r_—-—-'

5 - ADMINISTRATIVE “PROCESS

Thirdly, that men serving on the Commission ‘have become neurotic =
from worry after having cast 2 vote in the public intevest. . '
7 Failure of any member of the Federal Power Commission to act

/n the public interest for any of these reasons “would make him guilty

. .of violation of his oath of *ffice and would be giwound@zﬁér removal.  /
: “The witness has been asked in Jetail to point to any decision handed
" down by this Commission or any cor yission which was made by any
it ,gc()‘mmission or cominissioner as & result of the above-nanme deficiencies
* in the name of the Commission. The witness has faile int ou
o oany single instance in which there hwsbﬁenranylpmof’; hateve
Jereliction of duty by any Commissioner or Commissi
of a desire toward conformity, being timid, or
~ peasons, or for foar that his votes will a',rouse.mca;mpaﬂjgn
{or reconfirmation in the Senate. Mg 5
: Myr. Chairman, if this witness had taken his charges to the L.
 District Attorney, and ha ‘gone’ before a grand jury and sought
' indictment :'ain.d; ha@jthﬁa,t' returned and then brought act] on befo

~ .court of criminal jurisdiction, the judge would havexbeeﬁvfbrcedf3’3&@,
. matter of law to dismiss 1t before it ever arrived in‘-f’f}hehm&s of a'
~grand jury. The judge himself would have directed 2 yerdict against
this witness. 1f this witness could have brought an action in civi
1aw for damages resulting in an action against any commission or

commissioners and could have made his case iout in & court, of civil
1aw, the judge would have been forced as @ matter of Taw to divecta
~ yerdict against this witness. e S N
Sy And, My, Chairman, may I say that in civil courts to ke oub &
. chse to go to a jury only a scintilla of e%vfiidfeme*is:ﬁecessm ST
o M. Chairman, if this witness Were rtio\'mkeafmse,{:fﬁo;a court of
© equity, the fairest court in Anglo-Saxon law, this witness could not ‘
“have made out a case. Tn equity there is a Tule of 1aw that the com-
-plainant must come 1n-cot rt with clean hands. - Poes this witness come :
with clean hands and with arepnta}txianxof tyuthfulness? T
The records of the hearings on Howard Morgan for app intment
4o the Federal Power Commission contain findings. that e was ar-
rested on September 10, 1937 ,Aonanfa,ssamlt charge, found guilty and
fined $25 plus costs. S SN
He was yarrested on February T, 1937, in Portland, Oreg., for

My, Chairman, the circumstances of. these arrests are 1ot at ssue
“here. What cannot be explained by this witness, ‘and what cannot e

"jﬁs",tiﬁed by a person holding such 2 high office, 18 the subsequent con- .

cealment of those arrests in direct violation of the law. -
T On six Government employmentapplieat;gns:in‘ the years 1942 to ‘
1952, Howard Morgan answered no to each question relating to these
-arrests.— ' o T ‘ il L
- On another‘noﬁarized affidavit he avowed that the statement on one of
~ -the other applications was correct. - et o i e R

" Mr. Chairman, I quote from page 11 of the oomn}iittee.‘reportk tothe

17.S. Senate on Mr. Morgan’s \hearingtfor confirmation: M
‘Not only did Mr. Morgan fail to answer each question truthfully, ut his
sadmissions. pefore the committee make it clear that he »delibera,tely concealed
“his.arresfcs. In doing 80, h’e-Vi‘olated the law. e Lo ; '




