) :

section 3%

e i
mussioners obla #E Rrqugﬁ?@;ge I eage.

public whose'notarial duties are confined
solely. to District of Columbia business,
then the bond obtained by the Commis-
sioners shall besin 1 hat required
by law Bl s
The bill was ordered:
time, was readthe thi
snd a motion to
the table -

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF

Mr. MEMTLLAN. £Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous ¢onsent that the Committee
on the District of Columbia may have
until 12 o'clock tonight to file the con-
ference report on the judges’ salary bill,

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

There was no objection,

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

ConFerrcE ReporT (H. REPT. No. 920)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. 727)
tn adjust the salaries of the judges of the
Municipat Court ot Appenls for the District
of Columbia, the Municlpal Court for the
District of Columbia, the Juvenile Court of
the District of Columbia, and the District
of Columhia Tax Court. having met, after
tull and free conterence, have agreed to rec-
ommend and do recommend to thelr respec-
tive Houses ag follows:

That the Senate recede from 1ts disagree-
ment to the smendment of the House to
the text of the bill and egrce to the same
with an amendment as follows:

in lieu of the mutter proposed to be in-
serted by the House amendment insert the
tollowing: “That the fourth gentence of the
sixth paragraph of gection 6 of the Act en-
titled 'An Act to consolidate the Police Court
of the District of Columbla and the Munici-
pal Court of the District of Columbla, to be
known es “The Municipal Court for the Dis«
trict of Columbla”, to create “The Municipal
Court of Appeals for the District of Colum-
bia”, and for other purposes’. approved April
1, 1942, a3 amended (D. C. Code, sec. 11-T11),
is amended by striking out ‘$14,600° and in-
serting in lieu thereof *$19,000°, and by strik-
ing out '$14,000' and inserting in lieu thereof
‘818 500",

“Sre. 2. The fourth sentence of section 2
of =uch Act of April L, 1842, as amended
(D. C. Code, sec. 11-758). 13 amended by
atriking out "$13,500" and inserting in lleu
thereuf ‘418,000, and by striking out ‘813,~
660' and inserting tn leu thereof ‘$17,600°.

“Src. 3 The frst sentence of the second
puragraph of section 2 of title IX of the
District of Columbia Revenue Act ot 1937,
«x amended (D. C. Code, sec. 47-2402), 18
amended by striking out ‘$13,000° and in-
ceriing tu lleu thereof ‘#17.500%

“3gc. 4. The 1ast sentence of section 19 of
+he Juvenite Court Act of the District of Co-
lumbla (D. C, Code, sec 11-820) is amended
to read #» tollows. “The salary of the judge
shall be $17,500 per annum.’”

And the House agree to the same.

Thai the Senate recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the House to the
titic of the bill and agree to the same,

Joun [.. MCMILLAN,

OreN HARRIS,

Sip SrMPSON,

Jos. P. O'HARA,

Managers on the Part of the House.

WAYNE MORSE,

ALAN BIBLE,

ROMAN L. HRUSKA,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

of the two Houses on the amendments of
the House to the bill (3. 727) to adjust the
salaries of the judges of the Municipal Coury
of Appeals for the District of Columbia,
the Municipal Court for the District of
Columbia, the Juvenile Court of the Distri
of Columbia, and the District of Columbia

Tax Court., submit the following statement
in explansrtion of the effect of the action

agreed upon by the .conferces and recom-
mended in the accompanying conference
report:

The first section of the Senate bill In--
creased the salary of the chief judge of the

Municipal Court of Appeals for the District
of Columbia from $14,500 to $20.000 per an-
num, and the salaries of the judges of such

court from $14.000 per annum to $19,500 per .
snnum. The corresponding section of the.

House amendment provided sn increase to

$17.600 for the chief judge and to $17,000"

for the judgea of such court. The confer=
ence agreement fixes the salary of the chief

Judge to be $19.000 and the salaries of the.

judges to be $18,600.

Section 2 of the SBenats bill increased the
salary of the chief judge of the Municipal
Court for the District of Columbia from
$13,500 per annum to $19,000 per annum, and
the salaries of the judges of the Municipal
Court from $13,000 per annum to $18,500 per
annum. The corresponding section of the
House amendment provided an increase to
818,500 for the chief judge and to $16,000 for
the judges of such court. The conference
agreement fixes the salary of the chief judge
of such court to be $18,000 per annum and
the salaries of the judges to be $17,600.

Section 3 of the Senats bill {which corre-
sponds to section 4 of the House amendment
and the conference substitute) established
the salary of the judge of the Juvenile Court
of the District of Columbia at 818,500 per
annum. Under existing law the ealary of
such judge is fixed under the Classification
Act of 1049, and is at present $11,800 per
annum. The House amendment provided
that the aalary of the judge of the Juvenile
Court should be $14,800. The conference
agreement fixes the salary of such judge to be
#17,600.

Section 4 of the Senate bill (which corre-
sponds to section 3 of the House amendment
and the conference substitute) increased the
salary of the judge of the District of Colum-
bla Tax Court from $13,000 per annum to
$18.500 per annum. The House amendment
increased the salary of such judge to $16.000.
The conference agreement fixes the salary of
such judge to be $17,500.

Jouw L. MCMILLAX,
Onen HArxis,
4 - S SIMPBON,
Jos. P. O'HARA,
Managers on the Part of the House,

MILITARY, NAVAL, AND AIR FORCE
INSTALLATIONS

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call up

the constderation of H. R. 682;{:e “@t

‘time as I may consume. :
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at the conference on the disagreelng votea

After general debate,

§
sna ¢, _ner purposes.
eﬁ@s‘;@@s@ﬂ. d&hall
cont;ﬂnaﬁlgfﬁ;o exceed ours, to achgfly

‘divided and controlled by the chairman and
anking minority member of the Committee

amendments as may have been adopted, and
the previous question shall be considered a8

-ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
"to final passage without intervening motion;
Cexcept one motion to recommit. . o

| Mr. COLMER. I yleld 30 minutes to
the gentleman from Illinols [Mr. ALLEN],

and pending that I yield myself:'such

" Mr. Speaker, this is an open rule
the reading would indicate providing for
3 hours of general debate and then the
reading of the bill in Committee of the
Whole under the 5-minute rule for
amendment. =

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important
piece of legislation. It is very extensive

in its scope. I wonder at times whether

we really appreciate the full significance
of these tremendous authorizations and
appropriations. This one bill authorizes
the expenditure of more money than pos«
sibly the cost of running this entire Gov-
ernment during the first 25 years of its
existence.

The bill 1s divided into five titles and
1t proposes to provide construction and
other related authority for the military
departments within and outside the
United States and for the Central Intel-

n :Armed Services, the bill shall be read for
“amendment under the S-minute rule. At the’
“.conclusion of the consideration of the 'biil
“for amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such

jge .
ﬁr. gpeaEer. the total authorization in

this bill is for the sum of $2,368,998,900.

Breaking this figure down, Mr.
Speaker, the Army would be given a to-
tal authorization of $551,105,000. This
would be further broken down so that
$238,778,000 would be allotted for use
inside continental United States. The
sum of $78,334,000 would be authorized
for outside the United States, while
$223,993,000 would be authorized for
classified use by the Army and $10 mil-
lion would be authorized for emergencies.

The authorization for the Navy in this.

bill would be $596,140,900, of which
$331,607,200 is proposed to be spent in
continental United States while $107,-
191,300 is to be spent outside the coun~
try. The classified allocation for the
Navy is $151,342,400 while the sum of
$6 million is proposed to be authorized
for emergency use by the Navy.

The Air Force has received the largest
authorization, for its total in H. R. 6829
{s $1,165,453,000. Out of this sum it is
proposed that $709,480,000 be allocated
for expenditure within continental
United States while $450,973,000 would

the resolution (H. Res. 286) providlgs for be spent outside of continental United

authorize certain constructio

4 , gnd finally $5 millipn would be
> gBivasid WMW?&‘
tary, naval, and Alr Force instdllatdpnams!mmmgm of ehe joituorpu d provide the

immediate consideration. "
The Clerk read the resolution, as 3

Resolved, That upon the adopti

6829) to suthorize certain condif
military, naval, and Air Force installations,

2t
6

thoviged.
e

oft eE8¥ “%ﬂxﬁgwgﬂw théi¥Central Intelligence
Phalif2 A9 4RISCIITH UM nbiaseakes the grand total )

of the Chairman
ol

and for other purposes, and ask for 1t§s gant:of ‘%&f‘k to be allocated, if au-
il

orize the sum of $56

Pt qornasiipdtpy nfgrésting to rote, Mr.
& Bpes

iker—that-thereport indightes that
the Army authorization thigr year, if
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-.the greater Milwaukee :
" Although the Department of Defense’

. /Submitted a good program, the commit
““tee added certain” items which .are set..
‘out on page 15, *No new-item:was-added -
for the Alr Force;but a’hospital.at Camp. -

Command installation and it will be.in
area, Wis. :

. Jackson, 8..C., was added for:the Army,

and the Naval Alr.Facilityat‘the Naval”

“ ‘Academy was added for the Nayy. - This

is the same facility. I just mentioned.

This alr facility: 1
the Board'of Visitors at:the Naval Acad-
emy, as were the other two items’at Ann-

‘apolis—an addition'to Bancroft Hall and

some of the fill. necessary to provide ad-
ditional land area, ' - ¢’ ol

Another 'important construction item
added by the committee appears in title
IV of the bill, ‘This would authorize the
construction or rehabilitation of five
units of housing, & communications fa-
cility and other related items for the
chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff and four
of his assistants. At the present time all
of the Chiefs of Staff are provided with
adequate housing. For example, the
Commandant of the Marine Corps has
some 15,000 square feet in his house,
while Admiral Radford’s house is some-
thing a little over 3,000 square feet.

These buildings are to be erected on
land adjacent to the Naval Observatory.

Now, in addition to that, it 1s recom-
mended here that $56 million be made
available to the Central Intelligence
Agency to establish a permanent build-
ing to house its activities. There are &
great number of people employed by the
Central Intelligence Agency here in the
District of Columbia, and they are being
housed in some 33 or more buildings.
Mr. Dulles, the head of the Central In-
telligence Agency, feels that being housed
in many units, as they are, feopardizes
the security that is required. Now, you
know what the Central Intelligence
Agency is. So, we provide here an au-
thorization of $56 million for land and
a huilding.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chalrman, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. VINSON. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

. Mr. GROSS. Are these buildings for
the Central Intelligence Agency, esti-
mated to cost $50 million, to be con-
structed within 30 or 35 miles of the
District of Columbia? Can the gentle-
man tell me? .

" Mr. VINSON. During the hearings
Mr. Dulles destgnated certain places.
Some were outside the District of Co-
lumbia. But, he did feel that it was
absolutely essential, in view of the char-
acter of the work he does, to be within
reasonable distance of the District of
Columbia. I would sey 35 to 40 miles
from the District or probably more, but
that was the line of testimony.

There were about 125 amendments to
the original bill, which totaled at the
time it was submitted, about $2,354,000,-
000. The bill that you have before you
totals almost $2,369,000,000. This iz an
{ncrease of about $14% million. In the
process of its consideration, the com-
mittece eliminated {tems-in the amount
of over $33 million and added items in
the amoung of about $48 million.

. Approved ForRelSass S0t

as recommended by |
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“wou will note at the

oo o Foge

18 and on page 18 of the report that

the committee gave special consideration
to several of the controversial items
which naturally arise in every public-
works bill. One of these is the land ac-~
quisition In Okinawa, another was the
expansion of Fort Sill; two of the Navy
proposals involving New Iberia and Port

Chicago were also in the same category.-

A number of the members of the Mary«
land and Ohlo delegations were heard
with respect to the proposed move of

the headquarters of the Research and
Development Command from Baltimore.
to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,

Ohio. ;
A matter of particular interest, as e
denced by the mail which the commit.

tee has received, relates to the effect of '

the Government’s construction of family
housing on Wherry projects.

table set out on page 21 of the report,
which contains every installation at
which there is a Wherry project and
at which housing would be constructed
under this bill. If you will look at the
last column you will see that in every
fnstance, even after taking into consid-
eration every conceivable kind of hous-
ing, there still is a large deficit at those
installations.

Of course, the second last column in-
dicates only about 4,500 housing units
to be constructed at these bases. The
whole bill contains about 17,000 units,
but these other houses are to be con-
structed at bases where there 18 no
Wherry housing.

Last year Congress authorized 11,600
family housing units. This bill, as I say,
will authorize about 17,000 units. They
will vary in cost, with the overall aver-
age in the United States being $13,480.
Of these 17,000 houses, 3,500 represent
replacements of quarters that can no
longer be lived in. Five thousand two
hundred and seventy-one are for officers,
and 11,700 are for enlisted men.

All of this housing will be of perma-
nent construction and located for the
most part at permanent installations.

Section 609 of the bill, appearing on
page 70, would permit a military de-
partment to acquire, upon the applica-
tion of the project owner, any Wherry
housing project at an installation at
which housing would be constructed di-
rectly by the Government under this
bill. I want to draw your particular
attention to the fact that the project
owner has to want to get rid of his
project and make application that it be
purchased by a military department be-
fore this can be done.

To my mind a project owner would
probably want to have the department
acquire his project only if it has proved
to be an unprofitable business venture.
In any event, I want to stress that it
is entirely a voluntary act on the part
of the private owner. :

Mr. Chairman, I believe this {5 a good
bill and that it represents a sound pro-
gram. It was unanimously reported by
the House Armed Services Committee.

1 respectfully urge its passage.

Mr. Chairman, to show you how care-
fully we cansidered this bill, I should like

Lo

AL RECORD — HOUSI

"by line, in order to approve this pro-:

"It takes s long time to find out Jhow  to’
.;lspend th&t, .,_n“u)_h money and ‘we’ :
“the time. |, .0 LTTeond

. 88y, there were about, 125 amendments;.
%0 the original bill, the total of which
_when {t was submitted was $2,354,000

"000. ‘The bill before you now calls-for,

-~ amount of $33 million and added ite!
T want to draw your attention to the el

* page 17 of the report mention is made

27925
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committee did with this blll, ‘We worked -
6 long weeks and read every. item, line

posed suthorization ~of $2,369,000,000.

. We amended the bill in-125 differe

places and reduced the authorization Te
quested. But when we added these s
thorizations im Maryland and: South
Carolina, it increased the fotal.: As I

total of $2,369,000,000, an
bout $14,500,000. v -
the

committee eliminatéd items: in “the

incr

1n the amount of $48 million, :
~ Had it not been for the fact that we
felt the circumstances warranted it, such
88 the hospital at Camp Jackson and
the activities at the Naval Academy, as
a result of our screening and careful
scrutiny of the bill, which we passed on
in a line by line consideration, there: "
would have been a reduction of $33°

million. : i

1 want to say this further. This is a
department measure. It is recommend-
ed by the Director of the Budget. It is’
recommended by Mr. Fioete's office,
which . was created for the purpose of .
scrutinizing and coordinating these pub-’
lic works.

I ask that the bill be enacted because
the facts and circumstances warrant it. |
It is absolutely essential to carry on this . %
public works construction to keep our::
military forces in the shape in which .
they should be kept. . Load

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, ‘will the gentleman yleld? :

Mr. VINSON. With pleasure. S

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I notice on -

of & suggestion of moving the Fifth = .
Army head from Chicago to
Des Moines, Would the gentleman ex- = -
plain that? o

Mr. VINSON. A great many sugges-
tions come before the Committee on.
Armed Bervices. Oftentimes it seems
they are sowed in fertile soll and benr
fruit. Sometimes they fall among .
thorns and thistles. I am afraid that .
suggestion has fallen among thorns and -
thistles. I do not think the gentileman
need disturb himself about it, because .
Secretary Stevens sald that he was go=
ing to examine it, he did examine it
and concluded that the facts at th
time did not warrant that proposal. .

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I thank the
gentleman. The gentleman will recall
that zome weeks ago I telephoned him
when there was such a report in Chicago, -
and asked him about it.

Mr. VINSON. I want to compliment
the gentleman who represents the city
ot Chicago for being so alert. I have
always known that he was right here on
the job and his inquiry substantiates
my conclusion. oy

1 U0y .
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' tions as “classified.”
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Mr. BROWNSON. Mr. Chairman, I
am voting “present” on the rollcall on
“H R. 6829, authorizing construction for
the military departments and.the Cen-

: tral Intelligence Agency.

- 'To me, this Is the only sound position
open because- I have not been able to
find in the extensive hearings and the
report the facts I feel I need in order
to pass on this $2.36 billion authoriza-
tion for the purchase of more real estate
by the Department of Defense, which al-
ready holds properties costing more than
224 8 billion with some of it being carried
at ridiculously low acquisition costs.
This holding comprises 61 percent of the
acquired real property of the United
States Government, In addition, the
Department of Defense leases 190 loca-~
tions including 1,883,686 acres for which
it pays an annual rental of $19,697,000.

I cannot say that the armed services
do not need every {facility provided
in the bill before us today—but, after
reading the hearings, I do have some rea-
sonable doubts. Neither can I say that
the armed services do need these faclli-
ties and this land in every case. .

In the brief of authorizations, under
title I, the Army lists $223,993,000, or 40
percent, of its construction authoriza-
The Navy, under
title II, lists $151,342,400, or about 25
percent of its construction funds as
“classified.” I am pleased that the Air
Torce seems more detailed and forth-
right in its justifications throughout and
does not hide behind the term “classi-
fied” for projects most of which are being
built right here in the United States,
where all our citizens can observe daily
the steam shovels, bulldozers, and steel-
workers working on the projects so care-
fully “classified” from Congress,

T have been unable to discover just
what is the construction included in title
IV for the chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff. Evidently this $300,000 did not
appear in the original H. R. 5700 a5 in-
troduced by the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Vinson], at least not in
title IV where it is now. Is this a house
for Admiral Radford? Is it an elite
housing project to provide for his per-
sonal staff, too? How many facilities
can you provide for an admiral for $300,-
000. I am not saying that this {s neces-
sarily elther an unwise or an unjustified
expenditure; I would just like to know
what it is for and what we get for the
money. Such items as “Chairman, JCS,
$300,000,” do not explain to me what use
is to be made of the taxpayers’ money
any more than I can be completely satis-
fied with general phrases such as “Op-
erational  and maintenance facilities,”
“Community {facilities,” and ‘‘Storage
facilities,” as justifications for the ex-
penditure of billions of dollars.

I do not know whether the CIA needs a
$6 million building site and a $50 million
building, or not. I do not know or have
any idea of how many employees CIA
now has. I do not know what they do
or to whom they are really accountable.
Perhaps if I knew these things I would
want to increase the CIA construction
authorization, but I guess I will never
know. Perhaps those of us-in Congress
will, someday, create a Joint Committee
on Intclligence to provide congressional

Approved For Releal %6@837%6“5?&”&0%8‘631‘370Rooosoooeooz1 g ™

guidance to CIA modeled on that which
the Joint  Committee on Atomic Energy
has developed in its fleld. Certainly we
exercise no controls over this super se-
cret agency through a check on the purse
strings.

The Committee on Armed Services de-
serves due credit for their applicatlon
and diligent work on this piece of legis-""
lation. The hearings total 4,001 pages,
accumulated in approximately 50 hours
and 25 minutes of on-the-record hear-
ings spread over 21 days. Rapidly cal-
culating, I estimate that the committee
considered this authorization at about
the rate of $789,666 per minute of open
hearing time, an evidence of unusual
efficlency especially when you consider
that their considerations ranged from
Alaska to the Midway Islands including
the British West Indies, the Canal Zone,
Cuba, French Morocco, Hawaii, Iceland,
Italy, Japan, Johnson Island, Mariana
Islands, and the Marshall Istands in be-
tween. Without being able to tell what
went on in the off-the-record hearings,
one can wish the Army and Navy had
justified their requests as forthrightly as
the Afr Foroce. .

The Army will be authorized $55%1.-
105,000 in this bill as contrasted with
$236 million granted in fiscal 1956—an
increase of over 100 percent. The Navy
will be authorized $596,140,900 in this bill
to accomplish public works as compared
with about $202 mlillion for fiscal 1958,
an increase of well over 10 percent.
The Alr Force will be authorized $1,165,-
456,000 in this bill, an'increase of more
than 300 percent over last year's author-
lzation of $388,054,000.

Is this too much, or is it too little?
Can we use this real estate instead of' Gyrnanan
weapons against an enemy? I just do
not know. On the basis of the informa-
tion furnished me I have no way of -
reaching a sensible oconclusion. Bo, I
voted “Present.” )

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule tho«
Committee rises.

- Accordingly the Committee mse and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. MrrcaLr, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the Btate of
the Union, reported that that Committee
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 6829) to authorize certain con-
struction at military, naval, and Alr
Force installations, and for other pur-
poses, pursuant to House Resolution 283,
he reported the same back to the House
with sundry amendments adopted in
the Committee of the Whole. -

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on -any
amendment? If not the Cheir will put™
them en grosse.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, s.ndwasmdtho
third time.

The SPEAKER. 'rhe quunon is on
the passage of the blll.

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Bpetker. on nnal
passage I ask for the yeas and nays.

Abbltt )
Abernethy - P
Addonigio
Alger

Allen, 11,

Motcalf T
Miller, wu. Westland - *

Kdmondson  Miller, Wharton
Miller, nobl. ‘Whitten

Ellots

“The yeas and nays were ordered. Evins Mills ‘Wickershamy
" The question was taken; snd thers ,mnm wmum :'m“"'"
were—yeas 316, m.ya!,;nlweﬂnl ‘Pro8-~ mxn.n Morano Wiggleaworth .
: Moss Williams, Miss,

ent” 3, not voting 114, s follows:’ -
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never spoken.

Mr.. JOHNSON of Texas,
dent, T.suggest the absence of a quorum.

The . ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. “The Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
theroll. .-

Mr JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent,. I ask-unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The -ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore, Without objection, it is so ordered.

. Mr -JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President; I wish to take this oppor-
tunity to’ thank the distinguished mem-
Lers of the Senate conference commit-
tee on defense appropriations for their
successful efforts which resulted in the
preservation of funds for the Marine
Corps.

It means that the Marine Corps will
be able to keep itself in trim shape and
be ready, as it has in the past, to defend
our Nation in time of emergency.

I feel that this is a major victory for
national defense, and, while my feelings
vn this matter are well known, I wish
again to thank the distinguished mem-
bers of the conference committee, and
especially the distinguished Senator
from Georgia (Mr. RUSSELL].

I believe this action will prove in the
future to be very beneficial to our na-
tional defense.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its
clerks, announced that the House had
passed the bill (S. 2090) to amend the
Mutual Security Act of 1854, and for
other purposes, with amendments, in
which it requestew the concurrence of
the Senate; that the House insisted upon
its amendments; asked a conference
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr.
RiIcHARDS, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. ZABLOCKI,
Mr. Vorys, and Mr, Jupp were appointed
managers on the part of the House at
the conference,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had afixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by Lhe Acting President pro tem-
pore:.

L. R. 928, An act for the rellef of Eugenio
Malds; and -

M. R.3104. An act for the relief of E. 8,
Iterney.,

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN MILI-
TARY, NAVAL, AND AIR FORCE
INSTALLATIONS
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-

dent, T ask unanimous consent that the

Senate proceed to the consideration of

the unf{inished business.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore.” Without objection, the Chair lays

No. 113——2

Mr. Presi-
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ness, which is H. R. 6829.
The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 6829 to authorize cer-

tain construction at military, naval, and .

Air Force installations, and for: ot.her
purposes.,

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- -
The question is on agreeing to the -
committee amendment, which'is-in'the "
nature of a complete substitute for the -

pore,

bill.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President the
Senate is considering the so-called mili-
tary construction bill for the budget year
1956.

The purpose of the bill is to authorize
construction by the military departments
B total L RGeS OISk e
a total amount of § is
authorization is distributed $527,027,000
for the Army; $571,620,300 for the Navy;
$1,205,170,000 for the Air Force; and

$53,500,000 for the Central Intelligence
e'ﬁﬁlﬁﬁ Y Tiivite attention ol Benators
e fact that the committee report

contains a breakdown by States and by
military department of the authoriza-
tions contained in this bill. The bill as
introduced at the request of the Depart-
ment of Defense totalled $2,354,352,300.
However, subsequent to the bill's intro-
duction, the Department requested
amendments increasing the authoriza-
tion by some $41 million. These amend-
ments were for the purposes of providing
additional facilities to accommodate the
increased production of B-52's recently
approved by the Congress, and to provide
facilities for a new technique in air de-
fense. Thus, despite the fact that the
committee has made changes in the bill,
our reductions unfortunately have been
largely obscured by the addition of the
authorizations requested after the bill
was introduced.

In round figures, the pending bill as
now presented is $28 million under the
total budget estimate submitted, and $11
million, in round figures, under the bill
as it passed the House.

The reductions and additions made by
the committee are set forth in the com-
mittee report in summary form at the
end of the title to which they pertain. At
the conclusion of my statement, I shall
be glad to discuss any item in which any
Senator is particularly interested.

In the Army title, $160 million, or 30

© percent of the program, is for continu-

ing the antiaircraft facilities commonly
known as nike sites. Sixty-four million
dollars is for troop housing and troop
support facilities. Eighty-eight million
doilars is for family housing, $38 mil-
lion is for land acquisiton. Twenty-six
million dollars is to continue construc-
tion in Alaska and Okinawa, two of our
most important strategic areas today.
The remaining authorization, apprqxis
mately 30 percent of thie total, is intendefl
to provide facilities for research and de
velopment, training, community facili-
ties, medical facilities, and other miscel-
laneous requirements.

_combined. As Senators:kno

" authorization, we have not been un- -

: o n?c}f Y Ttht'ee“; ;
-Whic Sena at’
- bill Wi hgd‘ Fovi ,000 in au~ -
théwtydigthrantée m tga es on hous-

.
D
-

operational facilities,” !
which means barracks:

cers quarters, consti
lon. Family housin
Hon of the total.

tion abatement program;
and recreational facilitie
* The Air Force authorizat
than that of the Army ‘an

striving for a 137-wing Air For
This Air Force construction p
intended to provide the additio
ties to support that force lev
Force construction is spread a
bases—151 are in the United Stg
104 overseas. There are two ne
in the Air Force program. One
Buckingham Weapons Center in ;
and the other & new Alr Defense base’ 1)
the Milwaukee, Wis., area. As has been
true in recent years, the Strategic Ail
Command gets a lon’s share of the Alr-

Force authorization. Viewing the pro- .:

gram from categories of construction,
airfleld pavements is by far the largest'
item.

Title IV of the bill authorizes the con'
struction of a headquarters installation”
for the Central Intelligence Agency. I

believe it is widely recognized, in Con- : -
gress at least, that the Central Intelli~ -

gence Agency s scattered among several

temporary buildings in Washington, and =

that it could operate more effectively
and economically in buildings designed to
suit its requirements.

There is local opposition to some of -
the items in this bill, principally those
pertaining to land acquisition.. ‘The -
committee has afforded everyone who ad:
vised us of his desire to do so, an op
portunity to testify. Committee action

on the more controversial items is sum- - . o

marized in the committee report on page
11, Some of our decisions were diffi-
cult ones and we claim no infallibility. =
We have, however, exercised our best '
judgment, bearing in mind the require-
ments of national defense and the views
of the persons most directly affected by
our actions.

Of special significance, I think, is the
housing authorization contained in this
bill. Scattered throughout titles I, II,
and III are authorizations for the con-
struction of almost 17,000 units of mili«.
tary family housing. In the realization
that this request constitutes only & small

part of the requirements for family hous- . B
ing, these authorizations have been left *:

virtually intact. In approving :thls‘f

ndt‘ul of t.he mmt housm 1-_‘

Y-

inguifores miiltdt3t p8SAnel. This au-

The Navy title, which totals $571 mil&y q;omw,!coqldnw!md‘lwﬁt the next 3

gram to keep the Navy’s shore establi
ment adequate to service its ships,

lion, constitutes another sten {n the proeﬁn;J Angd, lmt

craft, and weapons. Approximately $348AISHIAL 1Y
posawsyy ¥o

yhiligeihazould pros-
It is reported that

&?1 ﬁrﬂ e d from the
&g&gfﬁe unable tp
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i)
tor Lom Mississipg has made with ref-
sreven Lo the benelicial service record by
L0 (Vitzapt, The Senator from
ppE has girvady, alluded to oy
T shbuld Jfke ‘to Associate myself
i thase ‘remirks alse.  We believe,

o ihpk the seryices gf William Dar-
deir thelelerk ofgbe subeommiliee, have
Beenooandduehler. He has . inde-

efforts, to. firther Lhe
vork of the committee.. He has always
heotn aspurce of formation to us and
bas alwiys been ready to supply it. He
wis ulways on call wheneyer we wanted
b ask fol information. | He has cer-
riinly done a gpod jok, and I should
theretsee dke (e REcorD to show my ap-
preciation of his good work.

My STENNIS.. U thapk the Senator
frum South Du ek BE Pravisions in
the bill:retlect only i, part hls very fine
knowledge of the subjeclmatier. Therg
15 no way to calghlate ‘or estimate the
extent of the yaluable services of the
Senator from South Dakota..nol only
this year; but alsp.in the previous years
when he acted as gt man of the sub-
commitlee. - He has carried s heavy
luad, and he hag gertainly made g fine

fapimante in- 4Lis

ceontribution;

T Ledadguarters iDsta;

PO

Cteminging

| erame - +Fhe ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
N it ik pore. * “The question is on agreeing to
| heingulsh the nﬁq@‘oxga— he. Senal % m.Jexns.
) | . ‘”!'h“; o on{ﬁgﬁas 4 e?ﬂ‘ @ and the
) : ?@%&Jﬂ will...resolution (S, Res. 130) was considered
i Wi 8- Part.. and agreed to,as {ollows’
I 10, Ma wiResolved, That the chairinan “and mem-
, aug UCh. 8184 bers of the Seleét Committes on Small Bus-
| Naw Bielligence.. . iness. prested. ny Senate Resolutlon 58, 81st
D Au gd with-_ Congress, 2d. sgssion,. shall be_appointed,
y oub Cidis 3 =30, the sume_manner aod st the.same. time
! prekent e D¢ 1 PREs
! {hem. of o . AkHhe begin.
! P go ongress,

o e —

P , = -MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

T “A message from the House of Repre-_

i the bill which hag
Tt reads:

I B i i
I should like tg point 1o a proviso in
110} been mentioned,

Provided further, ‘That 8t such time as.
the Centead Intelligence Agency oteuples the
u%uom axlhorized by this

itur of Cieneral Services

title. the Adminlsg
's-uthorized and d

a‘tip‘%gmdme‘
to,

L . i

¢ ACTING PRESIDEN: PEo. tem-
pore.  TheTqués~tion is on. the engross-
mirnt of the amendment. an

d the third
reaging of 't bil .
The smehdmeht
nroseed and the bi
ime. e i D e
The bill (H. R. 6820) was read the
third time and passed. i
Mr  RUSSFELL. I. President, I wish
&t this time to cxpress my. deep appre-
ciation 1o, the Senator Lrom Mississippi

| My STENN 1&@%?&3@@%

Inpton [ Mk

lrected Lo sccomplish the,.

S o; conference on th
_=of thé two Hotises o
ﬁg;q gg;- ‘*zigld *of "{he" ér:dte To th

~ i
. Was,

from South Dakota [Mr. Case]. for the
very excellent work they have done on
the bill which the Senate has just passed.
There ave tew measures whicl: are more
tedious and which require more exact-
ing work than does one of these com-
prehensive military construction au-
thorization bills. The subcommuittee has
rendered & realservice to the Senate and
to the country by the verv careful at-
tention they have given to this measure.

Mr. President, I move Lhat the Senate
insist upon jts amendment.. request a
conference with the House of Repre-
sentatives thereon, and that the Chair
appaint conferees on the part of the
Scenate

The motion was agreed to: and the
Acting President pro tempore appointed
Mr. STENNIS, Mr. JACKSON, Mr. BYrD, Mr.
Case of South Dakota, and Mr. SaLTon-
sralLL conferees on the part of the Senate.

i i

APPOINTMENT OF SELECT COMMIT-

TEE.ON SMALL BUSINESS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Pres-
ident., I move that the Senate proceed
to-the consideration of Order No. 697,

“‘Benate Resclution 120.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore.. The clerk will state the. resolu-
tion by title for the information of the
Senate,

The Lrecistative CLERK. A resolution
(3. Res. 120 providing for the manner
.of the appointment of the Select Com-
mittee on Small Business. .

g

Sa

following enrolled bilis, and they were
signed by the Acting Precident pro tem-
pore:

5.727 An act to adjust the salaries -
Judges of the muuictpal court oi appeuts Lo
the District of Columnbia, the salaries of Flie
Judges of the municipul court for the Tis
trict of Columbia, the sulary of the jucdpe
of the District of Columbia tax cou: PR YT
the salary of the judge of the Tueeniie cour
of the District of Columbia.

H.R.989. An aci for the relief of Dy Lowns
J. Sebille;

H.R 980. An act tor the .elief of Takuko
Riu Relch;

H.I. 1111,
Mack;

H.R.1163. An act for the reuet
Houn and Lily Ho Lee Houn,

H.R. 1247, An act for the relief ot Carol
Brandon (Valtrude Probt) |

H.R. 1255, An act for the relief of Ferenc
Babothy:

H.R. 1281 An act for the relfef oi Carle
Nonvenuto: oo

H.R.1283. An act for the relief of Qlga
Joannou Georgulea:

H. R. 1287 An act for the reijet of Dayid
Mordka Borenstajn, Itta Rorenstajn nee
Behipper, and Mella Borenstgn Reichiimger:

H.R. 1387, An act for the relief ot Chin
York Gay:

H.R.1417. An act for the rolief of Charles
(Carlos) Gerlicz;

H.R. 1467. An act for
Buich,; .

H.R. 1472. Ar for the =ulef of “ictos
Manuel Soares De Mendonca:

H.R. 1473. An act for the reiief of Eleanore
Hauser,

H.R. 1474. An act for the rellef of Ry
Sherman Trigg,

H.R.1475. An act for 1he reliel of Withg
Chong Chan;

H.R.1525. An act for the relief of Ardes
Albacete Yaner;

. &, . e

An act for the reliel of Phily;.

M Lew

the rellief of Stilena

£ ~she- relief of T (.
Ellfott; o ;

H.R. 2033 An_ act for the rellef. of Mrs
Berta Mansergh;

H.R.3068.°An acl for the relief of Eu-
fronio D. Espina;

H.R.3070. An act for tie rcilet of Mrs
Lee Tai Hung Quan 'and Quan Al sang.

H.R3078, Ah act for the rilief of Virgil

Wil [AT80 Knhiown ns Virgilio sackson
oL the stands, e RU8271.-An uct for the relef of Jobi

“Lloyd 8nielcer;

3. R.5502. An act making nppropristions

LS MO YRE DEpartments of Stale and Justice

the Judiclary, and related ageneies for the

fiscal year ending.June 30, 1956, and for other
purposes; and )

sentatives, by,

" agréed 10 the Teport
" the

of
di.

e hill (H,

*ary afd related a

i

y b Me‘ d“lg" T T Rl
@wﬂ*‘ Sbs?es’s:‘”that h% House receded from
=1ts disagreement to the amendments of
the Senate numbered 2, 12, 13, 21, 35,
~37, and 46 to ihe bill, and. concurred
“therein. and that the House receded
~from its disagreemenl to the amend-
:ments of the Senate numbered 30 and
49 to the bill, and concurred therein,
each with an amendment, in which it

arequested the concurrence of the Senate.

™'~ “ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

M1, Maurer, iis reading . H.
clerk, announged thal the House had_ L
the committec. pur
sagreeing votes. .
endments, ..

5042, A _LpPEOPriD ! LIons
for the Department of Defense for, the fiscal
ERUIE " Tihe 30, 1056, sud_{or ocier
POBES;

(H.R. 5502)
meking appropriations fof the Depart- .
THiEtts 'of State”an tice_ the Judigi-.
.0.the President of the United States the

:NROLLED BILL PRESENTED
The SBecretary of the Senate reporied
that on today. July 1, 1955, he presesod

enrolled bill (8. 727) to adjust the saka -
ries of judges of the municipal court of
appeals for the District or Columnbia,
the salaries of the judges of the mu-
nicipal court for the District. of Colum-
bia, the salary of the judge of the Is-
trict of Columbia tax court, and the
salary of the judge of the juveniie court.
of the District of Columbia.

DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND J Use
TICE, AND JUDICIARY AFPROPRIA -

TIONS-—CONF 0 ORT
S6 200%9814% 2O RDRE0-01 3#ORAGRBLOGADN I, 1 .

mit a report of the commitiee of con-
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school system, will d6 rhuch to save our
‘youth. B ’

Then, thirdly, religlon. The church and
the synagogue—when corfectly understood
and used by the parents—can and do play
s major role in the prévention of deiin-
quency. The house of God and the religlous
gchool must, however, not be regarded by
parents as good places to which to send
their children, but in which they have no
personal interest. How nalve can parents be-
come when they say: “I sent them to church,
didn’t I? 1T sent them to Sunday school,
didn’t I? What kind of a church are you
running? You must have a pretty bad Sun-
day school if my children are turning ouf
this way.”

Now, religlous institutions, although they
can be exceedingly effective and are effective
in the tralning of character, cannot perform
miracles. Such institutiohs can imbue the
child with the highest concepts of morality
and unselfishness only when his parents par-
ticipate with him. Only then will the child
consider these institutions important.

Fourthly, the influence of the community
upon the child’s growth and development.
Good housing, it has been shown time and
agaln, prevents delinquency. And rec-
reational facilities, playgrounds and soclal
centers, operated by tralned personnel, are
&1l unquestioned deterrents to delinquency.
The work of youth organizations like the
Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts, YMCA's, YWCA’s,
etc, all should be widely expanded
g0 that more and more of our youth will
come under theitr influerice. The pollicy of

* the infiltration of streét gangs by tralned

youth leaders that is being pursued by our
own Néw York Youth Board ls, to my mind,
an excellent method of dealing with this
problem. Yes, when the community infiu-
ences are favorable, the child has s better
chance to be the kind of citizen that his
parents and that the community at large
would want him to he.

Finally, it is'well known that the moral
climate of a community has its effect upon
the youth. Stories of corruption involving
important Government officlals, shady busi-
ness practices, stories of easy money and of
gangsters who are glorified and become he-
roes, the effeét of unwholesome movies, comic
books, TV programs areé not without thelr
influence upon the young. Dr. Fine tells
of a young thiet who remarked to him:
“yes, I stole $150 from ‘a gas station. So
what? How much did Governor Hofiman
steal from the people of New Jersey?” It is
this attitude that is very easily developed
in the minds of impressionable youth. “If
they can do 1, if they can get away with 1f,
why can’t I?”

T shall not go into the improvements that
must be made in the various ageficles deal-
ing with our youth after they have become
delinguent—the juvenile police officers, the
juvenile courts, improved foster homes, de-
tention homes, training schools, etc.—but
desire merely to emphasize the need for im-
proving those media which will prevent juve-
nile delinquency, nameély, the home, the
school, the church and synagogue, the com-
munity, the morale climate. To achieve
this purpose, we must stop thinking in terms
of delinquent youth, but rather in terms of
our delinguent society. We know the causes.
We also know the cure. Our problem is not
that we demand that something be done
by someone élse, but that we express our
willingness to accept whatever responsibility
4evolves upon us as members of society and
to make whatever financial sacrifices that
may be necéssary in ofder to "build a- finer,
healthier, and more worthy community life
-for the young people of our country. No
task confronting us is more important, none
more essentlal to the well-being of our so-
ciety. ‘ ,

During the war a new expression, crash
program, came into frequent use. It means

L3
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‘that if something of the utmost importance,
something involving the very life and death
of our country had to be accomplished, then
the question of financial cost was not to be
considered at all. Thus, when it was de-
clded to create an atomic bomb—even
though no one was certain that it could he
achleved—we did not hesitate to spend what
was then, and still is, the astronomical sum
of 82 billion. We said then, and we say NOW,
that whatever the cost, it was worth 1it,

Something of the same spirit animated the
National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis
when it embarked upon its dramatic pro-
gram to stamp out this horrible disease.
Untold milllons of dollars were spent and will
continue to be spent until this scourge ls
completely eliminated from the world. Who
will say that its wasn’t—and isn't—worth 1t?

Some such crash program, it seems to me,
1s required if we are to win the war against
juvenile delinquency, & disease which is even
mode dreadful and more destructive than
polio or any other physlcal ailment. Let us
have more family counselors than we think
we need. Let us build more and better
schools and playgrounds than we think are
necessary. Let us hire better teachers, more
teachers and provide them with a wage to
which they are entitled. Let us engage more
youth directors than we believe we are going
to need. The cost will go up into the hun-
dreds of millions and billions of dollars, but
who will say that it isn’t worth it?

At the present time juvenile delinquency is
problem number one in America. It is in-
finitely more serious than any other prob-
lem which we are confronted. . The very
existence of our civilization depends upon its
solution. It must be solved and it can be
solved and it will be solved, when the citizens
of our Nation become aware of the respon-
sibilities devolving upon them. Yes, punish-
ment is necessary when crimes are commit-
ted, whether by juveniles or by adults. But
that doesn’t solve the problem. It is the
delinquent society which creates delinquency
that requires our attentlon,

In the 21st chapter of the Book of Deuter-
onomy a very strange procedure is described
in connection with what is to take place
when a slain person is found in a field and
his murderer is unknown. The elders and
the judges of the city nearest the spot where
the body has been found are required
to offer & sacrifice, wash their hands over
it and then say, “Our hands have not shed
this blood, neither have our eyes seen it.
Forgive, O Lord Thy people Israel, whom
Thou had redeemed, and suffer not innocent
blood to remain in the midst of Thy people
Israel.” In commenting on this unusual
proceeding, one of the ancient rabbis asked:
“Why is it that the good people, the re-
spectable people, the elders and the judges
are called upon to swear that their hands
were guiltless of this crime? Why were not
the cutthroats, the thieves, and the known
eriminals of the community made to swear
that they did not perpetrate this crime?” To
these rhetorical questions he provided the
answer: “In order that we might always real-
ize thdt not the bad people, but the good
people are responsible for the evils of a
community; the evils of life will disappear
when the good folk assume the responsibili-
ties which belong to them.” Amen.

LOSS OF UNITED STATES TRADE IN
LATIN AMERICA

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, to
those of us ‘who recognize the impor-
tance of the Latin Americen countries to
the economic well-being of our Nation,
the ‘article which sppeared in the July
1 issue of the" Wathington Post and
Times Herald Is™ x;gged frightening.

“nited States Is
2 b o ¥E S
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Losing Trade in Latin America.” It goes
on to state that Japan and Europe, in-
cluding the Soviet bloc countries, are
cutting into the trade of Latin America
by offering lower prices and longer credit
terms.

This assertation was contained in a
‘United Nation’s report which reviewed
the economy of the Latin America coun-
tries for the year 1954.

Mr. President, the Department of
Commerce reveals that our trade with
ILatin America has dropped by almost
$250 million in the past 2 years, and
there is every indication that with our
little attention to the affairs of the
countries to the south of us, and in-
creased attention on the part of the
countries of Europe and the Soviet bloc
countries that trade between Latin
America and the United States will un-
fortunately continue to fall off.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REecorp at
this point the above-described article.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,”
as follows: .

UNITED STATES IS LOSING TRADE IN LATIN

AMERICA

UniTED NaTiONs, N. Y., June 30.—Japan
and Europe, including Sovlet bloc countries,
are cutting into United States trade with
Latin America by offéring cheaper prices and
easler credit terms, a U. N. report disclosed
today. Soviet bloc trading was sharply on
the upgrade, it sald.

A review of Latin American economies for
1954 was made public here In advance of
the meeting of the U. N. Economic Commis=~
slon for Latin America starting August 28 in
Bogota, Colombia.

Agriculture increases in Latin America as a

whole kept up with a population increase

and industry spurted 8.4 percent over 1953,
but there were gloomy notes in the review.
Investment in Latin America showed a de-

clining trend. Balance of payments surplus,

was reduced by more than 700 million.

During 1951 and 1953 imports of European
rolling stock almost equaled those from the
United States, the review noted. The United
States also was losing ground in commercial
vehicles, not only to Europe but also to
Japan.

European exports to Latin America of
machinery for the pulp, paper, and timber
industries have more than doubled in 2 years,
while those of the United States and Canada
have fallen by 45 percent, the review sald.

Japan was described as extremely active
in textile-machinery sales.

Eastern Europe and Japan have provided
strong competition In agricultural ma-
chinery, cutting considerably imporis of
United States tractors.

The United States still holds an edge in
the sale of private automobiles and .was
showing recovery in agricultural machinery,
oil drilling machinery and machine tools, the
review sald.

MULTIPLE USE OF SURFACE OF
SAME TRACTS OF PUBLIC LANDS—
CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I
submit a report of the committee on con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5891) to amend
the act of July 31, 1947 (61 Stat. 681)
and the mining laws to provide for mul-
tiple use of the surface of the same
tracts of the public lands, and for other
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purposes. I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BARKLEY in the chair), The report will
be read for the information of the
Senate. .

The legislative clerk read the report,
as follows:

The committee of conference. on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
5891) to amend the act of July 31, 1947 (61
Stat. 681) and the mining laws to provide
for multiple use of the surface of the same
tracts of the public lands, and for other pur-

‘poses, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as
follows:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate and
agree to the same with a further amendment
as follows: On page 5, line 17, of the Sepate
engrossed amendment, after the words
“United States” insert the words “subse-
quent to the location of the claim”, and the
Senate agree to the same.

CLINTON P. ANDERSON,
- HENRY M. JACKSON,
Josers C. O’MAHONEY,
EUGENE D. MILLIKIN,
ARTHUR V. WATKINS,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.
CLAIR ENGLE,
WALTER ROGERS
LEE METCALF,
JOHN P. SAYLOR,
WILLIAM A. DawsoN,
Managers on the Part of the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TIs there
objection to the present consideration of
the report?

" There being no objection, the Senate
broceeded to consider the report.

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, The
question is on agreeing to the conference
report,
vy The report was agreed to.

* CONSTRUCTIQN OF CERTAIN MILI-
TARY, NAVAL, AND AIR FORCE
INSTALLATIONS — CONFERENCE
REPORT S

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I sub-
mit a report of the committee of con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6829) to au-
thorize certain consTruction at military,
naval, and Air Force installations, and
for other purposes. I ask unanimous
censent for the present consideration of
the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
port will be read for the information of
the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the report.

(For conference report, see House pro-
reedings of July 7, 1955, pp. 866]1-8669,
JCONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

The PRESIDT O CER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the report? .

There being no objection, the Senate
broceeded. to consider the report.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, T ask
Unanimous consent to have printed at
this point in the REcorp a letter which
I received from residents of Langley, Va.
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The subcommittee did not know of the
objection of the people of Langley, Va.,
to the possible location of the new CIA
headquarters in that community,

I am not sure whether it has been
finally decided that the headquarters
will go to Langley, Va. I think, how-
ever, that certainly the people of that
comimunity should have an opportunity
to be heard before the Appropriations
Committee before any final decision is
reached. The committee was unaware
of the protest at the time the ‘matter
was being considered.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Jury 8, 1955.
The Honorable HeNrRy M. Jackson,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C,

DEAR SENATOR JACKSON: We are residents
and property owners of the Langley-Great
Falls hrea of Fairfax County, Va., who are
concerned over the possible construction of
the Central Intelligence Agency headquar-
ters in the neighborhood. - On April 7 of
this year CIA announced publicly that 1t
was giving up any.plan to locate in Langley.
Then last week, without notice, language was
written into a military construction bill
which indicated that CIA was still very much
interested in Langley as a bossible site. We
believe there are sertous considerations
against locating CIA in Langley that should
be brought to the attention of the Congress.

Langley is & unique residential area of one-
family homes on large lots, eountry places,
and farms. There are no apartment build-
ings and virtually no commercial develop-~
ment. | A large Government office building
will biing great pressure for mass housing,
commercial construction, used-car lots, and
other changes which will destroy the char-
acter of the area. ’

Fairfax County is already hard-pressed to
provide water, sewerage, schools, roads,
police, and other facilities for a rapidly grow-
ing population. Water and sewerage may be
arranged for an office building itself, but the
great population increase which will follow
will throw an intolerable burden on the
community. For example, the water table
is already falling in the county, and new
mass hpusing in an area of individual wells
will lower the table disestrously and dry up
many existing wells. -

To erect a large office building on this
river front property and to build a super
highway to it in the name of the George
Washington Memorial Parkway is directly
contrary to the purposes of the Capper-
Crampton Act. The Congress in 1930 author-
1zed the acquisition of the river front prop-
erty, including the entire Virginia shore of
the Potomac from below Chain Bridge to a
point gbove Great Falls, for a memorial
to George Washington and for “the protec-
tion and preservation of the natural scenery
of the Gorge and the Great Falls of the
Potomac” (46 Stat. 482),

The Public Roads tract at Langley with
1%, miles of riverfront is the only substan-
tial pie¢e of United States property on the
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Virginia shore above Chain Bridge available
for park purposes. Other such property is
increasingly difficult to acquire. As with the

more highly publicized Maryland shore of
the Potomac, the interest of protecting the
wilderness of the river and carrying out the

statutory purposes of the Capper-Crampton
Act must be balanced agalnst the interest of
providing access for the motorist. Nelther
consideration, however, suggests that large
Government office buildings should be 1o
cated on potential park land. .

The McLean Citizens Association, drawing
Its members from the entire area, consid-
ered the problem at & special meeting and
voted to opppose location of a CIA building
in Langley. At a subsequent meeting the
assoclation recommended that park and rec-
reation areas be designated for the area, in-
cluding if possible the bulk of the Public
Roads property at Langley. Of several sites
now being considered by CIA, Langley is the
only one in which the loecal citizens associa~
tion has objected. In fact, other areas have
pleaded with CIA to locate there and have of-
tered free land and facilities.

No affirmative reason has been offered for
location of a huge Government office build-
ing on potential park land, in the midst of
an entirely residential area, against the
wishes of the community and in the face of
btrongly pressed invitations to locate else-
where. CIA has no need to have its employ-
ees WOfk in rural residential surroundings,
To logate in Langley would damage a unique
community with no offsetting gain to CIA.

We are presenting our views in this letter
to make clear that residents of the Langley
area have not changed their opposition to g
CIA bullding here. After the April 7 state-
ment we assumed that the mattter was
closed. If Langley is again to be consid-
ered by CIA, we wish to be heard. Surely
such a controversial proposal, with its serious
effects on long-established Federal park pol-
icy and on the orderly development of a
community, should receive full and careful
study.including an opportunity for all view~
points to be presented.

Respectfully yours,
BENJAMIN LEE Birp.
G. BOWDOIN CRAIGHILL, Jr.
ROGER FISHER.
MANNING .(GASCH,
ANTHONY LEwis,
SaMUEL E. NEEL.
CYNTHIA ZIMMERMAN.

Mr., STENNIS. Mr. President, I have
a short statement which is a summary
of the conference report, and I ask unan-
imous consent that the statement may he
printed in the Recorp at this point in my
remarks,

-There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR STENNIS ON CONFER~
ENCE REFORT oN H. R. 6829, MILITARY CoN-
STRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL
A tabulation showing a comparison of the

authorization contalned in this bill as it

passed the House, as it bassed the Senate,

and as has been agreed to in conference is
as follows:

Comparativé summary of military construction authorization bill (H. R. 6829)

House Senate Conference
Army. _— $551,305,000 | $527, 027, 000 $533, 904, 000
Navy. oo LTITITTTTT 596, 140, 900 571, 620, 300 564, 224, 300
é}fa n&mb — = 1,163, g@,% 1,205,170,000 | 1,207, 902, 000
Cla____._... &.m.’.m.mw..m. 56, 000, 000 53, 500, 000 54, 500, le
Total. cmemenceennnn, Bk BN ---- LAy - o 2,368,998,000 | 2,357,317,300 | 2,300, 530, 300
WSS (S g (3eaep
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- The total authorization agreed to in con«
ference. is $3,213,000 more than had been ap-
proved by the Senate and $8,468,600 less than
had been approved by the House.

Under the conference agreement the Army
would receive $533,904,000 or $6,877,000 more
than had been contained in the bill as it
passed the Senate. This difference repre-
sents, Senate agreement to add $5 million
for hospital facilities at Fort Jackson, S. C.
and to add $1,877,000 for cold storage facili-
ties at Schofield Barracks in Hawail,

The Navy would receive authorization in
the amount of $564,224,300, which figure is
87,396,000 less than the Senate had ap-
proved. This net reduction derives from the
Senate’s agreeing to the addition of $81,000
for providing Navy family quarters in the
District of Columbia and to the addition of
$432,000 for a dispensary at Quantico, Va.,
with these additions being more than offset
by reductions of $6,098,000 at Camp Pendle-
ton’ In California; $123,000 at the Naval
Powder Factory, Indian Head, Md.; and #1,-
688,000 for land acquisition at Port Chicago,
Calif. The decision to reduce the authoriza-
tion at Camp Pendleton results from a re-
luctance to provide additional facilities there
until an adeguate water supply for the base
is assured. The land acquisition at Port
Chicago was deleted, pending an on-the-site
study . by a subcommittee of the House
Armed Services Committee to determine
whether this land requirement can be co-
ordinatd’ with a similar requirement of the
Army In the same area, The relatively
small reduction at the Naval Powder Factory,
Indian Head, Md. was made after the De-
partment of the Navy advised that it.no

' longer required this small item.
~ The Alr Force portion of the authorization
1s 81,207,902,000, an increase of $2,732,000
over the authorization contained in the bill
a8 1t passed the Senate. The addition of
$2,732,000 is to provide additional facllities
at the Charleston Air Force Base, S. C.
These facilities were originally scheduled
for authorization next year, but were in-
-‘cluded in this bill in order to enhance the
effectiveness of this important base at an
early date, )
- The Senate had provided authorization for
the headquarters installation for the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency in s maximum
amount of $53,500,000; $45 million.of this
sum as intended for the construction of
bulldings. If the headquarters installation
were placed at Langley, Va., $8,600,000 would
have been available for the extension of the
George Washington Memorial Parkway. If
- ‘& site other than Langley were chosen, $1
million would have heen avajlable for the
purchase of the necessary land. The House
had provided $50 million for the building,
and the Conferres agreed to add $1 million
to the Senate allowance of $45 million for
this purpose. Thus, the CIA is provided a
maximum authorization of $54,500,000, of
which $46 milllon is earmarked for the con-
struction of a headquarters installation, If
the Langley site is finally selected, an addi-
tional $8,500,000 is available for extension
of the George Washington Memorial Park-
‘way. If the Langley site is not selected, this
~$8,500,000 is not available for authorization,
but $1 million would be avallable for the
_purchase of land. .

The House had provided an authorization
of $300,000 for the construction of quarters
and related communication facilities for the
“Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and his

“assistants. The conférees recognized the de-
sirability of providing suitable quarters for
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, but no
detailed  justification for this construction
had been ppresented in the Senate, and it
was agreed that an authorization of this type
should be separately considered. Only this
morning a’subcommittee of the Senate Com-

_mittee on Armed Serviges took testimony on

“an alithorization for this purpose, and it is
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possible that a .separate bill to authorize
housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs

of Staff will be reported in time for consid- .

eration and actlon at this session of the
Congress.

There were two changes from the Senate
version of the general provisions contained
in title V. The Senate conferees agreed to
accept a House provision authorizing the
secretaries of the military departments to
acquire housing units insured by the Fed-
eral Housing Commissioner pursuant to title
VI or title IX of the National Housing Act,
in those cases where the housing units are
adequate and suitable for housing military
personnel and thelr dependents. This pro-
vision, as it was originally inserted by the
House, was intended to be complementary fo
a somewhat simlilar provision ‘authorizing
the secretaries of the military departments
to assume, on application by the sponsor,
mortgage obligations on the so-called Wherry
housing units that had been insured under
the provisions of title VIII of the National
Housing Act. The Senate bill did not con-
tain the provision affecting the Wherry hous-
ing units. The House receded from its lan-
guage authorizing the acquisition of Wherry
housing units and the Senate accepted the
House language authorizing the acquisition
of title VI and title IX units.

The second change in the general provi-
slons ag they had passed the Senate relates
to the provision requirlng the secretaries of
the military departments to come into
agreement with the Armed Services Commit-
tees on the utilizatlon of certain clagsified
and overseas construction authorization.
This section represented a continuation of
commitiee policy adopted originally in 1952.
However, the construction requirements, cost
estimates, and base agreements are much
more firm and definite today than was true
in 1952, and the Senate agreed to eliminate
this provision,

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. Presidenf, the
conference report substantially follows
the bill as passed by the Senate.

With reference to the matter at Lang-
ley, Va., we did not locate the CIA build-
ing at Langley. There was no testimony
taken on that point.

I ask unanimous consent that a letter
from the county executive of the county
of Fairfax, Va., be printed in the RECoRrp
at this point. . .

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF FAIRFAX,
Fairfaz, Va., July 7, 1955,
Hon. JouN C. STENNIS,
United States Senator,
Senate Ojfice Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR STENNIS: It occurs to me that

it would be appropriate to advise you of the

“position taken by the Board of County Super-~
‘visors of Fairfax County, Va., relative to

possible location of the Central Intelligence
Agency’s Office building near Langley in Fair-
fax County. '

Our board has consistently welcomed the
CIA to this location and has expressed a
willingness to cooperate in every way pos-
sible in providing the facilties which this in-
stallation would require in order to make it
possible for the Langley site to be chosen.

The board has officlally agreed to provide

' sewage disposal for the installation and has

cooperated with the city of Falls Church
and the Virginia Department of Highways
relative to supplying water and providing
adequate highway facilities for same.

. It 1s my understanding that a declsion in
connection with this location will soon be
forthcoming and I am pleased to advise you

.

i
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of the position taken by the Fairfax County
Board of County Supervisors.
With best wishes,
" Sincerely yours,
' CARLTON C. MASSEY,
County Executive.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
should like to congratulate the members
of the conference committee upon the
action on the bill which the distin-
guished senior Senator from Mississippi
has presented. The able and distin-
guished Senator from Mississippi and his
committee composed of the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. Casel, the Senator
from Washington [Mr. Jackson], and
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
SALTONSTALL], performed a very fine
service, and I wish to commend them
for the excellent manner in which they
handled the bill,

On behalf of the people of South Caro-
lina X should like to say that we are
very appreciative of the consideration
given to the hospital at Fort Jackson.
Fort Jackson is one of the finest instal-
lations for training troops, and the hos-
pital will provide facilities which are
very badly needed there. We are very
grateful to the conference committee for
their action in the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the conference
report.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
subsequently said:

Mr. President, I should like to com-
mend the three Senate conferees on the

military construction bill for their suc-

cess in retaining certain items in the bill.
I wish to say something in behalf of the
Charleston transportation depot; and I
notice that there is $5 million allowed
for Camp Jackson, S. C., for medical fa-
cilities. I should like to invite the atten-
tion of the Senate to the fact that it is
not Camp Jackson., It is Fort Jack-
son. It was made a fort several years

‘ago.

Also, I notice that $427,000 has been
included for the naval industrial reserve
shipyard, Charleston, 8. C.; $1,650,000
for the Marine Corps record depot, Par~
ris Island, S. C.; $4,649,000 for the Ma-
rine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau-
fort, S. C.; and $553,000 for community

‘Tacilities at the Naval Receiving Station,

Charleston, S. C.

There are several other items pertain-
Ing to South Carolina, but I shall not go
into them in detail now.

I thank the committee of conference
for having included these items for
South Carolina. I think they are much
needed and can well be used in the de-
fense of our Nation at this time.

MRS. LORENZA O’'MALLEY (pE
AMUSATEGUI) ET AL,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate a message from the

- House of Representatives announcing its

disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1003) for the
relief of Mrs. Lorenza O'Malley (de
Amusategui), Jose Maria de Amusategui
O’Malley, and the legal guardian of Ra-
mon de Amusategui O'Malley, and re-
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- questing a conference with the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon.

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon.its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a con-
ference, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. KILGORE,
Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. DaNIEL, Mr. ‘WELKER,
and Mr. BuTLER conferees on the part of
the Senate.

e ———r

THOMAS F. HARNEY

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before
the Senate & message from the House of
Representatives announcing its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate
to the bill (H. R. 2907 for the relief of
Thomas F. Harney, Jr., doing business
as the Harney Engineering Co., and re-
questing a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon. '

Mf{, KILGORE. T move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a conference,
and that the Chair appoint the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. KILGORE,
Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr, DANIEL, Mr. WELKER,
and Mr. BUTLER conferees on the part of
- the Senate.

ORRIN J. BISHOP

The PRESIDING OFFICER' laid be-
fore the Senate a mMmeSsage from thé
Ilouse of Representatives arinouncing its
disagreement’ to the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4249).for the
relief of Orrin J. Bishop and requesting
a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
Qn. . - N e N
‘Mr. KILGORE. "I move that the Sen-

ste insist upon its amendment, agree to.

the request of the House fot a conference,
and that the Chair appdint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. KILGORE,
Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. DaNIEL, Mr. WEL-
xer, and Mr. Burier conferees on the
part of the Senate.

ESTATE OF VICTOR HELFENBEIN'

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before
the Senate a message from the House of
‘Representatives announcéing Its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief
of the estate of Victor Helfenbein, and
requesting a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, agree to
the request of the House for a corfererce,
and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. KILGORE,
Mr, McCLELLAN, Mr. DANIEL, Mr. WELKER,
and Mr. ButLer conferees on the part of
the Senafte., ’

Approvedv For Release 2'OOOI¢§)8I16 :Cl

Approved For Reléase 2000/
CONGRESSI

DONALD HECTOR TAYLOR

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the $énate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill
(S. 26> for the relief of Donald Hec-
tor Taylor, which was, in line 7, after
“fee” insert “Provided, That a suitable
and proper bond or undertaking, ap-
proved by the Attorney General, be de-
posited as prescribed by section 213 of the
said act.”

Mr. KILGORE. The hill has been
amended by the House to provide for the
posting of a bond, as a guaranty that the
beneficiaty will not become a public
charge.

I move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

LUPE M. GONZALEZ

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill (S.
36) for the relief of Lupe M. Gonzalez,
which was, to strike out all after the en-
acting clause and insert: -

That the Attorney General is authorized
and direc’ted to discontinue any deportation
proceeding and to cancel any outstanding or-
der and warrant of deportation, any war-
rant of #arrest and bond which may have
been issued in the case of Lupe M. Gozalez,
and the ‘said Lupe M. Gonzalez shall not
again be subject to deportation by reason
of the sa;ne facts upon which any such de-
portation proceedings were commenced or
any such warrants of arrest have issued.

Mr. KILGORE. The amendment of
the House is to merely cancel outstand-
ing deportation proceedings rather than
granting the status of permanent resi-
dence to the beneficiary.

I move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House. :

The motion was agreed to.

i ——— O ——

* ANNA C. GIESE

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill (5.
244) for the relief of Anna C. Giese,
which was in line 7, after “Tee” insert
“ynder  such conditions and controls
which the Attorney General, after con-
sultation with the Surgeon General of
the United States Public Health Service,
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare, may deem necessary to im-
pose.”

" Mr. KILGORE. The House amend-
ment provides that the Surgeon General
may impose such conditions as he may
deem mecessary, inasmuch as the bene-
ficiary has been afficted with tuber-
culosis.

.I move that the Senate concur in the
amendnient of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN ALIEN SHEEP-
‘ HERDERS )
The 'PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
Housé 'of Representatives to the bill (8.
‘633> for the relief of certain alien sheep-
herders, which was, on page 1, line 5,
strike 6ut “Panagiatis Demitreos Zeras,”.
I

1
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Mr. KILGORE. The bill has been
amended by the House to delete the

name of one of the beneficiaries inas-
much as he has departed from the United
States.

I move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

MARION 8. QUIRK

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill (S.
758) for the relief of Marion S. Quirk,
which was, on page 1, line 7, after “fee”
insert “, under such conditions and con-
trols which the Attorney General, after
consultation with the Surgeon General
of the United States Public Health Serv-
ice, Department of Health, Education,
gmd Welfare, may deem necessary to
impose.” :

Mr. KILGORE. The bill has been
amended by the House to provide that
the Surgeon General may impose such
conditions as he may deem necessary,
jnasmuch as the beneficiary has been
aflicted with tuberculosis.

1 move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

ELISEU JOAQUIM BOA

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill (S.
1654) for the relief of Eliseu Joagquim
Boa, which was, to strike out all after
the enacting clause and insert:

That, notwithstanding the provisions of
section 212 (a) (9) and (18) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, Eliseu Joaguim
Boa may be admitted to the United States
for permanent residence if he is found to be
otherwise sdmissible. under the provisions
of that act: Provided, That these exemptions
shall apply only to grounds for exclusion of
which the Department of State or the De-
partment of Justice had knowledge prior to
the enactment of this act.

Mr. KILGORE. The bill has been
amended by the House to grant a waiver
to the beneficiary of the bill, rather than
granting the status of permanent resi-
dence. 'This waiver will enable the bene-
ficiary to qualify for a visa as the hus-

-band of a lawfully resident alien.

1 move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

DR. LUCIANO A. LEGIARDI-LAURA

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the bill (S,
467) for the relief of Dr. Luciano A.
Legiardi-Laura, which was, to strike out
all after the enacting clause and insert:

That, for the purposes of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, Dr. Luciano A. Legl«
ardi-Laura 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 payment
of the reguired visa fee. Upon the granting

.of permanent residence to such alien as pro-

vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi-
cer to deduct one number from the appro-
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The ‘subcommittee did not know of
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objection of the people of Langley, Va.,

yolan ,eyJ Va. 1 think, how-
ever, that, crtainly . the people of that. -

commiunity should have an opportunity -

to be hecard’before the Approprlations

‘-»Commitbeefbefore any final decision is
| “reached. :¥'The committee was unaware

of the protest at the time the matter

& mot,;after- fui’ Yand free’ con-

Tecede from lts dlmgree-
¢ ‘aniendment of the Benate and

ti\e same with a further amendment

ollpws ~On page 5, 1ine 17, of the Senate

‘osscd smendment, after the words

\"Unned ‘States”™ insert the words ‘‘subse-

quont to the location of the claim™, and the

; agree to the same.

CLINTON P. ANDERSON,

HENRY M. JACKSON,

JoserH C. O'MAHONEY,"

EvceENE D, MILLIXIN, |

ARTHUR V. WATKINS,

anagz'rs on the Part of the Senate,

CLAIR ENGLE,

WALTER RoOGEAs

Lxxe METCALF,

"/ JoHN P. S8AYLOR,

) WiLLiaM A, DAWSON, .

Managers on the Part of the House.

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the report? - _

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

The.” PRESIDING OFFICER. The
- guestion Is on agreeing to the conference

- report.

'I'he wpon was agreed to.

.CONSTR_UC’I‘ION OF CERTAIN MILI-
" TARY., NAVAL, AND AIR FORCE
INSTALLATICNS — CONFERENCE
“REPORT

" Mr. STENNIS.  Mr. President, I sub-
mit a report of the committee of con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
- two Houses on the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R.:6829) to au-
thorize certain construction-at military,
installations, and
for-othexr: ‘purposes; ask unanimous
consent; tor the resem conmderanon of
. the Feport. ., o

“The, PRES'DING 0 "\'.. -The 1e-
port. will be read for the. 1nformanon of
the Senate. :

The legislative clerk read ‘the report

{For conference report, see House pro-
ceedings of July 7. 1955, pp. 8661-8669,
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the report?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, T ask
unanimous consent to have printed at
ihis point in the Recorp a letter which
1 recelved f rom resident,s of Langley, Va.

greed to redolamend and do I
spective Houses a8 as tollows.:_

"The Honorable Han M. JACKSON,

was being considered.’
““There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Rsconn

Jux 8, 1065,

Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. G : :

DEAR BENATOR JACKEON: We are resldents
and property owners of the Langley-Great
Falls area of Falrfax County, VA., who are
concerned over the possible construcuon of
the Central Intelligence Agency headquar-
ters in the neighborhood. On April 7 of
this year CIA announced publicly that it
was giving up any plan to locate in Langley.
Then last week, without notice, language was
written into a military construction biil
which indicated that CIA was still very much

interested in Langley as a possible site. We ~

believe there are serfous conslderations
against locating CIA in Langley that should
be brought to the attention of the Congress.

Langley is & unique residential area of one-
family homes on large lots, country places,
and farms. There are no apartment build-
ings and virtually no commercial develop-
ment, A large Government office building
will bring great pressure for mass housing,
commercial construction, used-car lots, and
other changes which will destroy the char-
acter of the area,

Fairfax County-is already hard-presséd to
provide water, sewerage., schools, roads,
police, and other facilities for a rapidly grow-

ing population. Water and sewerage may be;
arranged for an office building itself, but the:

great- population increase which will follow
will throw an intolerable burden on the
community. For example, the water table
is already falling in the county, and. new
mass housing in an area of individual wells
will lower the table disastrously and dry up
many existing wells,

To erect & large office hullding on this
river front property and to bulld a super
highway to it in the name of the George
Washington Memorial Parkway is directly
contrary to the purpuses of the Capper-
Crampton Act. The Congress in 1930 author-

ized the acquisition of the river front prop=

erty, incituding the entire Virginia shore of
the Potomac from below Chain Bridge to a
point above Great Falis, for a memorlal
to George Washington and for “the prot.ec-
tion and preservation of the natural scenery
of the Gorge and the Qreat Falls oI the
Potomac" (46 Stat. 482).

The Public Roads tract at Langley wlth
1% miles of riverfront ia the only substan-
tial plece of United States property on the

0 0 370 90050
Tirginia

%F July 11
0 n Brﬁgevavaﬂablo

shore a
Jor park purposes .
increasingly .dimeu!
more highly pu
the Potomag;':
wildérness of the
‘statutory purposes .
'Act. must be. balanc:
provldlng access §{

. ered the problem at'a, e
‘voted to opppose location':
in Langley. At a subsequ
- asgociation’ recommended -t

“:Roads property at Langley.
now being constdered by CIA;
only one in which the local cltiz '
tion has objected. - In fact, oth
pleaded with CIA to locate ther
fered free land and facllities,
No amfirmative reason has been;
location of a huge Government office’ ‘bulld-
.ing on.potential park land, in. the midst of
an entirely residential ares,: against the
wishes of the community and in the face of
strongly pressed invitations to locate else-
where. CIA has no need to have its employ-
ees work in rural residential surroundings.
To locate in Langley would damage a unigue
community with no offsetting gain to CIA.

We are presenting our views In this letter -

to make clear that residents of the.Langley
ares have not changed their opposition to a
CIA building here. After the April 7 state-
ment we &ssumed that the mattte: .WAS
closed. If Langley is again to be consid-
ered by ClA, we wish to be heard. Surely
such a controversial proposal, with its serious
effects on long-established Federal park pol-
icy and on the orderly development of =
community, should receive full and careful.
study Including an opporcunlty for al) vlew—
points to be presented.
Respecttully yours, .
BENJAMIN LEE BIRD,:

Rocer PISHER,
MANNING GASCH,
ANTHONY LEWIS,
.8aMurL E, NEEL.

CYNTHIA Zluunuur. :

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President I"have
a short statement which is a summary

of the conference report, and I ask unan-:

imous consent that the statement may be
printed in the Recorp at this. point ln my
remarks.

ment was ordered (o be prmted
REcorD, as follows:
. STATEMENT BY SENATOR BTENNIS ON,CO
ENCE REPORT ON H. R. 6820, MILITARY COUN~
,BTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BIuy Ty

A tabulation showing a comparison of

‘authorization contained in this blllins it -
‘passed the House, as it passed the Senate .

and as has been agreed to in conrerence
as follows:

Comparalive summary of 1mhlary construction authorization bill (I1. R 6829)

Houso . Benate Conferency
Army... -MHEM{M 1y 9()4 o
Navy. . ocoecrcrarcscserrennen 40, 900 . 224, 300
e ronon Toint Chits of St ""““‘““ 1y, 20} 1, 07, 0
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‘The lotal authonization agreed to In con-
ference i $3,213,000 more than had been ap-
proved by the Senate and 88,468,600 less than
had been approved by the House.

Under the conference agreement the Army
wottld receive $533,904,000 or $6,877.000 more
than had been contained in the bill as it
puassed the Senate. This difference repre-
sents Senate agreement to add 8¢5 milllon
for hospital facilities at Fort Jackson, 8. C.
and to add 81,877,000 for cold storage facill-
tles at Schnfield Barracks in Hawalii.

The Navy would receive authorization in
the amount of 564,224,300, which figure is
#7,396,000 less than the Senate had ap-
proved. This net reduction derives from the
Senate's agreeing to the addition of $81,000
for providing Navy famtly quarters in the
District of Columbia and to the addition of
¥432,000 for a dispensary at Quantico, Va,,
with these additions belng more than offset
by reductions of $6,008,000 at Camp Pendle~
ton In Callfornia; #123,000 at the Naval
Powder Pactory, Indlan Head, Md.; and #1,-
€83.000 for land acquisition at Port Chlcago,
Calif. The deciston to reduce the authoriza-
tion, at Camp Pendleton results from a re-
fuctance to provide addlitional facilities there
untll an adequate water supply for the base
b5 assured. The land acquisition at Port
Chucagu was deleted, pending an on-the-site
study by a subcommitiee of the House
Armed Services Committee to determine
whether this land requirement can be co-
ordinatd with a stmtlar requirement of the
Army in the same area. The relatively
small reduction at the Naval Powder Factory,
Indian Head. Md. was macde after the De-
partment of the Navy advised that it no
longer requtred this smnall item.

The Alr Force portion of the authorization
is 81207902000, an increase of 2,732,000
over the authorization contalned in the bill
s it passed the Senate. The addition of
22,732,000 is to provide addltional facllities

~at the Charleston Air Force Base, 8. C.

These facilities were originally scheduled .

for authorization next year, but were in-
cluded in this biil In order to enhance the
effectiveness of this important base at an
early date,

The Sanate had provided authorization for

the headquarters installation for the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency in & maximum
amount of $53,500,000; 45 million of this
sum as Intended for the construction of
buildings. If the headquarters inatallation
were placed at Langley, Va., $8,500,000 would
huve been avallable for the extension of the
Creorge Washington Memorial Parkway, If
& site other than Langley were chosen, $1
million would have been avallable for the
purchase of the necessary land. The House
had provided 850 million for the building,
and the Conferres agreed to add 81 million
‘to the Senate allowance of $45 mdllion for
this purpose, Thus, the CIA is provided a
maximum authorlzation of $54,500,000, of
which 846 milllion is earmarked for the con-
.structlon of a headquarters {nstallation. If
the Langley site is finally selected, an addir
tional 88,500,000 is available for extension
-of the George Washington Memorial Park-
“way. If the Langley site is not selected, this
$8.500.000 is not avallable for authorization,
but 81 milllon would be available for the
purchase of land,

The House had provided an authorization
of $300,000 for the construction of quarters
and related communication tacilities for the
Chuirman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and his
asslstants. The conferees recognized the de-
sirabllity of providing suitable quarters for

“the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, but no
detulled justification for this construction
Liad been ppresented in the Senate, and it
wits agreed that Ah authorization of this type
stiould be separately consldered. Omnly this
morning a subcommittee of the Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services tovk testimony on
au authorlzation for thls purpose, and it is

possible that a separate bill to authorize
housing for the Chalrman of the Joint Chiets
of Stafl will be reported in time for consid-
eration and action at this sesslon of the
Cougress.

There were two changes from the Benate
verston of the general provisions contained
in title V. The Senate conferees agreed to
accept a House provision authorizing the
secretaries of the military departments to
acquire housing units Insured by the Ped-
eral Housing Commissioner pursuant to title
VI or title IX of the National Housing Act,
in those cases where the housing units are
adequate and sultable for housing military
personnel and their dependents. This pro-
vision, as it was originally inserted by the
House, was intended to be complementary to
& somewhat similar provision authorizing
the secretaries of the military departments
to assume, on application by the sponsor,
mortgage obligations on the so-called Wherry
housing units that had been insured under
the provisions of title VIII of the National
Housing Act. The Senate bill did not con-
tain the provision affecting the Wherry hous-
ing units. The House receded from its lan-
guage authortzing the acqutsition of Wherry
housing units and the S8enate accepted the
House language authorizing the acquisition
of title VI and title IX units.

The second change {n the general provi-
stons as they had passed the Senate relates
to the provision requiring the secretaries of
the military departments to come into

‘agreement with the Armed Services Commit-

tees on the utilization of certain classified
and overseas construction authorization.
This section represented a continuatton of
committee policy adopted originally tn 19532,
However, the construction requirements, cost
estimates, and base agreements are much
more firm and definite today than was true
in 1962, and the Senate agreed to eliminate
this provision.

Mr. STENNIS., Mr. President, the
conference report substantially follows
the bill as passed by the Senate.

With reference to the matter at Lang-

ley, Va., we did not locate the CIA build-
ing at Langley. There was no testimony
taken on that point.
I ask unanimous consent that a letter
from the county executive of the county
of Fairfax, Va., be printed in the Recorp
at this point.

There being- no objection, the letter

as ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
hs follows:
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,

CoUNTY OF FAmRFAX,
Fairfax, Va., July 7, 1955.
Hon. JouN C. SBTENNIs, :
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR STENNIS: It occurs to me that

t would bé appropriate to advise you of the

" posiiion taken by the Board of County Super-

bisors of Falrfax County, Va. relative to
poasible location of the Central Intelligence

-jAgency's Office building near Langley in Falr-

_fax County.

Our board has consiastently welcomed the
CIA to this location and has expressed a
willingness to cooperate in every way pos-
sible in providing the facilties which this in-
stallation would require in order to make It
possible for the Langley site to be chosen,
The board has officially agreed to provide
sewage disposal for the installation and has
cooperated with the city of Falls Church
and the Virginia Department of Highways
relative to supplying water and providing
equate highway facilities for same,

It 1s my understanding that a decision {a
jconnection with this location will acon be
forthcoming and I am pleased to advise you

1

‘South Carolina.

. v
of the position taken by the Falrfax County
Board of County Supervisors.
With best wishes,
Sincerely yours,
CaRLTON C. Massxy,
County Executive.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
should like to congratulate the members
of the conference committee upon the
action on the bill which the distin-
guished senior Senator from Mississippi
has presented. The able and distin-
guished Senator from Mississippf and his
committee composed of the Sensator from
South Dakota [Mr. Casel, the Senator
from Washington [Mr, Jackson], and
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
SALTONSTALL), performed a very fine
service, and I wish to commend them
for the excellent manner in which they
handled the bill.

On behalf of the people of South Caro-
Iina I should like to say that we are
very appreclative of the consideration
given to the hospital at Fort Jackson.
Fort Jackson is one of the flnest instal-
lations for training troops, and the hos-
pital will provide facilities which are
very badly needed there, We are very
grateful to the conference committee for
their action in the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the conference
report,.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
subsequently said: :

. Mr. President, I should like to com-
mend the three Senate conferees on the

. military construction bill for their suc-

cess in retaining certain items in the bill,
I wish to say something in behalf of the

Charleston transportation depot; and I

notice that there is $5 million allowed
for Camp Jackson, 8. C., for medical fa-
cilities. I should like to Invite the atten-
tion of the Senate to the fact that it is
not Camp Jackson. It is Fort Jack-
son. It was made a fort several years
880,

Also, T notice that $427,000 has been
included for the naval industrial reserve
shipyard, Charleston, 8. C.: $1,660,000
for the Marine Corps record depot, Par-
ris Island, S. C.; $4,649,000 for the Ma-
rine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau-
fort, 8. C.; and $553,000 for community
facilities at the Naval Recelving Station,
Charleston, 8. C.

There are several other items pertain-
ing to South Carolina, but I shall not go
into them in detail now.

I thank the committee of conference
for having included these items for
I think they are.much
needed and can well be used in the de-
fense of our Nation at this time,

MRS, LORENZA O'MALLEY (px
- AMUSATEGUI) ET AL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER lald be-
fore the Senate a message from the
House of Representatives announcing its
disagreement to the amendment of - the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1003) for the
rellef of Mrs, Lorenza O'Malley (de
Amusategul), Jose Maria de Amusategui
O'™Malley, and the legal guardian of Ra-
mon de Amusategul O'Malley, and ‘re-
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