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out it, the National Security Councll cannot
succeed In assessing and appraising the ob-
jectives, commitments, and risks of the
United States in relation to our * * *
military power, with sufficlent continuity or
definiteness to constitute a practical guide
to the Military Establishment as to the size
f our military needs, ‘

It recommended that vigorous steps
lbe taken to improve the Central Intel-
ligence Agency and its work.

he purpose of the joint congressional
lcommittee would be in a sense to safe-«
suard as well as to supervise the policies
of the CIA. In my opinion the Con-
oress should, because of the very nature

of the work of the CIA, do everything in

its power to protect its activities and to
make it possible that the CIA, as an or-
ganization, will not lose its effectiveness,
and will be able to continue its extremely
important work in such a manner as to
warrant the necessary amount of free-
dom of activity and the necessary secu=
rity to perform the duties allocated to it
under the law.

Mr. President, if a joint committee is
established, CIA officials will no longer
be defenseless against criticism because
their lips are sealed. They would have
a congressional channel to turn to. The
joint committee, in turn, could maintain
the confidence of Congress and the pub-
lic, without loss of security,

To this end, Mr. President, I submit, on
bhehalf of myself and the Senator from
Wyoming (Mr. BarreTrl, the Senator
from Maryland [Mr, BeauLl, the Sena~
tor from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], the
Senator from New Mexico IMr. CHAVEZ],
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Corron], the Senator from Texas [Mr.
DanteL], the Senator from Pennsylvania
{Mr, Durrl, the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. ErvIN], the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. FraNpeErs], the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr, FULBRIGHT], the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. GeORGEI, the
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
GreeN], the senior Senator from Ala-
bama, [Mr. HirLl, the Senator from Min«
nesota [Mr, HumpeHREY], the Senator
from Washington [Mr. Jackson], the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER],
the senior Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. Lancer], the Senator from New
York [Mr. LeaMan], the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. McNaMaral, the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. MAaLONE], the senior
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Morsel, the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Munptl, the Senator from Montana [Mr.
MurraYl, the Senator from West Vir-
ginia, [Mr. NEELYl, the junior Senator
from Oregon [Mr, NEUBERGER], the
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
PasTorE], the junior Senator from Maine
[Mr, PayNel, the Senator from Florida
[Mr. SmaTaERS], the senior Senator from
Maine [Mrs, SmIta], the junior Senator
from Alabama [Mr. SPARKMAN], the Sen~
ator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER], and the

. junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr,

Younal, a concurrent resolution to estab-
lish a joint committee on Central In-
telligence, and ask for its appropriate
reference.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
concurrent resolution will be received
and appropriately referred.

The concurrent resolution (8. Con.
Res. 2), submitted by Mr. Mans¥FIeLd (for
himself and other Senators) was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration, as follows:

Resolved by ihe Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That there is
hereby established a Joint Committee on
Central Intelligence to be composed of &
Members of the Senate to be appointed by
the President of the Senste, and 6 Mem-
bers of the House oi Representatives to be
appointed by the Speaker of the House of
Representatives. Of the § members to be
appointed from the Senate, 3 shall be mem-
bers of the Central Intelligencg Agency Sub-
committee of the Committee on Appropria-
tlons of the Senate, and 3 shall be members
of the Central Intelligence Agency Subcom-
mittee of the Committee in Armed Services
of the Senate. Of the § members to be ap=
pointed from the House of Representatives,
3 shall be members of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency Subcommittee of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives, and 3 shall be members of
the Central Intelligence Agency Subcom-
mittee of the Committee on Armed Services
of the House of Representatives, Not more
than 4 members uppointed from either the
Senate or the House of Representatives shall
be from the same political party.

Sec. 2. (a) The joint committee shall make
continuing studies of the activities of the
Central Intelligence Agency and of problems
relating to the gathering of intelligence af-
fecting the national security and of its co-
ordination and utilization by the various
departments, agencies, and instrumentalities
of the Government. The Central Intelli-
gence Agency shall keep the joint committee
fully and currently informed with respect to
its activities. All bills, resolutions, and
other matters in the Senate or the House of
Representatives relating primarily to the
Central Intelligence Agency shall be referred
to the joint committee.

(b) The members of the joint committee
who are Members of the Senate shall from
time to time report to the Senate, and the
members of the joint committee who are
Members of the House of Representatives
shall from time to time report to the House,
by bill or otherwise, their recommendations
with respect to matters within the jurisdic-
tlon of their respective Houses which are (1)
referred to the joint commitiee, or (2) other-~
wise within the jurisdiction of the joint
committee.

Sec. 3. Vacancies in the membership of the
Jjoint committee shall not affect the power
of the remaining members to exeédute the
functions of the joint committee, and shall
be filled in the same manner as in the case
of the original selection. The jolnt commit-
tee shall select a chairman and a vice chair-
man from among its members.

8rc. 4. The joint committee, or any duly
authorized subcommittee thereof, Is author-
ized to hold such hearings, to sit and act at
such places and times, to require, by .sub-~
pena or otherwise, the attendance of such
witnesses and the production of such books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure such
printing and binding, and to make such ex-
penditures as it deems advisable. The cost
of stenographic services to report public

hearings shall not be in excess of the amounts -

prescribed by law for reporting the hearings
of standing committees of the Senate. The
cost of such services to report executive hear-
ing shall be fixed at an equitable rate by the
joint committee, DT

Sec. 5. The joint committee 1s empowered
to appoint such experts, consultants, techni-
cians, and clerical and stenographic asslist-
ants as it deems necessary and advisable,
The commitiee is authorized to utilize the
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services, Information, facii.:ics, and person-
nel of the departments ar.<i establishments
of the Government.

SEeC. 6. The expenses of ¢ ¢ joint commit-
tee, which shall not cxceed 3 per year,
shall be paid one-haif fron the contingent
funnd of the Senate and ¢ ne-half from the
contingent fund of the Ho::s of Representa~
tives upon vouchers sighec by the chairman.,
Disbursements to pay suct e:penses shall be
made by the Secretary of .he Senate out of
the contingent fund of the $:nate, such con-
tingent fund to be reimbu wed from the con~
tingent fund of the House «it Representatives
in the amount of one-hu © o1 the disburse-
ments so made.

CODE OF FAIR PR(C i #DURE FOR
SENATE INVEST 1(:ATIONS

Mr. BUSH. Mr. Pr sident, I submit
for appropriate veferince & resolution
embodying a code of i: ir procedures for
Senate investigations. 1 ask unanimous
consent that a stateme:t prepared by me
pertaining to the resciution be printed
in the RECORD.

The PRESIDENT r-o tempore. The

resolution will be rec:ived and appro-
priately referred; an !, without objec~
tion, the statement wiii bie printed in the
RECORD.
.. The resolution (S, Fe:. 22), submitted
by Mr. Busa (for timself and Mr.
KuUcHEL) was receive i and referred to
the Committee on Riies and Adminis-
tration, as follows:

Resolved, That rule > X7 of the Standing

Rules of the Senate i8 -rended by deleting
the title ‘Standing Cor mittees” and insert-
ing in lieu thereof *i~nate Committees”,
and by inserting at t! = end of such rule
the following:
- “5. The following gl al: be the rules of
the standing, select, ar! special committees
of the Senate (except ¢ majority and mie
nority policy cormmitt: sy and subcommit-
tees thereof, and the fermr ‘committee’ as
used In this subsecti :n (except in para-
graphs (a) (7) and '»: (1)) means any
such committee nr sur-ommittee:

“(a) (1) Committee: ay adopt additional
rules not inconsistent with the rules of the .
Senate.

“(2) Unless otherwi:e provided, commit-
tee action shall be k. vote of a majority
of a quorum,

“(8) No committee hearing shall be held
In any place outslde t}-« District of Columbia
unless authorized by e committee.

“(4) All hearings co:d'1cted by committees

shall be open to the r iblic, except executive
sessions for marking v » vills or for voting or
where the committe: .rders an executive
session,
. “(b) No measure, find'ng, or recommenda~
tion shall be reporte:s :rom any committee
unless a majority of i:e committee were ac-
tually present.

“(8) No testimony taken or material pre-
sented in an executly - session shall be made
public, either in wha » or in part or by way
of summary, unless : i horized by the com-
mittee.

“(Ty A subcommi:tee of any standing,
select, or special con.m:ttee may be author-
ized only by a major 'y vote of the members
of such committiee.

“(8) Authority to isrue subpenas may be
delegated to the ch uarman or any member
by the committee &:i 2 meeting called for

““Buch purpose.

“(9) A majority o the members of a com-
mittee may call a :necial meeting of such
committee by filing : notice thereof with the
committee clerk, vuo shall notify each
member.,
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gress, at this session, has a clear public
duty to proceed to enact legislation along
the lines of the bill introduced by the
distingnished Senator from Maine, so
that we can bring under more effective
control the traffic in narcotics in the
United States.

FAMILY-FARM BILL OF RIGHTS

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, on
behalf of myself and the Senasor from
Montana [Mr. Murrayl, I iatroduce
and send to the desk, for aprropriate
reference, a joint resolution to state ex-
plicitly the long-standing national pol-
icy to preserve and strengthen the
family-farm pattern of American agri-
culture, and to set forth some guide-
Dbosts toward achieving that policy, Be-
cause some other Senators have ex-
pressed interest in the same objectives,
I ask that joint resolution lie c¢ver for
1 legislative day, for the benefit of any
other Senators who may care to join as
COSPONSOrs. )

Since the earliest days of the Repub-
lic, the family-farm pattern of Ameri-
can agriculture has been considered as
essential to a- strong democracy, and
the policy of the Nation has been to fa-
vor the establishment and preservation
of family-owned and family-operated
farms.

In this period of reexamination of
farm programs and farm legislation, it
should be useful to look first at the ob~
jectives we intend fo serve, and to estab-
lish some policy guideposts against
which all proposed farm legislation can
be appraised for its usefulness in achiev-
ing our national objectives.

Ample precedent for establishing goals
In the national interest as policy guides,
and then reviewing our progress toward
them, has been established in the Em-
ployment Act of 1946, a measure to
encourage an expanding economy &.s5sur-
ing full employment.

A desirable pattern of sound and pros-
pering agriculture is closely relat:d to
the objective of a sound national econ-
omy, and is necessary to maintain full
employment.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Jjoint resolution be printed in the RicorD
following these remarks.

Mr. President, because some other
Senators have expressed inferest ir the
same objectives, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the receipt and referral oif the
joint resolution be postponed to the next
legislative day, in order to provide ather
Senators an opportunity to join in spon-
soring the joint resolution,

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The joint resolution will be received
and appropriately referred; and, without
objection, will be printed in the RECORD.

‘The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20} to
state explicitly the long-standing na-
tional policy to preserve and strengthen
the family-farm pattern of fsmerlcan
agriculture, and for other purposes, in-
troduced by Mr. HomPHREY (for himself
and Mr, MURRaY), was received, rzad
twice by its title, referred to the Com-

No. 6———4
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mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and
ordered to be printed in the REcorp.

[The joint resolution will appear here-
after in the Rrcorp.]

JOINT CONGRESSICNAL COMMIT-
TEE ON CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, be-

cause of the very nature of the Central
Intellizence Agency, I think that it is
imperative that a joint congressional
committee be established for the pur-
pose of making continued studies of the
activities of the Central Intelligence
Agency and problems related to the
gathering of intelligence affecting the
national security. I feel that there
should be a joint congressional commit-
tee authorized, and that the CIA should,
as a matter of law, keep that committee
fully and currently informed with re-
spect tc its activities.
. The need for the Central Intelligence
Agency is seldom questioned any longer
and I certainly am not challenging it
now. What I am concerned with, how-
ever, is CIA’s position of responsibility
to none but the National Security Coun-
cil. I believe this should be changed. It
is true that intelligence services of other
major countries operate without direct
control of the legislatures. This is un-
derstancdable in a totalitarian govern-
ment, such as the Soviet Union. It is
even understandable in a parliamentary
democracy, such as Great Britain where
the entire administration is a part of
and is responsible to Parliament. Our
form of government, however, is based
on a system of checks and balances. If
this system gets seriously out of balance
at any point the whole system is jeop-
ardized and the way is opened for the
growth of tyranny. I 4

There has been almost No_congres-
sional inspeciign of the Central Intel
ligence Agency since the latter's estab-
lishment in 1947. It is conceivable that
as the need for an intelligence service
had been evident in 1846, the Congres-
sional Reorganization Act of that year
would have made provisions for congres-
sional participation in the committee
structure of Congress. As it is now,
however, CIA is freed from practically
every ordinary form of congressional
check. Control of its expenditures is ex~
empted from the provisions of law which
prevent financial abuses in other Gov-
ernment agencies. Each year only a

handful of Members in each House see -

the appropriation figures. There is no
‘regular, methodical review of this Agen-
cy, other than a briefing which is sup-
plied to a few Members of selected sub-
committees.

I agree that an intellisence agency
must maintain complete secrecy to be
effective. Xf clandéstine sources ¢f in-
formation were inadvertently revealed,
they would quickly dry up. Not only
would the flow of information be cut off,
but the lives of many would be seriously
endangered. In addition, much of the
value of the intelligence product would
be lost if it were known that we pos-
sessed it. Secrecy for these purposes is
obviously necessary.
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However, there is a profound differ-
erice between an essential degree of
secrecy to achieve a specific purpose and

secrecy for the mere sake of secrecy.
Once secrecy becomes sacrosant, it in-
vites abuse. If we accept this idea of
secrecy for secrecy’s sake we will have
no way of knowing whether we have a
fine intelligence service or a very poor
one,

1f a new committee is set up as pro-
posed in this legislation, all bills, resolu~
tions, and other matters in the Senate or
in the House of Representatives relating
primarily to the CIA, would be referred
to the joint committee; and the joint
committee would, from time to time,
make whatever reports are necessary to
the Congress concerning its relationship
with the CIA.

This resolution would establish a joint
committee, composed of 6 Members of
the Senate to be appointed by the Presi-
dent of the Senate and 6 Membhers of
the House of Representatives to be ap-
pointed by the Speaker of the House of
Representatives. In each instance, not
more than 4 Members shall be of the
same political party.

The joint committee or any duly au-
thorized subcommittee thereof would be
authorized to hold such hearings, to sit
and act at such places and times, to re-
quire, by subpena or otherwise, the at-
tendance of such witnesses and the pro-
duction of such books, papers, and docu~
ments, to administer such oaths, \to take
such testimony, to procure such print-
ing and binding, and make such expend«
itures as it deems advisable. The comw
mittee is, in addition, empowered to ap~
point its staff; and is authorized fo
utilize the services, information, facili-
ties, and personnel of the departments
and establishments of the Government.

Mr, President, in my opinion, the CIA
is in somewhat the same category as.the

Atomic Energy Comrmssmn and just as

B EpECIEl €ommittee, with well defined
authority and powers has been created
on a joint congressional basis to oversee
and supervise the interests of the AEC,
50 I believe should a joint congressional
committee be created for the same pur=
pose in connection with the CIA. I real-
ize full well, because of the very nature of
the duties ot the CIA there there has

age, but I do believe that .a joint con-
gressional committee should be created
for the purpose of seeing that good
management is maintained in the CIA
and also to keep a constant check on its
intelligence policies. It is well, too, that
this joint committee should be in a posi-
tion to criticize any mistakes which the
CIA may make.

Until a committee of the kind I am
proposing is established, there will be
no weay of knowing what serious flaws
in the Central Intelligency Agency may
be covered by the curtain of secrecy in
which it is shrouded. In 1949 the
Hoover Commission examined the CIA.
A task force stated that—

‘The Central Intelligence Agency has not
yet achieved the desired degree of proficiency
and dependability in its estimates. With-
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Agriculture of acreage presently al-
lotted but not expected to be planted.
TUnplanted allotments usually run into
several hundreds of thousands of acres.
This hill provides for all farms to be
raised to the 5-acre minimum provided
in the basic Agricultural Adjustment Act,
and that all remaining acreage would be
distributed by county committees to pre-
vent hardships, especially on resident or
family-operated farms and in drought
areas.

Early consideration and relief must be
given to these hardship ceses, o there
will ensue great losses and further de-
terioration of our family-sized farms.

T ask unanimous consent that the joint
resolution may be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the joint
resclution (8. J. Res. 37y was ordered to
be printed in the RECORD, a5 follows:

Resolved, etc., That notwithstanding any
other provislon of law within 15 days after
the enactment of this joint regolution, the
Secretary of Agriculture shall estimate for
each State recelving a State acreage allot-
ment for the 1955 crop of cotton the number
of acres of such allotment which, on the
basis of previous experience, will probably
not be planted to cotton in 1955 and shall
apportion to each such State an additional
allotment for 1955 equivalent to the under~
planting so estimated. The additional acre-
age required Ior such apportionment shall
be in addition to the national acreage allot-
ment and the produciion from such acreage
ghall be in addition to the national market-

" ing quota. So much of such additional State
acreage allotments as may be required there-
for shall be apportioned to counties within
the respective States for, the purposes Of
effectuating the provislons relating to small
farms of section 344 (f) (1) of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended,
and any acreage remaining thereafter shall
be used to correct inequities in ferm alloi~-
ments and orevent hardship, especially on

family-operated farms and in drought areas.

EXTENSION AND STRENGTHENING
OF WATER POLLUTION CONTROL
ACT—ADDITIONAL - COSPONSOR
OF BILL

Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania. Mr.
President, on lagTuesday 1 introduced
the bill (8. 890)/£o extend and strengthen
the Water Ppflution Control Act. I ask
unanimougfonsent that the name of the
Sznator Arom Wisconsin {Mr. WILEY]
added as an additional cosponsor

PROPOSED JOINT COMMISSION ON
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY—ADDITIONAL COSPON-
SORS OF CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION -

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, sev-
eral days ago I submifted Senate Con~
current Resolution No. 2, & resolution
seeking to establish a joint commission
to look after the Cenfral Intelligence
~Agency. Since that time two additional
Senators have asked that they be in-
cluded with the list of 33 cosponsors
whose names already appear on the con-
current resolution, I ask unanimous
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consent that the names of the distin-
guished Senator from Qhio [Mr. BENDER]
and the distinguished Senator from
South Dakota LMr. CasEl may be listed
as cosponsors, and so shown in any new
copies of the concurrent resolution which
may be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is se ordered.

PRESERVATION OF ROCK CREEK
PARK—FRINTING OF JOINT RESO-
LUTION IN PERMANENT RECORD

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, refer-
ence is made to my remarks on the floor
of the Senate on February 1, 1955, as
recorded on page 874 of the CONGRES-
sioNar. REcorp of that date. Through
an oversight, I failed to request that the
text of the joint resolution I introduced
at that time, on behalf of myself, the
Senator from Idaho |Mr, DWORSHAK],
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. MaLONE],
and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. NEevU-
BERGER], be printed in the RECORD. Inow
ask unanimous consent to have the text
of the joint resolution appear in the
permanent RECORD.

There belng no objection, the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 36) for the preser-
vation of Rock Creek Park, was ordered
to be printed in the permanent RECORD.

PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES
OF HEARINGS ENTITLED “INTER-
1LOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOV-
ERNMENT DEPARTMENTS”

Mr. JENNER submitted the following
concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 9),

_ which was referred to the Committee on

Rules and Administration:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That there be
printed for the use of the Senate Commlittee
on the Judiciary not to exceed 20,000 addi-
tional coplies of parts 21, 22, 24, 25, and 268
of the hearings entitled “Interlocking Sub-
version in Government Departments’’, held
before & subcommittes of the above commit-
{ee during the 83d Congress.

CONTINUATION OF SHALE-TO-OIL
EXPERIMENTAL AND RESEARCH
PLANT, RIFLE, COLO.

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself, my colleague, the senior
Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN],
the Senator from Utah [Mr. WaTKINs],
and the Senators from Wyoming [Mr.
BarRreTT and Mr. O'MasoNEY], I submit
for appropriate reference, the following
concurrent resolution:

That it is the sense of the Congress that
the Government-owned shale-to-oil experi=
mental and researchi plant at Rifle, Colo.,
should be continued in operation, without
decrease In its present scale of activity, until
at least June 30, 1956.

The purpose of this concurrent resolu-
tion is to spell out and express specifl-
cally the sense and feelings of the Mem-
bers of the 84th Congress, By adoption
of this concurrent resolution, the Con-
gress will go on record in favor of the
continuation of the basic research in the
development of new oil resexves within

-

Fet vary 4

our national boundaries. Th: oil-shale

deposits in the Rocky Mounta n: consti-

tute the largest presently kn: w1 source
of untapped energy in the w: 11, It is

estimated that the proven Ui .daveloPed .

reserve in Colorado alone i npuroaches
464 hillion barrels of oil.

In the budget for fiscal -ear- 19856,
which is presently befove th: (longress,
there is no provision for the continua-
tion of the experimental” ranle-to-oil
plant of the United States 3.ireau of
Mines located in Rifle, Colo. 1 empha-
size that this is a research : 21 an ex-
perimental plant, not pla: . designed
to produce oll from shale in > nmercial
quantities, It is most n7 essary to
maintain the operation of t! ‘s plant in
order to continue the objecti-e research
program in this important et 1]y source,
particularly when we in n: United
States depend to such a L e extent
upon the importation of fo='gn crude
ol to meet the petroleum n eds of our
people. If there should o cur a na-
tional emergency that wou:1 threaten
the safety of our sea lanes, ¢ux domestic
petroleum industry would mic <t assuredly
be called upon to produce a 1 ‘ieh greater
quantity of crude oil to mak 1p for the
possible loss of oil from foreign sources.

Tt seems only prudent, th refore, that
the United States should cor tinue in be-
half of the public interest : plant that
has been so successful in :pproaching
the economic utilization of ' s vast do-
mestic energy source.

In submitting this conc:rrent reso-
Tution, we seek the voice ¢ the entire
Congress in an appeal to th Appropria-
tions Committees, in both tt ¢ House and
the Senate, to restore to th: »udget the
same amount of money thy -vas appro-
priated for the 1955 fiscal -ear 80 that
this 200-man plant may cor linue, in the
interest and welfare of all ir: people of
this country, to develap th - very latest
methods in the mining an¢ ratorting of
oil shale. We sincerely a~¢ earnestly
request our colleagues in b« i1 Houses of
the Congress to approve th 3 soncurrent
resqlution.

The PRESIDENT pro tc¢mpoere. The
concurrent resolution will be received
and appropriately referred

The concurrent resolut .ot (8. Con.
Res. 10) was referred to t! ¢ Committee
on Interior and Insula: Affairs, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senaie (th« House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), Thu i is the sense
of the Congress that the Gov: 11 ment-owned
shale-to-oil experimental and risearch plant
at Rifle, Colo., should he con 1 ued in oper-
atton, without decrease in 1!: sresent scale
of actlvity, until at least Ju -= 30, 1956,

Mr. O'MAHONEY. M: ‘’resident, I
wish to say just a word ¢ w0 in con-
nection with what the Sen: tor from Col-
orado [Mr; Arrorr] has st ied. The sub-
ject is of importance no only to the
State of Colorado but alsc ty the States
of Wyoming and Utah. <n those three
States, according to exp . geologists,
there are deposits of oil a: .1 shale which
contain more oil reserve: than all the
known reserves in Saudi 2rabia. The
concurrent resolution she: *¢* be adopted.
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souri [Mr. Hennnes], and the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr, Lancr], I In-
troduce, for appropriate reference, a bill
to prohibit Hivetilles, unazcompanied by
rent or guardian, fron going outside
the United States without a permit is-
sued by the Attorney General for such
purpose. I ask unanimous consehit that
a statement prepared by me, toggther
with an analysis of the bill, be printed
in the RECORD. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred: and, without cbjection, the
statement and analysis will be printed

“in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 959) to prohibit juveniles,
unaccompanied by a parent or guardian,
from going outside the United States
without a permit issued by the Attorney
General for such purpose, introduced by
Mr. Kerauver (for himse'f, Mr, HeN-
nINGs, and Mr. Lancer), 'mas received,
read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

The statement presentec. by Mr. Ke-
¥FAUVER Is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR KEFAUVER

On behalf of myself, the Senator from
Missour)d (Mr. HeENNINGS), ani the Senator
from North Dakota (Mr. Lancer), I am in-
troduecing a bill to restrict the present free
passage of unaccompanied juveniles across
our natfonal borders. This bill is designed
to combat a very serious problem uncovered
by the Judiciary Committee’s i3ubcommittee
to Investigate Juvenile Delincuency during
its hearings along the Mexican border.

Despite sincere efforts to curb vice in cer~
tain communities along the border, our re-
spected neighbor, Mexico, is still confronted
at points with a serious traffic in narcotics,
prostitution, and other vices from which
juveniles should be protected. The Mexican
Government itself has taken laudable steps
to achleve this end through lejislation pro-
hibiting the entry of unescorted minors into
that country. The United States has not
yet passed such legislation and, therefore,
is severely handlcapped In its attempts to
cooperate in meeting the problem.

This is not a problem whick. affects only
s small number of youth nor only the youth
of a few border States. Testimony taken in
San Diego revealed that the sheriff of that
county, operating within the severely lim-
ited authority of a local curfew ordinance,
turned back 2,326 unescorted juveniles, undesr
18 years of age, and coming from several
States, over a perlod of 8 short months.
Hundreds, perhaps thousands, 5>f other ju-
veniles, traveling during the somne 19 of the
24 hours each day when the curfew Is inop-
erative, crossed the border at this one point.

The imposition of restrictions upon thia
traffic represents, I believe, an essentlal safe-
guard to a significant number >{ American
youth.

The analysis presented by Mr. Ke-

FAUVER is as follows:

ANALYSIS or PROPOSED Bitl To FROHIBIT JU-
VENILES, UNACCOMPANIED BY A PARENT OR
GUARDIAN, FROM GOING OUTSIDE THE UNITED
SraTtes WITHOUT A PERMIT ISSUED BY THE
ATTORNEY (GENERAL FOR SUCH >URPOSE
Section I provides that no juvenile shall

be permited to go outside the United States

unless accompanied by a parent or guardian
unless such juvenile presents to the proper
authorities a permit issued by t.1e Attorney

General of the United States. TThis section

further provides that the Attorrey General

shall issue such permits if parent or guardian
of such juvenile gives consent either in per-

e

son to the issuing ofiicer or by duly verified
written statement to issuing ofiicer,

The problem of unescorted juveniles leav-
ing the United States without restriction
constitutes a serious menace in certaln bor-
der communities where such juveniles are
thereby subjected to mnarcotic trafic and
uther vices. -

Section IT excludes persons serving in the
srmed services from. application of this Act.

Sectlon III requires that the Attorney Gen-
eral sdminister and enforce this Act through
existing facilitles of the Department of Jus-
tice.

Section IV defines “juvenile” as any un-
married person under 18 years of age, and
the term “United States” as the continen-
tal United States.

B

MODIFICATION OF EXISTING PROJ-"

ECTS FOR GREAT LAKES CON-
NECTING CHANNELS

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mzr. President, I
introduce for appropriate reference a
bill to authorize the construction of im-
provements on the Great Lakes connect-
ing channels of Lake Erie, so as to make
it possible for the States of Michigan,
Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota to
receive the full benefits of the St. Law-
rence seaway project. I know that the
distinguished junior Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. McNamaral is very much
interested in this particular bill and in
the welfare of Michigan.

Mr. President, the Senate will recall
that during the 83d Congress the Com-
mittee on Public Works, as a result o
a joint resolution which I was privileged
to introduce, authorized the making by
the Corps of Army engineers of a survey
of the channel-deepening project. The
survey has been completed and it is my
hope that a favorable report on it will
socn reach the Congress. As a matter
of fact, T understand that the report is
now in the hands of Congress, following
a meeting of the Army Engineers Review
Board, which acted favorably upon the
chsnnel-deepening program.

- The next step is for the Congress to
authorize the construction. In my
judgment, it is essential that the au-
thorization be made as quickly as pos-
sible, so that Congress can take action
on the making of an appropriation for
the project.

Mr. President, an examination of the
map of the Great Lakes will indicate
that it is essential to deepen to 27 feet
the channels of the Detroit River and
the St. Clair River and the Sault Ste.
Marie, so that oceangoing vessels may
travel through the St. Lawrence seaway
project and into the heartland of Amer-
ica. Certainly this project is in the
public interest. Therefore, Mr. Presi-

dent, I urge favorable consideration and .

favorable support of the bill I introduce
by the Senate Committee on Public
Works and by the entire Congress.
Finally, Mr. President, the economic
surveys which have been made by the
Corps of Engineers as to the feasibility
and economic soundness of the project
are most revealing. 1t is indicated that
by means of the construction of the
project, there will be decided advance-
meht in the developmaent of frade and
cominerce in the area affected, and that

the cost of the project will be a very:

1
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small fraction of the benefits which will
be available within a period of 10 years,
much less the long-term benefits.

I think I can speak for a number of
the Members from that Midwestern area
when I say that we look with great favor

“and great hope upon the fulfillment of

this proposal. I know that the distin-
guished junior Senator from Michigan

- {Mr. McNaMaral has spoken to me many

times about this matter; and I am sure
that when a convenient opportunity pre-
sents itself he will wish to make favor-
able comments regarding the program
I have announced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appiopriately
referred. -

The bill (S. 961) to authorize the mod~ -
ification of the existing projects for the
Great Lakes connecting channels above
Lake Erie, introduced by Mr. HUMPHREY,
was received, read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Public
Works.

REDISTRIBUTION OF ESTIMA'
UNDERPLANTED COTTON ALLOT-
MENTS '

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself and my distinguished col-
league [Mr. Jounson of Texasl, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference a joint
resolution to utilize underplanted cot-
ton acreage to correct inequities and
hardships due to 1855 cotton allotments.
I ask unanimous consent that I may
be permitted to make a brief statement
in explanation of the joint{ resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
joint resolution will be received and ap-
propriately referred; and, without ob-
jection, the Senator from Texas may
proceed.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 37) to
utilize underplanted cotton acreage to
correct inequifies and hardships due to
1855 cotton allotments, introduced by
Mr. DaNiEL (for himself and Mr. JoHN=-
soN of Texas), was received, read twice
by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this
joint resolution provides for the redistri-
bution of estimated underplanted cotton
allotments for the purpose of increasing
1955 allotments in individual hardship
cases. .

‘This approach would permit us to keep
actual planting within the present na-
tional cotton allotment figure and at the
same iime care for individual farmers
who have been seriously damaged by
drastic cotton allobment reductions this
year.

There are over 13,000 cotton farmers
in Texas whose acrcage allotments have
heen reduced below 5 acres. These and
even larger family-size farms will suffer
terrible hardships if something is not
done to remedy the situation. .

This bill is a combination of bills pre-
viously introduced in the House by Rep-
resentative Crarx THomPsoN, of Texas,
and Representative Tom ABERNETHY, Of
Mississippi. It would provide that in-
dividual hardship increases in present
cotton allotments would come from an
estimate to be made by the Secretary of
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tlon—for without afirmative action, the
project will remain only a grandlose dream.
T am hopeful that you will act expeditiously
o that right-of-way acquisition can begin
without delay and that initial phases of con-
struction may be underway by this time
@ year hence.
NOW BEING PLANNED

The Trinity River project is now belhg
planned by the Federal Government, ~Call-
fornia has informed the Secretary of the
Interior that the projJect is feasible from an
economic and an engineering - standpoint
and should be constructed at the earliest
possible date. I recommmend that this ses-
gion of the leglslature approve a joint reso-
lution urging the Congress to bhegin con-
sideration of this construction project, in-
cluding all of its power facilities, at the
earliest possible date. . ,

Studies have been made by ‘both State and
Federal agencles on the San Luis project
on the west side of the San Joaquin Valley.
This project could utilize surplus waters

_ obtained from either the Trinity River or
Feather River projects. There are conflict-
ing views on whether the San Luls project
should be & part of one or the other. My
view is that we should endeavor to include
the San Luis development in whichever proj-
ect will be finished first.

I oppose the State purchase of the Cen-
tral Valley project at this time. The United
States Government has indicated that it has
no interest in selling the project. ‘We have
greater and more immediate needs for the
construction of the Feather River project,
the Trinity River project, and other neces-
sary State water -and power developments on
which we can use the several hundred mil-
lion dollars which the Central Valley project
would undoubtedly cost.

‘Socialist Politics

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

" HON. JOHN V. BEAMER

: OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 2, _1955

Mr. BEAMER. - Mr, Speaker, under
unanimous consent, I include in the Ap-
pendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the
following editorial from the Péeru, Ind,,
Tribune under date of January 26, 1955:

SocrALiST POLITICS

Fortune magazine has observed that the
‘DPixon-Yates contract (under which taxpay-
ing private enterprise 1s to build a $100,000,-
000-plus electric plant tc serve an Atomlc
Energy Commission {installation in the
South) “probably never would have been an
issue at all but for the fact that it was an
election year.”

Fortune is 100 percent right. Dixon-Yates
has been made into a political football, to
the confuslon of the public. As Presldent
Eisenhower himself has said, “There has been
& very great deal of talk and argument—
much of it partisan—about issues that are
really clear and simple.” :

It is charged that the contract Is a plve-
away, and against the public interest. If
that is true some men in public positions of
the highest trust and responslbility are
either grossly incompetent, or are “trying
to mislead us—an idea which is hardly ten-
able. Senators McCLFLLAN, and FULBRIGHT
sald: “We believe the contract 1s In the
national interest and should be executed by
the Government.”. Representative ColLE,
formerly chairman, -Joint Atomic Energy
Committee, said: “I am confident that the

i
contract is in the national interesj." Ad-
miral Strauss, Chalrman, Atomic Energy
Commission, said “I believe that the roposed
arrangement is in the interest of the ple.”

Why, then, sll the sound and fury? The
answer’s simple: Dixon-¥ates has bee selzed
upon by those who want to saddle thg coun-
try with a socialized, tax-free, tax-subsidized
Federal power monopoly. P

<
Los Angeles County Board of Szp’e/rvisors

Passes Resolution Urging Continuance
of Military Hospitals in Southern Cali-
fornia in Federal Budget

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. CLYDE DOYLE

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, January 25, 1955

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, by reason
of unanimous consent granted me so to
do, T am pleased ta nerewith present a
copy of the official minutes of a meeting
of the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Los Angeles of my native State of
California on January 25, 1955.

As the text of the communication fo
me from the said board of supervisors
is erystal clear, I am sure that you and

all my colleagues wiil be pleased to re- °

ceive this expression of opinion by the
members of this duly elected board of
this great county of Los Angeles:
CounTY OF LOs ANGELES,
BoarD OF SUPERVISORS,
Los Angeles, January 26, 1955.
Hon. CLYDE DOYLE,

Member of Congress, 23d District, Call-
fornia, Congress of the United States,
House of Representatives, Washing=
ton, D. C.

Dear CoNGREssMaN Doyre: Enclosed for
your consideration is a certified copy of an
order adopted by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of Los Angeles on January 25,
1955, requesting the help of the Los Angeles
County congressional delegation tO retain
certain appropriations in the Pederal budget
essential for the maintenance and operation
of marine hospitals in this area.

Your assistance in having this vital serv-
ice continued will be greatly appreciated by
the members of the board of supervisors.

Respectfully yours,
Ray E. LEE, .
Chief Clerk.

IN RE MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION BY FED-
ERAL (GGOVERNMENT OF MARINE HOSPITALS:
ORDER DIRECTING CLERK TO ADVISE Los AN-
GELES COUNTY CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION
or DESIRE OF BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT
APPROPRIATIONS FOR SucH SERVICE BE MAIN=~
TAINED IN THE FEDERAL BUDGET -

Supervisor Ford submits the following
statement on behalf of Chairman Legg:

“Efforts are belng made in Washington to
reduce certain appropriations for the main-
tenance and operation of marine hospltals,
which have been and are very helpful health
facilities in the seaports of the country.
southern California, with tremendous
growth in population, has already overtaxed
the number of hospital beds and medical
personnel available to the thousands who
would look to marine hospitals in this area.
Should Federal appropriations for these, In-
stitutions be reduced, it would work s serl-
ous handicap on those eligible for service
therein.”

.

~

B4R000600040004-4

And on motion of Supervisor T rd, unani-
mously carrigd, it is ordered f 2t the clerk
of this bo be and he is hers y instructed
to advisg”the Los Angelos Ccs -y congres-
elegation that the be -« of super-
will appreciate very muc:: +helr efforts
ave appropriations for the aintenance

nd_ operation of marine ho nrtals maln-
tained in the Federal budget.

Joint Congressional Com wittee on

Central Intelligen-e

EXTENSION OF RE!*fRKS

HON. EDWARD P. EOLAND

OF MASSACHUSETT °
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRE: "1TATIVES
Wednesday, February 2 1955

.Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Sp wier, I call
the attention of the IHous¢ to the reso-
lution of Senator MawsrFIE o creating a
joint committee on intc irence. For
yvears Senator MANSFIELD has argued
with increasing effectivenc s for a closer
look at our intelligence effo & In effect
this joint committee woul: he a watch-
dog of the extremely in portant and
highly sensitive Ccniral intelligence
Agency. Since Conuress eppropriates
the funds for its operatic: :.nd because
there is little or no knov ledge on the
part of Congress as to tie disposition
of the appropriated money . ‘t does seem
to be good commonsen:: that both
branches of the Congre:s have some
Members who are aware ¥ the mission
and effect of the CIA. Ctnsress should
not be so completely in t:¢ dark as to
its functions. The creat:: of a joint
committee such as reccrmended by
Senator MaNsrFIELD and se-e-al Members
of the House, including m/self, would
go o long way in establishi ¢ better rela-
tions between the Asgency aad the Con-
gress; fears would be dis:eled and the
magnificent work of the <7A would be
“gppreciated.

In conjunction with tr> above, I in-
clude with these remark: two very fine
editorials—one from tI: New York
Times and the other from. the Washing~
ton Post and Times Hera 1 Both arti-
cles approve the suggest o1 of a joint
committee on central irielligence and
both point up some v v significant
observations:

[From the New Yor:. Times]
CIA '“WATCHD: %

The secret eyes and ear: ¢f the Federal
Government, otherwise knc v:i as the Cen=
tral Intelligence Agency, h.v:: been receiv=
ing an unhusual amount of  crious attention
lately. A special Presiden iclly appointed
group headed by Lieut. Ge: . Tames H. Doo=
little (retired) made & co -f-ential survey
of certain aspects of the C A last fall, and
reported that the arganizs':on was doing a
“creditable jJob" but that scm.: changes were
needed. An entirely disti' »t and possibly
more far-reaching inguiry s been proceed-
ing for some time now uv:r directlon of
Gen. Mark W. Clark ¢n bei::if of the Hoover
Commlission.

Meanwhile, Senator Ma:
tana, a member of the F.r:gn Relations
Committee, has renewed 1 is long-standing
demand for closer congress' 'ral liaison with
the CIA through the establi 2-nent of a Joint

stiEp, of Mon-

Approvgd For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4

ILLEGIB

e
Feruary 2- .



. Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4
: CONGRESSIONAL RECOED — APPENDIX ‘

£ding the workers a high standard of
Conversely, it can be shown that
sovrdlism and communism incease class dis-
tinctions, and that the pover:y and fear in
Communist countries is caused directly by
the socialist order. ’

3. The total alm of Americsn propaganda .

should beto intensify the dissatisfaction of
the workers behind the Iron Curtain with
the socialist order, and to mak: them want a
free-enterprise system. Such propaganda
cannot, of course, be carried on by those who
are themselves Soclalists and collaborators
of the Communists.

4. Broadtasts.for Czechoslovakia should be
divided into three sections: Czech, Slovak,
and Sudeten German. These troadcast pro-
grams should stress the right of the Slovak
nation to.self-determination, the right of
the Sudeten Germans to return to the Sudet-

enland, as well as the need for the Cechs,

Slovaks, and Sudeten Germans to work out
a federal solution for living together.

5. As g first step toward actual liberation,
military forces of the free wotld in Europe
should be built up until they are at least
capable of withstanding avallable Soviet
forces. This includes German armed forces
freed from arbitrary limitations as to quan-
tity and quality of armament, as well as
contingents from the nations behind the
Iron Curtain. The latter should be organ-
ized in terms of nationality without regard
to existing gtates.

6. As the balance of military power In
Europe is restored, American and other West-
ern propaganda -can make itg objective in-
creasingly specific. The ultim:ate objective
is to cause. the enslaved peop.es to revolt
against the Communist puppe:s and their
Soviet masters. The events of .June 1953 in
Eastern Germany and other satellites have
shown that the victims of communism are
quite ready to do so with even the least hope
of success. .

7. As the first baslc step In Wy program
of liberation, it is necessary to decide how
much and what kind of help vill be glven
to the enslaved peoples when they make their
bid for freedom. American broadecasts ale
ready encourage opposition to the Commu-
nist satellite governments, and such oppo-
sition is senseless unless 1t alms at the
ultimate overthrow of Bolshevist tyranny.
Since Ameri¢ans are now asking the Czechs
and other captive natlons to 1esist Soviet
terror, we, as Czech exiles, ask the American
Government: and people: What wiil you do
to help us against the puppet fovernments
and agalnst the Soviets should they inter-
vene to quash a revolt which gives promise
of success? American psychologleal warfare
can never be more than superficially effec-
tive until this baslc question has heen
answered.

" 8. At the appropriate time, general strikes
should be called against the Bolshevist ty-
rants. As Lenin pointed ou#f, the general
strike 1s a revolutionary weapon and should

be used only for revolutionary erds. There- -

fore, such a gtrike should not be called until
all factors, including the amourt and kind
of help to be expected from tho West, are
such that the enslaved people hzs a reason-
able probability of regaining its :reedom.

9. Propaganda to Iron Curtain sountries is
not made in'a vacuum. It is part of total
policy, and must be related to ¢ long-term
program with s deflnite objective. Since
such programs involve commitments which
only Congress can make, it 1s our belief that
more active congressional participation in
the shaping of United States ;yropaganda
policy would lend the authority needed for
effective appeal to the peoples of Czecho-
slovakia and other enslaved Euroiean coun-
tries.

JOsSEF KALvODA,
Vice President of the Czech Chris-
tian Democratic Movement.

Progress on Postal Front

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
HON. WALTER NORBLAD

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 31, 1955

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my rematks, 1 include
herewith the following editorial from the
Portland Oregon Journal:

PROGRESS ON POSTAL FRONT

In supporting President Eisenhower’s rec-
ommendation for adjustments in the pay of
postal workers (and the postage increaseg
necessary to pay the biil) The Journal gave
equal emphasis to the necessity for modern-
izing post-office equipment ard streamlining
postal methods. We suggested that some
postal methods haven’'t been changed since
President Cleveland’s day.

Well, we’ve been ‘called”—albeit good-
naturedly—by Portland postmaster Albert
Hodler. He called us by Inviting us to take
& look at what goes on these days at Port-
land’s main post ofiice and par ticularly at the
new regional postal organization which has
been established here and ir 10 other re-
gious of the country.

And it was an interesting experience, par«
ticularly at the regional accounting and
operations divisions, authorized last July and
now getting into business here.

The regional accounting division (cover-
ing Oregon, Washington, Idsho, Montena,
and Alaska) headed by Charles Hill already
is in business.

Its 35 people handled reglonal paychecks
for the first time in December, It has mod-
ern electronically controlled business ma-
chines, the equal of anything used in big
corporations. It is saving time and money
for Uncle Sam. Its operation is in marked
contrast with the old-fashioned, laboricus
accounting and payroll methods heretofore
empioyed at various post offices.

The operations division headed by Sam
Schwartz has followed the accounting divi-
sion. and 1%, too, 1s getting into business. It
has inaugurated a postal driver training pro-
gram under the direction of John Nelgon,
regicnal vehicle manager, and has begun a
motor-pool operation and garage projzct
which is designed (like the new accounting
setup) to save time and money.

Tris division also i& following carefully
some operation experiments now underway
in the FKast. One of them is the so-called
cloverleaf delivery system which involves
two-man truck crews who deliver all kinds
of mall in one operation (including parcel
post) four blocks at a tlme. They park
their truck in the center of a 4-block abea,
then fan out with deliveries, ¢ blocks to a
man, then move on to the next 4-block area
and repeat. Hence cloverleat label,

If vhis operation proves as good as 1t looks,
Portland will get it before long.

Most important of all, however, is the new
reglonal decentralization program, already
established in the Portland and 10 other
reglons, with 4 to go. Under this system,
regional directors will -transact all kinds of
business in the region without going through
Wasbington and., incidentally, getting
bogged down there. Oaly major probpleras
and policy decisions will go to Washington.
Service, purchasing, and personnel proo-
lems that hereiofore took weeks or months
can be handled promptly in the fleld at
regional offices,

All this looks good. It is symptomatic of
a new day in the postal service—a long de-~
ferrecl day, We've a long way to go, true.
Our postal workers (1,700 of them in Pori-

“for the project.
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land) still have to do a great deal of hand
work-—facing and sorting mail particularly.
In these fields we're still in the Cleveland
era. We simply haven’; yet developed com-
pact and efficient machines automatically to
sort, face and cancel mail.

Buf, the postal service ig working at it.
Some automatic machines are being tested.
We may lick the problem in time.

And before we close, we have another ob-
servation—this one about obsolete and in-
adequate bulldings. Our main post office
in Portland is handling 11 times as much
business today as it was handling back in
1917 when the present structure was built—
and handling it in the same space.

We need space and need it badly to match
our more progressive methods., It's difficult
to do an Eisenhower era Job with Cleveland
era buildings., That's for sure.

Water Problems

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOHN E. MOSS, JR.

OF CALTFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE QF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, Januery 13, 1955

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Speaker, it is now
clear that the official position of the
State of California favors the earliest
possible construction of the Trinity Riv-
er project as planned by the Federal Bu-
reau of Reclamation, including all of the
important power features. This was re-
emphasized by the new Republican Gov-
ernor of California, Goodwin J. Knight,
in his inaugural address last week.

The new Governor also repeated his
opposition to further negotiation for
purchase of the Central Valley project
by the State of California at this time.

I coramend the Governor for his excel-
lent statement on these subjects, and I
wish to place an excerpt from his inau-
gural speech, covering water problems,
in the ConNGrRESSIONAL RECORD 0 provide
the fullest possible information on the
attitude of the new Republican adminis-
fration of the State of Californis.

The excerpt follows:

. WATER PROBLEMS

The careful conservation and development
of our water resources is of paramount im-
portance to the people of our State.

We can anticipate the construction in the
near future of two mammoth projects which
will insure extensive additional supplies of
water and power for our expanding popu-
lation. These are the Feather River project
and the Trinity River project. The Feather

tiver project is a major unit of our long
range California water plan and will be
financed, constructed, and operated by the
State of California, The State engineer wiil
present a report to this session of the legis-
lature which will contain a sten-by-step
construction program for the project, a
schedule of deliveries from the project, an
estimate of the funds which will be required
for construction and suggested meéans of
financing. When this report is presented to
the legislature, we will have ended the era
of planning on the Feather River projzct
and we will have entered the era of financing
and construction. There is immediate need
I urgently recommend that
the legislature take immediate steps to deter-
nuine the proper and most effective means of
raising the f{unds necessary for construce
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Commitiee on Intelligence, somewhat com-
parable to the existing Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy. In introducing his resolu-
tion with the support of more than 30 Sena-
tors of both parties, Senator MaNSFIELD
fully recognizes the obvious need for secrecy
regarding Intelligence operations; but he
makes the point that “once secrecy becomes
sacrosanct 1t invites abuse,” and under
present conditions the CIA is “freed from
practically every form of congressional
check.” A gecret intelligence agency with
so wide a fleld of operations as the CIA is
inevitably an instrument of great power;
and it seems to us that Congress has a broad
responsibility for it that should not be avoid-
ed. Of course this is not to say that de-
tailed direction of the CIA is within the
province of Congress; but It is to say that
there is a place for a small and highly dis-~
creet congressional body, aware of what ls
‘going on in this sensitive area, that can
deeply -affect the foreign relations of the
United States,

Furthermore, the formation of a Joint
congressional committee on intelligence af-
fairs should do much to Improve the rela-
tions between CIA and Congress and to re-
duce the suspicion that the latter body in-
herently has for the former. As Mr, MANS-
FIELD says, It would safeguard as well as
supervise the CIA, and it would give to CIA
officials, now “defenseless against criticism
because theilr lips are sealed,” g Congres-
sional channel to which they would have
ready access. Some years ago a Hoover Com-
mission task force recommended a congres-
sional “watchdog” committee for CIA. Tts
establishment would in our opinion be of
benefit to Congress and CIA alike.

[From the Washington Post and Times

Herald]

INTELLIGENCE QUOTIENT

Senator MaNSFIELD has again introduced
his resolution for the establishment of a
Joint -Congressional Committee on Central
‘Intelligence, this time with the support of 32
other Senators. Initially this newspaper was
skeptical of such a step, not because there is
not a need for more intensive congressional
scrutiny of the Central Ilftelllgence Ag'ency.

.~ but because of the danger that the confiden-
tial nature of a sensitive executive agency
might be compromised. Now we are pei-
suaded, however, that some broader congres-
slonal review would on balance be desirable
and could be accomplished safely.

Most persons in a position to have some
appraisal of CIA’s work agree that the intelli-
gence estimates have improved markedly in
recent years and that the undercover oper-
ations have been considerably less flamboy-
ant—despite repgrts of somewhat clumsy and
transparent undertakings in the. Far East.
But a secret intelligence operation insulateq
from normal checks and balances is, how=
ever necessary, at best a risky enterprise.
No agency 1s so proficlent, eliher, that it
could not benefit from informed criticism.
CIA. is responsible to the Natlonal Securlity
Council, it is true; but NSC In turn also is a
vehicle of the executive department and has
too heavy responsibilities to give CIA any
very comprehensive scrutiny. A joint con-
gresslonal committee on the pattern of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy would
not only provide a check against free-wheel=
ing by this supersecret agency, it would also
give CIA a spokesman on Capitol Hill and
fend off McCarTHY-type fishing expeditions.

There are sormae disadvantages to such g
plan, of course. One is the danger of leaks,
though the concern of the committee ought
to be with broad policy rather than with
Intimate details and care In the selection of
members could avold loading the committee
with known blabbermouths. Ancther diffi-
culty lies in the fact that CIA is responsible
for only a part of the total intelligence oper=

‘ation; the major intelligence contributors
are the military services, with CIA fillilng in
the gaps and providing top evaluation. Stiii
another lies in the possibility that a congres-
sional committee would be bitten by the

‘operating bug and be tempted to interfere

with the day-to-day work of CIA.

But these are all difficulties which, it seems
to us, could be overcome. The membership
of the committee as provided in the resolu-
tion already includes men from the Appro-
priations Subcammittee which handle CIA’s
funds; perhaps it could be amended to pro-
vide some sort of lialson with the military
intelligence agencies. A task force of the
Hoover Commission under. Gen. Mark Clark
now is studying the CIA, and undoubtedly it
will make some recommendations when it
reports this spring. No-action ought to be
taken until these recommendations are
weighed. But there i1s good reason to think
that the concept of a more informed con-
gressional review is practicable and that such
a review would help the country improve
its intelligence efficiency. *

Snake River Dams

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. THOR C. TOLLEFSON

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday. February 2, 1955

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, the
House of Representatives of the State
of Washington on January 27, 1955,
adopted a resolution urging the Federal
Power Commission to deny the applica~-
tion of the Idaho Power Co. for g permit
to construct a dam on the Snake River.
I have been requested to insert it in the
REcorp. It involves a problem which
Congress may or may not have to solve
at some future date.

-The resolution follows:

Whereas there is at the present time before
the Federal Power Commission an applica-
tion by the Idaho Power Co., a private util-
ity, for permission to build three low-head
dams on the Snake River: and
" Whereas the Federal Government has here-
tofore proposed the bullding on the Snake
River at Hells Canyon of a multiple-purpose
dam; and

Whereas the granting of the application
of the Idaho Power Co. will kill off Tor the
future the possibility of a multiple-purpose
dam at Hells Canyon: and -

Whereas the full potential of the Snake
and Columbia River Basin for irrigation,
reclamation, flood control, and the produc-
tion of electricity can be realized only by
the building of & multiple-purpose dam at
Hells Canyon; and B
- Whereas the economic conditlons of the
Pacific Northwest are dependent upon ade-
quate power as well as adequate irrigation,
reclamation and flood control: and

Whereas the proposed Hells Canyon Dam,
would provide for a better development of
our natural resources and its construction
would be in the best interests of the people
of the State of Washington; and .

Whereas with the exception of .a few pub-
lic officials, the majority of the people of the
Northwest and this house of representa-
tives are in favor of the building of Hellg
Canyon Dam: Now, therefore, it is hereby

Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of Washington, in regular ses=
sion assembled, That we oppose the granting
of permission to the Idaho Power Co. to
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bulld the proposed low n.:ad dams; and be it
Turther

Resolved, That we
the Federal Powar Co:
application of the Ida.
it further

Resolved, That copie
immediately forwarded
Commission to be filec
ceedings of the appi
Power Co., and that co,
members of the congre:
the Governor of the St

respectfully petition
:mission to deny the
) Power Co.; and be .

o this resolution be
t¢ the Federal Power
ia the present pro-
arion of the Idaho
ies be sent to all the
donal delegation and
ve of Washington.

Machinery - Peace

EXTENSION O REMARKS

HON. LESTER HOLTZMAN

OF NEW - (RK
IN THE HOUSE OF R I'RESENTATIVES
Wednesday, Fel.-vary 2, 1955

Mr. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, in
these hectic and tryir > iimes there is an
ever increasing need - a calm and de-
liberate approach to tie peace we all
hope for. This does .ot mean that we
must lessen our defer e effort or in any
wise weaken our nat:oaal security. It
does mean, howcver, i1t we must never
consider the attainm na: of our goal as
Impossible, or war :s inevitable. We
must never close the .loors to the con-
ference rbom because :eace is worth try-
ing for at all costs shec -t of appeasement
or dishonor. We n.ast support the
United Nations whol heartedly as the
only machinery for pc:we. Under leave
to extend my remark. . { insert the fol-
lowing editorial fror: the New York
Times which I urge .he critics of the
United Nations to rea.: carefully;

MACHINERY & s8 PEACE

What happens when .n issue as exasper=
ating and confusing as hut of the Forniosa
Stralt comes up at the Tiited Nations may
be discouraging. It is ¢ scouraging because
it reveals the deep clea e among the na-
tions of the world, the st spicions, the hypoc-
risies, the dangers of ¢ 'ndict. Yesterday’s
broceedings in the Secw: t. Council were no
exception. .

Yet these were, In fa :. proceedings in a
body organized to main ain ‘“peace and se=
curity,” No nation ha¢ 0 be represented
there, Some that we:+ not represented
would like to be. Hu 1 words were exe
changed but no shots wors fired.

Nor was this all. Evi.i in the course of
old-fashioned diplomacy the firing of shots
was a last resort. What .L.e Security Coun-
cil had to offer was quic! action—or a quick
inability or refusal tc :ct. Behind the
Counell, if 1t could not ¢ «id not act, stood
the United Nations Assen o: v. which could be
called into session on s crt notice. Com-
munication among the 1 (t:ons could not be
shut off as long as the Un ted Nationg existed.

We must walt for a settlement of the
question immediately at ..sue. If and when
that question is settled 1..¢ve will be others.
Not in the time of any « . us now alive will
there be a complete end - : ::11 discussion and
all dissension among th¢ 1:ations. But the
Ppeoples of the world, or t. .a.r representatives,
can talk among themse! -, quickly and In
the blaze of publicity.

Few of us in this coun ~y could find sense
in what the Russiun re; resentative had to
say yesterday. Few will :1.d sense in what
he will say today or tom: tw or next week,

"But he canp say it, we wil Listen to it, and if
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it does not make sense the free world vill so
undetstand.

We have as yet no guaranty of Deace.
But the machinery for peace we do have. Let
us cling to.it. Some day it can be made to
work for the salvation of civilization and of
mankind itself.

Distrust Rather Than Faith Result Abroad
of United States Propaganda and
Spending :

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. GORDON H. SCHERER

OF OI-IIO.
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesdey, February 2, 1955

Mr. SCHERER. Mr. Speaker, inder
leave to extend my remarks in thz Ap-
pendix ef the REcorp, I would like to in-
sert an article entitled “Distrust Rather
Than Faith Result Abroad of United
States Propaganda, Spending,” by Eu-
gene W. Castle, which appeared In the
Cincinnati Enquirer on January 16, 1955.

The Congress in the next few months
will be required to vote funds for the
continuation of foreign aid. I feel that
the Members should have the benefit of
Mr. Castle’s thinking on the matter of
foreign aid. His new book entitled
“Billions, Blunders, and Boloney” was
released Monday of this week Ly the
Devin-Adair Co.

Mr. Castle founded Castle Films, Inc.,
which specialized primarily in education-
al motion pictures. At his own eipense
he traveled the world to personally check
on our foreign aid and propaganda pro-
grams.

His article to say the least is most en-
lightening, -

The article follows:

DISTRUST RATHER THAN FAITH RESULT ABROAD
oF UNITED STATES PROPAGANDA, SPENDING
{By Eugene W. Castle)

During a 6-year period—since 1918—the
taxpayers of the United States have spent
more than $40 billlon for economic aid mil-
itary aid abroad, plus more than half a bil-
lion doilars for overseas propaganda.

No nation, singe the beginning of history,
has spent more money trying to vin the
friendship and confidence of foreigners than
the United States.

Joseph P. Kennedy, former Unitec States
Ambassador to Great Britaln, returied re-
cently from an extensive tour of Europe. He
reported that our expensive propaganda
abroad appears to have failed conipletely
because the average man in England, France,
Jtaly and other countries, seems to t.old the
impression that we, and not the Soviet, are
the warmaongers.

This writer traveled 75,000 miles over &
period of 3 years, He interviewed h'indreds
of people In all walks of life throughout
Europe, the Near East and Central ani South
America. Also, he corresponded extamsively
with Americans who live in, travel and trade
throughout the Far Hast]

Flere are some conclusions:

In many instances our great extravagances
overseas have helped the Communists and
hurt Americans.

Today, our country has fewer Ifriends
abroad than ever before in our histcry.

Our propaganda failures have, all. too
often, cost us the confidence and respect of
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millions ¢f Europeans who were once our
friends, but who are now openly suspiclous
of both our give-aways and our continued
propagands excesses.

Europeans hate propagands from any
country-—ours, or thelr own.

We had more friends abroad when we
spent less than $20 million & year fcr over-
seas propaganda. Today, we are spending
more than five times that smount. And
those who advise and direetly influence
President Eisenhower are urging that our
activities overseas to “mold and influence the
minds of foreigners” should be further ex-
panded.

Here are a few exarmples of how the pockets
of the American taxpayers are being emptied
by the Weshington Government for useless
publicity projects abroad:

We are today wasting $5 million annually
for provocative documentary movie fAlms.
These are shown by means of mobile trucks,
mostly to undernourished people in out-of-
the-way places. Our movies mirror Ameri-
can. advantages and luxuries that these des-
perately poor foreign viewers can never hope
to attain mor enjoy. Uncle Sam’s propa-
ganda films create envy and hatred ior
Americans!

Harrison Salisbury, who for 6 years was
chief correspondent for the New York Times
in Moscow, recently returned from Russia.
He reported that America’s best salesmen
were our Hollywood-made entertainment
films and that the Russian pecple raarveled
at the detail and lack of propaganda In
American movies, regardless of how old or
how bad they werel

And what is the Soviet corapetition? The

Russians export about 12 feature fillns annu-

ally. In some countries the Moscow-made
pictures are not permitted to be shown. The
United States of Amerlca sends more than
350 American-made feature flms overseas
annually. All of our films are intensively
shown. Thus the score: Moscow 12, vs.
United States of America, 350!

But despite the fact. thabt our American’

entertainment movies dominate the theater
gereens of the world, the United States Infor-
mation Agency continues to plan and pro-
duce amateurish and offensive prcpaganda

films to compete with our Hollywood studios, -

whose products are applauded and accepted
the world over.

The USIA spends more than $6 million an-
nually or: totally uselsss 6,000-word, 6-days-
a-week news cables to 77 forelgn USIA offices.
These compete with the authoritative Asso-
clated Press, United Press, and International
News Service, who serve the leading news-
papers of the world with daily cabled news
reports from the United States. These are
the only kinds of news reports thet should
entanate from s natlon of freemen.

Additionally Uncle Sam is today subsidiz-~
ing newspapers and newsreels, and Issuing
millions of booklets and leaflets in foreign
ccuntries.

And what 1s the Russlan competition to
these most extensive publishing activities
carried on by professional American pub-
lishers? The answer is zero, because the “af-
fluent” Fed citizen is not allowed to travel,
and not one European nor Asian in a million
speaks Russian. . .

In Greece and Turkey, where the people
are preponderantly anti-Communlist, they
cannot understand why Uncle Sam must
gpend more than & million dollars a year in
each of these countries, to tell Greeks and
Turks what bad men the Soviets are, and
what good fellows we are.

In Spain, where there is no communism at
all, we nre spending vast sums for propa-
ganda, to tell the people of Franco-land why
we are giving that country hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars of military and-ecornomic ald.
Here, tco, the Spanlards are amazed that we
must spend millions of dollars to advertise
our generosity and to tell them about the
dangers of Moscow communism.

Februs

In the Orient, we have lost face. Am,
familiar with Asia understands that the « .«
ental mind regards an occidental who has
lost face in Asla as having lost all,

First, we lost face throughout the Orient
when eneral MacArthur was not allowed
to win the war in Korea.

Again, we lost face in Japan and through-
out Asia when General MacArthur was sum-
marily dismissed from his authoritative
duties in that country.

More recently we again lost face when the
Prench. surrendered in Indochina, and 12
million Asiatics were driven behind the Iron
Curtain - in that unfortunate war-ravaged
country.

FEver. today, the return to the Orient of

. Gienerals MacArthur and Wedemeyer as dip-

lomatic representatives of the United States,
would do more to regain the support of

Asians than all of the millions already spent

and to be spent.

Chinese Commmunists would not be in con-
trol of the Orient today if our policymakers
in Washington had not tled the hands of
Gienerals MacArthur, Van Fleet, and Clark
in Korea. Milllons of orientals know the
story. It largely explains why communism
is gaining in Asia and the Western World,
and @ur ideas are being driven from oriental
countries,

The Marshall plan in Europe now is to
be curtalled because most European coun-
tries are in better financial shape than we
are. However, desperate efforts are belng
made to influence our legislators in the 84th
Congress to transfer and perpetuate the Mar-~
shall plan and with it the legion of Govern-
ment payroliers who administer it to the
Orlent.

In France, we have spent nearly $8 billion
since 1948 for economic and military give-
aways and propaganda fallures.

For the billions spent for military aid, the
French have never, to this ddy, obliged us
with even an accounting of how they have
spent our money intended for thelr purchase
of military ranaterial for the defense of that
country.

In France today, despite the more than 85
million spent annually for stupid and harm-
ful United States propaganda, 1 Frenchman
in every 4 is a Communist, and supports
the spokesmen. for the men in the Kremlin.

In Italy, vhe situation is even worse. In
that country we have spent nearly 36 billion
to try to “sell” Democracy to the Italians.
Last year, despite our lavish give-aways, aug-
mented by hundreds of our propaganda
amateurs and busybodies, roaming all over
Italy, the Italian Communists gained 250,000
converts in the Italian elections. And, more
important, we have incurred the open en-
mity of the former King’s party and the
Mussolini followers who, despfte the fact that
both the Kirg and 1 Duice are no more, prefer
the false promises of the Communists to
American generosity. These two groups
number more than 4 million voters, and their
votes against us could topple the present
“razcr-thin” majority of the current Italian
Government and put the Reds in power in
Ttaly.

Every American who reads this will feel
more encouraged and hopeful when he learns
of the successful experience of Anthony Cu-
colo, contractor and philanthropist, of Suf-
fern, N. Y. Mr. Vucolo licked communism
in the town in Italy where he was born.
Mr. Cocolo stopped the Italian Reds dead in
their tracks.

Mr., Cucolo won a 92 percent vote for De-
mocracy in the Italian village of Summonte.
How did he do it? How did Mr. Cucolo, who
has two sons, both graduates of the West
Point Military Academy, accomplish a job
that our billions in pive-aways and millions
for propaganda in Italy have almost com-
pletely failed to do? Here is the story, and
in his own words:

“I gent $2,000 annually to a committee in
my native town of Summonte. The commit«
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to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Catherine Toews shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent vesidenmce' as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee.

-.

. GIUSEPPA BONIL

The bill (S. 2686) for the relief of
Giuseppa Boni was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding
the provisions of paragraph. (9) of section

© 212 (a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, Gluseppa Boni may be admitted to the
United States for permenent residence, 1t
she is found to be otherwise admissible under
thée provisions of such act., The provislons
of this act shall apply only to a ground for
exclusion under such paragraph Known to
the Secretary of State or the Attorney Gen-
eral prior to the date of enactment of this
act.

NICOLA TECDOSIA

The bill (H. R. 944) for the relief of
Nicola Teodosia was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

—

KRSEVAN SPANJOL
The bill (H. R. 1492) for the relief of
Krsevan Spanjol was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and .passed.

- HOWARD RIECK

The bill (H. R. 1912) for the relief of
Howard Rieck was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

MRS. CHIU-AN WANG

The bill (H. R. 1973) for the relief of
Mrs. Chiu-An Wang (nee Alice Chia-
cheng Sze) was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS FOR DAM-
AGE CAUSED BY MILITARY PER-
SONNEL OR CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES
OF THE UNITED STATES
The bill (H. R. 3557 to further amend

the act of July 3, 1943 (ch. 189, 57

stat. 372), relating to the settlement of

claims for damage to or loss or destruc-
tion of property or personal injury or
death caused by military personnel or
certain civilian.employees of the United

States, by removing certain limitations

on the payment of such claims and the

time within which such claims may be
filed, was announced as next in order.

Mr. MORSE, Mr, President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, this
proposed legislation was submitted to the
Congress by the Department of the. Air
Force, as a part of the Department of
Defense legislative program for 1955,
with the recoramendation that it be
enacted.

Section 1 of the aet of July 3, 1943,
authorizes the settlement of claims based
on loss of or damage to property or per-
sonal injury or death resulting from
noncombat activities of the Armed
Forees. Ordinarily, there is & 1-year
statute of limitations on these claims.
However, if the accident or incident on
which the claim is based occurs during
or within 1 year befare a war, the claim
may, for good cause shown, be presented
within 1 year after peace is established.

This bill would amend the basic law to
provide a 2-year statute of limitations
for filing claims thereunder instead of
the 1 year now provided. This change
would be consistent with a slmilar
change made in the military personnel
claims act by Public Law 439, 82d Con-
gress, and is considered advisable in the
interest of creating uniformity with re-
spect to the statute of limitations in these
claims laws.

The basic law allows an extension of
the statute of imitations only if there is
a war. The conflict in Korea did not
constitute a war within the techniecal
sense used in the statute. This proposed
legislation would also eliminate this in-
equity by extending the statute of limi-
tations upon the oceurrence of an armed
conflict.

Another inequity under existing law
arises because, in the case of persoffal
injury or death, the amount is limited
to reasonable medical, hospital, and
burial expenses actually incurred. No
recovery is permitted for the loss of
earnings, diminished earning capacity,
permanent injury, pain and suffering,
and death benefits. This proposal
would allow settlement under the act of
claims based on these reasons, retain-
ing, however, the amount of payment
limitation to $:.000. The amendment
would apply to claims accruing after the
date of its enactment, and the proposed
amendment would eliminate many costly
lawsuits, reduce the number of private
relief bills, and expedite the settlement
of claims.

The committee, after considering this
matter, has reached the concluslon that
the bill is meritorious and, therefore,
recommends it to the favorable consider-
ation of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. I have no objection.

There being no objection, the bill was
considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time and passed.

P. F. CLAVEAU

The bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of
P. F. Claveau, as successor to the firm of
Rodger G. Ritchie Painting & Decorat-
ing Co. was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

JOHN WILLIAM SCHOLTES

~ 'The bill (H. R. 6532) for the relief of
John William Scholtes was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third

_ time, and passed.

-Boris Kowerda was announ

gﬁo&wRooosooo4ooo4-4 Gipeh 19

BORIS KOWERD *

The bill (H. R. 6617) for i relief of
21 as next
in order.

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. Presic
have an explanation of the -il:?

Mr. EASTLAND, Mr. Pr -sident, this
bill waives the excluding rrovisions of
existing law relating to one v 1.+ has been
convicted of a crime invo ving moral
turpitude, in behalf of the I -t band of a
lawfully resident alien. Th record dis~-
closes that on June 7. 192 . the bene-
ficiary, then 19 years of age 1 ‘ed 6 fatal
shots at the Soviet diplomat represent-
ative in Poland, and was uhsequently
convicted of premeditated anslaughter.
He was sentenced to life ir sprisonment,
which was later commutec¢ 3 10 years
hard labor. The benefici:
that he took the life of th: Foviet Am-
bassador, acting as a Ru: in refugee
who wanted to punish the --fficial repre-~
sentative of the Soviet Gov ‘riment “for
the infamous acts of persec :t:on against
the Russian people.” He r a:ed he also
wanted to kill the Ambass::icr “as & di-
rect participant in the exe ution of the
czar and his family and s a member
of the Comintern.” The be ncficiary was
sent to Germany as a sla e laborer in
1944, with his wife and inf:vt daughter.
In 1945 they were classifier : s displaced
persons, and in 1949 were Y sued quota
visas under the Displaced Fersons Act.
However, prior to emb -ation, the
beneficiary was found inad nissible to the
United States as one who ad been con-
vieted of a crime involvin: raoral turpi~
tude. The beneficiaviary: vife, daugh-
ter, and aged mother-in-: :w have been
admitted to the United Sta 2. for perma-
nent residence. Withou. the walver
provided for in the bill, ine beneficiary
will be unable to join his fimily in the
United States. :

The PRESIDING OFFI kR. Is there
objection to the prescnt ¢« nsideration of
the, bill?

There being no objecion, the bill
(H. R. 6617) was conside -, ordered to
a third reading, read the hrd time, and
passed.

‘©t, may we

———————

BILL PASSED ' "VER

The bill (S. 1411) fo: :he relief of
Marion Drucker was ann waced as next
in order.

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. Presiv =.t, I ask that
the bill go over.

The bill will be passe« over.

JOHN NICHOLAS CHF :S£TODOULIAS

The Senate proceeded ‘¢ consider the
bill (S. 1533) for the :elief of Johm
Nicholas Christodoulias. «}:iich had been
reported from the Con wiitee on the
Judiciary with an amen ipient to strike
out all after the enactin: ciause and in-
sert: '

That, for the purposes of the Immigration
and Nationality Act John 'ri:holas Christo-
doulias shall be held and ¢ ‘nsidered to have
been lawfully admitted to 1 United States
for permanent residence t: the date of
the enactment of this ac . upon payment
of the required visa fee. 1 pcn the granting
of permanent resldence - such allen as
provided for in this act. ‘e Secretary of
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Mary Royall Brown, widow of Jonathan H.
Brown, an employee of the Senate at the
time of his death, a sum equal to 1 year’s
compensation at the rate he was receiving by
law at the time of his death, said sym to be
considered inclusive of funera. expenses and
all other allowances.

‘FILLING OF VACANCY IN THE BOARD
OF REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONI-
AN INSTITUTION

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 122)
broviding for the filling of i vacancy in
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution, of the class othe:r than Mem-
bers of Congress was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, us follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United Statzs of America
in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution, of the class other than Members
of Congress, he filled by the appointment of
Everette Lee DeGolyer, a citizen of Texas,
for the statutory term of 6 years, 10 succeed
Harvey N. Davis, deceased.

FILLING OF VACANCY IN THE BOARD
OF REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONI~
AN INSTTTUTION

The -joint resolution (S, J. Res. 123)
broviding for the filling of a vacancy in
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution, of the class other than Mem-
bers of Congress was considGred, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep=
resentatives of the United State: of America
in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, of the class other thun Members
of Congress, be filled by the appointment
of Crawford Hallock Greenewalt, a citizen of
Delaware, for the statutory term. of 6 years,
to succeed Vannevar Bush, resigned,

FILLING OF VACANCY IN THE BOARD
OF REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONI-
AN INSTITUTION

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 124)
pbroviding for the filling of a vacancey in
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonion
Institution, of the class other than Mem-
bers of Congress was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for s third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate-and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in
vhe Board of Regents of the Smith sonian In-
stitution, of the class other than Members
of Congress, be filled by the appo.ntment of
Caryl Parker Haskins, resident i1 the city
of Washington, for the statutory term of 6
vears, to succeed Owen Josephus Roberts,
deceased.

B

CHANGE OF DATE FOR THE COUNT-
ING OF ELECTORAL VOTES IN 1957

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 517)
changing the date for the counting of the
electoral votes in 1957 was ccnsidered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Whereas January 6, 1967, is a Su aday; and

Whereas Public Law 771, 80th Congress
(82 Stat. 672, 675), provides that “Congress
shall be in se¢sion on the 6th day of Jan-

G [frrh | W@

Approved For Rijg?\?g

, P ~<k£/<> L

uary succeeding every meeting of the (Presi=
dentlal) electors” for the purpose of counte
ing the elecloral votes: Thererore be it
Resolved, etc., That the two Houges of
Congress shall meet in the Hall of the House
of Representatives on Monday, the 7th day
of January 1957, at 1 o’clock post meridian,
pursuant to the requirements of the Con-
stitution and laws relating to the election of
President and Vice President of the United
States, and the President of the Senate shall
be thelr presiding officer; that two tellers
shall be previously appointed by the Presi-
dent of the Senate on the part of the Senate
and two by the Speaker on the part of the
House of Representatives, to whom shail be
handed, as they are opened by the President
of the Senate, all the certificates and papers
purporting to be certificates of the electloral
votes, which certificates and papers shall be
opened, presented, and acted upon in the
alphabetical order of the States, beginning
with the letter A; and said tellers, having
then read the same In the bresence and hear-
ing of the two Houses, shall make a list of
the votes as they shall appear from the said
ceriificates; and the votes having been as-
certained and counted in the manner and ac-
cording to the rules by law provided, the re-
sult of the same ,shall be delivered to the
President of the Senate, who shall thereupon
announce the state of the vcte, which an-
nouncement shall be deemed a sufficlent dec-
laration of the persons, 1f any, elected Presi-
dent and Vice President of the United States,
and, together with a lost of the votes, be
entered on the Journals of the two. Houses,

et . e
’-E/STABLISHMENT OF JOINT COM-
MITTEE ON CENTRAL INTELLI-
GENCE — CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION PASSED OVER

The resolution (S. Con. Res. 2) to
establish a Joint Committee on Cenfral
Intelligence was announced as next in
order. )

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, I ask that
the concurrent resolution be passed over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
concurrent resolution will be passed
over. )

e S
ANDREW ROSNER

The bill (S. 767 for the relief of
Andrew Rosner was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted. ete., That, for the purposas
of ihe Immigration and Nationality Act,
Andrew Rosner shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for perrnanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee.

e e .,
VITTORIO VENTIMIGLIA

The bill (S. 1881) for the relief of
Vittorio Ventimiglia was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for & third read-
ing, read the third time, and bassed, as
follows:

‘Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Vit~
torio Ventimiglia shall be held and consid-
ered to have been lawiully adm:tted to the
Unlted States for permanent residence as of
the date of the enactment of this act, upon
payment of the required visa fee, Upon the
granting of permanent residence to such
elien a8 provided for in this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper guota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate ‘uota for the first year that
such quots s avallable.

2005706706 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4
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JENNY ANTOINETTE V. INGRUM

The bill (S. 1975) for the relief of
Jenny Antoinette V. Ingrum was consid-
ered, ordered to be engrossed for g third
reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows: )

Be it enacted, etc., 'That, notwithstanding
the provisions of baragraph (9) of section
212 (a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, Jenny Antoinette V, Ingrum may be ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
residence, if she is found to be otherwise ad-
missible under the provisions of such act.
The provisions of this act shall apply only
to grcunds for exclusion under such para-
graph known to the Secretary of State or
the Attorney General prior to the date of
enactiment of this act.

CHONG YOU HOW AND OTHERS

The bill (S. 2012) for the relief of
Chong You How (also known as Edward
Charles Yee), his wife, Eng Lai Fong,
and his child, Chong Yim Keung was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and
bassed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Natlonality Act,
Chong You How (also known as Edward
Charles Yee), his wife, Eng Lai Fong, and
his child, Chong Yim Keting, shall be held
and considered to have been lawfully ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
resldence as of the date of the enactment of
this act, upon bayment of the required visa
Tees. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such aliens as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct the
required numbers from the appropriate quota
or quotas for the first year that such quota
or quotas are avallable,

e A A St vrreres e
JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT .
COURTS IN CERTAIN CIVIL

ACTIONS AGAINST THE UNITED
STATES—BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 2042) to restore the jurise
diction of the district courts in certain
clvil actions brought against the United
States wag announced as next in order.

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, I ask that
the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be passed over.

S St S .

LILU YUEN CHUANG

The bill (S. 2345) for the relief of Lilu
Yuen Chuang was considered, ordered to
be engrrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and bassed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Lily
Yuen Chuang shall be held and considered to
have been lawfully admitted to the United

States for permanent residence as of the .

date of the enactment of this act upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee. Upon the
granting of permanent residence to such
allen as provided for in thig act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first Yyear that
such quota is available,

e e

CATHERINE TOEWS

'The bill (S. 2666) for the relief of
Catherine Toews was considered, ordered
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1956

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY
Cooperative forest protection

Federal funds allotted to the States un-
der the cooperative Clarke-McNary forest
protection program for fiscal year 1856,
amounted to $612,679 for Oregon and $560,-
860 for Washington. This was approxi~
mately 25 percent of the amounts spent by
the two States for the protection of State
and private forest lamds. Assistance was
given the State forestry departments in de-
veloping safety programs and improving fire
training and inspection procedures. Speclal
assistance was given to the State Forester
of Oregon in the development of job load
analysls and standard accounting methods.

A study was begun with State officials to
determine the cost of providing a basic level
of protection for all State and private for-
est lands. The report will be completed in
1956 and will be wused, in part, for deter-
mining distribution of Federal C-M 2 funds
to cooperating States.

Cooperative forest management

Beginning with fiscal year 1956, active
supervision of the farm forestry program in
the State of Washington will be under the
State Supervisor of Forestxy. This change
was initiated by the Extension Service to
consgolidate and simplify those activities.
The Extension Service continues to share the
State’s portion of the costs. All farm for-
estry projects in the reglon are now under
the direct supervision of the State Forester.

Federal funds were made  available for
fiscal year 1956 for the cooperative forest
management program in the amounts of §8,-
~162 for Oregon and $11,100 for Washington.
Of the total of $47,468 budgeted for the
CFM program in Oregon and Washington,
$19,252, or 40 percent, was made available
through Federal aliotment. 'This helps to
provide for 10 farm foresters in the 2 States.
One or two more are currently contemplated
in the State of Washington.

Information was-gathered regarding im-
proved forest survey and inventory tech-
niques through the use of punch cards and
electronic calculators. This information was
discussed in a conference of public and in-
dustrial foresters. ) ’

Special analysis of timber resource review

data

The region, with the assistance of its many
eooperators, obtained additional detalled in-
formation on conditions of recently cut tim-
ber lands when these were surveyed in the
field for the Timber Resource Review. This
information appears as a special section for
the west coast, in chapter IV-B, Condition
of recently cutover lands in the preliminary
review draft of the Timber Resource Re-
view. A study is. now underway to deter«
mine the reasons for unsatisfactory stock-
ing of cutover lands. This condition is
prevalent in the smaller woodlands of Ore-
gon and Washington. An effort will be made
to determine what might be done to im-
prove stocking of these timberlands.

Caooperative tree planting

Financlal and technical assistance was
given to State foresters in the production
and distribution of 6% milllon forest tree
seedlings. State nurseries are currently be-
ing enlarged to produce more than twice
this number of trees,
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Agricultural conservaiion program

Technical forestry information was pro-
vided the Agriculturgl Stabilization and
Conservation Office in the development an
execution of the agricultural conservati
program. In part, this is a supplement to
the farm forestry activities aimed at encour«
aging improved forest management practices
among small woodland owuers.,

PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
Training .

During 1955 approximately 70 young for-
esters were appointed to Forest Service po-
sitions. This brings the total number of
technical foresters empioyed by the Forest
Service In Oregon and Washington to ap-
proximately 600.

To accomplish the in-service tralning for
these new men, and other personnel, nine
tralning meetings were held. A 4-day orien-
tation meeting in Portland was attended by
73 new foresters. An administrative and re-
source management training camp was held
at the Wind River training station, attended
by 39 trainees. Twenty-three fire control
staffmen held a conference at Wind River
training station, and an administrative as- .
sistants’ tralning meeting at Portland, on the
subject of Internal audits, was attended by
1 representative from each of the 18 forests.
Fifiteen fleld men participated in a range
management training meeting at Madras,
Oreg.

¥our engineering training courses were
held as follows:
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- tion at all levels of adminis

: due to occupational illness.

* occupational illness numbers -

Course T.ocatior. Trainess

Advanced road loca- | Portland, Ore . .. 20

tion, design and

construction, i
Bridge course_. [ PR do..._... .
Road location.... Arboretum (¢ co- .-

oper;ltwn ¥ th

Staff  leadership in | Portland, Or¢ ... ... 1

road location and

deslgn,

Safety

Continued emphasis on ac ident preven-
retion, and a
near normal fire season (desp te the critical
fire sttuation In early Septer ber), resulted
in the region.performing 60¢ 5.3 man-days
of work with the low accic-rt frequency
rate® of 8.03. There were 3 <«ases of lost
time due to personal injurle . and 6 cases
“he accident
severity rate ® was 1,464, the n :mber of man~
days lost on account of persor -l injuries and
7,143, and 1
fatality occutred from firefigh -ing.

1Acc1dent trequency rate= ~1mber of dis-
abling injuries X1 million di kied by num-
ber man-hours worked.

2 Severity ratex=number c¢-
lost time X 1 million divided . -
hours worked,

man-days of
aumber mans-

Pacific Northwest region, Forest Service—Condensed statement of receipis a i expenditures
national forest programs, fiscal year 1956

. T -3 nditures
Recelpts .-

Investments

National forest ptotecmon and managemont and land

utilization

Blister rust control.

Forest pest controi

Cooperative range Improvenents. . .......
Road and trail system, construction and maintenance. - oco_oooeao.oo
Flood prevention and watershed protection.... - -
Jooperative deposits. . ... ___.__._. emeesanaranmecasm—— $57,305
National forest and land utilization area receipts:
Forest reserve fund . ... . iceieme- momuennanannn 38,179, 777
Oregon and California lands (national forest). ... 1,271, 251
Land utilization aress (title I1I, Farm Tenant Act) 5,789 .
Other miscellaneous receipts. 343,313 B
Total..coeooeo. 39, 857, 525 3,174, 851
Compamtwe total, statewide. . 82, 340, 150 24, 503, 380

Additional computetion by the office of
Senator MORSE:

Pacific Northwest Region
Recelpts o meeuema o~ $39, 857, 525
Operating expenses. 6, 994,499
Investment ex-

PENSeSummem — 3. 174,891
10, 169, 390
Gross proflt before taxes...-.-. 28,688,135
Payment in lieu ot taxes to local
gOVernment. mv e memeeam eew 8,682,104
Net vprofit to United
StAtES e ceee 20, 005, 941

LEGISLATIVE PT “GRAM

Mr. JOHNSON of Tex :s. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have just review 3 the calendatr
with the distinguished :.iiaority leader.
The Senate has only atovt 21 bills left
on its calendar. Some :f the bills have
been passed over since J .uuary 1955 and
should probably be retu 21:d to commit-
tee.

Calendar No. 1629, H: 1 :e bill 5265, to
exempt certain addition 1 foreign travel
from the tax on the t :isportation of
persons, is the unfir 'saed business.
After we convene on torrcrrow, we shall
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proceed with the consideration of that
bill.

I should like to have the 3enate be on
notice that it may be poss.ble at some
time in the not-too-distant future—per-

_-as on tomorrow, in some instances-—
for us to consider Calendar No. 235, Sen-~
ate bill 300, to authorize the construc-
tion, operation, and mainteriance by the
Secretary of the Interior of the Frying-
pan-Arkansas project, Colorado; Calen-
dar No. 832, Senate Resolution 131, relat-
ing to the refusal of Harvey M. Matusow
to answer questions before a Senate sub-
committee;  Calendar No. 1193, Senate
Concurrent Resolution 36, requiring eon-
ference reports to he accoinpanied by
statements signed by a majority of the
managers of each House; Calendar No.
1601, Senate bill 2042, to restore the
jurisdiction of the distriet courts in cer-
tain civil actions brought against the
United States; Calendar No. 1615, Senate
bill 1687, for the relief of Lydia G. Dick-
erson; and Calendar No. 1£95, Sen:

oncurrent @g&ﬁ
. _%oin ittee on Central Intelligence.
am sure it wi € DUSSINTE, M.

President, to arrange to have present on
tomorrow all Senators on both sides who
are interested in each of those measures;
and of course they will not b2 called up
unless the Senators who are interested
in them are ready to have thera taken up.

I should like to have the Rucorp show
that although the committees have been
very diligent, at this session we have al-
ready passed hundreds of bills and there
are less than 21 measures on the cal-
endar. So unless the commitiees quick-
ly report additional measures, there will
not be many important ones for the
Senate to consider.

I call the attention of the Senator
from Montana [Mr. MaNsFIELD] to the
possibility that Calendar No. 1595, Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 2, may he
considered by the Senate on ‘omorrow.
I rather doubt that the Senate will reach
it tomorrow, because several Senators
who desire to speak on that measure may
not be present at that time. But during
the evening I shall try to get in touch
with them; and if we find that it is pos-
sible to have the Senate act tomorrow
on the other measures to which I have
referred, we shall try to have the Senate
take up the Senator’s concurrent reso-
lution. We wish {0 accommoilate him
if we possibly can.

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. President, I
desire to thank both the majority leader
and the minority leader for giving con-
sideration to the possibility of having
the Senate consider on tomorrow Senate
Concurrent Resolution 2, to esiablish a
Joint Committee on Central Intelligence.

I realize there is some opposition to
that measure, and that it may not be
possible to have the Senate coasider it
on tomorrow. However, I am ‘‘ery ap-
preciative of the fact that the leaders
on both sides are agreeable tc having
the concurrent resolution consicered on
tomorrow. On the other hand, if any~
thing prevents its consideratior. on to-
morrow, I wonder whether the majority
leader and the minority leader are able
to give me assurance that the concur-
rent resolution will be considared as
soon as possible following the recess.

Ap%;v@FYclr @ggage/zbos/oeﬂef CL&MB@&64Rdo@MoZoo4-4
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Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am very anxious to accommadate
the Senator from Montana. I spoke to
him on yesterday, I believe, about the
concurrent resolution. I shall do all I
can to have it considered by the Senate
as soon as possible; and I shall also do
anything else the Senator from Montana
wants done, insofar as I am able to do it.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Texas.

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, in
response to the Senator’s inquiry, let me
say, further, that if it is not possible for
the Senate to consider Senate Concur-
rent Resolution 2 on tomorrow, and still
accommodate certain Senators, I shall
certainly cooperate with the majority
leatder in urging that that measure be
scheduled for consideration possibly im-
mediately following the action of the
Senate on the conference report on the
farmn bill, which I assurmne will be ready
for our action when we return from {he
Easter recess.

Although the Senator from Montana

| knows that I am not supporting his con-

current resolution, nevertheless I believe
it should be called up and should be sub-
ject to consideration by the Senate.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
wisk to thank the distinguished minority
leader, who once again is exhibiting his
great sense of fairness. I am perfectly
satisfied, on the assurance of both the
majority leader and the minority leader,
that this measure will receive comnsid-
eration in due time.

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Pres-
ident, I ask unanimous ccnsent that
whern the Senate concludes its business
today it stand in recess until tomorrow
at 12 o’clock noon.

The PRESIDING
THURMOND in the chair).
jection, it is so ordered.

OFFICER (Mr.
Without ob-

EXTENSION OF ON-FARM TRAINING
PROGRAM

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. President, I
introduce, for appropriate reference, a
bill t¢ extend the time for iniviating and
pursuing programs of institutional on-
farm training under the Veterans' Read-
justment Assistance Act of 1952.

When the GI bill for veterans of the
Korean war was passed it included a pro-
vision for institutional on-farm training
for interested veterans, This program is
of particular importance in the State of
Montana, where a considerable number
of the people rely on farming and
ranching. .

In some of the more isolated and less
populated areas of the State these pro-
grams have been delayed because there
had brven too few qualified veterans to
warrant the offering of such training by
& school loeated in the area of their resi-
dence. However, the institutional on-
farm training class was then started in
several Montana cities when interest had
increased; but a number of veterans were
unable to enroll under Public Law 550 be-
cause their 3-year period for the initia~-
tioh of the program of education or

March 28

training under the law had expired. I
am sure that comparable situations will
be found in all the other States.

The bill I am introducing would extend
the time when a veteran may start this
program. I do not like to see a veteran
penalized for not participating in a pro-
gram which, through no fault of his own,
was not made readily available to him.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill I have introduced be
printed in the REcorp at the conclusion
of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred; and, without objection, the bill
will be printed in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 3553) to extend the time
for initiating and pursuing programs of
institutional on-farm training under the
Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act
of 1952, introduced by Mr. MANSFIELD,
was received, read twice by its title, re-
ferred to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare, and ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 212 (a) of
the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act
of 1052 1s amended by insgerting before the
period at the end thersof a semicolon and
the following: “except that an eligible vet-
eran may, with the approval of the Admin-
istrator, initiate a program of institutional
on-Tarm training at any time within. 5 years .
after his discharge or release from active
service."” .

8ec. 2, Sectlon 213 of such act is-amended
to read as follows:

“EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING

“Sgc. 213. (a) No education or training
shall be afforded an eligible veteran (other
than an eligible veteran to whom subsection
(b) applies) under this title beyond 8 years
after either his discharge or release from
active service or the end of his basic service
period, whichever is earliér,

“(b) An eligible veteran who initiates a
program of institutional on-farm training
under this title more than 3 years after his
discharge or release from active service may,
with the approval of the Administrator, be
afforded institutional on-ferm training un-
der this titl€ until the end of the 10th year
after his discharge or release from active
service.

“(¢) In no event shall education or train.
lnglbe afforded under this title after January
31, 19865.”

RECESS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, pursuant to the order previously
entered, I now move that the Senate
stand in recess.

'The motion was agreed to; and (at 4
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess, the recess being, under the
order previously entered, until tomorrow,
Thursday, March 29, 1956, at 12 o’clock
meridian,

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 28 (legislative day,
March 263, 1956:

UNITED NATIONS

Stanley . Allyn, of Ohio, to be a repre=
sentative of the United States of America
to the 1lth session of the Economic Com-
mission for Europe of the Economic and So-
cial Gouncil of the United Nations.
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T, 0.7 SENATORS |
BACK C. L. A. CHECK

Policy Group Brushes Aside
Eisenhower’s Opposition to
" Congressional Group

i
V

" Special to The New York Times.
- WASHINGTON, Feb. 21—Sen-
ate Republicans brushed aside
today President FEisenhower's
objections to a special Congres-
sional committee to check on the
Central Intelligence Agency.

They indicated that they would

give active, and possibly unani-
mous, suppotrt to the basic prin-
ciple of a bill by Senator Mike
Mansfield, Democrat of Montana,
calling for a C. I. A. committee
similar to the Joint Congres-
sional Committee on atomic en-
ergy, which keeps watch on the
Atomic Energy Commission.
_ The intelligence agency gath-
ers world-wide information on
action and intentions of other
nations.

The Republican Senators ob-
viously were miffed by what
|they regarded as the President’s
implied lack of trust in Con-
gress’ discretion in handling
_super-secret intelligence matters.

PresidentE isenhower created
a - special ~ eight-man citizen’s
commission on the C, I. A. in
January, but it contained no
members of Congress. It also
vas directed to report directly
i0 the President with no provi-

gion for Congressional review.

Senator Styles Bridges of New
Hampshire, chairman of the
‘Senate Republican Policy Com-
mittee, told rporters after the
regular weekly luncheon of al’
Republican members that the
group had ben advised the Presi-.
dent was “very much opposed”
to the Mansfield bill,

“He [the President] said it
was too sensitive for Congress
to take it up,” Senator Bridges

declare

v.. PeMges Not Impieished
- Bewdtbr Wintam ¥ Knowland
of Califernia, the Senate Repub-
lican leader, told the policy
group of the President’s views.
Senator Bridges said that the
news did not impress him, nor
did it have any noticeable effect
on other Republican members,
Mr. Bridges declared that most
of his colleagues seemed to be-
lieve the President, in his- crea-
tion of the citizens’ advisory

board, had indirectly suggested
that intelligence bearing on thisi
country’s security was ‘“too
delicate” for Congress to handle.

He said that this implication
that outsiders were more to be
trusted than members of Con-
gress had *“‘annoyed” the Sen-
ators and brought them “much
nearer” the Mansfield bill. The
measure already has thirty-four
€o0-sponsors on both sides of the
aisle.

As matters now stand, the
C. I. A, is the only major Fed-
eral agency over which Congress
exercises no direct and formal
control. Its budget and its per-
sonnel lists are classified, and
the qnly supervision Congress
exercisaes iz through subcommit-'
tees of the Senate and House!
Appropriations and Armed Serv.!
ices Cor?mi]itees. Even these re-
ceive only sketchy reports on the|
Hgkbtey's Rotivitias, FRArS.0 <

-highly sensitive a:-rey.

=%

dirg R EI] ency,
V. Dulles, . brother of
John Foster Dulles $ecretary of
Stdte, has argued -:gainst crea-
tion of a Congress.onal commit-
tee on the ground -t members
might “leak” vital @ rets to the
press. .
Senator Mansfic 1 and other
members of Cong =35 have re-
torted that men:wrs of the
Joint Atomic Ener 'y committee
have not “lecakec’ nformation
about the activi ;es of that

The Manstield b1 would cre-
ate a twelve-man aat commit-
tee, to be compciel of three
members each fro4 the House
and Senate Armed Sorvices and
Appropriations sut --cmmittee, It

would be e el: i io maintai 1
B CO 3 LA L i
Personnel SR S|

L nel g
[he . intalli <& .
['he Commissior en organiza-
tion on organizati :n of the ex-
ecutive branch ot the govern-
ment recently urg i creation of
a permanent bipar :san commis-
sion on inteiligenc.- that would
include. “membei- of both
houses of the Cong 2:s and other
public-spirited citi: ~rs * * * gm-

o waNee LA

~powered by iaw t- .lemand and

(Gealys any ‘our +4-on it ned:

g
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BACK C.1. . CHECK

Policy Group Brushes Aside
Eisenhower’s Opposition to
Congressional Group

Speclal to The New York Times. .
WASHINGTON, Feb, 21—Sen-
ate Republicans brushed aside,
today President Eisenhower’s|
objections to a special Congres-
sional committee to check on the
Ceéntral Intelligence Agency.
They indicated that they would
give active, and possibly unani-
mous, support to the basic prin-
ciple of a bill by Senator Mike
Mansfield, Democrat of Montana,
calling for a C. L. A. committee
similar to the Joint Congres-
sional Committee on atomic en-
ergy, which keeps watch on the
Atomic Energy Commission,

The intelligence agency gath-
ers world-wide information on
action. and intentions of other
nations. ’

The Republican Senators ob-
viously were miffed by what
“they regarded as the President’s
implied lack of trust in Con-
gress’ discretion in handling
super-secret intelligence matters.

PresidentE isenhower created
a. special eight-man citizen's
commission on the C. I A. in
January, buf it _contained no
members of Congress. It also
was directed to report directly
to the President with -no provi-
sion for Congressional review.

Senator Styles Bridges of New
Hampshire, chairman of the
Senate Republican Policy Com-
mittee, told rporters after the
regular weekly luncheon of al’
Republican members ‘that the
group had ben advised the Presi-
dent was “very much opposed”
to the Manstield bill.

“He [the President] said it
was too sensitive for- Congress
to take it 0p," Bepator Bridges

o - - ST - v .
gl_gcla‘ged. : ¢
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Bridges Vot Tmipressed

¢ maEdEsr-William F. Knowlar i

oF Califorfila; the Senate Repuh-
lican leader, told the policy
group of the President’s views.
Senator Bridges said that the
news did not impress him, nor
did it have any noticeable effect
on other Republican members.

Mr. Bridges declared that most
of his colleagues seemed to ba-
lieve the President, in his crea-
tion of the citizens’ advisory
poard, had indirectly suggested
that intelligence bearing on this
country’s security was “tno
delicate” for Congress to handle.

He gaid that this implication.
that outsiders were more to he
trusted than members of Con-
gress had “annoyed”’ the Sen-
ators and brought them “much
nearer” the Mansfield bill. The
measure already has thirty-four
€O-Sponsors on hoth sides of the
aisle. .

As matters now stand, fhe
C’I A. is the only major Fod-
eral agency over W ich Congrass
exercises no direct and formal
control. Its budget and its per-
sonnel lists are classified, and
the only supervision Congress
exercises is through subcommit-;
tees of the Senate and House
Appropriations and Armed Scrv-
jceés Committees. Even these re-
ceive only sketchy reports on the
agency’s activities.

Allen Dulles Opposes Move

i

The director of the agency,|
‘Allen W. Dulles, a brother of
John Foster Dulles, Secretary of
Stdte, has argued against crea-|
tion of a Congressional commit-|
tee on the ground that members}
might “leak” vital secrets to the;
press. - :

Senator Mansfield and other
members of Congress have ve-
torted that members of the:
Joint Atomic Energy committee:
have not “leaked” informition
about- the activities of that:
highly sensitive agency.

The Mansfield bill would cre-
ate a twelve-man joint conimit-
tee, to Be composed of threc
members each from the House
and Senate Armed Services anc
Appropriations subcommittee. I
would be empowered to maintair
a constant check on the budget.
personnel and general activities
of the intelligence agency.

The Commission on organiza-
tion on organization of the ex-
ecutive branch of the govern
ment recently urged creation o
a permanent bipartisan commis
sion on intelligence that would
inelude  “members of  bot
houses of the Congress and othe
public-spirited citjzens ¥ & % am
powered by law to demard ar
TER ny fformation ' nee”
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SHOWDOWN NEAR
ON G, 1. A, POLICY

Senate Bipartisan Group Will
Back Bill for Some Hand
in Intelligency Agency

By WILLIAM 8. WHITE
Special to The New York Times,

WASHINGTON, April 5—For-.
midable bipartisan Senate forces

are gathering for a showdown
with the Iisenhower Administra-
tion on demands for some Con-
gressional control over the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency.
Democratic leaders have sched-
uled for debate next week a bill
by Senator Mike Mansfield of
Montana to set up a Joint Con-
gregsional Committee to oversee
the'operations of the C. I. A.
The most informed estimate
today were that Mr. Mansfield's
project would prevail in the Sen-
ate, nothwithstanding the objec-
tions of President Hisenhower.
The congensus thus was that
what happened later in the
House of Representatives would
determine whether a “Vgaig%fb{‘
dbmivittes would_ in  fact be

thrust upon the Administration.

84 Others Spomsor Bill

For two years, Senator Mans-
field, one of the foreign policy
leaders of the Senate, has been
asserting that some right to look
into tha necessarily shadowy op-
erations of the agency must be
given to Congress., Thirty-four
Senators are now co-sponsors of
his bill. He has other pledges
of support,

Mr. Mansfield and his asso-
ciates argue that the C, L. A. is
now o hidden from Congression-
al or public view that {here can
be no assurance that its function
of gathering intelligence ahout
the world is being performed
patisfactorily.

The .Administration asserty
that the agency which Is solely
responsihle to the President's
National Security Council, al-
ready is adequately overseen and
that Congressional intervention
might be dangerous.

Once the debate is opened
next week Mr. Mansfield and
hig coileagues will argue that a,
joint comanittee would shield the
agency from unfounded criti-,
cism. The Commission on Organ-
jzation of the Executive Branch
of the Government iwice has
recommended the creation of
such a joint committee. ‘

President Eisenhower on Jan.,
13 appointed an eight-man
board of private citizens to look
into forgign intelligence agen-
cies.

" View Volceg
the subject \P;vas g $ t:’bg%
ference on Marlu 7. In answer
to a question i:en as to why:
there should no: te a Congres-
sional overseeir: -ommittee, he
replied:

“Well, this is vhat I think:
Intelligence is & .litary matter,
largely.

_/"Now, of cour 2 you need,in-
telligence also :: the economic
field, but it i¥ :H wrapped up
;ltl the matter of national secur-

Y.

“I think that le established
military commi iees [of Con-
gress] are full: :empetent to
take care ef this inatter; in fact,
I think they hav- -aken care of
this matter.”

Four Congres .cnal subeom-
niittees, units of il:e Senate and
House Armed St rvices and Ap-
propriations Co: raittees, have
had some disput i1 form of liai-
son with the Cen' =1 Intelligence
Agency since it -stablishment
in 1947. The N ansfield group
asserts that this :aison has been
quite inadequate 214 that Con-
gress knows nex : ‘o nothing of
‘what the agency spends, whom
and how many i1° =mploys, and]
how effective iz it work. ]

R
u’;
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the following witnesses: Carter L. Burgess, Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Manpower, Personnel, and Re-
serve; Dr. Frank B. Berry, Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Health and Medical; Maj. Gen. F. B. Hays, Surgeon
General of the Army; Rear Adm. B. E. BradleysDeputy
Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Navy;
Maj. Gen. D. C. Ogle, Surgeon General of the Air Force;
Capt. David L. Martineau, Bureau of Naval Personnel;
Dr. Ralph L. Christie, Office of Chief of Bureau of Medi-
cine and Surgery, Navy; Maj. Vernon McKenzie, Office
of Suregon General of the Army; Drs. Dwight H. Mur-
ray and Harold C. Lucth, both representing the Ameri-
can Medical Association ; Dr. Paul E. Jones, representing
the American Dental Association; and Dr. J. A. McCal-
lam, representing the American Veterinary Medical
Association. g

Committee will hold hearings tomorrow on H. R.
9429, dependents’ medical care bill.

FLOOD INSURANCE

Committee on Banking and Carrency: Committee be-
gan executive consideration of proposed legislation deal-
ing with the subject of Federal flood insurance, but made
no announcements and will continue its consideration
tOMOrrow. :

METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE

Committee on the District of Columbia: The Subcom-
mittee on Fiscal Affairs held and concluded hearings on
H. R. 9038, to provide that the authorized strength of
the Metropolitan Police force of the D. C. shall be not
less than 2,500 members, with testimony in oppositian
to the bill from Robert E. McLaughlin, President of the
D. C. Board of Commissioners. The following wit-
nesses testified in favor of this bill: Maj. Robert V. Mur-
iay, Chief of D. C. Police; Royce L. Givens, president,

' Policemen’s-Association of the D. C.; Louis G. Zindel,

Jr., commander, Department of the D. C. American
Legion; James O’Connor, Capitol Hill Southeast Citi-
zens Association; Isadore Perry, Northwest Business-
men’s Association; Charles M. Rodgers, Far Northeast
Council; Mrs. Kathryn S, Warren, Northwest Citizens
Association; Charles E. Qualls, the Coordinating Com-
mittee of Anacostia and Vicinity; William Pace, North-
east Businessmen’s Association, Inc.; F. McKay Smith,

.. Chevy Chase Citizens Association ; Col. George L. Hart,

Jr., Law Enforcement Council, D. C.; Matilda Williams,

- Zonta Interriational of the D. C.; Dr. C. Herbert Mar-

- shall, Federation of Civic Associations; Clifford H.

Newell, Arkansas Avenue Community Association and
the Federation of Citizens Associations; Mrs. Pauline
Rohrs, National Business and Professional Women’s
Clubs; and Mrs. John Tanborelle, the Women’s City
Clubs of the D. C., and D. C. Federation of Women’s

Clubs.

Subcommittee announced that the record on this

. hearing will remain open for 48 hours for inclusion of

written statements.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

. fpril 11
TEXTILE PROCUREMENT

Committee on Government Operations: P:rmanent
Subcommittee on Investigations continued :« hearings
regarding textile procurement in the milit: v services,
having as its witnesses Attilio Musto, of Broc k'yn, N. Y.,
and Jack Schwartz, of New York, both of vhom were
questioned regarding purchase of bond. from the
Gregory-Herrington Co,, Inc.,, of New Y« i.; Charles
P. Wood, treasurer, Leonia Bank & Trust 2o, Leonia,
N. J.; and Ambrose Parr, president, Millv ] National
Bank, Millville, N. J.
Hearings continue Tuesday, April 17.

CAB NOMINATION

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com merce: Com-.
mittee, in executive session, ordered favor ibly reported
the nomination of James R. Durfee, of Visconsin, to
be a member of the CAB, and two routin: inominations
in the Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Prior to this action, open hearings wes+ held on the
nomination of Mr. Durfee, with favor ng testimony
heard from John C. Doerfer, member of tlie FCC, and
the nominee. : :

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS

Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommi tre on Consti-
tutional Amendments held hearings or 5. J. Res. 29,
proposing an amendment to the Const:tution relating
to the qualifications of electors, with test:ir:ony favoring
its enactment from Senator Holland.

Hearings were also held on S. J. Re:. 9, proposing
an amendment to the Constitution rclative to equal
rights for men and women, with faviring testimony
from Sepator Malone. Written statem cits also favor-
ing the proposal were submitted for the record by
Senators Butler and Martin of Pennsyi ania.

Hearings were recesséd until Friday April 13.
SOVIET ACTIVITIES

Committee on the Judiciary: Internal ¢ urity Subcom-
mittee continued its hearings on the scope of Soviet
activities in the U. S, having as its witnesses Mr. and
Mrs. Robert Blanchard, of New Orle: s, the former a
graphic artist for a New Orleans telev s:on station, and
Arthur Behrstack, of New York, a put iic relations man
and formerly a newspaperman. All of the witnesses
refused, on grounds of possible sclf-in« simination (fifth
amendment), to answer several que nons relating to
Communist activities. Hearings coy :nue tomorrow.

NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICP v

Committee on Labor and Public We:iare: Subcommit-
tee on Health concluded its hearings n S. 3430, S. 2408,
and S. 2482, bills to create a Nationa }.ibrary of Medi-
cine, after receiving testimony favor:=r the creation of
such a library from the following witnesses: Dr. L.
Quincy Mumford, Librarian of Consress; Dr. Preston
A. McLendon, professor of pediatrics George Washing-
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Wednesday, April 11, 1956

Dazly Digest

HIGHLIGHTS

Both Houses cleared farm bill for President.
Senate rejected resolution to establish a Joint Committee on CIA.

Two-year extension of export controls approved by House committee.

Senate

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages 5387-5411, 5474

Bills Introduced: 36 bills and 4 resolutions were intro-
duced, as follows: S. 3582-S. 3617; S. J. Res. 150-S. J. Res.
162; and 8. Res. 236. Pages 5302-5393, 5474

Bills Reported: Reports were made as follows:

H. R. 10004, second supplzmental appropriations for
fiscal 1956, with amendments (S. Rept. 1725) ;

S. 3481, to amend the Foreign Service Act of 1946 to
raise salaries in the Foreign Service and provide other
benefits to Foreign Service oflicers and their dependents,
with amendments (S. Rept. r726) ; and

H. R. 5566, to continue the Indian Claims Commis-
sion to April 10, 1962, with amendment (S. Rept. 1727).

Page 5391

Bills Referred: 32 House-passed bills and 1 House-
passed concurrent resolution were referred to appro-
priate committees. Page 5410

Committee Meetings: Committee on Armed Services
was authorized to meet during Senate sessions today
and tomorrow, and Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency and Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights of
Judiciary Committee were authorized to meet tomorrow
during Senate session. Page 5387

Constitutional Amendment—-Treaties: Senator Hen-
nings was authorized to file individual views on S. J.
Res. 1, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of
the U. S. relating to the legal effect of certain treaties
and other international agreements. Page 5391

CIA: By 27 yeas to 59 nays, Senate rejected S. Con.
Res. 2, to establish a Joint Committe on Central Intelli-
gence, after first adopting en blec all committee amend-
ments. Pages (1411~5426, 5428, 5430-5431

Commission on Intergovernmental Relations: Index
to reports of Commission on Intergovernmental Rela-
tions, including the commission’s reports, various study,

committee staff, and survey reports, and supporting

docurnents, prepared by Legislative Reference Service,
Library of Congress, was ordered to be printed as
S.Doc. 111, Page 5430

Farm Program: Senate debated and adopted, by 50 yeas
to 35 nays, conference report on H. R. 12, Agricultural
Act of 1956. A motion to reconsider the vote was
tabled. The bill now goes to the President.

Pages 5440~-5448, 54505473

Conference Reports: Scnate took up and <debated
S. Con. Res. 36, requiring conference reports to be signed
by majority of the managers of each House. The reso-
lution remained the Senate’s unfinished business at
recess. Pages 5431, 5474

Treaties Reported: Two conventions, signed at New
York on June 4, 1954, were reported as follows: Con-
vention concerning customs facilities for touring (Exec.

A, 84th Cong., 2d sess.), and customs convention on

the temporary importation of private road vehicles
(Exec. B, 84th Cong., 2d sess.) (both reported as Ex.
Rept. 5). Page 5392

Nomination: The nomination of Liviagston T. Mer-
chant, of D. C, to be Ambassador to Canada, was
received, K Page 5474

Program for Thursday: Senate recessed at 9:26 p. m.
until noon Thursday, April 12, when it will continue
on S. Con. Res. 36, conference reports to be signed by
majority of managers of each House, to be followed by
S. 3340, transferring functions of Passport Office, and
H. R. 10004, second supplemental appropriations for
fiscal year 1956.

Committee Meetings

(Committces not listed did not meet)

MEDICAL-DENTAL OFFICERS

Committee on Armed Services: Committee held hear-
ings on H. R. 9428, to provide for the procurement of
medical and dental officers of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Public Health Service, with testimony from
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Program for Wednesday: Senate recessed at 2:57
p. m. until 11 a. m. Wednesday, April 11, when Senate
will further consider, under debate limitation, S. Con.
Res. 2, to establish a Joint Committee on Central Intelli-
gence, possibly to be followed by consideration of con-
ference report on H. R. 12, Agricultural Act of 1956.

Committee Meetings
(Committees not listed did not meet)

FREIGHT FORWARDERS

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: Sur-
face Transportation Subcommittee began hearings on
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

April 9

the following bills to amend the Interstatc Commerce
Act: 8. 3365, to change the requirements for ¢btaining a
freight forwarder permit, S. 3366, to author : contracts
between freight forwarders and railroads fir the move-
ment of trailers on flatcars, and S. 3367, reg v ding rela-
tionships between freight forwarders and cther com-
mon carriers. Testifying in favor of the e proposals
was Giles Morrow, president and general manager of
the Freight Forwarders Institute, Washirazon, D. C.
Testifying in opposition to the bills was Witliam H. Ott,
fr., chairman of the legislative committ-e National
Industrial Traffic League, Chicago.
Hearings continue tomorrow.

‘House of Representatives

Chamber Action

"Bills Introduced: 22 public bills, H. R. 10331-10352;
g private bills, H. R. 10353-10361; and 3 resolutions,
H. J. Res. 598 and H. Res. 455 and 456, were introduced.

Pages 5354, 5358-5359

Bills Reported: Reports were filed as follows:

Conference report on H. R. 12, Agricultural Act of
1956, filed on April 6 (H. Rept. 1986);

S. 2587, to amend the Public Health Service Act to
authorize the President to make the commissioned corps
a military service in time of emergency (H. Rept. 1987) ;

H. R. 891, relating to exchange of certain public
lands of Hawaii for relicf of persons whose lands were

destroyed by volcanic activity, amended (H. Rept. .

1988) 5

H. R. 7426, ratifying and confirming Act 249 of ses-
sion laws of Hawaii, 1955, as amended, and authorizing
the issuance of certain highway revenue bonds by Terri-
tory of Hawaii (H. Rept. 1989) ;

H. R. 4858, designating the reservoir above the Monti-
cello Dam in California as Lake Berryessa (H. Rept.
1990) ;

H. R. 9678, relating to issuance of public improvement
bonds for schools in the city and county of Honolulu
~ and county of Hawaii (H. Rept. 1991) ; and

H. R. ¢769, enabling the Legislature of Territory of
Hawaii to authorize the city and county of Honolulu,
a municipal corporation, to issue general obligation
bonds, amended (H. Rept. 1992). Page 5358

Presidential Commiunication: Received a communi-
cation from the President requesting a supplemental ap-
propriation of $547,100,000 for the Department of De-
fense military functions. Page 5357

President’s Message—Veto: Received a veto message
from the President on H. R. 6421, a private bill. The
bill and message were referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary and ordered printed as a House document
(H. Doc. 370). Page 5325

Reservists’ Pay: H. R. 8107, to amend the Armed
Forces Reserve Act of 1952 to increasc the pay of
6-month trainees, was cleared for Presiden "1 action by
House agreement to Senate amendments t>ereto,

Pagas 5325-5326

North Carolina Land Conveyance: Adojted commit-
tee amendments and passed H. R. 8634, suthorizing
conveyance of a certain tract of land in Ncsth Carolina
to city of Charlotte, N, C, Page 5326

Consent Calendar: Passed the following hills on the
call of the Consent Calendar:
Cleared for the President:

Coast Guard retirement: S. 1834, relatit.g to compu-
tation of retired pay of certain retired ¢ mmissioned
officers of the Coast Guard.

Yellow fever research: S.2438 (in Lieu of H. R. 8300),
amending the act providing pensions for ¢ ‘riain partici-
pants in yellow fever research so as to incre a:e pensions.

Alaskan transportation: S. 3269 (in Lov of H. R.
#874), to provide transportation on Canician vessels
to and within Alaska.

Sent to the Senate without amendment:

Panama Canal builders: 1. R. 842, gran ng increases
in the annuities of certain former civiliar officials and
cmployees engaged in and about the const-uction of the
Panama Canal.

Indians: H. R. 5448, to authorize a $1 ¢ per capita
payment to members of the Red Lake Bird of Chip-
pewa Indians. ’

Naval Reserve officers’ pay: H. R. 761 . to establish
a date of rank for pay purposes for certain I~aval Reserve
officers. '

Missouri property exchange: H. R. 791: . authorizing
the exchange of properties between the *‘aited States
and the city of Cape Girardeau, Mo.

Naval officers (women): H. R. 8477, to provide flexi-
bility in distribution of women naval offic+s in grades
of commander and licutenant commandc -,
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Monday,

Dazly Di gest

HIGHLIGHTS

Senate agreed to limit debate on resolution. to establish Joiny Committee on_

House passed 40 miscellaneous bills.

See Congressional Program Ahead.

See Résumé of Congressional Activity,

Senate

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages 5259~5290

Bills Introduced: 7 bills and 2 resolutions were intro-
duced, as follows: S. 3575-S. 3581; S. J. Res. 159; and
S.Res. 235, - Page 5268

Bills Reported: Reports were made as follows:

H. R. 4909, relative to the consolidation of the Na-
tional Tax Association with the Tax Institate, Inc., with
amendments—reported under prior authorization on
April 2 (8. Rept. 1722) ;

Report of Select Committee on Small Business en-
titled “Military Procurement—1g56—Volume 1’—re-
ported under prior authorization on April 3 (S. Rept.
1723); and

Report of select committee to investigate circum-
stances surrounding alleged improper attempt, through
a political contribution, to influence vote of Senator Case
(South Dakota) on the narural gas bill—reported under
prior authorization on April 7 (S. Rept. 1724).

Page 5257

Senator Sworn In: Senator Thomas A. Wofford, of
South Carolina, who had teen appointed to the vacancy
created by the resighation of Senator Thurmond, was
sworn in., Page 5259

Civil Rights—Federal Register: Two communica-
tions from Attorney General transmitting drafts of pro-
posed bills were received and referred as indicated:
(1) to establish a bipartisan Commission on Civil Rights
in the executive branch of the Government and to estab-
lish a Civil Rights Division in the Department of
Justice—referred to Committee on the Judiciary; and
(2) to provide for effectiveness and notice to public of
proclamations, orders, regulations, and other documents
in a period- following an attack or threatened attack
upon continental U. S.—referred to Committee on Gov-
enrment Operations, Page 5260

|

Appointment to Board: Senator Thye was appointed
to Board of Visitors to U. S. Air Force Academy in
lieu of Senator Smith (Maine), excused. Page 5258

CIA: Senate debated S, Con. Res. 2, to establish a Joint
Committee on Central Intelligence, reaching unani-
mous-consent agreement to limit debate thercon as
follows: On Wednesday, April 11, debate on any
amendment, motion, or appeal limited to 1 hour, equally
divided, and debate on question of agreeing to resolu-
tion limited to 2 hours, equally divided, with proviso
that no nongermane arnendment will be received.

Pages 5258--5259, 5290-5307

Influence Investigation: By unanimous consent it was
agreed that transcript-of-record filés in possession of
select committee to investigate circumstances sur-
rounding alleged improper attempt through a political

* contribution, to influence vote of Senator Case (South

Dakota) on the natural gas bill, shall be turned over to
special committec to investigate attempted influence
improperly or illegally of any Senator or candidate for
the Senate or officer or employee of executive branch of
the Government, through campaign contributions,
political activities, lobbying, or any and all other activi-
ties or practices. Page 5280

Nominations: Senate received numerous civilian and
Foreign Service nominations, three judicial, and numer-
ous postmaster, Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine
Corps nominations. Included in the civilian nomina-
tions were those of Floyd S. Bryant, of California, to be
an Assistant Secretary of Defense; George C. Doub, of
Maryland, to be an Assistant Attorney General; James
R. Duncan, of Virginia, to be a member of Subversive
Activities Control Board; Thomas E. Stakem, Jr., of
Virginia to be a member of Federal Maritime Board H
and Warren Weaver, of Connecticut, to be a member
of National Science Board, National Science Founda-
tion. One postmaster nomination was withdrawn.

’ Pages 5312-5320
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Baker and I gave the little dooleys a loaf of
bread each and a final delousing, and watched
them shoulder their shoeshine kits and sul-
lenly file aboard the landing craft.
They arrived safely in Saigon, and I'm sure
that city hasn't been the same since.
The conquerors come

The advance guard of the Viet Minh ar-
rived on May 4, according to schedule. It
was a committee of experts, 480 strong. They
came in brandnew, Russian-made Molotova
trucks, and were impeccably dressed in high-
collared gray uniforms, pith helmets, and
canvas shoes.

The French-speaking leaders were extreme-
1y polite and respectiul., 'They urged me to
stay on and treat the ‘“true people of Viet-
nam.,” I replied that my job was just about
over, and that I expected to be leaving soon.

They sent a delegation out to the camp
and gave me a bit of dlalectical materialism.

“When you treat sick people in America,”
the leader asked, “do you make any distinc-
tion between Democrats and Republicans?”

“Certainly not.”

“Very well,” he sald, “there must be no
distinction here between capltalistic dupes
and the loyal people of Vietnam.”

Then the cheeky so-and-so ordered his
men to divide up my pharmaceuticals and
surgical supples—half for me, and half for
the “Democratic Republic” of Vietnam. And
there wasn't a thing I could do about it.

We took down the tents of our camp and
moved the last of our refugees into empty
buildings in the heart of Haiphong, May 12
was to be our last loading day, which would
bring the total number of evacuees above
600,000, On that morning I had my last
grisly experience in Haiphong. N

A rickshaw driver rushed up with a teen-
age boy he had picked up in an alley. Viet
Minh guards had seized the kid as he was
crossing the line of the demilitarized zone,
and stomped their rifle butis on his bare feet.
I had no X-ray equipment, but it was ob-
vious that the damage was beyond repair.
The feet and ankles felt like moist bags of
marbles, and were already gangrenous. I
had only a few lnstruments left, and a little
procaine and penicillin. I did the best I
could by disarticulating the ankles where
they connect with the lower leg. Someone
would have to do a more thorough ampu-
tation later.

That was my last surgery In Haiphong.
We got the boy aboard a boat. Then we
turned to the job of loading the landing craft
with our last 3,600 refugees. They weren’t
" really the last, of course. There were still
several million behind the Bammboo Curtain
who never had a chance. But we had done
the best we could. And I hope the men who
made the deal at that lovely Geneva lakeside
are happy with the results. .

On the morning of May 18 we stood by sol-
emnly as Gen. René Cogny hauled down the
French flag from the standard where 1t had
fHown for nearly a hundred years. Thus an
era ended. Halphorig was dead, and awatting
the Red vultures. Operation Cockroach was
forgotten in the shambles of Asia.

) A very importani person

When we arrived In Bailgon, Capt. Harry
Day, chief of the Navy section of the Military
Assistance Advisory Group there, provided me
with a hot tub and a tall gin-and-tonic, and
gave me all the scuttlebutt from Task
Force 90,

Then he sald: “Dooley, we must ind you a
clean uniform. Youre due at the palace
tomorrow morning.” :

Next day the Premler (now Presldent of
the Republic) Dinh Dieny, decorated me with
the medal of Officier de 1’'0Ordre National de
vietnam. Our medical assistance had not
only saved manhy lives for his people, he
_sald, 1t had also shown them the true good-

ness and spirit of cooperation that America

No. 87—-5

1s showing Vietnam and all the countrles
of the world who seek to achieve and main-
taln thelr freedom. *“My people,” he con-
cluded, “will long remember their Bac Sy
My, his work, and his love.”

I went aboard ship and to sick bay now—
this time as & patient. My monthly bout
with malaria was on. and I had a temperature
of 104. When I reached the hospital in Ja-
pan, my colleagues (“Where have you been,
Dooley?’) were less interested in my medal
than In my intestinal parasites, which they
said were the most interesting they'd ever
gseen.

The Navy awarded me the Iégion of
Merit and, after I had been patched b, told
me to report to Washington. When I stopped
at Pearl Harbor en route I was taken to the
headquarters of Adm. Felix Stump, cori-
mander in chief in the Pacific, and asked to
brief his staff on my experiences in Vietnam.
Although I had never seen so much high
brass assembled before. I talked for an hour.
Then, at the insistence of one of the ad-
mirals, I spoke for 30 minutes more about
the constructive things we might do in the
remalning free areas of southeast Asla. My
words may have been brash, but they came
ifrom the heart. And I knew they couldn’t
bust a medical officer any lower than a lieu-
tenant, junior grade.

Afterward, a very spit-and-polish young
officer, Ensign Potts (I've changed his name),
Introduced himself as my aide. “The ad-
miral has ordered VIP treatment for you
while you’re in Pearl Harbor, eir,” he said.
“I'm supposed to see that you get it.”

Ensign Potts baffled me. He saluted me

“every time I turned around. When we got

into “my” staff car, I would invite him to
sit with me. “Thank you, sir,” he'd say—
and climb in with the driver.

Well, if I was a VIP. I would use my VIP
privileges. “Mr. Potts,” I sald, “there's a
sailor somewhere in this yard—Norman
Baker, aviation boatswain’s mate, third class.
I think he’s aboard the Philippine Sea. Have
him in the lobby of the Royal Hawailan in
the morning. Don’t mention my name—just
‘the admiral’s orders.’ * Potts gave me an ley
stare and saild, *‘Aye, aye. sir.”

Next morning I was in the lobby waliting for
the fun. A bewildered Baker, looking stick
in clean whites, came through the door.
“Over here, sdtlor,” I called. He looked, and
then let out a yell. “Eeyow—Dooley—beg
pardon, Dr. Tom, sir—you sure look like
hell.” Then we forgot rank and fell on
each other’s necks.

We enjoyed the best the Royal Hawalian
had to offer that day, and talked for hours
abhout what seemed like the distant past, and
about the shoeshine boys and Madame Ngai
and Lia and the kids. Then we ralsed a final
glass to an undying friendship. Good old
Baker. I was happy to hear later that the
Navy awarded him a letter of commenda-
tion—an honor he richly deserved.

Baker, a boatswain’s mate by grade, was
really assigned to me as an interpreter, but
he became an excellent medical corpsman,
Like so many of the 15,000 officers and sailors
of Admiral Sabin’s task force, Baker was re-
sourceful, steadfast and never ran out of
genuine compession. SBome days my Irish
bersonality would have me wallowlng is dex
spalr. Baker alwavs pulled me back. He
would do any job assigned him, no matter
how distasteful. And he would do- it well.
His sense of humor got him through, and
frequently me too. The success of the op-
eration owes much to that boatswaln’s-mate-
become-corpsman, Norman Baker. The
greatest tribute I can pay him 15 to say that,
within all the glory of our tradition, he 1s a
fine American Navy man.

But Ensign Potts was getting on my nerves.
We were on our way to Hickam Air Force
Base to get my number for the flight home.
“Mr. Potis, get in the rear seat,” I sald.
*That’s an order.” Hc obeyed stiffly.
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“Potis, what the hell’s wr
or with me?” I asked. “I
most- people—but you bs
gives?”

“May I speak frankly, sir?

“Hell’s bells, yes.”

He opened up. “Well, I ¢

hogwash you’re handing out -

this love and altruism and be?
Ing among people. That’s

Job. We've got military re:

this cockeyed world. Big
We've got to perform our
sentiment. That’'s what we’
for. Love and kindness and
people is a job for preachers ¢
He said a lot more that m:
But at least he got it off his
we both felt better.
Reunion in Hau
I got my flight number &
my way back through the cx
when I heard a high-pitche
QGng, Bac Sy My” (Hi, Ame:
tor). Then a pair of str
around- me, and a young
blubbering on my shoulder.
more gathered around and
chorus, I noticed that they
Ing the uniform of the Vietm:
“Don't you remember me

‘Who could remember or:
those half-million faces? T-

the boy had no left car. i
others and recognized the
wrought by Viet Minh crue!
poor ineptness.

“Of course, I remember,™
boys come from Bao Lac.”
that they were on their way
trained as mechanics for the
Air Force.

Quite a crowd, mostly Ame:

attracted by his highly er

This was as good a time a
“briefing” my fellow citizens
and told the onlookers what

I told them where I had con -

of what I had seen, and 1t
their curiosity as to why so

cadets had only one ear apiec-.

ished I was choking back
there wasn't a dry eye in
.I turned and looked at Ex
saw the tears running una
his cheeks, *“Mr. Potts,” I sa
self together, sir.” He camt

through the tears, and wru:..:

Ensign Potts had discovere
love.

I learned that the Victnarr
caught In the inevitable foul
been on the fleld for days °
lock after them. Since they
lish, they had mnever found
and they were hungry. I
Ajr Force officer in charge; b

and told me the kids were ¢

a flight that night. I told h
be put aboard the same« plan

“Well, now, wouldn’t thai
tenant?” he sneered. ‘“That

get home a bit ahead of time

The Irish in me boiled, bu

essary. Ensign Potts moved : :

blazing.

¢Sir, Dr. Dooley is Admiral
and I have the authority tc
admiral,” he roared. “The ¢

anything he wants, includin

own plane. Seems to me tr
Force can do is put him
flight.”
And the Air Force did. R«
Old Dr, Dociey sp
The big Constellation was
diers, sellors, and marines, &
the crew—I was the only
‘When we were alrborne, I ¢
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- with you-—

=zct along with
e me. What

at go for this

e sald. *“All
¢ yunderstand-
et the Navy's
ponsiblities In
sesponsibilities.
“iv:ities without
2 been trained
zlabbering over
it old women.”
¢ me shudder.
chiest, I think

i

d was pushing
wded terminal
i voice: *“Chao
cinn Navy Doce-
'y arms were

' i€ fnamese was

Apout 2 dozen
jvined in the
were all wear-
nese Air Force,
Jjac B8y My?”
from among
@i I noticed—
lhoked at the
Tideous scars
v and my own

I said. *“You
They told me
2 Texas to be
¢ Vietnamese

<ans, had been
+2:-ional scene,
ny to begin
>0 I spoke up
-vsas all about,
‘rom, a little
ren I satisfied
-« of these air
When I fin-
:Te tears—but
tie crowd.
dpn Potts, and
i medly down
4. “pull yours-
cver, grinning
my hand.
i the power of

5 cadets were
12, They had
11 no one to
kaiew no Eng-
i e mess hall,

cought out the

just shrugged
i to leave on
m I wanted to

e nice, lieu-

Wiy you could
th??

i. wasn't nec-
¥ith all guns

3 ump’s guest,
speak for the
ctor can have

he admiral’s
: ‘east the Ailr
r that lousy

HUL,
. |
iitied with sol-
¢ ~-aside from
a1dcer aboard.
*c.ded to have
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some fun. T stood up and told the men that
they were in for a lecture, and that they'd
have to listen because there was no way of
getting out of it at 10,000 feet. They all
groaned.

I called up my 26 cadets one by one, and
asked each to tell his story while I trans-
lated. My captive sudlence was entranced.
Then I asked the cadets to sing some of their
mountain sangs. Tonkinese music s haunt-
ingly beautiful, something like the ancient
Hebrew liturgical chants. The 1en listened
with rapt attentlon, and aftorward sang
American songs for the cadets. The Viet-
namese loved Shake, Rattle, and Roll the
best. Tranalate that.

That night, high over the Pacific, new
honds of friendship were formed which sur-
mounted the barriers of language. When we
finally came In over the Golden Gate the
Americans had given up their seats at the
windows to the Vietnamese and were ex-
citedly trying to explain the sizhts by ges-
tures and sign language. And at Travis Al
Force Base I watched them file off the plane,
each seilor and marine with a ¢adet in tow.

While I was on the west coast, I decided
to visit a high school in San Diego. Its
senior class had sent my refujiees bundles
of clothes, and I wanted to thanz the various
people and organizations who hud responded
to Operation Hat-In-Hand. Of course, that
senior class was gone now. Bt the prin-
cipal and teachers buzzed arjund, and I
found myself scheduled to adcress the as-
sembled classes of several San Liego schools.

I locked out over that sea of young faces
and felt older than Father Abraham. They
were noisy kids, dressed in faded blue jeans
and leather jackets, some of the gals in
full-blown sweaters and many of the boys
with long ‘' duck-buitt haircuts. When I
stepped out on the platform, wearing my
uniform and ribbons, there was a bedlam of
wolfcalls, whistles and stomping feet.

They were tough, so I decided to shoot the
works. I gave them -the whole sordid story
of the refugee camps, the Communist atro-
cities, the “Passage to Freedom” and the
perilious future of southern Vitenam. I
talked for an hour. You could have heard
a pin drop. . .

‘When I was through, they asked questions,
earnest, Intelligent questions th:t kept me on
my toes. Omne little girl, who couldn’t have
been more than 13, had to com3 down front
in order to be heard. She took a wad of
gum from her mouth before asking her ques-
tion with intense seriousness.

“Dr. Dooley, what can we boys and girls
really do t¢ help improve the situation in
Southeast Asla?”

Dear. little girl, put back your gum, and
don’t be ashamed. Your heart’s in the right
place. I haven't met a single American who
hasn’'t asked something like thet after hear-
ing the facis. But it's a tough question to
answer,

We all want to help, but we don't know
how. I guess we're all like linsign Potts,
more or less: we need only to glimpse the,
truth, and then the scales fill from our
eyes. Omly then do we begin 1o realize the
extent of our obligations and cpportunities.
We lose our inhibitions, and we’re no longer
afraid to speak of love, compassion, generos-
ity. Christ said it all in the three words of
His greatest commandment: “l.ove one an-
other.”

I have no magic formula to offer: I know
nothing about foreign aid in billion-dollar
packages. But I do know that .American aid,
used wisely and generously Ly individual
hands on a people-to-people basis, can create
bonds of friendship that-will be hard to sever,
And we have several mililon willing American
hands around the world If we want to use
them. :

Not the Navy =alone, but all the services
overseas. They’re all made up of Bakers and
Ambersons and Gleasons—wg were nog
unigue, Men in unlform have primary dutles
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to perform in the national defense. But
without neglecting those responsibilities we
can. still serve the folks back home—if they
want us to—as instruments of the sympathy,
generosity, and love that are hallmarks of
the American character.

Unless those intangibles are conveyed to
pecple plainly, however, I'm afrald the costly
programs of material aid are often wasted.
They needn’'t be. My meager resources in
Indochina did not win the people's hearts,
although they helped. What turned the trick
were those words “Day la vien tro my™ (“This
is American aid”)—and all that those words

a)out victory for all the sacred things we
and for. ’

ESTABLISHMENT OF JOINT COM-
MITTEE ON CENTRAIL INTELLI-
GENCE

'The-Senate resumed the consideration
of the concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 2) to establish a Joint Commitiee
on Central Intelligence.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, at
this time I ask unanimous consent that
at the conclusion of my remarks on Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 2, a resolu-
tion to establish a Joint Committee on
Central Intelligence, there be inserted
in the REcorp & number of newspaper
editorials and articles on the proposal
to establish such a joint committee and

"also letters of approval of the resolu-

tion by the Citizens’ Committee for the
Hoover Report in the western area of the
United States and a leftter signed by
Mr. Clarence Francis, chairman of the
Citizens’ Committee for the Hoover Re-
port, both of which are in favor of the
adoption of Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 2.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

{See exhibit 1.)

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, to-
day the Senate is considering Senate
Concurrent Resolution 2, a concurrent
resolution to create a Joint Committee
on Central Intelligence. I have intro-
duced similar measures on two previous
occasions. FHowever, this is the first
time the proposal has come to the floor
of the Senate for consideration. The
concurrent resolution the Senate is con-
sidering today was cosponsored by 34
of my distinguished colleagues in the
Senate.

The events of the past year have made
it imperative that such a committee as
is proposed be authorized before the ad-
journment of Congress this summer.
This concurrent resolution was reported

-10 the Senate by a majority of the mem-

bers of the Committee on Rules and
Administration.

To begin with, let me sgy that because
of the very nature of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, I think it is important
that a joint congressional committee be
established for the purposss of making
continued studies of the activities of the
Agency and problems related to the
gathering of intelligence aifecting the
national security. The Hoover Commis-
sion recommendations, the recent Presi-
dential appointment of a commission to
study CIA, the conflict over the site of
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the new CIA headquarters building, and
other :lncidynts in the past year have
only intensified my interest in seeing that
such a commitiee is established by the
Congress. E

I feel that a joint congressional com-
mittee should be established and that
the CIA should, as a matter of law, keep
that committee as fully and as currently
informed as possible with respect to its
aetivities.

Allen Dulles, Director of CIA, may
make no mistakes in assessing intelli-
gence, but he should not be the lone
judge in matters which have to do with
the intentions of other mnations with
respect to war and peace,

Mr. President, as you know, the Presi-
dent recently appointed an eight-man
board to review periodically the Nation’s
intelligence activities. This is-a step
forward, but not far enough to reach the
goal which I and the cosponsors of Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 2 seek.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Montana yield?

Mr, MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I wonder if the Senator
will make a brief statement at this time
with regard to the nafure of the juris-
diction of the proposed committee and
the relationship, if any, between the
President’s so-called eight-man board
and the Congress of the United States.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I may say to the
distinguished senior Senator from Ore-
gon that there is no relationship between
that board and the Congress; that the
board has had its lips sealed; that it is
supposed to report at least once every
six months; and that the report is to be
made to the President only. What that
means in effect is a further arrogation
of power on the part of the Executive
and a diminution to that extent of the
equality between the executive and the
legislative.

Mr. MORSE. Will the Senator yield
for a question or two, or does he prefer
to complete his remarks before yielding?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I am honored to be a
cosporisor with the Senator from Mon-
tana, of Senate Concurrent Resolution 2,
and I am glad he is discussing it today,
because it seems to me that once again
it is important that the American
people—who, after all, in the last analy-
sis, shall we say, ‘“own” American
foreign policy—should be apprised of the
fact that there is a Government agency
known as the CIA which works and
functions in complete secrecy, and over
which the Congress really has but little
authority or jurisdiction except by way
of the purse strings. In my view it is
very dangerous to permit such an ar-
rangement to continue, and I think Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution No. 2 is es-
sential from the standpoint of main-
taining a people’s check on American
foreign policy, to the extent that the CIA
is involved in American foreign policy.

With that staternent, I should like to
ask a few questions. Does the Senator
agree with me that since the CIA organ-
ization functions in any country in any
part of the world where it may operate
with the secrecy that surrounds i, so far
as its relationship to the Congress is cone
cerned, it is bound to create the impres~

Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4



Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4 -

5292

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr., President, I
think the Senator's answer  tells the
whole story, for he has informed us that
a subcommittee of the Senate Armed
Services Committee has met only twice
a year with members of the CIA, and
that a subcommittee of the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee has met only
once 8 year with members of the CIA,
Of course, it is very likely that the meet-
ings in connection with the Appropria-
tions Committee occurred only at a time
when the CTIA was making requests for
appropriations. That information from
the Senator from Massachusetts does
not indicate to me that there is suf-
ficiently close. contact between the con-
gressional committees and the CIA as
such,

Mr. SALTONSTALL. In reply, let me
state—and I should like to discuss this
point more fully when I present my own
views on this subject—that it is not a
question of reluctance on the part of the
CIA officials to speak to us. Instead, it
Is a question of our reluctance, if you
will, to seek information and knowledge
on subjects which I personally, as a
Member of Congress and as a citizen,
would rather not have, unless I believed
it to be my responsibility to have it be-
cause it might involve the lives of Ameri-
can citizens.

Mr. MANSFIELD, I see. The Sen-
ator is to. be commended.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Montana yield to me?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I wish to say that no-

one has greater respect for the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr., SALTONSTALL]
than do I, and what I say now goes only
to the point of view he has expressed, and
not to the Senator from Massachusetts
himself. But it is the very point of view
of the Senator from Massachusetts
which I protest, because the very pro-
cedure for checking the CIA the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts has outlined
is at best a voluntary one, and is not
“based upon the establishment by resolu-
tion of a mandatory jurisdiction of the
Congress in relation to the CIA. That
is what is necessary. But it does nof
exist under the present very loose and
voluntary relationship-existing between
the CIA and the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the Appropriations Commit~
tee. What we must do is to write in
black and white provisions which wiil
give mandatory jurisdictional power to
the Congress in relationship to the CIA.

The second point I wish to mention
in connection with a comment made by
the Senator from Massachusetts—whom
I highly respect, but who has laid down
a premise with which I am in total dis-
agreement—is in relation to the argu-
ment that some information in this field
should be kept from the Members of
Congress who serve on the appropriate
committees, and that such Members of
Congress should not have knowledge of
those matters.

Mr, President, let us consider the per=
sonnel of the CIA. Who are the super=
men of the CIA? They are not elected
officials of the Government, Instead,
they are appointees of the executive
branch of the Government., But the re-
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sponsibility as the elected representa-
tives of a free people happens to be ours,
under the advice and consent clause of
the Constitution, to protect the people,
by serving as a check against the admin-
istration—~and I care not whether it is
a Republican or a Democratic adminis-
tration. What is happening today, in
connection with the trend toward gov-
ernment by secrecy in America, 1s that
that Congress has been standing by and
has not been insisting upon exercising its
power to check the executive branch of
the Government in many fields includ-
ing foreign policy.”

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, the
Senator from Oregon is entirely correct.
The trend to which he has referred began
during the Roosevelt administration, if
not before, and continued during the
Truman administration and down into
the present administration. I refer to

the trend toward reposing more and more

power in the hands of the executive
branch of the Government, and less and
less power in the hands of the Congress.
The Senate must wake up and do some-~
thing about this matter, because unless
we do so, as time passes the Congress
will become less of an equal branch under
our constitutional system, and more
power will rest in the hands of the Ex~
ecutive. The policy of increased execu=
tive power is nonpartisan. The same
thing happened under Democratic ad-
ministrations as is happening Tnder a
Republican administration.

Mr. MORSE. PFor years I sat over on
the other side of the aisle and made the
same protests under Democratic admin-
istrations that I am making today under
a Republican administration.

This policy of too much secrecy has
been characteristic of administrations of
all parties in the executive branch,
What we must do is to face up, before
it is too late, to the fact that there is an
increasing concentration of arbitrary
power in the executive branch of the
Government., This process has been go-
ing on for the past quarter of a century.
We must stop it, The CIA issue affords
a good example of what I am protesting.

I do not know of a single secret of

,Government which ought to be vested in

the hands and minds of some appointees
of the executive hranch of Government
in the CIA, to the exclusion of the elected
Representatives of the people. Who are
these CIA employees? Many of them
are very young, and, from the standpoint
of experience, very immature men. Does
anyone suggest that it is safe for democ~
racy to vest in them crucial informa-
tion, and to say that because we are
Members of Congress on the Foreign
Relations or Armed Services Committee,
we should not have or should not want
such information? I say that we must
insist on getting it, if we are. to keep
faith with the oath we toock when we
entered this body, and are properly to
discharge our duties and responsibilities

as elected Representatives of a Iree‘

people.

Today we are talking about an ab-
straction in respect to a principle of
Government, but the Senator from Mon-~
tana is to be complimented and com-
mended for raising the issue. He has
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raised an issue of Gov.:rament under our
constifutional system ~l:ich has been too
long lost sight of by {:c many people in
this country.

What is happening .«w in the United
States is similar to wi-at has hapened in
the history of other f ¢¢ nations. They
flowered in freedom fo: v long time, and
then gradually a smal’ ciigque of Govern-
ment officials in the =:ecutive branch
started taking over thwir rights, free-
doms, and liberties. T ie people woke up
too late to discover t..at they had lost
their freedoms, rights. and liberties. It
can happen in Amer :z. if we do not
stand on guard in rel ijon to the prin-
ciple of checks and b:isnces under the
Constitution.

I commend the Ser a or from Mon-
tana. Through this 1 solution I think
he has placed his fing :r on a very im-
portant duty of Mem':e's of Congress.
‘We ought to insist that tie power which
has been vested in the T:A be subjectel
to an occasional checl.. as provided by
his resolution.

Mr. MANSFIELD, ‘Ihs Senator from
Oregon is absolutely co: rct.  Under the
Roosevelt administratica so-called exec-
utive agreements were :zreed to between
this country and Saud: Arabia, Yemen,
and Nepal, Those exec itive agreements
should have come befor:- the Senate, un-
der the advice-and-con:or:t clause of the
Constitution, because t! e were in real-
ity treaties of friendshi,: x:nd commerce,

Under the Truman sdministration,
Congress appropriated s:fiicient funds to
provide for a 70-group £ir Force., Presi-
dent Truman impounde:: the money and
allowed only a 48-group Air Force to
come into being.

Under this administ: t on, last year
Congress appropriated 320 million to
maintain the Marine C. :;)s at its then
present strength. W’ as happened?
Secretary of Defense -vilson said he
would not use the mone.. He did use a
part of it. A part of th: sut went into
effect. I note from the ¢ scument asking
additional appropriation: for the fiscal
year 1956, page 8, that ;> develops that
under the Department o: l)efense mili-
tary functions, the Offic. «f the Secre-
tary of Defense used $76: .000—to be de=
rived from where? Frorn iransfer from
the appropriation “Mili..iy personnel,
Marine Corps.”

The Office of Public Afi iirs in the De-
partment of Defense usec 27,500, to be
derived by transfer from :he appropria-
tion “Military personnel, .I:wrine Corps.”

For Inferservice Activ:iss, Court of
Military Appeals, $41,400 cs used to be
derived by transfer from h > appropria-
tion “Military personnel, - T:rine Corps.”

For the Department of :'u- Navy, serv-
icewide supply and fina:.c, $7,400,000
was used, to be derived by iransfer from

the appropriation “Milit: =  personnel,
Marine Corps.”

For servicewide operaticn:. in the De-
partment of the Navy, 2,180,000 was

used, to be derlved by tra:.ster from the

"approprxatmn “Military p:t-onnel, Ma-

rine Corps.”

All this was after the Cc it ress unani-
mously restored $40 millio.: - o maintain
the Marine  Corps at its :‘ten present
strength, 223,000 mer:. W -a: happened
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sion upon the leaders of the foreign
countries in which it operates that its
activities represent the official foreign
policy of the United States?
. Mr. MANSFIELD. I will say to the
Senator from Oregon that that is a
fairly sound assumption. The officials
of the CIA could be considered as agents
of American foreign policy, and perhaps
they are so considered in some countries;
but I could not, on the basis of what I
know about the CIA, either prove or dis-
prove the Senator’s statement, because
there is only limited congressior.al con-
tact with the agency.

‘Mr. MORSE. That is so, for the sim-
ple reason that Congress, along with the
American people, is kept in ignorance
about the operation of the CIA. Is that
carrect?

Mr. MANSFIELD. That is correct.

Mr. MORSE. I have one further
question. Has the Senator from Mon-
tana, as a colleague of mine on the Por-
eign Relations Committee of the Senate,
ever received any correspondence or in-
formeation or complaints in rega.’d to the
activities of CIA in foreign mnations
which indicate criticism of American
foreign policy abroad?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I must ssy to the
Senator that I have not.

Mr. MORSE. I should like to inform
the Senator that I have received a series
of communications in regard to alleged
activities of the CIA which have caused
me concern, and make me all the more
enthusiastic in support of the 3enator’s
resolution. I think it is highly desirable
that we have, by congressionsl action,
the authority which I think this resolu~
tion would give us to require this ad-
ministration, through its CIA, to keep
Jongress, through the special committee
which the Senator proposes to set up,
informed as to exactly what i is doing
in other countries by way of action that
is bound to have some effect on Amer-
jcan foreign policy and our standing in
‘those nations.

This all goes back to what as the Sen-
ator knows, is a deep convictioa of mine,
I abhor government by secrecy. I can-
not reconcile it with democratic proces-
ses. In the Senate of the United States
I do not propose by my vote ¢ endorse
the action of any administration no mat-
ter what the party, that keeps the Amer-
ican people so much in the dark as the
American people are being kept in the
dark by the present administration in
the whole field of foreign policy. As the
Senator knows, I do not agree that there
can be justification for keeping from
the American people by so-called execu~
tive committee meetings in the Senate
a good deal of information. But I par-
ticularly abhor the operation of goyern-
ment by seécrecy in such a way that it
threatens the liberties of the American
people. Whenever there is government
by secrecy, the freedom and liberties of
the American people are endangered. A
mistake by the CIA in some tinderbox
area of the world might resulf in the loss
of the lives of millions of our fellow citi-
zens because no opportunity was afforded
in advance to place a check on mistaken
policies on the part of the CIA or other
agencies of our Government.
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Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the Sen-
ator from Oregon for his pertinent obser-
vations.

Mr. President, the announcement of
this new board was released 2 days
after the time when the hearing on this
bill was set by the Rules Committee. I
do not think that was a deliberate at~
tempt to head off the establishment of a
congressional watchdog committee on
the intelligence agency; I am sure that
was only a matter of coincidence. But
it does emphasize one thing: it extends
and strengthens the executive control
over the CIA.

I do not object to the formatinon of this
new Commission, nor do I guestion the
need hy the Central Intelligence Agency
and all other intelligence agencies in the
Goverrment for this kind of supervision.
What I am concerned with, however, is
the ClA’s position of responsibility to
none but the National Security Council.
I believe this showld be changed. The
newly appointed board members will
have neither power nor control over the
CIA; and it appears to me that it is
questionable how much this group will
be permitted to learn under the agency’s
broad charter.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, Mr, President,
will the Senator from Montana yield for
a question?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am delighted to
yield.

/ Mr. SALTONSTALL. Concerning the
responsibility of the CIA only to the Na-
tional Security Council, if a change in
that situation were fo be made, would
not a change of law ke required, inas-
much as the law Congress passed in 1947,
as I recall, requires the CIA to be re-
sponsible only to the National Security
Council and to the President?

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator from
Massachusetts is correct. However, in-
stead of changing the law, I think we
should establish a joint watchdog com-
mittee composed of Members of the
House and Members ¢of the Senate, In
that way we could provide safeguards
in connection with the operation of the
CIA, and we could also deal with ques-~
tions which Members of Congress might
have in their minds. .

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Montara yield fur-
ther to me?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am glad to yield.
V' Mr. SALTONSTALL. Of course, the
Senator from Montana will agree with
me that the Armed Services Committee
and the Appropriations Committee now
have subcommittees with members as~
signed to follow the activities of the CIA.
Is not that correct?

Mr. MANSFIELD. That is correct.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. As & member of
both those committees, I consider I have
been informed of the activities of the
CIA to the extent that I believe it is wise
for me to be informed. As regards fur-
ther information, let me say that, so far
as X know, nothing has been concealed
from us.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Montana yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. MANSFIELD, I yield.
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M., MORSE. I should like to ask a
question of the Senator from Massachu-
setts.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Certainly.

Mr. MORSE. Has the Senator from
Massachusetts ever infornied the Foreign
Reletions Commitiee of the information
he gained in regard to the CIA?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I have never
been asked by the Foreign Relations
Committee for any such information.
We have discussed such matters rather
briefly in the Armed Services Committee,
in executive session, as I recall, and also,
of course, in the Appropriations Com-
mittee.

Mr. MORSE. That is just my point.
After all, both the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee and the Senate Armed
Services Committee have great responsi-
bilities in regard to foreign policy. The
Foreign Relations Committee has no such
liaison officer of which I know in respect
to CIA, and I think it is very important
that there be established the joint com-
mittee the Senator from Montana is pro-
posing, with the very definite under-
standing that the Joint Committee will
keep the Foreign Relations Committee,
the Armed Services Committee, the Ap-
propriations Committee, and the Senate
as a whole informed. Certainly, under
the advice and consent clause of the Con-
stitution, it is important that we keep
ourselves informed regarding what is
oceurring in connecfion with American
foreign policy.

Mr, SALTONSTALIL. As one member
of the commitiee, I reply that to the ex-
tent I can do so under security regula-
tions and in accordance with my own
knowledge. of course, I shall be very glad
to informm the Senator from Oregon or
any other Senator, insofar as it is proper
for me to do so.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
know the Senator from Massachusetts
speaks from his heart, but I wonder
whether the question I shall ask now
should be asked in public; if not, let the
Senator from Massachusetts please re-
frain from answering it: HoOw many
times does the CIA request a meeting
with the particular subcommittees of the
Appropriations Committee and the
Armed Services Committee, and how
many times does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts request the CIA to brief him
in regard to existing affairs?

v Mr. SALTONSTALL. Y believe the
correct answer is that at least twice a
year that happens in the Armed Services
Committee, and at least once a year it
happens in the Appropriations Commit-
fee. I speak from my knowledge of the
situation during the last year or so; I
do not attempt to refer to previous pe-
riods. Certainly the present adminis-
trator and the former administrator,
Gen. Bedell Smith, stated that they were
ready at all times to answer any ques-
tions we might wish to ask them. The
difficulty in eonnection with asking ques-
tions and obtaining information is that
we might obtain information which I
personally would rather not have, unless
1t was essential for me as a Member of
Congress to have it. - -
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its. responsibility in the Government
during the past 15 or 20 years, af least.
It is & bad trend. I do not believe it is
the President who is arrogating unto
himself this added autherity. I assume
it is in the executive departments and in
the praetorian guard in the White House
where the authority is being used, to the
detriment of the elected representatives
of the people in both the House and in
the Senate, and against the course laid
down under the Constitution of the
United States.

It is a very serious constitutional
question. I deeply regret that I am not
a constitutional lawyer, because I be-
lieve there is quite a field for discussion
of this subject. I only hope that the
Senate will recognize the fact and will
take some action to restore the equality
which should exist between the execu-
tive and the legislative branches of the
Government.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Montana yleld
once more? 'Then, like the Senator from
Oregon, I will not interrupt him again.
That is, I hope I will not interrupt him
again, but I cannot premise that I will
not.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am glad to yield
to my friend from Massachusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I am sure the
Senator will agree with me that the’ CIA
is not a policymaking body but that the
policymaking body 1s the State Depart-
ment which is ah executive agency of the
President in the initiation and determ-
ination of the foreign policy of the
United States. In the same way, under
the President, the Defense Department
is the initiating body with regard to our
national security. I am sure the Sena-
tor will agree with me on those primary

facts.

. Mr.MANSFIELD. Yes; except thatin
the field of foreign policy we do have
the advice and consent clause in the
Constitution. That clause can be
stretched & long, long way. That is
what has been happening in recent years,
with the result that the Senate has exer-
cised less and less influence in foreign
affairs, and with the further result that
the executive department has teken un-
der its control more and more of that
field.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The point I
wished to make especially in the present
discussion is that the CIA is not a policy-
making body of the executive branch of
the Government, and that the policy-
making body is the State Department.
The CIA is one of the agencies which
the State Department uses in defermin-
ing what the Zforeign policy of the
Government shall be,

Mr, MANSFIELD, I would be in-
cliried to take the Senator’s word for
that. However, I do not know whether
the CIA has any part in making policy.
The Senator is correct in saying that it
is the function of the State Department
under the President of the United States
to act in that field.

‘Mr., SALTONSTALL. 'The present
‘Administrator of CIA does his utmost to
maintain that principle within his
ggency. In other werds, he ‘does not
alone determine policy, but carries out

the orders which are given to him by the
policy-making body.

Mr. MANSFIELD, I agree with the
Senator. In my remarks about the CIA
T wish it to be clearly understood that
T have nothing but the highest regard for
Mr. Allen Dulles, the Director of CIA, and
for the type of administration which he
is carrying on. What I am talking about
is the CIA as an executive agency and its
relations to Congress.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I assume that
the Administrator of CIA—the present
one or any other A@ministrator, past or
present—would come before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and discuss

with it any subject he could properly -

discuss within his field, if the commitiee
asked him to appear before it.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes, I know and
believe he would be glad fo.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Of course the
problem of security comes up, both in
public and in executive sessions.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. .

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield once more?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MORSE. I am always Interested
in the meaning that is given to words.
Of course, when we argue that CIA is not
a policymaking body because under the
administrative setup it is not charged
with making policy, it does not follow
that it does not make policy. Let us take
a8 look at QGovernment operations and

what happens when we give an assign--

ment to an agency such as CIA.

It proceeds to gather information and
to make Investigations and studies. On
the basis of such studies and investiga~
tions and what it discloses to the execu-
tive arm of the Government, and what it
does not disclose, someone in the Govern-
ment must then make a determination.
The tendency is usually to follow the
recommendation of the agency that was
asked to do the job of investigating.

One of the reasons why I believe the
pending concurrent resolution should be
adopted is that we should find out to
what extent in fact—not in theory, but
in fact—CIA is forming policy. I will
tell the Senate my suspicion. My suspi-
cion is that it determines a great deal of
policy. I happen to believe we have the
duty of finding out whether my suspi-
cion—and I am not the only one who has
such a suspicion—is warranted or not.
I think we must take it for granted that
when we give broad powers to the CIA,
which it has been exercising, it has great
influence in determining foreign policy.
I urge that a check be placed upon it.
We ought to know to what extent its rec-
recommendations sre being generally
followed.

I agree with the Senator with respect
to Allen Dulles, but I am not in favor of
giving him unchecked power. X want to
know to what extent the recommenda-
tions and the policies made by CIA un-
der Allen Dulles become the policies of
John Foster Dulles, his brother, the Sec-
retary of State. I believe we need checks
on families as well as checks on men who
do not belong to the same families.

- Mr. MANSFIELD. Not only would
that question be interesting, but I am

April 9
sure the answer to it would also be in-
teresting.

Mr. President, so long u: she subject
of the power of the Execuiive vis-a-vis
the legislative has been Lrought up, I
ask unanimous consent tha: at this point

in my remarks an excerpt from & com-
munication from the Pre i¢ent of the

United States to the 84th CTongress, 2d
session, Document 341, a. the top of
page 8, under the heading ‘Tepartment

of Defense—Military Funciions,” be in-
corporated in the RECORD.

There being no objectior: the excerpt
was ordered to be printed i the RECORD,
as.follows:

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FUNCTIONS
_ Office of the Secretary of De "2nse: “Salaries
and expenses,” $760,000, to - derived by
transfer from the appropri.iion “Military
personnel, Marine Corps”;

“Office of Public Affairs,” $7,500, to be
derived by transfer from th: :ppropriation
“Militery personnel, Marine :“orps”;

Interservice activities: “Coiri of Military
Appeals,” $41,400, to be deri-el by, transfer
from the appropriation “Mil-izry personnel,
Msarine Corps’;

Department of the Navy:

“Servicewlde supply and finsnes,” §7,400,«
000, to be derived by iransf: v from the ap-
propriation “Military persornel, Marine
Corps”;

“Servicewide operations,” ::2.180,000, to be
derived by transfer from ti:: appropriation
“Military personnel, Marine ‘crps.”

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr President, I
also ask unanimous co1 sent to have
made a part of the REcors at this point
in my remarks a copy of .. =peech which
I made 2 years ago relat vc to 3 execu-
tive agreements under th¢ I:oosevelt ad-
ministration which shouid have come
before the Senate.

There being no ohjectizr, the speech
was ordered to be printed i1- the Recorp,
as follows:

SPEECH BY SENATOR MATISFIELD

There 1s a real issue, and it has troubled
me deeply, as I am sure it hoc “roubled other
Senators. It is to be found ir the power of
the executive branch in the field of foreign
policy.

The Constitution specific .!1y provides the
President with certain unig: ¢ nowers to con-
duct our foreign relations, ast as the other
branches of Government ha' ¢ unlque powera
in other matters. I do no: :juestion those
powers which accrue to hlix .15 Commander
in Chief of the Armed Forc:z.

But 1n one aspect of our oreign relations,
the treatymaking power, k: does not have
unique, but rather concurrc:ii, power shared
with the Senate. Treatiez are to be made
by the President only witl ine advice and
consent of the Senate. Th: piost vital mat-
ters involving the relations! ips of this coun-
try with others are or sho' ‘¢ be conducted

- ITLITARY

- within this realm of concus:rent power.

But it is precisely in th's realm that an
extra-constitutional devie«. the executive
agreement, now threatens *be fine balance
of power which has heen 1-a:ntalned under
our system of govermnent --r a century and
& half.

It will be argued, as 1! lLas been, that
executive agreements are u ¢¢ almost exclu-
sively in pursiiance of auth 1.y delegated by
Congress or to supplement -e-tain valld un-

-dertakings growing out of t e unique powers

of the President. That is “ruve, and I think
the device, 50 used, i3 nec-zeary and useful
and harmless to the princi [+~ of bhalance of
powers.
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to those funds? What happ3ned to the
mandate laid down by Congress, which is
supposed to control the Armed Forces of
the United States, and to provide for
them? What happened during the Tru-
man administration when Congress ap-
propriated for a 70-group Air Force?
What happened during the Roosevelt ad-
ministration when, in the field of foreign
policy, Executive agreements were made
which were in reality treatizs of com-
merce and friendship?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Firs;, with re-
spect to the executive agreements to
which the Senator has referred, let me
say that I believe they should have been
made in the form of treaties, and should
have been brought to the aitention of
the Senate.

So far as the Marine Corps appropri-
ation is concerned, that question is now
before the Committee on Appropriations,
I agree with the Senator taat if the
money was not used for the Marine
Corps, if the total strength of she Marine
Corps provided for by the Coagress was
not maintained, and was not necessary,
in the opinion of the Department, that
money should have gone back to the
Treasury, and, if money for other pur-
Poses was needed, new appropriations
should have heen requested. There
should have been no transfers. I thor-
oughly agree with the Senator from
Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am delighted to
hear it.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I do not ap-
prove of the method by which the funds
were handled. The questicn as to
whether the strength of tke Marine
Corps provided for by Congress was nec-
essary is another issue; but certainly the
money should not have been transferred.

Mr, MANSFIELD. As the Senator
knows far betfer than I, a poriion of the
Marine Corps cut was restored.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. That is correct.

Mr. MANSFIELD. But not to the
point mandated by the Conegress of the
United States. The Senator from Mas-
sachusetts dalso voted last yecr for the
$40 million appropriation to maintain
the Merine Corps at its then present
strength. 'The money is being used for
other purposes, which in my judgment
is contrary to the intent and wish of the
Congress.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, If my memory
Is correct as to the figures—and I am not
sure it is—the number of marines last
year was 215,000. The idea was to re-
duce the number to 195,000, in round
figures. Congress directed that the
strength be kept at 215,000. I believe
that the present figure is 201,000, and
that it will be 205,000 at the end of the
present fiscal year. I am not juite cer-
tain as to the accuracy of those flgures,
but the present strength is miore than
200,000.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I think the Sena-
tor is approximately correct; but it is
still to be noted that the wiskes of the
Congress were ignored by Mr., Wilson,
who is an agent of the President, and

the money was used as he saw fit, and not
as Congress intended.

Mr. LANGER. MTr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. I wish to join the dis-
tinguished Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Morse] in complimenting the Senstor
from Montana for bringing this subject
to the attention of the Senate.

I believe that the entire policy of se-
crecy in this connection is a cancer in
the operation of our Government.

Only a short time ago we had the
spectacle of Sherman Adams, assistant
to the President, telephoning to the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission and
holding up for 3 or 4 days a hearing in
connection with the Dixon-Yates matter.

-When we asked why an assistant to the

President shoukl call up an agency of
Government and delay a hearing for 3
or 4 days, while in the House an appro-
priation of $6,500,000 was being consid-
ered. we received a letter from the as-
sistant secretary to the effect that this
subject was secret.

When the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. Kerauvezr], as chairman of the sub-
conunittee, joined with other members of
the subcommittee in a letter requesting
the assistant to the President, Sherman
Adams, to come before us and tell us the
reason for such procedures, we received
a very brief letter of 3 or 4 lines in reply.

I fully agree with the Senator from
Oregon that the policy of secrecy is re-
sulting in keeping from the Congress and
the people matters with which the Con-
gress ought to be thoroughly familiar.
We are called upon to enact laws dealing
with those subjects, and we are dealing
with them, as the Senator from Massa-
chusetts stated a few moments ago, in
such a manner that members of the
Committee on Armed Services meet only
twice a year with representatives of the
CIA, and members of the Committee on
Appropriations meet with them only
once a year, when they need more money.
I believe the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions, of which the distinguished Senator
from Oregon and the distinguished Sen-
ator from Montana and I are members,
can testify to the fact that we see those
gentlemen, members of the CIA, on very,
very rare occasions, and then only when
we practically invite them to attend.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator may
well be correct. As a matter of fact, I
do not recall ever seeing them: before the
Committee on Foreign Relations, al-
though I may be mistaken about that.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield once more? I shall not
Interrupt him again after this comment
if it can be avoided.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Oregon. -

Mr. MORSE. I wish to associate my-
self with the observations of the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. LangEr], and
I am very glad, indeed, that the Senator
from Montana has mentioned the execu-
tive agreements which have been made
with some Middle East countries, espe~
cially Saudi Arabia.

He has referred to agreements about
which we were not apprised at the time
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they were made. I do not believe it can
be questioned that in regard to a good
many of the agreements which are en-
tered into the CIA has, so to speak, a
background part to play, and does play;
and it supplies what it believes to be
information which ought to be influen-
tial in reaching executive decisions.
That is why I believe it very important
that the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions be kept advised right up to the
minute in regard to the findings of the
CIA and the recommendations of the
CIA as they may affect American foreign
policy. )

Let us take, for example, the executive
agreement to which the Senator from
Montana has referred. Now, belatedly,
we are beginning to get information, for
example, pointing out that in Saudi Ara-
bia human-slavery trafflc is rampant in
the year 1956. Before the week is over
I intend to discuss on the floor of the
Senate human-slavery trafic in Saudi
Arabia.

Nevertheless, Mr. President, the argu-
ment is made that we ought to ship mili-
tary supplies to Saudi Arabia. The ar-
gument is made that in order to combat
communism we ought to keep an airbase
in Baudi Arabia.

Mr. President, I seriously question . the
whole program of Ameriea in Saudi Ara~
bia, so long as evidence can be brought
forth that the nation with whom we
have the agreements is engaged in
human slavery in this year of 1956.

We cannot reconcile that fact with
the high moral principles for which we
as a nation profess to stand in American
foreign policy.

The reason I am pleading for full dis-
closure to the American people of Amer-
ican foreign policy is that if such dis-
closure is not made we get into the kind
of situation the Senator from Montana
has mentioned with regard to so-called
executive agreements. That happens
whenever we in the Congress do not have
all the facts presented to us.

I sat on the Committee on Armed
Services for 8 years. What did the brass
do? They came before the committee
and said, “This is our recommendation.
However, because of the top secrecy in-
volved, we do not want to go into the
information and the facts on which the
recommendation is based.”

What did we do? We used to sit there
and say, “Well, we will take you at your
word."”

In my judgment, we should not do
that. In my judgment, in a democracy,
the elected representatives of the peo-
ple are entitled to whatever facts any-
one who has brass on his shoulders may
have in his head. I for one think we
ought to stop the tendency to let the
military, the CIA, and a few officials of
the State Department determine for-
eien policy for the American people,
without any check on the process by
their elected representatives in the legis-
lative halls of the Government.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, 1
wish to say to the Senator that what
frightens me about the whole matter is
the fact that the Senate, particularly,
has been willing to give up its share of
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Tn two other instances, although hils con-
duct ultimately received a judicial sanctlon,
{T. R.] Roosevelt aroused the ire of his polit-
ical opponents by employing the powers
granted to him by these statutes to secure
@ result apparently not intended by these
acts, and certainly not approved by Con-
gress. Having falled to cocnvince Congress
of the urgency of preventing the acquisition
by monopolles of public coal lands at ridic-
ulously low prices, he undertook to remedy
this situation by issuing a series of procla-
mations withdrawing these coal lands from
public entry and setting them aside as parts
of the national forest reserves. That a doubt
exlsted as to the legality of these orders is
attested by the refusal of his successor, Taft,
to proceed further without an express sanc-
tion of Congress. Again, when an attempt
was made to obstruct his efforts at conserva-
tion by attaching tc an appropriation bill a
rider exempting from withdrawal as reserves
a lgrge portion of public lands {n the North=-
west, Roosevelt, without assuming the re=-
sponsibility of vetoing a financlal measure,
defeated this effort by setting aside all the
timber lands In guestion before the bill was
presented to him for signature.

President Woodrow Wilson was another of

“the so-called strong Presidents who believed

in the vigorous use of all of the powers of
his office, as the following excerpt shows: ¢

Even Wilson, staunch advocate that he was
of the observance of strictly legitimate pro-
cedures, was not averse, on the occasion of
impending war, to execute a policy for which
statutory authorization, previously solicited
from Congress, had been refused. In agking
Congress to empower him to arm merchant
vessels, Wilson had spoken as follows:

“No doubt I already possiess that authority
without special warrant of law by the plain

. implication of my constitutional duties and

powers, but I prefer to act not upon impli-
cation. I wish to feel that the authority and
power of Congress are behind me.”

Notwithstanding the defeat of an author-
izing statute by the saction of 11 willful
men, Wilson proceeded to arm merchant
vessels in reliance not only upon his consti-
tutional powers but upon the support de-
rived from an obsolete statute of 1819.
Where an Executive relles on a novel inter-
pretation of an existing statute, which was
designed at the date of 1ts adoption to serve
a wholly unrelated purpose, 1t would seem
that by an act of repeal, Congress could
deprive the Executive of the color of author-
ity for his action. Whether the repeal of the
law could, of itself, hali the President is
probably dependent upon whether his ac-
tion, through his subordinates, could he
made the subject of litigation.

The following excerpt 18 taken from the
annual message of President Warren a.,
Harding dellvered to the Congress on De-
cember 8, 1921:

“The previous Congress, deeply concerned
in behalf of our merchant merine, in 1920
enacted the existing shipping law, designed
for the upbullding of the American merchant
marine, Among other things provided to en-
courage our shipping on the world’s seas, the
Executive was directed to give notlce of the
existing commercial
treaties in order to admit of reduced dutles
on imports carried in American bottoms.
During the life of the act no Executive has
complied with this order of the Congress.
When the present administration came Into
responsibility it began an early inquiry into
the failure to execute the expressed purpose
of the Jones Act. Only one conclusion has
been possible, Frankly, Members of the

< Memorandum on the Powers of Congress,
Short of Impeachment, To Control a Presi-
dent in Matters of the Faithful Execution of
Congressional YLegislation.
erence Service Report, October 20, 1842,

Legislative Ref~«
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House and Senate, eager as I am to join you
in the making of @n American merchant ma-
rine commensurate with our commerce, the
denouncement of our commercial treaties
would involve us in a chaoe of trade rela-
tionships and add indescribably to the con-
tusion of the already disordered commercial
world. Our power to do so is not disputed,
but power and ships, without comity of re-
lationship, will not give us the expanded
trade which is inseparably linked with &
great merchant marine. Moreover, the ap-
plied reduction of duty, for which the treaty
denouncements were necessary, encouraged
only the carrying of dutiable imports to our
shores, while the tonnage which unfurls the
fiag on the seas is both free and dutiable, and
the cargoes which make a natlon emainent 1n
trade are outgoing, rather than incoming.

“It 15 not my thought to lay the problem
before you in detail today. It isdesired only
to say to you that the executive branch of
the Government, uninfiuenced by the protest
of any nation, for none has been made, 13
well convinced that your proposal, highly
intended and heartily supported here, is so
fraught with difficulties and so marked by
tendencies to discourage trade expansion,
that I invite your tolerance of noncompll-
ance for onl$ a few weeks until a plan may
be presented which oontemplates no greater
draft upon the Public Treasury, and which,
though yet too cruda to offer it today, glves
such promise of expanding our merchant
marine, that 1t will argue its own approval.”®

One outstanding authority on the presl-
dency declares that Pranklin D, Roosevelt, in
a message of September 7, 1942, peremptorily
demanded that Congress repeal a certain
provision of the Emcrgency Price Control Act
or thet he, the President, would treat this
provision as repealed. After guoting a
passage from the Roosevelt message, Edward
S. Corwin goes on to say: ®

“In a word, the President sald to Congress:
“Unless you repeal a certain statutory pro-
vision forthwith, I ghall nevertheless treat
it as repealed.” On what grounds did Mr.
Roosevelt rest his case for power of so
transcedent a nature? Although he made &
vague gestwe toward congressional acts, 1t
is obvious that his principal reliance was,
and could only have been, on his powers
under the Constitution-—that is to say, his
conception of these. Presidents have before
this in a few instan¢es announced that they
did not consider themselves constitutionally
obligated by something which Congress had
enacted but which, as they contended,
trenched on presidential prerogatives. This,
for example, was Johnson’s position in 1867.

-But the position advanced by Mr. Roosevelt

* * » goes beyond this, claiming as it does
for the President the power and right to dis-
regard & statutory provision which he did
not venture to deny, and indeed could not
possibly have denied, which Congress had
complete constitutional suthority to enact,
and which, therefore, he was obligated by
express words of the Constitution to take
care should be faithfully executed.”

Speaking of the administration of the In-
ternal Security Act, former Senator Herbert
R. O'Conor, of Maryland, said: ¢

“There i8 strong evidence that some offi-
clals of this Govermment are engaged In a
studied and deliberate effort to avoid com-
pliance with certain basic provisions of the
Internal Security Act of 1950 which are de-
signed to protect this country against in-
filtration by Communist agents.

“Notwithstanding these provislons of the
Internal Security Act which provide for the
exclusion and deportation of allens whose
presence in this country endangers the pub-
lc security, virtually nothing was belng done

s Corwin, Bdward 8., op. ¢it., pp. 804305,
¢ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 82d Cong.,, Ist
sess., October 17, 1861, p. 13323-13324,

. January 1850. Members of
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by the executive department - carry those
provisions into effect.”
- » L] * L

“Tn the course of the last fo . days we held
an executive session with the -fictals of the
Department of State on this ...atter includ-
ing the Chief of the Divisic : of Interna-
tlonal Administration and ti:~ administra-
tive attorney of the Divisic .. So far as
I can comprehend thelr attli.:ce 1t s this,
that the security of the Unite: £iates should
be welghed in the balance ags' n:t a policy of
facllitating our international relations with
other nations. I assert that inis is not only
a direct violatlon of the In ~rnal Security
Act, which these officials are sworn to up-
hold and which is designed o protect this
country, but 1s a course leadi- g to the prac-
tlcal annulment of the statuio-y provislons
passed by the Congress to 1 ctect our in-
ternal securlty.

* - L] * *

“So long as certaln officials - thls Govern-
ment refuse to heed the w.raings of our
intelligence agencies and del:berately ignore
provisions of the Internal 8:-curity Act, we
shall have an open door for :be infiltration
of sples and saboteurs.”

Both Preslident Truman and President
Eisenhower have been subjec e to congres-
stonal ecriticism for impound: ‘g funds which
have been appropriated by Cmnsress for spe-
cific purposes. In 1949 Cor :rass appropri-
ated money for 58 alr grov s A Truman
order of October 28 specif:2¢ that funds
would be spent for only the 3 air groups he
had recommended. This poiicy was exam-
ined by the House Subcor a-ittee on the
Department of Defense Aj:.ropriations In
a2 subcommit-
tee regarded the action as an invasion of
congressional authority. I:epresentative
smes declared: “I would cor:-i-ier that there
is a prohibition in the law against the things
which now are being done The Congress
under the Constitution dec:d:s how much
money 1is to be expended. * * * Anything
done contrary to this is in :y opinion con-
trary to the basic law of thr Lind.”?

Last, Summer President 7ienhower was
accused by several Scnator- of acting, or
threatening to act, with reuerd to already
appropriated funds, in a marner that was
contrary to the wishes ar ? intentions of
Congress.! In the publie vorks appropria-
tion bill Congress inserte: wrovislons for
funds for some projects thz . «iid not appear
in the President’s budget. “‘According to
the newspaper storles,” saic Senator MORSE,
“the President implied s'ch unbudgeted
projects will not be initia' ¢ even though
the Congress has specifice 'y appropriated
the funds until detalled eug:neering plans
have been completed. * * * I will be a sad
day for government Ly law “f a President is
allowed to thwart the wii* «f Congress as
President Eisenhower appa: :ntly intimated
he might do.”

With reference to an asp-~t of the Dixon-
Yates controversy, Senator :»TAHONEY sald:
“If it shall continue to 1= true that the
President and the Bureau ¢ ihe Budget can
defy the acts of Congress i waking appro-
priations and can say, not -i:hstanding the
appropriations, thet the wrks will not be
built because the executive :lepartment does
not approve of them, alti >ugh the Presi-
dent has signed the hill, it ‘s useless to talk
sbout saving free governme--t.” Referring to
the congresslonal appropris (n affecting the
Marine Corps, Senator Ma w-Erp declared:
“Why should Secretary [of D~fense] Wilson
thwart the will of the Cong =2's by saying he

7 Executive-Leglslative T 1:tions: Exam-
ples of Reel or Alleged Over .¢oping, 1920-51,
Leglslative ‘Rererence Servic - sicport, May 28,
1951.

8 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
July 18, 1856, pp. 9176-9183

{-laily edition},
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But it is not in the mass of executive
agreements that the issue is to e found. It
is, rather, in the few, in the very few. For
it is in the few, the very few, that this extra-
constitutional device can be used to stretch
the unique powers of the Executive. It is
in the few that there lles tte danger of
usurpation, destruction of the constitutional
balance, and In-the last analysis, the threat
of Executive tyranny. .

This is no imaginary fear which haunts me
and other members of the Serate. Execu-
tive agreements have been used to stretch
the powers of the Presidency anc unless safe-
guards are established there is no reason to
believe that they will not continue to be so
used. If the Senate will bear with me for a
few moments longer, I will undertake to
prove by specific example how this extra-
constitutional device can wundermine the
power of the Senate in foreign relations. I
will endeavor to show how thjs device can
and has been used to erode that power and
transfer it painlessly, almost iraperceptibly,
from this body to the executive branch.

For decades, treaties of friendship, com-
merce, and navigation have beel made with
other countries by the President with the
advice and consent of the Senate. As the
Senators know, these are basic treaties which.
establish the framework of our rclations with
other countries. The Senate has tradi-
tionally given advice and cons:nt to such
treaties. - It still does so, for the most part.

In 1933, however, the Department of State
negotiated an agreement of fricndship and
coinmerce with Saudl Arabia. As far as I
can determine, this was the first time an
executive agreement, rather than a treaty,
was used for this purpose. To be sure, the
agreement with Saudi Arabla was labeled
provisional in nature and was tn remaln in
effect, I quote: “until the entry in force of
a definitive treaty of commerce and haviga-
tion.” Even: though it was temporary, how-
ever, the State Department must have known
that this executive agreement was treading
on dangerous constitutional ground for it
added the following clause, I quite “Should
the Government of the United States of
America be prevented by future nctlon of its
legislature from carrying out the terms of
these stipulations the obligations thereof
shall thereupon lapse.”

This executive agreement was never re-
placed by a definitive treaty of friendship,
commerce, and navigation. Though the
Senate has mever glven consent to ratifica-
tion, 1t stands in equal force with genuine
treaties dealing with the same subject
matter, to which the Senate has given ap-
proval.

This agreement, Mr. President, established
a precedent. ' Note now how the precedent is
reenforced. Thirteen years later, in 1946, the
State Department negotiated a siinilar agree~
ment with the Kingdom of Yomen. The
terms of the two agreements were practically
identical except for two omissions. The
agreement with Yemen no longer carried the
phrase indleating that 1t was to remain in
effect only, I quote: “until the entry in force
of a definitive treaty of commerce and navi-
gation.” Alsdé omitted was the phrase, I
gquote: “Should the Government of the
United States of America be pravented by
future action of its Legislature frcm carrying
out the terms of these stipulations the obli-
gations thereof shall thereupon laipse.”

In short, the State Department appears, in
13 years, to have reached the conclusion that
the power to make, treaties of friendship,
commerce, and navigation had secome, at
least in some cases, & unique power of the
executive branch, that the cons:nt of the
iSenate was no longer necessary, &t least in
some of these agreements.

One year later, In 1947, a third agreement
of friendship, commerce, and navigation was
negotiated with the Kingdom of Nepal. In
printing the text of this agreement in Its
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Bulletin, the State Department apparently
still had a twinge of nervousness about the
procedure 1t was following. It was con-
strained to point to two precedents. What
werz the precedents? The agreements with
Yemen and Saudl Arabla.

Yemen, Saudi Arabla, and Nepal. These
are small, faraway lands. Few of us could
locate them qulckly on & map. Still fewer
have any direct concern with what tranapires
In them. Yet. the agreemenns which have
been negotlated with them constitute a series
of precedents which is of vital importance
to our constitutional divisicn of - powers.
None of them has ever been replaced by a
regular treaty, yet all of them cover subject
matter which traditionally has been hancled
by treaty. )

Twenty-one years have elapsed since the
first of these three agreements was negoti-
ated. Was the failure to replace the agree-
ments by permanent treaty an oversight or
& conscious expansion of the unique powers
of the executive at the expense of the Senate?
Is this example a straw man or a very real
case of usurpation of power? Will the Presi-
dent now send these three sgreements or
thelr permanent replacements to the Senate
for advice or econsent or after years end
decades 1s the mneed stlll for temporary
agreements?

How is the Senate to deal with the disap-
pearance of its prerogatives in this fashion?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that some illus-
trations of the use of Executive power in
relation to the power of Congress, which
I requested the Legislative Reference
Service of the Library of Congress to
compile for me, be incorporated in the
Recorp at this point.

There being no objection, the llustra-
tions were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

THE LISRARY OF CONGRESS,
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE,
Washingion, D. C.,
SoME ILLUSTRATIONS OF THE USE OF EXECUTIVE

POWER IN RELATION TO THE POWER OF

CONGRESS

The general nature of the alleged usurpa-
tion of the powers of Congress by Executive
circumvention of legislative intent has been
stated by Representative Howarp W, SMITH.

Testifylng before the Joint Committes on
the Organization of Congress on March 28,
1945, Representative SmirH said:

“Under our Constitution Ilegislation 1s
suppused to be enacted by the Congress.
I war.t to call your attention to what I assert
to be a fact, that we now heve mot only
legislation by the Congress, tut we have
four other types of legislation. I will go into
each one of them a little more fully * * =,
We have legislation by sanctions; we have
legislation by subsidies; we have legislation
by Executive regulations, under authority or
acts of Congress; and we have leglslation by
interpretation—Iinterpretations ihat Con-
gress never dreamed of when we enacted the
law.

“I think that that 13 of very great mo-
ment. * * * I do not think the American
people realize to what extent our system of
government is being changed by these inno-
vaticns, * % *

“I do not think Congress as a Congress
realizes it. On the other hand, I think al-
most every individual Member of Congress
realizes what Is going on, and they talk
about It and fuss about it, and they say
something ought to be done ahout it, but
as & rule Congress does not <o anything
about it.

“Now, much of this stuff is done in per~
fectly good faith. I am not here to say that
any of it is not done In good faith. It is
done undet the spur of the emergency, but
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when we once break down the constitutional
boundaries and begin to do things that there
is not any authority under the Constitution
or the law for, we get into a field that spreads
and gevs worse, like a spreading disease.

“Personally I am very much disturbed
about it and I hope that we can do some-
thing to check it and bring us back within
the limits of what we ought to do.”

Absolute and unequivocal proof of execu-~
tive clrcumvention:of legislative intent in
the interpretation or administration of laws
passed by Congress is in most cases impos-
sible tu obtain. In some Instances disputes
arlsing under these circumstances have been
settled by adjudication, but in most cases
these ¢onflicts have been characterized by
charges and allegations which were some-
times answered and sometimes ignored.
Interpretations of what a law means and
how it should be administered may very
well often require thé exercise of subjective
judgment. The charges of circumvention
may be equally subjective. There may be
ho conclusive evidence that either party is
acting in bad faith, or that the Executive is
deliberately flouting the law.

Certainly there are some instances where
evasion or ignoring of the law was deliber-
ate, but in these cases the President usually
acted upon what might be argued to be miti-
gating circumstances or what he regarded
as & more fundamental legal authority, For
example, President Jackson felt that his re-
election in 1832, after a thorough public dig=
cussion of his veto of the bill to recharter
the Natlonal Bank, justified his withdrawal
of public funds from the bank 3 years before
its old charter was to expire. Although he
acted legally through his Secretary of the
Treasury, Jackson knew that he was acting
contrary {0 congressional intent. *“Indeed,
Congress had already refused to pass a
measure authorizing him specifically to do
this, *» * *712

In a case of historic importance, President
Andrew Johnson fired Secretary of War
fitanton in deliberate violation of the Tenure
cf Office Act, which had been passed over
his veto, because he “was convinced that the
act was unconstitutional and was consee
guently eager to get it in the courts for the
purpose of a test.”2 Although Johnson was
impeached primarily for this action and es-
caped conviction by only one vote, this law
was repealed in 1887, and a very similar
nieasure was declared wunconstitutional in
1826 in Myers v. United States (272 U, S.
62).

The illustrations of alleged executive eir-
cumventlon or flouting of legislative intent
in the following pages of this report do not
by any means comprise a definitive listing
of examples. They are, rather, cases that
could be compiled in the time available, and
1t iz hoped that, taken together, they offer
8 fairly representative picture of cases of
this type.

One other explanatory word is needed.
No attempt has been made to present the
other side, the answers to charges of execu-
tive disregard for legislative intent. Much
background material has also been omitted.
The political context surrounding each ex-
ample Is held to the absolute minimum,

President Theodore Roosevelt is known as
a Chief Executive who believed in using the
power of his office to the full. ' Two exam-
Ples of his alleged circumvention of legista=-
tive Intent are recorded here: s

! Binkley, Wilfred E. The Powers of the
President, New York, Doubleday, Doran, 1937,
pp. 76-71.

2Ibid, p. 149. See also Corwin, Edward S,
The President: Office and Powers, New York,
New York University Press, 1948, pp. 77-78.

" Smal), Norman J., Some Presidential In-
terpretations of the Presidency, Baltimore,
the Johns Hopkins Press, 1932, pp. 148-149,
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every ordinary form of congressional re-
view. Control of its expenditures is ex~
empted from the provisions of law which
prevent financial abuses in other Gov-
ernment agencies.

- I agree that an intelligence agency
must maintain secrecy to be effective.
And I certainly do not mean to suggest
that CIA should repring for public con-
sumption every item that comes across
the Director’s desk. If sources of infor-
mation were inadvertently revealed, they
would quickly dry up. Not only would
the flow of information be cut off, but
the lives of many would be seriously en~
dangered., In addition, much of the
value of the intelligence product would
be lost if it were known that we possessed
it. For these reasons, secrecy is obvi-
ously necessary. B

However, there is a profound differ-
ence between an essential degree of
secrecy to achieve a specific purpose and
secrecy for the mere sake of secrecy.
Once secrecy becomes sacrosanct, it in-
vites abuse. If we accept the idea of
secrecy for secrecy’s sake we will have
no way of knowing whether we have a
very fine intelligence service or a very
poor one.

If a new joint committee is set up as
proposed in Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 2, all bills, resolutions, and other
matters in the Senate or in the House of
Representatives relating primarily to the
CIA, would be referred to the joint com-
mittee; and the joint committee would,
from time to time, make whatever re-
ports are necessary to the Congress con-
cerning its relationship with the CIA.

The enactment of the concurrent reso-
lution would establish a joint commit-
tee, composed of 6 Members of the Sen-
ate to be appointed by the President of
the Senate, and 6 Members of the House
of Representatives to be appointed by
the Speaker of the House of Representa-

tives. Of the 6 Members to be appointed

from the Senate, 3 shall be members of
the Central Intelligence Agency Sub-
committee of the Committee on Appro-
priations of the Senate and 3 shall be
members of the Central Intelligence
Agency Subcommittee of the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate. The
six House Members would be appointed
from the corresponding subcommittees
in the House. In each instance, not more
than four members shall be of the same
political party.

The joint commitiee or any duly au-
thorized subcommitiee thereof would be
authorized to hold such hearings, to sit
and to act at such places and times, to
require, by subpena or otherwise, the
attendance of such withesses and the
production of such books, papers, and
documents, to administer such oaths, to
take such testimony, to procure such
printing and binding, and to make such
expenditures as it deemed advisable,
The committee would be, in addition,
empowered to appoint a small, selective
staff of persons having the highest pos-
sible clearance, and would be authorized
to utilize the services, information, fa-
cilities, and personnel of the departments
and establishments of the Government.

The staff which T had envisioned for

‘such a joint commitiee would be small
and would be subject t0 the most rigor-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

April 9

ous security regulations. Such a staff tlons to the Congress, and to “i.e President,
of trained, specialized, and dedicated -annually and at such other ti<vs as may be

persons would assist the committee Netessary or advisable. 1 proposed
members in making checks and ap-
praisals on CIA and its operation.

watchdog commission should > empowered
« by law to demand and recelv: &#ny informa-
tion it needed for its own ust 1t would be

There certainly should be no more riSk  patterned after the Commis:i.2n on Organ-
in frusting classified information to a = ization of the Executive Brar_ b of the Gova
trusted few connected with a congres- ernment (Hoover Commissi:n). Appoint-
sional committee than there would be ments by the President of pe i ne from pri-

to a trusted many in a Government
agency.

It has been pointed out that there is
too little legislation to require a com-
mittee of this nature. Admittedly, pro-
posed legislation which would be referred
to the suggested joint committee might
have helped to resoive problems and to

vate life to the proposed con m:ssion should
be made from 8 select list < -itstinguished
individuals of unquestioned !ryalty, integ-
rity, and ability, with recor 's of unselfish
service to the Nation.

Mr. President, I wish i state again
that the appointment o :he citizens
board should not preclude :he establish-

make suggestions in the controvery over 1€nt of a continuing a:d permanent
the site of the proposed CIA building, congressional watchdoy committee.
As to other legislation, it is difficult to Such a committee would . 5. as a finan-
know what might have happened. We ¢lal overseer, supervisor, g e rdian, spon-
must remember that a joint committee 50T, and defender of the A, It could
would also be a defender of CIA against glve a constant and mor: thorough su-
unwarranted and unjustified attacks Pervislon to our intellic rce activities
from within and outside the Federal than could any periodic ¢ rezk.
Government. At the time of my app -arance before
Mr. President, in my opinion, the CIA the Rules Committce in 5:half of this
is in somewhat the same category as the concug‘rent; resolution I w s informed by
Atomic Energy Commission; and just as the distinguished senior Senator from
a special committee, with well-defined New Hampshire [Mr. Br:eses]l that he
authority and powers, has been created vote;i against the creatior: «f the civilian
on & joint congressional basis to oversee 2Gvisory group, and it is bis belief that
and supervise the interests of AEC, so I the distinguished senior fienator from
believe that a joint congressional com- Arkansas [Mr. McCreLr .a| joined him
mittee should be created for the same m this decision. Both of }:em, however,
purpose in conneciion with the CIA. I 2 members of the Hoov 't Commission,
realize full well, because of the very Would recommend, accor:iing to the Sen-
nature of the duties of the CIA, that #tor from New Hampshir : | Mr. BripGes],

there has been no public scrutiny of its
activities. This may be necessary in this
day and age, but I believe that a joint
congressional committee should be
created for the purpose of making cer-
tain that good management is main-
tained in the CIA and also to keep a con-
stant check on its intelligence policies.
It is well, too, that this joint'committee

should be in a position to criticize any .

mistakes which the CIA may make.

Until a committee of the kind this
resolution proposes is established, there
will be no way of knowing what serious
flaws in the Central Intelligence Agency
may be covered by the curtain of secrecy
in which it is shrouded.

The creation of the new executive
board to review intelligence fulfills par-
tially the suggestion of the recent
Hoover Commission report on intelli-
gence. However, il is only a partial ful-
fillment of the Hoover Commission rec-
ommendations. The Hoover Commis-
sion, on two occasions, suggested a bi-
partisan committee, including Members
of both Houses of Congress, empowered
by law to ask and get whatever informa-
tion it thought necessary to aid, guide, or
restrain CIA.

Recommendation No, 2 of the recent
intelligence activities report of the
Hoover Commission reads as follows:

That a small, permanent, bipartisan com-
mission, composed of Members of both
Houses of the Qongress and other public-
spirited cifizens commanding the utmost
national respect and confidence, to be estab-
Iished by act of Congress to make periodic
surveys of the organizations, functions,
policies, and results of the Government
agencies handling foreign intelligence apera-
tions; and to report, under adeguate security
safeguards, its Hndings and recommenda-

the establishment of a .foint Congres-
sional Committee for the (1A,

Two committees, the J»int Congres-
slonal Atomic Enerzy Co::naittee and the
Joint Congressional Cen ~n1 Intelligence
Committee, would be m':{ually support-
Ing.  They should insu: .- as far as hu-
manly possible, a proper sv:ipport for and
control of our powerfu: 1:telligence or-
ganizations. This a ci.izens’ commit-
tee cannot do alore.

Before concluding v statement in
behalf of Senate Coneu-rnt Resolution
2, I wish to comment b '¢Qy on the de-
termined opposition to¢ ‘15 measure be-
Ing voiced by various wmbers of the
executive department. The determined
effort to defeat this ca “current resolu-
tion is another instance cf executive in-
terference with a pur: iy congressional
function, In fact tl= President is
guoted in the press to huve said, “It is
too sensitive for Congre« :is to take it up.”

I am sure that I nee! 10t remind my
colleagues here in the S 'rate that a con-
current resolution is ne¢: rubject to Pres-
idential approval or cisapproval. It
is the prerogative of tt+ Congress to set
up such a joint commit - if it so desires.

Executive control ha - heen on the in-
crease in recent years, :ind I do not feel
that this is good for : )'ederal govern-
ment whose secure fo::n.lation is based
upon & system of che ks and balances
between the executive. legislative, and
Judiciary.

As an illustration—:nd I have men-
tioned this before—I v.isa to remind my
colleagues that last y-ar the Congress
appropriated an addi:ioaal $40 million
in funds to maintain 7> Marine Corps
hudget at a more sati factory strength,
but these funds were rot used as di-
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had impounded the $46 million authorized
by the Congress to keep the marines at thelr
present strength? * * * This is something
the executive bragch s doing regardless of
the action taken by Congress.” On snother
" subject, Senator NEUBERGER sald: “The Pres-
ident announces to the world, in a press
statement, that, even though the Congress
has provided for the Cougar Dam, he evi-
dently does not intend to proceed with the
spending of the money for it, although the
appropriation has been proviced by the
Congress.”

A question of executive as apainst legis-
lative authority arose last July when Presi-
dent Eisenhower signed the Defense Depart-
ment appropriation bill. Section 638 of this
measure gave to the Appropriations Com-
mittees of the Senate and the House a virtual
veto power over certain proposed cutbacks in
some of the business enterprises in the De-
fense Department. The Presiden: signed the
bill because the Department had to have the
money, but he declared in his message of
July 18 that section 638 “constitutes an un-
constitutional invasion of the province of the
Fxecutive. * * * Such section will be re-
garded as Invalid * * * unless otherwise
determined by a court of competent Juris-
diction.™

According to the Washington Star of July
15, Representative SIikEs was completely
shocked at the President’s attitude. “Sel-
dom have I heard such complete and utter
disregard for the rights and privileges of
Congress or of the constitutional processes
of law.” He said the President would "1g
this way seek to place himself abcve the law
and- to set aside a sectlon of law that he or
someone who speaks for him does not like.
“This is veto by paragraph, and veto by para-
graph is not legal. 'This is usurpaion of the
powers of the Congress.” House Majority
Leader MCCORMACK said: “I had the idea that
the Civil War settled the question of nullifi-
cation in this country, but this is s nullifica-
tion of an act of Congress.”

The following material consists ontirely of
examples of executive agreements and other
international agreements arrived at through
executive action. The first 2 excerpis dis-
cuss the subject in general terms; the next
4 consist of more specific illustrations:

The first of the general excerpts follows:®

“Generally speaking, the interwar period
was characterized by the wide use of execu~
tive agreements to effect international un-
derstandings on matters that seerr quite as
important as those dignified by the ise of the
treatymaking process. Approval by two-
thirds of the Senate was not required to
terminate the First World War, to join the
International Labor Organization, to acquire
Atlantic naval bases in British territory in
return for overage destroyers, to aicept the
Atlantic Charter, nor to enter into lend-lease
agreements.”

The second of the general excerpts states:1°

“The United States annexed Texas and
Hawail, ended the First World War, joined
the International Labor Organization, the
Universal Postal Union and the Pa Ameri-
can Union, settled over $10 billion worth of
post-World War I debts, acquired Atlantic
naval bases in British territory duriiig World
War II, acquired all financial claims of the
Soviet Union in the United States, Joined the
United Nations pledging itself not to make
separate peace in World War I and o accept
the Atlantic Charter, submitted over a
score of cases to International arbitration,

¢ Cheever, Danlel, and H. Field Haviland.
American Foreign Policy and the Separation
of Powers. P.92. ) .

1 McDougal, Myres S. and Asher TLans.
Treaties and Congressional-Executive or
Presidential Agreements: Interchaingeable
Instruments of National Policy. 7Yale Law
Journal, Vol. 54, no, 2, March 1945. P. 238.
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and modified the tari¥ in numerous re-
ciprocal trade agreements by means other
than the treaty-making process.”

The more specific i{llustrations are:

3. INTERNATIOMAL LABOR ORGANIZATION ¥

“Membership of the United States of
Armerica, by proclameation by the President
of the United States, September 10, 1834

‘“Whereas by a joint resolution of the Con-
gress of the United States of America, ap-
proved June 19, 1934, the President wag au-
thorized to accept membership for the Gov-
ernment of the United States of America in
the International Labor Organization, pro-
vided that in accepting such membership the
President should assume on behalf of the
United States of America no obligation under
the covenant of the League of Nations, * * *

““2. ACQUISITION OF ATLANTIC NAVAL BASES ¥

“Naval and air bases
“United Kingdom

“Arrangement providing for lease to the
United States of naval and air bases In An-
tigua, Bahamas, Bermuda, British Guilana,
Jamaica, Newfoundland, St. Lucla, and
Trinidad and for transfer to the Inited King-
dom of 50 United States Navy destroyers.

“Effected by exchange of notes signed at
Wash:ngton September 2, 1940.

“Duration: Not stated; leases to run for

99 years.

“Text: (54 Stat. 2405; E. A. S. 181; 203
L. N. T. S. 201). Opinion of the Attorney
General.

“Advising that the proposed arrangement
might be concluded as an executive agree-
ment and that there was Presidenital power
to transfer title and possession of the over-
age destroyers (39 Op. Att. Gen., 484).

““3. ATLANTIC CHARTER 1%

“On August 14, 1941, President Roosevelt
and Prime Minister Churchill, representing
the United Statcs and Great Britain, lssued
& Jolnt declaration of peace aims. * * *

*‘4. PAN AMERICAN UNION 14

“The Pan American Union was set up ang
continies .to exist by virtue of a series of
resolutions to which the President’s pleni-
potentiaries, as -members of international
conferences of the American states, gave his
and their consent, but in regard to which
Congress appears to have exercised no influ-
ence other than its power—common to both
treaty- and agreement-made unions—to
grant ¢r to withhold appropriations for the
paymenit of the recurrent dues.”

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
this new commission ke able to make
available to the public and to Congress
anything they learn about CIA doing the
wrong things or not doing enough of the
right things? This commission is re-
sponsible to the executive department
alone, and lacks the legal authority a
congressional inguiry enjoys. An Ex-
ecutive order could conceal any report
or recommendation the Board might
make on the grounds that revealing such
information might injure the country.

The Congress would still remain in the .-

dark.

It is frue that intelligence services of
other major countries operate without

®{J, . Congress, 75th Cong., 3d- sess,
Senate Dloc. 134, p. 5631.

Ia
12 7. 8. Congress, T6th. Cong., 3d sess., House

Dioe, 943.
13 Langer, William L., comp. and ed., An

Encyclopedia of World History, Boston,
Boughton, Miffiin C¢., 1052, p. 1137.
14 McClure, Wallace M. International

Executive Agreements, New York, Columbia
University Press, 1941, p. 12.
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direct control of the legislatures. This
is understandable in a totalitarian gov-
ernment, such as the Soviet Union. It
is even understandable in a parliamen-
tary democracy, such as Great Britain,
where the entire administration is a part
of and is responsible to Parliament. Our
form of Government, however, is based
on a system of checks and balances. If
this system gets seriously out of balance
at any point, the whole system is jeo~
pardized, and the way is opened for the
growth of tyranny.

CIA is the only major Federal agency
over which Congress exercises no direct
and formal eontrol. Its budget and its
rersonriel lists are classified. By law the
agency can withhold even such obviously
unimportant information as the salaries
of its tcp officials.

It has been the tradition in both
Houses of Congress to have individual,
but corresponding, committees to han-
dle legislation in both the House and
Senate. We have the Committees on
Agriculture, Finance, Judiciary, Foreign

. Relatiors, and so on. These commit-
tees generally correspond to executive
departments or agencies in their juris-
diction.

The Congressional Directory lists CIA
as an executive agency, directly respon-
sible to the President; however, the other
agencies and commissions under this
listing-are relatively small in number of
enmployees and many act largely in an
advisory capacity. We do not know how
large CIA is, but according to plans for
its new concentrated headguarters, it is
no longer a small agency, if it ever was.

CIA is subject to congressional review
by four established and fully authorized
subcommittees, and I am sure that they
are doing a creditable and fine job. But
this is not enough. The Senators on
these committees have many other things
to consider, as members of the full Armed
Services and Appropriations Commit-
tees. In addition, there is no staff to
rely on. The Appropriation Commit-
tee’s check on CIA is generally, I assume,
when the executive budget request is up
for consideration. The Armed Services
Committee receives a periodic report, or
at the committee’s request. In addition,
several checks have been rade by inde-
pendent groups, as we know. Even the
recent Commission set up by the Presi-
dent functions only parttime, and will
make only a periodic check on the CIA.
That is not what we need; these checks
are fine, but we need a continual check
on the operations of this agency which
seems to be expanding continually. The
most efficient method is by a Joint Com-
mittee on Central Intelligence.
7+ There have been a number of reports
i recently that all is not well with the CIA.

+}{ The Hoover Commission reported a woe-~

-ful shortage of information about the

/¥’ Soviet Union, and noted that the agency

could stand some internal administrative
improvements. These are the sorts of
inmdequacies which the newly appointed
Commission certainly will not allow, but
congressional guardians might be able to
compel even swifter and surer reform
than could an executive committee.
Everything about CIA is clothed in
secrecy. CIA is freed from practically

Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4



5300

material in usable form and deliver it to the
policymakers in time,
WEEKLY MEETINGS i

" Director of Central Intelligence Allen
Dulles meets once a weck with the heads of
Army, Navy, and Air Force intelligence, the
National Security Agency, the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, the intelligence sec-
tlons of the executivé departments, to draw
up summaries of latest estimates of a po-
tentlal enemy’s capabilities and to predict
the potential enemy’s probable course of
action.

These estimates—and often vigorous dis-
senting opinlons-—are taken the next day to
the National Securlty Council by Mr. Dulles.
Sitting on the council are President Eisen-
hower, Vice President Nixon, Secretary of
State Dulles, Secretary of Defense Wilson,
and Office of Defense Mobilization Director
Arthur 8. Flemming.

-How the CIA arrives at the Infelligence
estlmate and the nature of the estimates
themselves are things the potenial enemy
‘would very much like to know. To guard
that information, the CIA was given unpre-
cedented powers of secrecy by Congress,

CAN SET OWN PAY SCALES

The 1947 act setting up the agency speci-
fles that the director need not make his
spending public or explain the agency’s or-
ganization or the identity of its personnel,
its methods of operation or its sources. Mr.
Dulles can hire or fire whom he pleases and
set his own salary scales. Xe can bring as
many as 100 unidentified aliens into this
country every year, and he can hand out
bribes to foreign code clerks or finance heau«
tiful blonds in Vienna apartments.

There are some checks on the CIA, how-
ever. The agency is directly under the Presi-
dent and the Natlonal Security Council and
must justify its activities there. And the
CIA budget must be defended in detall be-
fore a small group of Budget Bureau offl-
cials.

An eight-man board of consultants was
named by President Eisenhower last month
to review semiannually the work of the CIA.
Its chairman is Dr. James R. Killian, Jr.,
president of Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology.

The group has set up shop with a small
stafi in the executive offices builkiing. It will
report directly to the President, and only
a few Innocuous parts of each report wiil
be made public.

The CIA also is checked by four sub-
committees of Congress, made up of 17 Con-
gressmen, the senlor members of the House
and Senate Armed Services and Appropria-
tions Committees.

The CIA tells the appropriations subcom«
mittees as much as they want want to know
about the agency's budget. Figures are not
made publie.. They are concealed in the pub-
lished Federal budget, In fact, by being
scattered through appropriations for other
agencles,

GET COMPLETE ANSWERS

The Armed Services Subcommittees recelve
intelligence reports and complete answers,
according to Senator Russerr, to all ques-
tlons asked about CIA activitles.

The annual spending of the CIA is known
only to the Appropriatlons Subcommittees.
Many guesses have been made—ranging from
& few hundred mlillion dollars a year up to
more than a billion. But the Hoover Com-
mission sald other intelllgence agencles out=
spend the CIA, so 1t 1s perhaps a fair guess
to say the CIA hudget is around $100 mil-
lion and that the agency employs about
15,000 full-time persons.

HEADQUARTERS NO SECRET -

Headquarters of the agency is & group of
aged brick buildings at 2430 E Street NW,
Its location 1s no secret. Any cab driver can
take you there If you just ask for the Central
Intelligence Agency.

- Once "'you are there, however, you cannot -

enter any building unless you're on business.
Securlty restrictions inside, of course, are
maximum,. No visitor wanders through the
halls alone. Guards are everywhere.
* Much of the work—perhaps 90 percent——
is routine research in wunclassified docu-
ments—ioreign publications, phone books,
technical journals, newspapers, and the like.
It is not the material, but the way it is put
together and the conclusions that can be
drawn that are important. ) :

A minor number of employees are engaged
in cloak-and-dagger activities abroad.

NO DOMESTIC FUNCTIONS

The CIA has no domestic function, accord-
ing to the law, but every once in a while a
CIA man turns up with a bit of domestic in-
telligence—such as the time an agent re-
ported erroneously that Far East specialist
Owen Lattimore was about to leave the
country.

Job applications are mistrusted—they
might be from Communits trying to gain
entry—and the Agency llkes to seek out its
own prospective employees. Higher echelon
workers are recruited through personal con=-
tact.

Of all persons who formally apply for jobs
with the CIA, more than 82 percent are re-
jected by personnel or security officials,
Every employee must undergo a full FBI se-
curity check.

As director of Central Intelligence, Mr,
Dulles’ brother of the Secretary of State, is
head of the CIA and coordinator of all Gov-
ernment intelligence activities. Mr. Dulles,
62 years old, has had a long career in diplo-
macy, international law and spying. His ex-
ploits as ap OSS agent in Switzerland dur-
ing World War II have become spy-thriller
classics,

He is as friendly and shaggy as a St. Ber-
nard, dresses in rumpled tweeds and haggy
sweaters, and gestures with a pipe. His ap~
pearance creates two impressions valuable
to him: He is a man you can trust; he has
nothing to hide.

Mr., Dulles' deputy is Lt. Gen. Charles P.
Cabell, formerly director of the Joint Staff
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and intelligence
director of the Air Force.

Head of the CIA’s technical intelligence ig
8 former Harvard law professor, Robert
Amory, Jr.  He is 39.

[From the Washington Evening Star of
February 21, 1956] -
PrRODUCT oF CIA EXPENSES QUERIED ON
Carrron HILL
(By Richard Fryklund)

Several Congressinen who are not on 1 of
the 4 unpublicized subcommittees which
have contact with the Central Intelligence
Apency want to know if the country is get-
ting its money’s worth out of the supersecret
organization.

“The average Member of Congress knows no
more sbout the CIA than what he reads Iin
the papers,” sald Representative McCarTHY,
Democrat of Minnesota, “We don't know
how much the group spends or what it pro-
duces, and that disturbs many of us.

“I doubt If even Chairman Vinsow, of the

Armed Services Subcommittee on the CIA,

knows enough about the Agency-—and, of
course, what he does know he quite prop-
erly keeps to himself.”

Neither Representative McCaArRTHY nor
other backers of bills to set up a House-
Senate committea to “watchdog” the CIA
want the Agency’s affalrs made public. Nor
do they helieve the CIA is grossly maladmine
Istered.

CHECK IS SOUGHT

But they do believe that the interests of
good povernment reguire that & standing
committee keep a continual check on the
CIA.

He is 50 years old. *
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“Such & commitice w - 2'd not pass on

much information eithe: * Mr. McCarTHY
sald, “but it could assur- nther Congress-
men and the public that :hs CIA is operat-
ing efficiently.”
+ ‘Whether the CIA is =
gence organization spendi
ciously, no one is in a pcsiiion to say pub-
licly, Most criticism is a:cessarily unin-
formed, and the CIA ncver answers back
openly.

Allen Dulles, Director :! Central Intelli-
gence, will sometimes call . ceitic in for a pri-
vate chat or will drop a iu-te of protest to
the editor of a paper wt 21 he thinks has
attacked the CIA injudi:icusly.

‘The most authoritative -r:ticism has come
from the Hoover Comn.ision task force,
headed by Gen. Mark Cla: . The group was
glven full access to CIA st crots, In a public
report filed last June (:here was another
classified report given to .ue President) the
Commission gave the CIA s indorsement:

“On the basis of its con prehensive studies
the task force feels that '1: American peo-
~ple can and should smive {1 eir full confidence
and support to the intell zcnce program.”

DULLES’ BURDE: . ( ITED

But there were also tie-e specific criti-
clsms:

Director Dulles has ta:e1 on too many
burdensome duties and rc:ponsibilities him-
self.

There 1s not enough coi ¢ntration on col-
lection of intelligence inf:r:nation from be
hind the Iron Curtain. . :

" The glamour and ex :toment of some
aspects of the work som:s :lines overshadows
other vital functions.

There is not enough n :wc hinery available
for outside surveillance c¢* :he CIA.

On the first eriticism, t¥ ¢ Hoover Commis-
slon was whistling into the wind. Mr. Dulles,
considered one of the woi -1's master intelli
gence experts by the cog :oscenti, loves his
work and is not about to rurn the fun over
to subordinates. If anyiing, he has as-
sumed more responsibilit.cs since the Clark
report.

Mr. Dulles does not, tenz - vp under respon-
sibility, His friends bel .v» he can safely
agsume more work than .5ald another ade-
ministrator.

‘ REDS TOUGH TO P: N TTRATE

The quality of intellige: ¢ from the Soviet
Union, Red China, and the s: tellites does not
satisfy Mr. Dulles. The ‘mmunist coun-
tries are tougher to penet: ute than Germany
was during World War II end spylng there
is an exceedingly difficuli job.

The problem of jlamo: » versus grubbing
‘always will be with the CI/. Employees have
no reward except their G.:vornment salaries
and inward satisfaction. ‘“he occasionally
exclting assignment is wl:<5 Keeps many em-
ployees on the job.

A Hoover- Comunission r:commendations
for a Presidential panel t: examine the CIA
periodically was dpproved by Mr. Dulles, and
the panel is now opcrating. Another recom=
mendation for a congr scional watchdog
committee has been ig) ored officially by
the CIA, ’

Senator MANSFIELD, aut o~ of a watchdog
bill scheduled to be appr: ved by the Senate
Rules Committees tomor »v, belleves that
Mr. Dulles opposes his bi : on two grounds;
The present intermittent --»atacts with cons
gressional comimittees arc very satisfactory,
and the more persons wh . now about CIA
activities, the more diffic-i+ it will be to
maintain secrecy.

SUCCESS AND I -L.URE
_The proof of the CI& judding Hes, of
course, in the eating. W aat are the suce
cesses and faljures of the g-oup?

Again one runs into w .rformed opinion
and “no comment.” Cri:csx say the CIA
muifed the Red Chinese -1 -asion of North

topflight intelli-
its money judi-

,
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rected by Congress. In the American
system each important segmen’ of our
governmental operation is subject to
check by another segment. Such an im-
portant agency as CIA should nct be leff
unchecked.

As has been so ably stated by New York
Times columnist, Hanson Baldwin:

If war is too important to be left to the
generals, 1t should be clear that infelligence
is too important to be left unsupervised.

I firmly believe that it is nocw more
imperative than ever that a jont con-
gressional committee be created at the
earliest opportunity. The representa-
tives of the people are the ones who
should be given, through a joiit com-
mittee of Congress, the right to act for
the Congress vis-a-vis the CIA, just as
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy
dces at the present time and has done
for some years vis-a-vis the Atomic En-
ergy Commission

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?’

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. The most convincing
argument, in my opinion, for the adop-
tion of the concurrent resolution is
President Eisenhower’s objection to it.
When the President of the United States
says that the matter of the CIA is too
sensitive for Congress to take up, he
shows the American people whet many
of us have long known, namely, his lack
of understanding and appreciction of
the legislative process of the (Govern-
ment, and the check and balance system
of the Constitution.

I say to the President of the United
States from the floor today that no topic
of Government helonging to all {he peo-
ple of the country is too sensitive for
the elected representatives of a free peo-
ple to handle. It is about time the
American people made that clear to the
President. What the President needs is
a refresher course on the constitutional
system of our country.

For the President to say that Congress,
acting under the legislative process of a
concurrence resolution, seeks to deal
with a subject matter which is too deli-
cate for Congress to handle, shows that
the-President lacks a sensitivity and an
understanding of our constitutional sys-
tem itself, His very criticism of the
Senator's coneurrent resolution is, in my
opinion, a sound reason for the adoption
of the concurrent resolution at the
earliest possible hour.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I may say to the
Senator from Qregon that the Senate,
likewise, should wake up to its responsi-
bilities and should recognize the fact
that what we are considering today is a
resolution which will not, under any con-
ditions, be sent to the White House.
This is a matter for Congress Yself to
decide. I think Congress can teke care
of its own housekeeping, and is fully
capable of rendering its own decisions
and making its own judgments.

Mr. MORSE. I completely agee with
that comment, One of the reasons why
I am one of the cosponsors of the con-
current resolution is that it is long over-
due that the Congress of the United
States should assume its ¢lear rasponsi-
bility in this matter. We should pro-
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ceed, without any hesitation, to give the
people of the country a service they are
entitled to have from us, by adcpting the
concurrent resolution, thus bringing the
CIA under the surveillance of the Con-
gress, and putting an end to this type of
government by secrecy on the part of
the President of the United States.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the Sena-
tor.

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. I wish to agree fully
with the viewpoints of the distinguished
Senator from Montana.

ExHIBIT T
[{From the Wall Street Joural.of January 27,
19856]
THE LONE JUDGE

Mr. Allen Dulles, head of the cloak-and-
dagger Central Intelligence Agency, apposes
a bill now before the Senate which would
create & congressional wa.tchdog committee
for CIA.

The bill would empower & 12-man commit-
tee drawn from the House and Senate Armed
Services and Appropriations Committees to
ask CIA how it's doing in Intelligence mat-
ters and where the money’s going that it
spends.. These are questions Congress can-
not now ask.

Mr. Dulles doesn’t like the ldea; he says
that if the bill becomes law there might be
leaks of Agency secrets from the committee

which might endanger the plans and pro- -

grams of CIA. We can recall no important
leaks from the Joint Congressional- Atomic
Energy Committee which watchdogs the AEC.

Apparently & number of Senators don’t
agree with Mr. Dulles’ ideas on the subject.
Thirty-five of them sponsored the watchdog
bill under which Mr. Dulles will heve to leak
some in‘ormation to the Congress which cre-
ated the secret agency. Mr. Dulles may make
no mistiakes in assessing intelligence; but he
should not be the lone judge in matters that
have to do with the Intentions of other na-

-tions for war or peace.

[From ihe Butte Standard of January 29,
1956]

OUR INTELLIGENCE Has BrEN FoUND WANTING

A Hoover Commission task force looked
into the operations of the highly secretive
Central Intelligence Agency last spring and
came mp with this conclusion: ‘“The task
force is deeply concerned over the lack of
edequate intelligence data from behind the
Iron Curtain.”

‘The task force also found: “Effective in-
telligence has become Increasingly necessary
for our protection against propaganda, in-
filtration and aggressions of the Communist
leaders. By trial and error, study and skill,
we have made progress; but we must not
labor under any complacent celusions,”

Reflecting upon this incident, as well as
upon the fact that not all of the Hoover com-
mission’s recommendations have been car~
ried out. might cause one to wonder If lack
of intelligence about what s happening be-
hind the Iron Curtain is not the direct cause
of a lot of disorder in Washington.

The number of contradicting statements
relative to the armed strength of “he Soviet
Unlon would indicate that we don't know
very much about what the Soviet has. This
fact could easily be the cause of much of the
disunity in our own defense department.

If a commander 1s in the dark about what
kind of opposition he is likely to run into,
he Is in a smilar manner fn the dark as to
how o prepare for the contngency of cone

ftict,

8o, it seems thal our Intellligence may be
at fault, although the Hoover Commission
task force found at least 12 major depart-
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ments and agencies dealing In intelligence -
in one form or another.

The lack of knowledge would similarly have
a blighting effect on the conduct of our for-
eign policy. It might even cause a war,
whereas 1f our Intelligence had been more
compete war could have been avolded.

One of the recommendations made by the
task force was that the President appoint a
committee of experiehced citizens to examine
and report to him periodically on the work of
the Government foreign intelligence activ-
ities. It was directed that the President
might make public such findings as he saw
fit.

Sach a committee has just been appointed
by President Eisenhower. It includes such
personages as Robert A. Lovett, former Sec-
retary of Liefense.

The other part of the recommendations
macle public had to do with Congress. It
was recomrmended that the Congress consider
creating a joint congressional committee on
foreign Intelligence, similar to that on
atomic energy. «

It would be the duty of the two commit«
tees to collaborate on matters of speclal im-
poriance to the national security.

Congress as yet has not acted.

There was still & third part of the Hoover
Commission report which dealt with the
highest security classification. It was sent
directly to the President.

Needless to say, the American people would
rest easier If they knew more about and had
greater confidence in our intelligence organ-
izatlons.

On the reverse side, it hasg been demon-
strated time and again the Communists have
a world-wicle intelligence system which works
at a very high degree of eficiency.

[From the Washington Evening Star of Feb-
ruary 20, 1986]
CIA LEADERS ARE Coon To WATCHDOG
PROPOSAL

{By Richard Feyklund)

The Central Intelllgence Agency enthusl-
astically obeys the law which imposes strict-
est secrecy on its activities, but the Agency
still is subject to the scrutiny of several
outside executive and congressional groups.

Soon—paossibly Wednesday——a group with
the sole function of watchdogging the CIA
is expected ta get Senate Rules Committee
approval.

Backers of the watchdog committee say
that while it Is true that four congressional
subcommitiees, the Budget Bureau and a
new presidential commission all do look at
some facets of the CIA, no congressional
grouip keeps a close, constant check on it
the way the Joint Atomic Energy Committee
watches the also-secret Atomic Energy Com-
missfon,

COOL TO SCRUTINY

The CIA ls reported to be cool toward the
watchdog idea. But perhaps the most dise
tasteful part of the expected Rules Com-
mittee approval of the bill will be the public
attention sure to follow,

The Job of the CIA is to gather intelligence
and coordinate the intelligence activities of
more than a score of other agencies.

The genesls of the CIA goes back to the day
Japanese bomba shattered the morning calm
at Pearl Harbor, December 7, 19041, Arherican
intelligence agencies knew that raid was
coming, but the information was never prop-
erly used.

To protect agalnst future Pearl Harbors, a
National Intelligence Authority was set up
Immediately after the war body created a
Central Intelligence Group that grew into the
Central Intelligence Agency. The job of the
Agency 1s to gather foreign intelligence,
which includes spying in the traditional
sense as well as research into more con-
ventional wsources; coordinate Intelligence
activities of other agencies, and assemble the
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lect and anslyze Information bearing upon
national defense, This was transiormed into
the Office of Strategic Services. In 1947, Con-
gress established the National Security Coun-
cil and under 1t the present CIA.

Although it has immense powers, world-
wide operations, and many millons to spend,
‘CIA: is listed with four lines of type in the
Congressional Directory. These give its
name, main address and telephone number,
and the names of its two bosses: The Direc«
tor, Allen W. Dulles, brother of the Secretary
of State, and the Deputy Director, Lt. Gen,
C. P, Cabell, an Air Force officer.

The Rules Committee found these studies
insufficient. “It i3 not enough,” its report
says, “that CIA be responsible alone to the
White House or the National Security Coun-
cil, - Such responsibility should be shared
with Congress in a more complete manner.”

“It 18 agreed that an intelligence agency
must maintaln secrecy to be effective,” the
Rules Committes said. “There 1s, however,
a profound difference between an essential
degree of secrecy to achieve a spectilc purpose
and secrecy for the mere sake of secrecy.
Secrecy now beclouds everything about CIA,
its cost, its personnel, its efilciency, tts fail-
ures, its successes.

“The CIA has ungquestionably placed itself
above other Giovernment agencles. * * * It
is difficult to legislate intelligently if there
is a dearth of information upon which Con-
gress must rely * * * {o protect the public
welfare * * *°
[From the San Francisco Examiner of Feb-

ruary 28, 1956}
ANOTHER LOOK

" President Eisenhower 1is reported to be
very much opposed to.a bill sponsored by
Senator MANSFIELD of Montana, and already
approved by the Senate Rules Committee,
which would set up & joint Senate-House
#“watchdog” committee to check on the op-
erations of the Central Intelligence Agency.

If this 1s true, we think the President
should take another look at the matter.

He is right that the CIA is a sensitive op-
eration, being mainly concerned with what
goes on secretly behind the diplomatic and
military scenes at international levels.

But immunity from scrutiny s a danger-
ous thing to grant under any system of gov~-
ernment, and 1% i5 particularly repugnant in
a democracy where the people are the mas-
ters rather than the servants of Government.

It seems to borrow a page out of the book
of rules of the authoritarian state, to sug-
gest that neither the people nor their repre-
seéntatives in Congress are entitled to hold
any agency of Government accountable for
its acts and expenditures. *

HEvery bureaucrat covets that immunity,
and most bureaucrats think they could do
better jobs under it, and perhaps there are
even some who could be safely entrusted
with it.

But the bureaucratic aspiration to be free
. of all responsibility to the people 1s always
the forerunner of tyranny, because it not
only gives freedom of action to the sincere
and the worthy but it slso provides a cover
for the mistakes and crimes of the inefficient
and the corrupt.

There are many, so-called sensifive agen-
cles in CGovernment, including the Federal

Burcau of Investigation, but 1t is doubtful

if blank check authority would Increase their
usefulness to the Natiomn.
[From the CoNcREssrowaL RECORD of March
12, 19661
" CoNTROL OVER OIA NOT IMPRACTICAL
(Extension of remarks of Hon. CLEMENT J.
ZABLOCKY, of Wisconsin, in the House of
Representatives, Thursday, March 8, 1856)
Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, under leave to
-extend my remarks in the Recorp, I wish to
recommend to the attention of the member-
ship of this body an editorial which appeared

in the Milwaukee Journal on March 6, 1956,
entitled “Some Congresslonal Control Over
CIA Is Not Impractical.”

During the last 3 ‘years I have exerted re-
peated efforts on behalf of the proposal to
establish & Joint Cammittee on Intelligence
Matters. I have Airst outlined my proposal
on this subject in House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 169, 83d Congreses, and reintroduced. it,
in an amended version, in House Concurrent
Resolution 28, 84th Congress, together with
over a score of my distinguished colleagues.

It is my sincere hope that the House Rules
Committee will report House Concurrent
Resolution 28 in the near future.

“SOME CONGRESSIONAL CONTROL OVER CIA IS NOT
. TMPRACTICAL

“Yor several years there has been a rash of
resolutions in Congress calling for an agency
to watch over the Central Intelligence
Agency, our top cloak and dagger corps.

“The second Hoover Commission called for
the same thing. It suggested that a small,
permanent Commission composed of a bipar-
tisan representation from Congress and dis-

tinguished private citizens handle the job.-

“President Eisenhower has gone haliway.
He recently named a civillan Cominigslon in
the executlve branch to serve as watchdog
and report to him. But he has shled away
from letting Congress in on the act. Thils
hasn’t stilled demands that Congress take a
hand in watching an agency for which it ap-
propriates money. Senator MANSFIELD, Dem-~
ocrat, Montana, has come up with a biil to
create a joint committee of both Houses of
‘Congress to work with the CIA. The Senate
Rules Committee has agreed to congressional
action on the bill and it has attracted a large
measure of support, .

“The Hoover Commission pointed out tha
the CIA, because it needs a large degree of
secrecy to operate, is exempted by law from
rules that control other Government agen-
cles. For instance, the General Services Ad-
ministration, the Government’s housekeeper,
has no control over CIA at all. CIA 1s ex-
empted ‘from compliance wifth any provision
of law limiting transfers of appropriations;
any requirements for publication or disclo-
sure of the organigation, functions, names,
officlal titles, salarles, or numbers of persons=
nel employed by the agency; and any regula=
tions relating to the expenditure of Govern-
ment funds.’

“Such eXemptions are, by and large, prop-
er. The Atomic Energy Commission has sim-~
ilar exemptions. But Congress does have to
appropriate funds for the CIA. It created the
Agency and set its scope of activitles. Surely
someone in Congress should he given at
least peek enough to make sure that CIA is
operating eficlently and properly. This is
particularly true beomuse of criticlams—some
from the Hoover Commission itself-—of some
shortcomings in CIA.

“The AEC, which hoards secrets, too, has a
joint congressional committee which is
given enough of a plcture to judge whether
the organisation is handling Government
funds properly. The joint committee has
worked exceedingly well, and without weak-
ening national security. The same sort of
committee could do the same sort of job for
CIA. It wouldn't have to be told every-
thing—and shouldn’t.

“But Congress ought to be able to deter-
mine whether the dagger is being kept sharp
and the cloak is kept cleaned and pressed
and buttoned. It's basic that Congress, with
control of the purse, must get enough in-
formation to make an informed judgment on
how the purse is expended. >

“That's all MaxsrizLp and others went—
and it’s little enough to ask.”

[From the Wall Street Journal of January
18, 1956}

A CHECK ON THE WATCH

Recently Presldent Elsenhower announced
the appointment of a committee of eight
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citizens to serve as watchde:: «
tral Intelligence Agency. neir duties will
be to réview periodically -+ workings of
the supersecret CIA and r port thelr sug-
gestions and give their adv o+ to the Chief
Executive. So far so good.

But there is a serious g .estion whether
the authority of the corrm ttee goes far
enough. The CIA is clothec in such secrecy
that even the Congrees ci ot ask about
its inner activities. By law it can withhold
even such obviously unimyortant informa-
tion as the salaries of its oj+ officials. Its
adventures are known only ic a few people.
The gentlemen serving on i Eisenhower's
committee will have nelthe: yower nor con=-
trol over CIA, And there I & questlion how
much they will be permitte 1 10 learn under
the Agency’s broad charter

There 1s the further ques: :on whether thls
committee will be able to 1:axe public any-
thing they may learn abou: JIA doing the
wrong things or not doir: :nough of the
right things. The reports ir= to go to the
executive department and ¢ executive de-
partment wunder whateve: administration
Hkes to see errors or short o nings publicly
revealed. In the case of C*A. an Executive
order could clothe in secr:~y whatever the
watchdog committee thoug:t should be re-
vealed even from the Congr: ss on the ground
that revelation might inju -« the country.

It has been sald that th- eppointment of
the committee follows the -u.:gestlon of the
Hoover Commission. The f :c: is that it does
not. The Hoover Commirs icn suggested &
bipartisan committee inclv-iing Members of
both Houses of Congress e:powered by law
to ask and get whatever nformation it
thought necessary to aid, -u:de, or restrain
CIA.

Though nearly everythi: : JIA does is se~
cret, there is no secret r5out one thing.
CIA is run by men, and thc :gh the men who
run 1t may be more inteii:zont than other
men they still may make 1 :ictakes as-do ail
other men. Blight eirors i intelligence as-
sessment may not, indivic:elly, amount to
a very great deal; collect w1y, they could
have the most serious con: :guences. To set
a national policy on a wro::g course because
of compounded errors coul: ke more danger-
ous than no intelligence :goncy at all,

‘We hope no one will re:d Into these re-
marks a.suggestion that C'A run off carbon
coples for all who ask ab-ui its activitles;
that would be as silly as if would be unwise
to leave CIA answerable oty to itself.

Neither do we suggest il.at CIA is not
doing its job properly; we -ouald not so sug-
gest, for even the Congre : does not know
whether 1t 18 or not. An¢ that is precisely
our point.

Surely the Congress, wit™ ‘s power to de-
clare war, has a respon.ikility to watch
carefully over an agency i* created to stand

. watch in that shadowland :-4*ween peace and
wWar.

et

[From the New York Tim: s >f January 15,
1956] :
WATCHDOG OF THE CIA—F 3 EVALUATION OF
THE PRESIDENT’8 ACTION '} NAMING BOARD
To REVIEW INTELLIGENCE

- (By Hanson W. E liwin)

The President’s appoint-aent last week of
an elght-man board to revi. w periodically the
Nation’s Intelligence actii:ties 18 a step In
the right direction. Bui uafortunately it
does not go far enough.

. The establishment of the o:tizen’s commis-

sion was approved by Aller V¢. Dulles, Direc~
_tor of the Central Intellig n-e Agency. The
‘action will be interpreted - -2 one hand as an
“attempt to head off the ¢ t:-blishment of a
congressional watchdog ¢ bumittee on the
‘Intelligence Agency. On - = other hand it
lends taclt support to freq ieat and repeated
eriticisms of our Intellige ic2 services, par-
ticularly of the CIA.
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Korea, the release by South Korean Presi-
dent Rhee of the Red prisoners oi war during
the truce negotiations and the recent Soviet
economic pentration of South Asla. They
say the CIA has lost friends for America In
Burma by maintaining a group of Nationalist
Chinese guerrillas there, and the CIA agents
have messed unsuccesefully in palace revolu-
tions in several countries.

These are the answers:

No one knows when the CIA m'iffs because
the Agency’s responsibility ends when it has
gathered and evaluated the intelligence. If
this country was ceught off base in North
Kores, it may be because men resasonsible for

.policy and action did not properly use the
intelligence available.

There are some well-known suc:esses. The
CIA is credited with the overthrow of the
Red-oriented government of Guatemals and
the Iranian regime of Premier Mossadegh.
In both instances, apparently, UCIA agents
helped organize and supply th» opposing,
more democratic, forces.

STILL HAS BUGS IN IT

The CIA is a new agency, organized in 1947,
50 it certainly has bugs to be worked out.

Its biggest administrative problem is per-
sonnel. Mr. Dulles pays civil-service wage
seales, yet he needs employees of high in-
tellectual quality. A young man who can
get money, public prestige, and the admira-
tion of his wife by doing a good job in law
or business has litfle inclination to bury his
talents in the CIA—where he can’l. even boast
to his wife.

Relatively low pay and complete anonymity
has lost many good men for Mr. Trulles. The
Director 1s sufficlently worried about it that
he personally examines the problems of all
persons above clerical level who submit resig-
nations,

He does not expect to solve th: personnel
problem. He hopes to ease It by making
working conditions more attractive. That is
why he wants a new campus headcuarters for
the CIA In a pleasant residentia. area near
Langley, Va.

Security within CIA walls ls a constant
problem. The Hoover Commisgion sald,
however, that the CIA handles it well-—that
‘there apparently has been no effective Com-
munist penetration of the agency. Lower-
level employees have been ousted, however,
for alleged subversive associations,

There comes a final area of criticism: The
trivial secrecy rules that are always good for
laughs at Washington cocktail parties.

CAN’T REVEAL JOB

Except for a half dozen topmost employees,
CIA workers are not permitted to say pub-
licly where they work. So frequently when
a group of Government people g3t together
o talk shop there will be one man in the
crowd who will say, “I can’t tell you where I
‘work.” The group laughs and says, “CIA.”

‘When one telephones the CIA--the num-
ber is in the bHook—an operator arswers with
the phone number, under the imression, it
seems that she can keep secret the outfit one
is calling.

And the CIA used to get along ‘without an
identifying sign on the gate—cespite the
fact most any cab driver can tuke a pas-
senger there without directions.

The CIA knows everyone is laughing, but
maintalns there are good reasons for the
cloak and dagger stuff. What the reasons
are specifically, 1t won’t say, but apparently
the agency believes a few extra precautions
are worth the general metriment.

[From the New York Times of Fehruary 22,

1956]

S0P SENA'rons Back CIA CHe¢E—PoLICY
GroUP BRUSHES ASIDE EISENHCWER'S Op-
rosiTION T0 CONGRESSIONAL Group
WASHINGTON, February 21.-S:nate Re=

publicans brushed aside today Presldent

Bisenhower’s objectlons to & sp3cial Con-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

gressional committee to check on the Cene
iral Intelligence Agency.

They indlcated that they would gilve
active, and possibly unanimous, support to
the basic principle of a bill by Senator Mixg
MawsFizLp, Democrat of Montana, calling
for s CIA committee similar fo the Joint
Congressional Committee on atomic energy,
which keeps watch on the Atomic Energy
Conunission.

The intelligence agency gathers world-
wide information on action ard intentions
of other nations.

The Republican Senators obviously were
miffed by what they regarded as the Presi-
dent's implied lack of trust in Congress’
discretion in handling super-secret intelli-
gence matters.

President Eisenhower created a speclal
eight-man cltizen’s commission on the
CIA in January, but it contained no Mem-
bers of Congress. It also was directed to
report directly to the Presldent with no
provislon for congressional review.

Senator Styres Briees of New Hamp-
ghire, chalrman of the Senate Republican
Policy Committee, told reporters after the
regular weekly luricheon of all Republican
members that the group had heen advised
the Fresident was “very much opposed”
the MansrFIELD bill.

“He [the President] sald it was too sensi-
tive for Congress to take it up,” Senator
BrinGes declared.

BRIDGES NOT IMPRESSED

Senator Wrmriam F. Xwowwnanp of Cali-
fornia, the Senate Republican leader, told
the policy group of the President's views.
Senator BRIDGES sald that the news did not
impress him, nor did it have any noticeable
effect on other Republlcan members.

Senator BrRIDGES declared that most of his
colleagues seemed to believe thie President,
in his creatlon of the citizens’ advisory
board, had indirectly suggested that intelli-
gence bearing on this country's security was
“too delicate” for Congress to handle.

He said that this implication that out-
stders were more to be trusted than Mem-
bers of Congress had “annoyed” the Sena-
tors and brought them “much nearer” the
Manstield bill. The measure already hes
34 cosponsors on both sides of the aisle.

As matters now stand, the CIA is the only
major Federal agency over which Congress
exercises no direct and formal control. Its
budget and Its personnel lists are classified,
and the only supervision Congress exerclses
1s through subcommittees of the Senate and
House Appropriations and Armed Services
Committees. Even these receive only
sketcl:y reports on the agency's activities.

ALLEN DULLES gPPOSES NMOVE

The Director of the Agency, Allen W.
Dulles, a brother of John Foster Dulles, S8ec-
retary of State, has argued against creation
of & congressional committee on the ground
that raembers might leak vital secrets to the
press.

Senator MANSFIELD and other Members of
Congress have retorted that mernbers of the
Joint Atomlilc Energy Committee have not
leaked information about the activities of
that highly sensitive agency.

The Mansfield bill would create a 12-man

_Joint committee, to be composed of 3 mem-

bers each from the House and Senate Armed
Services and Appropriations Subcommittee.
It would be empowered to malntain s con-
stant check on the budget, personnel, and
genersl activities of the Intelligence Agency.

Th~ Commission on Organization of the
Execative Branch of the Government recently
urged creation of a permanent bipartisan
comirnission on intelligence that would in-
cludcs Members of both Houses of Con-~
gress and other public-spirited eitizens
* & * empowered by law to demand and
recefve any information it needed for its
own use.
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[From the Washington Daily News of
February 25, 1956]

THI1S ONE Is ESSENTIAL

In its report on our intelligence agencies,
snd mare particularly the Central Intelli-
gence Agency which is overall top dog, the
Hoover Commission said in effect we are
pretty fair. But-—

It was deeply concerned about the lack of
adequate information from beind the Iron

Jurtain,

And it went on to report other findings
which led to the conclusion that our intelli-
gence Is not as good as it ought to be, It
cught to be superlative.

“Intelligence,” sald the Hoover task force,
“deals with all things which should be known
in advance of Initiating a course of action.”

Whatever we do, militarily, politically,
diplomsatically, economically, in world af-
fairs, is hit or miss unless it is based on
facts.

Our ability to exist and survive in this
kind of world depends on assembling the
faets, faithfully, and promptly. And then
on correct evaluation of the facts. There is
evidence that we have missed on both points,
too often.

That could be fatal.

The Central Intelligence Agency is a big,
top secrst, costly operation. Nobody In it
will tell you the time of day. We don't want
‘em to. But—

“The people who support these operations
are entifled to assurance that the invest=
ment Is paying dividends.”

So sald the Hoover Commission. So, in ef-
fect, sald President Eisenhower, who then
appointed an independent, clvilian commit-
tee to keep watch on the CIA. An able come
niittee, too.

Now the Senate Rules Committee has
cleared a resolution creating a Senate-House
committee to do the same thing. This the
Hoover Commission also recommended. It
makes good sense,

Congress ought to know whether the CIA
is doing its job. It ought not to just think
it 1s' doing O. K. It ought to know, posi-
tively.

This joint eommittee 1 the way to know.
Seznate and House should pass this resolu-
tion as an urgent safeguard of our national
interest.

[From the Washington Daily News of Feba
ruary 25, 1956]

CHECK Is UrGED ON CIA
(By Marshall McNeil)

The chief United States spy and counter-
spy bureau—the little known and highly se-
cret Central Intelliegnce Agency—has been
accused Dy a Senate committee of unques-
tlonably placing itself above other Goverhe
ment departments.

The Senate Rules Comrmittee with this ac-
cusation has recommended creation of a per-
manent congressional committee to keep an
eye on CIA. There was one dissenter,

Its recommendation comes after 35 Sena-
tors and 25 Members of the House have spon-
sored bills to provide continuing congres-
slonal survelllance of this agency whose every
aspect 1s now, the committee said, beclouded
with secrecy.

The pattern for the special “kibitzing"
congressional committee was set in the first
law turning our atomic-energy enterprise
over to civilllan control. The atomic “watch-

dog” commlittee is generally regarded as hav-
ing done a first-class job in keeping an eye
or. our atomic advances.

In World War I, the Rules Commlttee said,
the Unilted States “had no intelligence serv-
ice- equal to the name.” MBetween the two
World Wars, reliance in this fleld was placed
upon the military services and the State De~
partment. i

As World War II started, the Office of Co-
ordinator of Information was set up to cole
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the resolution and the creation of such a
joint committee as is provided for. Per-
sonally, I do not think the administration
of the Central Intelligence Agency would
be improved by the creation of another
joint congressional commitiee.

Mr. President, all of us want security
for our country, and all of us want our
country to have the best possible de-
fenses. All of us want the'best and most
accurate intellizence reports to be ob-
tained. All of us want to protect the
lives of thése who are engaged in this
work. All of us want to protect our
sources of information. There is no dif-
ference between us in regard to these
matters. The difference comes in regard
to the methods to be employed.

First, let me say that the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation—an agency whose
work and whose leader all of us respect—
provides us with sources of information
within the United States. There is no
criticism of the FBI of which I know;
there is no effort to set up a joint com-
mittee to supervise it. ,

Second, our intelligence sources, which
provide us with information from out-
side the United States are threefold: One
is the State Department, which has its
ambassadors and consuls and their
staffs. Next, there are the armed serv-
ices, which have their official aides in
our emhassies. . Finally, there is the CIA,
In broad outline, that Agency does for
us outside the United States the work the
FBI does inside the United States.

Let me say that there is complete co-
ordination and almost daily interchange
between these two agencies concerning
information and intelligence. Naturally,
the methods of the CIA are different from
those of the FBI., The methods of oper-
ation of the CIA vary in the several coun-
tries where It operates; buf its afm is
to provide the United States with infor-
mation which will help us to be more
secure, and to carry out within its juris-
diction the orders which may be given
it by the highest executive agency which
protects us, namely, the National Se-
curity Council.

Some of the work of the CIA may be

done in the open. But most of its work
is absolutely under cover. If it were not
under cover, the CIA would not function,
for the simple reason that its sources
of information would dry up very
quickly; in many places its agents would
be quickly liquidated or forcibly evacu-
- ated. So one point is crystal clear: There
is no secreey for secrecy’s sake. There
is secrecy because by means of secrecy,
results can be obtained. Without se-
crecy, nothing would be accomplished,
and the lives of many brave men would
be sacrificed. In broad outline, that is
the situation which confronts us today.
As the majority report points out, be-
fore World War II we had no service
of this character. Instead, we relied
upon our friends in other nations, or
upon our guesses, or upon whatever in-
formation the State Department or the
armed services could pick up. But we
soon found that was not enough for the
strongest free nation to have, in order
to function. So- President Roosevelt
asked Colonel Donovan to organize the
088, It functioned wader his leadership
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during the war years. Later, its work
was continued by two agencies created
by Executive order, until the National
Security Act in 1947 created the Central
Intelligency Agency, as we know it today.
The amendments to the National Se-
curlty Act of 1947 which were passed in
1949 set up its procedures.

The CIA is essentially an executive
agency under the direction of the Na-
tional Security Council, which is the
highest policymaking body for our se-
curity. The functions of the CIA are
threefold, in broad general outline: First,
intelligence, both covert and overt; sec-
ond, activities ordered by the National
Security Council; third, the coordination
of intelligence. It coordinates that in-
telligence in Washington and reports it
to the National Security Council. The
CIA is not, I repeat, a policymaking body.

As has been pointed out, at the present
time the CIA is supervised by subcom=-
mittees of the congressional Armed
Services Committees, under whose juris-
diction the CIA comes, and by subcom=-
mittees of the Appropriations Commit-
tees of the Congress. If the work of the
Members of Congress who serve on those
subcommittees is not well done, the
members of those subcommittees should
be blamed. Let that be done, instead of
creating a new agency to duplicate or
take over the work which now is being
done by 2 regular, legalized committees
of the Senate and 2 regular, legalized
committees of the House of Representa~
tives. .

As the Senator from Montans [Mr,
MansrFieLp]l has said, several commis-
sions have studied the work of the CIA
and have submitted reports thereon.
That was done by the Hoover Commis-
slon, and also by the so-called Clark
Commission, headed by General Mark
Clark, which I believe served under the
Hoover Commission., Its report was
made to the President. A portion of it
was made public; and a part of it was
not made public, for the sake of security.

The Senator from Montana has re-
ferred to the establishment of the Joint
Committee on Aftomic Energy as 8
precedent for the establishment of a
new congressional joint committee on
the CTIA. Let me point out that there is
an essential difference between the work
of the Atomic Energy Commission and
the work of the CIA. The Atomic En-
ergy Commission is a manufacturing
commission. It is the first agency of
the Government, I believe, which ac-
tually is in the manufacturing businegss.
It has continual activities which are sub-
ject to congressional consideration, in
connection with proposals for legislative
changes. The work of the Atomic En-
ergy Commission is constantly chang-
ing. The Commission makes annual
reports.

On the other hand, the CIA has made
very few requests for legislation. As I
have stated, it is an executive agency,
similar to the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation or similar to the Department of
Agriculture or the Department of the
Interior or other executive departments,
The CIA does not often have changes
made by means of legislation in its
fundamental structure.
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So the work of Congress in supervising
the CIA from a legislativ:. yioint of view
is essentially that of =-esing that its
funds are properly speni 'nd that its
activities are properly carried out in the
way Intended by Congre:s. As I have
said, such supervision is :-ow being con-
ducted by a subcommitte:  cf the Senate
Armed Services Commitize and & sub-~
committee-of the Senate ppropriations
Committee, and 1s simil.r!ly conducted
in the House of Represen.arives.

The Senator from Maniana has re-
ferred to the functionirs of the staff
of the proposed joint connittee. I do
not see how such a staff’ could possibly
conduct investigations of iis own. I do
not see how the member: a7 such a staff
would be able to investig: e to any great
degree the work of the C:A. for the sim-
ple reason that the neces a:y papers and
the persomnel with whe n it would be
essential to have discussinns are within
the National Security Council. There-
fore, unless the matter under inquiry
could be discussed op¢ily, the staff
members would not be al: 2 to obtain any
information other than %at which the
Members of Congress nov arve able to ob=
tain if they themselves 1 ~cuest it.

In other words, the wox of the CIA is
essentially the work it -loss under the
orders of the President a-1é the National
Security Council; and, z: such, it must
do that work. As I hav: :aid, I do not
see how the staffl meml r: of the pro-

-posed joint committee ¢ :uld investigate
the work of the CIA or cculd steer it into
new and useful lines of :ndeavor.

Very briefly, those are "1 reasons why-
I oppose the establishmer:i. f a new com-~
mittee. I happen to b 1 member of
both subcommittees to ".kich reference
has been made. If the a-mbers of the
subcommittees are not : »v doing their
work properly, let them .ake the blame,
and let new members be viaced on those
subcommittees.

On the Subcommittee «f the Armed
Services Committee at r2sent are the
distinguished Senator from Georgia
[Mr. RusseELL]l, the Serafor from Vir-
ginia [Mr, Byrp], the Se ‘¢ tor from New
Hampshire [Mr. Brioge: |, and the dis-
tinguished majority leacor, the Senator
from Texas [Mr, JounNs: wi, and myself.

The members of the £ubcommittee of
the Committee on Ap::opriations, of
which subcommitiee I was formerly
chairman, are the Senat ;v from Arizona
{Mr. Havypenl, the Sernator from New
Mexico [Mr. Cuavezl, tf ¢ Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Russerrl, -u:d, on the Re-
publican side, the Sen—tor from New
Hampshire [Mr. BrIpge: : and myself.

We have gone into th> subject to the
degree we believe nece:sary to deter-
mine that the CIA is functioning prop-
erly. If we do not dc »ur work, we
should be the ones to L ~riticized, and
we should be given sugge. sions a8 to what
policies should be carrie:: out.

For those reasons, bi:iedy, I am op-
posed to the concurrent :=:.olution. This
is not a subject that car be discussed at
length, because it is surr~unded with se-
curity problems. I am aaposed to the
concurrent resolution wl:ich the Senator
from Montana has subr itted, although,
-as I say, I know that b: is sincere, and
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The recent Hoover Commission report on
Intelligence activities recommended the es-
tablishment of a permanent bipa-tisan com=~
mission on intelligence. But it suggested a
different form from that anncunced last
week.

The Hoover Commission urged the inclu-
sion of “Members of both Houses >f the Con-
gress and other public-spirited clilzens * * *
empowered by law to demand and receive any
informatlon it needed for lts own use.”

The President’s board has no ccngressional
members. Although it has executive author-
ity for support it does not havy the legal
authority that congressional enactment
could give. In other words, 1t is nat powerful
enough or broad enough. Nor vwill 1t have
sufiicient continuity. .

CIA UNDER CRITICISM

Nevertheless the reputation, experience,
and character of the eight appo.ntees, who
include Robert A. Lovett, former Secretary of
Defense, give promise that the board will, in
fact, as the President suggested, “nake a real
contribution to the task of Government.” It
is well fitted to take a fresh outtide look at
intelligence, even though it has n> authority
and will be alle merely to suggest and advise
rather than to control and superise.

But there have been so many intelligence
fallures, so much friction, and such sharp
criticism, particularly of the CI4, that the
appointment of the citizens beard should not
preclude the establishment of a continuing
and permanent congressional watchdog
commitiee?

Such a committee could act, in the same
meanner as the Joint Congressional Atomie
Energy Committee, as purse watcher, super-
visor, guardian, sponsor, and defender of the
CIA. It could give a constant and more thor-,
ough supervision to our intelligence activities
than eould any periodic check.

The two committees, warking: together,
‘would be mutually supporting. They should
insure as far as human checks ard balances
¢an do, a proper support for, and control of,
our powerful intelligence organizations.
This the citizen committee alone cannot do.

The need for such support aad control
should be obvious. As the President said,
“prompt and accurate intelligence is essen-
‘ial to the policymaking branches of Govern-
ment.” But It is more than that. It could
mean national life or death in the atomic
age.

On, the other hand, uncontrolled secret
intelligence agencles -are in a position to
dominate policymaking, and hence govern-
ment. Their very secrecy-gives tk.em power;
there are few: to accept or reject their find-
ings. Their facts do not pass through the
sieve of congressional debate or public in=-
quiry. Few, even in the executive branch,
know what they do. .

The CIA, for instance, by the very breadth
of its charter, is beyond the norinal checks
and balances of the law. An overpowerful
secret intelligerice agency is dangerous, not
alone to the formulation of sound policy, but
to the viability of democratic Irstitutions.

RECORD IS SPOTTY

The intelligence record of the MNatlon and
of the Central Intelligence Agen:y in par-
ticular is spotty. There have bean notable
successes but also notable fallures. The
Hoaover Commission’s public critique was po-
litely critical of some of our shcrtcomings.

The secret report of the same Hoover Com-
mission task force on intelligence is far more
critical.

Lt. Gen. James H. Doolittle, & member of
the President’s new board, invest.gated CIA
and other intelligence activities iny Germany
a year ago and found much overlépping and
ineffectiveness.

Late this summer, Ma). Gen. Arthur G.
'rudeau, Assistant Chief of Staff of the Army
for Intelligence, was relleved after Mr. Dulles
lhhad sent a long and detalled bill of com-

plaints against General Trudeau to -the
Pentzagon.

A preat many other incldents also sug-
gest that all Is not well with our intelli-
gence establishment.

It can only profit from the new commit-
tee. But it could profit more from a per-
manent congressional watchdog committee.
If wer is too important to be left to the
generals, it should be clear that intelligence
1s too important to be left unsupervised.

Crr1zeENs COMMITTEE FOR THE
Hoover RerorT,
Washington, D. €., March 5, 1956,
Hon. Mixx MANSFIELD,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C,

Desr SENATOR: During a recent conference
in Helena, Mont., the Citizens Committee for
the Foover Report passed a resolution sup-
porting your Senate Concurrent Resolution 2
which implements recommendetion No. 1B
of the Hoover Commission Report on In-
telligence Activities in the Pederal Govern-
ment.

The attached editorial which appeared in
the February 28 issue of the San Francisco
Examiner also supports your resolution. We
would appreciate very much if you would
havethe Citizens Committee resolution and
this editorial inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

Very truly yours,
HArvEY HAMCOCK,
Regional Direclor.
C1T1ZENS COMMITTEE FOR THE
Hoover REPORT,
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1956.
The Honorable MIkE J. MANSFIELD,
United States Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Drar SENATOR MaNsrFIELD: I am gratified
to learn that you are anxious to have the
views of the Citizens Committce on the
Hoover Report concerning Senate Concur-
rent Eesolution 2, that you have introduced
in the Senate.

This Concurrent Resolution would ereate
a Joint Congressional Commlittee on Cen-
tral Intelligence to “make continuing studies
of the Central Intelligence Agency and of
probiems relating to the gathering of in-
telligence affecting the national security and
its coordination and utilization by the
varlous departments, agencies, and instru-
mentalities of the Government.”” The Com-
mittee would be compored of six Members
from esach House of Congress.

The Commission on Organization of the
Executive Branch of the Governraent reconi-
mended in its report on Intelligence Actlvi-
tles:

“That the Congress conslder creating a
Joint Congressional Committee on Foreign
Intelligence, similar to the Joint Committee
on Atomie Energy.”

This recommendation was based on a de-
talled study of our intelligence activities that
was made for the Commission by a group
of em:nent citizens. This group pointed out
concerning the Central Intelligence Agency
that:

“The act” (creating it) *exempts the
Agency from compliance with any provision
of law limiting transfers of appropriations;
any requirements*for publication or dis-
closure of the organization, Iunctions,
names. official titles, salaries, or numbers of
personnel employed by the Agency; and any
regulations relating to the expenditure of
Government funds. * ¢ *

“The task force fully realizes that the
Centrul Intelligence Agency, £8 a major
fountain of Inteiligence for the Nation, must
of necessity operate in an atmosphere of
secrecy and with an unusual amcunt of free-
dom &nd independence. Obvlously, it can-
not achieve its full purpose if subjected to
open scrutiny and the extensive checks and
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balances which apply to the average govern=
mental agency.

“Because of 1ts peculiar position, the CIA
has been freed by the Congress from outside
surveillance of its operations and its fiscal
accounts. There is always a danger that
such freedom from restraints could inspire
laxity and abuses which might prove costly
to the American people.”

Thus, this group of able citizens found
that there was no effective control over in-
telligence agencies. On principle, such a
situation is undesirable, but in addition the
task force found that there were defects in
the organization and function of our intelli-
gence agencles. Thus it concluded that:

*“The task force is deeply concerned over
the lack of adequate intelligence from be-
hind the Iron Curtain. Proper directional
emphasis, aggressive leadership, boldness and
persistar.ce are essential to achieve desired
results.”

* * » - »

“The task force feels that certain admin-
istrative flaws have developed in the CIA,
which must be corrected to give proper em-
phasis and direction to its basic responsi-
bilities.”

These conclusions of the task force were
endorsed by the Commission.

It is significant that the first Commission
on Organization of the Executive Branch
ol the Government in 1949 in its report on
the National Security Organization recome
mended (Recommendation 4c¢):

“That vigorous stzps be taken to improve
the Central Intelligence Agency and its
work."”

The Commission on Crganization of the
Executive Branch of the Gavernment in its
1055 report on Intelligence Activities was
anxious that ‘Congress have adeqguate infor=
mation concerning the operation of our
foreign intelligence activities while still pre-
serving the secrecy required for mnational
security, ,

I am pleased to inform you that the Citi-
zens Committee on the Hoover Report be-
Heves that House Concurrent Resolution 2,
would if enacted implement fully the recom-
mendsticns of the Commission that there be
created a Joint Congressional Committee on
Foreign Intelligence.

Yours sincerely,
CLARENCE FRANCIS,
Chairman,.

ORDER FOR RECESS TO WEDNESDAY
AT 11 O'CLOCK A. M.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi=
dent, I ask unanimous consent that when
the Senate concludes its business today,
it stand in recess until Wednesday,
April 11, 1956, at 11 o’clock a. m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
ohjection, it is so ordered.

.

STABLISHMENT OF JOINT COMMIT-
TEE ON CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
The Senate resumed the consideration

of the resolution (8. Con. Res. 2) to estab-
lish a Joint Committee on Central In-

‘telligencea.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, I
rise to speak very briefly on the subject
matter of Senate Concurrent Resolution
2. Whern the Senate discusses the subject
again on Wednesday, I hope to make fur-
ther remarks in more detail concerning
it. I may add that I respect the sincerity
of the Senator from Montana in submit-
ting the concurrent resolution. He has
discussed the matter a number of times,
and I know he believes in the objective of
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr., MORSE. T yield. o

Mr. SALTONSTALL. As the Senator
well knows, I would never support any
kind of police state system. That is fur=-
thest from my mind. I am trying to sup=
port a system which is making an effort
to obtain for us the necessary informa-
tion on which to base our security pol-
icles. In doing that we are trying to pro-
tect the lives of men who are endeavor~
ing to get the information for us, Those
are brave men.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts would not sup-
port a system with the label “police state™
pinned on it. I say to him again most
respectfully that when he defends the
present CIA system, he defends a spy sys-
tem that is based upon a police state
procedure. Isay that because when such
procedures keep away from elected offi-
cials of a free people and from the peo-
ple themselves facts which are impor-
tant to them, then they constitute, in
my judgment, a police state procedure.
I shall never support it. . .

I believe it is very important that we
maintain a legislative check on the spy
system our Government maintains
around the world. I say that because
if that spy system miscarries, if it is not
based upon sound procedures, it can get
us into a great deal of trouble.

1 wish to say something about the
argument the Senator is making, from
the standpoint of security. During my
11 years in the Senate, whenever we try
to discuss this subject, some Senator
rises, as the Senator from Massachusetts
has done, and argues that we have to
do a certain thing in the interest of
security. I say that is an unsound argu-
ment, I feel that America is most se-
cure when there is a full public disclo-
sure made to the elected representatives
of the people of the facts about our
foreign policy.

'We cannot escape the fact that CIA
has a great deal to do with forming
the foreign policy of the United States.
As it makes its report to the Secretary
of -State, as it makes its report to the
National Security Council, and as it
makes its report indirectly to the Presi~
dent of the United States, it is bound to
influence foreign policies.

That is why the Senator from Massa-

chusetts has heard me say so many
times—and I repeat it because it is a
truth that must be drummed into the
thinking of the American people—that
our rights as free people are no better
than our procedural rights.
- We had better always look at the pro-
cedure we are defending. Let us forget
labels for a minute. Let us forget all
the talk about security. Let us, instead,
ask what the procedure is that we coun~
tenance.

I say to the Senator from Massachu~
setts that under the procedure he coun-
tenances in regard to the, CIA, there
are being kept from the American peo-
ple and their representatives iIn Con-
gress facts which in my judgment they
ought to know. They are facts which
go into the formation of American for-
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elgn policy. I am worried about Amer-
ica’s foreign policy.

If the Senator from Massachusetts
wishes to know why I believe the Secre-
tary of State stumbles so much, it is be-
cause we do not have sufficient check
on him in regard to the policy he fol-
lows, which we discover only tco late as
a result of his stumbling,

I believe the pending concurrent reso-
lution to be of great importance because
it would give to the American people,
through their representatives in the Con-
gress a check on the activities of the
CIA, for the resolution would estab-
lish a joint committee which would have
as its primary and sole duty checking on
the functions of the CIA.

I cast no reflection on the Senator
from Massachusetts and on the other
members of the subcommittee. How-
ever, I wish to say that his membership
on the subcommittee is not the major job
of the Senator from Massachusetts. As
a member of the Committee on Foreign
Relations I do not have any information
which has ever been given to me by the
Senator’s subcommittee with respect to
the so-called ehecks the Senator has
made on the CIA. The Senator says
that if we had asked him for informa-
tion he would have always been willing
to give it to the Commitiee on Foreign
Relations.

I happen to believe—and I say this
most respectfully-—that, if the Senator
claims the subcommittee has been eheck-
ing on the CIA, then the Senator should
have been making reports right along,
periodically, to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. His subcommittee
should have been submitting such re-
ports. It should have been submitting
such reports to the Committee on Armed
Services and to the Committee on Appro-
priations. The three committees I have
mentioned, the Armed Services, the Ap-
propriations, and the Foreign Relations
Committees, ought to be kept apprised
of the subcommittee’s findings and with
respect to the information the subcom-
mittee has gathared in regard to its so-
called studies of CIA.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Oregon yield?
Then I shall not interrupt him any fur-
ther.

Mr. MORSE. Iam glad toyleld to the
Senator from Massachusetts. ’

Mr. SALTONSTAILIL. I have never
personally—and I make this a personal
matter because I do not wish to speak
for anyone else—asked the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy for any knowl-
edge it may have obtained, either in pri-
vate or open hearings, because I have al-
ways considered that those matters were
of primary concern to that joint commit-
tee, and that they were handling the
matter very well so far as I knew, and
therefore I did not wish to have that kind
of information given to me if it was not
necessary for me to have it.

In the same spirit, we operate with the
CIA. We discuss questions with them.
If the Senator from Oregon were to ask
me about certain information, I might
be able to tell him, and tell him reason-
ably accurately. I have not done so in
the past, because the Senator has not

. that kind of mandate.

_ter of a century.

April 9

asked me. I believe also ih.at he has not
asked for such informat or: of the Joint
Committee on Atomie Energy, particu-
larly information which :hat committee
may have obtained in if investigations.

Mr. MORSE. I shou'.l like to make
two observations with 1espect to what
the Senator has commen 21 on. First, I
should like to say that ‘%i:re is a great

- difference in the thinkii :z of the Sena-

tor from Massachuseti= and myself.
How do I know what infc 'mation I ought
to have in regard to CI: that is in the
mind of the Senator fror.: Massachusetts
and the other members o: his subcom-
mittee if he does not vol irteer it?

If he has been condu-i:ng, as a sub-
committee of the Senat-, an investiga-
tion or a study of the C:A and acquires
information which has - bearing upon
American foreign poliey. 7 believe it to
be his duty to inform tt * Committee on
Foreign Relations, and not to wait for
us to pitch in the dar! :nd say, at &
meeting of the Commi:i¢ce on Foreign
Relations, “I wonder whether the sub-
committee has somethi:ig in which we
might be interested.” 1 2lieve, in carry-
ing out my duty as a member of the
Committee on Foreign ‘wlations, I am
entitled to that inform .i-on.

I go back to the Saudi Arabian matter
which I discussed earli'r today. As a
member of the Commi e on Foreign
Relations, I have been gieatly concerned
about what is going & n the Middle
East. I believe we oug::t to have some
information on it fron ‘he CIA. We
ought to have some in 9-mation as to
what is going on in Sauli Arabia and in
the other countries in 't Middle East.
The kind of joint cor:mittee that is
called for in Senate C :acurrent Reso-
lution 2 will make trzt kind of in-
formation available to us. The joint
resolution makes it th: clear duty of
the CIA to supply suct: information to
us. The Senator’s subcommittee has no
such mandate from the :3-nate. I want
a committee establishe :hat will have
I want to have
established a committee which will have
as its duty periodically ic report to the
committees of the Senat= she kind of in-
formation they can use

I close by saying tha . what is repre-
sented in the debate tcdey is a serious
difference of opinion in fhe administra-
tion of our Governme«t Certainly a
very dangerous trend h:is been develop-
Ing in Government durii 3 the past quar-
It is the trend toward
Government by secrecy « *1 the part of the
executive branch of the Government. I
want to know whether ihat trend is to
continue, and whether, as the Senator
from Massachusetts ar;ues this after-
noon, in the interest of s::curity there
body of information wiich ought to v
kept secret from the ele:t2d representa-
tives of the people.

I deny the premise. 7 say that under
our constitutional syste 1 of checks and
balances we must wat 1 out for that
kind of argument, beca 52 in my judg-
ment such_an argume:: indicates that
dangerous shoals lie ahe :¢:, shoals which
can easily wreck our wt:ol2 ship of free-
dom which has becn bu it up under our
great Coustitution.
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I hope he accords me the same credit
in opposing his resolution.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yielc.

Mr. MANSFIELD., The distingulshed
senior Senator from Massachusetts has
a very high credit rating with me, I as-
sure him.

Mr. SALTONSTALL.
that statement.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am delighted at
the high level upon which the Senator
has'kept the discussion of the concurrent
resolution. )

Did I correctly understand the Sena-
tor to say that the National Securify
Council is the chief policy-determining
tody of the Nation?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. For defense
purposes. That is my understanding.
I shall be glad to be corrected if I am
mistaken. The President, as the head
of the executive department, conducts
foreign policy through the State Depart-
ment. He conducts security policies
through the Defense Department; and
the CIA is an administrative agency
which funnels to the National Security
Council the information which the State
Department, the Defense Derartmerit,
and the CIA obtain in various parts of
the world. ‘The information comes to
the National Security Council, where it
can be used as a basis for the determina-
tion of the policies best fitted to promote
our security. That is my understanding,

Mr. MANSFIELD. I now understand
a little more clearly the question raised
by the Senator from Massachusetts.
The Senator says that if there is any

I appreciate

fault, the members of the subcommittees .

are-the ones who should be reglaced. I
assure the Senator that in my opinion
the members of the various sukcommit=
tees are not the ones at fault. 'The con-
current resolution specifically provides
that the membership of the new com-
mittee shall be composed of Sensitors and
Representatives who at present are
members of the CIA subcommittees in
both the House and Senate.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I unde-stand.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I have nhothing but
the highest regard and esteem for all
the Members who comprise the sub-
committees, both Republicans and
Democrats. All I am saying is that this
activity should not be conducted on a
subcommittee basis, but that a joint
committee, with regular standinz, should
be appointed. It should have & small
staff, so that an outlet could be furnished
for the Congress, and the security and
welfare of the CIA could he further in-
sured.

From the remarks of the Sen«tor, and
from our personal conversations, I
know that he understands my position
on this question. I assure hira that I
understand his position, and have noth-
ing but the highest regard for him.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The sentiment
is mutual. I thank the Senator,

Mr. President, I yield the fioor.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, 1 had not
intended to discuss Senate Concurrent
Resolution 2 today. However, I believe
the remarks of the Senator from Massa-
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chusetts make it imperative that they be
answered before the Senate adjourns
today.

I think the Senator from Massachu-
setts knows that I hold him in exception-
ally bigh regard. However, I have dif-
fered with him many times with regard
to the administration of both military
and foreign policies. In my judgment,
our difference is very basic.
our difference is that I believe in putting
to full and complete use our system of
checks and balances. I have interpreted
a great many of the positions of the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, as I interpret
his position today, as indicating what I
consicder to be an undue and unsound
willinrness to delegate to the executive
branch of Government confrol which
should always be vested in the people of
the country through their elected repre-
sentatives in the Congress. Sc¢ Irise now
to answer what I consider to be a com-
plete fallacy of argument by false anal-
ogy used by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

The Senator from Massachusetts com-
pares the CIA with the FBI, and says
that the procedure followed in regard to
the FBI corresponds to the procedure
followed in respect to the CIA, I deny it.
I deny it because of the many checks
which we exercise with respect to the
FBI as a branch of the Department of
Justice and do not exercise in respect to
CIA. We are constantly checking the
FBI. We check it with full disclosure in
connection with appropriations. We
check it with full disclosure in regard to
the salaries paid by the FBI. We have
neither such check on the CIA.

We check the FBI also in respect to its
jurisdiction. We check it in respect to
the authority we give it, and we check
it—although not to the degree I think we
should--even in respect to the type of
files it maintains and the evidence it col-
lects and the use to which it puts its files.
We exercise some check on it even in re-
spect to so-called secret information.

For some years past, in almost every
session of Congress, we have gotten into
g little difficulty with the FBI over the
question whether or not the Congress, as
the legislative body of the people of the
United States, shall have access to the
information we think we are entitled to,
when we consider there is a possibility of
a wrong being done by the FI3I. What
happens then? I think the record is re~
plete with instances of at least exercising
8 check upon the FBI to the extent that
representatives of the ¥BI sit down with
the chairmen of the commitfees con-
cerned, and with the majority and mi-
nority representatives of such commit-
tees, and make available the material in
their possession in connection with some
alleged injustice. In such cases Congress
has called for the FBI files so that they
can be examined in order that we may
determine whether or not we should im-
pose further checks onthe FBI,

Thus in the operation of the so-called
¥BI internal police system it is simply
not true that we fail to exercise checks
upon it, as has been contended by the
Senatcr from Massachusetts this after-
noon.

As I see it, -
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Mr. SALTONSTALL, Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. MORSE. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Let me say to
the Senator from Oregon that I respect
his sincerity in the position he takes.

Mr. MORSE. I thank the Senator.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. As I see it the
checks on the FBI, through the chairmen
of commiittees, or through the ranking
members of committees, are the same
chiecks that we exercise with respect to
the CIA.

As T say, the information which we
obtain a3 members of the subcommittee
is available, so far as it can be made aval-
able consistent with securlty purposes, to
Members of the Senate in open debate
or in executive session. So I think the
procedure is the same in that regard.

Mr. MORSE. There are many rebut-
tals I could make to the statement of the
Senator from Massachusetts.

Consider, for example, reports from
the Committee on Appropriations, Com-
pare the FBI reports with the CIA re-
ports, as they relate to the Committee on
Appropriations.

The FBI makes full public disclosure
to the American people with regard to
the amounts appropriated, and the uses
to which they are put. That is not true
with respect to the CIA. As a member
of the Committee on Appropriations, the
Senator from Massachusetts may know
something with respect to the CIA which
I, as a member of the Foreign Relations
Committee, do not know, and which the
American people do not know. That is
what I am protesting against. I see
nothing about any Member of the United
States Senate which should entitle him
to any information which is denied to
the entire membership of the Senate as
representatives of the American people.

‘We are dealing with America’s spy
system when we are dealing with the
CIA; and when we are dealing with
America’s spy system, we had better take
care thai: we do not deal with a police
state system. We do not have to fight
communism with a police state system.
We did not have to fight Naziism with a
police state system. 'We had better keep
on free ground. We had better keep in-
tact the system of checks provided by
our form of government. ’

¥ wish to say to the Senator from
Masassachusetts that when he counte-
nances and gives support to the kind of
brocedure which exists in the handling
of CIA—and I say this most respect-
fully—he is supporting a form of Amer-
ican police state system. Never will my
voice be raised in defense of it. I believe
the manner.in which the American spy
system funetions ought to be known by
all the members of the Armed Services
Committee and by all the members of
the Foreign Relations Committee. We
do not know it today. The Senator from
Massachusetts stands on the floor of the
Senate today and makes an argument in
support of an eXkclusive system under
which certain favorite ones are picked
oul and given certain secret information,
That is not a system of checks and bal-
ances, I say most respectfully to the
Senator from Massachusetts; it is gov-
ernment by selection.
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Mr. NEUBERGER. The Senator is too
generous in his description of the Secre-
tary’s action. Not only did the Secretary
of the- Interior intervene in the Hells
Canyon fight, but he actually intervened
on the side of the Idaho Power Co. He
stated before the Chamber of Commerce
that he believed the Hells Canyon reach
of the Snake River to be the finest water
power site remaining on the North
American contitient.

Mr. MORSE. Is the Senator aware
that the Secretary, in recent testimony

‘before the Joint Committee on the Eco-

nomic Report referred to, the high Hells
Canyon project as a white elephant?
The testimony of the Secretary’s own en-
gineers before the Senate and House In-
terior Committees was very explicit that
the Hells Canyon Dam is feasible, and the
Army engineers have consistently sup-
ported the Hells Canyon dam site, as did
General Itschner in regard to its flood-
control kenefits in recent testimony.

T asked General Itschner whether the
Army Engineers still held the same opin-
jon as to Hells Canyon Dam, and his
answer was in the affirmative, Yet, now,
the Secretary of the Interior has turned
over, by way of recommendation, the
Hells Canyon site, to the Idaho Power
Co., a site containing many millions of
dollars of value and belonging to all the
people of the United States. Does the
Senator agree with me?

Mr., NEUBERGER. I not only agree
totally, but, again, I think the Senator
is somewhat too generous. When the
Secretary of the Interior used the term
“white elephant” to describe the Hells
Canyon site he’ was using the identical
language employed by the opponents of
Grand Coulee approximately a quarter of
a century ago. Yet, Grand Coulee, now
in operation, is not only the greatest
power producing project anywhere on
the face of the earth, and not only has
it resulted in thousands of farms where
ex-GI’s are profitably raising crops, but
Grand Coulee is $65 million ahead of
schedule in paying back into the Treas-
ury of the United States the investment
in its power facilities. Grand oCulee was
called a “white elephant,” just as the
Secretary of the Interior refers to the
proposed Hells Canyon high dam as a
white elephant. I would say it is a
singularly inappropriate choice of lan-
guage on his part.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish
to commend my colleague for the speech
he is making this afternoon, and I shall
make use of it in the months ahead.

Mr. NEUBERGER. I am gratified
that the Senator feels that it is of value
0 him.

Mr. President, speaking as a Senator
from Oregon, I regard it as significant
that the three Republican Members of
Congress from my State, who have op-
posed Federal development of Hells
Canyon, all voted for passage of the up-
per Colorado Federal project.

Mr, President, I believe in development
of the Whole West. Occasionally that
development requires high-cost and un-
economic projects of the type of the
upper Colorado. This has been neces~
sary before in arid and sparsely-cettled
regions., But, Mr.. President, I would

Approved For Release 2005/06/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600040004-4
PP CON gE ATE

GRESSIONAL RECORD —

not be so inconsistent as to support
this $756 million project in the Roc.y
Mountains and yet abandon a $308 mil-
lion project, of greater economic worth
and validity, on the frontiers of my own
State.

Let us study some amazing facts, Mr,
President.

Total cost of the three maln upper
Colorado Dams—Glen Canyon, Flaming
Gorge, and Curecanti—is $735,256,000.
Of this sum $469,715,000 has been as-
signed to be paid back out of power rev-
enues. The average net annual out-
put of these three principal upper Colo-
rado dams is 3,500,000,000 kilowati-hours
of electricity.

Total cost of Hells Canyon high dam is
$308,500,020, of which $270 million would
be assigned to be reimbursed from power
revenues. The annual average produc-
tion of electricity at Hells Canyon would
be slightly over 5 billion kilowatt-hours.

Thus, upper Colorado project dams
will contain power facilities costing 74
percent more than the power facilities
at Hells Canyon, but the upper Colorado
plants will generate only 70 percent as
much energy. Upper Colorado power,
therefore, is about two and a half times
more expensive than Hells Canyon power.

This comparison, Mr. President, strips
all seven veils from the power program
of the present Republican administra-
tion. It shows that the marginal and
costly sites are reserved for Federal de-
velopment. The magnificent and low-
cost sites are given away on a platter to
the private utilities. As we sit here in
this Chamber sauthorizing the upper
Colorado project, with its high-cost
power, the Idaho Power Co. procceds
with preemption of the Hells Canyon
hydreoelectric site on the Snake River.
The administration has backed upper
Colorado, it has scuttled Hells Canyon.
Skim milk for the public, whipped cream
for the private power companies.

SKIM MILK FOR FUDLIC, WHIPPED CREAM FOR
THE UTILITIES

Mr. President, this administration in
the field of natural resources has turned
back the clock half a century, to before
the era of Teddy Roosevelt and Pinchot.
Nowhere is that tragedy more grippingly
emphasized than in the Federal authori-
zation of the upper Colorado project
and the denial of Federal authorization
to Hells Canyon. My region, the Pacific
Northwest, is paying the penalty be-
cause its power sites are so valuable.
Were the power sites in the Pacific
Northwest low in flow and dubicus in
quality, like those in the' upper Colo-
rado Basin, we, too, would be sharing in
Federal Government authorization to-
day. We are penalized because ur power
sites are sterling in quality, and so the
private utilities insist upon preempting
them,

In conclusion, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed at
this point in the REcorp an article en-

titled “Partners in Plunder,” written by

me, and published in the Progressive for
July 1955, and also an illuminating edi-
torial entitled “Developing a River,”
published in the New York Times &f
March 3, 1¢56. I call special’ attention
to that portion of the Times editorial

April 9
which questions why *he administra-
tion is prepared to buil-l <he costly up-
per Colorado project, b it not the Hells
Canyon project, “With sreater promise
of economic returns.”

There being no objec:ion, the artick
and editorial were order=c: to be printe
in the RECORD, as Iollows

PARTNERS IN P:1 ¢¥DER
(By RicHARD L. N¥ 4IFERGER)

Conservatives in the U.:lied States slg:
with rellef these days, now tl:at the Republi-
san administration has s onped the creep-
ing socialism of public-pov 21 projects on the
great rivers of the Natic.«. The President,
even cltes approvingly at 1:ress conferences g
book entitled “Big Dam 2olishness,” W' h
the implication that no su:b foolishness * {11
be tolerated while he re.ices at No. <600
Pennsylvania Avenue. .

Liberals, conversely, are iistress<d over the
fact that they evidently h: ve seen the last of
the great Federal dams a8 or'r u5 the present
administration is in office

Both groups happen to e substantially in
error. .

The Elsenhower admint ‘ratlon is not op-
posed to public-power pr« jacts per se. It Is
only opposed to those rrc.2¢ts which would
be located at dependalr’e i »w-cost sites, sure
to pay off handsomely for the United States
Treasury. At thesame tirqe the administra-
tion fervently favors putiic-power projects
at locations where the en. rgy will prove ex-
pensive and thus gnite 1i:e!y be a financial
liability in decades to ec:1:. When histo-
rians begin pronouncing iudgment on this
admilnistration, they are -»iain to be puz-
zled by a regime supposed v wedded to fiscal
solvency but which, noner :e:ess, has insisted
that the Government oug :t to develop only
hydroelectric sites that pr "niise scant possi-
bility of achleving financ 11 success.

This irony is symhbolize® by the adminis-
tration’s contrasting att::udes toward the
Columbia and the Colora-ic Rivers.

The Columbia is the g ur:.dest stream for
hydroelectricity on the co: rinent, perhaps in
the world. It carries de..n to the sea the
snows and glaciers that m: !t all the way from
Canada’s distant Arctic d. vide to the Coast
Range. The Columbia c p:bines the hur-
tling gradient of & moiidain brook with
the masgive volume of a Niagara; actually,
greater than Niagara. Its icw is rellable and
steady. The late J. D. Rs+, first Adminis-
trator of Bonneville Dam t.ld me that the
Columbia was a coal mine which would never
thin out, an oll wcll tho: could never run
dry. Furthermore. the C::lumbia’s broad
bosom 1s sultable for oreen commerce as
far as The Dalles, safely i1l nd of the back-
hone of the Cascades. In :I:2 Columbia and
its tributaries Iurks 42 pc ‘2nt of the unde-
veloped waterpower of thi. eatire Nation.

The Columbia River dr .i1's approximately
180 million acre-feet of w:t>r to the Pacific.
The average flow of the Zclorado, by com-
parigon, amounts to mer 'y 16,270,000 acre~
feet, or less than 10 percent the drainage
of the Columbia. In fac'. rven the Colum-
bla’s principal tributary. tne Snake River,
hes a volume of 37 millicn acre-feet, which
1s more than double tha . of the Colorado.
Within the surging reach s »f the Columbia
and 1ts feeder strenms a tctal of 31,369,000
kilowatts of power remv n: to be tapped.
But undeveloped pouwer 11 vhe basin of the
Colorado totals only 5,066.700 kilowatts; this
is about 16 percent of th 1estdual strength
of the Columbia.

On the Columbia River vhere generating
costs are low becauze of * .2 Columbia’s vast
potential, the Eisecnhow:r administration
‘has decided that Feders! dams would be
ideologlcally and finane: 1y unwise. Dur-
ing the 1954 campaign Sccrotary of the In-
terior McKay citzd the kb ve Federal debt ag
a compelling reason wk’ .urther Govern=
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As this debate proceeds on Wednes-
cday, I think we will have the right to
get the answers from the subiommitee
to which the Senator from Massachu-
setts has referred, in regard tc some of
“heir findings. If they do not want

3 give them to us in open session, 1

iink we have the right to get them in
.xecutive session, because, Mr. Presi-
dent, when we are dealing with the CIA,
we are dealing with America’s spy sys-
tem; and the American peopl? have a
right to know what kind of sdying we
are doing and what kind of policy we
have. A spy system, unless it is very
r ghtly handled, can be & ma or cause
0. . War,

I see that my junior colleague is on
the foor, and I shall defer the sugges-
tion of &.quorum call, because I under-
stand he wishes to address the Senate.

Mr. NEUL.SRGER. Mr. Presidenf—-—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
junior Senato. from Oregon.

UPPER COLORADO PROJECT GAINS
APPROVAL BUT HELLS (CANYON
PROJECT . STILL IS DENIED AU~
THORIZATION -

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. Fresident,
approval of the bill to authorize con-
struction of the upper Colorado River
storage project promises to hecome a new
landmark in the history of the develop-
raent of the arid West. The action re-
afirmed the 50-year-old concept in the
field of reclamation that the :multiple-
use functions of water resources should
ke dedicated to the material advance-
ment of all the people within the drain-
age of a river basin.

I frankly admit that when upper
Colorado River project legislation was
introduced at this session of (Congress,
I had many reservations aboul: its eco-
rnomic feasibility and its possih.e impact
on national’ policy for protection of
our national park system. During the
course of debate I was especially im-
pressed by the cogent argumeris of the
able Senafor from New Mexico {Mr.
AnpeErsoN] who serves with distinction
as the chairman of the Subcommittee
on Irrigation and Reclamatioa of the
Interior and Insular Affairs Ccmmittee.
In my opinion, his speech on the coor-
clinate elements of the project and their
relationship to the future development
of the Rocky Mountain region was an
outstanding declaration of the purpose
of irrigation in the arid plateaus of
the West. The able Senator from New
Mexico gave real meaning to ~he proj-
ect’s usefulness in enhancing the welfare
of both the region and the Nation. I
became convinced that the upper Colo-
rado River project, although a relatively
high-cost development, was justified be-
cause of what it will mean to tae future
advancement of a large segment of our
Nation’s land area.

FEDERAL POWER REVENUES AID IRIIGATION

The principle established in the upper
Colorado River hill for wuse ni power
revenues to ald Irrigation development
is one which, {ransplanted to the Co-
lumbia Rlver region, would provide
thousands of new farming opportunities
and convert to productive use a vast

area of fertile but now arid land. Irri-
gation developments such as the Crooked
River, Bully Creek, Pendleton, John
Day, and many other projects in the
State of Oregon will be dependent on
the use of surplus power revenues for
their eventual construction. This form
of aid to irrigation is needed to meet
the costs which are beyond the ability
of water users to pay. It is justified
because of the contribution which such
development makes to our Nation's sup-
ply of food and fiber.

I also thought that the upper Colorado
project set forth another principle which
should be applied to my native region,
the Columbia River Basin. The theory
that the interrelated use of water. re-
quires a basin wide approach to plan-
ning of river-development projects was
clearly enunciated in the upper Colorado
bill. VUnforfunately, the Colurnbia River
Basin—with the greatest potential for
beneficial use of all our Nation’s water-
ways--has been subjected to more hap-
hazard treatment. The once-great pat-
tern for Columbia River development—
the Army’s 308 Report—has been deci-
mated by policies advanced by the
present administration. Partnership
schemes, surrender of priceless damsites
to partial development, and attempts to
deauthorize Federal projects have re-
sulted in the shrinking of the North-
west’s possibilities for flood control, pow-
er, and irrigation development. Perhaps
the concept represented by the upper
Colorado project will help put back the
Columbia River Basin develcpment on
the road to proper developmeint.

PRIVATE POWER COMPANIES SHUN COLORADO

POWER

I have joined in the approval of the
upper Colorado project because the pro-
vision has been eliminated which would
have drowned out Dinosaur National
Monument, a feature which I thought
would set a precedent for endangering
our entire national park system. Also,
I endorsed the belief of upperr Colorado
project supporters that the area’s water
resources were in urgent need of imme-
diate development.

However, Mr. President, there are cer-
tain aspects of the approval of the proj-
ect which furnish a contrast that must
be called to the attention of the Ameri~
can people.

While Congress has given approval to
the upper Colorado project, it ias denied
approval to the Hells Cahyon project.
What does this mean? It means thaft,
under this national administration, only
those Federal water-resource projects
evidently can gain authorization which
have the sanction of the private-utility
industry. :

No private power company would
think of undertaking development of the
marginal, high-cost waterpower sites in-
volved in the upper Colorado project. A
very influential power company, the
Idaho Power Co., covets the magnificent
hydroelectric site at Hells Canyon, along
the Snake River, on the Oregon-Idaho
boundary.

Thus, the administration pushes the
upper Colorado project, while simultane-
ously choking the Hells Canyon project.

»
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Approval of the upper Colorado proj-
ect—combined with denial of approval
to the Hells Canyon project—sets the
pattern for a program of letting the
United States Treasury finance develop-
ment of the dregs of our national water-
power sites, while the cream of these
sites are given away to private utility
corporations.

SEVEN HUNDRED AND FIFTY-SIX MILLION DOL=
1.AR PROJECT IS APPROVED, THREE HUNDRED
AND EIGHT MILLION DOLLAR PROJECT IS
SCUTTLED )

There is no other possible interpreta-
ticn of this contrasting action in the case
of the two projects. ‘The sites in the
Rocky Mountain area, where there is low
and undependable stream flow, are re-
served for Uncle Sam, The sites in the
Pacific Northwest, where lurks 40 per-
cent of all the untapped hydroelectricity
in the United States, are bestowed upon
the private utilities.

Mr. MORSE, Mr. President, will the
junior Senator from Oregon yield?

4\1/1(;' NEUBERGER. I am happy .to
yield.

Mr. MORSE. Is it not true that, ap~
parently, they are reserving those sites
because the development of power at
those sites would be so expensive that no
private utility company would want to
undertake their development?

Mr. NEUBERGER. That is quite ob«
vious. The sites which this administra-
tion is willing to set aside for public de-
velopment are those which are so un-
economical, so unfeasible that no private
utility company would think of risking
its capital in trying to develop them.

Mr. MORSE., Is it not true that the
sites which are being turned over to pri-
vate utility companies under this admin-
istration are the sites which, under Gov- -
ernment operation, could generate power
at rates from 2.5 mills {o 3.5 mills, where~
as private utility companies at the same
sites would generate and sell power at
from 5 mills to 7 mills?

Mr. NEUBERGER. Even from 5 mills
to 9 mills, I will say to my distinguished
colleague,

Mr. MORSE. Has the Senator read in
the newspapers that the present Secre-
tary of the Interior says that he has never
given anything away?

Mr. NEUBERGER. Evidently, he has
never heard of Hells Canyon.

Mr. MORSE. Or, apparently he can-
not figure the difference between 2.5 mill
to 3.5 mill power and 5 mill power to 7
mill power. Every time he has been a
party to making available to private util-
ity companies great multiple-purpose
dam sites of great value to the American
people, and belonging to the American
pesple, he has given away millions of dol-
lars which, in the last analysis, belong to
all the taxpayers of the country. Is not
that true?

Mr. NEUBERGER. I think it is true.

Mr. MORSE. Is it not also true that
the Secretary of the Interior, in effect,
would give away the value of the high
dam at Hells Canyon to private com-~
panies if they should succeed, in the last
analysis, in defeating us in our fight to
have the Governhment develop Hells
Canyon?
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