $800,000,000 worth of
hospital construction going on in the
country. The distinguished gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. FurcorLol said
that there was perhaps a moral obliga-
tion upon the Federal Government be-
couse there had been an authorization
bill passed. Of course, the fallacy of
that reasoning, I think, was pointed
out very well by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. KEaTING] because if that
was to follow, every time you passed an
authorization bill you might just as well
put in the appropriation at the same
time and eliminate any hearings or ex-
amination as to whether or not the
money should be allocated.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired,

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I offer a substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. H. CARL ANDER-
sEN as a substitute for the amendment
offered by Mr. FurcorLo: Page 21, line 19,
after “obligations” strike out the period and
insert “Provided, That the funds provided
for new obligations shall be allotted on a
basis of priority to those projects most ad-
vanced in the planning and financing as de-
termined by the several States.”

Mr., McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, I
make the point of order against the sub-
stitute that it is legislation on an ap-
propriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Minnesota desire to be heard
on the point of order?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN., ¥Yes, Mr.
Chairman. There is no question in my
mind, Mr. Chairman, but what this
amendment is germane. Certainly it is
nothing but a limitation upon the ex-
penditure of a portion of the funds con-
tained in this particular paragraph. If
we say, for example, that the States
must allocate new funds in relation to
the state of advancement as far as the
projects are concerned, certainly that is
a limitation, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, may
I be heard in opposition to the observa-
tion made by the gentleman from Min-
nesota? ;

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. McGRATH. I respectfully sub-
mit to the Chair that the Hill-Burton
Act sets forth the priorities to be given
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to the States and therefore this is legis-
lation on an appropriation bill.

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

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
spectfully submit that the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Minne-
sota is not germane. Being a member of
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce that brought this legislation
to the House authorizing this program,
I recall vividly the policy was adopted in
that authorization program which left
administration of the funds to the States,
after the funds were made available.
The authority to determine the utiliza-
tion of the funds made available for the
carrying out of this program is left to
the States. Should a limitation such as
the gentleman offered here be adopted,
that would mean we would deviate from
that policy established under the au-
thorization of the program and conse-
quently I think it would be legislation on
an appropriation bill.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Would the
Chair permit' a further ohservation?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The Chair
will notice in line 16 the provision “That
allotments under such part C to the sev-
eral States” and so forth and so on.
If that provision is germane and in
order, as it appears to be, why should
not a further provision as to how the
State shall allot the money, based upon
the degree of advancement, be germane?
The gentleman from Arkansas should
either make a point of order against that
provision also or withdraw his opposition
to mine.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Price).
Chair is ready to rule.

After studying the substitute amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Minnesota, the Chair feels that this is a
change in existing law, and therefore
sustains the point of order that it is legis-
lation on an appropriation bill.

In regard to the second point raised
by the gentleman, the Chair holds that
because other legislative language may
be permitted to remain in the bill, that
does not make in order language adding
legislation in violation of the rules.

The Chair, therefore, sustains the
point of order submitted by the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr., JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment to the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Javits to the
amendment offered by Mr. FurcoLo: On page
21, line 13, strike out “$250,000,000” and ine
sert in lleu thereof *“§195,000,000.”

The amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Would it be in
order to offer a preferential motion at
this time, and if offered, could it be de-
bated? '

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot
rule on a hypothetical question.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
offer a preferential motion.

The
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The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CrawrorRp moves that the Committee
do now rise,

The motion was rejected.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the Furcolo
amendment be again read.

There being no objection, the Clerk
again read the Furcolo amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. FurcoLol.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Commissioned officers, pay, and so forth:
For pay, uniforms and subsistence allow-
ances, increased allowances for foreign serv-
ice and commutation of quarters for not to
exceed 1,500 regular active commissioned
officers; for medals, decorations, and retired
pay of regular and reserve commissioned
officers; for payment of claims for private
property lost, destroyed, captured, aban-
doned, or damaged in the military service
of the United States, as authorized by law
(31 U. 8. C. 222¢c, h; 42 U. 8. C. 213); and for
6 months’ death gratulty pay and burial
payments for regular commissioned officers;
$1,900,000, and the Surgeon General is au-
thorized to advance to this appropriation
from appropriations made available to the
Public Health Service for the current fiscal
year such additional amounts as may be
necessary for pay and allowances of the
officers herein authorized.

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia.
man, I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Davis of

Mr. Chair-

Georgla: On page 26, line 8, strike out
“$1,900,000” and insert in lieu thereof
+$1,790,000.”

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. Mr, Chair-
man, this item appears in the committee
report on page 34 in the table entitled
“Title II—Federal Security Agency.” It
is the first item on the page of “com-
missioned officers, pay, etc.” In 1851 the
amount appropriated for this item was
$1,790,000. The amount in this bill is
increased $110,000. The subcommittee
has done good work in reporting this bill
in a number of ways and for that I wish
to commend them and wish to say that
I concur in that action. I feel, if it is
possible to do so, no item in the bill
should be inereased. When I noticed the
$110,000 increase here I looked in the
committee report to see what the justi-
fication for it was, and not finding any
reference to it whatever I then discussed
it with the subcommittee chairman and
was informed that the justification for
it is set out on pages 839, 840, and 841
of the hearings, which involve this par-
ticular agency and that this $110,000 is
supposed to pay for the retirement which
is anticipated during the fiscal year of
19 commissioned officers. The testimony
of Dr. Gillis with reference to that is as
follows:

The estimated increase is due to provision
for retirement of 19 additional officers. In
view of the retirement of 2 officers for age
is mandatory and 37 officers have the legal
right to retire for years of service, and since
past experience indicates an average of 17
retirements per year for disability in accord-
ance with the Career Compensation Act, the
estimate 1s very conservative.

I would take that to mean that year
after year they would come along here
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with a request for an increase in this
bill of $110,000, which does not seem to
me to be a logical method of increase.

The Williams subcommittee last year
investigated this agency and we investi-
gated this particular part of the agency
which is known as the Division of Com-
missioned Officers.

That subcommittee’s report in dealing
with this, had the following to say:

Another barrier to the attainment of good
personnel management is found in the sepa-
rate handling of the 2,141 commissioned of-
ficers in the Public Health Service., These
officers are assighed throughout the service
in both medical and administrative posts
from a central division of commissioned of-
ficers with 72 employees assigned to its com-
ponent branches as follows, and these are
personnel employees which have a ratio of
one personnel worker for every 30 officers.
That is too large a ratio of personnel workers
for the number of officers. Those 72 em-
ployees in the fiscal year 1950 were made up
£3 follows:

Office of the chief, 6 employees; planning
branch, 6; lialson branch, 9; recruitment and
commission branch, 18; assignment and
utilization branch, 6; training branch, 4;
administrative management, 23.

Here are the duties of the administra-
tive management as reported by them to
that committee:

Administers program for assisting and
advising officers and their dependents in
obtaining benefits provided by law; re-
views and processes disability claims; de-
termines eligibility for campaign rib-
bons; arranges for authorization to wear
decorations and medals; maintains
liaison with Department of National De-
fense, Veterans’ Administration and
other agencies on matters of benefits
and privileges; arranges for commissary
and post-exchange privileges; provides
income-tax-consultation service for
commissioned officers.

The committee reached this conclu-
sion regarding these 72 employees, par-
ticularly those 23 in administrative man-
agement:

Except for historical prerogative and a
declining need for mobility in assignment,
there is little justification for continuing
this very elaborate and costly duplicate per-
sonnel office with a ratio of 1 personnel
worker for every 30 officers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Davis]
has expired.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may proceed for two additional min-
utes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the requesi of the gentleman from
Iowa?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. I yield.

Mr. GROSS. I do not know of a bet-
ter place in the wide world to save $110,-
000 than to vote for the amendment
which the gentleman has offered. I
compliment the gentleman.

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia.
gentleman for his remarks.

In view of the extension of fime, I
would like to add to what I have already
said that this is an agency in which the
Williams subcommitiee in its investi-

I thank the
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gation found that in the Federal Secu-
rity Administration they maintained a
purchasing operations division which
employed 197 employees which processed
a total number of orders per year of
121,014, 50 percent of which were under
$20 each, at an average cost of $5 per
order processed, and the number proc-
essed, the daily average per employee,
was 2.4 orders, as I said at an average
cost of $5 per order, and 50 percent of
them were under $20.

As I stated, I think the committee has
done good work in reducing the appro-
priations, but this is one item that has
been increased. It is not justified in the
committee report, and the justification
which is given is what I have given you
here, and I think the $110,000 should be
cut out. 2

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia has again ex-
pired.

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

Mr. Chairman, as many Members have
done, I have spent a great many years of
my life working in the areas of health
and disease. May I say that I am very
happy that you have seen fit not to make
an additional cut in the mental hygiene
appropriation.

I am taking these few minutes, Mr.
Chairman, in order to suggest to you that
it is time for us, as guardians of the
purse strings, to consider as possible fields
for research the basic causes of such
things as mental unbalance and illness.
To illustrate my meaning, I would like
to refer the older Members of the House
to a bill which I introduced some yeais
ago to iodize salt to make readily avail-
able to the great masses of our people
the ingredient necessary to health of
body-and mind in order to reduce the
number of feeble-minded, mentally unfit,
deaf mutes, and such that we are breed-
ing in increasing numbers. My bill was
rather dramatically killed by a parlia<
mentary procedure on the floor, which
prevented its coming to a vote. Did you
know that every single soldier who went
into the Army in the last war had noth-
ing but iodized salt?

It has been definitely established by
30 years of research that iodine is abso-
lutely necessary to sanity and healthful
glandular activity. If you put two bricks
of salt in a field, one iodized and one not,
the cows will take the iodized salt every
time. I could give you many illustra-
tions of that nature.

Also, one of our South American Re-
publics was virtually free of goiter corol-
laries. Then suddenly they began to
have it. One of the research men was
sent down from here at the request of
their government. He found that the
goiter began at the time when a very
up and coming fellow had come up to
the United States and liked the white
salt on our tables, When he returned
home he set up a factory and refined the
salt, and goiters appeared.

I have given you this as an illustra-
tion of what basic research can teach
us. Assuring the masses of our people
a requisite amount of this necessary in-

gredient is one of the things that we
could do to lower the number of people
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for whom we now have to supply nurses
and doctors and others.

Mr. Chairman, there are many other
similar things that could be done funda-
mentally in the whole broad field of re-
search. May I urge upon the Members
of this body, and especially upon what-
ever subcommitiee has to do not only
with the health appropriations but also
with the study of the various health
measures that come to this Congress
usually through the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, I would
urge it upon us all to do some very
fundamental study between now and the
next session of this Congress. It is evi-
dent that we must reduce expenditures.
Let us reduce them in such ways that
will tring benefit to our people rather
than having to reduce them by having
fewer hospitals than are now needed to
care for our sick, for the 250,090 GI's
who are mentally undone by this war,
and for other tragedies of our civiliza-
tion. Let us see what we can do to do
away with the causes, let us not go on
forever dealing merely with results of
poor management.

I urge this, Mr. Chairman, and hope
very much that during this next year
because of very necessity we will force
ourselves to look into these matters from
this more basic point of view.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out he last word.

Mr. Chairman, I was very much inter-
ested in the staternent of the lady from
Ohio [Mrs. BoLton] on the subject of
iodine. I realize that iodized salt is bet-
ter than no iodine at 2ll. Iodine comes
from the sea. The States that border
on the ocean, and especialy the ones that
border on the Gulf of Mexico, have the
most iodine in their soil, and therefore
the people in those States have the least
amount of goiter or thyroid trouble.

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, I yield.

Mrs. BOLTON. They also, however,
have an increasing amount of cretinism,
dementism, and various things of that
kind.

Mr. RANKIN. Those maladies are
caused by a lack of icdine; they are un-
known in those States that have an
abundance of iodine in their soil.

‘We have virtually eliminated malaria,
typhoid, yellow fevers, hookworm, and
various other diseases that were causing
so much trouble in Mississippi, and
many other Southern States.

Mississippi has more iodine in her soil
than has any other State in the Union,
except Florida and south Texas. If you
people in the Northern States who come
from the goiter areas—and you can get
maps which will show you exactly where
those areas are—if you want to get rid
of goiter or thyroid trouble, the thing
to do is to take no chances on artificially
iodized salt, but to eat