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Dear ., .,

In response to your cormunication, you may be
interested in the observations I made on the
Senate floor on March 10 with respect to tide-
lands proposal . I am grateful for your message.

Sincerely,

Everett McKinley Dirksen

Enclosure
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terruptedly enjoyed so long.

The State of Illinois is not without an
interest in this matter. Underlying the
inland waters are nearly 300,000 acres,
together with nearly 1,000,000 acres
under Lake Michigan. In 1892 in the
case of the Illinois Central Railroad Co.
against The State, of 'Illinois, the Su-
preme Court of tie United States held

	That statement complete]y begs the

	

that the State exercises dominion, sever-

	

question. If, in fact, the Federal Gov-

	

merged and ownership over es

	

the

merged lands of the Great Lakes by the

	

ernment has no valid claim to these

	

same doctrine by which other States hold

	

areas, does he contend that Uncle Sam

	

dominion, sovereignty, and ownership



MR . RAINVILT,F
MATTHEW M . NEELY, W. VA ., CHAIRMAN

OLIN D . JOHNSTON, S . C.

	

FRANCIS CASE, S . OAK.
ESTES KEFAUVER, TENN .

	

JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, MD.
LESTER C. HUNT, WYO.

	

HERMAN WELKER, IDAHO
JOHN O . PASTORE, R. I .

	

WALLACE F . BENNETT, UTAH
EARLE C . CLEMENTS, KY .

	

JAMES H. DUFF, PA.
WILLIS SMITH, N . C.

	

EVERETT MCKINLEY DIRKSEN, ILL.

ROBERT H . MOLLOHAN, CHIEF CLERK

ROBOTIPE TIDELANDS

'JC'rnif eb Zfcrtez 'Senate
COMMITTEE ON

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

April . ., 1952

Dear .

I appreciate the observations in your communication with respect
to the action taken by the Senate on the so-called tidelands
issue.

For nearly one hundred years federal courts and governmental
agencies alike have uniformly recognized the rights of the
states to the land and resources beneath the navigable waters
within their borders . This would apply to both inland or
coastal waters.

Thus the assertion of a new viewpoint by the present Supreme
Court in which it took the position that the Federal Govern-
ment had paramount power and dominion over these resources
flies in the face of an unbroken line of decisions, and, in
my judgment, does not mean that the decision of the present
court is right.

To this one might add the observation that nothing in the de-
cision of the court would preclude Congress from dealing with
this problem.

It appears to me that the basic issue involved in this matter
is the question of who owns these resources and perhaps who
should properly own and exploit them, and the answer to that
in my judgment is that they are the proper property of the
states . If this conclusion is sound, then obviously Congress
would have no right to appropriate the revenues in these re-
sources and very notably oil, and dispose them, even for so
laudible a purpose as education.

I want to make it clear that I have full respect for the court
but I do not agree with it because in reality it amounts to the
natonalization of a basic resource which for more than a century
has been deemed to be the property of the states.

Sincerely,

Everett McKinley Dirksen
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Dear . . .:

I appreciate your note concerning the possible presi-
dential veto of the tidelands bill . I can assure you
that the veto message will have careful consideration.

Sincerely,

Everett McKinley Dirksen
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Dear . . .:

The Presidents veto message on the tidelands
proposal was sent to the Senate and you may be
assured this will receive very good attention
when action is taken on the Senate floor.

With every good wish,

Everett McKinley Dirksen
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