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gession. I shall be glad to join with
the Senator in that effort.

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Senator.

INTERNATIONAL PEACE MACHINERY—
THE DUMBARTON OAKS CONFERENCE

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr, President, on
yesterday there convened at Washing-
ton, at Dumbarton Oaks, a notable in-
ternational conference. Representa-
tives of the United States, Russia, and
Great Britain have met in what may be
called exploratory conversations respect-
ing the structure of international peace
machinery to effect what we hope will
affect all the nations of the earth, the
great nations as well as the small ones.

Mr. President, it is somewhat difficult
to realize the tremendous significance of
such a meeting. Personally, I think we
stand at the crossroads. I think the
outcome of this conference will mean
either that we shall go forward in the
establishment of peace machinery or
that we shall micerably fail in one of the

- — /| greatest undertakings with which the

Nation has ever been confronted.

The story of the efforts of the United
States toward world peace afford an in-
teresting background of what is now
presented. Recently I have been reading
about the establishment of what was
known as the League to Enforce Peace,
which antedated the World War. Some
of the most notable men in the United
States took part in the establishment of
that organization. It did a great deal
toward crystallizing public sentiment
and stimulating thought along the lines
of what was called an enforced peace.

I shall not dwell upon the transactions
of 1919 and 1920. I believe that sll the
world has now come to the conclusion
that unless we are to look forward in the
next generation to another world war,
brought on by ambition, resentment, an-
ger, and hatred, perhaps on the part of
those who may be conquered in the pend-
ing war—unless we wish to look forward
to that kind of eventuality it behooves
the people of the United States and of
all the world, for that matter, whole-
heartedly to join in the effort to create,
establish, and maintain international
peace machinery.

Mr. President, we cannot, of cource,
hope to create an agency which will be
pleasing to everyone jn all its details,
Some will take exception to this, that, or
the other. That would not be unnatural.
When the Constitution of the United
States was ecstablished there was dis-
agreement over some of its provisions.
There were notable contests in the con-
ventions of several States over the rati-
fication or nonratification of the product
of the Convention of 1787. I recall that
in the Virginia convention great figures
like Patrick Henry, George Mason, and
others resisted ratification, and it was
finally achieved by a margin of only 10
votes. The same situation prevalled in
the conventions of some of the other
States.

So. Mr. President, as we approach the
work of the present conference which, in
the ccurse of due time, will be followed
by another conference on a higher level,
I hope the pzople of the United States,
and particularly Members of the Senate
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and of the House of Representatives, will
work together in peace and in unity,
lIooking forwerd to the larger concept of
the organization.

As chalrman of the Committee on For-
eign Relations I wish to pay my sincere
tribute to the Republican members of the
committee for their approach to the
present problem. There was no evidence
of partisanship in the work which they
have done. There was no evidence of
pettifoggery. There was no disposition
to inject matters of factional or partisan
consideration.

The subcommittee of the Committee
on Foreign Relations was composed of
the chairman, the Senator from Georgia
{Mr. GEeorcel, the Senator from Utah
[Mr. THoMAS], the Scnator from Ken-
tucky (Mr. Baaxkrey], the Senator from
Iowa [Mr. GiLLETTE], the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr, La FOLLETTE), the Sena-
tor from Michigan (Mr. VanpENBERG),
and tiie Senator from Maine [Mr.
Wairel. I am deeply grateful to each
member for their patriotic and arduous
labors in conference with t etar
of State and in committee. {I particularly
wish to express my &énse of gratitude
to the Senators who represented the mi-
nority on the subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. For ap-
proximately 6 months they labored in
framing and presenting to the Senate
the resolution which was adopted by the
Senate on November 5, 1943. Irrespec-
tive of party afiiliations, that resolution
has met with widespread approval
throughout the United States. It does
not, of course, undertake to go into all
the details, activities, and aspects of the
proposed organization, but in a large
way it lays before the people of the
United States and of the world the basic
structure and considerations which such
an organization should embrace.

I wish also to pay my respects to those
Republicans who in the Mackinac reso-
lution at an early date labored well and
handsomely toward creating what, ac-
cording to their minds, was a workable
and satisfactory structure of a peace
organization.

Mr. President, I wish also to express my
deep sense of gratitude to the Senator
from Wisconsin {Mr. La FOLLETTE), the
Senator from Michigan (Mr. VANDEN-
BERG), and the minority leader, the Sen-
ator from Maine (Mr. WHrITE.) They
were members of the subcommittee to
which I have made reference, and they
labored long and arduously. The Sena-
tor from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] also par-
ticipated in conferences with the Secre-
tary of State. He is now a useful mem-
ber of the committee,

In addition to the work which was
performed in the Committece on Foreign
Relations and in the subcommittee of
the Committee on Foreign Relations, al-
most weckly during a period of nearly
a year we consulted with the Seerctary
of State in regard to the approaching
cifficulties which were to be presented.
In all those conferences there was no
partisanship; there was no effort to ob-
tain a partisan advantage; and there
was no effort to waylay and attack frem
the flank anything which we were un-
dertaking to do.

lavy
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So, Mr. President, I hope that the spirit
which I have attempted to descrihe may
continue, Iam sure that it will continue,

I wish to express my sense of appre-
ciation to the authors of the original so-
called B.H, resolution, Senhate Resolu-
tion 114. I wish particularly to pay my
sincere appreciation to those Senators
because I realize thelr sincerity and their
carnestness. While the subcommittee
did not wholly agree with the resolution
in its essential details, it did agree with
the great objective which the sponsors
of the resolution had in mind. There
was no differance in the ambition of any
of us to bring about one great concrete
result, namely, the creation of an Instru-
mentality by which questions could be
tested not by swords and cannon, but by
logic and reason. In the event a decision
were to be made that there must be no
aggression by those who would seek by

orce of arms and might to overrun their

eaceful neighbors, it was intended that

n organization should be created which
would have sufficient power and force to
prevent the conditions against which we
were inveighing.

I believe that by now practically all
elements of our people have arrived at
the opinion that an international organi-
zation must be endowed with a sufiicient
armed force—naval and military—to
prevent the occurrences which have re-
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sulted in this terrible and tragic war,

Mr. President, the three great coun-
tries which, through their representa~
tives, are now holding conferences have,
of course, been in conference over a con-
siderakle peried of time by personal con-
tact as well as by correspondence. It is
very gratifying to witness the fine spirit
which secems to actuate them at the
present moment. A little later repre-
sentatives of China will be called into
conference., After the preliminary con-
versations shall have come to an end a
conference on a higher level will be con-
vened, and in due time representatives
of all the people of the nations of the
world, however small their territories
may be, however weak their arms may
be, will be called into conference in
order that the small nations shall have a
voice 2nd a representation in the peace
machinery. After all, Mr. President, the
small and weak nations are the ones
which will receive the greatest benefits
from such an organization as the one
being proposed. As a rule they are more
often attacked by the more powerful, the
more aggressive, and those who are am-
bitious to achieve military mastery, than
are the great and strong powers.

Mr. President, in the ligquidation of this
war after it shall have come to an end
it will not be practicable immediately to
conclude a treaty of peace. Pending a
definite treaty of peace it may be ncces-
sary for the four great powers partici-
pating on the Allied side to maintain con-
tact and concert of action in bringing
about control and supervision in enemy
countries. We cannot permit chaos and
anarchy to break out in any of the
countries which have been overrun and
occupled. We cannot permit those con-
ditions to obtain even in the enemy coun-
trics. So far as the war itself {s con-
cerned the great powers must continue

.
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to act in harmony. It does not follow,
however, as a result that the permanent
peace structure which we hope to set up
will in any way be modified.

Mr. President, I am sure that Secre-
tary Hull and those associated with him
in_ this enterprise welcome conferences
with any one who has a thought to sug-
gest and who will come to them in &
spirit of helpfulness and cooperation. I
am sure that that is their attitude. It is
the attitude of our Committee on For-
eign Relations and its subcommittee.
We want suggestions from any source,
provided they come in a spirit of helpful-
ness and not in one of enmity and a de-
termination to obstruct the processes of
the conference.

So the prospects of the conference’s
successful outcome are very propitious,
indeed. There seems to prevail a spirit
of cooperation, of good will, and a desire
to unite in the creation of the peace
structure.

Mr. President, I do not think, however,
that our people should be led to the con-
clusion that this war is already over, be-
cause it is not. While reports from the
battlefields of Europe have been very im-
pressive and inspiring, while they have
offered much hope of an early termina-
tion of the war, we cannot afford to relax
one inch; we cannot let anything cause
us to recede from the aggressive militant
spirit that will be required to win this
watr., We hope In due course, however, to
establish an agency which will offer hope
to the peoples of the earth, which will
offer hope to the small and the weak na-
tions, which will ofier hope to the nations
who entertain peaceful ambitions, and
will offer condemnation to nations that
entertain visions of conquest of their
neighbors or the overrunning of the
world and the establishment of military
monarchies.

Mr, TAFT.
Benator yleld?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield to the Sena-
tor from Ohlo.

Mr. TAFT. The Senator is chairman
of a committee of the House and Senate,
I think, which has been conferring with
Secretary Hull regarding the general
character of the post-war peace organi-
zation?

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the Sen-
ator that I am not chairman of the joint
committee. I am chairman of the For-
eign Relations Committee of the Senate,
but groups from both House and the Sen-
ate for over a considerable period have
conferred with Secretary Hull.

Mr. TAPFT. I was only interested to
know whether that committee is sitting
in on the Dumbarton Oaks Conference
or whether they are keeping in touch
with it or keeping advised of i, or what
the status is. What is the relation of
the committee created by Congress with
the present Dumbarton Oaks Confer-
ence?

Mr. CONNALLY. The present con-
ference does not include members of
the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate or of the House of Represent-
atives. The present group is more of a
meeting of technicians concerned with
the physical integration of what the
larger policy that is indicated to them
might be. However, 1 shall say to the

Mr. President, will the
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Senator from Ohio that I have had up
with the Secretary of State the matter
of our being kept informed, and I have
assurances that daily, if necessary, and
from time to time the Committee on
Foreign Relations will be kept advised
of the progress of these negotiations
and of any matter of sufficient im-
portance to attract the attention of
the committee. Does that answer the
Senator? —

Mr, TAFT. Yes. In a way, then, the
committee §s on a higher level than those
who are conferring; and when the con-
ference reaches a higher level, then the
committee of the Senate will participate.

Mr. CONNALLY. 1 do not know that
that is true. The Senator is aware of
the fact, of course, that in the United
States the custom has always been for
the Executive to handle the negotiations
and that the matters were simply sub-
mitted to the Senate at a later time. I
wish to say to the Senator that Mr. Hull
and his associates have not taken that
position, They have evidenced a desire
to have the cooperation of and to c2-
operate with the Senate, and while we
perhaps may not be members even of the
higher level, it might overbalance the
representation from other countries if
that happened—we will b2 kept advised;
we will have access to the Secretary of
State, and, if necessary, to other func-
tionaries connected with the matter. I
have no fear that there will be any sort
of ignoring of the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President,
may I say a word at that point?

Mr. CONNALLY, I yield to the Sena-
tor from Michigan.

Mr. VANDENBERG. 1 think I owe it
to the Secretary of State to add at this
point that he personally communicated
with me, representing the minority group
of the special committee, and personally
placed at my disposal any information I
may seek at any time regarding any
phase of the Dumbarton Oaks confer-
ence,

Mr. CONNALLY. I shall say to the
Senator from Ohio supplementing what
the Senator from Michigan has said,
that he called the subcommittee into
conference and handed each one of its
members a complete draft of what was
in his mind as to the general structure of
the peace organization. It was confi-
dential; it was not given to the publie;
but I simply cite that fact to show the
evidence of entire willingness to keep the
Senate advised and to take us into con-
fidence.

Mr. TAFT. 1 was only interested in
determining what the exact status was.

While I am on my feet, however, 1
should like to ask the Senator one other
question. I was somewhat alarmed to
read in the New York Times of Friday,
August 18, what purports to be an inter-
view with our Ambassador, Mr. W. Ave-
rell Harriman. There he is cited by &
Polish newspaper in regard to a confer=
ence held with the Polish committee
which was set up under the auspices of
the Russian Government. I quote from
the article:

It cites Mr. Harriman's declaration to the
Polish Nattonal Council’s representatives that
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the "alliance betwecn the United States of
America and the Unlited Boviet Soclalist
Republics i3 firm and 18 expected to endure
for decades.”

I wonder if the Senator could tell me
whether there is any such alliance or
whether that is a misquotation of the

. Ambassador’s statement.

Mr. CONNALLY. 1 think that {s a
rhetorical flourish on the part of the

" Ambassador,

Mr. TAFT. The Senator thinks there
is no alllance?

Mr. CONNALLY. There is no alliance
in the sense of any treaty or any binding
commitment. I think what he mcans
there is that as a result of this war our
relations have been drawn much more
closely together and that the unity and
harmony to wind up the war and to liqui-
date it will probably be extended to the
future.

Mr. TAPT. The Senator feels confi-
dent that there is no alliance of any kind,
secret or otherwise?

Mr. CONNALLY. We have the assur-
ance from the highest possible sources
that there were no commitments what-
ever made at Moscow, Teheran, Cairo, or
Casablanca that will be binding on this
Government.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a moment?

Mr. CONNALLY. I'yield.

Mr. HATCH. 1 have been very much
interested in what the Senator has had
to say with regard to the relations of the
Secretary of State with the committees
of Congress on this all-important and
vital subject because I think that rela-
tionship itself may well spell the success
or failure of any pian; and, from what I!
have heard said here, I take it that the;
attitude of the Secretary of State is not \

one of ignoring the Congress, but, on the (‘1
other hand, there may be said to be a

sincere attitude of complete cooperation
with the appropriate committees of the
Congress. Is that correct?

Mr. CONNALLY. 1 think the Senator
has stated it accurately.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Does the Senator from Texas
yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr, CONNALLY. I yield.

Mr. PEPPER. 1 have been one of
those who have heard {from time to time
with great interest and appreciation the
statements which have been made on the
floor by the able chairman of the For-
eign Relations Committee [Mr. Con-
NALLY), and I have heard with approval
his generous references to the attitude
of Senators on the other side of the aisle.
However, the inguiry which was made
a moment ago by the able Senator from
Ohio (Mr. TaFrl and the history of this
body in respect to international agree-
ments leads one to be concerned as to
whether or not before we come to the
point of decision on these matters we
have perfected the machinery and the
techniqua by which we propose to meet
them and to handle them. It seems to
me that if there is ever going to be any
question raised at a subsequent time
about whether the Senate has had ade-
quate participation in these matters, the
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tim= to ralise the question is now before
the deliberations proceed tco far.

If, as the elder Senator Ledge ably
maintained, the right cf the Senate to
advise includes the power and the right
of the Senate to suggest and to take part
in the initlal deliberations and discus-
sions, if I understand his theory cor-
rectly, and if it is a tenable theory, let
us determine it before we ever have the
conference and not wait until the dele-
gates depart for their several countries
and then insist that the Senate was not
adequately represented. Let us deter-
mine our course and our theory and the
thecry of our rights and our duty, and
let us advise the executive branch of the
Government that we regard our power
as a coordinate power not only in the
ratification of these international under-
standings, but in their negotiation, and,
having been left out of the negotiation,
we feel we have been precluded from our
correct and proper part.

In the second place, Mr. President,
weould it not be wise, if I may venture
the suggestion, that the joint committee,
which has been well-functioning, work
out some proper way of limiting the time
in committee and debate on the floor
which shall be devoted to these matters,
so that we can assure other powers that,
within a reasonable time at least, the
United States of America shall make a
decision one way or the other about the
matter.,

I think the able chairman of the Sen-
ate Committee on Foreign Relations and
Senators on both sides of the aisle would
have to agree that as it Is, at the pres-
ent time, neither the President nor the
Secretary of State can tell any foreign
power or powers when the decision of the
United States Government, including the
actlon of the Senate under its power,
may be expected upon an international
agreement. We certainly should perfect
a formula or come to some agreement
respecting machinery under which ac-
tion can be taken, so that no nation or
group of nations will have to wait in-
definitely upon the actlion of this branch
of the Government as being necessary
to the validating of agreements.

The third thing, Mr. President—and
the able chairman has been most indul-
gent, as he always is—if there is going
to be a protracted debate upon whethey
these agreements constitute agreements
to be ratified by the Senate and the
House of Representatives by majority
vote, as opposed to treaties which re-
quire two-thirds vote in the Senate, can
we not joinily and in a spirit of patriot-
ism and cooperation formulate some
standard, some definition, which might
cstablish the line of demarcation be-
tween an agreement and a treaty?

Senators well know that there is an
agreement now pending in the Foreign
Relations Committee, the oil agreement
with Great Britain, and Senators know
{hat we shall soon be presented with the
report of the monetary conference, but
which has not yet come to the commit-
tee. They are matters of great impor-
tance, and there may be differences of
opinion among Sznators as to what the
procedure with respect to them should
be, and how many votes will be required
in the Senate for the approval of these
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agreements. That will depend upon
what we determine to be the character
of the agreements.

Mr. President, cannot the joint com-
mittee, under the able leadership of our
distinguished chairman of the Foreign
Relations Committee, begin to devote
some attention to that matter, and con-
sult authorities on international le'v, and
take counsel from any worthy source,
and let us determine, if we can, that
those engagements which do not requ_ire
a commitment to the exercise of miil-
tary force on the part of this country
ray be regarded as agreements, subject
to ratification and validation by & ma-
jority of the Senate and a majority of
the House, while those engagements
which would bind this country to an
obligation to use force in case of unpro-
vcked attack upon an ally, might well
be regarded as treaties, requiring two-
thirds vote of the Senate for their rati-
fication?

So, respecting the matter of how
many votes it will take for the validity
of the instrument to be establish_ed in
the Congress, respecting the question of
how long we will consume in committee
2nd on the floor in consideration and de-
bate, and regarding the very vital matter
of the proper place of senatorial rep-
resentation in the whole matter, respect-
ing those very essential and very vital
matters, could not this committee bring
together its members, and take counsel
from appropriate sources and try to
formulate something which will make it
possible for the machinery of the United
States Government expeditiously and
properly to function and in & timely man-

sor to function? Let us do it before it
is too late.

Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Florida for his
suggestion. We have such a large ele-
ment of good spirit on both sides of the
Chamber for what we hope will be an
accsptable structure of peace, that I am
sure we will not have any difficulty about
the details. However, I shall be glad to
keep in mind what the Senator has sug-
gested.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GEoORGE in the chair). Does the Eenator
from Texas yicld to the Scnator from
Maine?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Texas
has been gocd enough to refer to me and
others upon this side of the Chamber in
most kindly fashion, and I want to ex-
press to him my very grateful apprecia-
tion of the spirit he has manifested and
of the words spoken by him,

Mr. President, out of my observation
of parliamentary practice there has come
to me the very deep conviction that a leg-
islative committee, whether of the House
or of the Senate, never rises above the
level of leadership of the chairman of the
committee. I think whatever has been
accomplished in the way of unity, and
whatever of helpful suggestions have
come from the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee during these late months, may be
attributed in substantial part to the
kindliness, the courtesy, and the tact
shown by the Senator from Texas in his
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leadership cf that commiltee. He has
shown at all times consideration for
those of us in the minority. He has
shown wisdom, and I think, 8s is true
since he came to the Congress many
years ago, he has been motivated at all
times by an exalted patriotism.

Mr. President, I have for him profound
respect, and I have great confldence that
under his leadership greater things will
yet be accomplished in the bringing
about of this internztional order for
which we all hope,

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, Iam
sincerely grateful to the Senator from
Maine for thesz generous and kind re-
marks which have come as an expression
ot his great heart.

Mr, President, we have had this fine
spirit in the committee because of the
fact that the Senators I have mentioned,
and others on the minority side who are
members of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, as well as the distinguished mem-
bers of the majority on that committee,
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. GEORGE],
the Senator from Utah [Mr, TromMas),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr,
BarxLEY]), the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
GiiLere], and other Senators, all have
had no other purpose on earth than a
purpose of high patriotism and a desire
to bring about a solution, so far as solu-
tions can be obtalned at all, of this ques-
tion of international peace and the pte-
vention of war. Were it not for the co-
opcration and kindly assistance of these
Senators we could not have made prog-
ress, but we could very easily have had
scme classic joint debates, and some very
outstandingly sharp differences in the
committee and on the flcor. It is our
purpose to avoid those things.

Mr. President, the preservatio of the
peace, not simply for ourselves but for all
the world, is something which leaps over
mountain ranges; it does not stop at
international boundaries. it does not stop
cven at the shore lines of the ocean, but
it is something which reaches into the
very fundamentials of humanity and
humankind. Even if our instrumen-
tality at first may not be perfect—and
very few things on this earth are per-
fect: perfection exists only in another
world than this one—even though our
instrumentality may not be perfect, yet
if we make substantial progress toward
dtminishing the danger of war and giv-
ing security and a promise of peace to
the pcoples of the carth, we shall achieve
as no other legislative body has achieved
in all the long and varied centuries that
have passed over the hecary head of
mother earth, Peace and the preser-
vation of peace for the security of na-
tions is something which is greater than
partisan politics, Ittranscends the little
temporary victories or defeats which
may occur in this Chamber, It trans-
scends political fortunes of individuals,

Mr. President, we sce the lists of cas-
ualties from the European battlefields
and from the far stretches of the Pa-
cific. The War Department lists the
soldier’s name, lists his address, lists hi9
organization perhaps, and perhaps it
lists the names of his parents, but it does
not list whether he is a Republican or
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emocrat. He is fishting for the Re-
blic. He is fighting for his native
id. He is fighting for his flag. He is
t fighting for any puny political con-
leration, Democratic or Republican.
So, Mr. President, I hope that Sena-
‘s on both sides of the alsle, and Mem-
rs of the House, may continue not
me in their attitude of approaching
:se problems in a nonpartisan spirit,
t I hope they will use their influence
d their power upon those who may be
:lined to make the question a political
2, not to do so, but let the United States
America continue the leadership. We
ve taken it; let us maintain it, Let
accomplish this great ambition of.giv-
7 to the world a leadership which shall
sure the establishment of peace ma-
inery that shall offer at least a hope to
2> world that the generations which
low ours shall not be cursed by an-
1er bloody, cruel, and tragic war like
1t which has already devastated so
wny of the fair lands of Europe and of

ia,
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
me say first that I cordially agree
th the able and distinguished Senator
m Texas in his dedication to an un-
rtisan approach to this tremendously
al achievement which Is so desper-
sly essentianl to civilization. I take it
is does not suggest that candid public
;cussion of the subject should be fore-
ised. On the contrary, I take it, that,
President Wilson once said, we should
:k open covenants openly arrived at,
ad that it is to the best welfare of the
tion that the problems of foreign
licy should be laid frankly before the
nerican people and discussed frankly
t of the heart of our high leadership,
long as the objective is the welfare of
r common undertaking.
Mr. President, I agree with what the
nator from Maine (Mr. WHITE) has
id about the work of the chairman of
e Forelgn Relations Committee. I
ow of no experience in my 16 years in
e Senate when there have been more
nerous, broad-minded, and tolerant ef-
rts to ind a unity of purpose at all
nes, regardless of partisan politics.
join in thanking him for his observa-
ms regarding whatever contributions
+ have been able to make from this side
the aisle in the same spirit.
I rise particularly, however, Mr. Presi-
nt, because of an implication in the
ggestions made by the Senator from
orida [Mr. PeprEr], who seems to feel
at we have already reached the point
sere we can leap ahead to the creation
a timetable which will foreshorten
is entire enterprise and produce a
ick net result. I think he suggested
at if anyone has any difference of
inion regarding what is going on, he
ight to express it now, and not later.
Mr. President, I believe there is no
ndamental difference of opinion re-
rding the objective. I think perhaps
ere Is some difference of opinion among
. as to the precise methad which shall
: pursued ir arriving at that goal. In
ew of the suggestion made by the S8en-
or from Florida I wish to take this
:casion very briefly to lay down three
-four fundamental points which will be

my own continuous impulse in my con-
tinuing effort in connection with this
great and vital adventure.

‘The first thing I wish to say is that, in
my view, if this foreshortened world
cannot organize a permanent peace, then
the murderous ingenuity of modern mili-
tary science will make an end to our
civilization in the next world war; and
only those who are blind to these blasting
realities, only those who can be compla-
cent in the presence of global suicide,
will fail to make every practical effort to
organize the peace of this earth against
any such calamity. To that objective I
dedicate every prayer of my heart and
every effort of my remaining years.

Next, Mr. President, I wish to say that,
from my point of view, it is too obvious
for argument that this objective requires
sound international organization to en-
courage the concord of good will; to
stimulate moral and spiritual, as well as
physical defenses; to establish organized
Justice under effective international law
as a substitute for force; to create the
mechanisms which shall exhaust the
rules of reason before there shall be ap-
peals to might; and ultimately, if all
these fajl, to mobilize the military co-
operation which shall defend the con-
science of the world.

‘Third, I wish to say that at the thresh-
old of this aspiration it i{s equally obvi-
ous that the world’s criminals of today
must be so permanently demilitarized
that they can never become the crimi-
nals of tomorrow. To that end the im-
mediate and continuous availability of
Allied force is indispensable. This is
elementary prudence. It is clearly the
primary military responsibility of the
four major powers. It is a temporary
military alliance for a specific and lim-
ited purpose, as distinguished from a
permanent alliance’ Even George
Washington, the great, original foe of
entangled Americanism, recognized such
temporary alliances as wholly legitimate,
There must be no such complacency, in
softer years to come, in respect to this
repressive phase of the problem as was
largely responsible for Hitler's sinister
violation of Versailles, with the expedient
and inexplicable and negligent consent
of his subsequent victims.

Now, Mr. President, we come to the
question as to the part which military
force shall play in the ultimate authority
of this international organization which
is to be charged with responsibility for
the peace of the world. Let there be no
doubt about my view that force, as a last
resort, shall never be out of sight or out
of mind or out of mutual reach. Military
force will always have to be the answer
to those who understand no other argu-
ment. But there can be deeply conscien-
tious differences of honest opinion in re-
spect to the inherent relative importance
of military force in this equation.

I am one of those who do not believe
that our greatest hope for peace lies in
trying to put peace in & steel strait
Jacket I believe that our greatest hope
lles in adequate mechanisms to deveclop
reason and justice in international af-
fairs, which shall be predominately ac-
cepted by enlightened peoples—backed
always, I repeat, by constant vigilance
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against mobilizations of aggressive
power. In other words, I doubt whether
any hard and fast international con-
tracts looking toward the automatic use
of cooperative force in unforeseeable
emergencies ahead will be worth any
more, when the time comes, than the na-
tional consciences of the contracting
parties when the hour of acid test
arrives. In whatever degree this is cor-
rect, our final reliance, even in the mo-
bilization of military force—which, of
course, must be available finally—will
depend upon the justice of the cause and
the peace conscience of the world.

1t is for this reason, Mr. President,
that I believe that a just peace, in the
first instance, is the indispensable be-
ginning of this great adventure, because
in my view a good league cannot cure a
bad peace, either now or hereafter. Itis
for this reason that I like those words

in the Republican national platform, {f I-

may refer to it not in a partisan sense
but in a historical sense—words which
have been amazingly misunderstood—
which pledge the use of peace forces
to stop the aggressors of tomorrow,
Peace forces means to me whatever
force—moral, diplomatic, economic, or
military—is necessary to keep the peace
whenever the emergency arises, In my
humble view, the first three of these
forces are likely to be more useful than
the last, although the last must never
bgllgnored and must never be unavail-
able.

Let me add a final word to this swift
summary. I want my country to play
her full, legitimate, and effective role in
this evolution out of recurrent world
savagery. I believe she can play her
greatest role by remaining always and
forever the free, sovereign, and inde-
pendent United States of America. I be-
lieve that her voice will always b2 the
most disinterested and judicial voice in
the concerts of the world; and such a
voice should never be muted. I believe
that we can collaborate wholeheartedly
in building up the “peace forces” which
shall minimize, and probably prevent,
another World War tragedy; and I have
no thought that we have parted with any
essential sovereignty when, for example,
we ourselves recognize justiciable issues
in a greatly broadened and strengthened
international law which we ourselves
have helped to write, and which we ap-
prove, -

I have the profound conviction that if
this international machinery is ade-
quately created to implement a just
peace, and again I emphasize the adjec-
tive, and if the major powers strive
faithfully to organize and support these
“peace forces” of the earth, any pirate
of tomorrow who defies this process will
be so clearly criminal in character and
so clearly due for physical restraint that
there will be no default, on the part of
ourselves or of any others, in the united,
voluntary military action which will
produce invincible repression.

Mr. President, that, in a general quick
summary, indicates my feeling about
this tremendously important subject. I
think it ought to be plain that the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations subcommittee, to
which considerable reference has been
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made, in its conferences at the State De-
partmient has dealt solely with the ques-
tion of international organization for
peace. It has had no approach to the
constderations involved in the writing of
the terms of the peace itself. That has
been outside our jurisdiction thus far.
If there has been any sort of difference
of opinfon among Senators, the great
diffevence has been over the inability of
some of us to separate our conception of
the international machinery which we
are attempting to create from the type
and character of the peace itself—the
type of a post-war status quo which our
organization in the first instance must
underwrite and undertake to sustain.
My own very deep conviction, I repeat,
fs that we cannot separate the possibility
of final and conclusive success for our
organization from the justice and the
cquity of the peace agreement which in
the first instance it must undertake to
administer.,

But in the present temper of the
American people and in the present ap-
proach which is being made to this sub-
Ject throughout the country, if we will
Just credit good faith to those who want
to publicly discuss the subject, I know
of no reason why we should not proceed
to a net result which will be a benedic-
tion on the world. I do not think there
is any disadvantage in full public dis-
cussion, so long as it {s well-founded and
proceeds in good faith. On the contrary,
I think that in the last year or two our
chief difficulty has been a lack of ade-
quate public Information about some
phascs of the problem—a lack of infor-
mation which inevitably invites gossip
and rumor and speculation—a lack of
information particulaily regarding post-
wal understandings at Casablanca, Que-
bec, Cairo, and Tcheran,

Under the existing circumstances,
particularly in the light of what is a very
recent accord between high spokesmen
for political parties in the United States
respecting a mutual desire to achieve
this goal, in my view the conference at
Dumbarton Oaks meets under the hap-
piest possible promise of good effect.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, first I
wish to say that I am very happy about
thie remarks which have been made by
various Senators. 1 especially approve
what the Scenator from Michigan | Mr,
V:NJENBERG] has gaid about public dis-
cuszion of these all-important ques-
tions. I think we should have public dis-
cussion., I tihink every man in public
life should have convictions on this great
suhjezct, and should express his convic-
tiens. So I sm quite happy about the
agiscussion.

There was one matter, however, in
the course of the remarks of the Sena-
tor frem Michigan which disturbed me
Just a little, and I wish to propound to
him a questlon relating to it, to see
whether I correctly understcod him. In
the course of his remarks the Senator
frem Micidigan more than once referred
fo a world organization implementing
Lthe peace, His words indicated, to my
mird, that perhaps the Senater from
Michigan thought we should postpone
disciissions of such a world organization
until after the peace is finally agreed

.
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uncn. Ishould like to inquire of the Sen-
ator from Michigan whether I misun-
derstood him in that respect.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, I
am grateful to the Senator from New
Mexico for asking me the question, es-
pecially if there could be the slightest
doubt or implication in connection with
my previous remarks. My answer to
him regarding postponement of all these
discussions is emphatically “No.” The
planning of the world peacs organization
should proceed at a maximum speed to
a conclusion as early as circumstances
and events will permit.

What I said, or at least what I meant
to say, was that those who in the future
must make the flnal decisions respecting
the international organization, I think
should also be highly and intimately in-
formed, concurrently, regarding the
thinking of these governments in respect
to the kind of a peace which is contem-
plated; because, I repeat, I think there
are more possible germs of future dis-
aster in the wrong kind of a peace than
there are in even the wrong kind of a
league, I think the subjects are insep-
erable.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to
say to the Senator from Michigan that
perhaps the question arose in my mind,
not as a result of what he said, but from
my own lack of understanding, But I
am very glad that I asked the question,
and I am deeply gratified at the explana-
tion the Senator has given. Of course,
it is In accord with my view.

Mr, VANDENBERG. I wish to make
very sure that I am correctly understoosl,
I am not one of those who think this
new instrumentality should be used as
the one to make the peace. Iam entire-
ly in disagreement with any such view.
I think the two functions are totally un-
related.

Mr. HATCIHI. My, President, Jet me
say that I know of no one who does not
teke that view,

INVESTIGATION CF THE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE PROCRAM—REAM GENERAL HOS-
PITAL (FORMERLY THE DBREAIIERS
HOTEL) (PT. 19 OF REPT. NO. 10)

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, in De-
ceinber of 1942, the War Dapartnient ac-
quired the Breakers Hotel, in Palm
Beach, one of America’s famous luxury
hotels. The hotel was taken for use as a
station hospital. After about 4!,
months’ use, during which only a small
portion of the beds were filled, the Air
Corps., who were operating the station
hospital, decided they had no further use
forit. The hospital was then transferred
to the Surgeon Ganeral for use as a gene-
eral hospital, known as the Ream Gen-
eral Hospital. After a fcw more months
the War Dopartinent announced that it
was abandoning the Breakers Iotel.
There was considerable public discussion
of this, as a result of which an investiga-
tion was undertaken by ihe Special Com-
mittee to Investigate the National De-
fense Program.

After an investigation, including the
examination of witnesses on the ground
the ccmmittee arrived at the fellowing
conclusions:
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The Breskers should never have been
acquired. The War Department serj.
ously underestimated its fair rental cost,
It was the most expensive hotel property
in the vicinity. Its advantages over
other similar flrst-class hotels in the
vicinity were primarily in luxuries,

The manner ol acquisition, as in the
case of other hotel properties in the
Florida area, was high-handed and ary-
bitrary. The ofiicers in charge of the
take-over acted on very short notice with
practically no consideration for the own-
ers, whereas they should have been able
to give the owners sufficient notice. This
occurred in many other hotel acquisi-
tions as well. The ofiicers in charge for
the Army valued the hotel entirely too
low. The owners fecl an attempt was
made to force them to accept these valu-
ations by indicating that it would be un-
patriotic to try to get a fair return.
Other Instances of simllar attempts ap-
peared in other Florida hotel acquisitions,
The owners had the financial ability to
resist and because of such ability they
will receive & rent which is exactly twice
what was first offered.

After the Breakers had been discon-
tinued as a station hospital the decision
to convert it into a general hospital was
proper. The large structure had been
practically empty during most of the
time it was used as a station hospital,
Rent and large renovation charges had
been incurred. By using this very de-
sirable property as a general hospital,
the Government provided what the Sur-
geon Ceneral termed “a model institu-
Lion,” and at the same time procecded to
get something for its money.

The original decision to abandon the
Breakers was made with insuflicient con-
sideration. A second dcecision affirming
the original one was made 4 months later,
after a delailed study of the question by
a board of officers. As shown below this
decision was not justified by the facts.

The Breakers should not have hecn
abandoned at this time in view of the
large financial obligation which was in-
curred. Represcentatives of the Surgeon
General have testified that the Breakers
is an eXcellent hospital. It has been
characterized by the Surgeon General as
one of his bost general hospitals, and a
model Institution. The testimony be-
fore this committee is that the beds in
the Breakers Hospital could be used.
The facility itsell and its location were
excellent. Th: reasons given for its
abandonment are not convincing. It ap-
pears that the property was abandoned
because the War Department discovered
it to have been a very poor original trans-
actich, which resulted in a property
which was bound to be (oo expensive.
The loss wouid be incurred, whether or
not the property was returncd. The cost
of keeping the property, over and above
the cosl of returning it, was moderate.
However, pressure from civilian groups to
return the Breakers Hotel, added to the
fact that the entire property, taken as a
whole, was a poor eoriginal investmeni
apparently prompted the War Dzpart-
ment to return it.

In order fully to apprecinte the War
Department’s position in connection with
thy Breakers, the commitice carvefully



