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SENATE.
Turspay, July 29, 1919.

The Chaplain, Rtev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D,, offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we come to Thee day by day because we can
not hepe to achieve the great purpose of our Government, the
highest reaches of our civilization, without Thy guidance and
Thy blessing. Thou art the author of the ideals for which we
stand. We come seeking Thy guidance and Thy blessing. We
pray that Thou wilt unfold to us the manner in which we should
live. Reveal to us the path upon which we should travel. Open
to us the vision of the great future to which Thou dost call us,
‘May we be kept by Thy grace and see this Nation progressing
along the line following the track of divine revelation to the
highest possible achievements of Thy people. We ask these
things for Christ's sake. Amen.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curris and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved.

RADIO COMMUNICATION (H. DOC. NO. 185).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a eommunica-
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the views of
the Navy Department in connection with certain aspects of radio
communication which have become so acute as to demand
action by the Congress at the very earliest opportunity, which
was referred fo the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to
be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
tshe?lfollowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the

ate: :

H. R.2837. An act to repeal section G630 of the revenue act
of 1918, approved February 24, 1919; and

H. R. 7840. An aet providing for a tax on pure fruit-juice
beverages.

SHANTUNG PROVINCE, CHINA.

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Senate
I should like to take four or five minutes to call attention to a
very radical error that appears in a very important document
which was introduced yesterday by the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. WirrLiams], it being a letter or an editorial written by ex-
President Taft and published in the Philadelphia Public Ledger.
In this article ex-President Taft said:

The exaect facts in respect to the Shantung matter have not been set
forth as clearly and fully as could be desired. Wha oy had in
China was granted her h{ China at the time of the Boxer troubles b
wany of an indemnity for the killing of her minister, Baron Kettler, an
was one of the concessions to foreign powers which grew out of the ris-
ing against the foreigners in the time of the Dowager Empress.

Mr. President, the ex-President proceeded then to argue that
China had conceded to Germany as an indemnity for the death
of Baron von Kettler, which death occurred during the Boxer
insurrection, the lease or cession at Shantung, and argued from
that proposition that there was a vested interest in Germany
which passed to Japan by conquest, and justifying the recogni-
tion of the German title and the action of the peace confer-
ence in passing over the equities of Germany to Japan.

Mr. President, those are not the exact facts. The exact facts
are exactly the reverse, and as the statement I have quoted
is the foundation of the whole article, I think it is just to the
Senate that the correct story should be told, as it may be in
two or three minutes,

The Boxer insurrection occurred in 1900. It was the result
of the coup d'état of the Empress Dowager. Shantung was
lensed to Germany in 1897 or 1898, three or four years before
the Boxer insurrection oceurred.

It was known as early as 1806 that Germany had developed
the policy, and it was so publicly stated in the Reichstag, that
she must have a port and a sphere of influence in China, and
that was to be the bay of Kiaochow and the environment of the
Shantung Peninsula.

Germany's opportunity came in 1897, when two missionaries,
not two diplomatic ministers, were murdered in the neighbor-
hood of Kiaochow by highwaymen. These highwaymen were
not representatives of the Government ; they were mere outlaws,
and Germany’s right to demand indemnity for the missionaries’
death or a vast cesslon of valuable territory in China would
be just as good as Great Britain’s right would be to demand
a cession of the State of Maryland if two of her subjects had
been killed, as they might have been, by outlaws in this city
last week.
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When the Boxer insurrection broke out we all remember how
the representatives of foreign countries were impounded m the
city of Peking. They were given by the Dowager Empress in
June, 1900, 24 hours to leave the eity. At a conference held
on the night of the 19th of June, 1900, in the compound it
appeared that a majority of the ministers and a majority of
the foreigners of our nationality, the French nationality, the
British nationality, and other European nationalities had prac-
tically decided that they would move off to Tientsin on the
following morning, or within the 24 hours.

The British opposed this move, because Tientsin was a long
distance away and it would take a mile of carts to transport
these foreigners fo that city of refuge through a thickly popu-
lated country, where the Boxers were having it all their own
way. They urged and pleaded and argued with their confreres
not to risk the danger, as it meant certain death to them all.

Baron von Kettler, who represented the German Government,
took it upon himself, brave man that he was, to visit alone,
with his private secretary and two Chinese servants, the Chinese
foreign office to see if there could be some modification of this
order for them fo leave within the 24 hours. On his way to the
foreign office he was murdered by imperial soldiers.

The legations at once determined that if the imperial army
of China could not protect the foreign ministers in walking
from the compound to their own yamen, it would be worse than
madness to undertake this journey to Tientsin. So it was
given up, and the life of Baron von Kettler was what saved
all the lives within that compound. *

The indemnity demanded for his death was determined in the
protocol of 1901, four years after this cession of Shantung
had been made to Germany, and that indemmity consisted of
Germany’'s share in about $350,000,000 in gold. The only men-
tion of Baron von Kettler in the protocol was that the Germans
demanded that a monument should be erected to his memory
upon the spot where he was slain, and to-day a beautiful arch
spans the streef at that spot, upon which are inseribed in Chinese
and in German inscriptions of the deepest regret and mortifica-
tion for the act.

Ex-President Taft would have been right in defending that
indemnity if it had been the indemnity granted for that brave
man’s death. The fact is; however, that the indemnity that was
agreed to be paid, and which has been up to date in part paid,
and which was the indemnity agreed upon in common under the
protocol by all the nations to which' I have referred, including
ourselves—the remainder of that indemnity so justly exacted
is taken away from Germany under the peace treaty we are now
considering.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. MOSES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Andover,
Wentworth, Henniker, Salisbury, Hanover, Deerfield, Jackson,
Hudson, Bradford, and East Kingston, all in the State of New
Hampshire, praying for the ratification of the league of nations
treaty, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

tions.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I present a communication
from the commander and the adjutant general of the South
Carolina Division, United Confederate Veterans, of Greenwood,
S. C., transmitting reseolutions unanimously adopted by that
divigion indorsing the proposed league of nations. I ask that
the communication and accompanying resolutions be printed
Itxll the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

ons.

There being no objection, the communication and accompany-
ing resolutions were referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

GreENwooD, 8. C,, July 23, 1919,
To the UNITED STATES SENATORS FOR S0UTH CAROLINA,
Washington, D. O.

DEAR BIRS: We respectfully forward to you resolutions unanimously
adopted by the South Carolina Division of United Confederate Veterans,
We trust that they may be of service in the settlement of the great
question now before our country and the world,

Sincerely, yours,

W. A. CLAREK,
Commander of the South Carelina Division U. C, V.
AVID CARDWELL,
Adjutant General South Caroline Division U. 0. V.

Whereas the war which has been waging in Europe for the past four
in which, for the sake of the liberties of mankind and the
preservation of our Christinn civilization, the United States was
called to take part, was brought to an end on the 11th day of No-
vember last, and the great victory was won by the allied nations of
Europe, aided by the Armg and Navy of our country; and
Whereas the terms of ee have at last been agreed upon and are now
before the SBenate of the United States for ratification; and
ereas our President and his associates have labored hard in an
effort to bring about a just and lasting peace: Be it
Resolved, That we, the SBouth Carolina Division of the United Con-
federate Veterans, in annual meeting assembled at Greenwood, B. C,,
do hereby hearily indorse the work of our great President, Woodrow




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Fa

3295

Wilson, and his assoclates in the Paris peace conference; and we
specially indorse the proposed league of nations created for the avowed
purpose of affording another tribunal for the set ent interna-
tional guarrels aside from b ¥ war. The league was born of neces-
sity, nurtured by the Nation that was wm%hto go to war for things
nearer and dearer than the possessions of another nation, but even now
in its infancy there are those in the household of its birth who would
strangle the infant that came into the world to bring ce, America
has sought to (Flva to the world something to take the place of the
battle field, and, however short of perfection it may seem to be in its
beginning, we deplore the o efforts of certain public men who
i)sgek to destroy the first great step of the nations toward universal
ace.

We believe that the conscience of the world is awakened to the need
of such a league. Warring nations are no longer only ones in-
terested in war, for it affects the whole world, and it is high time that
we were proviﬁl.ng some gubstitute for wholesale shedding of blood.
Such we believe the league of nations to be, and as a step in the right
ﬂlreﬁtjon we Keldcoms it in the name of humanity and bid it Godspeed
on_its way: An

Resolved, That we reaflirm our confidence in our President and those
associated with him in the administration of our Government, we re-
afirm our confidence in our <Con§reﬁs. and would offer our aid im
Ernmotin the world peace toward which we all look with anxious
hope. and to that end we pledge our lives, our fortunes, and our sa

onor.

Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be sgent to the
President of the United States and to each of our United States Sena-

tors,
Certified this 23d day of July, 1919.
W. A. CLARE,
Commander of the Bouth Carolinag Division U. C. V.,

DAVID CARDWELL,
Adjutant General Souih Caroling Division U, C. V.

Mr. SPENCER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of St.
Joseph, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called
Kenyon-Kendrick bill providing for Federal control of the meat-
packing industry, which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

Mr. PHIPPS presented a petition of the Clearing House of
Denver, Colo., praying for the return to private ownership of
the railroads of the country, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented 2 memorial of the Live Stock Exchange,
of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the passage of the
so-called Kenyon-Kendrick bill providing for Federal control
of the meat-packing industry, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. PAGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bur-
lington, Vt., remonstrating against the ratification of the league
of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the Slovenic National
Benefit Society, No. 10, of Rock Springs, Wyo., remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation prohibiting the admission
to_the mails of any matter printed in a foreign language, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented memorials of the
employees of the T. C. Entwistle Co., of Lowell; of the E. D.
Jones & Sons Co., of Pittsfield ; of the Ruud Manufacturing Co.,
of Boston ; of the E. F. Hodgson Co.; of the Crandall Engineer-
ing Co., of East Boston; of the Plymouth Mills; of the Webster
Co., of North Attleboro; of the Franklin Machine & Tool Co.;
of the Holyoke Braiding Co.; of the 7. P. Eustis Manufacturing
Co., of Cambridge; of the Ivers & Pond Piano Co., of Boston;
of 0. 8. Hawes & Bro., of Fall River; of the Arcade Malleable
Iron Co., of Worcester; of the Southbridge Printing Co.; of
Merriam, Hall & Co., of North Leominster; of the Wright &
Potter Printing Co., of Boston; of the R. A. Wood Co. (Inc.), of
Lowell; of the Kinney Worsted Yarn Co., of Pitisfield; of the
0. 8. Walker Co., of Worcester; of the Wright & Ditson Victor
Co., of Springfield; of James & E. H. Wilson, of Pittsfield;
of the 8. N, & C. Russell Manufacturing Co., of Pittsfield ; of the
Ross Manufacturing Co., of Leominster; of Moore & Co., of
Everett; of the Sanford Mills “ I, of Reading; of the Crofoot
Gear Works, of Cambridge ; of the Prince Macaroni Manufactur-
ing Co.; of the Parsons Paper Co., of Holyoke; of the D, Eddy
& Sons Co. ; of the Arkwright Mills, of Fall River; of the Borden
1& Remington Co., of Fall River; of the Foxboro Co., of Foxboro;
of the Witherbee Igniter Co., of West Springfield; and of the
|Waltham Machine Works, all in the State of Massachusetts,
iremonstrating against the repeal of the so-called daylight-saving
{law, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-

merce,

Mr, SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of sundry citizens
of Highland, Clarksville, Simpsonville, Ellicott City, Marriotts-
{ville, Elk Ridge, Woodbine, Brookville, Glenwood, Cooksville,
'Knollwood, Mount Airy, Fulton, Dayton, and Elioak, all in
Howard County, in the State of Maryland, praying for the ratifi-
cation of the proposed league of nations treaty, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. CULBERSON. 1 present resolutions adopted by the
Chamber of Commerce of Fl Paso, Tex., favoring the passage of

e —

the Kenyon-Kendrick bills providing for Federal control of the
meat-packing industry, I ask that the resolutions be printed in
the Recorp.

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolutions indorsing Kendrick and Kenyon bills,

Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate of the United States,
under date of June 1919, by Senators KexprICE and KexYox, bills
providing for the tion of the meat-packing i.ndfmtry ; and

rovide for the stamlatlou of the production of

Whereas these measures
live stock and regulation of stockyards, refrigerator-car service, a

the general sale and distribution o :packmg—house products ; and
Whereas there is nothin. either of these billa that can correctly be
construed to be an injury or a detriment to the independent packers
of the country; and
Whereas the Federal Trade Commission has, after due Investigation, re-
rted the activities of the packing interest, commonly known ss the
‘ Big Five,” such reports setting forth the menace of the huge con-
trol of the Nation’s food products by these interests, which extends
not only to live-stock progucta, but to other articles of food, dairy
roducts, grain, and fruits, and even to building materials ; and
Whereas this monopolfﬂof the food products of the country is incon-
sistent with the s t and principle of American government and
does restrict individual entgrprise: Be it therefore

Resolved, That the El Paso Chamber of Commerce, through its board
of directors, does indorse the Kendrick and Kenyon bills as now before
the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry ; and be it further

Regolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to our Congressmen

and Benators, Benators Kexprick and KenNyon, to our s';i)e
sentative at Washj.nfton. D. C., and to various commercial organ
tions, requesting the latter to pass resolutions of a similar character,

GrO. B. RYAN, Second Vice President,
. W. KAoyseRr, Treasurer,

. FINLEY, Director.

. W. KIREPATRICE, Director.

. M. LAWRERCE, J"r.. Director.

. A. MARTIN, Director.

. H. RoGERs, Director.

. ScHEWwWARTZ, Director.

M. A, WarNER, Director.

I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of resolu-

tions as passed by the board of directors July 22, 1919,
K. M. RoBERTS, Gencral Manager.

Mr. LODGE. I present petitions signed by Walter Channing
and 9 other citizens, Helen I. Winslow and 9 other citizens,
Mary P. Hayden and 10 other citizens, Susan H. Kelley and 9
other citizens, Thomas Jarboe and 40 other citizens, all of
Wellesley ; of Arthur H. Nichols and 3 other citizens, Susan C.
Lyman and 14 other citizens, Emma H. Saunders and 11 other
citizens, Annie T. Seabrook and 22 other citizens, W. N. Kant
and 11 other citizens, of Sarah H. Dabney and 7 other citizens,
of Ellsworth Huntington and 12 other citizens, of J. W. Mur-
dough and 8 other citizens, of Sylvester R. Robertson and 29
other citizens, of Mary 1. Cushman and 26 other citizens, of
Virginia F. Moors and 32 other citizens, of L. Gertrude Bert-
well and 13 other citizens, of William H. Kohl and 17 other
citizens, of Mrs. E. Isabel Noyes and T other citizens, of
Etheldred F. Folsom and 20 other citizens, of Mrs. M. R. Porter
and 10 other citizens, of Delveran King and 42 other citizens,
of Henry C. Levick and 6 other citizens, of George B. Galley,
jr., and 43 other citizens, of A. J. Wiechardt and 11 other citi-
zens, of Elizabeth Towne and 17 other citizens, of Dr. Albert
E. Leach and 17 other citizens, of Robert G. Shaw and 16 other
citizens, of Harriet L. Hemenway and 6 other citizens, of F. C.
March and 16 other citizens, of F. H. Thompson and 16 other
citizens, of David Cheever and 3 other citizens, and of Pauline
M. Dawson and 10 other citizens, all in the State of Massachu-
setts, praying for the ratifiention of the proposed league of
nations treaty. I ask that the petitions be referred fo the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and that the body of one of the
petitions be printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations and the body of one of the
petitions ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: /

Believing that the United States should enter the league of mations,
which aims to promote international cooperation and to achieve inter-
national peace and security ;

Reco g that the covenant of the league of nations can not be
separated from the ce treaty, since the latter was founded on the
assumption that the league of nations would be formed ;

Believing that delay on the part of the United States Senate to ratify
the peace treaty will seriously jeop. the peace of the world ;

e, the undersigned citizens of Massachusetts, urge the United
States Senate to ratify the treaty of peace, including the covenant,
witihont reservation or amendment as soon as it is submitted for ratifi-
cation.

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the Metropoli-
tan Water and Sewerage Department Local No. 945, of Boston;
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Millville; the
Czecho-Slovak American Athletie and Literary Society of Bos-
ton; the members of the Czecho-Slovak of Boston; of Local
Union No. 4, National Wool Sorters’ and Graders’ Association
of America, of South Bane; of Loeal Grange No. 122, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Templeton ; of Local Division No. 14, Ancient
Order of Hibernians, of Mittineague; of the Good Citizenship
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League of Mansfield; of Carpenters’ Union Local No. 445, of
Palmer; of the Amalgamated Association of Street and Electric
Railway Employees of America, of Pittsfield; of Puritan Lodge
No. 621, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Boston; of the
Barbers’ Union of Lynn; of the League of Nations of Cam-
bridge; of Local Union No. 77, Journeymen Plumbers’ Union,
of Lynn; of Local Union No. 238, Boot and Shoe Workers'
Union, of New Bedford; of Local Union No. 10, International
Brotnerhood of Paper Makers, of Turners Falls; of Local Union
No. 209, International Brotherhood of Stationary Firemen and
Oilers of Lynn ; of Loeal Union No. 885, Carpenters’ and Joiners’
Union of Woburn ; of Local Union No. 122, Bottlers' and Driv-
ers’ Union, of Beston ; of Local Union No. 875, Barbers' Union, of
Gloucester ; of Local Lodge No. 802, Musicians’ Union, of Haver-
hill; of the Cigarmakers’ Union, No. 92, of Worcester; of Local
Union No. 2008, United Textile Workers, of North Adams; of
Local Union No. 147, Professional Bartenders' League, of Green-
field ; of the Natignal Wool Sorters’ and Graders’ Association
of Lowell; of Local Union No. 415, Amalgamated Sheet Metal
Workers' International Alliance, of Malden; of Local Union
No. 784, Painters, Paper Hangers, and Decorators of America,
of Melrose; of the Central Labor Union of Gardner; of Eagle
Lodge Local No. 1, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers,
of Holyoke; of Local Union No. 381, International Molders’
Union, of Springfield ; of Local Union No. 441, United Brother-
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cambridge; of Local Union
No. 72, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs,
Stablemen, and Helpers of America, of Lowell; of Local Union
No. 14937, Gold Beaters' Union, of Boston; of the Carpenters’
District Council of Lowell; of D. W. Wright Lodge No. 549,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of Green-
field ; of the congregation of the Old South Union Church of
Weymonth; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal
Church of Taunton; and of the executive board of Worcester
Musicians' Association Local No. 143, of Worcester, all in the
State of Massachusetts, favoring the ratification of the proposed
league of nations treaty, which were referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS.

Mr, SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2440) for the relief of the estate of John
M. Lea, deceased, reported it with an amendment and submitted
a report (No. 118) thereon.

He alse, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 358) carrying into effect the findings of the Court
of Claims in the matter of the claim of T. L. Love, surviving
partner of Robert Love & Son (Rept. No. 115) ;

A bill (8. 2343) for the relief of Capt. Frederick B, Shaw
(Rept. No. 116) ; and

A bill (8. 2453) to carry into effect the finding of the Court
of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy (Rept. No. 117).

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (S, 1330) for the relief of V. E. Schermerhorn,
K. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth, reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 114) thereon.

DAYLIGHT-SAVING LAW.

Mr. CUMMINS. I report from the Committee on Interstate
Commerce the bill (H, R. 3854) for the repeal of the daylight-
gaving law. The report is a favorable one; and I give notice
that to-morrow at some time, there being no speeches scheduled
for that day, 1 shall endeavor to bring it to the attention of the
Senate for consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the
calendar,

PAYMENT OF WAR DEPARTMENT OBLIGATIONS.

Mr. WADSWORTH. From the Committee on Military Af-
fairs T report back favorably without amendment the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 78) to permit the payment of obligations
entered into by the War Department prior to July 11, 1919.

Mr, President, at the risk of taxing the patience of the Sen-
ate I ask unanimous consent for immediate consideration of the
Jjoint resolution, and I suggest that the Secretary read it.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the joint resolution read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint
resolution.

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows:

‘Whereas it is provided by the act of Congress approved July 11, 1910
(Public No. 1, . K. 5257)— 45 el

“That no part of any of the appropriations made herein nor any

of the unexpended baldnces of Epﬂlpﬂations heretofore made for

the support and maintenance of the Army or the Military Establish-

ment ghall be expended for the purchase of real estate or for the

construction of Army camps or cantonments, except in such cases at

Nationa! Army or National Guard camps or cantonments which were
in use prior to November 11, 1918, where it has been or may be found
more economical to the Government for the purpose of salvaging
such camps or cantonmerts to buy real estate than to continue to pa,

rentals or claims for damages thereon, and except where industrial
plants have been constructed or taken over by the Government for
war purposes and the purchase of land is necessary in order to protect
the Interest of the Government.”

i1
Whereas doubt exists as to the proper interpretation of said provislon
and the intention of Congress as expressed in said provision :

Resolved, eic., That the foregoing provislons of sald act shall not be
construed to prevent the payment from the unexpended balances of bills
lawfully incurred for construction work actually performed or construc-
tion materials actually purchased prior to the approval of said act.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the only amendment the joint
resolution makes to existing law is contained in the last pro-
vision, and that only applies where money has been actually ex-
pended upon the order of the War Department for any purpose
for which they had authority to expend money.

Mr. WADSWORTH., The Senator from Utah is correct. The
situation, to state it briefly, is this: The Comptroller of the
Treasury has ruled that under the language used in the annual
appropriation bill, which is recited in the preamble of the joint
resolution, the War Department can not pay any money to a
contractor, even though that contractor has finished a building
in dccordance with the terms of the contract which he has made
with the Government, nor can the War Department pay a con-
tractor or compensate him for material which he has purchased
and delivered on the ground to be used in construction work.
The result is that a large number of contractors are in danger
of bankruptey. It is an exceedingly difficult situation. Con-
gress certainly did not mean that any such hardship should be
inflicted.

Mr. NELSON.
question?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. Does the joint resolution authorize the con-
firmation of any contract made for the purchase of real estate?

Mr. WADSWORTH. It does not.

Mr. NELSON. It only covers labor and material?

Mr. WADSWORTH. It covers labor and material on work
already completed.

Mr. NELSON. But it does not involve any contracts for the
purchase of real estate?

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is not any mention of real estate
in the joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution was reporied to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask that a leiter I have received from
the Secretary of War be printed in the REcorp as a part of my
remarks. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The letter referred to is as follows:

May I ask the Senator from New York a

WAk DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 26, 1919,

To the CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE 0N MILITARY AFFAIRS,
United States Senate.

Sir: I have the honor to forward to you a measure which the
War Department earnestly desires enacted by Congress, and it is
requested that effort be made to secure its passage at the earliest
date practicable.

It has been decided by the Comptroller of the Treasury that
under the restrictive legislation contained in the Army appropria-
tion bill recently enacted payment of obligations for construction
at Army camps or cantonments incurred prior to the enactment
of the legislation referred to can not be made.

In order that the War Department may settle these obligations
autherization by Congress is necessary.

Failure to settle these obligations, it is feared, will cause hard-
ship to persons interested in these settlements, which include
payment to laborers, settlement of bills for material, and pay-
ment to contractors. The urgent necessity for authority to settle
these obligations is apparent.

It is the intention of the War Department in securing the en-
actment of this measure only to effect the settlement of obliga-
tions already incurred and not to obtain authority to complete
unfinished construction or undertake new construction work at
any Army camps or cantonments.

Respectfully, NeEwToN D). BAKER,
Secretary of War,
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota.

A Dill (8. 2668) for the relief of Arthur Nelson; and

A bill (8. 2669 )for the relief of the heirs of Harry Davenport,
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MYERS:

A bill (S. 2670) to appropriate money for further and addi-
tional work on reclamation projects and units thereof in

‘ drought-stricken regions; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. HENDERSON :

A bill (8. 2671) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
imake investigations through the Bureau of Mines of oll shale
to determine the practicability of its utilization as a commer-
‘elal product ; to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. RANSDELL::

A bill (8. 2672) to carry into effect the findings of the Court
of Claims in favor of Hlizabeth White, administratrix of the
estate of Samuel N. White, deceased; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A bill (S. 2673) for the relief of James L. Vai; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (8. 2674) granting an increase of pension to Michael
Emmit Urell, alias Charles Welsh (with accompanying papers) ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SPENCER :

A bill (S. 2675) to compensate George B. Gates for the in-
fringement of his letters patent by the United States; to the
Committee on Patents.

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 2676) to amend section 56 of an act entitled “An
act for making further and more effectual provisions for the
national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3,
1916 ; and ;

A bill (8. 2677) to provide for further educational facilities
by authorizing the Secretary of War to sell at reduced rates
certain machine tools not in use for Government purposes to
trade and technical schools and universities, other recognized
educational institutions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 2678) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate
to the town of Oldtown, Me., one German cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

A bill (8. 2679) granting a pension to Enoch . Willard; to
the Commitiee on Pensions,

By Mr. SHERMAN :

A bill (S. 2680) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
J. Buttrum; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CALDER:

A bill (8. 2681) to repeal section 3 of an act approved April
29, 1908 (chap. 152, U. 8. Stats. L., vol. 35, Pt. I, p. 70), en-
titled “An act to repeal an act entitled ‘An act to regulate ship-
ping in trade between ports of the United States and ports
or places in the Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places
in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes,’” and for
other purposes,” and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Comimerce.

By Mr. CURTIS: :

A bill (8. 2682) for the relief of Blanche Winters; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr, WOLCOTT :

A bill (8. 2683) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions.

LICENSING OF PACKING INDUSTEY.

Mr. MOSES. I submit an amendment in the nature of a
substitute for the bill (8. 2202) to stimulate the production,
sale, and distribution of live stock and live-stock products, and
for other purposes. I ask that the amendment be printed in the
Recop and referred to the Committee on Agriculiure and
Forestry.

The amendment was referred to the Comimitiee on Agriculture
and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, as follows :

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Mosges to the bill (8. 2202)
to amend a bill to stimulate the production, sale, and distribution of
live stock and live-stock {Jroducts, and for other purposes, numbered

8. 2202, by striking out all after the enacting clause and substituting
therefor the following: :

“That when used in this act the term °'commerce' means com-
merce among the several States or with foreign nations, or in any ter-
ritory, or possession of the United States, or in the District of Columbia,
or hetween any such territory or possession and another.

“The term ‘person’ includes a qurtnership, a corporation, or an
nssociation of two or more individuals, and the members of a partner-

ship or the directors, officers, recelvers, or other person charged with the
duty of the management and operation of the business of a corporation or

assoclation. .
“ 8ec. 2. That no n shall engage in or carry on any business in
commerce unless he 11 secure and hold a license which 11 be issued

by the Secretary of Agriculture upon application in accordance with
regulations prescribed under this act.

““ 8gc. 3. That after the expiration of 60 days from the date this act
becomes effective any person who, without a license issued and in force
under this act or while such license is under suspension, engages in or
carries on any business for which a license is required by this act shall
be guilty of & misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be pun-
ished by fine not exceeding $35,000 or by imprisonment for not more than
one gmr, or h{ both such fine and imprisonment.

“ 8mEc. 4. That each license issued under this act shall be effective
from the date of its issuance and shall continue in force until suspended
or revoked in accordance with the provisions of this act. It shall be
the duty of the licensee to comply with the provisions of this act and

he rules, regulations, and orders whether or not incorporated in such
license which the Secretary of Agricnlture shall from time to time pre-
scribe in conformity with this act. The Secretarﬁ" of Agriculture ma{
regulate and control the licensee’s relations, whether direct or indirect,
to the purchase, manufacture, or sale in commerce of commodities other
than those handled in the business for which the license was applied for
and issued and may require the licensee to refrain from direct or indirect
participation or interest in such other business, either by ownership,
control, community, or stockholding, or otherwise, and it shall be the
duty of such licensee to comtplg with such regulations, terms, and condl-
tions, and the Secretary o griculture may by re tion limit and
gi'eﬁcribe the classes, numbers, and kinds of commodities and merchan-
se which any llcensee may sell, manufacture, and deal in and may
forbid licensee from sellin mnufacturlng, or dealing in more than one
kind of article or commodity. The Secretary of Agriculture may, as
to any business from which a license is required under this act, pro-
mulgate re, tions from time to time regulating the price of all com-
modities sold by the licensee, prescribing the method of doing business
by the licensee, prescribe the method in which the accounts of the
licensee shall be kept, and prescribe the character of plauts to be used by
the llcensee and may limit the profits which guch licensee may make on
the business transacted by such licensee during any year to such an
amount as the Secretary of Agriculture may deem reasonable.
5 “8ec. b. That it shall be unlawful for any licensee under this act
—

“{a) Enpgage in any unfair, unjustly discriminatory, or deceptive
practice or device in commerce; or

#(b) Charge an unreasonable price or rate for any commodity sold by
it in commerce; or

“({e) Exact an unreasonable profit for any calendar year in carrying
on his business in commerce; or

%“(d) Refrain from buying any commodity for the purpose of unrea-
sonably depressing the price thereof in commerce; or

“({e) Withhold from the market any commodity for the purpose of
unreasonably en]mndnfuthe price thereof in commerce; or

“(f) Conspire, combine, agree, or arrange with any other person to
apportion territory for carryln% on business or to apportion purchases
or sales of any commodity, or to control prices in commerce ; or

“(g) Consp combine, agree, or arrange with any other such
licensee to engage in any course of business or to do any act for the
) se of preventing any person from carrylng on a competitive or
similar business in commerce; or

“(h) Otherwise act or refuse, meglect, or fail to act, or conspire,
combine, agree, or arrange with any other person to do, or ald or abet
the doilng of any act contrary to the provisions of this act and the
regulations made herein.

“8pc. 6. That every Hecensee shall keep such record and statements
of account and make such reports or returns, verified under oath or
o , a8 will folly and correctly disclose all transactions involved
in his business, and the true ownershlP of such business, by stockhold-
ing or otherwise, in such form and at such times as may be req
under general or special orders of the Becretary of Agriculiure. For
the purpose of enforeing the provisions of this act or of verifying any
report or returns made thereunder, any officer or agent of the Govern-
ment designated in accordahee with such orders may, during the ordi-
nary business hours in any day, enter and examine any place used by
any licensee in his business, and may inspect any books, letters, papers,
or decuments relating to such business,

“Sge. 7. That the Secretary of Agriculture may investigate and
ascertain the demand for, the supply, the consumption, costs and
prices of, and the facts relating to the ownership, production, trans-
portation, manufacturing, storage, handling, or distribution of any
commeodity enter into or used in ‘commerce.’ For the proper exe-
cution of the provisions of this act, and in order to provide orma-
tion for the use of Con; , it shall be the duty of any licensee; or any
officer, agent, or employee of such 1i , when requested by an
officer or agent of the Government designated in accordance with regu-
lations under this act, to answer correct {. to the best of his knnwledge,
under onth or otherwise, as may be required, all questions touching his
knowledge of any matter authorized to be investigated under this see-
tion, or to produce any book, letters, papers, or documents in his pos-
session or under his control relating to such matters. Any licensee,
agent, or employee of such licensee who shall within a reasonable time
prescribed by the officers or agents making the request, not exceeding
20 days from the date of the receipts of the request, willfully fail or
refuse to answer such questions or to produce such books, letters,
papers, or documents, or shall willfully give any answer that is false
or misleading, shall be gnilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction
thereof shall be punished by & flne not exceeding $2,000, or by im-
prisonment for not more than one year, or both. Any information
secured under this act, except secret processes or formulas, shall be
available for either House of Congress at its request; and the Secre-
tary of Agriculture may cause such information to be published from
time to time when deemed necessary or advisable.

“Spc. 8. That the Secretary of Agriculture may make such rules and
regulations as mﬂ{l be required to carry out the purposes of this act,
may cooperate with any department or agency of the Government or of
any State or political subdivision thereof or with any person, and may
malke any investigation and take any action or commence and prosecute
any proceedings not inconsistent with the provisions of this aect which
the Federal Trade Commission is authorized to make, take, or com-
mence under any other act regulating the conduct or operation i com-
merce of any of the businesses for which a license is required Ly this
act. The several departments and agencies of the Government, when
directed by the President, shall furnish to the Secretary of Agriculture,
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sion relating to any person subject to any of the provisions of this
act, and shall from time to time detail to the Department of Agriculture
such officials and employees as the President may direct.

“BEc. 9. That any person who violates or fails to comply with any
provision of this act or any regulation or order made and prescribed
pursuant to this act, or who willfully—

*“(a) Fails or refuses to make full and true entries, or makes any
false entries in the accounts or records required to be kept by a
licensee ; or

“{b) Makes any false or fraudulent statement in a return or report
required in this act; or

“(e) Alters, mutilates, conceals, or destrc(l!ys any such account or
record, shall he gullt of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof
shall, unless the punishment is otherwise fixed in this act, be punished
by fine not exceeding $2,000 or by imprisonment for not more than one
year, or by both such fine and imprisonment. Each day during any
part of which a condition, practice, o on, or course of action,

unishable under this section is maintained or continued shall consti-

%te a separate violation thereof and shall be punished as a separate
offense

* SEC. 10. That whenever the SBecretary of Agriculture belleves that
any licensee is violating any provision of this act, or any rule or regula-
tion duly made and promulgated to carry out the provisions of this act,
he shall eause notiee in writing to be served upon the licensee, specify-
*]n%' the alleged violation, and requiring him to testify at a hearing
before the Secretary of Agriculture at a place and time designated
therein, and at such time and place the Secretary of Agriculture shall
afford the licensee a reasonable opportunity to be heard in person or by
counsel and through witnesses, in accordance with regulations pré-
scribed under this act; and the Secretary of Agriculture shall at the
same time be afforded a reasonable opportunity to be heard in person
or by counsel and through witnesses, In accordance with regulations
to be prescribed hereunder. If after such hearing the Secretary of
Agriculture finds that the licensee has vlolated the provisions of this
act, or of the rules and regulations issued thereunder, he may suspend
the license for such period as he may prescribe, or may revoke it as in
his discretion the protection of the public interests may require. The
testimony taken at the heam;g before the Secretary of Agriculture shall
be reduced to writing and filed for record with the Department of Agri-
An order suspending or revoking a license shall include the
's findings of fact, and his decision shall specify the date
which shall not be less than 20 days from the date of service thereo
upon the licensee, when it shall become effective. In the conduct of
any proceeding under this section for the suspension or revocation of
a {lcensa the Secretary may compel the attendance of witnesses, the
giving of testimony, and the production of documentary evidence.

“An order suspending or revoking a license issued by the Becreta
of Agriculture, under the provisions of this sectlon, shall be final an
conclusive unless within 30 days after its service upon him the licensee
appeals to the Cirenlt Court of Appeals for the eircuit in which he
has his principal place of business by filing with the clerk of sald
court a written petition praying that the Secretary's order be set
aside or modified In the manner stated in the petition, together with
a bond In such sum as the court may determine, conditioned that the
licensee will fpg the costs of the proceeding if the court shall so direct,
The clerk o e court In which such a petition is filed shall imme-
diately cause a copy thereof to be delivered to the SBecretary of Agri-
culture, and the Secretary shall fortbwith prepare, certify, and file in
the court a full and accurate transcript of the record in the proceed-
ings held before him under this section, includl the notice to the
licensee, the charges agalnst him, the evidence, and the order suspend-
InF or revoking the license. The testimony and evidence taken or sub-
mitted before the BSecretary, duly certified and filed as aforesaid as a
part of the record, shall be considered by the court as the evidence In
the case. The Clreuit Court of Appeals may affirm or set aside the
order of the Secretary of Agriculture, or may direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to modify his order. No order of the Secretarg suspend-
Imf' or revoking a license under this section shall be modified or set
aside by the Circuit Court of ﬁ:peals uniess it is shown by the
licensee that the order is unsupported by evidence or was issued with-
out due notice and a reasonable opportunl:é having been afforded to
the licensee for a hearing, or infringes the Constitution of the United
States, or is beyond the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture
under the provisions of this act.

“If the court determines that the just and froper disposition of
such an appeal requires the taking of additional evidence, the court
may order such additional evidence to be taken before the Secretary
of Agriculture in such manner and upon such terms and conditions
as the court may deem proper. The Becretary may modify his findin
as to the facts, or make new findings by reason of the additiona
evidence so taken, and he shall file such modified or new findings and
his regommendation, if any, for the modification or setting aside of
his original order with the return of such additional evidence. If the
Circult Court of Appeals affirms or modifies the action of the Becretar
of Agriculture revoking a license under this section, its decree shall
enjoin the licensee, its officers, agents, and employees frome further
carrying on, without a new license under this act, the business cov-

upon his request, all records, pTrs, and information in their posses-

culture.
Secreta

ered by the revoked license until the further order of the court. If
the Circuit Court of Appeals affirms or modifies the action of the
Secretary of Agriculture suspending a license under thils section, Its

decree shall enjoin the licensee from further carrying on the business
covered by the license during the period of suspepsion. The injune-
tion shall be effective within five days, unless further notice is given
by the Secretary of Agriculture of his intentions to apply for a re-
celver as hereinafter provided, in which case the Injunction shall be
effective upon the appointment and qualification of the receiver,
‘Within five days after the entry of such a decree by the Circuit Court
of Appeals, or In case no such appeal is taken Ly the licensee, then
within five days after the expiration of the time allowed for appeals to
that court from the Secretary's order suspending or revoking a license
any United States District Court shall, upon the application of the
Secretary of Agriculture sett Inghfortl.l the decree of the Circult Court of
Appeals, or the expiration of the period allowed for an appeal to that
court, and that no such appeal has been taken, appoint a receiver to
take ssession of the licensee's progerty and assets and to conduct
the licensed business, and shall make such other orders as may be
necessary for the proper conduct of the receivership and the protection
of the interesis of the public.

“The Secretary of Agrieulture's application for the appointment of
a receiver shall take precedence over any other application in any
other courts of the United States for the appointment of a receiver

Sergies b et e d pn e T S il ST e 1

for the licensee’s pro and business., TUpon the expiration of
the period for whicﬂ lggﬂl-{cem is 8 nded the district court may,
in its discretion, issue an order exten nﬁ the period of suspension,
restraining the [icensee from the transaction of his business or the
disposition of his property or assets and continuing the receivership
until the further order of the court. The order of the district court
appointing a receiver shall direct him to take possession of the
roperty and assets of the licensee and to conduct his business and
o retain such possession and conduct such business until forther
order of the court. Whenever, on the application either of the
Secretary of Agriculture or the receiver or the licensee, it shall, after
ah , appear to the court that the ground for the order directing
g:yugpo Wlt..}ne%g of a m\fﬁr has been removed nn? lﬂ:n.\u: the licensee

roperly perm 0 resume anmsion 0 8 property and
the conduect of his business the court shall enter an order dﬁech:{rglng
the receiver as hereinafter provided. Unless otherwise provided by
the order appointing him, the receiver so appointed E;lmlll,J subject to
the court’s orders, have all the powers and duties relative to the
property, assets, and business of the llcensee exercised by or imposed
upon receivers of corporations under appointment of the Federal
court. A recelver appointed under the provisions of this section shall
conduct and operate the business in accordance with this act and
shall conserve the prepe and assets affected by the recelvership and
protect the rights of creditors of the licensée. In his reports to the
court the receiver shall ify the practices, methods, acts, or omis-
sions constituting a violation of this act or the regulations therennder
which were the basis of the order suspending the licemse, and the
court, in Its decree restoring to the licensee his property and license,
shall recite such practices, methods, acts, or omissions and shall enjoin
the licensee from resuming or continuing them. The recelver shall
likewise include In his report all other violations of this act or the
regulations thereunder which came to his notice in the course of his
control of the business of the licensee, and the court may, in its
discretion, after affording the licensee an opportunity to be heard,
likewise enjoin the resumption or continuance of the practices, methods,
acts, or omissions constituting such other violations. The United
States Circuit Court of Appeals shall have exclusive jurisdiction to
review the action of the retary of Agriculture under this section
and may.affirm, modify, or set aside any order of the etary revok-
ing or suspending a license, but the decree of such court shall beé subject
to review by the Supreme Court of the United States upon certiorarl,
as provided in section 240 of the Judicial Code.

“8ec. 11. That the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated out of
any monelys in the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, avallable
immediately and until expended, for carrying out the foregoing pro-
visions of this act, including the employment of such persons and
means, the expense of such printing and publication, the payment of
such rents, and the purcbase of such supplies and egquipment in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere, as the Secretary of Agriculture
may find necessary.

“ 8ec. 12, That nothing contained In this act shall be construed to

revent or interfere with the procedure under or the enforcement of

e provisions of the antitrust acts, the acts to regulate commerce, the
act entitled ‘An act to create a Federal Trade Commission, to define
its gowers and duties, and for other purposes,’ approved September 26,
1914, the act entitled ‘An act to promote export trade, and for
other purposes,’ approved April 10, 1918, or sections 73 to 77,
inclugive, of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes.' approved August
27, 1804, as amended by the act entitled ‘An act to amend sections
73" and 76 of the act o August 27, 1804, entitled “An act to reduce
taxation to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur-
poses,” ' approved February 12, 1913, nor shall anything contained in
this act be construed to alter, modify, or repeal such acts or any part
or parts thereof.” :

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said:

Mr. President, I wished to make a parlinmentary inquiry of
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses], but he does not
seem to be here.

There was a most remarkable amendment offered this morn-
ing to Senate bill 2202, known as the Kenyon bill. It seems to
license everybody engzaged in interstate commerce; at least, a
cursory reading of it gives that impression. I wished to make
that inquiry of the Senator, if present, but he appears to be
absent. T will allow the inquiry to stand in the REcorbp.

Mr. MOSES subsequently said:

Mr. President, it is a far cry from the masterly expression of
a deep philosophic study of a great subject presented by the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoMAS] to the topic upon which I
wish to speak for a minute.

In my absence from the Chamber earlier in the day the senior
Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] made some inquiry regard-
ing the subject matter and the purpose and bearing of an amend-
ment which T offered to Senate bill 2202, and inasmuch as the
Senate will adjourn from to-day until day after to-morrow I
take this occasion, in response to the Senator's invitation, to
state briefly that it is the purpose of the amendment to carry
out to its full effect the proposal in the bill I have named.

I confess, Mr, President, to considerable skepticism as to the
merits and value and practicability of the licensing system as
applied to American industries, but if one industry is to be
singled out to be administered under a licensing system, if one
group of Industrial chieftains are to conduct their enterprise
under the guidance of a civil-service employee located in Wash-
ington, that principle certainly should be extended to all enter-
prises of nation-wide magnitude and all industrial chieftains
should be placed under the same restriction. I am entirely un-
willing to see the policy of a licensing system adopted by piece-
meal. If that is to be the policy of legislation in this country I
wish it to be applied immediately and completely,
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Inasmuch as the Senator from Illinois, who propounded this-|

inquiry to me, is now absent from the Chamber, as I was when
he made his interrogatory, I hope that he may read in the Rec-
orp to-morrow this brief explanation of the purpose and bear-
ing of the amendment which I offered, and that when the issue
shall be joined in the consideration of the bill we may discuss
the wisdom of applying the licensing system to the industries of
the United States.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—ELLEN L. GOODWIN,

On motion of Mr, Havg, it was

Ordered, That the papers accompanying bill 8, 2913, Bixty-fifth Con-
gress, second session, grantinﬁ an increase of pension to Ellen L. Good-
win, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having
been made.

COMMERCIAL FEEDS FOE ANIMALS.

Mr. NORRIS. I offer a Senate resolution, and I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 140} was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission be, and it is hereby,
instructed to make an investigation of the manufacture and sale of
commercial feeds for animals, such investigation to include the gather-
ing of statistics as to the supply of the various commodities which are
used for animal feeds, together with the fluctuation in the prices of these
commodities ; the extent to which these commodities are converted into
concentrated food by manufactures; what combinations or understand-
ings, if any, exist between the feed manufacturers and wholesale feed
dealers and retail feed dealers; and what fraud, if any, is practiced by
dealers in the way of misbranding or using inferior substitutes in
mixed feeds,

Further resolved, 'That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is
hereby, directed to cooperate with the Federal Trade Commission in this
investigation,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr, KING. 1 think it had better go over until to-morrow.

Mr. NORRIS. Very well; I am willing that it shall go over
under the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be
printed.

i,

CIRCULATION OF CURRENCY.

Mr. MYERS. I offer a Senate resolution, which I ask fo
have printed and go over until to-morrow.

The resolution (S. Res. 142) was ordered to lie over and to
be printed, as follows:

Whereas on the 22d day of July, 1919, the Secretary of the Treasury,
in r nse to an inguiry of the Senate, sent to the Senate the follow-
ing communication :

! TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 22, 1919,

Sir: In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the United
States of July 8, 1019, transmitted to me by the Secretary of the
Senate under date of July 9, I submit the following:

Under the act approved Ma‘{ 80, 1908, commonly known as the
Aldrich-Vreeland Act, as amended, additional or cmergency currenc,
was issued, beginning on August 4, 1914, in amount $3352,502.045.
All of this additional circulation was retired before the close of the
calendar year 1915. Authority for the issue of such additional or
emergency currency expired by limitation on June 20, 1915.

No emergency currency has been issued by the Federal reserve
banks. However, such banks have issued Federal reserve bank notes
and Federal reserve notes in accordance with the provisions of law
and under the general supervision of the Federal Reserve Boawpd.
None were outstanding August 1, 1914, The amounts of such notes
in eircolation on July 1, 1919, were :

Federal reserve bank notes. $163, 682, 696
Federal reserve notes 2, 493, 992, 462

The Treasury Department has no intention, nor, indeed, the power,
to retire or withdraw from ecirculation any thereof, nor, as I am
advised, has the Federal Reserve Board. The Federal Reserve System
was devised to create an elastic currency which would expand and
contract automatically in accordance with the requirements of busi-
ness. Any reductions in the amounts of Federal reserve notes out-
standing will be in accordance therewith. Federal reserve bank._
notes, for the most part, have been issued to replace silver certificates
canceled and ret in accordance with the provisions of the act of
April 23, 1918.

1 transmit herewith a copy of the Treasm;;v Department eirculation
statement for August 1, 1914, and July 1, 1919, showing the amount of
money of the United States in eirculation on the respective dates. Data
are not avaflable in the department with respect to the amount of money
in circulation in the Territories and possessions of the United States.

Rtespectfully, CARTER GLASS,
Secretary of the Treasury.
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES BENATE,
4 ‘Washington, D. C.
And whereas in connection with the said communication the Beeretar:
of the Treasury did transmit fo the Senate the following tables an
statements, to wit:

Circulation statement, Aug. 1, 1814.
General stock of money in the | Held in Treasury as assets
United Stams?y of the Government.}! Money in circulation.
July 1, 1914, Aug. 1, 1914. | July 1, 1914. | Ang.1,1914. | July1,1914. | Aupg.1,1914, | Aug.1,1913. | Jan. 1, 1879.
Gold eoin (including bullion in Treasury)....| $1,890,678,304 | §1,887,270,664 | $105,381,761 | $230,801, 204 $614,321,674 $632, 332, 591 £606,015, 613 $06, 262, 850
Gold certificates ... ... .ciiiciiceaneas R R o e SRR ..|  45,520,7 49,660,150 | 1,035,454,120 | 074,386,719 | 1,000,560, 414 21,189,289
Standard silver dollars............. 565, 834,263 565, 840, 263 670, 8,701,521 70,314,176 60,081, 742 72,173, 431 5,790, 721
Silver certificates®........cceenen AR el eeen-ee| 11,887,624 | 12,555,662 479, 462, 474,601,338 470,578, 117 413,360
Bubsidiary silver. ... 182,315, 863 182, 447,433 22,052,188 22,318,627 160,263, 675 160, 128, 806 155,408,145 67,982, 601
Treasur ,439, 000 2,433, 000 11,942 12,981 2,427,058 2,420,019 2, 640, T
United States notes...... 346,681,016 346,681,016 7,841,373 9,677,117 338,830, 337,002, 899 238,623,763 | 3310, 288, 511
National-bank notes.....cecevcercceacenannes 750,671, 899 750,907,021 32,588,262 , 393, 718,085, 637 716,513,816 710,891, 001 314,339.398
Total...oeeevarersscscsncsnnanncssansaaf 8,738,620,345 | 3,735,579,307 | 310,451,077 | 368,210,467 | 3,419,108,368 | B,367,388,030 | 3,356,801,123 816, 266, 721

1 This statement of money held in the

held as assets of the Government.
1 Includes £33,190,000 currency certificates, act June 8, 1872,

as assets of the Government does not include de:
Treasurer of the United States, amounting to $55,172,211.78. For a full statement of assets see
1 For redemption of outstanding certificates an exact equivalent in amount of the appropriate

ts of public money in national-bank depositaries to the eredit of tha
blie debt statement.
ds of money 15 held in the Treasury, and is not included in the account

Nore.—Population of continental United States Aug. 1, 1914, estimated at 09,168,000; circulation per capita, $33.96.

Circulation statement, July 1, 1919,

II. Held in the Tr s He!md bkyaai?%ﬁ ::i
I General stock of money [ -® B xR 15 BEYO e . :
Circulating medinm. | * + ury as assets of the Teserve agents t is- IV. Money in circulation.!
fir'the United Staves ! Government.s sl yoioks poinadend 5
notes.»
July 1, 1919. | July 1, 1918, |July 1, 1919, [ July 1, 1918. | July 1, 1919. | July 1, 1918. | July 1, 1819, July 1,1918. | June 1, 1919. | Jan.1,1879.
Gold coin (including
bullion in ury).. $3,076,452, 515 (8360, 604,070 |$245,602, 753 |58813, 882, 860 | $686, 838,455 (¢ §1,172, 953, 529 181,107, 531,243 |81, 100,256,283 | $96,262, 850
. Gold certificates. ....... o (W) e e N N A I A 205,417,280 | 208,278,320 2,219,728 | 828,231,744 | 580,784,081 | 21,189,289
Standard silver dollars. . , 930 | 400,684,05 A R T TR ) R T (R A O 81,576,350 77,341,545 81, 784, 757 5,700,721

1Includes gold held in the Treasury for the redemption of ontstanding gold certificates (747,637,008, and Federal reserve gold settlement fund, $1,415,019.609.10 on July
1, 1919) and standard silver dollars held in the Tresaury {or the redemption of outstanding silver certificates and Treasury notesof 1890 ($171,684,233 on July 1, 1919). Amounts
of Federal reserve bank notes and national bank notes are amounts issued by Treasury to banks.

1 Includes the ﬁnld resarve fund held against issues of United States notes and Treasury notes of 1590 ($152,979,025.63 on July 1, 1919), and the gold or lawful monay
redemption funds held against issnes of national bank notes, Federal reserve notes, and Federal reserve notes (£227.070.873.65 on July 1, 1919). Does not inzlude de-

its of public money in Federal reserve banks, nitional banks, and spezial depositaries ($1,090,069,711.15 on July 1, 1918), nor does it include funds held in trust in the
msury for the relemption of outstanding gold an 1 silver certificates and Treasury notes of 1890. (BSee Column L) Fora full statement of Treasury assets and lizbilities
see daily statement of the United States Treasury and monthly fininzial statement.

3 Includes the gold reserve held by banks against issues and gold or other funds deposited by banks with agents to retire Federal reserye notes in circulation and own
Federal reserve notes held by Federal reserve banks,

+ Amounts of various kinds of money in circulation determined by deducting from the appropriate item in the general stock of money (Column I) the amount held in
the Treasury as assets of the Government (Column LI) and the amount held by Federal reserve banks or Federal reserve agents against issues of Federal reserve notes
(Column I ‘_J Gold and silver certificates and Trea notes of 1890 in circulation sre represented in the general stock of money by equal amounts of gold coin or bullion
and standard silver dollars held in Treasury for their redemption. (See Column L) Amounts of Federal reserve bank notes and national bank notes are amounts of issues
by Treasury to banks less amounts held in Treasury as assets of the Government.

s Includes $799 301,860 credited to Feleral reserve aghean;s in the gold settlement fund deposited with Treasury of the United States.

§Includes $615,717,832,10 credited to Federal reserve ks in the gold settlement fund deposited with Treasurer of the United States.
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: % Circulation statement, July 1, 1916—Continued.
II. Held in the Treas- Al “'{i‘m'i‘; r&"i"ﬁé‘&
i ium, | I- General stock of money | 1% o csald o
Circulating medium. in the United States. g e:;mon m‘-ta of the mmo.i' asenedgsn mi:; IV. Money in circulation.
notes.
July 1, 1919, | July 1, 1018, |July 1, 1019, | July 1, 1918.| July 1, 1919, | July 1, 1918, July 1, 1019, July 1, 1018, | Jumpe 1, 1919, | Jan.1,1879.
Bilvercertificates. . ...i.| ... viioenua]iiianesusonann $169,039,003  $381,806,7i0 | $179,641,852 |  $413,360,
Subsidiary silver.......| $243,235,661 | $232,147,354 | $11,087,825 | §14,040,804 232,147,838 217:2&1, 560 231,365,105 | 67,982,601
ﬂ‘mmrg o T g e e et b e sl | iyt g [l i A 1,745,230 1,851,130 2, 000008 Fonanaannsin
United Btates notes....| 346,681,016 681,016 | 13,742,472 6,744,783 |. , 038, 544 339, 938, 233 334,227,867 | 310,288, 511
FFad.ernJ reserve notes...|! 2,687, 550,985 | 1,847,580,445 | 44,265,463 | 20,082,400 2,403,002,462 | 1,711,411,695 | 2,508,177,517 |.veverrannen
‘Federal reserve bank
SEIONRRY, L e ] 187, 666,980 15,444,000 | 23,084,254 100,025 |... 163,682, 686 15,343,075 | 155,906,004 |............
National bank notes. ... 719,276,732 724,205,485 | 69,445,582 | 20,008,477 |. 649,531,150 704,137,008 662,305, 514 314,339,893’
v e it 7,588,473, 771 | 6,742,225, 784 | 578,848,043 | 356,124,750 1,168, 509,200 1,001,303,125 | 5,841,020,528 | 5,384,797,900 | 5,834, 268,212 816,206, 721 |
{Population of continental United Statesestimated at.........ceuueinencerecnnaronssansnnn e 107, 600, 000 105, 869, 000 107,455,000 | 48,231,000 i
Cavorkbion Dlr oRpkba - o ST e e e R e e e Ee T S T $51.28 $50.85 $54.20 $15.92

1 Includes own Federal reserve notes held by Federal reserve banks.

And whereas it apipears therefrom that the amount of money in cireu-
lation in the United States is nearly twice what it was in volume and
per capita five years ago: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the aforesaid communication of the Secretary of the
reasury and the ammmg:gktablea and statements be and are re-

ferred to the Committee on ing and Currency, and that that com-

mittee is hereby directed to consider the same and all thereof, and to

'report to the Senate whether or not it is advisable for Con to enact

any legislation to provide for a gradual reduction of the amount of

‘money in circulation, anda it so, to rt what legislation it deems

|nece » expedient, or advisable to ng about some gradual reduc-

tlon of the amount of money in circulation and to what extent and how

‘rapidly such reduction sh be had and what may be the views of the

'committee in general in the premises.

CITY OF FIUME AND VILLAGE OF SUSSAK.

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution and ask that it be re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations without reading.
The resolution (8. Res. 141) was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations, as follows: -
Whereas the census of the city of Fiume shows an Italian population of
3 %,Béi. a.m‘:li a Slav poputiztion of 10,927, an Italian majority of
3 3 an
' Whereas the population of the village of Sussak, which Is separated
from Fiume and to which no claim for annexation is made by Italy,
is composed of 3,871 Slayvs and 658 Italians; and
Whereas the two sections, even when taken together, show a total 3:1-
lation of 29,5669 Italians and 14,798 Slavs, or a clear Italian nud ty
of 14,771 in both the city of Fiume and the village of Sussak: and
Whereas certain Jugo-Slav officers are changing these figures to confuse
i terested parties in furtherance of their avowed pur-
opposition against and attempting to prevent the
annexation of Filume to Italy; and
(Whareas it is the desire of the Senate of the United States to mete
Justice to all parties concerned without fear or favor, when the treaty-
of peace between the United States of America and its Allles on one
t and the Austro-Hun Government on the other part shall
: presented to the United States Senate for ratification ; and
"YWhereas it is the desire of the Senate of the United States to be properly
advised as to the population of the city of Fiume and of the v dﬁm{
on account of false and unsupport g: Therefore be it

Sussak, so that its judgment or decggion may be not rendered
Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not

; compatibie with public interest, to instruct the d tion of the
fiﬁnmm? Btates of America at the peace conference of Ve to secure,
in conjunction with the representatives of our Allies—Great Britain,

'France, Italy, and Japan—and under their joint,
-'contml', a correct census showing the correct tion of Fiume and
'of the village of Sussak separately, and its division accor to race,
Ycolor, or nationalities, and to forward the same to the Senate for its
'advise and guidance at the earliest possible moment.

THE MOONEY CASE,

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, I present two letters, one
gwritten by myself to J. B. Densmore, United States Employ-
ment Service, dated May 6, 1919, and the other written by
1. B. Densmore himself and addressed to myself, dated May 14,
11919, which I should like to have printed in the Recorp without
reading.

There being mo objection, the letters were ordered to be
printed in the REcorp; as follows: .

impartial, and personal
pulat

May 6, 1919.
Hon. J. B. DENSAMORE,
United States Employment Service, Washington, D, C.

Dear Mz, Dexsmore: I find your letter on my return from
an absence of some weeks,

You ask that, if I know anything of the misuse of the United
Stafes Employment Service, to advise you. The inguiry is
made in view of a letter written by me in answer to a Mr. An-
der=on, of Rock Island, Ill. May I ask if the inquiry covers
.the activities of the United States Employment Service in San
Francisco in the Mooney case? I would be very glad to in-
clude this subject in my answer to your letter, so as to avoid
duplicating the correspondence,

Yery truly, yours, LAawreNCE Y. SHERMAN.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
UxITED STATES EMPLOYMENT SERVICE,
Washington, May 1}, 1919.
Hon. LAWRENCE Y. SHERAAN,
United States Senate, Washingion, D. C.

My Dear Sexator: Receipt is acknowledged of your reply of
May 6 to my letter asking you to be good enough to bring to
my attention cases of misuse of the United States Employment
Service which you mention generally in your letter to Mr,
Anderson, of Itock Island.

In your reply you ask if my inquiry “ covers the activities of
the United States Employment Service in San Francisco in the
Mooney case?”

My inquiry did not cover what you allege as * the activities
of the United States Employment Service in San Francisco in
the Mooney case,” for the reason that the United States Em-
ployment Service had no connection whatever with the activi-
ties to which you refer.

I am sure you are so fair that you desire all the facts on
this subject, whieh, briefly, are these: Since 1918 I have been
Solicitor of the Department of Justice for the Department of
Labor, appointed as such by the President. I resigned this po-
sition in January, 1918, at the request of the Secretary of Labor,
to take up the work of establishing and directing the United
States Employment Service.

During the year 1917, as solicitor for the department, T was
sent by the Secretary of Labor to San Francisco to make an .
investigation of alleged graft and corruption in the Chinese
immigration service in connection with the fraudulent admis-
sion of Chinese laborers to this country., I had a few trained
investigators of the Government service with me, and at the
conclusion of the investigation we had turned up and dismissed
some 23 employees of the Immigration Service who were in-
volved in accepting money from Chinese and others for the
illegal admission of alien Chinese and for the delivery and de-
struction of certain records of the Government pertaining io
Chinese. These frauds also involved several lawyers in San
Francisco who were working with those dishonest Government
employeces.

I was instructed by the Secretary of Labor and the Attorney
General to present the whole matter to the Federal grand jury
with the United States attorney, which I did, with the result
that about 22 of the grafters were indicted. The grand-jury
investigation was finished and the indictments returned about
November, 1917, at which time I returned to Washington, as
there was no possibility of trying the cases in the near future.
As several of the defendants had made complete confessions
upon their arrest, and were Government witnesses, I felt that
it was necessary to leave one of the department special inspec-
tors to protect them from corruption by the more influential
defendants, and also as a matter of protection to the Govern-
ment’s cases, as an attempt had been made to corruptly influ-
ence the action of the Federal grand jury while considering the
cases we had before it.

With this in mind, one of the inspectors who had worked on
the whole investigation was left in San Francisco, together with «
one other who lived there, and together they assisted the United
States Attorney in gathering additional evidence to be used in
the trial.

It was during the time these inspectors remained in San
Franeiseco that they diseovered an opportunity to present further
evidence to the Secretary of Labor on the subject of the fairness
of the trial of Thomas J. Mooney by the State’s attorney for
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San Francisco, which subject had been gone into by the commis-
sion appointed by the President, of which the Secretary of Labor
was chairman. They were authorized to do so in connection
with their other work.

In the meantime, when I returned to Washington in November,
1917, I was, as before mentioned, asked to take charge of the
establishment and divection of the United States Employment
Service, and I resigned as solicitor to do so. This new work
engaged all my time, and it was not until the middle of October,
1918, that I found myself able to leave this work even for a few
weeks to go to San Francisco and assist the district attorney in
the prosecution of the cases. I was then Director General of the
United States Employment Service, but I went to San Francisco
at that time solely for the purpose of assisting in the Govern-
ment's prosecution of the people indicted as a result of my inves-
tigation as solicitor and not at all for the purposes as universally
charged “ to investigate the Mooney case.” Such investigation as
was made was carried on by the two inspectors of the department
who remained in San Francisco, and no person connected with
the United States Employment Service had anything to dowithit.

The investigation was practically finished when I arrived in
San Francisco last October to assist the United States attorney
in the trials, and the report of the investigators was trans-
mitted by me fo the Secretary of Labor. Unfortunately some
of this report fell into the hands of the publisher of a local paper
who published it without any authority whatever.

This statement is in no way meant to be an apology for any
action of mine, as I am conscious of no act in connection with
my official duty without authority therefor. It is meant to
correct your apparent misapprehension that the United States
‘Employment Service had any activities in eonnection with the
Mooney case.

My inquiry to you was made in the interest of the betterment
of the Employment Service, in the hope of having you bring to my
attention, that they could be corrected, such matters as you men-
tion in your letter to Mr, Anderson, of Rock Island, T1L

I assure you there is no one who realizes quite as I do the im-
perfections of this service, but there can be no one more inter-
ested than I in removing them.

Sincerely, J. B. DENSMORE,

Director General.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the matter is personal to my-
self and a case of pronounced official mendacity. I ask leave
to make a statement in answer rather than by private corre-
spondeénce to that United States official.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and
fthe Senator from Illinois will proceed.

THE UNITED STATES EMPLOYMENT SERVICE ACTIVITIES IN THE
MOONEY CASE.

Mr. SHERMAN, A concerted movement*was for some time
conducted to make permanent many millions of dollars in appro-
priations for the United States Employment Service. Many
communications urged me to support the measure. I declined,
giving my reasons in various letters. One of these letters ad-
dressed to Mr. Anderson, of Rock Island, IlL, was procured by
or sent to J. B, Densmore, Director General of the United States
Employment Service. He wrote me asking me if I knew of any
activities of the Employment Service indicating a misuse of its
powers, as I had intimated it in some of my letters, the Anderson
letter among others.

All the letters were privileged to be made publie.
were none of them private.

On May 6, 1919, in a letter which I have already submitted, T
asked Mr. Densmore if his inquiry covered the activities of the
United States Employment Service in San Francisco in the
Alooney case. Mr. Densmore replied in a letter of May 14, 1919,
signing it as director general on a letterhead of the United
States Department of Labor, United States Employment Serv-
ice. Director General Densmore denied that any person con-
nected with the United States Employment Service had any-
thing to do with the Mooney case. This unequivocal denial is
contained in ihe letter submitted signed by Densmore. He
undertook to explain that his presence in San Franecisco on and
before November 1, 1918, was exclusively to prosecute certain
immigration frauds in which indictments had before that time
been returned. The investigation of the Mooney case had pre-
viously been made, he says, by two investigators who had been
employed in the immigration cases and had discovered an op-
portunity to present further evidence to the Secretary of Labor
on the subject of the fairness of Mooney’s trial. The director
general says this investigation was practically finished when
he arrived in San Francisco in October, 1918, to assist the
Onited States attorney in the immigration trials there. The
report of the investigators relating to Mooney was by Mr. Dens-
more transmitted to the Secretary of Lahor. Mr. Densmore

There

states in his letter that he went to San Franciseco at that time
solely for the purpose of assisting in the Government’s prose-
cution of the defendants in the immigration cases and not at all
for the purpose, so universally charged, to investigate the
Mooney case. He adds that, unfortunately, this report on
Mooney fell into the hands of a local mewspaper, which pub-
lished it without authority. This explanation, he says, is
meant to correct my apparent misapprehension that the United
States Employment Service had any activities in connection
with the Mooney case. The letter directly states no one con-
nected with the United States Employment Service had any-
thing to do with the Mooney case. Densmore’s letter conveys
the statement that he simply transmitted a report made by the
investigators in no way connected with the Employment Serv-
ice to the Secretary of Labor.

It is most unfortunate for the director general of this service
that on June 27, 1919, House resolution No. 128 required the
Secretary of Labor to tfransmit to it information of the con-
nection of John B. Densmore, Director of the United States
Employment Service, with the Mooney case. Under the pres-
sare of this resolution the Secretary gave to the House the
suppressed report, Document No. 157, Sixty-sixth Congress, first
session. It is found on page 3, headed “The Mooney case.”
It is dated November 1, 1918, San Franeisco, Calif. It opens
with this significant sentence from Mr. Densmore:

Pursnant to instructions received from time to time during the past
six months, I have the honor to report that I have conducted a secret
and altogether informal inquiry into the Mooney case and beg leave to
submit herewith the results of my investigation.

The six months’ period from November 1, 1918, would relate
back to May 1, 1918. Mr. Densmore was appointed Director
General of the United States Employment Service January 1,
1918. Therefore the six months’ period covered in this report
is a time when Densmore was Director General of the United
States Employment Service.

Again, on page 6, I quote:

This was the condition of things when I asked for and reccived
official permission to make a further investigation of the case along
certain lines which I hoped would develop information of the first
importance. By this time the fate of the Mooney defendants had
aroused international interest and solicitude. * * * TThe liberal
sentiment of Russia was arow

And so forth. Again, on page 6:

In my investigation of the Mooney case I have kept these facts wel?
in mind and proceeded on the theory that an unwarranted attack upon
labor leaders with a premeditated and deliberate intention to injure
and diseredit union labor—

And so forth.

On page 7, in preparing for a fresh investigation, “two
plans of operation naturally presented themselves.” He con-
tinues it was decided to work secretly, and to the two trusted
assistants in San Francisco he says, “I confidled my plan of
operations.”

The entire document ecarries abundant evidence of the con-
tinuous activity of the director general in the Mooney, case. It
is signed, on page 76, “J. B. Densmore, Director General of
Employment.” A more complete case of official mendacity has
not occurred capable of proof by documentary evidence. Before
the House extracted this suppressed report from the Secretary
of Labor the only evidence of the falsity of the director gen-
eral’s letter to me of May 14, 1919, was the publication of the
report, in November, 1918, in the San Francisco Call, which is
owned and edited by Fremont Elder. It is now officially estab-
lished that the Director General of the Unifed States Employ-
ment Service is unable to state facts, although he possesses the
documentary evidence which would give him the information
to do so. I regret the incident, but must preserve in some perma-
nent form the reason why the United States Employment Service
has been so prostituted to basely improper uses and the evidence
thereof suppressed and denied by a United States official.

RESERVATIONS IN ENTERING LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, T have before me a copy of a
letter sent by me on July 18 to Justice Hughes, of New York,
asking his opinion about reservations to the covenant for the
league of nations in the peace treaty and also his reply. T ask
leave that they be printed in the REecorp.

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
CoMMITTEE 0N CANADIAN RELATIONS,
July 18, 1919.
Hon. CHARLES Evans HucHES,
96 Broadway, New York City.

My Dear Junce Hucnaes: Many of us in the Senate are in
favor of having the United States enter a league of nations,
provided that in doing so we do not sacrifice the sovereignty
or traditional policies of our country. We believe tiat the pro-
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posed covenant for a league of nations in the peace treaty now
before the Senate does make such a sacrifice. Rather than
take the covenant 'as it now stands, I am very certain that
considerably more than one-third of the Senate would refuse to
ratify the treaty altogether. As far as I am personally con-
cerned, I do not want to see this happen, and I do want to see
some plan devised whereby the United States may safely enter
the league of nations. It has seemed to some of us that this
result could best be accomplished by attaching certain reserva-
tions to the proposed covenant which would limit the participa-
tion by the United States in the league. I shall be very glad
if you will give me your opinion as to the validity of such
' reservations, and also as to what reservations, in your judg-
-ment, should be made to safeguard the interests of our country.

Sincerely yours, FREDERICK HALE.

New Yorx, July 24, 1919.

Hon. FrepEricK HALE,
United States Senale, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sexator Hare: I am in receipt of your letter of
July 18, and it gives me pleasure to comply with your request
for my opinion with respect to the validity and advisability of
reservations on the part of the United States in entering the
proposed league of nations.

Permit me to state at the outset the point of view from which
I think the questions should be approached. There is plain
need for a league of nations, in order to provide for the ade-
quafe development of international law, for creating and main-
taining organs of international justice and the machinery of
conciliation and conference, and for giving effect to measures of
international cooperation which from time to time may be
agreed upon. There is also the immediate exigency to be con-
sidered. It is manifest that every reasonable effort should be
made to establish peace as promptly as possible and to bring
about a condition in which Europe can resume its normal indus-
trial activity.

I perceive no reason why these objects can not be attained
without sacrificing the essential interests of the United States,
There is a middle ground between aloofness and injurious
commitments.

I share the regret that suitable steps have not been taken
for the formulation of international legal principles and to
secure judicial determinations of international disputes by im-
partial tribunals, and that the hope of the world in the deter-
mination of disputes has been made to rest so largely upon the
decision of bodies likely to be controlled by considerations of
expediency. There is merit enough in the proposed plan to
make it desirable to secure it, if proper safeguards can be ob-
tained, but it is just as futile to exaggerate its value as it is
to see nothing but its defects. One must take a light-hearted
view of conditions in the world to assume that the proposed
plan will guarantee peace or bring about a cessation of intrigue
and of the rivalries of interests or prevent nations which can
not protect themselves from being compelled to yield to unjust
demands where for any reason great powers deem resistance
inexpedient. Rather, the proposed covenant should be viewed
as a mere beginning, and while it is important that we should
have a beginning, it is equally important that we should not
make a false start.

I think that the prudent course is to enter the proposed
league with reservations of a reasonable character, adequate
to our security, which should meet ready assent, and thus to
establish a condition of amity at the earliest possible moment.

As to the walidity of reservations, this question has two
aspects—first, with respect to the aetion on our part which
is essential to the making of reservations and, second, as to
the effect of reservations upon other parties to the treaty.

As to the first question it is manifest that attempted res-
ervations will be ineffectual unless they qualify the act of
ratification. The adoption of resolutions by the Senate setting
forth its views will not affect the obligations of the covenant
if it is in fact ratified without reservations which constitute
part of the instrument of ratification.

If the Senate should adopt reservations by a majority vote,
I assume that these will be made part of the proposed resolu-
tion of assent to the treaty, and the guestion will then be
whether the Senate will give ifts assent with these reservations
by the requisite two-thirds vote. If the proposed reservations
are reasonable, the responsibility for the defeat of the treaty,
. if it is defeated, will lie with those who refuse the vote essen-
tial to the assent. If the Senate gives its assent to the treaty
with reservations, the concurrence of the President will still
be necessary, as ratification will not be complete without his
action, and the responsibility for a refusal to give the ratifica-
tion with the reservations as adopted by the Senate as a part

of the instrument of ratification
President.

Assuming that the reservations are made as a part of the
instrument of ratification, the other parties to the treaty will
be notified accordingly. As a contract the treaty, of course,
will bind only those who consent to it. The nation making
reservations as a part of the instrument of ratification is not
bound further than it agrees to be bound. And if a reserva-
tion as a part of the ratification makes a material addition to
or a substantial change in the proposed treaty other parties
will not be bound unless they assent. It should be added that
where a treaty is made on the part of a number of nations
they may acquiesce in a partial ratification on the part of one
or more.

But where there is simply a statement of the interpretation
placed by the ratifying State upon ambiguous clauses in the
treaty, whether or not the statement is called a reservation, the
case is really not one of amendment, and acquiesence of the
other parties to the treaty may realily be inferred unless ex-
press objection is made after notice has been received of the
ratification with the interpretative statement forming n part
of it.

Statements to safeguard our interest which clarify ambig-
uous clauses in the covenant by setting forth our interpretation
of them, and especially when the interpretation is one which is
urged by the advoeates of the covenant to induce support, can
meet with no reasonable objection. It is not to be supposed
that such interpretations will be opposed by other parties to the
treaty, and they will tend to avoid disputes in the future. Nor
should we assume that a reservation would lead to the failure
of the treaty or compel a resumption of the peace conference
when the reservation leaves unimpaired the main provisions of
the covenant looking to the peaceful settlement of disputes and
the organization of conferences, and simply seeks to avoid any
apparent assumption of an obligation on our part to join in a
war at some indefinite time in the future for a cause the merits
of which can not now be foreseen, as it is evident that in such
case we must inevitably await the future action of Congress
in accordance with what may then be the demand of the con-
science of the Nation. In contemplating this experimental,
albeit hopeful, enterprise, our security and good faith are
primary considerations. Those, either here or abroad, who
would oppose such reasonable interpretations or reservations
on our part would take a heavy responsibility.

The question is then what specifically should the reserva-
tions be:

First. With respect to the right of withdrawal (art. 1). It
is reasonable to provide that a member withdrawing from
the league should not be released from a debt or liability pre-
viously incurred. But it should not be possible that through
a claim of the nonperformance of an obligation a member de-:
siring to withdraw should be kept in the league, perhaps in-
definitely. I understand that different interpretations have
been put upon the clause in question, and I think that there
should be a clarifying statement as a part of the ratification.

Second. The clause relating to domestic matters, such as
immigration or tariff laws is ambiguous (art. 15), as it pro-
vides for a finding by the council whether the question is
one solely within the domestic jurisdiction. There should be a
clear statement of our understanding that such matters, where
no international engagement has been made with respect
thereto, are not submitted for the consideration or action of the
league or any of its agencles.

Third. It is urged by the advocates of the covenant that
article 21 recognizes and preserves the Monroe doctrine. But
the descriptive phrase employed in the article is inaccurate, and
the meaning of the article is far from clear. There should bean
interpretative statement which will remove all doubt that the
traditional policy of the United States as to purely American
questions is still maintained. I fully indorse Mr. Root's pro-
posed statement of reservation and understanding upon this
point, but in the view that an alternative form of statement
may be belpful I submit one below.

Fourth. I agree with Mr., Root that it would be desirable to
eliminate article 10, with its guaranty to “ preserve against ex-
ternal aggression the territorial integrity’ of all members of
the league. My views as to this article were stated in the in-
closed address before the Union League Club (Mar. 26, 1919),
and I need not repeat them at length. I still think that article

would thus lie with the

10 is a trouble breeder and not a peacemaler.

If we are entering upon a new world order of democracies,
the inevitable consequences should be recognized. Democracies
can not promise war after the manner of monarchs. It is.idle
to attempt to commit free peoples to the making of war in an un-
known contingency when such a war may be found to be clearly
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opposed to the dictates of justice. The limitation with respect
to “external aggression” is important, but does not meet the
difficulty. As the most earnest supporters of the article admit,
it may be invoked against a power which has performed all its
obligations under the other provisions of the covenant and be
the victor “in a war ‘legal * under articles 12, 13, and 15.”

While the importance of article 10 is strongly emphasized by
its supporters, it is said at the same time that the fulfillment
of the engagement would be only according to the plan advised
by the council of the league, and as this must be a plan upon
which the members of the council unanimously agree we could
veto any proposal ealling for an intervention in what we deemed
to be an unsuitable case. Again, it is freely recognized that war
can only be declared by Congress. .

Article 10 is objectionable because it is an illusory engage-
ment. Whether we shall go to war to preserve the territorial
integrity of another State in a situation not now disclosed or
described so that the merits of the case may be judged will de-
pend upon the action of Congress, and that action will be taken
according to the conviction of our people as to our duty in the
light of the demands of justice as they appear when the exi-
gency arises. The general guaranty of article 10 can not be
relied upon to produce action contrary to its judgment. We
should not enter into a guaranty which would expose us to the
charge of bad faith or of having defaulted in our obligation,
notwithstanding that Congress in refusing to make war had
acted in accordance with its conception of duty in the eircum-
stances disclosed.

Of course a limitation of the operation of article 10 to a
period of years would be preferable to the indefinite obligation
proposed. But in my judgment it would be better that if article
10 is not eliminated a reservation and interpretative statement
should be adopted which would adequately recognize the limi-
tations I have mentioned. Further, it is possible that such a
reservation and interpretative statement, while sufficient for
our protection, would make acquiescence easier than if the
elimination of the article were required. I append the form of
such a statement for your consideration.

The resolution embodying the reservations and interpreta-
tions thus suggested might be in some such form as the fol-
lowing:

“The Senate of the United States of America advises and con-
sents to the ratification of said treaty with the following reser-
vations and understandings as to its interpretation and effect
to be made a part of the instrument of ratification:

“ First. That whenever two years' notice of withdrawal from
the league of nations shall have been given, as provided in
article 1 of the covenant, the power giving the notice shall cease
to be a member of the league, or subject to the obligations of the
covenant of the league, at the time specified in the notice, not-
withstanding any eclaim, charge, or finding of the nonfulfillment
of any international obligation or of any obligation under said
covenant: Provided, however, That such withdrawal shall not
release the power from any debt or liability theretofore in-
curred.

“Second. That questions relating to immigration, or the
imposition of duties on imports, where such questions do not
arise out of any international engagement, are questions of
domestic policy, and these and any other questions which, accord-
ing to intermational law, are solely within the domestic juris-
diction are not to be submitted for the consideration or action
of the league of nations or of any of its agencies.

“Third. That the meaning of article 21 of the covenant of the
league of nations is that the United States of America does not
relinquish its traditional attitude toward purely American ques-
tions, and is not required by said covenant to submit its policies
regarding questions which it deems to be purely American
questions to the leagiie of nations or any of its agencies, and that
the United States of America may oppose and prevent any ac-
quisition by any non-American power by conquest, purchase, or
in any other manner of any territory, possession, or control in
the Western Hemisphere.

“ Fourth. That the meaning of article 10 of the covenant of
the league of nations is that the members of the league are not
under any obligation to act in pursuance of said article except
as they may decide to act upon the advice of the council of the
league. The United States of America assumes no obligation
under said article to undertpke any military expedition or to
employ its armed forces on land or sea unless such action is
authorized by the Congress of the United States of Ameriea,
which has exclusive authority to declare war or to determine for
the United States of America whether there is any obligation on
its part under said article and the means or action by which any
such obligation shall be fulfilled.”

With high regard, I am,

Very sincerely, yours, Cuaarces B. HUGHES,

LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent to have prinfed in
the REcorp a brief editorial from the Boston Transeript, en-
titled “* Why some Senators® hold fast.”

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the BEecorp, as follows:

“* WHY SOME SEXATORS * HOLD FAST.

“The blindness of partisanship to the beauty of patriotism
and the deafness of partisanship to the dictates of conscience
are exhibited by the following questions asked to-day by the
New York Times, one of the chief petitioners for the uncondi-
tional ratification of the unpurged treaty of Versailles:

*“ How is it that Republican Senators rage against the treaty and
le:g{:e, wough the Republicans of their own State beg them to change
th course ?

“ How is it that some of them are imperiling their booms and some
of them their chances of another term in the SBenate?

“1It is because ‘some of them,” to the number of more than
a militant one-third of the Senate, hold the honor of their
country dearer than they hold their political lives, and will
gladly lay down their political lives in defense of the honor of
their country, in defense of the preservation of American inde-
pendence, in defense of the policy of Washington and the doc-
trine of Monroe and the nationalism of Cleveland and the Ameri-
canism of Roosevelt, counting themselves fortunate that in so
doing an opportunity has been offered them to emulate, in their
places in the Senate, the splendid spirit that took the Ameri-
can doughboy over the top in France and made him spurn to
count the cost or pause to consider whether he would ever come
back. White House Democrats and Wall Street Republicans,
who have entered into an alliance for the purpose of intimidat-
ing Senators into voting against the dictates of conscience and
against the honor of their country as they envisage it, are
bewildered by the failure of the alliamce to accomplish its
unworthy purpose and by an inability to find a reason for that
failure in the encyclopedia of professional polities.”

Mr. MOSES. T also present a press dispatch from Boston,
Mass., containing an account of the action of the Democratic
State committee of Massachusetts and resolutions adopted by
that body on Saturday last, which I ask to have printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the dispatch was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

“ BAY STATE DEMOCRATIC COMMITTEE SAYS BRITISH FOISTED LEAGUR ON
UNITED STATES,
“ Bosrtox, July 26.

“The Demoeratic State committee adopted a resolution to-
day expressing its unalterable opposition to the attempt of
England and her allies to force upon the American people ‘a
so-called covenant of a league of nations which attempis to
commit this Republic to recognize and hold forever the title
of England to own and rule Ireland against the expressed will
of an overwhelming majority of the Irish people.”

ADJOURNMENT T0 THURSDAY.

Mr. LODGE, I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day
it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. :
The motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills were each read twice by their titles and
referred to the Committee on Finance:
H. R. 2837. An act to repeal section 630 of the revenue act of
1918, approved February 24, 1919; and
H.R. 7840, An act providing for a tax on pure fruit-juice
beverages.
THE OIL SITUATION.

Mr. POINDEXTER. T ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
a resolution submitted by me on yesterday, and which went
over under the rule,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read.

Senate resolution 138, submitted by Mr. PorNpExTER on the
28th instant, was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission is hereby requested to
investigate and report to the Senate the causes of recent advances in
the market price in the United States, especially on the Pacific coast, of
fuel oil, kerosene, gasoline, and other petroleum products, and in re-
porting the foregoing the said commission is requested to take into con-
sideration and report the sources of oil supply for the United States,
and particularly for the Pacific coast; the annual production of the
same for several years last past, with especial reference to the years
1914 to 1919, inclusive; the corporate or other agencies hy which the
business of oil production, oil refining, oil distribution, and oll market-
ing, including petroleum and all its produects, is and has been conducted
in the past and at the present time, with especial reference to the par-
ticular period mentioned above, and to these activities on the Pacific
coast, and to the Standard Oil Co. of California, the Union 0il Co.,
and the General Petroleum Co., and other eompanies enga in this
business on the Pacific coast, and to report to the Sepate what, if any,
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combinaiions In restraint of trade between those engaged in this busl-
ness or uirfair competition on the part of any of these or other agencles
engaged in sald business have existed dur n% the said riod or do
exist at the present time, and, if such combinations, restraint, or unfair
sompetition have existed or do exist, what, if any, effect the same have
had upon the market price of fuel oil, gasoline, and other petroleum
products, especially on the Pacific coast and especially with reference
to the price charged to the ultimate consumer of the same. The said
commission is also requested to report to the Senate any suggestions or
recommendntions which may be agreed upon by the sald commission
relative to the removal of such combinations in restraint of trade, or
unfalr competition if the same exists, or other suggestions or recom-
mendations relative to the cost, market price, production, distribution,
and sale to the Government or to private consumers of fuel oil, gaso-
line, kerosene, or other petroleum products. =

Mr. PHELAN, Mr. President, when the Senator from Wash-
ington introduced his resolution yesterday I announced that I
should lay some important information before the Senate. What
I referred to was a report to the Secretary of the Interior on the
international policies affecting the world’s petroleum industry
by Van. H. Manning, Director of the Bureau of Mines, dated
May, 1919.

When in California last spring I learned, confidentially, that
English interests were acquiring California oil properties, and
that led me to make inquiry, and on March 8, after having tele-
graphed my apprehensions to the Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Sec-
retary of the Interior, I wrote to Van. H. Manning, Director
of the Bureau of Mines, submitting a questionnaire. He replied
on May 15, very fully, frankly, and completely, and it is this
report, addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, that I submit
now to the Senate. I delayed publicity, because I was told that
the matter should be regarded as confidential until it had been
examined by an interdepartmental committee, and since then
the Secretary of State has written me, in answer to a letter of
mine, that it might be released, with the exception of one confi-
dential report which I beg leave to withhold.

The Director of the Bureau of Mines says that he should like to
emphasize the fact that there is no other situation in respect to
future supplies of ecssential raw materials for the United States
and in respect to our future trade which is at the present time
so important and so critical as the petroleum situation. In so far
as America is concerned, the whole complexion of our petroleum
industry has changed within the last two years. We are now
consuming more erude oil than we produce, depending upon im-
ports to make up the deficit. Forty per cent of our natural
petroleum reserves has been taken out of the ground and used,
whereas we have used up about 1 per cent of our coal. Our
nationals have not gone abroad to any extent. American oil-
producing companies are to be found only in Mexico, Central
and South America, and Roumania. The United States produces
yearly 65 to 70 per cent of the world’s total production. The in-
crease of our consumption of crude oil in 1918 over the consump-
tion in 1911 was 190,000,000 barrels. We are eating up our
substance.

In view of the extensive use of fuel oil in the industries, mer-
chant marine and navy, of lubricating oils and gasoline, it seems
certain that our consumption of crude oil will continue to in-
crease at a rate comparable with that of the past. Our consump-
tion in 1918 was 406,916,000 barrels or 61,920,000 more than our
domestic production. The attractive oil-producing regions of
the world have been closed to the entry of America. All of
these areas with the exception of Mexico and parts of Central
and South America lie within British and French possessions
or spheres of influence. British and British Dutch nationals
practically control all the world’'s petroleum industry that is
not controlled by our own companies. Great Britain and Brit-
ish nationals are alive to the fact that production—production
scattered all over the world—will be the dominating factor
from now on and it is their plan to secure concessions or other
rights covering these probable and possible oil-producing areas.

Unless Americans are encouraged to go abroad, future oil
production will all be in the hands of British nationals within
the next very few years. No greater or more lasting and far-
reaching service can be rendered to this country at the present
time than securing for American citizens their rightful partiei-
pation in the development of all the world’s resources of
petroleum,

Mr. Manning answers categorically the several questions sub-
mitted to him which bears out his preliminary statement which
I have just quoted in substance. Great Britain is the principal
factor in this new scheme of world conquest.

I remember that two years ago a Senator quoted on the floor
the remarks of Mr. Runciman, who was then the president of
the Board of Trade in Great Britain, in which he stated that
he, Runciman, found, in reviewing the resources of the British
Empire, that the Germans were in possession of many of the
natural resources of Great Britain. He then said that it was
the duty of the nation, not only to control its own resources

as against foreigners ever afterwards, but he either said or im-
plied that it was its duty to control, so far as it was able, the
production and the storage of these essential raw materials
throughout the world. During the entire period of the war,
hard-pressed as Great DBritain was by the enemy, she never
forgot for a moment the post-war period, which has now come,
in which it would be necessary for her to conserve her own
natural resources and to gather in the natural resources of
other lands if she were not prohibited. What does this mean?
England's policy is to control the carrying trade of the world,
and oil is absolutely the determining factor in the competition
of nations. the United States purpose to let her great
opportunity to establish a merchant marine pass without a con-
test? That is the new conquest of peace, which is now going
on; and very timely is it to recall these things when we are
negotiating international treaties. I think there should be some
reciprocity. If we give we should also receive.

It is very well for the great United States to be the fairy
godmother of dependent States and small nationalities, but we
do not want the big nationalities to array themselves very
meekly in that category when it is a matter of receiving bene-
fits. I think this report of Mr. Manning will awaken the Senate
to the realization of the necessity, now that we are negotiating
with foreign countries, giving and taking, that we should cer-
tainly protect our nationals in the exploitation of these vital
resources, necessary for commerce and trade, for the Navy,
for industries, for transportation. Why, I have shown you that
we are consuming more oil than we produce, and that we have
to import oil from other lands. Without this oil our vaunted
greatness as a resourceful Nation will be undermined; and
vigilant nations in other parts of the world, not unmindful of
this fact, are endeavoring to assert a superiority, certainly in
tactics and in strategy and in diplomacy, and unless we realize
our position we are bound to suffer.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President——

Mr. PHELAN. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. Is it not a fact that the United States is also
a great exporter of oil?

Mr. PHELAN. The United States has supplied oil during
the war to foreign countries, and I think the principal exporta-
tions are, it may be, by American companies from Mexican
fields. The Senator, however, does not dispute the statement
of the Director of the Bureau of Mines that our consumption
exceeds our production by 61,000,000 barrels annually?

Mr. THOMAS. I did not rise to dispute anything. I simply
wanted to be corrected if my information was wrong, which is
that we not only import but we also export large quantities of
oil.

Mr. PHELAN. There is a great traffic in oil, and possibly
by the exportation of oil we are injured in two particulars. That
is to say, if there is a market for oil elsewhere, the companies
referred to in the Senator’s resolution will probably be raising
the price on account of this extraordinary demand abroad, and
we are injured also in the fact that our industries will languish
if they are not supplied with oil, and there are at times pos-
sibly an artificial shortage of oil, due to export.

Furthermore, the American companies are denied the privi-
lege of mining for oil in any part of the British possessions
or protectorates, and the same is true, as Mr. Manning ex-
plains, of France, which leads to exports to meet foreign demand.

Great Britain has created a permanent governmental petro-
leum department, to grant permits in the British Empire and
to assist British oil-producing companies in securing conces-
sions in other countries. Throughout the British Empire she
debars foreigners or foreign nationals from owning or operating
oil-producing properties or even owning shares of stock.

I call your special attention to answer 3 in Mr. Manning's
report, which I will later advert to.

What I learned in California last spring was that companies
and corporations were organized, under our easy laws, which
were in fact British companies, to acquire large areas in the
Coalinga and other California districts. Sir Robert Balfour, who
happened to be in California, and who is a member of the British
firm of Balfour, Guthrie & Co., denied the alleged fact stated in
the newspapers that he was there in the interest of the British
acguisition of American oil fields. He had been in the oil fields
when he made the denial. So it was a mere association of Sir
Robert with the oil fields that led the press to publish the alleged
fact that he was there in the interest of the acquisition of oil
fields, oil properties, or oil stock. He wrote me a letter denying
that he had any purpoese in his visit to California to take up that
matter and left the impression that his old firm, which had been
connected with the Pacific coast in all matters of grain exporta-
tion and development for 50 years, was not seeking the acquisi-
tion of American fields for British owners. I accepted his state-
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ment, but then I wrote at the same time to Mr. Manning, and
he wrote me, under date of June 28, 1919, as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Bureaw oF MINES,
Washington, June £8, 1919,
Hon. James D, PHELA
United mutu Senate.
My DeAr SENATOR : Bepiyi.nﬁ to your letter of June 24, T presume the
quotation refers to the activities of the Shell Co. of Cn.lif.ornla This
roperty was purchased from the Balfour, Guthrie & Co.'s interests in
gﬂls and was the first large purchase of the Shell Co. of California on
the Pacific coast. Since then they have aecquired a number of other
pro es in the Coalinga and other fields of California.
of course, other British oil companies in: California, one of
whlt.h is the Kern River 0il Fields (Ltd.).
The connections of the Shell Co. of California is covered in a report
mcenﬂﬁsubmim’d to f;n by Secretary Lane.
ours, very truly, Vax. H. MANNB\;?éem
.

You will see that Balfour, Guthrie & Co. were particularly
active, and hence the intimation given out by the senior member
of the firm that his presence in California was wholly innocent
was net exactly in correspondence with the facts, and I have
learned that within the last two weeks the Balfour-Guthrie firm
has =old other oil properties, including the California Oil Fields,
Limited, to the Royal Dutch Shell (British owned). The Union
Qil Co. of California has just been sold to unidentified buyers.
Is that also foreign?

So under our easy laws, I say, Great Britain is acguiring, right
under our very eyes, the great productive oil fields of California,
and at the same time denying our nationals the privilege of ex-
ploring, owning, and operating mines for eil in any part of the
British possessions or its protectorates or owning any stock
therein.

What is this Royal Dutch Shell Co. which Mr. Manning says
has acquired these properties from Balfour, Guthrie & Co. and
which owns so mueh valuable property in California, having aec-
quired some within the last few weeks?

The Royal Dutch Shell Co. is the ploneering und holding
British agency, and it is suspected that it is owned by a major-
ity of shares by certain British nationals, and more than likely
by the British Government itself, just as the Brifish Govern-
ment owns the Suez Canal.

My information is that the confrol of the Royal Dutch Shell
Co. was before the war owned by the British Petroleum Co.
This company was owned by German stockholders and their
shares were bought, when offered by the British alien property
custodian, during the war, by the Anglo-Persian Co., which is
owned by the British Government. So the British Government
owns, in fact, the Royal Dutch Shell €o. and its subsidiaries.

The Shell Co. of California, which is one of their subordinate
or subsidiary organizations, had a production of 6,357,000 bar-
rels in 1917, which is just about double its production in 1915.
The Royal Dutch Shell has subsidiary companies all over the
world, and the report I submit enumerates them.

This suggests to us the duty of exercising some control over
oil production as a governmental function, the encouragement
of our nationals in the fields of exploration at home and abroad,
and if we can not secure reciprocity of treatment then re-
taliation by promptly debarring foreigners from aequiring oil
properties in the United States. The Dutch Shell Co. has re-
cently purchased the Pearson Mexican property, thus adding
to its possessions a great oil company with a tremendous po-
tential production in Mexico. Besides it has a great marketing
organization, which extends even to the markets of this country.

The nationalistic sentiment is dominant in British contrel of
oil areas throughout the world and particularly exemplified re-
cently in Mesopotamia, Persia, Burma, Peru, and Ecuador.

During the war the question of oil control was never lost
sight of, and during this period German-controlled cempanies
were taken over by the British Government in several of its
dependencies.

I may say that our Government has not given proper encour-
agement to men willing to explore for oil. It is notorious that
but a small per cent ever suceeed, and that the enterprise is
very expensive, involving very often as much as twenty or thirty
or forty thousand dollars to sink a deep well before they as-
cerfain positively whether it will pay. So the men who have
Jost in the exploration for not only oil but gold, silver, and cop-
per in the United States far eutnumber those who have gained,
but they are willing to take the chance. It is the spirit of ad-
venture, the spirit of the pioneer, the man hungry for the
horizon, that has developed the United States. If the Govern-
ment had undertaken out of the Treasury to develop the silver
and gold and petroleum and other natural resources hidden in
the earth, it would not have been justified in the value of the
output. The Government would have spent more money in
finding these precious things than the value of the precious

things themselves. Henece one naturally has a sympathy for
the pioneer who takes his chance, and if he wins we should not
begrudge him his suecess.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. PHELAN. Certainly.

Mr. KING. The Senator, of course, does not mean to express
the view that the Government ought to have subsidized those
whe have gone upon the publie demain for the purpose of de-
veloping the mineral resources, beenuse the Senator knows that
those who have been the pioneers in the mining industry have
not asked for governmental aid. The only complaint they have
made, and it was a just and reasonable one, was that the Goy-
ernment has too often interposed impediments to the develop-
ment of the mineral resources of the United States, They ask
to be permitted to go upon the public domain and to take the
chanees to which the Senator has referred, and only ask fair
treatment at the hands of the Government.

Mr. PHELAN. I certainly did not intimate that I favered a
subsidy, and one reason why that would be unjastifiable is that
there are men always ready, in the West particularly, to ex-
plore on their own aceount, lured by the expectation of reward.
Baut I say the reward rarely comes to them. That is their mis-
fortune. To encourage them by offering a preminm upon dis-
' covery has never been serieusly proposed. But certainly they
should net be penalized.

But the point I wish to make is that these derelicts, these
wasted human beings, whom you will find in the mining camps,
have given to the Government by their exploratiens of the
hidden places of the eountry the great advantage of acquiring
precious metals and other minerals witheut any cost to the
Government, and they themselves have fallen by the roadside,
and they may be regarded as heroes in our industrial campaigns.
I do not know that they have ever even asked a pension from
the Government; but the Gevernment, in dealing with its own
people, making laws for the exploration ef the public domain,
should bear these things in mind.

I was pained: to hear the other day, indirectly, that Mr. K. L.
Doheny, the California and Mexican oil developer, who has had
phenomenal success, complained that he has not been fairly
treated by this Government. What has been the result? He has
appeared before the Senate Committee on Publie Lands and told
his story. He has appeared before the department and told his

story. He had manifested the highest patriotism in all his
publie acts and statements. He found that the Government was
unwilling, for sonie reason, to take his produet, and he founid
- that the Government was unwilling to proteet his properties in
Mexico, and he drifted to Londen, I am teld, and theve, with
| British interests, has organized, on a basis of equality of ad-
| vantages, a marketing company. I knew he was not disposed
' to do anything which would be inimieal to Ameriean interests.
| But, after all, if & man ean get no encouragement in the sale of
his products, or in the protection of his preperty, it is quite
‘ natural for him to seek a market. Can we not well emulate
England’s solicitude for its nationals as @ matter of vital national
- interest? I am informed he has organized a marketing company,
which means a lessening of Ameriean influence, which weans
a division of Ameriean epergy and pluck and enterprise, which
should all be devoted te the cause of American development,
prosperity, and prestige.

We have not any authority in the organization of our Gov-
ernment, as they have in England, te take up and promote in
the national interests the enterprises of our nationals. They
have too long been looked upon as pirates instead of discoverers,
and as long as that attitude is held we will find ourselves, just
as Mr Manning deseribes, alone in the world, ent off from the
possibility of finding eil in any other land under the sun, even
those lands for which we fought and bled, and be relegated to
our own particular dominions, pretected, perhaps, against out-

side aggression, but which do not yield sufficient oil commen-
surate with our own needs. We must have a broad national pol-
icy, and we must deal with the world certainly on terms of
equality. We must stop giving away and deserting those na-
tional rights which will enable us, in the Interest of eur pro-
ducers and of our national prosperity, to command better con-
sideration of our national interests.

In answer to my question, *“ What is the remedy?" Mr, Man-
ning replied as follows:

#10. Question. What should be done to protect and encourage
the American operater in his effort to get a fair share of the oil
of the world for this country?

#10. Answer.

“(a) The Government of the United States should adopt a
continuous, zealous, and effective policy of protecting the rights,
properties, and lives of American nationals and citizens operat-

ing in other countries.
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“ Fundamentally thig policy is not altogether new., The De-
partment of State has on more than one occasion made effective
representations to other Governments relative to property rights
of citizens of the United States.

“(b) The fixed intent of the Government to follow this policy
(a) should be made known to our own citizens and to foreign
Governments, '

“ This alone will do much to encourage and give assurance to
American nationals to go abroad for production and to protect
their rights and investments in foreign countries.

“(e) The acquisition, ownership, and operation of oil-produc-
ing properties should be placed upon some basis of reciprocity
internationally. Hence—

“1. Representations should be made to those Governments
which at present discriminate against or forbid the participa-
tion of American nationals within their boundaries or posses-
sions on an equal footing with their own citizens, to remove
these restrictions, and if this endeavor fails

“2, Companies organized or controlled in countries in which
American companies are not permitted to acquire, own, or oper-
ate oil-producing properties should be prohibited from aequir-
ing, owning, or operating such properties in the United States or
its possessions.

“It is believed that this last policy should be adopted only
after failure of all ready means for securing equal participa-
tion by American nationals in the countries in question. Such
a policy affords a precedent or justification to the less advanced
countries, such as Mexico, which are neither able to develop
their own natural resouces or to participate in the development
of ours, to discriminate against, to keep out, or to harass
American nationals.

“(d) The control of American oil companies should be pre-
vented from passing into foreign hands.

“This is of immediate importance.

“(e) It should be made possible for American tank steamers
to compete on equal terms with foreign-owned tankers.

“(f) Positive stipulation should be made that, in any pro-
tectorate or mandatory sphere resulting from the pending peace
negotiations, the protecting or mandatory power, its citizens
and its nationals, shall not enjoy any special privileges or pref-
erences in respect to the oil industry.

“ 1t should be noted that Mesopotamia, South Russia, Pales-
tine, Papua, Galicia, and other lands formerly belonging to
enemy countries have great and very important petroleum-pro-
ducing possibilities. .

“(g) American citizens and nationals should be allowed to
compete both at home and abroad on equal terms with foreign
combines, in respect to combining or pooling their interests,
under proper governmental supervision.

“ American oil companies are greatly handicapped in com-
peting as individuals against the Duteh-Shell combine,

*(h) Encourage and assist American interests to go abroad
for oil production by increasing the scope (to include foreign
countries) of the Interior Department in order that it may
supply more thorough technical information relative to oil
prospects and operations in all parts of the world.

“In its foreign expansion American business needs this
governmental supervision, and through it the interests of the
public can be best safeguarded.” 3

I ask leave, Mr. President, to have printed in the Recorp the
first 26 pages of Mr, Manning's report, and if that is granted
I shall make another request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

REPORT TO THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR ON INTERNATIONAL PoLl-
CIES AFFECTING THE WORLD'S PETROLEUM IXDUSTRY.
[Py Van. H. Manning, Director Bureaun of Mines, May, 1919.]
QUESTIOXNAIRE,.

“1, What foreign governments are showing a lively interest
in seeking petroleum in various parts of the world ?

‘2. In what parts of the world are foreign governments mak-
ing explorations for oil, either directly or through their
nationals?

“3. How are these governments trying to control the situa-
tion?

“4, What control of the situation do they aim to create
through their laws governing corporations? 1Yhat are Eng-
land’s and France's laws in this respect?

“5. Do they exclude foreigners from owning and operating
flelds in their domain or in their colonies?

“ 6. What about the rights, or lack of rights, for Americans
who may wish to look for oil in South Africa, Australia, and
Canada?

“7. How are American oil interests suffering or being put to
a disadvantage hy the laws, orders in council, or other regula-
tions or practices of forelgn countries?

“8. Are foreign corporations in the oil business assisted or
subsidized in any way by their governments?

“9. Do foreign companies make use of any commercial or
legal devices which are unfair or disadvantageous to American
oil men?

“10. What should be done to protect and encourage the
American operator in his effort to get a fair share of the oil
of the world for this country ?

“1. Question. What foreign governments are showing a lively
interest in seeking petroleum in various parts of the world?

“1. Answer. Most actively, Great Britain, the Netherlands,
France, Japan, and Argentina,

*2. Question. In what parts of the world are foreign govern-
ments making exploration for oil, either directly or through
their nationals?

“2. Answer. Great Britain. British Government, directly.

“In England and Scotland, where exploratory drilling is now
progressing.

“In Persia, through the Anglo-Persian Oil Co. (Ltd.), in
which the British Government owns 51 per cent of the voting
stock. Appendix I gives an abstract of the last meeting of the
board and directors of the Anglo-Persian Oil Co. This company
has a concession granted by the Persian Government, giving the
exclusive right to search for and deal with petroleum, asphalt,
ozokerites, ete., throughout an area of some 500,000 square miles
in the Persinn Empire.

“In Papua, through an advance of £50,000 to the Common-
wealth of Australia to assist in the testing of the Papuan oil
fields. (Appendix XIL.)

“Through the Royal Dutch-Shell, in which the British Gov-
ernment has and is acquiring large holdings, according to per-
sistent reports. This group represents purely British interests
to at least 40 per cent and its general policy is as much British
as Duteh, in Dutch East Indies, South Russia, Roumania, Vene-
zuela, Trinidad, Curacao, Egypt, Canada, United States, Mexico,
and British West Indies.

“Appendix’ IT gives the 1918 production of the Dutch-Shell.

“ Plate I shows graphically the Royal Dutch-Shell group, in
so far as information is available. -

“ Plate IT shows graphically the principal controlled sources
of supply and the marketing affiliations of the Royal Dutch-
Shell group, in so far as they are known.

“Through British nationals in French West Africa (French
territory, in which it seems unlikely that foreign companies will
be allowed to operate in the future), South Africa, Algeria
(French territory, in which it seems unlikely that foreign com-
panies will be allowed to operate in the future), Australia,
British West Indin, Canada, Cuba, Cyprus, East Indies, Ecua-
dor, Egypt, Roumania, Trinidad, Turkey, Galicia, India, Italy,
Madagascar (French territory, in which it seems unlikely that
foreign companies will be allowed to operate in the future),
Mexico, Morocco (French territory, in which it seems unlikely
that foreign companies will be allowed to operate in the fu-
ture), New Guinea, Peru, Syria, Tunis (French territory, in
which it seems unlikely that foreign companies will be allowed
to operate in the future), United States, Venezuela, and Rus-
sian Empire (1. Southeastern Russia; 2. Central Russia; 5.
Sakhalin).

“Appendix III is a partial list of British companies engaged
in oil development and production in different countries. This
list does not include British oil companies that are marketers
or distributors but are not producers or prospectors of crude
oil, nor does it include British financial, mining, agricultural,
plantation, and trading companies operating all over the globe,
which have in the past and probably will in the future get into
the business of oil exploration and production. Past examples:
S. Pearson & Sons (Ltd.), originally engineering contractors,
who aecquired and developed the Mexican Eagle properties in
Mexico; and Balfour & Guthrie Co. (Ltd.), grain dealers,
brokers, and shippers, who acquired and developed large oil
properties in California, now owned by the Shell Co., of Cali-
fornia. The Shell Co. itself was not at first engaged in the oil
business.

“It is to be noted that a number of the companies listed in
Appendix III have close relations with the Anglo-Persian Oil
Co., as well as with the Royal Duteh-Shell combine, through
(1) interlocking directorates; (2) marketing arrangements; and
(3) financial interests.

“It is further to be noted, in connection with Plate T and
Plate II, that not only has the Anglo-Persian Oil Co. (Ltd.)
a marketing agreement with the Dutch-Shell extending until
1922 but also the Anglo-Persian-Burmah group is jointly in-
terested with the Duteh-Shell in the Unired Dritish West Indics
Petroleum Syndicate (Ltd.) and its subsidinries,
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“ British nationals are now trying to get control of what
promise to be very extensive and prolific oil fields in Mesopo-
tamia.

“ Southeastern Russia, with its present oil fields and future
petroleum potentialities, is now under British military control.

“The Netherlands, through its nationals, in the Dutch East
Indies and Curacao.

“ Japan, directly as well as through its nationals, in Japan,
Formosa, China, and the Island of Sakhalin.

“ France, directly, is considering sinking test wells in France.
A request was made in July, 1918, by the French foreign office
that the American Government assist in this enterprise by fur-
nishing technical advice and experienced drilling crews.

“Through French nationals, in Morocco, Algeria, Roumania,
Greece, and Galicia. :

“Argentine Republie, directly, in Argentine—Comodoro Riva-
davia oil fields.

“ Roumania, directly and through nationals, in Roumania.

*“3. Question. How are these Governments trying to control
the situation? |

“3. Answer:

“ GREAT BRITAIN

“(1) By creating a permanent governmental petroleum de-
partment (the petroleum executive under the war eabinet is to
be made permanent) with powers and duties as follows: (a) To
act as an advisor in petroleum matters to all other branches of
His Majesty’s Government; (b) to grant concessions for all oil
development within the British Empire; and (c¢) to advise and
assist British oil companies in securing concessions, carrying
on work, and conducting trade in other countries.

“(2) By debarring foreigners and foreign nationals from
owning or operating oil-producing properties in the British
Isles, colonies, and protectorates.

“ Prospecting for petroleum or working a petrolenm property
is lawful in the United Kingdom only for the board of trade or
minister of munitions or person or persons authorized by them.
(D. 0. R. A, 2-A A A, Jan. 31, 1919.)

“(3) By direct participation in ownership and control of
petrolenm companies.

*(4) By refusing permission to British oil companies to sell
their properties to foreign-owned or controlled companies.

“{5) By orders in council that prohibit the transfer of
shares in British oil companies te other than British subjects or
nationalis.

f FRANCE

“Is continuing the controls exercised through the Commis-
sariat General aux Essence et Combustibles and allied bodies
that were set up during the war, and is seriously considering
making a State monopoly of petroleum and petroleum products.

“The ownership of coal and presumably of oil resources is
vested in the Government, and concessions for exploitation are
granted on a royalty basis. The terms of individual concessiong
may be made such as to exclude foreign control.

“THE NETHERLANDS AND COLONIES.

“ Prospecting licenses and concessions are granted only to
Duteh subjects, inhabitants of the Netherlands or Netherlands
East Indies, and to companies incorporated under the Dutch
laws either in the Netherlands or in the Netherlands East
Indies, having in their board of directors a majority of Dutch
subjects. Persons or companies not established in the Nether-
lands East Indies must be represented in the islands by a trus-
tee who must comply with the stipulations of the mining laws.

“ JAPANESE AND ARGENTINE GOVEENMEXNTS

“ Have withdrawn oil fields within their domain from private
ownership or development.
* ROUMANIA

“Is considering the creation of a State monopoly of petro-
leum, both production and distribution, out of the monoply
which Germany was establishing there during the time of the
German occupation.

“In a decree of November 27, 1918, the Roumanian Govern-
ment expropriated certain rural property owned by foreigners.
This is regarded as an agrarian measure, and it is believed it
will not affect oil properties.

“ITALY

“ Has passed a law, which has not yet been enforced, author-
izing a State monopoly of sale and distribution of certain pe-
troleum products. The Government control established during
hostilities still continues.

*AMEXICO

“ Has been studying the question of a State monopoly of pro-
duction and distribution. Article 27 of the Mexican Constitu-
tion of 1917 states that ‘in the nation is vested direct owner-
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ship of * # * petroleum and all hydrocarbons—solid,
liquid, or gaseous’; also that ‘only Mexicans by birth or natu-
ralization and Mexican companies have the right to acquire
ownership in lands, waters, or their appurtenances, or to obtain
concessions to develop mines, waters, or mineral fuels in the
Republic of Mexico. The nation may grant the same right to
foreigners, provided they agree before the department of for-
eign affairs to be considered Mexicans in respect to the same,
under penalty, in cases of breach, of forfeiture to the nation of
property acquired.

“On February 19, July 31, and August 12, 1918, decrees
were issued making it necessary, under penalties of confisca-
tion, for all companies owning or leasing oil lands in Mexico
to file new ‘manifests® of properties already duly registered,
which ‘manifests’ apparently constitute the first step in the
nationalization of petroleum in Mexico. In addition to the
new registry, taxes referred to as ‘rentals’ and as ‘royalties’
were imposed; these terms in themselves concede the national
ownership mentioned in article 27 of the constitution. Continued
operation of oil lands is conditioned upen ‘ contracts’ with the
Government, these contracts to be fixed by regulations yet to be
issued. The foreign companies operating in Mexico have made
a vigorous protest against the legislation, and the Governments
of the United States, Great Britain, and France have also
protested. The decrees have not as yet been enforced, and so
far as known no final decision has been reached. (See Appen-
dices XX and XX-A.)

“FOR OTHER COUNTRIES

“ See Appendix XVII, which gives a summary of the best
information at present available concerning the laws and poli-
cies of various other countries relative to the acquiring and
operating of oil properties by foreigners and foreign interests.

“4. Question. What control of the situation do they aim to
create through their laws governing corporations? WWhat are
England’s and France's laws in this respeet?

“4, Answer. This has been answered in part under answer
3, where is indicated the development of nationalistic and
national policies leading to the direct or indirect governmental
control of oil production and distribution in the respective
countries. Appendices IX, X, XTI, XIII, and XVI are attached
to give further evidence respecting the policies of Great Britain
and of British sentiment,

“ Such control has a number of objects:

“ (1) To insure an unhampered and certain supply of petro-
leum products in war as well as in peace;

% (2) To benefit the public treasury;

“ (3) To secure for their own citizens all profits aceruing
from the petroleum business within the borders or zones of
influence of these countries; and

“(4) To dominate indireetly shipping and commerce by
controlling oil-bunkering stations and sources of supply of
petroleum. Petroleum products may be bartered for other raw
materials or commodities.

“The British petroleum press is advocating the creation of a
‘National Petroleum Bank,” patterned somewhat after the
Deutsche Bank, which will specialize in British petroleum se-
curities and promotions. (See Oil News, London, Feb. 1. 8§,
15,22 Mar, 1, 8, 15, 22, 20.)

“Sir Albert Stanley, president of His Majesty's Board of
Trade, is quoted in the London Times as stating, on December
10, 1917, that His Majesty's Government has under considera-
tion the question of forming an all British oil company, free from
all foreign interest and foreign control, for dealing with the de-
velopment of oil fields outside the British Isles, and particularly
in British colonies, dependencies, and allied countries.

* See also answer 6.

“ France, so far as is known, has not as yet adopted special
laws or orders in council on this subject. It is reported, how-
ever, that before the Lord Cowdray (British) interests could
gecure satisfactory assurances and permission from the French
Government to proceed with oil explorations in a concession in
Algeria, for which they have been negotiating for several years,
they have been obliged to form a French company in which the
control and the majority of stock is owned by French citizens.
It would, therefore, seem that in granting or renewing conces-
sions for oil properties the French Government is following a
policy similar to the British. {

“If is to be noted that American or other foreign citizens
or nationals can not now compete with British or French na-
tionals, as the case may be, in British or French ‘spheres of
influence * in the less advanced parts of the world. This state-
ment applies in particular to companies developing national
resources and, to a lesser degree, to companies engaging in any
trade. There are many reasons that contribute directly and
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indirectly to this state of affairs. The fundamental ones are
the close cooperation between British and between French
nationals of all eategories, and the close linison between these
nationals and their Governments.

“Mr. H. W. A, Deterding, managing director of the Dutch-
Shell combine, stated shortly before the European war started
that within 10 years he would control the oil bunkering of the
world. The war may have delayed his plans, but the recent pur-
chase of the Mexican Eagle by the Dutch-Shell group would
indicate that they have not been abandoned. This, in connec-
tion with the activities of the Anglo-Persian-Burmah group in
both hemispheres, indieates that the fruition of a purpose to
control the world’s oil bunkering, and thereby control shipping
and trade, can easily be effected through (a) controlling suf-
ficient present and future oil production scattered all over the
globe, (b) a centrally controlled and world-wide distributing
and marketing organization interlocking and coordinating with
production and refining, and (e) control of sufficient tanker
tonnages.

“YWhile at the present time, United States interests occupy
the leading place in the business of supplying oil to ships, the
above summary indicates the danger of losing this position.

“5. Question. Do they exclude foreigners from owning and
operating fields in their domain or in their colonies?

“5. Answer. Yes. For details, see answers 3 and 4.

e b Question. What about the rights, or lack of rights, for
Americans who may wish to look for oil in South Africa, Aus-
tralia, and Canada?

% CANADA,

“6. Answer. Article 40 of the Canadian Regulations for the
disposal of petroleum and natural gas rights, the property of
the Crown, in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, the ‘Northwest
Territories, etc., provides:

"Any company acquiring by assignment or otherwise a lease m:der
rovigions of these regulations shall at all times be and remain
r tish company, istered in Great Britain or Canada and ha.vin

1ts principal place of business within his '8 dominjona
the chairman of the said company and a m.:i rity of the directurs
ts, and the compan, t any

shall at all times be British sul
time be or become directly or indirectly controlled by tomigners or by a

mreiig'n corporation.

f the company which may acquire a location under these regula-
tions shall at any time cease to A British compm or shall become a
corporation under foreign contml or shall assign any of the rights ac-
quired under the lease without the consent in wri of the mlnlnr.er
being first had and obtained, the lease shall be subject to immediate
cancellation in the discretion of the minister.” (Canadian order in coun-
cil, Jan. 19, 1014.)

“ Since these regulations are in agreement with what appears
to be the imperial policy, it is probable that similar regulations
will be found to exist in other British possessions, were com-
plete and up-to-date information available,

“ Tt has been reported that the Dutch-Shell has made an ap-
plication to the Canadian Government for a 250-mile oil and
gas concession in western Canada and that the application has
been supported by the British Government.

“ AUSTRALIA,
“ Queensland.

% Petrolenm on or below the surface of all land in Queensland.
whether alienated in fee simple or not so alienated from
and if so alienated whensoever alienated is and always has been the
property of the Crown.

“The Northern Territory,

“ Licenses are required for the exploitation of oil lands. Only
companies incorporated im the United Kingdom or a British
possession may receive such licenses. The governor general has
the right of preemption of all oil produced, and in case of war
;:Lnay take control of the old properties. (Ordinance No. 1 of

213.
) “ South Nigeria (British).

“A lease must be obtained from the governor in order to carry
on mining operations for mineral oil. The Government has the
right of preemption over oil at market price (Ordinance No.
12, 1907.)

“ Transvaal (British).

“All minerals belong to the Government and not to the owners
of the surface of the land.

“Trinided and Tobago (British),

“The Government has the right of preemption of crude oil and
its produets, with due compensation, and has power to force the
sale of oil properties to the Government. A concession covering
50 square miles was granted with the stipulation that the com-
pany is to remain British controlled, and that the Admiralty is
to be given preferential rights of purchase of the oil Prodnced.
In 1917 all lands in the colony south of latitude N. 10° 26’ 36’
were declared oil-bearing lands, and no person can acquire title
to such lands without the written consent of the governor of
the colony.

“ British Honduras.

“All mines of mineral oil are reserved to the Crown.”

d
No. 26, 1907.) (Ordinance

“ British Guiana.

“All companies incorporated outside of the Unlted Kingd
British possessions can hold only such lands a t be autllllgrig:ld gr
ggg ﬁ?}v;:mor in council from time to time.” (Or nce No. 15, 1917.

“ India.

“American oil companies are expressly excluded from doing
business in Burmah, and a blanket concession of 99 years was
given the Burmah 0il Co. (Ltd.) in 1889, protecting this com-
pany from all foreign competition. (See Appendices XVIII
and XVIII-A.)

“1It is reported that recent legislation has limited the owner-
ship of oil properties in India to British-born subjects. None
but British oil companies are operating in India.

“7. Question. How are American oil interests suffering or
being put fo a disadvantage by the laws, orders in council, or
other regulations or practices of foreign countries?

“ 7. Answer. Participation in producing and distributing oil
is denied to American companies and citizens in these countries
and their possessions, or Americans are otherwise discrimi-
nated against, as set forth in answers 3, 4, and 6. At the same
time nationals and citizens of these countries are competing on
equal terms with Americans in our own country. The United
States is practically the only country producing oil in quantity
wherein the citizens and foreigners participate and compete on
equal terms.

*The contemplated policies of France and of Italy to nation-
alize the purchase of petroleum products for consumpiion
within their borders will place the individual American pro-
ducing and refining companies in a position of competing against
each other to supply the business—in which they have hitherto
largely participated—of the French and Italian Governments.
American nationals have large investments in distributing
plants, equipment, and organizations, which will be greatly de-
preciated, if not lost, by such actions on the part of the French
and Italian Governments.

“American oil companies are now competing individually in
whatever part of the world to which they may go for supplies
of crude petroleum or markets for refined products, particu-
larly products for which there is no ready market in this coun-
try, with the world-wide British-Dutch and British combines—
the Royal Dutch-Shell and the Anglo-Persian-Burmsah-United
British West Indies Petroleum Syndicate group.

“There is a decided national and nationalistic policy through-
out the British Empire to favor and encourage British oil na-
tionals. When the pool board was formed as a war necessity
in Great Britain for the domestic distribution of petroleum
products a large Ameriean national which has had more of the
oil business than any other company in the British Isles, was
at first left out. This company was admitted to the pool board
and to its fair share of the business it had previously held be-
cause of the necessity of securing petroleum supplies from the
United States.

“The basic rates of the German railroads on oil moved into
the country from such ports as Bremen and Hamburg—where
American oils were imported—were about twice as high as
those on Russian and Galician oil moved by rail from the coun-
tries of origin.

“ If bunkering oil can be universally secured through only one
oil combine, American shipping interests will be forced into
fuel oil and, probably, lubricating oil contracts with this com-
bine, to the disadvantage of American dealers as well as to
their own disadvantage.

“ 8. Question. Are foreign eorporations in the oil business as-
sisted or subsidized in any way by their Governments?

“8. Answer. British oil companies are assisted by the protee-
tion and the encouraging restrictions and policies discussed in
answers 3, 4, and 6.

“ It would seem that British oil companies are further assisted
by the action of the British Government in selling tank steamer
tonnage, built by that Government during the war, only to com-
panies that are both British owned and British controlled, while
the sale of such tonnage is refused to British incorporated com-
panies whose stock is preponderantly owned by American citl-
zens. In this way the British-controlled companies are enabled
to replace losses of tonnage suffered during the war while the
other companies are unable to do so.

“ Among the ‘ permanent measures’ recommended by the eco-
nomic conference of the allied Governments at Paris, June 17,
1916, to be carried out by them not only during but after the
wWar, were measures directed to assuring their ‘independence *
as regards ‘sources of supply’; and as an example there was
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mentioned ‘ enterprises subsidized and directed or controlled by
the Governments themselves.'

“9. Question. Do foreign companies make use of any com-
mercial or legal devices which are unfair or disadvantageous
to American oilmen?

“9. Answer. The Rtoyal Dutch-Shell group is constantly ex-
tending its operations and unified control by purchasing com-
peting companies outright or by taking them into the com-
bine. Such purchases, combinations, and interlocking control
are prohibited by the antitrust laws of the United States. The
Duteh-Shell has recently purchased the Mexican Eagle Oil Co.
(Ltd.) (Lord Cowdray's Mexican properties), thus adding to its
nholdings another great oil company possessing a large present
and a tremendous potential production in Mexico, as well as
pipe lines, storage, wharves, and sea loading facilities and re-
fineries. Through the purchase of the Mexican Eagle, the
Dutch-Shell group secures control of its subsidiaries—the Eagle
0il & Transport Co. (Ltd.), which owns and operates a large
fleet of tank steamers, and the Anglo-Mexican Petroleum Co.
(Ltd.), a marketing organization that has extensive markets in
Mexico, Central and South America, and the British Isles, and
markets some oil in this country. -

“The Anglo-Persian Oil Co. (Ltd.), in addition to its connection
with the Burmah Oil Co. (Ltd.) (being practically owned by the
latter company and the British Government), has acquired and
now entirely controls the British Tanker Co. (Ltd.), the Petro-
leum Steamship Co. (Ltd.), the Homelight Oil Co. (Ltd.), and
the British Petroleum Co. (Ltd.). The three last-named compa-
nies were formerly German controlled and were taken over by the
British Government shortly after the war started. The last
two companies are marketing organizations that were formerly
competitors. The Burmah Oil Co. (Ltd.), enjoys a monop-
cly granted by the Crown in Burmah, and the Anglo-Persian Oil
Co. (Ltd.), has a concession of unprecedented magnitude granted
by the Persian Government.

“The development of a strong nationalistic sentiment among
British oil companies is illustrated by the resolution recently
adopted by the Lobitos Oilfields (Ltd.), which produces in Peru
and has recently acquired oil lands in Ecuador, to prevent the
transfer of more than 20 per cent of the capital to foreigners,
Appendix XIX.

*10. Question. What should be done to protect and encourage
the American operator in his effort to get a fair share of the oil
of the world for this country?

“10. Answer. (a) The Government of the United States
should adopt a continuous, zealous, and effective policy of pro-
tecting the rights, properties, and lives of American nationals
and citizens operating in other countries.

“ Fundamentally this policy is not altogether new. The De-
partment of State has on more than one occasion made effective
representations to other Governments relative to property rights
of citizens of the United States. For example, Mr. Bayard,
Secretary of State, wrote the minister of Peru on January 19,
1888, as follows:

*“The Government of the United States will not permit, without
interposition on its part, the spoliation by Peru of Blee property of
American citizens invested in that country by the invitation of its own
authorities. * * And even were there such a tribunal, its decrees
validating in defiance of international laws such confiscatlons could not
bind the citizens of foreign States thereby despoiled,

“ This is not, it will be understood, the assertion of any new prin-
ciple in international law, The seizure or spoliation of property at the
mere will of the sovereign and without due legal process has always
been regarded as in itself a denial of justice and as affording the basis
for international interposition.

*“(b) The fixed intent of the Government to follow this policy
(a) "should be made known to our own citizens and to foreign
Governments.

* This alone will do much to encourage and give assurance to
American nationals to go abroad for production, and to protect
their rights and investments in foreign countries.

“(e) The acquisition, ownership, and operation of oil-producing
properties should be placed upon some basis of reciprocity inter-
nationally, hence—

“]1. Representations should be made to those Governments
which at present discriminate against or forbid the participation
of American nationals within their boundaries or possessions on
an equal footing with their own citizens to remove these re-
strictions, and if this endeavor fails—

“ 2. Companies organized or controlled in countries in which
American companies are not permitted to acquire, own, or op-
erate oil-producing properties should be prohibited from acquir-
ing, owning, or operating such properties in the United States
or its possessions.

“It is believed that this last policy should be adopted only
after failure of all ready means for securing equal participation

in the future than in the past.

by American nationals in the countries in question. Such a
policy affords a precedent or justification to the less advanced
countries, such as Mexico, which are neither able to develop
their own natural resources or to participate in the development
of ours, to discriminate against, to keep out, or to harass Amer-
ican nationals.

‘“(d) The control of American oil companies should be pre-
vented from passing into foreign hands. -

“ This is of immediate importance.

“(e) It should be made possible for American tank steamers
to compete on equal terms with foreign-owned tankers.

“(f) Positive stipulation should be made that, in any pro-
tectorate or mandatory sphere resulting from the pending peace
negotiations, the protecting or mandatory power, its citizens and
its nationals, shall not enjoy any special privileges or preferences
in respect to the oil industry.

“ It should be noted that Mesopotamia, south Russia, Palestine,
Papua, Galicia, and other lands formerly belonging to enemy
countries have great and very important petroleum-preducing
possibilities,

“(g) American citizens and nationals should be allowed to
compete both at home and abread on equal terms with foreign
combines in respect to combining or pooling their interests under
proper governmental supervision.

“American oil companies are greatly handieapped in compet-
ing as individuals against the Dutch-Shell combine.

“ (h) Encourage and assist American interests to go abroad
for oil production by increasing the scope (to include foreign
countries) of the Interior Department in order that it may
supply more thorough technical information relative to oil
prospects and operations in all parts of the world.

‘“This department should also be given more power and lati-
tude in carrying out its general constructive economic policy
leading to the sound development of the whole petroleum in-
dustry ; to discouraging unrestricted and wasteful competition
in producing territories within the United States; to developing
better productive methods so that the largest pessible amount
of the oil that is in the ground can eventually be brought to the
surface; and to the overcoming of waste and inefficiency in the
production, transportation, refining, and utilization of pe-
troleum.

“(1) Necessary legislation and machinery should be provided
to make possible at once the creation of a world-wide explora-
tion, development, producing, and marketing petroleum com-
pany, financed with American capital, guided by American
engineering, and supervised in its international relations by the
United States Government.

“In its foreign expansion American business needs this gov-
ernmental supervision, and through it the interests of the
public can be best safeguarded.”

Mr, PHELAN. I submif a resolution, to be referred to the
Committee on Printing, providing that the entire report of Mr.
Manning, together with the maps or plans, be printed as a public
document.

Mr, POINDEXTER. May I inquire of the Senator what it is_
that he asks be referred to the Committee on Printing?

Mr. PHELAN. The entire report, with the schedules and ap-
pendices, made by Mr. Manning, of which I have given a digest.

The resolution (8. Res, 143) was referred to the Committee on
Printing, as follows:

Resolved, That the report to the Secretary of the Interior on Inter-
national Policies Affecting the World's Petrolenm Industry, with maps,
by Van H. Manning, Director Bureau of Mines, May, 1919, be printed as
a public document,

Mr. PHELAN. I also ask to have printed in the Recorp a let-
ter which I have just received, which is a copy of a letter to Dr.
Garfield on the same subject, and signed by M. L. Requa, General
Director Oil Division, United States Fuel Administration; Van.
H. Manning, Director Bureau of Mines; and George Otis Smith,
Director United States Geological Survey.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

FeBruAry 28, 1919,

Dr. H, A. GARFIELD, ;
United States F'uel Administrator, Washington, D. C.

Dear Simr: Following a conference in which the petroleum
problem was considered in detail, we have agreed upon the fol-
lowing statement of fact as representing an accurate picture of
the petroleum problem as we see it:

1. The rapidly growing use of internal-combustion engines, as
well as of fuel oil on ships, both naval and merchant, inevitably
means a4 more rapid increase in the consumption of petrolenm
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2. The enormous increase in world consumption in recent
yvears has been coincident with the inereasing diffieulty of pro-
duction in the United States, due to much greater depth neces-
sary to drill in order to reach the oil-bearing horizon.

3. Careful ealculations based upon data of the United States
Geological Survey indicate the probability that 40 per cent of the
available oil of the United States has already been exhausted,
whereas less than 1 per cent of the coal has been mined.

4, The United States produces, consumes, and exports nearly
70 per cent of the annual world production of petrolenm, and has
therefore industrially and eommerecially more at stake than any
other nation,

5. The suecess of the United States Shipping Board program
is dependent in Iargest part upon the use of fuel oil.

6. In view of the enormous expansion in consumption in the
recent past and immediate future, it is absolutely necessary,
in order that the situation may be thoroughly safeguarded, that
American interests be encouraged by sympathetic Government
cooperation in aecquiring additional foreign sources of supply
and by protection of properties already acquired.

7. American oil companies are seriously handicapped in their
ability to compete throughout the world with the Shell-Royal
Dutech combine, and if the combination now under discussion
in England becomes an accomplished fact, American interests
will be still further handicapped.

8. The review of domestic conditions as set forth in the
pamphlet entitled “ Petroleum Resources of the United States,”
written by M. L. Requa, in 1916, has been proved to be a con-
servative statement of conditions. The arguments made at that
time are even more acutely applicable at present.

9. The memorandum entitled “The World’s Problem of
Petroleum,” prepared by Mr. Requa in September, 1918,%is; we
believe, a conservative presentation of the international situa-
tion, and the plan suggested therein is the only practieal
solution.

10. We are not unmindful of the oil-shale resources of the
United States. The cost, however, of producing oil from this
source is so much greater than the cost of producing petrolenny
from oil wells that it can not become a eommercial proposition
until prices are much above those now prevailing,

11. We can not too strongly urge some immediate Govermment
action that will guarantee the continuance in Ameriean owner-
ship of American oil companies, and by proper legislation make
foreign control of these companies impossible.

12. We urge that Government coeperation with existing com-
panies be agreed upon, which will gnarantee the requirements of
the Navy and the Shipping Board at satisfactory prices wher-
ever delivery is made throughout the world.

13. American logist trolenm engineers, and drillers |
D > ' made the subject of consideration at the same time with the

have led the way in developing the majority of the oil flelds

of the world, but these men have in large degree been in the |

cmployment of foreign capital. American eapital should be en-
couraged to use this technical skill now forced to seek employ-
ment under foreign flags and to serve foreign interests.

14. The passage of the oil-leasing bill has been taken into
consideration, and we desire to point eut that all estimates
made have included all withdrawn lands. Failure to drill
these lands will render the situation more acute than above
. outlined.

We are impressed with the seriousness of the efforts being
made by the British and Dutch interests to dominate the
petroleum supply of the world. The United States now com-
mands the premier position by reason of its demestic produc-
tion, which even now exceeds omne-third billion barrels per
year, with less than 7,000,000,000 barrels estimated reserves
(20 years life). This position of our country can and should
be safeguarded and rendered secure by the Government
‘giving moral support to every proper effort of American capital
to make its circle of activity in oil production coextensive
with the new expansion of American shipping. This means
a world-wide explorafion, development, and produecing petro-
leum company, financed with American capital, guided by
American engineering, and supervised in its international
relations by the United States Government. In its foreign
expansion American business needs this governmental part-
nership, and through it the interests of the publie can best be
safeguarded.

M. L. REQUA,
General Director Oil Division,
United States Fuel Administration.
VAn, H. MARNKING,
Director Bureau of Mines.
GEoRGE O1rs SMITH,
Director United Slates Geological Survey.

TREATY WITH FRANCE,
Mr. LODGE, Mr. President, I ask that the message of the

- President of the United States, which, I understand, has been
received, transmitting to the Senate the treaty between France

and the United States, be laid before the Senate as in open
executive session, and that the injunction of secrecy be removed
from the treaty.

The VICE PRESIDENT., Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. The Chair lays before the Senate a message from
the President of the United States, which will be read.

Mr. PHELAN. It is not the intention of the Senator now to
consider and act upon the message, but simply to have it read?

Mr. LODGE. I want to have the message read and then to
have it take the usual course required by the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the message from
the President, as follows:

GENTLEMEN OF THE SENATE:

I take pleasure in laying before you a treaty with the Republic
of France the object of which is to secure that Republic of the
immediate aid of the United States of America in case of any
unprovoked movement of aggression against her on the part of

Germany. I earnestly hope that this treaty will meet with your
- cordial approval and will receive an early ratification at your
hands, along with the treaty of peace with Germany. Now that

you have had an opportunity to examine the great document I
presented to you twe weeks ago, it seems opportune to lay before
you this treaty which is meant to be in éffect n part of it.

It was signed on the same day with the treaty of peace and is

intended as a temporary supplement to it. It is believed that

the treaty of peace with Germany itself provides adeqnate pro-
teetion fo Franee against aggression from her recent enemy on
the east; but the years immediately ahead of us eontain many

| incaleulable pessibilities. The Covenant of the League of Na-
| tions provides for military aection for the protection of its mem-
‘bers only upon advice of the Council of the League—advice given,

it is to be presumed, only upon deliberation and acted upon by
each of the governments of the member States only if its own
judgment justifies such action. The object of the special treaty
with France which I now submit to you is to provide for im-
mediate military assistance to France by the United States in
case of any unprovoked movement of aggression against her

- by Germany without waiting fer the advice of the Council of

the League of Nations that sueh action be taken. It is to be
an arrangement, not independent of the League of Nations, but:
under it.

It is therefore expressly provided that this treaty shall bas

treaty of peace with Germany; that this specinl arrangement
shall receive the approval of the eouncil of the league; and:
that this special provision for the safety of France shall renmin

‘in forece only until, upon the application of one of the parties

to it, the council of the league, acting, if neeessary, by n ma-
jarity vote, shall agree that the provisions of the covenant of
the lengne afford her sufficient protection.

I wns moved to sign this treaty by considerations whieh will,
I hope, seem as persuasive and as irresistible to you as they
seemed fo me. We are bound to France by ties of friendship
which we have always regarded, and shall always regard, as
peculiarly saered. She assisted us to win our freedom ans a
nation, It is seriously to be doubted whether we could have
won it without her gallant and timely aid. We have recently
had the privilege of assisting in driving enemies, who were also
enemies of the world, from her soil; but that does not pay our
debt to her. Nothing ean pay such a debt. She now desires
that we should promise to lend our great force to keep lher safe
against the power she has had most reason to fear. Another
great nation volunteers the same promise. If is one of the fine
reversals of history that that other nation should be the very
power from whom France fought to set us free. A new day
has dawned. Old antagonisms are forgotten. The common
canse of freedom and enlightenment has created nmew comrade-
ships and a new percepiion of what it is wise and necessary for
great nations to do to free the world of intolerable fear. Two
governments who wish fo be members of the league of nations
ask leave of the council of the league to be permitted to go to,
the assistance of a friend whose situation has been found to
be one of peculiar peril, without awaiting the advice of the
league to act.

It is by taking such pledges as this that we prove ourselves,
faithfal te the utmest to the high obligations of gratitude and
tested friendship. Such an act as this seems to me one of the
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proofs that we are o people that sees the true heart of duty
and prefers honor te its own separate course of peace.
Woobrow WILSON.
Tae WHITE HOUSE,
29 July, 1919.

AssisTAxcE To France 1y rHE EvExT oF UNPROVOKED AGGRES-
SION BY GERMANY.

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE URITED SBTATES AND FRANCE, SIGNED AT
VERSAILLES JUNE 28, 1019.

Whereas the United States of America and the French Republie
are equally animated by the desire to maintain the peace of
the world so happily restored by the treaty of peace signed
at Versailles the 28th day of June, 1919, putting an end to
the war begun by the aggression of the German Empire and
ended by the defeat of that power; and

Whereas the United States of America and the French Republie
are fully persuaded that an unprovoked movement of aggres-
sion by Germuny against France would not only violate both
the letter and the spirit of the trenty of Versailles, to which
the United States of America and the French Republic are
parties, thus exposing France anew to the intolerable burdens
of an unprovoked war, but that such an aggression on the
part of Germany would be and is so regavded by the treaty
of Versailles as o hostile act against all the powers signatory
to that treaty and as calculated to disturb the peace of the
world by involving, inevitably and directly, the States of Bu-
rope, and indirectly, as experience has amply.and unfortu-
nately demonstrated, the world at large; and

Whereas the United States of America and the French Republic
fear that the stipulations relating to the left bank of the
Rhine contained in the treaty of Versailles may not at first
provide adequate security and protection to France, on the
one hand, and the United States of America as ene of the
signatories of the treaty of Versailles, on the other:

Therefore the United States of America and the French Re-
publiec having decided to conclude a treaty to effect these neces-
sary purposes, Woodrow Wilsen, President of the United States
of Ameriea, and Robert Lansing, Secretary of State of the
‘United States, specially authorized thereto by the President of
the United States, and Georges Clemenceau, president of the
council, minister of war, and Stephen Pichon, minister of for-
eign affairs, specially authorized thereto by Raymond Poincare,
President of the French Republie, have agreed upon the follow-
ing articles:

ARTICLE L

In case the following stipulations relating to the laft bank of
the Rhine contained in the treaty of peace with Germany signed
at Versailles the 28th day of June, 1919, by the United States of
America, the French Republic, and the British Empire, among
other powers—

“Ant, 42, Germany is forbidden to maintain or construct
any fortifications either on the left bank of the Rhine or on the
right bank to the west of a line drawn 50 kilometers to the east
of the Rhine. _

“Ant. 43. In the nrea defined above the maintenance and
assembly of armed forces, either permanently or temporarily, and
military maneuvers of any kind, as well as the upkeep of all
permanent works for mobilization, are in the same way for-
bidden.

“ArT. 44, In case Germany violates in any manmer whatever
the provisions of articles 42 and 43 she shall be regarded as
s’committing n hostile act against the powers signatory of the
present treaty and as calculated to disturb the peace of the
world.”
may not at first provide adeguate security and protection to
France, the United States of America shall be bound to come
immediately to her assistance in the event of any unprovoked
movement of aggression against her being made by Germany.

ARTICLE II.

The present treaty, in similar terms with the treaty of even
date for the same purpose concluded between Great Britain and
the French Republic, a copy of which treaty is annexed hereto,
will only come into force when the latter is ratified.

ARTICLE IIL.

The present treaty must be submitted to. the council of the
league of nations and must be recognized by the council, acting
if need be by a majority, as an engagement which is consistent
with the covenant of the league. It will continue in force
until on the application of one of the parties to it the couneil,
acting if need be by a majority, agrees that the league itself
affords sufficient protection.

ARTICLE IV,

The present ireaty will be submitted to the Senate of the
United States at the same time as the freaty of Versailles is
submitted to the Senate for its advice and consent to ratifica-
tion. It will be submitted before ratification to the French
Chambers of Deputies for approval. The ratification thereof
will be exchanged on the deposit of ratifications of the treaty of
Versailles at Paris or as soon thereafter as shall be possible.

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries, to wit,
on the part of the United States of America, Woodrow Wilson,
President, and Robert Lansing, Secretary of State, of the
United States; and on the part of the French Republic, Georges
Clemenceau, President of the Council of Ministers, Minister
of War, and Stephen Pichon, Minister of Foreign Affairs, have
signed the above articles both in the Bnglish and French
languages, and they have hereunto affixed their seals.

Done in duplicate at the eity of Versailles on the 28th day
of June, in the year of our Lord 1919 and the one hundred and
forty-third of the Independence of the United States of America.

Woobrow WILSON.
RoBert LANSING
CLEMENCEAT.

S. PicHON,

—

ASSISTANCE TO FRANCE IN THE EVENT OF UNPROVOKED AGGRESSION
BY GEEMANY.

Whereas there is a danger that the stipulations relating to
the left bank of the Rhine contained in the treaty of peace,
signed this day at Versailles, may not at first provide adequate
security and protection to the ¥French Republic; and

Whereas His Britannic Majesty is willing, subjeet to the
consent of his Parliament and provided that a similar obliga-
tion is entered into by the United States of Ameriea, to under-
take to support the French Government in the case of an un-
provoked movement of aggression being made against France
by Germany; and

Whereas His Britannic Majesty and the DPresident of the
French Republic have determined to conclude a treaty to that
effect and have named as their plenipotentiaries for the pur-
pose; that is to say:

His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the seas,
Emperor of India: The Right Hon. David Lloyd-George, M. P.,
first lord of his treasury and prime minister; the Right Hon.
Arthur James Balfour, O. M,, M. P., his secretary of state for
foreign affairs.

The President of the French Republic, Mr. Georges Clemen-
ceau, president of the council, minister of war; Mr. Stephen
Pichon, minister of foreign affairs; who having communicated
their full powers found in good and due form have agreed as
follows:

ARTICLE 1.

In case the following stipulations relating to ‘the left bank
of the Rhine contained in the treaty of peace with Germany
signed at Versailles the 28th day of June, 1919, by the Britizh
Empire, the French Republic, and the United States of Amer-
ica, among other powers—

“AmTr. 42, Germany is forbidden to maintain or construct any
fortifications either on the left bank ef the Rhine or on the
right bank to the west of a line drawn 50 kilometers to the east
of the Rhine.

“ARrT. 43. In the area defined above the maintenance and as-
sembly of armed forces, either permanently or temporarily, and
military maneuvers of any kind, as well as the upkeep of all
permanent works for mobilization, are in the same way for-
bidden.

“ArT. 44. In case Germany violates in any manner whatever
the provisions of articles 42 and 43 she shall be regarded as
committing a hostile act against ihe powers signatory of the
present treaty and as calculafed to disturb the peace of the
world.”
may not at first provide adequate security and protection to
France, Great Britain agrees to come immediately to her as-
gistance in the event of any unprovoked movement of aggres-
sion against her being made by Germany.

ARTICLE 1L

The present treaty, in similar terms with the treaty of even
date for the same purpose concluded between the French Re-
public and the United States of America, a copy of which treaty
is annexed hereto, will only come inio force when the latter is
ratified.

ARTICLE T1II.

The present treaty must be submitted to the council of the

league of nations and must be recognized by the council, acting
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if need be by a majority, as an engagement which is consistent
with the covenant of the league; it will continue in force until,
on tlie application of one of the parties to it, the council, acting
if need be by a majority, agrees that the league itself affords

sufficient protection.
ARTICLE IV.

The present treaty shall, before ratification by His Majesty,
be submitted to Parliament for approval.

It shall, before ratification by the President of the French
Republie, be submitted to the French Chambers for approval.

ARTICLE V.

The present treaty shall impose no obligation upon any of the
Dominions of the British Empire unless and until it is approved
by the Parliament of the Dominion concerned.

The present treaty shall be ratified and shall, subject to Ar-
ticles IT and IV, come into force at the same time as the treaty
of peace with Germany of even date comes into force for the
British Empire and the French Republic, :

In faith whereof the above-named plenipotentiaries have
signed the present treaty, drawn up in the English and French
languages.

Done in duplicate at Versailles on the 28th day of June, 1919,
D. Lroyp-GEORGE.
ARTHUR JAMES BALFOUR.
CLEMENCEAU.
S. PicHON.

After the reading of the President’s message,

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the message and treaty be referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and printed for the use
of the Senate. I make this request as in open executive session,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Waithout objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LODGE. I ask also that the treaty, which has not been

read, be printed in the Recorp after the message of the Presi-

dent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be done. The Senate re-
turns to legislative session, and the resolution of the Senator
from Washington [Mr, PorxpExTER] is before the Senate.

THE OIL SITUATION.

The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate resolution
138, submitted by Mr. PorxpexTER on the 28th instant,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of
the Senator from Washington to the last paragraph of the
resolution, and in doing so I desire at this time to move to
strike out, beginning with the word * the,” in line 13, page 2,
down to and including the word * products,” in line 21; in other
words, the following part of the resolution:

The said commission is also re%uested to report to the Senate any
suggestions or recommendations which may be agreed upon by the said
commission relative to the removal of such combinations in restraint
of trade, or unfair competition if the same exists, or other suggestions
or recommendations relative to the cost, market price, production, dis-
tribution, and sale to the Government or to private consumers of fuel
oll, gasoline, kerosene, or other petroleum products.

I do not want to take the time of the Senate to discuss it,
unless the Senate desires to hear it discussed, but I would ask
the Senator from Washington if he has any objection to striking
out that portion of the resolution?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I have no objection to striking out those
words.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, it will be recalled
that after many years of labor a bill was passed by the last
Congress looking to the further development of the oil fields of
this country as well as the lands containing other nonmetallic
minerals. A bill radically different, but covering the same sub-
ject, was passed by the House of Representatives, resulting in
a deadlock between the two bodies, which continued for many
months. The differences between the two Houses were even-
tually compromised, and a conference report was submitted
embodying apparently the best possible thought of the two
branches of Congress upon this rather difficult subject. It was
impossible to get consideration for that conference report at
the last session; and, in the hope that the work that was done
would not be utterly lost, a number of Senators introduced at
the beginning of this session bills in substance the same as that
conference report, which bills were referred to the Publie Lands
Committee in the hope that they would take up the subject
where it was left at the conclusion of the last session and
speedily bring before this body for consideration a bill dealing
with the subject.

I inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands
what progress is belng made with the subject?

Mr. SMOOT. DMr. President, in answer to the Senator from
Montana, I wish to state that there were some half dozen

leasing bills intreduced in this body, as has been suggested by
the Senator. As chairman of the committee, I directed each
one of those bills to be sent to the Secretary of the Interior, and
asked him for a report upon them. I wish to say to the Senator
that up to the present time there has been no answer io the
request. The committee, however, decided at its last meeting
that, notwithstanding a report from the Secretary of the In-
terior had not been received, to-morrow the committee would
begin the consideration of the leasing bills before if.

I can say to the Senate that if newspaper reports are true—
and, by the way, I do not say that they are—the Attorney
General takes the position that he does not wish to join in any
report of the Secretary of the Interior until after he has had
sufficient time to consult the President of the United States.
It was reported to me the other day, Mr. President, that the
Secretary of the Navy has stated that he is going to oppose
all of the leasing bills now before the Public Lands Committee
of the Senate. Whether or not that is true I ean not say, but
I want to say to the Senator from Montana and to the Senate
itself that the Public Lands Committee of the Senate will to-
morrow begin the consideration of the leasing bills; and if T
express the sentiment of the committee, as I am positive I do,
the commitiee is going to continue that consideration and is
going to report a bill to the Senate at the earliest date possible,

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, my recollection is
that something over two months ago the session began and the
bills were then promptly introduced.

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps the Senator’s remarks are justified,
but I did not want to report to the Senate a bill and state to
the Senate that no report had been received by the depart-
ments of our Government interested in the legislation. IIow-
ever, 1 think the committee has waited long enough; I know
that the members of the committee think so; and I can promise
the Senator from Montana and the Senate that a report will be
made on this proposed legislation just as gquickly as the com-
mittee can agree upon its terms.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am very highly
gratified at the promise made to the Senate by the Senator
from Utah. T merely desire to add that I can not believe that
the Seeretary of the Navy stands alone among the public men
of the United States adhering to the position that he will op-
pose any bills whatever looking to the disposition of the oil
lands of this country or their development or utilization.

Mr, SMOOT. 1 do not want the Senator to understand that
I made any such suggestion.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I understand the Senator did not
make any such statement upon authority, but he simply told
us what he had heard. However, the conviction in this body
at least is unanimous that the situation ealls, and eryingly
calls, for some legislation.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, in order to clarify the
pending resolution on the subject as to which the Senator from
Towa [Mr. Cuanans] yesterday made inquiry, I ask unanimous
consent to insert in line 3, on page 2, after the word * coast,”
the words * and the profits of said business.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to modify
his resolution. The Chair understands that the Senafor has
accepted the amendment offered by the Senator from Itah
[Mr. Ssootr]?

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question, then, is on agreeing
to the resolution as modified.

The resolution as modified was agreed to.

Mr, POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I entirely concur in the
views expressed by the Senator from California [Mr. PHELAN]
as to the neglect of the nationals of the United States by this
administration. 1 join in his condemnation of that policy. I
think it was entirely appropriate for the Senator from Cali-
fornia, as a member of the party which is in control of our
foreign affairs, to introduce into the REecorp a report by the
Director of the Bureau of Mines, apparently made upon the re-
quest of one of the committees of Congress, recommending to
the United States that it would be good policy for it to protect
its citizens in foreign countries,

It was rather a peculiar way for the suggestion to be made
and rather a naive remark on the part of the Senator from
California, which he interjected as he made the request that
the report be printed, that this was not altogether a new sug-
gestion. It is not-altogether new. It is true that it is grown
to be obsolete in recent years. During the last six years, from
desuetude, it has become an obsolete doctrine to a large ex-
tent.

I noticed in the newspapers on yesfterday a recommendation
of the Government of Mexico, conceurred in, I belicve, by the
Government of the United States, that in order to save the life
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of his son, an American citizen lawfully resident in Mexico
and entitled to the protection-of his country, should pay wmoney
4o some bandit who had seized his son within 30 miles of the
boundaries of the City of Mexico and was holding him for
ransbm. The Senator from California may well call attention
to the eonditions of which this is but a familiar incident.

It seems a far eall to the old days when an American citizen
was safe under the protection of his flag in any part of the
world. Realizing that a nation which refuses to give protection
to its citizens will soon lose its claim upon their allegiance, we
suppressed the Barbary pirates, and in the very infancy of our
national life to vindicate our rights upon the sea we defied the
power -of England. The Sepator from California may well
point out that the abandonment of national protection means
national decadence.

PEACE TREATY AND LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. GAY. Mr. President, in the settlement of world peace
Ameriea, as in the final determination of the World War, has
played a most conspicuous part. After months of patient work
in the performance of the most gigantic task ever undertaken
by skilled diplomatists, our American representative, the Chief
Executive of our Nation, has returned and presented to this hon-
orable body a document in which are embodied the high prin-
ciples of statesmanship and fair dealing which have always
characterized our Government,

The wvictory in statecraft has been as complete as was the
victory of our brave men in the various branches of the service
and reflects the same glory in the performance of deeds well
done.

We are living in an international age. The travel by air
brings London and Paris as close as St. Louis and Chieago.
The necessity of world cooperation since the recent war is asvital
to world reconstruction and a task as difficult as world preser-
vation from the barbarous Hun. We must not permit chaos to
rule in civilized Europe. We must cooperate to start afresh
the wheels of industry and orderly government and protect the
same and give a fresh start to war-wern peoples under new
living conditions in which ambition to grasp the nobler things
of life will have a place.

A leagne of nations to enforce peace has been the dream of
eminent statesmen for decades.

Daniel Webster, the princely orator and profound statesman,
in his eunlogy of Adams and Jefferson, filled with the spirit of
America’s mission in the interest of the world's welfare, said:

Amerien! Amerlea, our own countl?', fellow citizens, our own dear
native land, is inseparably connected, fast bound up in fortune and by
fate, with these great world interests. If they fall, we fall with them ;
if they stand, it will be because we have upholden them.

President Jackson in his farewell address well said:

You have the b t human trust committed to your care. Provi-
dence has showered on this favored land blessings without number and
has chosen you ns the guardians of freedom to preserve it for the benefit
of the human race,

The distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts, in an
address delivered at the commencement exercises at Union Col-
lege at Schenectady, N. X., June, 1015, stated:

Nations must unite as men unite in order to preserve pm'ce and or-
der. The great nations must so unite so as to be able to say to any
gingle country, * You must not go to war,” and they can only say t
effectively when the country desiring war knows that ‘the foree which
the united nations place behind peace is irresistible.

These very ideas, Mr. President, are embodied in the treaty
which we now have before us, the foree of mnited mations to
maintain peace. Can America assume the responsibility, by any
political quibbling or by any feeling of petty jealousy, of failing
to join other civilized nations for peace? Can we as a Nation
stand out alone -ind say to the world that we refuse to join in
the plan to have world peace, simply because that plan has some
few features which are not to the liking of some people? Why,
Mr. President, it is impossible to have the Senate of the United
States, or any other legislative gathering in this country, agree
absolutely on any proposition. How, then, can we expect the
great nations of the world, sitting about a peace table, to frame
a document which would be entirely free of eriticism and to
which some objectors could not find fault? The treaty, we
know, has been a series of eompromises; compromises, however,
which in no way have sacrificed any American principles, com-

promises which have been knitted together and mwlded into

the greatest document ever presented to civilized people. Few
doubt that had there been a covenant of a lengue of nations in
1914 that the world would not have been subjected to the erime
of all ages from which it has just emerged. Few doubt that, with
such a covenant in force, America would not have sent her
millions of armed men to engage in bleody econflict on foreign
goil. Few doubt but that the freedom of the sens would have been
maintained and that Americans would have been safe wherever

they went and under whatever flag they saw fit to go. It is to
prevent a recurrence of just such events that I for one stand
ready to cast my vote now to ratify the peace treaty and to adopt
the covenant of the league of nations, to help mankind to lift a
burden from suffering humanity everywhere, to keep Amerien
always foremost as the advocate of justice, liberty, and peace.

The greatest crisis in history has just been concluded, and
to prevent a recurrence of such a conflagration is the duty of
all who love humanity and desire peace on earth. It would be
nothing short of a calamity should we allow partisan lines to
warp our judgment and shorten our vision in the solution of the
grave problem which now devolves upon the United States Senate
by her constitutional authority.

The issue arises above all questions of selfishness and fac-
tion. There eries out from every grief-stricken home where
sorrow has crossed the threshold by reason of this inhumane
conflict a demand that there must never be another war.
Loyal Amerieans who lLave made every sacrifice that right
should prevail now look to this great legislative assembly,
with all of its noble traditions, to play the part of true men and
let no politics creep into its deliberations at such an hour.

The frunits of victory should not be wasted. Let us conserve
our forces, moral and material, for 'the betterment of the
world.

The difficulties of the peace conference were many. Delegates
representing fll corners of the earth assembled, many speaking
different languages and reared in various environments and
schools. Yet s0 sef upon a single purpose were they that o
unanimous decision has been reached.

Mr. President, I wish only to briefly review that portion of
the treaty of peace with Germany, the covenant of the league
of nations, the purpose of which is to promote international
cooperation and to achieve international peace and security.
It proclaims the high purposes of the contracting parties.
Each one of the signatories shall be members, and other na-
tions who are not now members may be admitted on proper
application to the assembly. A way to withdraw is likewise
provided. National sovereignty is in no way impaired.

An assembly and a council with a permanent secretariat are
created. These are the powers through which the league will
function.

The assembly shall meet at stated intervals, as eccasion may
require, nt the seat of the league or such other place as may
be decided upon.

The assembly consists of representatives of menibers of the
league, and may discuss any matters which come within its
scope affecting the peace of the world. Every member is enti-
tled to one vote, and can not have more than three representa-
tives. 'This insures absolute fair dealing to all mations, and
gives as much power to the wenker or smaller nations as is
possessed by the greater powers. In the Senate of the United
States each State in the American Union has two Senators, and
likewise two wvotes, regardless of their size, population, or
material resources. No American will contend but that this is
proper representation, and it is but just and fair that all
nations forming a part of the great league of mations should
be treated alike. All questions before the assembly must be
decided by unanimous wote, and nothing ean be done without
the approval of the United Btates. No better plan has been
suggested by the opponents of the league or-by those who only
thus far have half-heartedly given their support. The powers
of the mssembly are limited in comparison with the powers
granted to the couneil.

The couneil ghall eonsist of fhe principal allied and asso-
ciated powers, These are five in number: The United States,
Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan, with four other mem-
bers selected by the assembly from time to time in its discre-
tion. Those named as original members are Belgium, Brazil,
Spain, and Greece. The council must meet at least once a year
at the seat of the league or at such other times and places as may
be decided upon. Nations not represented by the council who
are members of the league shall be invited to send a repre-
sentative to act as a member of the council when matters affect-
ing the interests of that member are under consideration. Each
member of the lengue represented on the council has one vote
and one representative.

The first meeting of the assembly and the first meeting of the
council shall be summoned by the President of the United States.

Unanimous action is necessary, except in certain cases speci-
fied, when a majority of the members of the league represented
at the meeting may decide. These exceptions are matters of
procedure at meetings, including the appointments of committees
to investizate particular matters.

There is a permanent secretariat and such secretaries and
staff as may be required. The expenses are to be borne by the
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members of the league in accordance with the apportionment of
the expense of the International Burean of the Universal Postal
Union,

The equality of sex in holding positions under the league
is recognized and the place of meeting of the league is estab-
lished.

Representatives of the league members shall have diplomatie
privileges and immunities. :

The first forward step toward providing for international
peace is article 8, which looks to the reduction of armaments to
the lowest point consistent with national safety. By this article
the great war machinery of Europe will be forever wiped out,
The vast expenditures and wasteful extravagances in bailding
engines of war and maintaining armed forces will be obliterated,
and money that has been expended for the purpose of destroy-
ing lives and property can now be used to uplift and benefit
humanity and reduce the heavy burden of taxation, which has
been for so long a time a curse on many European nations.
The manufacture of munitions by private enterprises will be-
come obsolete. Those great corporations which have in the past
encouraged rebellion and international strife for private aggran-
dizement and gain will cease to exist. Needed public improve-
ment can be realized in place of burdening business by unlim-
ited expenditures which have been necessary to maintain the
great armies and navies of the past. National safety and inter-
national obligations are recognized, and the members of the
league agree to exchange full and frank information concern-
ing their armaments, military, naval, and air forces, and con-
ditions of their industries as adaptable to warlike purposes.
The council takes into consideration geographical situations and
cirenmstances of every nation in the plan to reduce armaments,
and such plans are subject to reconsideration and revision every
10 years.

There is a permanent commission created to advisé the council
on the execution of the plan, as prescribed by the league, for the
accomplishment of disarmament,

Article 10, the heart of the league, has been more bitterly at- 1

tacked, perhaps, than any other.

This is an agreement to respect and preserve each other against
external aggression. We here depart, as is absolutely necessary,
from the policy of exclusiveness, We here undertake fo assist
in preserving the territorial integrity of France and Belgium
against external aggression when the American people, through
their aceredited representatives in the American Congress so de-
cree. America can not, and will not, under the Constitution of the
United States, go to war unless a majority of her chosen repre-
sentatives so affirm. There can be no more grabbing of territory
by greedy nations under this article. The sovereignty of small
nations is established. In agreeing to this section to preserve
against external aggression the cause of most wars in the past
is removed and war is given a deathblow. Let us remember
that this section does not attempt to interfere in any way with
uprisings and disturbances within a State. We have nothing
to do with the domestic affairs of other nations and are in no
way committed to any such policy by any article of this cove-
nant. The fact that each member of the league gives this sol-
emn assurance will have more effect to preserve peace than
any other. We take it for granted that each nation, in sign-
ing this document, does so in good faith; and in signing it it
enters a promise that it will not attempt, by conquest, to gain
new territory or to expand its possessions. -Almost all of the
wars in history have been wars of conquest. America is the
only great power whose record is clean and who has not been
guilty of waging wars of conquest and despoilment. Weak na-
tions are here protected, and no nation in the future can look
with fear upon its neighbor with such an understanding honor-
ably agreed to and honorably observed.

I for one believe, Mr, President, that seetion 10 will have more
influence in the prevention of wars and will help more to preserve
the peace of the world than any other article of the covenant.
With this agreement entered into, the nation violating this
article will be subject to boycott in trade relations by all of the
other powers. This is sufficient to deter a belligerent from
actually engaging in war. In addition thereto there are other
means by which this obligation shall be fulfilled, and no nation in
the light of past events is likely to undertake a repetition of
what we have just seen and bring down upon itself the con-
demnation of the entire world. The effectiveness of this pro-
vision was well demonstrated in the war just ended, as the
severance of trade with Germany ereated a virtual blockade and
caused so much distress to the eivil population in that country
that there is no reason to doubt that such action was one of the
prime causes of bringing the war to a sudden termination.

Any member of the league, should an emergency exist, can,
through the secretary-general, summon a meeting of the council.

Any breach of faith or unfriendly act affecting international
relations are matters of great concern affecting the whole league,
and the league can take any action which is thought proper and
effectual to preserve the peace of nations.

One of the important provisions which will prevent nations
from resorting to war in the heat of passion is that article
which provides that when any dispute is likely to lead to a
rupture the matter is subject to arbitration or inquiry by the
council, and that in no case will they resort to war until three
months after the award by the arbitrators or the report by the
council. Nations, like individuals, are apt to be sobered by
calm second thought, and much of the friction that arises
through sudden misunderstandings or quick popular outbursts
of passion will be prevented by the delay necessary in the sub-
mission to arbitration. Arbitrators can not delay for any un-
reasonable time and the council must report within six weeks
after the submission of the dispute. This delay will afford an
opportunity for discussion and the exchange of views, which
doubtless will always clarify misunderstandings and give jus-
tice and the law a chance to prevail

Members of the league determine what questions are left to
arbitration, and those in dispute are free to select the members
of the court of arbitration. They likewise pledge themselves
not to resort to war against any member of the league and to
carry out in good faith any award that may be rendered.
Should this fail, the council may take steps to have the award
enforced ; but if at any time a dispute should arise likely to
lead to rupture which is not submitted to arbitration, the mem-
bers of the league agree that they will submit the matter to
the council. The council may refer the dispute to the assem-
bly, thus giving those in dispute the choice of having it deter-
mined by the council or by the assembly, as is provided in
article 15. 3

Plans for a court of international justice are provided. Thus
every possible safeguard is contemplated for permanent arbitra-
tion and for prompt enforcement of right and for bringing the
nations of the world closer together for international harmony.

In matters of dispute between members of the lengue which
have not been submitted to arbitration a method is provided
by which the members of the league examine the disputed ques-
tion and determine the real merits involved, whether the same
is wholly within domestic jurisdiction under international law,
and report to the league the facts and their opinion of the
same, with a recommendation for such action as they shall con-
sider necessary for the maintenance of right and justice.

Where disputes arise between a member of the league and
a State not 2 member of the league an invitation shall be ten-
dered to the nonmember to accept the obligation of membership
in the league for the purpose of such dispute upon such condi-
tions as the council may deem just. Immediate inquiry shall
be made into the circumstances of the dispute, and recom-
mendation of the council for such action as may seem best
and most effectual, with power to enforce such recommendations
through means already provided. If the disputants refuse to
accept the obligations of membership in the league, the coun-
cil may take such measures and make such recommendations
as will prevent hostilities. -

A provision is also incorporated in the league providing for
the registry of all treaties and international engagements with
the secretary of the league, so a ready reference may be had at
some particular place of every such agreement, thus abolishing
the pernicious secret treaties which have been the ecause of
so many world disturbances. It is also provided that the assem-
bly shall from time to time advise the league when members of
that body should revise treaties or international engagements
which menace the peace of the world. All members of the leagne
severally agree that all obligations or understandings among
themselves which are inconsistent with the covenant shall be
abrogated, and pledge themselves that they will not enter into any
engagements inconsistent with the terms of the covenant. It
clearly and explicitly maintains and protects the Monroe doctrine
and all arbitrations for maintaining peace. It provides for the
protection, guidance, and goverance of backward peoples who
are unfit to govern themselves; makes suitable provisions that
under the regulations of the league these people shall not be
exploited and shall be led to the pathway of self-government,
and provides that they shall enjoy religious freedom. The
league is authorized to deal with the question of labor and
endeavor te secure international organization through which
labor throughout the world will receive fair and just treat-
ment; it will endeavor to secure just treatment to all native
inhabitants under its control and regulate the traflic in women
and children and in opium and other dangerous drugs. It is

to be intrusted with general supervision over the traflic in
arms and ammunition, secure and maintain freedom of transit
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of commerce, and use every endeavor for the prevention and
control of disease. All international bureaus already estab-
lished will, as far as possible, be placed under the direction
of the league. Red Cross organizations are to be encouraged
and promoted in their work of prevention of disease and the miti-
gation of suffering throughout the world. Amendments to the
covenant can only be made when ratified by each nation in the
council and by a majority in the assembly. A member dissent-
ing from an amendment is not bound thereby, but ceases to
be a member of the league.

Mr. President, this league may not be a panacea for all
evils which have affected the nations of the world; it may be
that it will not prevent wars in the future, but if it prevents
one war, it will have served humanity and civilization.

Business throughout the country demands that we now con-
clude peace terms and get back to normal as rapidly as possible.
Labor will be happier, and all enterprises will advance. The
farmer and manufacturer, the producers of food and other
necessities of life, will be able to so adjust conditions for
America that she may continue her great prosperity and assist
the unfortunate nations who have so severely suffered to re-
adjust their conditions.

The demand is for ratification now; and if this plan is not
effective, it can be corrected in the future.

Mr. President, as a representative of the great State which
to-day contains the largest body of loyal Americans in whose
liomes the language of Krance is as commonly spoken as Eng-
lish, a people who by ancestry and tradition regard France as
their mother, I feel it imperative that I should express the
universal sentiment among our people in favor of the league
of nations. No section of the Republic is more deeply and
soundly American; in none are the people more jealous of
the independence and sovereignty of the American Union.

Many of our people still retain the customs and habits of
their French ancestors, who came to Louisiana and made their
homes, reduced the wilderness to flourishing plantations, built
cities, and fought a victorious battle for nearily a century
against the floods of the mighty rivers which flow through her
horders, and who have overcome, like the sturdy people of their
mother country, many of the hardships and adversities in the
development of a great people.

Louisiana met every eall for men and money, subscribed
liberally and freely to the Red Cross and every organized war
relief association. Its people raised the largest crops of sugar
and rice in the history of the State and more than trebled its
production of meat and corn.

With patriotic fervor, and cheerfully making every sacrifice
to win the war, every obligation has been met and every ecall
promptly answered. Familiar with the devastation of France,
her loss of the flower of her manhood, and the intense suffering
of her people, Louisiana now wants every possible safeguard
against any future wars, with all of its horrors and sufferings.

Four great empires have fallen, the rulers dead or in exile;
eight million of the flower of the Caueasian race have been killed
in battle; and close to twenty million people have died from
this wholesale destruction. Two hundred billions of dollars
of debt have been fastened on posterity, to be ground out of
the toil of generations yet unborn.

America entered the war under the great leadership of Presi-
dent Wilson. She threw into the wavering scale two million of
her bravest and best and brought victory decisive and swift by
the heroism of her sons. More than fifty thousand of her young
men fell on the battle fronts of France,

This four years of destruction convinced the world that civili-
zation must destroy war or war will destroy civilization. States
and nations have discovered they can not live alone. They have
learned that if one member suffers all must suffer. Time and
distance have been annihilated by inventions. Terrible, indeed,
was the slaughter. Methods of destroying life and property
have been intensified. Terrible as were the means of destruc-
tion brought into the field at the commencement of the war, they
were far more terrible at the end.

The artillery that strove in vain to turn back the German rush
on Mons in the summer of 1914, though superior to anything
ever before used in battle, was weak and small compared with
the artillery that won back the ancient town in the summer of
1018, The bombs that spread destruction in London in 1915
were but toys in comparison with the bombs which were to
have shattered Berlin had not the armistice been signed on the
11th of November. The application of modern science—for
chemistry is a very progressive science—in the art of destrue-
tion is in its infaney, and, in the language of Mr. Asquith, * is stiil
lisping in the alphabet of annihilation.” It will soon come in
vigorous manhood and then humanity will perish,

When the sky is black with aeroplanes; the ocean thick with
submarines ; when poisonous gases and liquid fires are projected

from enormous distances, burning bodies of men and slaying
them amidst torture; when means of destruction far more
powerful than the biggest guns command vast areas of land
and sea and are guided by foes hidden in far distant shelters;
when the air itself is turned into a force of war ; when distinction
between combatant and noncombatant has vanished; and there
is no security on earth, air, or sea, then humanity will perish
from the earth. Surely civilization must for its own preserva-
tion destroy war or war will destroy civilization.

For 40 years Germany’s main business was to prepare for war.
Its greatest industrial plant at Essen engaged an army under
the best scientists to manufacture implements of destruction.
Its young men in its universities were taught to glorify war.
Faith and conscience were eliminated. Kultur was drilled into
the mind of every child in the land, and its fiendish principles
put into action in sinking unarmed ships, murdering defenseless
women and children on sea and land, in robberies of cities
and towns, looting private residences, subjecting women to out-
rages worse than death, destroying the works of genius held
sacred by the civilized peoples of all ages, by the eruel and merci-
less treatment of prisoners, and the introduction of the most
excruciating and agonizing methods of inflicting death, thus
making war more flendish, eruel, and merciless, while at the
same time more destructive, than at any previous period in the
history of man.

The war ended in the breaking up of empires, the organiza-
tion of new govermments, the release from a grinding bondage
of millions of human beings who had been hewers of wood and
drawers of water for overlords who by brute force retained
these millions under the yoke of toil and with no hope of better-
ment.

For nearly 40 years the majority of the people of Europe were
groaning under taxes three-fourths of which were applied to
means of defense or war. Nine-tenths of the revenues for years
to come must be required to pay war debts and would be re-
quired to maintain armies and navies to watch each other.

The fighting ceased November 11. The stupendous task of
establishing orderly government for the millions suddenly re- °
leased from the iron hand of the past; of seeking means to pre-
vent civilization from falling into utter chaos, such as prevails
in Russia, was the primary duty of those who had conquered the
great war machine of the Central Powers. All had been {ried
in the furnace of affliction., Fortunate, indeed, that among the
representatives of the suffering peoples America came to the
peace table seeking no material profit, claiming no indemnities
and no territory, but coming to assert the prineiples of law in a
world in which the principles of war had been broken down, to
make sure in the future the essential prineciples of right dealing
and humanity. Who in all this great land of ours was so well
fitted to bring to the peace conference the principles which have
made the American people mighty in arms and material power
as Woodrow Wilson? Wilson, the profound scholar, the lifetime
student of history and government by the people and for the
people, who spent years in the continuous study of the sources
of American power and achievement; the chosen leader of the
Republie during the trying period before the war; the master
mind who, by wise counsel and patriotic devotion to his country,
advised legislation which he executed with singleness of heart
and unselfish purpose to win the war; a statesman whose creed
was summed up in the doetrine that right made might rather
than the slogan of German Kultur that might made right; a
man who had imbibed the spirit of the fathers of our Republic,
that it was our privilege to make—

Not only the liberties of America secure, but the liberties of other
peoples as well,

As expressed in his Fourth of July address at Mount
Vernon:

‘What we seck is the reign of law, based upon the consent of the gov-
erned and sustained by the organized opinion of mankind.

President Wilson carried with him to Versailles the opinions
and the wishes of the American people and at that conference
put in concrete form their convictions of what should be the
basis of an enduring settlement, opinions and convictions as
clearly expressed as though they had been put in the form of an
expressed referendum.

For more than two years, in messages to Congress, by publie
proclamation, and by speeches, he had clearly and concisely
expressed principles and policies to be engrafted in a treaty of

peace.
At Des Moines, on February 1, 1916, he said:

That flag stands for the right of mankind, no matter where they may
be, no matter what their antecedents, no matter what the races involved ;
it stangs for the absolute right to political liberty and free self-gov-
ernment.

When President Wilson met the representatives of the nations
at Paris he found the first step to secure u peace that would
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bring the nations ‘back ‘to ‘industrial :pursuits was 'to form ‘a
‘eommon agreement for the settlement of the :many complicated

problems of new governments, settlements of boundaries,  dis-
/| man

‘armament, and economic reeonstruction.

In his preclamation of April 16, 1917, he:said:

The entrance of our own beloved country into the grim and: terrible
war for democracy and human rights, which has shaken rthe world,
creates o many problems of national life and action which call for.im-
mediate consideration that I hoPa on will
a few words of earnest eounsel, e are ting for -what we believe
and wish to be the rights of mankind and for -the future peace and se-
eurity -of the world.

No woice or pen in Ameriea dissented from this proposition.
It was read by the American people; everywhere it met their
hearty approval, although all knew the tremendous sacrifiee of
‘men and money involved.

‘President Wilson, after close study of the questions at the con-
ference, found that to secure these principles which had
triumphed, a league of nations to maintain and enforce what
had been conquered was an absolute necessity.

Jdn his fifth annual message to Congress he concluded with this
solemn statement:

A supreme moment of history has come. The eyes of the people have
been opened and they see the hand of God is laid u the nations. He
will .show them favor, 1 devoutly believe, only if they rise to the clear
heights of justice and mercy.

In this reverent spirit our President represented the American
people at the peace'table and was guided in ‘his acts in that con-
ference.

‘His proclamations, ag every other enunciation of principles,
received the mnanimous approval of the American people, and
there was not a discordant note in the press or on the platform.
Therefore President Wilson was justified in his statements in
speeches in England and France and Italy when he stated that he
voiced the heart and mind of the public on the terms of peace,
for he had been their spokesman, had laid down the general
principles during the war which should govern in the treaty of
peace. It'may be termed “idealism.” If so, it was the idealism
of the Nation. It was, however, no dream, but ‘the practical
application of ‘the principles of the American Government 'to
the problem of Teconstruction of the world under the-clearest
and most equitable adjustment of governmental affairs ever put
in operation since the Divine Master came to earth and preached
the gospel of peace and good will to dll men.

The war marks the end of an old order and the beginning of a
new one. The spiritual meaning will only penetrate our minds
after the final adjustment of peace shall have been completed.
The social, politieal, and spiritual results of the ‘tragedy wiil
affect the destinies of mankind to the end of time.

The President, in his address to the Senate July 10, 1010, sub-
mitting the treaty for its ratification, said:

Convenient, indeedl indispensable, as statesmen found the newly
planned league of nations to be for ‘the execution of present plans of
peace and reparation, they saw it In a new aspect before their work
was finished. They saw it as the main object of peace, as the only
means that could complete it or make it worth while. They saw it as
the hope of the world, and that hope they did not dare disappoint. Shall
we, or any other free people, hesitate to acce*:t this great duty? Dare
we reject it and break the heart of the world

It has come about by no plan of our coneeiving, but by the hand of
God, who led us in this way. We can not turn back.

Surely, Mr. President, the American people, who gave their
absolute confidence to their chosen leader, armed with ex-
traordinary powers, during the trying hours of the war, who
responded cheerfully to every appeal he made for men, money,
and the practice of self-denial, who listened 'to his clean and
fervid enunciation of the Issues involved, who 'believed that
he clearly stated their purpose and interpreted the spirit of
our Government, who believed in him and trusted him with a
faith as trustful as was ever given to any leader of men, will
not in the hour of triumph reject his final and conclusive work
to end the great tragedy and establish peace on earth.

For seven weary and strenuous months he gave mind and soul
to the great task. At the council board he toiled with the great
statesmen who had led their people through the valley of the
shadow of death. Experienced, tried statesmen, no novices in
world politics, men who knew the difficulties of reconstruction,
men determined to work out a plan to remedy the great wrongs
of the past, men determined to preserve civilization, determined
to destroy war, and to safeguard the future by a general plan of
disarmament by cooperation of the society of nations to settle
national difficulties at the eouncil board rather than by the
sword. All these joined in what they deemed the enly practieal
method of securing an immediate peace, which should endure and
give rest to a troubled and suffering world to insure the reign

of law based upon the consent of the governed and sustained by

the organized opinion of mankind, organized through the plan
of the league of nations. As they trusted Woodrow Wilgon in
the past they trust him now and will still follow that clear

rmit me to address'to yon'

mind and noble heart which -engrafted in the league of nations
that divine dectrine of liberty, the support of the weak, the
trusteeship of the strong, and the wuniversal brotherhood of

Mr. ' THOMAS. Mr. President, the attainment of permanent

‘peace among men has been a theme for poets, philosophers, and

statesmen -since the race emerged from the rudiments of tribal
life. It has found expression in the literature of all ages and
all eountries, in the sanctions of every established religion, and
in the yearnings of humanity for an existenece ‘immune from
conflict and tribulation. Tt is witalized by the carnage of every
great war., Tts-spirit crowns their close with treaty covenants
establishing ‘peace between ‘the nations, bristling with rigid
guaranties and prohibitions designed to safeguard its perma-
nency. 'These parchment restraints and provisions have hith-
erto been regarded as self-executing; and the nations after im-
posing and-seeuring them have again turned aside to find absorp-
tion in the more prosaic and profitable pursuits of trade, indus-
try, and polities.

“The rivalries of eommerecial competition soon reappear. These
in time arouse the'latent elements of strife which inevitably over-
come the inertia of every established order that has failed to
note their disturbing influence and provide against their acute
development. History, therefore, discloses the constant inter-
play of their-cause and effect. Tis pathway is strewn with a
dreary procession of treaties and alliances evolved from the
bitter experiences of war and suffering, christened with the bene-
diction of 'their authors, but foredoomed to failure by the opera-
tion of the causes which made their negotiation imperative.

We are just emerging from ‘the most terrible of all wars.
The vast range of the confliet, the destruction of life, the waste
of property, the carnage, the heroism, and the sacrifice attending
its progress have been portrayed many times upon this floor.
The Allies, finally triumphant, have risen to their feet, cov-
ered with the stains of battle and surrounded by the ruins of
a continent. Staggering under the awful burden of their
losses and their obligations, they have imposed upon the enemy
their terms of reparation. They have sketched upon the back-
ground of rnined cities and blackened landscapes the outlines
of a league of nations designed to prevent the recurrence of
future wars. They have woven it into the fabric of their
treaty and forced its acceptance upon Germany, while denying
to her the privilege of immediate membership. It is a plan
composed of many -details, some of them unohjectionable,
others ‘intricate and of supreme importance, mone of them
superfluous. It was drafted and is sponsored by many illus-
trious men chosen from all the nations, men prominent in
public affairs, distinguished in secial, political, and industrial
life, noted for ‘practical and intellectual achievement—patriots
all and inspired by the purest and loftiest of purposes. These
unite in giving the world earnest and disinterested assurance
that the plan of the league will effectuate what all treaties of
the past have proven powerless to secure. Tf this be true it
should receive unqualified approval. For surely the permanent
abolition of war would be the transcendent achievement of
the eenturies. No lover of humanity should hesitate, whatever
his convictions, to ratify a covenant so desirable.

The draft of the treaty is formally before the Senate, which,
as a part of the treaty-making power, must now pass judgment
upon it. This body never before encountered a duty of such
magnitude, whose performance ‘is fraught with so many and
such far-reaching eonsequences. We ean not and will not evade
it. We can discharge it faithTully and efliciently only after a
patient investigation of the details of the document, its frame-
work, its capacity for effectuating its avowed purpose, its results
as far as we may forecast them, and, above all, its relation to

_the authority of the Senate operating under the delegated powers

of a written constitution. Sentiment and passion should have
no place in our counsels. Our action here is legislative in form
only ; in substance and effect it is essentially judicial.

We are confronted at the threshold with the inguiry whether
the grateful assumption s=o confidenfly and constantly made
and so widely accepted that this treaty is a practical guaranty
of permanent peuce is justified. If it may be sustained even
with some qualification, our task would be materially lightened
by the balancing of results with covenants of dubious expediency.
If it will not bear the scrutiny of analysis, we may still conclude
to accept the treaty, but freed from the influence of a sentiment
which may prove illusory and disappointing. We are legislating,
it is said, for all time, and we can not bow to prediction, how
exalted soever its source, unless we be very sure of its basic
value.

Lord Byron says that * the best prophet of the future is the
past.” To history, therefore, must we turn for enlightenment
regarding the intellect of man, its attributes and character-
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isties in operation, what changes and modifications it has under-
gone in the progress of civilization, the influences directing or
controlling its development, and, above all, the effect of war
upon its spiritual and material processes.

What warrant does history furnish for the optimism of the
hour? Has the recent war effected transformations in man
which all previous wars were unable to accomplish?

In what essentials have man’'s defects and virtues been
cleansed and purified in the crucible of his last great agony?
Has he been transfigured by his recent sufferings and sacrifices,
or, still true to type, is he merely chastened by the recent exhi-
bition of his awful powers of destruction and, under the spell
of a spiritual exaltation, absorbed by the age-old conviction that
permanent peace * may be born of treaties and need not proceed
from the prosperity and well-ordered education of the people”?

Man’'s progress from barbarism may be due, as claimed, to
the uplifting and beneficent influences of morals and revealed
religion, These have disclosed and defined their mutual privi-
leges and restraints, established codes of conduct, and outlined
the principles of justice. They have ministered through the
centuries to his sense of responsibility to an Omniscient Power,
the sanction of whose assurances of rewards and punishments
was inexorable. Of all the nations upon earth those invelved
in the Great War just ended were foremost in recognition of the
advanced principles of Christianity and their sense of respon-
sibility to the obvious requirements of moral law. But the war
ensued notwithstanding. It ensued not only, but the nations
engaged on either side proclaimed that theirs was the cause of
the Almighty, and invoked His aid in their behalf and against the
enemy. Such, indeed, has been the attitude of nations in every
war that has stained the annals of recorded time, These melan-
choly facts disclose but half the story, for it may be averred
without the fear of successful contradietion that more lives have
been lost in the earnage of warring religions since the world
began than were sacrificed to the German Moloch since August,
1914. Liberty of conscience has indeed found latter-day refuge
in the habitations but the gpirit which exorcised it for ages still
lurks in the heart of man. It is dormant only because religion
has become a minor note in the diapason of modern progress.
Morality, like every other natural condition, is static; its laws
are unchanging and unchangeable. That which they were in the
beginning they are now, and they ever will be. Their recog-
nition and application to the varied complications of man's in-
tercourse with man may be more pronounced in one age than in
another. They may be observed in larger degree by one nation
or generation than by others, but they may be varied by neither,
for they are the same at all times and everywhere.

The moral and intellectual eonduct of a given time and race
is the reflex of the moral and intellectual view then prevalent.
“The progress,” says Mr. Buckle, “is one not of internal
power but of external advantage.” This author concludes,
and I think correctly, that * moral motives and moral instinct
have exercised but small influence over the progress of civili-
zation. For there is unquestionably nothing to be found in
the world which has so little changed as the great dogmas of
which moral systems are composed: To do good to others, to
sacrifice our own wishes, to love your neighbor as yourself, to
forgive your enemies, to restrain your passions, to honor your
parents, to respect those who are set over you, These and a
few others are the sole essentials of morals, for they have been
known for thousands of years and not one jot or tittle has heen
added to them by all the homilies and textbooks which moral-
ists and theologians have been able to produce.”

If the lessons of history teach us that neither morals nor re-
ligion has kept the world at peace, that Christ, indeed, came
not to bring peace but a sword, that their benign influences
were at flood tide when Germany drew the sword, how may we
in confidence rely upon either as a stimulus for the prevention
of future conflicts? May we expect that either or both have
been diverted into other and purer channels, or that the minds
of men have been finally cleansed and purified by their last
ordeal of suffering and sacrifice? I wish it were possible. But
if we except a few noble men and women from the general
mass of mankind, I can perceive no evidence of such a change.

Will foture wars be prevented by the condign punishment of
those responsible for the last one? Victorious allies have de-
creed the delivery for trial and conviction of those who plunged
the world into chaos five years ago. Vengeance, they declare,
has not prompted themr, but the need for examples warning
others similarly disposed of the fate they must encounter.

A recent writer has said:

After every great war ardent and indignant spirits have cried aloud,
“ It must never happen again."” Europe in 1815, seeking an explana-
tion of its devastating paroxysm of bloodshed, found it Bona -

to-day the world is taught to attribute its latest convulsion to the
Kaiser. Then, as now, the minds of men were dominated by the

eternal delusion that the immediate cause of strife once found and re-
moved nothing was needed but a common tPurpm;e of good will to re-
mold the sorry scheme of things entire, and to achieve our heart's de-
pire in a millenninm of enduring peace,

Napoleon voluntarily delivered himself into the hands of
England. Pending his final sentence, the ship containing him
was compelled to put to sea to escape the crowds of clamoring
Englishmen proclaiming his eminence and demanding his free-
dom. Amid such influences England decreed perpetual banish-
ment of her arch enemy to the loneliest isle on the face of the
globe as a warning and example for all time, but in vain. She
merely crowned him with the immortality of martyrdom, en-
shrined him forever in the soul of militant France, and com-
mended his career and ambitions to the future. The Kaiser
was not appalled by Napoleon’s failure. On the contrary, he
aspired to greater things. There the parallel ceases. Shall we
by the infliction of personal punishment restore it? I would
not mitigate, if I could, the crimes of Wilhelm II. No human
tribunal can exact adeguate expiation for them; but I believe
that his trial, conviction, and punishment will accomplish only
what England accomplished with Bonaparte.

The influence of a martyred Kaiser may not become as great
but may prove quite as potent for war as that of Napoleon.
Prof. Cramb describes the mastery of the great Corsican over
the minds of men as the most significant spiritual phenome-
non of the twentieth century. He ecalls it the conflict between
Christ and Napoleon and declares that Corsica has conguered
Galilee; that Germany, while “abjuring the tyrant and op-
pressor of Europe, gradually acquired a profound and ever
profounder reverence for the creed and the religion toward
which that great and solitary spirit, perhaps the loneliest
among the children of men, still struggled amid the tumults
and desolations, the triumphs and the glories, the victory and
the disaster, of his tragic and brief career.”

Can it be true that the spirit and nature of man have been so
changed and chastened by the awful experiences of the past
four years, by his sacrifice of life and of treasure, by his develop-
ment of methods of wholesale slaughter and destruction, that
he is determined henceforth to avert his gaze from the genius
of war and banish it from the events and contingencies of
the future? Are his ambitions so softened, his greed, avarice,
and selfish competitions so permanently dissipated, that ap-
peals to the sword may now be replaced by appeals to con-
science, by tribunals of arbitration, and by conventions of
similar import?

The situation everywhere furnishes an eloquent and conclu-
sive answer. I affirm without hesitation that the world is to-
day more turbulent, and secarcely less bloody, than before the
signing of the armistice. Only a few days ago Mr. Andrew
Bonar Law told the British House of Commons that 23 different
wars were then in progress. These have been enumerated and
I shall ask permission to incorporate a list of them in the
Recorp. Revolt or revolution in some part of the world is an
everyday occurrence. New nations are fighting each other for
territory, while the dominant races among them are butchering
and despoiling their weaker subjects. The Frankenstein of
Bolshevism is covering half a continent with its bloody tracks
and consuming torch. Strikes, riots, murder, lawlessness, dis-
regard of authority, robbery, and insurrection in Europe, Asia,
and America have long been a story of each succeeding day.
Respect for the ordinary conventions of law and order and a
decent regard for the reciprocal rights and duties of the private
citizen have generally declined, and in some parts of the earth
have disappeared altogether. The world shudders at the pos-
sible consequence of a returning demobilized soldiery weaned
from the prosaic environment of prewar conditions and inured
to the sordid experiences of active warfare. The people of
no nation npon earth seem inclined either to peace or to the
arts of peace. International conflict between the great powers
is not apprehended. Insurrection and internecine conflict
threaten every land. The passions and discontent of men now
rock the world.

Wars ean not be avoided by any plans, leagues, or precau-
tions unless the minds of men become averse to war; and I am
unable to accept the theory that men can be made mereiful,
wise, and moderate, that their ambitions can be stified and
their jealousies curbed, by treaty regulations. The belief that
this can be done is a very old one. It is, in the language of an-
other, “a dramatic but deluded expression of the hope that by
some miraculous process of lawgiving, the collective wisdom of
human society might suddenly be made to dominate over its
collective folly. The Russian Czar in 1815 assumed that the
corporate  consclence is capable of development equal to that
of the individual consclence; that assumption is still widely
prevalent, but it runs counter to all human experience, ancient
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and modern, and ean not be justified under existing conditions
of social and economic evolution.”

And the nations are as the individuals composing them.
These are naturally and necessarily concerned first for their
own interest and welfare, to which all other considerations,
even that of permanent peace, are secondary. France knows
from a long and bitter and terrible series of experiences that
the German of the twentieth is identical with the Hun of
the fifth century, who covets his neighbor's possessions and
is restrained only by the power of visible force. She has thor-
oughly learned his nature, his attributes, his intellectual proc-
esses, and his power in the hard and bloody school of strife and
conflict. And in dealing with him she reveals her own posses-
sion of many of his qualities. She has therefore disarmed him
not only but wrested a Province from him, and she demands a
defensive alliance with England and America against Germany
as a supplement to her league of nations. She may feel secure
against the recurrence of another war, but she will take all
neeessary precautions to win it when it comes.

Italy wants peace, as we do, but not without Fiume and most
of the Tyrol. If she must make a choice between them, she
prefers the latter. No dread of conseguences has swerved her
for a moment from this demand, although she can find no
treaty warrant for it and must know that without Finume the
new Republie of Jugo-Slavonia must nurse a wound that naught
but war can heal. Secarce 20 days ago her soldiers, resenting
the presence of a small French garrison stationed at Fiume by
the allied powers to aid in preserving the peace, slaughtered
many of them like cattle in the shambles. This atrocious
butchery is reported to have been encouraged by their officers.
She has also demanded the Austrian concession at Tientsin as
spoils of war. With one hand she signs the treaty and aceepts
the league of nations, while with the other she slays the sol-
diers of her ally and spreads her net for transoceanic terri-
tory, undeterred by the sanctions of a covenant not yet hard-
ened into permanenecy and undismayed by the prospect of colli-
sion with armed France. She holds by foree what she has
taken and demands by diplomacy what she still covets.

Japan advocates the league of nations, but her adhesion to
the plan was subordinated to her demand for Shantung until
the demand was recognized. China, deprived of an important
Province and distrusting the integrity of Japan’s promise to
return it to her, declines the treaty and the league. Abandoned
by her allies, she hints at overtures elsewhere and appeals to
the conscience of the nations.

Greece must contend with France and Italy for dominion over
the isles of the eastern Mediterranean and the coast of Syria.
Who can say in view of these manifestations that the nations
besides our own and recently at war are inclined to a peace with
which these demands and ambitions ean not be reconciled?

France nursed the wrongs which Germany imposed upon her
at Versailles for nearly half a century. Mommsen declared that
Louis XIV had supplied Germany with ample ground for Bis-
marck’s invasion of France in 1870, and Poland’s partition has
fanned the spirit of Polish nationalism and shaped the destiny of
the Polish race for two centuries. Will this treaty, differing not
a whit in spirit and policy from countless precedents of the past,
escape the consequences which sooner or later have overtaken
and overwhelmed them all? I make no plea for Germany. She
richly merits every requirement which the treaty has imposed
upon her, although I doubt if she can ever comply with them.
Were the nation dismantled and dismembered, wére its people
delivered in perpetual slavery into the hands of the Allies, were
all its property, movable and immovable, confiscated and se-
questered for the benefit of its plundered enemies, the repara-
tion would be incomplete. But the Germans are human beings,
possessed of human attributes, influenced by human motives, and
inspired by human impulses. They have not aecepted the treaty;
that has been forced upon them. Their remonstranees, protests,
pleas, and denunciations aptly and graphically indicate the
national attitude regarding it. It is trne that had the gauge
of battle been against us Germany would have imposed equal or
harder conditions upon the Allies. But would we have aceepted
them willingly or otherwise than at the point of the sword or
with a less rebellious or protesting spirit or without a similar
determination to rid ourselves of it at the first opportunity?
Our treaty with her will be respected and its covenants per-
formed so long as the allied powers ean so dictate. It will be
repudiated whenever that power shall disappear, and this
whether Germany be within or without the league of nations.
The aspiration of Germany will be the coming of that hour.
She will prepare for it, within the limitations of the treaty if
she must, but she will prepare for it nevertheless, and we may be
sure that her preparations will not be discouraged by a world’s
assurance that the horizon of the future shall not be overcast

by the gathering clouds of war. For it is everlasting truth that
no peace of force has ever outlived the force which imposed it.
* It binds only so long as you can make your enemy see hehind
the parchment the gleaming point of the sword.”

Germany’s fleets and armies have been dissipated and her
military prowess overthrown. But her perfect system of espion-
age still covers the world with a vast network of intrigue, whose
meshes penetrate its every secret corner. She still hears the
discussions of council chambers, still records impressions of
every sinister whisper that means aunght to her present or future,
still notes the pulse beats of every nation that has blocked her
pathway to universal dominion. And she is sowing the seeds
of another erop of dragon’s teeth in the soil of prostrate Russia,
whose harvest of misery is foreshadowed by the mistaken policy
of the Allies toward that unhappy country. She is now the
world's pariah. Excluded for the time, and perhaps per-
manently, from the league of nations, she will yet be familiar
with all its activities. She can widen the differences of its mem-
bers and subtly strive to encourage them. The conflicting cur-
rents of trade and commerce must inevitably create rifts in
the scheme of allied unity, and the support of seventy millions
of people outside the pale may become a prize in national com-
petition for markets and material. Here is a balance of power
pregnant with sinister import, one likely to materialize, pos-
sibly to be encouraged, by rival ambitions.

The league of nations, as the name implies, is international
in its framework if not in its substance. Its labor provisions
are distinctly so. It does not propose a fusion of peoples, but a
covenant between governments whereby express powers, partly
judicial, partly administrative, are mutually transferred to a
representative organism. This ligament, federative in character,
is to bind the nations together on terms of mutual security.
This presupposes Internationalism. Some of its sponsors de-
clare the American Constitution to be its analogue, while the
Soclalist support of it is frankly based upon its international
character. These features of the project amply justify the
inquiry whether internationalism may be relied upon to banish
wars from the affairs of men.

The Socialist rightly declares that patriotism promotes the
war spirit, and that it springs from the sentiment of nation-
ality, which in turn is the child of race conscionsness, Mazzini
wisely appealed to the race instinet of the Italian that he might
arouse the spirit of nationality. He well knew that until the
sentiment of his people thrilled with the pride of ancestry and
the glory of their past their dormant patriotism would never
respond to his burning appeals for national unity. The same
processes underlie the story of every great race whose achieve-
ments crowd the pages of history. But it is a serious problem
whether the extinction of nationalism, were that possible, would
result in any corresponding advantage. It might secure peace,
and it might stagnate the races. China is here both a wmining
and an example to the world.

But upon that contingency we need not speculate, for it is an
impossible one. The composite man may appear as a sporadie
production, but he can never be a type. Races may be blended
as they mingle in the same communities, when enjoying equal
privileges, as in the United States, but never otherwise, Their
differing color, aptitudes, intelligence, latitudes, foodstuffs, re-
ligions, institutions, and social attributes are fundamental, and
these will assert themselves persistently, If not offensively, to
the confusion of internationalists and the undoing of empires.

Racial instinets and tendencies are the infullible antidotes to
internationalism. They will assert themselves with a vigor and
persistency that no barriers can suppress. They will survive
every obstacle they encounter. Persecution, suppression, assimi-
lation may check but can not destroy them. Races may be an-
nihilated or reduced to pitiful fragments of survival by vio-
lence or by epidemics. Not otherwise can they be disposed of.
The Jew is the age-long illustration of this truth. Before the
erucifixion the hands of surrounding nations were against him.
Since that period he has been persecuted by the common consent
of the Christian world. He has been butchered, decimated,
ostracized, exiled, starved, robbed, enslaved, and execrated. He
has been exposed to every horror and subjected to the vicissi-
tudes of every danger that the genius of cruelfy and malice
could devise. At this hour, when a world bled white is wel-
coming peace and humanity yearns for the day when the lion
and the lamb shall lie down together, the newly freed peoples
of Europe are celebrating their regained nationality by Jewish
pogroms and assassinations. *“ Yet the Hebrew abides and is
strong.”

Buf the Jew only typifies a universal racial condition, which
asserts itself when opportunity beckons and in moments of
danger and of peril. The old law of self-preservation is both
collective and individual. It appeals to the members of every
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race whose existence may be exposed or threatened. Like fam-
ilies, they fregquently quarrel among themselves, but wage no
battles of extinetion. Like families, they forget internal differ-
ences and unite to meet the shock, or make the atiack upon
the outer cirele, of the common foe. Americans were amazed
in 1808 by the general sympathy of the Latin peoples of Cen-
'tral and South America for Spain, in the war we then waged
'against her for Cuban independence. Mexican distrust and
animosity are a source of constant exasperation to us. But
| these antipathies are spontaneous because they are racial. The
‘Anglo-Saxon attitude toward the Spaniard is a. long history
jof successful aggression; and the descendant of the Spaniard
{instinctively associates Anglo-Saxon propinguity with racial
L antagonisms.

From the hour that the Central Empires declared war against
Great Britain there was never a doubt as to the side Ameriea
would espouse if she determined to enter the struggle. The
i German knew also what we would do; whether he lived here
or in the Fatherland. Their one alternative was to keep us
out, and when the urge became too great they added terrorism
+to propaganda. Germany thus cast the die that sealed her fate.
*She was the mortal enemy of Britain and resolved fo dominate
ior to annihilate her, But Britain is our mother country, an un-
‘natural and hard-hearted parent at times, if you like, but our
!mother country. Both nations are Anglo-Saxon. The ecrush-
'ing of the parent nation would be the ultimate undoing of the
‘offspring, and that would set the world back to the days of
.medievalism. Many reasons have been assigned for America’s
declaration of war, none of which I shall challenge. But I
affirm that the underlying mainspring of our action was Ger-
many's menace to the Anglo-Saxon race. ;

The same urge which thrust Canada and Australia into the
‘allied ranks at Ypres and Gallipoli; which prompted Tatinall
in 1859 to aid the British squadron against the Chinese de-
fenses in the Peiho River, because “blood was thicker than
water ”’; which inspired England’s assurance to Germany in
‘1898 that if she entered the Spanish War at all she would be
‘America’s ally; and which caused Chichester to place his ship
between Dewey’s fleet and the guns of Admiral Diederich in
‘Manila Harbor. And it compelled the Federal Government to
abandon its unnatural reconstruction pelicy in:the South, which
threatened fo subject the Anglo-Saxon to the domination of an
‘inferior and an alien race.

The spirit of nationalism was never more assertive than it is
now. President Wilgon’s announcement of the right of self-
determination was like deep calling unto deep. The response
greeting it was universal. It aroused the self-conscicusness of
peoples, which had been dormant or intermitient for centuries..
Much of the turmoil and bloodshed following the cessation of
hostilities has been due to its swift and defiant assertion. And
it is a condition not easily controlled. It must expend its:
energy before it subsides, and will do more to exoreise the spell
of internationalism than all the fleets and armies of men. When
we reflect that though gagged and shackled for centuries it
could not be extinguished, we may pardon much of ifs excesses
and feel sure of its ultimate adjustment to the scheme of the
world’s progress. But this end will not be easily or peaceably
attained. For race must collide with race ere their jarring
contentions can be disposed of. Not all the peace congresses of
history can prevent it. It is the bitter fruit of the oppressions
and tyrannies of the past, and it is as true to-day as in the
days of Sinai that the sins of the fathers are visited upon their
children.

England long ago realized the indomitable persistency of
racinl characteristics and accommodated her policies to it
She is the great mother of colonies, because she governs sub-
ject nations by respecting their customs, prejudices, and reli-
gions. She suppresses their lawlessness only, and invites their
participation in public affairs. The fruits of her wise and toler-
ant administration of her subject peoples were made abundantly
manifest in the late war, when their soldiers flocked to her
standards and their treasuries were placed at her disposal.

Internationalism would be a menace if it were not an un-
attainable dream. Through no such agency can wars be ban-
ished from the affairs of men. Bolshevik Russia asserts the
cause of internationalism and wonld establish it through the
annihilation of every class of men save the lowest, least effi-
cient, and most degraded. ILet us credit the infamous creed
with consistency, for it has blazed the only path along which
internationalism is possible of attainment. When it is onee
secured, problems of peace and war, like all others affecting
}mm}fmity, will have perished along with the nations concerned
n them.

Ours is a material world and man is a fighting animal. His
contests are not circumseribed by the periods and limitations of

physical conflict. Bernhardi was not far wrong when he said

ithat war was the continuation of foreign policy by nondiplo-

matic means. And foreign policy now concerns itself with com-
mercial intercourse more largely than with purely political
problems. In 1916 the allied powers conferred at Paris regard-
ing the need for a common policy to be asserted in the * war
after the war,” when commerecial interest would again be para-
mount, with Germany reaching out for the markets of the
world. They outlined a program of offense and defense, drastie,
pitiless, and exclusive, to be observed at all times and subject
to change only by common consent. To that policy the United
States took prompt exception, and it was, therefore, postponed
to a. more convenient season.

But the war of arms is practically over. International ecom-
merce, languishing during the war period, is again the prize
of the nations, who will strive for it in eager and unremitting
competition. Their rivalries and jealousieg are everywhere de-
veloping. French exclusions, British embargoes, Japanese ad-
vantages of loeation, renewed American clamor for domestic
duties of higher and yet higher proportions, on the one hand,
are confronted on the other by the diminution of markets
through the overthrow of Russia, the weakening of ecredit, and
the ostracism of Germany. The manufacturing powers are
facing the dawn of their flercest and most relentless industrial
contention for the world's markets and materials. War sue-
cessfully appealed to their altruism; but this contest will not
witness its survival of the armistice unless all of the signs of
the hour be misleading. This quotation from a recent article
in Harpers Magazine tells the story:

The war has not changed the old system of international trade rela-
tions. We are m the era of free trade between nations and
the open door in golonies. Unless reaction goes so far as to cause
a revolution, and economic conditions in other countries are like
those In France, may expect the third decade of the twentieth
century to accentuite the tendency to high riffs and to
governmental backing of large enterprises
secondary states, tectorates,
of France during the war made victory possible, but at the price of n
commercial war after peace Is signed. And if with peace the world
secures a diminution of armaments, international commercial rivalry
will be all the more intense,

In the domain of trade we are reentering the same old world
that environed us before the war interrupted its activities,
and the same rivalries, resentments, practices, underminings,
overreachings, and retaliations will accentuate conflicting
efforts: for securing and maintaining commercial supremacy.
These have been the primal source of all the wars of the past
two centuries. They will prove the trouble breeders of the
future just as surely. This is true, albeit commercial treaties
establish reciprocal rights and duties between the nations here-
after as heretofore. ]

Mr. Courtenay DeKalb, writing for the Atlantie, in Decem-
ber, 1917, graphically declared that—

We shall find at last that the sugrcme ends of peace and general

rosperity are not attainable in nations that attempt a commereial
g:ter!oc&g while they bristle with bayonets of tariff opposition.

He also asserts that—

The plan of a league to enforce peace, stﬂ% of its details, is
in the direction of unification and denntionaliza To: carry it out
res the sinking of national aspirations in the will of a con-
trolling central authority, which to become effective: must progressively
change its scope of world dominance, and that inmevitably means the
ultimate supremacy of the most a ve of the represented groups.
It is contrary to the fundamental laws of broaﬁl&adeveloping life,
There is something better than this; somethin t will preserve
the natural tendeneles to intellectual growth in the raee withont
requiring military a veness as a npational prerogative. That is
to in uce the prineciple of natural trade by taking steps to elimi-
nate the fostering devices on which national aggrandizement depends.
It might not be possible to veach every scheme for artifieial trade
development whieh will lift its head, but the tarif can be stripped
off, and the granting of subsidies and bountles, and all the cruder
forms of paternalism. 7This would at least go far toward the organiza-
tion of the sisterhood of nations on the true competitive basis of
relative inherent skill, knowledge, and ability. In that direction les
the open road to peace and progress. The world may not delude it-
self; it mmust take that highway, or accept the prineiple of the trade
war which goes hand in hand with AMars,

This author anticipated the President’s declaration of Sep-
tember 26, 1918, that—

It would be an InsIncere as well as an insccure peace that does
not definitely exciude those economic rivalries which have been
the prolifie source in the modern world of the plans and passions
that produce war.

It is here in the language of still another author that—

Warm-hearted idealism approaches the colder regions of policiez and
practice.

I am unable to discover how the pending treaty proposes to
exclude economic rivalries, unless the plan is embraced in the
41 articles of part 18 outlining the international labor pro-
gram. And if these rivalries are not exeluded, may we expect
any other than a peace which is insincere and insecure?
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Article 23 commits the members of the league to the en-
deavor to “make provision to secure and maintain freedom of
communications and of transit and equitable treatment for the
commerce of all its members.” This clause seems to the junior
Senator from Virginia all sufficient for the purpose. I quote
his construction of the article:

By according equitable treatment to the commerce of all members of
the league, securing for t eedom of communlecation and transi
wars occasioned by e« cial d ination and by prohibition o
access to the seas will be prevented. This will remove one of the most
fertile sources of the wars of the past. Besides, this will greatly facili-
tate and increase foreign trade and commerce.

My mind would be relieved of an anxious burden if I could
accept the cheerful optimism of this assurance, given so clearly
and so free from any qualifying limitations. But if I did so,
it would still be necessary to inquire whether it did not par-
tially deprive Congress of its power to raise revenue and bring
upon its devoted head the vociferous protests of all protection-
ists. The chairman of the Republican national committee,
speaking, doubtless, after prayerful and anxious consultation
with his associates whose first anxiety clusters around the next
election, has recently demanded a reservation to the treaty safe-
guarding the tariff-making authority from the sacrilegions
hands of any league, and my colleague has expressed himself
in similar fashion. Personally I should like to see some uni-
form system of international customs scientifically prepared
and equitably applied, as I would like to enjoy other sadly
needed but altogether unattainable blessings. Selfishness,
avarice, greed, constitutional restrictions, international jeal-
ousies, trade rivalries, resentments, suspicions, and a train of
other unlovely but altogether human traits forbid. But I de-
rive some consolation for these unfortunate conditions from
Burke’s assurance that no government founded solely upon the
heroie virtues is possible. * Discontent is the divine mother of
progress ” and selfishness the driving force of the world. Trade
wars and tariff reprisals must go on till human nature shall
have been cast in other molds. Of this there is no present pos-
‘sibility. Brooks Adams teaches that trade is the relation be-
tween civilizations, and announced the discovery of a law
through the agency of which civil progress follows the ex-
‘changes. If he is right, the law must persist even in the face
of treaty covenants, and peace though sincere must remain
insecure.

It will be observed that I am at this time making no analysis
of the treaty covenants. I have, indeed, but seldom referred
|to them. I have made some study of the causes of human strife
.and the effect of treaty stipulations upon the conditions of war
land peace since the commencement of that mighty struggle
whose closing scenes make the present year so eventful. They
thave convinced me, much against my inclinations, that the
joptimism of those in times past and of those now living regard-
!ing the establishment of permanent international relations of
any sort, and particularly for the regulation of their political
affairs, however high the purpose or propitious the occasion,
must prove disappointing. When this occurs, reproaches and
‘recriminations inevitably ensue, and these do not tend to soften
asperities or diminish the prospect of collision. My views may
“'be unfounded or imperfect; they may indeed be wholly errone-
ous; but I hope that they may contribute in some small measure
to the solution of our difficult task. Let us perform it rever-
ently and with abundant care, accepting assurances only when
they are fortified by the events of the past, and rejecting predic-
tions which can not stand the test of patient, exhaustive an-
alysis.

I am aware that armaments tend to war and that prepared-
ness for defense is apt to be a cover for aggression, that mili-
tarism will persist if fleets and armies are to be constructed
and maintained as heretofore, and that some method must be
devised for minimizing or abandoning them. The world has
just had all-convincing experience that armaments are no guar-
anty of peace, and the argument that the league of nations is
the necessary forerunner of disarmaments constitutes a power-
ful plea for ifts acceptance. I am also aware that we can not
return to the old conditions and expect to avoid the old conse-
quences. And I am as desirous as any colleague now occupying
a seat in this Chamber to provide, as far as human foresight
can provide, against recurrence by reducing the probabilities
of war. Hence this address is not a plea toward treaty rejec-
tion. It may be better in operation than it seems in theory. I
have read the draft of the league many times, and I am not yet
prepared to pass final judgment upon its merits. But I have
learned that a league for peace is the unwelcome companion
of a peace of force. Their ways are divergent, their objects
antagonistie, their details inconsistent. These come to us as
one instrument. They are so interblended that familiarity
with the whole is essential to an understanding of its parts,

It is to me a source of regret that the two could not have been
formulated as distinet and separate protocols, a course that its
framers would have adopted had the conditions at Versailles
made it possible.

The league, inspired by unselfish and uplifting impulses, typi-
fles peace and reconciliation; the treaty, based upon passion
and self-interest, embodies suppression, reparation, indemnities,
partition, punishment. The league proposes a plan for a new
order in world affairs; the treaty perpetuates the old order.
The league seeks to reestablish the family of nations along racial
and self-determining principles; the treaty applies to the Ger-
man his own method of indemnities and territorial acquisition.
The league would restore Alsace-Lorraine to France and make
the episode a warning to the nations; the treaty recognizes and
reverses the application of the principle and makes France the
aggressor and Germany the victim. The league would abolish
militarism and establish international justice; the treaty re-
enacts militarism by feeding the passions which make war the
final arbiter of national differences.

France knows this so well that she has asked for a defensive
alliance of Great Britain and America with herself and against
Germany. She knows that the treaty bodies forth a transforma-
tion scene upon the stage of Europe wherein she and Germany
change places with each other, and that time must bring its
revenges for Germany as it brought them for her, that peace for
the future, like peace for the past, must be transitory so long as
one people nursing a sense of injury and race oppression can only
hope to satisfy never-ceasing discontents by retaliations which
become inevitable when opportunity knocks at the door.

Everyone knows this to be the situation. The treaty is doubt-
less the best that the conflict of ideals and interests could have
produced. It is not the men negotiating it whom we must criti-
cize, but the inexorable conditions which they respectively advo-
cated and encountered.

But its contending elements can not coexist, for they are
mutually destructive. If the conditions of the treaty persist, the
league will perish. If the covenant survives, the treaty must
temper its harsher features to conform with the mission of the
league. Both can not endure. In some form the treaty will
probably be ratified, and time will determine which of its pur-
poses will survive the other.

I may, however, say in conclusion that my view of a league
to secure peace differs fundamentally from that here outlined
and submitted to our final judgment. The theory of a league
composed of every distinet sovereignty in existence has much to
commend it if mutuality of action and of obligation through
councils and assemblies be indispensable. But these are cum-
brous, slow in operation, and apt to prove disappointing in criti-
cal periods when celerity of movement is essential to the anecom-
plishment of its objects. Moreover, they lack direct control of
the element of force, which is the ultimate dictator of peace. If
I could write a covenant for a league to enforce peace, I would,
bearing in mind the arbitration treaties of 1913 and continuing
allied association for treaty enforcement, confine it to the
English-speaking nations and colonies of the world. Theirs are
the institutions of free men, theirs the wealth, the commerce,
They are carriers of the sea. They advocate and enforce the
impartial administration of justice and of law. They control
the armaments and can mobilize the armies that may be needed
to enforce the peace between nations. No people would disre-
gard the admonition or reject the counsel of such a league. Its
benign influence, the ripe fruit of centuries of experience in self-
discipline, which is the parent of self-government, shedding its
rays over the habitable globe, guaranteeing protection and ex-
tending aid to those not yet able to move unsupported along the
pathway of national development, would do more to minimize
the danger of war and promote the ways and the arts of peace
than any other international understanding the wit of man can
devise. And if these nations be true to themselves and to the
impulses of their common origin, whatever we may now do or
fail to do, these will in time be leagued by destiny for the har-
mony and well-being of mankind. If they can not save the
world, it is past all redemption.

PEACE TREATY AND LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence of the
Senate for a few moments in making some remarks on the
treaty of peace and the league of nations, and in making these
remarks I shall avoid as far as possible all manner of technieal
discussion,

The total annual commerce of the world is over $50,000,000,-
000, and of this our country contributes nearly, if not quite,
one-fifth. Our resources and our activities are so vast that
they require a world for their necessary development and ex-
pansion. We can no longer isolate ourselves in our relations
with other countries. Their doors must be open to us, and
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our doors to them. Modern science has made distant nations
our near neighbors. Chaos, stagnation, and distress in one part
of the eivilized world react upon and ultimately affect other
parts of the world, including our own country. There is, in
these strenuous modern times, a neighborhood of nations, as
well as a neighborhood of individuals. Nations can no longer
with safety and immunity say, “I am not my brother's keeper.”
While our commerce extends to all parts of the world, Europe
absorbs upward of one-half of the entirety. Our country has
become, and for years has been, the great reservoir of food and
raw materials for Europe. Europe has been our greatest mar-
ket for these products, as well as for the vast products of our
varied and manifold industries. We need Europe and Europe
needs us. Free access to her markets is an absolute necessity
of our industrial and economiec life, and her capacity to absorb
our products is contingent upon the degree of law and order
that prevails within her borders. We can not, therefore, isolate
ourselves from, or afford to be oblivious to, the conditions pre-
vailing or likely to prevail in the realms across the sea.

Mr. President, we embarked in the Great War not because
Germany had invaded our country, but because Germany had
invaded our commerce and trade in European waters. She had
made a dead line around Great Britain and France and in the
North Sea, and parts of the Mediterranean, and decreed that
across this line no American shipping should be allowed to
pass. She proceeded to enforce this decree by a most ruthless
and barbarous submarine warfare, in utter defiance of our

, rights and in utter defiance of all international law. As a
demonstration of what she could do and intended to do with
her submarines, she had long before this decree sunk the Lusi-
tania. This attitude and course of Germany made it plain as
never before that she was not only a great menace to England,
Franee, and Italy, but also a most dangerous menace to Amer-
ica. Could she have subdued our Allies, our country wonld
have been at her merey and would have been her next victim,
for it was evident that she aspired to world dominion. It was,
moreover, clear to all who looked beneath the surface of things
that not only was there a menace in her deeds and practices,
but there was even a greater menace in her system of govern-
ment; for it was only such a system that could breed such
practices and such terrors. It was only such a system that,
without valid eause, could embark on such a war and ride
roughshod with fire and sword over a little country whose neu-
{rality it was pledged to protect. The evident eagerness for the
tvar, the campaign of terror and destruction in Belgium and
northern France, all stamped Germany as the juggernaut among
nations. She was emphatically n most dangerous menace, in
spirit and in deed, to the entire world.

When our country embarked in the Great War nearly all our
people, at leasi all good Americans, believed we had valid
grounds for our action and were fully justified. Had we failed
to meet the Teutonie challenge we should have been regarded
as a poltroon among the nations of the world; and, more than
that, it seemed apparent that without our intervention Germany
could not have been thoronghly vangquished or a substantial
peace bhrought to a distracted world—a peace vital to the future
prosperity of our country.

Washington’s Farewell Address, which we all cherish and
of which we are not unmindful, did npt deter ug from embark-
ing in the war and cooperating with the Allies in its energetic
prosecution. Had he and the other great men of his day been
with us at the time we entered the war, he and they would
undoubtedly have fully justified our course.  The founders of
our Government could not foresee, indeed none of us could
foresee, that in the first quarter of the twentieth century we
would be sending an army of 2,000,000 men to Europe to par-
ticipate with England, France, and Italy in curbing and sup-
pressing the great ambition and menace of Germany. There
was an most effective * entangling alliance” between our sol-
diers and the soldiers of England and France that brought the
enemy to his knees and forced him fo seek an armistice and
to sue for peace.

Mr. President, our brave and heroic soldiers demonstrated
to the world that they were second to none in courage, in
initintive, in endurance, and in all the qualities that go to
make first-class fighting men. They demonstrated that the
Ameriean people were not, as many in Europe supposed, a
mere nation of money-makers who worshiped Mammon so
intensely that they had lost all stomach for war. The American
soldier “ went over the top" with a spirit and alacrity that
surprised even the veterans of England and Franee. The glory
of Cantigny, of Chateau-Thierry, of St. Mihiel, and of the
Argonne is hiz forever, and the graves of our fallen heroes
who made the supreme sacrifice bear mute witness to his
bravery and heroism.

American soldiers have fought on the frozen fields of Canada,
on the arid plains and tablelands of Mexico, on the shores of
torrid Cuba, and in the distant Philippine Islands, but of all
the wars they have been engaged in the war that terminated
on the plains and hills of Argonne last November was beyond
any question the most glorions—glorious because of the enemy
encountered, glorious because of the issues involved, and, above
all, glorious in its ultimate outcome.

It now remains for us to reap the full fruits of their victory.
It has not only been our business to vanqguish the enemy, but
it is now our task to see that he stays vanguished and that he
ceases to be a menace to the peace of the world. Unless this
tagk is accomplished we shall have failed to score a complete
victory. To undertake to secure the full fruits of our victory
in Europe will involve a dangerous * entangling alliance” to
no greater extent than was involved in our participation in
the war.

If any great cyclone of war shall arise in the future it will
come from KEurope and not from the Western Hemisphere;
and to say that our country would have no interest in pre-
venting such a war would be contending for the isolation of
our country from the rest of the civilized world.

The entire world, civilized and uncivilized, is vitally inter-
ested in preventing the recurrence of such a war as ended in
November last or of any war akin to it. Our country has
scored a great victory in war; it now remains to score a great
victory of peace. Nearly three centuries ago the great English
poet, Milton, declared :

Peace hath her victories,
No less renowned than war.

A treaty of peace has been negotiated between Germany on
the one part and the United States, Great Britain, France,
Italy, and Japan on the other part. The treaty has been
ratified by Germany, and Great Britain, and I think by France
and Italy. By its terms it is now in force between those coun-
tries, and it is now before the Senate for ratification.

It is unlike any other treaty resulting from and concluding
a war in the past, in that it contains provisions for a league
of nations to enforce and maintain peace, No similar attempt
has found its way Into any former treaty. The treaty may be
likened to a judgment, and the league may be regarded as the
executive officer, the marshal, if you please, to enforce the
judgment. ‘The avowed purpose of the league is to relieve the
world of the terrors of war in the future, and with this pur-
pose, I take it, we ean have no controversy.

The question for us to consider is whether our country
should participate in carrying out this purpose, and, if so, to
what extent and subject to what limitations.

I have already pointed out how vitally our ecountry is inter-
ested in the peace of Europe, the storm center of future wars.
To have our economic, industrial, and commercial relations with
Europe severed by the convulsions of a great war within her
borders would divest us of much of our vitality, would confine
us mainly to the Western Hemisphere, and commercially we
would, to a large extent, be a Samson shorn of his locks. Eun-
rope is our greatest customer, and it is for the interest of our
country to maintain that customer on a high purchasing level.
This may seem a sordid argument, but, thank God, our people
are not all sordid. The great mass of the American people,
having enjoyed the blessings of a free government, are vitally
interested in and sympathize with the downtrodden people of
Europe, and realize that of all the calamities and agonies that
can befall them the greatest is that of war. |

I confess that I can not take much stock in the *entangling-
allitnee ” argument. When we sent our soldiers to Europe to
participate in the war with the Allies, we jumped that fence.
It seems to me that was to a considerable extent an entangle-
ment in European affairs. And having entangled ourselves to
that extent, why should we not entangle ourselves to secure the
full results of our victory and avoid being entangled in another
war? But it is claimed by some overnervous people that the
league will breed war. Can any sane man believe that if the
representatives on the league of the United States, Great
Britain, France, and Italy, through the machinery of the league,
should forbid Germany to enter upon a war, Germany in the
face of this admonition would venture to cross the Rubicon?
The league is the first concrete and substantial effort that has
been made looking to the prevention of war and the maintenance
of international peace. It may be that some of the provisions
are crude and vague and could well be improved upon. We
can hardly expect perfection in a first effort in a new field.
Time may develop the necessity for amendments, and provision
should be made therefor in the covenants, I do not ecare to
enter upon a technical discussion of the provisions relating to
the league; that has been covered by many other Senators.
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Mr. President, to my mind the chief question is, Are any of
the provisions relating to the league unconstitutional or beyond
the pale of the treaty-making power? I take it that the treaty-
making power extends to all subjeets not inhibited by the man-
dates of the Constitution and not counter to powers expressly
vested in Congress. The paragraph of the Constitution confer-
ring upon the President and the Senate the power to make
treaties contains in itself no limitations, The Constitution de-
clares:

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be
made in purspance thereof, and all treaties made or which shall be
made under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme
law of the land. :

But the * authority of the United States ™ is the authority con-
ferred by the Constitution in its entirety, and nothing more,
The war-making power, with the power to raise and support
armies, is expressly vested in Congress, and in no other body or
authority. No one, I take it, will for a moment seriously con-
tend that the President and the Senate—a part only of the law-
making power—can, by treaty, divest Congress, in its entirety,
of its constitutional war power. So far as article 10 of the
covenant would tend to embroil our country in war without
the consent of Congress, it is manifestly outside of the pale of
the treaty-making power. While it might be said that the
league should take judicial notice of the limitations of our
Constitution and constiue article 10 in the light of those limi-
tations, it is better for us, and much better for the league, to
qualify that article by suitable reservation or disavowal.

There are those who maintain that article 10 does not mili-
tate against the war-making power of Congress; but as this is
a matter over which there is much doubt and controversy, the
safer course is to remove all doubt and controversy by express
_declarations or reservations,

The last provision of article 1 should in some form be elimi-
nated or neutralized; the right of withdrawal from the league
should be unconditional. .

The contention that article 12 might compel us to submit to
arbitration such domestic questions as immigration or other
vital subjects is, I think, to a great extent obviated or neutral-
ized by the second paragraph of article 13 and the eighth para-
graph of article 15. But, in any event, if there is any serious
doubt on this subject, it can be covered by suitable reservation,
and so can the matter of the Monroe doctrine, if there is any
doubt about that.

Except in one particular, to which I shall hereafter refer, the
provisions of the treaty, considering its vast scope, seem to me
just, fair, and reasonable.

Alsace and Lorraine are, as a matter of retributive justice,
restored to France. The Saar Basin, with its coal mines, is
placed in the control of France for a period of 15 years, as a
substitute and recompense for the coal mines of northern France
destroyed by the vandalism of Germany.

The Danish portions of Schleswig are, through a plebiscite,
to be restored to Denmark. Poland is again resuscitated and
established as an independent nation, with its boundaries fixed
on the north, the west, and a part of the south, and is given an
outlet to the sea by way of Danzig. Owing to present condi-
tions in Russia, the eastern and southeastern boundaries could
not well be established in the treaty.

The Czecho-Slovak State is recognized and its boundaries
with Germany established.

The reparation provisions of the treaty, in view of the havoe
and destruction wrought by Germany, are just, though not
ample, but probably all that Germany can stand or that can
well be realized from her at this time or in the near future.

Among the most important and valuable provisions of the
treaty are the disarmament and demobilization provisions., If
these are carried out, conseription is abolished and Germany
will be left with a standing army of only 100,000 men, com-
posed of volunteers under a 12-year enlistment, and a standing
navy of G battleships, G light eruisers, 12 destroyers, and 12
torpedo boats, with a personnel of 15,000 men, volunteers under
a 12-year enlistment. This will reduce her military and naval
power to a minimum and for years render her less dangerous
than formerly as a belligerent.

These provisions -of the treaty are of great value to the
German people in relieving them of conscription and in reliev-
ing them of the burden of maintaining a vast military and
naval establishment, as in the past. It will enable them to
devote their energies to industrial instead of military activi-
ties, and it will enable them nore easily to meet the repara-
tion requirements of the treaty. While the German people may
feel that the terms of the treaty are in many particulars very
harsh and exacting, they can not help realizing, unless they
are still possessed of a mania for war, military autocracy, and

world power, that a great blessing has been conferred upon
them by relieving them from the extensive military service in
vogue in the past and the burdens of taxation incident thereto.
But, more than this, they are relieved of army rule, and can
more easily establish and maintain a freer and more demo-
cratic form of government than they have had heretofore.
This will be the main gain of the German people from the war
into which they were driven by their military autocracy. I
hope the German people will have the good sense to avail them-
selves of this feature in the body of the treaty.

Poland, dismembered and divided by Germany, Austria, and
Russia many years ago, has by the terms of the treaty, after
years of suffering and brutality at the hands of those powers,
been restored to its own people and established as an inde-
pendent nation, to work out its own salvation on its own lines
and for its own people, relieved from the incubus of the three
despoilers. This is one of the grand results of the war that
we can not help but rejoice in. America has been able to make
some return for the help Poland’s sons, Pulaski and Kosciusko,
rendered our country in the Revolutionary War. The wrongs
and injustice of more than a century have been in part atoned
for and righted. Poland has in it the elements of a strong and
vigorous nation, imbued with the elements of {rue democracy,
and she will prove to be a safeguard and barrier between mili-
tary autocracy on the west and south and Bolshevism on the
east; and she will be able to stay German commercial attrition
to the eastward, and to that extent be a relief to Russia.

The only part of the treaty, aside from the covenants of the
league, that I can not be reconciled to are the provisions
relating to Shantung, articles 156, 157, and 158. This conces-
sion, as I am informed, was made with much reluctance and
misgiving. As I understand it, the genesis of the matter is

In the early part of the war, long before we came to the
relief of the Allies, England and France were sorely pressed,
especially England, on account of her unpreparedness, and they
were seeking help and allies in all directions. As an induce-
ment for Japan to join them, they agreed, in substance, that if
Japan would capture the German acquisitions in Shantung
and expel the Germans therefrom and in general support the
Allies, Japan should, on the conclusion of peace, be subrogated
to the rights of Germany. It was this agreement that con-
fronted England and France at the peace table and prevented
them from joining the President in opposing these provisions
of the treaty. Japan was insistent, and China protested. 1
understand that Japan, while as a matter of pride insisting on
the provisions of the treaty, yet, nevertheless, through her
representatives, verbally agreed that within a year or two she
would restore the concession to China; that a written memo-
randum was made of this verbal promise, but it was not signed
by the representatives of Japan. Japan ought to clear up the
matter and give satisfactory assurance that she will within a
reasonable time return all the German Shantung concessions to
China. It will never do to leave Japan in permanent control of
this Province, with full right of exploitation. It would tend to
put her in full control of the East, and ultimately lead to the
dismemberment of China.

How fortunate we are at this juncture to have a big American
base in the East, in the Philippine Islands, from which our voice
can be effectively heard and our influence felt in oriental affairs!
And now, when we are all rightfully exercised over Shantung,
it is well to recall how a few years ago an effort was made in
Congress, which came near succeeding, to cast the Philippine
Islands adrift and leave them to shift for themselves, and the
agitation for this is still pending. This Shantung affair ought
to admonish us not to leave the Philippine Islands as a lure for
similar exploitation. The relinguishment of Heligoland, when
made, seemed a small matter to England, but it turned out to
be a great embarrassment and handicap to her naval operations
in the late war.

As the war which closed on the plains of Argonne last Novem-
ber was in all its course and aspects the greatest, the most
terrific, and the most destructive of lives and property in all
the known annals of time, so the treaty of peace which has
resulted therefrom is the most comprehensive and the most far-
reaching in all its details of all treaties, modern or ancient,
It was a Herculean task to extinguish and overlap the great
crater of the war. As the grounds covered by the treaty are vast,
it leaves a large field for criticism for those who are so inclined.

My first thought was that the covenants of the league should
be separated from the main treaty and considered apart there-
from, but on examination I find that this can not well or properly
be done. So many of the provisions of the treaty rest upon and

are entwined with the league covenants for their initiation or
ultimate performance that such segregation would tend, directly
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or indirectly, to destroy or neutralize valuable and important
provisions of the treaty and render some of its provisions abor-
tive. Se, to my mind, the only safe course to pursue is to con-
sider and act on the covenants in connection with the other
provisions of the treaty.

There has beea so much technical and learned discussion of
the covenants that I have avoided entering that field. I have
merely in a brief manner pointed out some of the objectionable
features and have suggested how these can be obviated and
overcome. I have not groped around to find objections to defeat
the treaty, for I am imbued with the faith that fundamentally
the general purpose of the league is sound and fully war-
ranted.

Little as we looked for it in 1914, we were, after all, contrary
to the admonitions of the fathers of our country, * entangled ”
in a great war, not in our own borders, not anywhere in the
Western Hemisphere, but 3,000 miles away, in the very heart
of Europe. It seems to me that our country is, and ought to be,
as much interested In preventing the recurrence of any similar
war as in entering the war in the first instance. We ought to
be as much interested in securing permanent peace results from
the war as in making war. It surely can not be more dangerous
to “ entangle ” us iL securing a permanent peace in Europe than
to “entangle” us in a war in Europe.

Aside from the facts I have heretofore mentioned, there are
some faets and circumstances which at this juncture seem to me
of the highest importance and worthy of our consideration.
The events of the last seven or eight months have shown to us
what a great spirit of unrest, bordering in some instances on
anarchy, prevails throughout the ecivilized world as an after-
math of the Great War; and ocur country is not entirely free
from this spirit of unrest. Organized society seems in many
places to be in a soluble state, especially in the Old World. Let
us not be blind to this condition nor seek to minimize it, but
look it squarely in the face. What is needed is to restore law
and order throughout the civilized world, and in this problem
our own country is interested in common with the other great
eivilized nations of the world. A permanent and lasting peace,
leading to a full revival of the industrial and commercial activi-
ties of the world, will tend to cure this spirit of unrest. Where
food and work at good wages abound there is little thought of
revolution. There can be no such revival where war clouds are
on the horizon. Remove the terrors of war—the poor and lowly
suffer most therefrom—and mankind will breathe easier and
will soon be born to a new life and to a new spirit. Would
it not be sad to think that our country should stand aloof from
such purpose and such mission?

PRbPAGANDA AND REPRESSION.

Mr, FRANCE. Mr. President, I desire to make a very brief
statement bearing upon a memorial which I send to the desk
and which I ask to have printed at this point as a part of my
remarks.

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows: I

47 UNIVERSITY PLACE,
New York, July 10, 1910,
To the CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES :

The undersigned ministers of the Gospel, deprecating the prevalent
tendeney to oppose the spread of anarchism by lawless and violent
methods, respectfully invite attention to the following statement,
which has already been addressed to the public:

“ While the horror of the latest bomb outrage is still fresh in the
minds of Americans, we would eall attention to the menace of the
growth of the spirit of violence, bitterness, and unreason among our
people. We sincerely trust that the criminals responsible for these
outrages will be discovered and punished by due process of law. Ter-
rorism must be given mo room in our land. But to eliminate this
menace it is not enough merely to join in the hue and cry against
anarchy and Bolsheviem ; we must also study the economiec and mental
factors which make the background for this half-insane type of terror-
ism. A common resolve to abide by our time-honored lprmciple«s of
free discussion and the regular processes of constitutional government
is the need of the hour,

“ Unhappily violence, recontl{ employed in the name of Pn
has been allowed to go unpunished by the authorities, and hhs even
been praised by leaders in Government and in the press. In New
York on May day peaceful meetings were attacked, the Call Building
was raided, and innocent men and women suffered serious injuries.
Many voices openly praised such treatment of ‘the reds.’ But con-
donations of violence lead to contempt of law and strengtlien those
who counsel revolutlon.

“To meet the situation we urge—

“1. That all men and women of good will set themselves to in-
fluence public opinion through ewr{')eavallable medinm against lawless
measures by whomsoever they ma, employed. -

“2. That they resolve to see that fair hearings and just trials are
flw‘n to men, lrresgective of their political or economic opinions, so that
t may be truly said that in America no man’s case, be he an I. W, W. or
a Bolshevist or the most reactionary conservative, is prejudged by an
appeal to popular feeling; and in particular that they set themselves
against the counsels of hate, whose effect upon the rising generation
can only be to pile up future disaster for mankind,
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% 3. Bince, In the judgment of the Attorney General of the United
States, existing laws against criminal terrorism are adequate and since
free discussion is essential for the exposure of economie and political
errors, that the attempt be abandoned to coerce minority opinion, so long
as it does ng ‘:Promute disorder, and to defeat soclal change by re-

n

pressive 1 on.

“As ministers of the Christian church and as citizens of this liberty-
honoring Republic, we plead for faith in reason, good will, and fairness
to oppose the forces of bitterness and violence in our national life.”

Revy, George Alexander, pastor of the First Presbyterian
ev. Charles R. Brown, dean of the

Church, New York;
Bchool of Religion, Yale University ; Rev. Hen ]:l:; CBohb.
ork ; Revy.

West End Collegiate Reformed Church, New
Henry Sloane Coffin, Madison Avenue Presbyterian
Church, New York, assistant professor, Union Theologi-
cal Seminary ; Rey. Harry E. Fosdick, minister in First
Preshyterian t‘huu‘h. professor, Union Theological Sem-
inary; Rev. Willinm P. Merrill, Brick Presbyterian
Church, New York ; Verg Rev. Howard C. Robbins, dean
of Cathedral St. John the Divine, New York; Rev. Wil-
liam Austin Smith, editor of the Churchman: Rev.

I
Ralph W, Sockman, Madison Avenue Methodist K Bc&-

pal Church; Rev. Frank Mason North, secretary
of Foreign Missions of the Methodist E;ilisco(‘pal Chureh,
regident of the Federal Council of the Churches of
*hrist in America ; Very Rev. Hughell Fosbroke, dean of
the General Theological Seminary, New York: Rev. Ar-
;I.l;ll{;' C, Mc@Giffert, president Union Theological Semi-

Mr. FRANCE. Mr, President, this memorial urges that all
men of good will set themselves against violence and lawless-
ness and against all the counsels of hate. It urges toleration,
freedom of discussion, and the abandonment of the attempt to
coerce minority opinion and to defeat social change by repressive
legislation. Coming as it does from men distinguished both for
their intellectual leadership and their patriotic devotion to our
free institutions, it is worthy of our most careful consideration.

Senators, none of us can fail to realize that we are here
charged with unprecedented responsibilities while the Republie
is passing through these most critical and dangerous days of her
whole history. Upon the decision of the next few months de-
pends the future of our institutions, dedicated fo the exalted
purposes expressed in our Constitution, and perhaps the fate of
free republican government everywhere throughout the world.

On a number of occasions during the last session of the Con-
gress I urged the repeal of the repressive, oppressive, un-
American espionage act. Believing as I do in free discussion,
in the essential rationality of popular government, in the all but
infallible judgment of the masses of the people when the proc-
esses of the common mind are allowed to operate undisturbed,
I deemed it essential that when a treaty was to be submitted
involving all that we hold dear, pledging the blood of our youth
in a new armed coalition which guarantees the rearranged map
and an arbitrary redivision of a world of important parts of
a treaty fixing the obligations whith are to be fastened upon fu-
ture generations, it was but fair to ask that the whole case be
fairly submitted, that the people be allowed to freely and fear-
lessly discuss the facts and to reach the coneclusion for them-
selves as to whether this proposed plan was designed to serve
the ends of royalty, of imperialists, of reactionaries, of special
interests, or whether it was devised to secure the advancement
of the masses of mankind.

I deemed it dangerous at such a time as this to clothe inter-
ested Government officials with unlimited and arbitrary powers,
to close the public forums fo discussion and debate, to intimi-
date speakers, to censor the cables, to control the press, to ex-
clude publications from the mails when as never before full
and accurate information seemed to me to be indispensable
for the preservation of our liberties, We asked, I say, only for
a fair hearing upon this falsely named league of nations’ plan
at the great bar of public opinion, but this has been denied.

It is the apparent purpose of the administration to foist this
scheme upon the people by a well thought-out campaign, clev<
erly combining propaganda with repression.

In certain eities it is impossible to hold a public meeting
without the permission of the police. I offer in support of this
statement a letter which I ask to have printed at this point'
as a part of my remarks: -

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

DEPARTMEXT oF PUBLIC SBAFETY,

Bureau or PoLICE,
FPhiladelphia, June 20, 1919.

(Meeting June 26, 1919.)

Howarp L. FUSSELL, Esq., Attorney at Law,
505 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa.

Dear Simz: In reply to your letter of 19th instant, in which you ask
permission for a meeting to be conducted at South Broad Street Theater
at 8 o'clock on Thursday evening, the 26th instant, to be addressed b
Senator France, of Maryland, Hon. D. F. Malone, of New York City, an
Rabbi Magnes, of New York City, on * The preservation of American
Hberties,” would say :

Permission is hereby granted for the proposed meeting to take place,
providing it is properly and lawfully condueted, but the speakers in
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their remarks must comply with our laws and ordinances and with the
proclamations issued by the President of the United States prohibiting
treasonable or seditious utterances.

I have notified the Leutenant of the fifth district to this effect, and
instructed him toc see that above conditions are strictly complied with.

Yours, res tiully,
nECUNEE : Jaums RoBINSON, Superintendent.

Mr. FRANCE. I desire now to call attention to another illus-
tration of repressive measures in the form of the suppresssion by
the Department of Justice of a legitimate publication. I read
from the Review, a periodical published in New York, the number
of July 26, 1919, volume 1, No. 11, page 237:

The Century Co. has been informed by a representative of the De-
partment of Justice that action will be brought to prevent the further
distribution and printing of Thomas F. Millard's “ ocracy and the
Bastern Question,” because of confidential matters it contains. What
these matters are we have no means of knowing. The book was in-
formingly reviewed in these columns (July 12) by Prof. W. W. Willoughby,
whose residence during the last four years in the Far East and close
stnd{ of its problems from a pecullarly advantageous position excellently

nalified him to point out the striking importance of Mr. Millard’s work.
3:0!. Willoughby's paper has already created considerable interest
among those who a %redate the

garity attending our relations in the
Orient, especially with respect to Shantung.

I desire now to read an interesting editorial upon this state-
ment in the Century. This editorial does not come from a Re-
publican paper. It comes from one of the strongest Democratic
papers of the country, a paper which up until this time has been
a real supporter of the administration, the Baltimore Sun, of
Baltimore, Md. This is the editorial, and it might be well for
the absent Democratic Senators to read it for their edification
in to-morrow’s RECORD :

[Editorial in the Baltimore Sun, Saturday, July 26, 1919.]
AGAIN THE CENSOR. ! 4

From the Review we learn that the Century Co. has been informed
by a representative of the Department of Justice that action will be
revent the further distribution and printing of Thomas F.
Millard’s * Democracy and the Eastern Question,” because of confiden-
tial matters it contains,

What excuse under heaven can be presented in justification of this
action? From the s;ggomm of newspapers the Government moves
onward to the suppn n _of books. Not on the ground of immoral-
ity—there is noth in “ Democracy and the Eastern Question' that
would make blush the cheeks of the daintiest maiden. Not on the

und that it would interfere with the progress of the war—the war
8 over. Not even on the ground that it preaches subversive social
doctrines—Mr. Millard’s book has nothing to do with Bolshevism.
Bu{’t on the strange and mystifying ground that it contains confidential
matters.

What possible confidential matters can a book on China and Japan,
written by a man who, although he intensely dislikes Ja , i8 recog-
nized as an authority on eastern guestions—what ible confidential
matters that the United States Government has a right or should care
to object to can such a book contain? This Government has no secret

treaties. It boasts of openly arriving at its covenants with other
powers, It boasts of [ts bellef in free speech. What has It to be
ashamed or afraid of ?

uestion ” was reviewed in the Evening
ound it a bitter but fo un-
ciation of Japan's course in China. He reviewed at the same time a
defense of Japan’s course by a Japanese writer. There has been no
attempt to suppress the latter book. Is antl-Japanese propaganda to
be prohibited and Japanese propaganda encouraged?
he censorship was supposed to end with the war. It is bad enongh
in war; it is intolerable peace, Its characteristie stupldity is evl-
denced In this case by the fact that the suppression took place after
the book had been on the market for two or ee months and widely
distributed. We hope the Century Co. will test the right of the De-
rtthment 4:_&.-1 ustice to interfere with the printing and sale of this book

n the eou

That is an editorial from a Democratic paper. Commenting
upon this editorial, the Baltimore News, one of the great inde-
pendent papers of the South, goes on further in the discussion
of the question of censorship, and I shall read into the Recorp
this editorial from the Baltimore News of July 26, 1919, eniitled
* Censorship, indeed " :

[Editorial from the Baltimore News, July 26, 1919.]
CENSORSHIP, INDEED,

Our highly esteemed Democratic contemporary discovers that the
censorship is still in operation; that it is directed toward the repres-
sion of public information and cussion of international politics, par-
ticularly in their relation to national policies of other natlons. A
book on Japanese-Chinese relations is about to be suppressed because
somewhat of the information it contains is of * confiden

Does onr contemporary really think this the first instance of cen-

“ Democracy and the Eastern
SBun of July 6. Our reviewer

gorship in this direction? Does nnf day go by that its copy desk
doesn’t handle dlslaatches bristling with intimations of a censorship at
work to help the leagne of nations propaganda? How much comes in

to our contemporary concerning the true situation in eastern Europe,
a very considerable section of the world, whose future has now been
g0 admirably settled on gaper that we can afford fo gnarantee its per-
manence even by arms, if need be?

If our contemporary will look carefully through its files of the past
few months, it will {ind there abundant evidence that the censorship
to keep Nation in the dark has been at work ht nlouﬁ, that
it is more concerned to keep the Senate in the dark than the publie,
This, because the Benate has the greater need of the information, as
a that wants to make imm te and official use of it. If our
contemporary will look very hard, perhaps it can find evidences that,
so far as the Senate is concerned, the President is not even rnw
the suppression of Information to subordinates. He does it h ik
Witness the many unanswered Senate resolutions on his desk that beg
for official light on the problems officially before it. Witness the
French treaty, that the Senate can not igmore, but which, as to text

1" character. |

and to purpose, it must conti

what tm,? President has said u#gﬂ?d:ﬁlym::;guil:g tll;c. }:Lgl‘;t'bginr}g. g
May, that it was simply an aFreement to do in a specifie instance what
we wounld bound in gemeral to do under the league covenant, and, in
July, that it was simply an interim arrangement,

Senators, if the purposes of this treaty are compatible with
our national traditions and purposes, why is it that its pro-
ponents must use methods which are out of harmony with the
spirit of free institutions and violate the specific provisions
written by the fathers into the Constitution of our country?

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent
in executive session, the doors were reopened and (at 4 o'clock
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, July 31, 1919, at
12 o'clock meridian,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 29, 1919.
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.
Gould B. Blakely fo be register of the land office at Salt Lake

City, Utah.
ReceEvEr or Punric MoNEYS.

Heber C. Jex to be receiver of public moneys at Salt Lake
City, Utah. .
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY,

George W. Burr to be major general.
QUARTERMASTER CORPS.

Col. Charles R. Krauthoff to be brigadier general.
Col. Herbert M. Lord to be brigadier general.

AMEDICAL CORPS.
Charles Augustus Pfeffer to be first lieutenant.
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN REGULAR ARMY.
CAVALRY.
Ira Platt Swift to be second lieutenant.
ProMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY.
CAVALRY.
Lieut. Col. Louis C. Scherer to be colonek
INFANTRY.
To be lieutenant colonels.

Maj. Robert 8. Offley.

Maj. Samuel P. Lyon.

Maj. Charles H. Paine.

Maj. Thomas W. Darrah,

Maj. Americus Mitchell.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.

The following-named temporary colonels to be lieutenant
colonels in the Marine Corps:

Harold C. Snyder and

Alexander S. Williams,

The following-named temporary majors to be captains in the
Marine Corps, for temporary service:

Charles A. Wynn,

Thad T. Taylor,

Glenn D. Miller,

Herbert Rosenzweig,

Thomas H. Watson,

Burwell -H. Clarke,

Walter G. Sheard,

Paul Brown,

Roger W. Peard,

John D. Nevin,

Petet O. Geyer, jr.,

James E. Davis,

Lloyd L. Leech,

Charles P. Gilchrist,

Gustav Karow,

Joseph E. Brewster,

Raphael Griffin,

Karl I. Buse,

Harold 8. Fassett,

Samuel A, Woods, jr.,

William C. Byrd,

George C. Hamner,

Arthur B. Jacques,

David H. Owen,

James M. Bain,
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George B. RReynolds,

James T. Moore,

Horace C. Cooper,

John M. Arthur,

Gordon Watt,

Thomas P. Cheatham,

Louis W. Whaley,

William C. James,

Thomas E. Bourke,

James F. Jeffords,

Benjamin T. Cripps,

Jacob M. Pearce, jr.,

Daniel E. Campbell,

Maurice G. Holmes, .

Charles C. Gill,

James E., Betts,

Norman S, Hinman,

George Faunce Adams,

Wethered Woodworth,

James W. Webb,

John M. Tildsley,

Le Roy P. Hunt,

Louis E, Woods,

Edward R. Rhodes,

Donald R. Fox,

William McN, Marshall,

George H. Scott,

Alexander. Galt,

Paul R, Cowley,

Bailey M. Coffenberg, I

Eugene F. C. Collier, |

Evans O, Ames,

Stanley M. Muckleston and

William H. Davis.

The following-named temporary captains to be first lieutenants
in the Marine Corps, for temporary, servic uerviee.

Victor A. Barraco,

Thomas O. Tate,

James G. Somerville,

Jack H. Tandy,

Eric A. Johnston,

William P. T, Hill,

Robert A. Bowen, jr.,

Philbrick W. Jackson,

William W. Carson,

Albert V. Williams,

Harold B. Hoskins,

Lucian H. Vandoren,

Thornton Wilson,

Daniel W. Bender,

Clyde N, Bates,

George H. Whisenhunt, jr.,

Carl D. Brorein,

Vincent J. Fitzgerald,

Anthony W. Durrell, jr.,

William R. Brown,

James M. Wallace,

John G. Yowell,

Lewis R, Stickles,

William A. Eddy,

Oliver T. Francis,

Carlos H. McCullough,

Cornelius H. Reece,

Lemuel A. Haslup,

James P. Adams,

Edward A. Fellowes,

Haskin U, Deeley,

Sparling B. Anderson,

Henry W. Paret, jr.,

Louis F. Timmerman, jr.,

Gordon M. F. Chance,

George K. Campbell,

Henry R. Heebner,

Fred C. BEastin, jr.,

Robert C. Kilmartin, jr.,

Edward A. Craig,

James E. Hunter, jr.,

Julian P. Brown,

William E. Riley,

Albert G. Skelton,

Walter S. Fant, jr.,

Andrew L. W. Gordon,

Percival L. Wilson,

Bernard Dubel, .

George C. Medary,

Charles C. Simmons, jr.,
Thomas G. Letchworth,
Earle M. Randall,
Leland 8. Swindler,
John P. Manton,

Ernest H. Lowenthal,
Ray A. Robinson,
Howard N. Stent,
Kenneth B. Collings,
Basil Gordon,

Donald Spicer,

Ford O. Rogers,
Creswell M. Micou,
Walter G, Farrell,
Raymond T, Presnell,
Lloyd A. Houchin,
William L. Harding, jr.,
John B. Neill, jr.,

David Dunecan,

Lyle C. De Veaux,
Ralph R. Robinson,
Floyd W. Bennett,
Norman E. True,
Walter E. Bilisoly,
John K. Martenstein,
Francis J. Kelly, jr.,
Conrad S. Grove, 3d,
Charles M. Portis,

St. Julien R. Childs,
Hamilton M. H. Fleming,

- Walter I. Greth,

Frederick E. Stack,
George C. Collar,
John F. Roy,

Edward S. Shaw,
Stanford H. Moses, )
Edward L. Pollock, jr.,
Gardiner Hawkins,
Leland D. Breckinridge,
Merritt A. Edson,
Laurence T. Stallings, jr.,
Edgar A. Poe, jr.,
Edward O. Bogert,
John A. Tebbs,

John C. Wemple,
Curtis W. LeGette,
Cleghorn Foote,
Thomas B. McMartin,
Thomas H. Raymond,
David C. Levy,
Joseph H. Fellows,
Louis G. DeHaven,
John 8. Tyler,
Luther W. Jones,
Chester R. Milham,
David P. Cowan,
Robert L. Montague,
Lester A. Dessez,
John R. Minter,
Robert B. Stuart,
James Wood,

Andrew R. Holderby, 3d
Fillmore W. Eiker,
Timon J. Torkelson,
Merton A. Richal,
Robert A. Barnet, jr.,
Francis B. Reed,
Frank B. Wilbur,
Lester D. Johnson,
John Kaluf,

Judson H, Fitzgerald,
Samuel A. Milliken,
Henry D. F. Long,
James Diskin,

Ross L. Iams,

Lee Carter,

George Nielsen,

Wyle J. Moore,
Charles D. Baylis,
Richard B, Dwyer,
William G. Kilgore,
Harry E. Leland,
Winfield 8. Cranmer,
John F. Leslie,

David R. Nimmer,




3326 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JuLy 29,

Georges I, Kremm,
Trevor G. Willinms,
David L. Ford,
Josephus Daniels, jr.,
Horace Talbot,
Edward B. Moore,
Frank W. Hemsoth,
2mil M. Northenscold,
David Kipness,
Robert K. Ryland,
William D. Wray,
Uley 0. Stokes,
Charles P. Phelps,
Sherman L. Zea, and
Harold W. Whitney. _
The following-named temporary first lieutenants to be second
lieutenants in the Marine Corps, for temporary gervice:
Kenneth R. Berkey,
Ogbourne A. Hill,
Joseph I'. Verhelle,
Gerald K. Hemsing,
Melvin E. Fuller,
Howard Mayes,
Robert B. Jeffrey,
Vincent M. O'Donnell,
George E. Gardner,
Walter Roll,
Paul Jahn,
Holton Y. Ditto,
Frank M. Keller,
Robert L. Wadell,
Claude B. Taugher,
Eldred I. Rawles,
Richard V. H. Ridgely,
Phillips 1. Lehmer,
William T. Howze,
Bruce C. Lubers,
Joseph A. Yeager,
Francis I, Fenton,
Joseph De Paiva,
Thomas R. Wert,
Joseph L. Doll,
John W. Cunningham,
Samuel K. Eaves,
Alvan E. Stoddard,
Charles M. Adams,
Lindley H. Pryor,
Earl F. Lucas,
Elmer 1. Johnson,
Charles H. Hassenmiller,
Hugh A. MeGann,
Herbert B. Renninger,
Alfred J. Wainman,
William K. MacNulty,
Carlton E. Edwards,
Kenneth M. Stead,
Edwin J. Davenport,
Ralph W. Luce,
Marshall ¥. Chapman,
Richard Cornelius,
William English,
George W. Hopke,
Frederick Israel,
Carl J. Norstrand,
Cecil J. Widdifield,
I'rank Neider,
Morris C. Richardson,
George Belmont,
George B. Batten,
John T. Foster,
Russell M. Frederick,
Edward E. Lindgren,
Bayard Vasey,
Jesse L. Crandall,
Edward F. Dunk,
Harry L. Smith,
Robert L. Young,
Terrence J. Callan,
Paul J. Ogden,
William W. Rogers,
George F. Stockes,
Willlam J. Whaling,
Curtis T. Beecher,
Walter Sweet,
Oliver D. Bernier,

Alfred Dickerson,
Rowan O. Pearce,

Axel Enholm,

Edward F. Bailey,
Stanley E. Ridderhof,
Willard R. Enk,

Eben C. Mann, 24,
Elton C. Hersman,
Albert E. Gagnon,
Richard F. Cleveland,
Odilo N. Kass,

George L. Chumbley,
Wylie F. McKinnon, jr.,
Joseph Lubomski,
Samuel B. Witt,
Richard A. Cullum,
Charlton P. Lee,
Blaine G. Wiley,
Edwin G. Schwartzman,
George P. Buell,
Julian N. Frisbie,
Ervin R. Whitman,
Harry E. Leive,
William Seruggs,
Willard L. Peach,
Benjamin W. Atkinson, jr.,
Ralph C. Battin,
Gilbert C. Henderson,
Max D. Smith,
Anthony Rinkevich,
Carl J. Allenbaugh,
Minter L. Lowther,
Franklin H. Hayner,
Wilbur V. Styles,
Joseph Lacey,

George E. Ladd, jr.,
Herman Kingsnorth,
John A, Self,

Edward J. Moneypenny,
George S. Van Riper,
Alexander D. Shaw,
William L. MeKittriek,
Gerald C. Thomas,
George Esau,

Philip W. Mohr,
Adolphus Cannon,
Albert L. Winner,
James T. Elliott,
Frank Saddler, jr.,
Howard B. Enyart,
William A. Keiter,
Herbert S. Keimling,
Ramie H. Dean,
Raymond P. James,
Fred J. Zinner,
Rueben E. Puphal,
Stephen Skoda,
Harold A. Strong,
James E. Foster,
Clarence L. Seward, jr.,
William A, Siefer,
Wilbur T. Love,
William 8. Fellers,
Henning F. Adickes,
Roy W. Conkey,
Samuel H. Wood,
Merile H. Stevenson,
Augustus Paris,
Chester E. Orcutt,
Louis B. West,

Denzil R. Fowls,
Forest J. Ashwood,
George C. Buzby,
Augustus H. Fricke,
Edward M. Butler,
Thomas J. Caldwell,
Louis E. McDonald,
George H. Towner, jr.,
Robert A. Cobban,
Stephen E. St. George,
Louis Cukela,
Emmons J. Robb,
Allan S. Heaton,
Erwin F. Schaefer,
Daniel D. Thompson,
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Wilbur Summerlin,
Charles F. Commings,
Walter W. Wensinger,
Robert O, Willinms,
John T. Stanton,
Virgil P. Schuler,
Harry 8. Davis,
Peter P. Wood,
Lawrence E. Westerdahl,
David N. Richeson,
Merle J. Van Housen,
James C, Leech,
Richard S. Ross,
Vinton H. Newell,
Emmit R, Wolfe,
Stephen A. Norwood,
Raymond A. O'Keefe,
Frank M. Cross,
George W. McHenry,
Gale T. Cummings,
Charles W. Holmes,
Samuel H. Woods,
Wilbur Eickelberg,
Robert A. Butcher,
Allen J. Burris, and
Earl M. Rees.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TuEespay, July 29, 1919,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, impart unto us the skill, fortitude, and
courage to cast out the demon we call pessimism, which infests
our hearts and brings misery and sorrow to the world. Help
us, on the other hand, to fill our souls with optimism, that we may
have larger faith and confidence in Thee and our fellow men.

For in spite of the punch-bell honesty in our street cars, rail-
roads, and business life we may be sure that in every great crisis
men will rise to the exigencies of the hour, in the political, moral,
and religious life, as our brave men on the field of battle flinched
not from their duty and won a signal victory for liberty, fair
play, and justice. So help us to depend upon them now, to stand
for those great prineciples in the hour of the reconstruction of
the world. Thus by truth and right and justice guide us. In
the spirit of the Master. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of vesterday was read and ap-
proved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dudley, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following

titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested : .

S.2022. An act to provide necessary commissioned personnel
for the Army until June 30, 1920;

S.2236. An act relating to affidavits required by the act
L entitled “An aet to extend protection to the civil rights of mem-
{bers of the Military and Naval Establishments of the United
¢ States engaged in the present war " ;

8. 2595. An act to extend the time for the construction of the
Main Street Bridge across the Arkansas River between the cities
rof Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.; and

§.2394. An act to extend the time for the construction of the
‘Broadway Street Bridge across the Arkansas River between the

cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-

out amendment the following concurrent resolution :

Resolved Eg the House of Representatives ‘1128 Senate coucnrﬁng}.
{That when the House a rns on Saturday, the 2d day of August, it
'stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Tuesday, the 9th day of
' Beptember.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
,the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.
{1361) further extending the time for the commencement and com-

pletion of the bridge or bridges authorized by an aect entitled
“An act to amend an act to authorize the Dauphin Island Railway
& Harbor Co., its successors or assigns, to construct and main-
tain a bridge or bridges, or viaducts, across the water between
the mainland, at or near Cedar Point, and Dauphin Island, both
,Little and Big; also to dredge a channel from the deep waters
-of Mobile Bay into Dauphin Bay ; also to construct and maintain
.docks and wharves along both Little and Big Dauphin Islands,”
,gopp{g\'gd June 18, 1912, as extended by an act approved June
, 19186,

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below :

S.2622. An act to provide necessary commissioned personnel
foﬂrathe Army until June 30, 1920; to the Commiitee on Military
Affairs,

S.2236. An act relating to aflidavits required by the act en-
titled “An act to extend protection to the civil rights of mem-
bers of the Military and Naval Establishment of the United
States enguged in the present war"; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

AMr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per-
sonal privilege, and ask that I may proceed for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes or does he speak to his rights?

Mr. TREADWAY. I will not take the hour that I am
naturally entitled to—

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked only to know whether to
put the question. -

Mr. TREADWAY. I rise to the question of personal privilege,
so that there will be no question about that,

In this morning’s Philadelphia Press, of which I hold a clip-
ping in my hand, the following heading appeared :

Moorg assalls TonEapwAY—Pennsylvanian says Bay State man would
not be missed from party.

That is the press notice to which I take exception, Mr.
Speaker, in view of the colloquy that took place in the House
yesterday. The colloguy referred to appears on pages 3263 and
3266. I made some very brief remarks in relation to the bill
then under consideration, the “repeal of the soda-water tax,”
.which remarks appear on page 3266. The cologuy which evi-
dently occasioned the mistake in the Philadelphia Press appears
on page 3263, where the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moorg] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Exmersox] enfered
into some rather lengthy and disparaging statements in refer-
ence to each other and to party affairs, and so forth. My re-
marks subseguently made were much more peaceable, and I was
endeavoring to show that the eolloquy between the two gentle-
men to which I have referred was the result of the hot weather
rather than the result of any personal irritation between two
such distinguished Members of the House as those engaged in
that dispute.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield. The gen-
tleman from Texas himself takes plenty of time,

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is not stating a question of privilege.

Mr. TREADWAY. The Chair has the right to rule, and not the
gentleman from Texas, as to whether I am proceeding in order
or not. I decline to yield to the gentleman from Texas,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the headlines referred
to by the gentleman from Massachusetts constitute a question of
privilege. Of course, the gentleman from Massachusetts must
confine himself to his question. .

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, my desire is to call attention
to the error which was very plainly made in the lines which [
have read from the Philadelphia Press, and to say that the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] did not assail me nor
did the Pennsylvanian say that the Bay State man would not be
missed from the party. I trust that my party loyalty is suffi-
ciently well known'to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. .
Moore] so that such a question as that need never enter his
mind or enter any discussion of his upon the floor when he is
having a colloguy with such a distinguished Member as the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. EMERsox] or anyone else.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. TREADWAY, Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, I confirm the gen-
tleman’s statement. No reference was made to the gentleman
from Massachusetts, who merely endeavored io act as a peace-
maker and who unfortunately has received the usual penalty
that comes to a peacemaker—that of being hit with a brick after
the colloguy is over.

Mr. TREADWAY. A brick in the Philadelphia Press.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Purely an error, not of the
correspondent, whose report was accurate, perhaps, but of the
blue-penciler up at home, who, after all, is the dictator who
determines what shall be published. The gentleman from Massa- -
chusetts is entirely too valuable a Member to be lost to the
Republican Party.

Mr. TREADWAY. Of course we all realize that the head-
lines are what attract the most attention in the papers. It is
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for that reason that I take this opportunity to call attention to
the fact that the gentleman did not endeavor to read me out
of the Republican Party, and I trust my conduct in the future
will be such as to make such an endeavor upon his part abso-
Iutely out of the question, even though he be a member of the
steering committee, to which the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. KitcHin] made reference yesterday. I regard the
steering commitiee as a most excellent body, and so far as I
am concerned I am very glad of their advice and assistance in
the conduct of our affairs on the floor of the House. With
that explanation L yield the floor.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes.

Mr, GARRETT. Would the gentleman regard it as a very
serious thing after all to be read out of the Republican Party?

Mr. TREADWAY. I certainly would. This newspaper story
is not a very serious matter, but I did think it was worth
correcting on the floor of the House.

FIRST LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN AMERICA.

Mr., BLAND of Virginia. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the consideration of the resolution which I send to the
desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas on July 30, 1619, the first session of the first legislative as-
sembly which ever met in America was held at Jamestown (then
called James City), Va.: and

Wherens to-morrow, July 80, 1919, will be the three-hundredth anni-
versary of sald event, which may be justly considered as one of the
g;-r-urrm‘unlts lin the history of this Republic and the world: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That when this House adjourns to-morrow, July 380, 1919,
it do so in commemoration of the three-hundredth anniversary of the
first session of the first legislative assembly which ever met in America,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, on page 3239, July 24, I was
reported as not voting when I was present at the time and
voted “no” on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. Without objection both the Journal and
Recorp will be corrected.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, reference was recently made on
the floor of the House to the apparent disparagement of the
South and Southwest to a pamphlet issued by the Public Health
Service of the Treasury Department concerning the percentage
of venereal diseases among approximately the second million
drafted men, by cities. The pamphlet states that the figures
used were furnished by the medical records section of the
Surgeon General's Office of the Army. Knowing the white
people of our section to be as broad minded and pure hearted
as any good Americans who live elsewhere in our country, I
made inquiry of the Surgeon General with reference to these
statistiecs in order that it might be known what proportion
represented whites and blacks, respectively.

I am in receipt of a reply from Lieut. Col. Albert G. Love,
of the Medical Corps, in which he states that no provision was
made in this investigation for stating race, or color, or nativity,
and that, consequently, it was not possible to say what was the
incidence among the white and colored draftees. He does an-
nounce, however, that his office has presumed that the high rate
for venereal diseases in the Southern States and cities was due
to the high rate of venereal diseases among the negro part of
the population. He inclosed a reprint of what he denominates
the most reliable statistics which the office has, showing the
relative rate of incidence in the United States Army of the
venereal diseases among white and colored troops. These
statistics reveal the fact that in the Army that was mobilized
in 1917 the rate for various venereal diseases ranged from four
and one-half to two and one-half times as great among colored
troops as among white troops.

I think it but fair to the Southern States and cities that this
statement should be incorporated in the Recorp in justice to
the loyal and red-blooded Americans who live in those sections.
No better people reside anywhere and no better soldiers fought
in this war for world freedom. The records of their achieve-

ments are a permanent testimonial to their patriotism and their
lllves ai-e in keeping with their splendid performance. [Ap-
plause.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-

tend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by making
a statement in regard to the bill H. R. 6750, the alien deportation
bill, which is expected to be called up to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Washington? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none,

CORRECTION OF A REFERENCE.

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill S, 796, which was apparently erroneously
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, may be rereferred
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. I have the au-
thority of both committees for this request.

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent for the change of reference suggested. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

POINT OF NO QUORUAL.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of order that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. It is obvious there is no quorum present,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk
will eall the roll,

The Clerk called the roll and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Andrews, Md. Echols Kennedy, R, I. Rayburn
Anthony Edmonds Kettner Reed, N. Y,
Babka Ellsworth Kincheloe Riordan
Barkley Emerson King Rouse
Bee Fairfield Kraus Rowan
Benson e Kreider Rubey
Bland, Ind, Fitzgerald Langley Rucker
Britten Focht Lee, Ga. Sabath
Browne Frear Lesher Sanders, La.
Burdick Fuller, I11 Lever Sanders, N. Y.
Butler Fuller, Mass Linthicrum Sanford
Byraes, 8, C Gallagher MecArthur ¥
Caldwell Gallivan MeClintie Sherwood
Candler anly MeGlennon Slem
Cantrill Goldfogle McEeown Smith, 111
Caraway Goodal MecKiniry Smith, N. Y,
Carew Graham, Pa, MeKinley Snyder
Carter Hamill Maher Steele
Hamilton Mason Stephens, Miss,
Clark, Fla. Hardy, Colo. Mead van
Classon Haskell Miller Taylor, Ark.
(y:o?er Hastings Minahan, N, J. Thompson, Okla,
Cople, Hersman Mooney Tinkham
Cramton Hicks Mudd Vare
Crowther H1ll \Teel{ Venable
Cullen Howard Newton, Mo, War
Currie, Mich Tusted Nicholls, 8, C. Weaver
Curry, Calif. Jacoway "Connor Whaley
Dempsey Johnson, 8. Dak, Olney Williams
Dooling Johnston, N. Y. Osborne Wilson, I’a.
Doughton Jones, Pa, Pn{Fe
Dyer Pe
Eagan Kelley, Mich., Purnell

The SPEAKER. Three hundred Members have answered to
their names. A guorum is present. -

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move fo dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

REFERENCE OF A BILL,

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
refer the bill H. R. 416 from the Committee on Agriculture to
the Committee on Public Lands——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
some other time,

Mr. RAKER. All right.

The SPEAKER. Under the special rule for to-day, the Chair
will recognize the gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the
select committee [Mr. GrRaAmAM].

EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire fo call up
the report of the Select Committee on Expenditures in the War
Department and ask for the reading of the report under the:
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rule, and pending that I would like to ascertain by agreement
with the gentleman representing the minority, if possible,
whether it is not possible to obviate the reading of the tabu-
Tated part attached.to the minority report.

Mr. FLOOD. I think it would be all right to read just the
report, and not the appendix.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the reading of the appendix attached to the
minority report may be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that
the reading of the appendix to the minority report be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think under the
rule the first thing is the reading of the report.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report and resolu-
tion.

The majority and minority reports were read.

. [For majority and minority reports see pp. 3268 to 3279 pro-
ceedings of Monday, July 28.]

Mr. WALSH (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise
to a question of privilege affecting the rules and procedure of
the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, WALSH. The gentlemen submitting the minority views
have not conformed to the rules of the House, in that they have
included excerpts from testimony and from documents and let-
ters which are not the views of the minority. The minority re-
port is not a report; simply an opportunity for the minority
members of the committee to express their views. If the Chair
will consult volume 4 of Hinds' Precedents, page 946, section
4607, he will see that where the question was raised before,
during the consideration of the Coeur d’Alene investigation,
the Speaker ordered expunged from the Recorp exfraneous mat-
ters which were not in the nature of the views of the minority.
He stated at that time:

The Chair will state that he has ordered the Clerk to strike from
the minority views those things which are not strictly the views of the
minority. e Chair will advise the gentleman from Virginia that his
instructions to the Clerk are that the views should not include argu-
ony. * * * 'The committee has the right to make
no doubt about that; but the views of the

# & & The Chair is clear, if called upon

ht to direct the Clerk to e*::punge thing
ority. The argument which has just been

ments and t
its own report; there s
minority are not a report.
to rule, that he has r
except the views of the

gubmitted by the gentleman from Virginia to the Chalir Is a proper
argument to make to the committee when making up the majority

report.

Now, we have letters here from various officials. We have
on page 12 excerpts from the testimony had af a hearing; we
have quotations in various matters added to the report as ap-
pendices. Clearly they are not the views of the minority, and
those matters are proper matters to be presented to the House
during the consideration of the matter upon which the report
is made, but are not proper matters to be included in the report
made upon the measure if submitted by the majority to express
itheir views.

And I submit, Mr, Speaker, to the Chair, that the minority
report is not in accordance with the practice of the House nor
with the precedent laid down under the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined the precedent
cited by the gentleman from Massachusetts, which seems to be
in point. The Chair would be glad to hear from the members
of the minority.

Mr. GARRETT. May I inquire just the part of the report to
which the point of order was leveled? I was out of the Cham-
ber at the moment.

Mr. WALSH. I regret the gentleman was out of the Cham-
ber. Before I rose I looked over and I thought I saw the gen-
tleman present. The question is directed to all that portion of
the minority report which is extraneous matter, that is to say,
which does not present the views of the minority, but consists
of extracts from testimony and the views and arguments of
other persons than those of the minority upon the committee.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the primary duty of the spe-
cial committee 1s not legislative but to ascertain facts and
report them to the House. I should imagine that the ruling to
which the gentleman has referred as a precedent must have
been made upon a proposition coming from a legislative com-
mittee of the House of Representatives. Under the resolution
creating this special committee it was specifically directed to
inguire into and report facts, not legislation. I am at a loss to
understand how the committee will at any time, if the point
of order made by the gentleman be sustained, be able to comply
with its duty under the resolution whieh ereated it if it ean
not in its report state the facts s it was instructed to do.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yiel®?

Mr. GARRETT. I will

Mr., WALSH. How Is it that the majority of the committee
were enabled to present a report stating the facts without in-
cluding excerpts from testimony and official documents?

. GARRETT. Of course, there is a contention as to
whether or not the majority of the commitiee in all respecis
stated facts. But leaving that aside and discussing the parlia-
mentary situation, the majority of the committee expressed
themselves in a way in which they chose to express them-
selves——

Mr. WALSH. And according to the rules.

Mr. GARRETT (continuing). And the way they had a right
to express themselves.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, the majority of the comnittee in
making the report have a broader latitude than the minority in
expressing thelr views.

Mr. GARRETT. I do not concur with the gentleman in that,
but that is not in point. The fundamental point about this is
that the committee is charged with the duty of finding facts and
reporting them to the House, and if the majority of the com-
mittee have alleged as facts certain things, putting it in the
language and in the way they choose, and the minority of the
committee is not permitted to state the facts as shown by the
evidence, choosing that method rather than the ipse dixit alone
of the minority, I am at a loss to understand what these investi-
gating committees will accomplish.

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Mr. GARRETT. I will.
Mr. REAVIS. I agree with the gentleman that the committee

has a right to report facts, but the gentleman ecan distinguish
between the report of the committee and giving of the testimony
by which the facts are proved.

Mr. GARRETT. Unquestionably, Mr. Speaker, the committee
charged with the peculiar duty that an investigating committee
such as this is charged with would surely have leeway to quote
the testimony giving the facts.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker——

Mr, HARDY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a sugges-
tion?

Mr. GARRETT. I will

Mr. HARDY of Texas. The majority report itself makes a
statement and bases that upon an alleged order of the Quarter-
master General. What is the difference between that and hear-
ing evidence? If they can quote orders and evidence—that is,
the majority—why can not the minority?

Mr. WALSH. Mpr. Speaker, replying briefly to the contention
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gargerr] that the mi-
nority of this committee have some peculiar power because it
is a special investigating committee and not a committee with
power to legislate, I beg to state that unless the resolution ap-
pointing the committee conferred some peculiar power upon the
minority of this committee they are bound by the rules of the
House, which apply to all committees, standing or special.

Now, I submit that the views of the minority upon the commit-
tee are not a report. The only portion of the committee that can
make a report is the majority of that committee. Under the
practice the minority have been permitted to express their
views, but they are confined to a somewhat narrower scope than
the majority of the committee. If the contention of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee is correct, he would have the matter
which is the subject of action by the House thrashed out in
the reports of the majority and minority as submitted to the
House. The minority must state facts, and shall not be per-
mitted under the rules to inject extracts from testimony and
other extraneous matter ; and I think, from the reading of the
minority report, that the minority have even extended letters
which were not considered by the committee—by the majority—
as they appear to be of a later date than the date when the hear-
ings were held. The place for these matters to bé presented to
the House is here upon the floor when the matter is under dis-
cussion, and under the rule they are no part, and can be made
no part, of the report on the measure. :

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, let me call the at-
tention of the geéntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Watsu]
to a feature of this case which has not heretofore been adverted
to in this discussion. While of course technically, as a gen-
eral proposition, a minority can not file a report, and is as a
rule given permission to file only the views of the minority, that
is not the present situation. My colleague from Virginla" [Mr.
Moore] has called my attention to the terms of the request of
the gentleman from Illinois contained in the Mecorp of yester-
day. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the fact
that the unanimous-consent request of the gentleman from
1llinois gave the minority the right to file a report. That fact
makes a very obvlous distinetion between this case and the
case cited by the gentleman from Massachusetts and one chat
is proper to be adverted to in this connection. Apparently the in-
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tention of the gentleman from Illinois was to give to the
minority the right to file a report, and not views, so that the
report might include the very things to which the gentleman
from Massachusetts has objected. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts will find on page 3268 of the REcorp the following:

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous consent
that the report from the Select Committee on Expenditures in the War
Department may be printed in the CoxchessiosuwL Recomp, and that
the minority report from the same committee may be printed accom-
panying it, if it be filed with the Printing Office before mltfnlght to-night.

The request submitted by the Speaker does not say that the
minority may file their views, but it says that the minority
report may be filed. That is a very clear indication, so far as
this case is concerned, and without adverting to the precedent
on which the gentleman from Massachusetts relies, that it
was intended that the minority should have powers in this
connection that ordinarily it would not enjoy. I cite the
Speaker to the REcorp.

Mr, WALSH., That is a distinetion between tweedledee and
tweedledum. There is no such thing as a minority report
under the rules of the House. If anybody got up here and was
granted permission to file a minority report, he received per-
mission to file minority views, because under the precedents
that is all that is contemplated in this House.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts
refer to that citation regarding the minority views in the rules?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. In reply to the tweedledum
and tweedledee suggestion of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, granting that the gentleman is right in his main con-
tention, yet it is certainly true that the House would have the
right by unanimous consent to give the minority members of a
committee the right to file a minority report, and when such
a minority report is filed by the unanimous-consent action of
the House, then the Speaker in determining the proper scope
of its contents, would apply to that determination the same
principles that he would apply to a majority report.

The point that I make is that the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Geamax] in his unanimous-consent request used the words
“ minority report,” and not the * views of the minority.” His
request was unanimously agreed to, and the unanimous action
of the House will speak for itself, and by its own terms de-
termine what may be done under the authority which it affords,

Mr. WALSH. According to the gentleman’s argument, we
could get up here and by unanimous consent amend the Consti-
tution of the United States.

Mr. GARNER. No. You can not by unanimous econsent
amend these rules.
Mr. WALSH. You can not get permission to do something

under one name when the rules contemplate its being done under
another.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman would change the rules of the
entire House of Representatives.

Mr. WALSH. I have heard the gentleman make an argument
on the other side of that question very eloquently when he
happended to be in the majority of this House. The rules of
the House, section T30, page 319 of the Manual, provide this:

All reports of committees, except as provided in clause 56 of Rule XT,
together with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to the Clerk
for printing.

That is section T30, page 319 of the Manual, constituting
clause 2 of Rule XIII. That is the old citation. I have not a
later volume of the Manual at hand. It is clause 2 of Rule XTII.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, relative to this matter
of privilege, it seems to me to be entirely immaterial as to just
the exact language that appears in the Recorp, I do not now
recall just what word was used. When the matter came up
originally, as I preferred the request, the minority report part
of it was not attached fo if, but it was suggested by some one
on the floor of the House that it be incorporated in the request
and put in the Recorp in that form. But that does not make
any difference one way or the other. The point is, ean the
minority, or the majority for that matter, incorporate in a
report, which is supposed to be composed of matters of fact,
matters entirely extraneous, and which, even if they relate to
the subject matter of the report, are matters that were never
heard by the committee? Now, the matters attached to these
minority views are matters that were not heard by the com-
mittee and not heard in any place. They are matters never
brought to the attention of the committee, and yet they are in-
cluded in this report.

The question suggests itself to me, if the Speaker please, if
this minority in this instance can do this, in any future reports
of this committee where they report questions of fact that are
not satisfactory, perhaps, to a minority of the committee that
minority can go out about the town, or here and there about the

country, prepare affidavits, get letters, take the ex parte views of
anybody on any subject, attach them to the minority report, and
have them made matters of record in this House. That certainly
is not the idea. The idea is that the committee shall report facts,
and nothing more. '

Mr. GARNER. But how does the gentleman get around the
unanimous consent that was given? The Recorp shows that you
gave them unanimous consent to make this report.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. To file a report. Now, this is no
report. This includes a lot of matters that are not a report of
anything that ever occurred before this committee. If they can
report these things they can report the affidavit of John Smith
that Secretary Baker does not believe in this kind of policy.
That is not a report of anything except some ex parte views of
somebody who never came before the committee. Certainly this
is not a matter that should be incorporated in this report or in
any report. I am not speaking exclusively of minority reports
now. I am speaking of a report that deals with matters of fact,
which this committee was required to get.

Mr. WALSH. May I direct the Speaker's attention to the
precedent which I have cited? The objection there was made to
the minority including in their views the printed hearings and
the arguments of the attorneys. Now, in this case they have in-
cluded excerpts from the hearings and they have inéluded argu-
ments not of attorneys but of officials of the War Department
and others, some of which, I understood the chairman of the
special committee to state, were not considered by the committee
during their hearing. Now, Mr. Speaker, the minority of a com-
mittee under the rules have the right to file their views, when
consent is given, and if you simply call the minority views a
report, that does not take it outside the scope of the rule. They
must confine themselves to the limits of the rules. Changing the
name of a thing does not make any difference. Why, if the gen-
tleman’s argument is sound all the minority would have to do in
filing a report under consent of the House—and I will say in
passing that the consent asked is usually to file a minority
report——

Mr. GARNER. No, no.

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman says “No, no”; but if you
will refresh your recollection on it you will find that when
committees divide upon partisan lines usually one Member of
the minority gets up and asks unanimous consent that they
may have so many days to file a minority report.

Mr. GARNER. Of course, if that minority is not familiar
with the rules of the House, it may be a request to file a re-
port; but usually the Member representing the minority under-
stands the rules of the House and asks unanimous consent to
file the views of the minority. I challenge the gentleman to
refer to the CoNGrRESsioNAL REcorp for any period of time he
desires. He will find in nine cases out of ten that the request
is to file minority views; but in this instance the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Gramam] requested unanimous consent—
and I know I did my best to keep this side of the House down
as far as I could by saying, “ Don’t interfere with them; that
is all this side could get, anyway "—and the gentleman asked
unanimous consent that the minority might have until 12
o'clock to file a minority report.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Then the gentleman contends that
under that consent the minority might include anything they
pleased, as long as the minority considered it a report?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I did not say anythiung about
the quality of the report.

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has not the
floor.

Mr. GARNER.
me to yield.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not criticizing the gentleman.
The Chair simply makes a suggestion in the interest of saving
time. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Nebraska if he
desires to be heard.

Mr. REAVIS. I rose only for the purpose of asking some
one in charge of the floor to yield to me.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in charge of the floor.
Chair will listen to the gentleman.

Mr. REAVIS. Mr, Speaker, I think we have been arguing
about things that are largely nonessential. The only question
before the Chair is whether or not the power that is given to a
committee to report facts carries with it the authority to
report the evidence employed to adduce those facts. It is of
no concern to me whether the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
GraHAM] asked unanimous consent that the minority be per-
mitted to file a report, and it is equally of no concern to me
that the gentleman from Texas said that that was all they

I can not yield. The Chair declines to allow

The
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could personally ask for themselves. If such privilege was
granted, the minority did not exercise it. What they filed is
before you, and it is found on page 4 and is headed * Views of
the minority,” and not a minority report. Now, the question
which the Speaker has to determine is merely whether or not
the minority can take a great bundle of letters, a great bundle
of telegrams, not any of them under oath, never adduced in
the hearings before either the subcommittee or the main
committee, and then in their views state certain facts and put
in this ex parte matter, entirely alien to the record, in support
of the facts which they state in their views. Under the rules
of the House they are restricted to a statement of facts. I
have no doubt that the minority could have gotten many more
telegrams and many more letters expressing confidence in the
policy of the Secretary of War, but those are not views within
the rules. None of those things are sworn to. They are all
ex parte. They are all alien to the record, and yet are put in,
not in a minority report but in the minority views.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. This is a new
question to the Chair, and apparently there has been only one
decision upon it, made by Speaker Henderson. That precedent
exactly sustains the point of order made by the gentleman from
Massachusetts. But Speaker Henderson apparently bases his
decision on the distinction between the term “views™ and the
term *“ report.” The distinction is very technical, and the Chair
thinks that on such - a question the technicalities should be
observed equally on both sides. The point made by the gen-
tleman from Virginia that the House by unanimous consent
gave the minority the right to file a report instead of views
is no more technical than the point decided by Speaker Hender-
'son, and the Chair accordingly is disposed to think that, inas-
much as the excerpts and arguments which are cited in the
minority views or the minority report appear to be relevant
and such as would be used in argument on the floor of the
House, they should be allowed unless the rules of the House
clearly exclude them. The Chair has not had time to investi-
gate the full decision of Speaker Henderson and the circum-
stances and arguments on which he founded his decision, and
such further examination might change the opinion of the
Chair. But from the decision as guoted in Hinds' Precedents
the Chair is disposed to think it reasonable and in the interest
of expedition to overrule the point of order. The general pur-
pose of filing minority views is to give them an opportunity to
express their reasons against the majority report, and this is
the report of a select committee appointed only for the purpose
of investigation; and the Chair thinks the minority's right
should not be more narrowly limited than the strict interpreta-
tion of the precedent requires. The Chair overrules the point
of order.

The Clerk completed the reading of the report.

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this report was
printed in the REcorp of yesterday. I therefore ask unanimous
consent that the report and appepdices be not again printed in
to-day’s RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Kingam). The gentleman
from Illinois asks unanimous consent that the majority and mi-
nority reports be not printed again in to-day’s Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the rule that has
been adopted relative to this particular matter is not entirely
clear, and in order to cbviate some apparent ambiguities I now
ask unanimous consent that the debate on any amendment or
amendments that may be offered to this resolution may be under
the five-minute rule of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, I think it
comes legitimately within the scope if, during the general dis-
cussion, a Member shall offer an amendment and comment upon
it; that it would permit a discussion of the report and the point-
ing out of where it ought to be amended,

Mr., GRAHAM of Illinois. Under general debate I think
that is entirely proper, but what I referred to was that, after
we had finished the general debate, debate on the amendment, if
any, should be under the five-minute rule.

Mr, GARRETT. And confined to the resolution,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Illinois that the debate on the amend-
ments shall be under the five-minute rule?

There was no objection,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield whatever time
he may desire to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, REavis].

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the
minority views presented with this report call in question the
accuracy of the report and, at least indirectly, the fairness
of the method pursued in taking the testimony upon which the
report is based. I regret the necessity of taking the time I will
require, but it is unavoidable. I want to spend just a moment
on the method that was pursued by subcommittee number 4,
from which committee this report comes, not only in taking
the testimony but in arriving at its conclusion.

The first thing necessary to be ascertained was the system
devised by the department for the sale of surplus food. While
the work provided by the jurisdiction of this committee is ap-
palling in its immensity, and the work that is submitted to it
practically impossible to adequately perform, the committe®
came to the conclusion that the one thing of most pressing
necessity which faced the committee was the question of get-
ting food products in storage by the War Department of the
United States out to the people.

We were actuated by two thoughts in that desire; first, the
desire to get the food to the people; and next, the desire to get
the money into the coffers of the Government which would be
derived from the sale of the food. In our investigation we
learned that there are three steps under the plans of the War
Department looking to the sale of this food. The first step is
the authorization of the surplus which is declared by the Chief
of Staff, Gen. March. The witness that we called to ascer-
tain when this authorization for surplus was first declared was
the man who was given the responsibility of making the au-
thorization himself. That was Gen. March. We called Gen.
March before the committee. He was accompanied by his aides.
Several gentlemen were there to assist him on matters that were
inquired into and to furnish him with data and departmental
orders when occasion required. Gen., March testified that he
made the authorization for surplus of all perishable food prod-
ucts on the 30th day of November last, or just 19 days after the
armistice had been declared. We then asked Gen. March as to
the next step in disposing of food products. He informed us
that the next step was the declaration of surplus issued upon
the authority granted by him. We asked him who made the
declaration, and he said the Quartermaster General, Gen. Rogers.
So the next witness we called before us was Gen. Rogers, the
man who makes the declaration of surplus, No sale can be
made until that declaration is made. Gen. Rogers came before
the committee and testified that notwithstanding the authoriza-
tion of surplus was made on the 30th of last November, though
he did not recall the March order of November 30, there was
no declaration of surplus that would permit a sale of food prod-
ucts until the month of May, or nearly six months thereafter.
Gen. Rogers was accompanied by a large corps of aides in his
department, who had volumes of typewritten sheets before them,
and whenever a question was asked concerning which the wit-
ness was not informed he would turn to his aides and they
would furnish him the information and he would put it into the
record. Gen. Rogers informed us that the next step after he
declared a surplus was the sale of surplus by the director of
sales, which sale was based upon the declaration made by the
Quartermaster General. The director of sales is Mr, Hare, so
we called Mr. Hare before the committee.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. REAVIS. Yes.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. What excuse was given for the six
months’ delay in making the declaration?

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman is anticipating me.
reach that shortly.

Mr, STRONG of Kansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. REAVIS. I will get to that in a moment. We called Mr.
Hare, the director of sales, before the committee to ascertain
why this product was not being sold, and his reply was that he
could not sell it until the surplus was declared; that there was
no authority under the system of the War Department for him
to make any sale except on declaration of surplus made by the
Quartermaster General.

Mr. Speaker, we knew the urgent necessity for haste in this
matier; we knew of the millions of pounds of food products
that were going to waste because of the delay down at the War
Department ; we knew of the dire necessity out among the people
of America occasioned by the high cost of living; and, in order
to economize in time, we did not call any of those before our
committee who had been writing and wiring us, who had been
calling on us personally, telling us of waste here and waste
there, criticizing the Government, but we called the men who
were responsible for action. We called them for another reason.
The men who made these orders and upon whom the responsi-

I will
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bility for action rested knew the reason for their conduct. They
had very selfish and very natural impulses to defend their own
conduct against criticism. TFor that reason we called the men
before us who had the facts, who had the responsibility, who had
made the orders, who had the selfish desire to defend what they
had done, and we did that in order that we could be absolutely
fair to this War Department and not take the criticism of Tom,
Dick, and Harry, not take the testimony of those who were
writing and wiring us, but calling the men who did the thing,
who were impelled to defend what they had done, and it is
upon their record and upon their testimony that this report has
been made.

I would say, further, parenthetically, that the conduct of the
War Department in its delay in selling this surplus food may
have its defenders in this House—I do not know—but I say
that when the proposition was put to these men high in the
councils of the Army, these men who had the responsibility of

action, who did what they were ordered to do—when the ques-

. tion was asked them, “ What do you think of a system of that
kind?" without exception they answered, “ Please do not put
me in the attitude of criticizing my superior officer.” That con-

i duct of the War Department, I say, may have its defenders on
the floor of this House, but it has no defenders down in the War
Department among those men who are seting under the orders
of the Secretary of War.

As to the claim of unfairness, it seems to me that the com-
mittee, inspired by the desire to be fair, inspired by the neces-
_sity for haste, wanting every man who made an order to put
‘his own defense in the record for making that order, could
not lave adopted a fairer method than that adopted, and the
record and resolution that is now before this body is founded
exclusively upon the testimony of the men who made the orders.

What is a surplus in the Army? When the war closed sud-
denly in November and active hostilities ceased we had an
Army of 3,700,000 men. In round numbers, 2,000,000 of them
were in France and 1,700,000 were in continental Ameriea.
Not only did we have an Army of 3,700,000 men, but the War
Department had formulated its plans and agreed on the proposi-
tion that in the immediate future we would' have an Army of
5,000,000 men. The War Department, through the Quarter-
master General, under the orders of Gen. March, as it appears
by this record, when the armistice came was contracting and
having delivered supplies for an Army of 5,000,000 men eight
months In advance. It was the only safe plan. It took some
time to get the food products from the localities where they
were manufactured and where they were purchased to the sea-
board. It took some time, approximately 30 days, to get them
across the seas. It took some time to get them into the depots
and warehouses in France, and they had constantly in front
of them the necessity of keeping enough food in France to
prevent any possibility of disaster in the food supplies of that
Army. So on the 11th of November we not only had the food
‘that would feed an Army of 3,700,000 men, but we were having
delivered, and it was delivered to us in large quantities, long
after the armistice was signed, food for an Army of 5,000,000
men eight months in advance. :

The moment the armistice came they started to demobilize the
Army. The first act of demobilization was the relieving from
service of 75 officers in the city of Washington. That occurred
the first week., The early demobilization was of those in
America, and it was done so rapidly that 800,000 American sol-
diers were discharged and permanently out of the service
60 days after the armistice was signed. The demobilization
went on from that time at an approximate rate of 80,000 a week,
.until on the 11th of May, I think it was, the total demobiliza-
tion amounted to 2,252,000 men.

Now, bear in mind that 2,252,000 men was approximately two-
thirds of the Army as it existed when the armistice was signed,
‘and yet with the demobilization of 2,252,000 men, leaving about-
one-third of the Army yet to feed, leaving only a million and a
half of soldiers to feed, with food supplies on hand for 5,000,000
men eight months in advance, the War Department had not yet
declared a surplus of food products. A surplus is made in this
way : If you have food enough for 100,000 men and 50,000 are
discharged you have a surplus food supply sufficient to feed
50,000 men. Anybody would have known, it seems to me, by the
exercise of ordinary judgment that with this' tremendous de-
mobilization the great rapidity with which they were being
demobilized, that a tremendous food surplus would result. The
Government needed the money, the people needed the food, and
yet for six months, up to the month of May, there was no sur-

plus declared upon which the director of sales could act. The

first thing that the Way Department did or one of the first things
was fo adopt a policy. This policy is disclosed In a circular

issued in January of 1919, shortly after the war was over. It
::ili signed by Mr. C. W. Hare, director of sales, and this is the
oy

It is the poll of the Director of Sales to se of the surplus
£ ; ustrial i
praperty ot fhe War Department bolan {0 dsturd T Industrial con
Now that policy if carried out in good faith is a good policy.
There is no one who wants to disturb unnecessarily the business
of the country. It iswell to bear in mind, however, that if they
had put the food produects back to the people they would have
only restored nmormal conditions. Forty per cent of the food
productions of America were commandeered by this Govern-
ment. Taken out of the general supply that was the food of the
civilians and they had to get along with the remaining 60 per
cent at great sacrifices at times. Because of the reduction of
this supply to almost one-half the price of food products went
up and continued to ascend. Now after the Army had been
demobilized, when 40 per cent had been set aside to feed
them as soldiers, when they had returned to civil life,
why was not the 40 per cent released so as to inecrease
the food supply of the people even if it did to a certain extent
disturb industrial conditions? It should be borne in mind that
even if it should * disturb industrial conditions,” even if it
reduced the cost of living, still the cost of living was increased
when the food was first withdrawn and to have put it back would
merely have tended to restore normal conditions. Now I want
to say a word about this surplus. There is a criticismy in the
minority report about the allegations in the majority report with
reference to the declaration of surplus. I read from page 24
of volume 1 of the hearings before subcommittee No. 4. I am
reading from the testimony of the director of sales:
Mr. Reavrs, The armistice wag signed in Nevember and here it is

Juﬁl H. in i Th
r. HARe terposing). at is doe fo the fact there was no surplus
dx‘%&r untl ri‘et}:'ent}y. s b
. REAVIS, ere was a surplus in rch ; then they were talking
of ﬁordng the soldiers to eat It
r. Hape. I do not want to pass the buck. I did not have it for sale
thien. Now that I have it, T will sell It in the highest market.
Mr. Reavis. How long have you had the meat?
Mr. HARE, About a month.

At another time the director of sales testified as follows:

Mr. Reavrs. Therefore we will not have an opportunity to go into
the matter as fully now as eventually we wlill have to ?& mtg it. I
ou would state In a general way who has cha of determin-

t will be the surplus of food products, who in the War Depart-

L

Mr. Hare. The Chief of Staff. That does not come under my con-
trol in any way. Mr. Crowell and I have often tried to have the
surplug determined more promptly and accurately. But first the
Army was fixed at 1,000,000 men, and then brought down to 500,000
men, and Congress has sald it should be 325,000 men. On these bases
various surpluses have been deelared. This meat surplus, I belleve,
Xrns declared the 1st of May, but I' think it was there and- the

rmy——

wish
ing w
ment?

Mr. REAVIS (inte ng). Was there no meat surplus declared at
all until the 1st of May?
Mr, None; and I have no power over that, The director of

Hang,
sales onlJ begins tc function when a BurPIus is declared by the
Army and its sale Is directed, and then it is put into the hands of

our department to make sales.
Mr. Reavis.. That is, the War rtment, notwithstanding the
stice was si in November, wal until the 1st of May beforo
meat surplus at all?
started ont mak-

armi:

it declared that there was an
Mr. HanB. Yes, sir; I think that is correct. They

ing a surplus in March, and withdrew 1t because they thought they

were inaccurate.

Mr. RBAVIS, Notwithstanding the rapid demobilization of troops,
the fact that the Army was being demobilized, no sactivity on the
rt of the War De ent was manifest with rence to declar-
a surplus of meats from November until the 1st of March?
r. HarBE. None to my knowledge.

Mr. REAVIS. And then the suorplos that was declared in March was
subsequently withdrawn ?

Mr. HARE. As being inaccurate, and the whole list gone over again——

Mr, Reavis (interposing). So in fact there was no surplus declared
for the purpose of sale until May?

Mr, HArg., Exactly so.

This testimony was given on the Sth of July, and notwith-
standing two-thirds of that Army was out by May, notwithstand-
ing we had contracted for supplies for 5,000,000 men eight
months in advance, it was not until June that the War Depart-
ment declared a surplus on meat products that would permit
a sale, Volume 1, pages 7 and 8 of this same hearing. This is
the testimony of Mr. Hare, who is the man responsible for the
order. This report is not founded upon telegrams and letters
sent indiscriminately across this country. It is not founded
upon the ex parte and unfounded statements of anybody. It is
founded upon the sworn statement of the man who made the
order and who had the responsibility.

The minority views gquestion the report as to the date of the
surplus, but the record contains no contradiction of Hare's
testimony. But finally they did get a surplus, gentlemen.
Finally they did get in position where this produet eould be sold
to the American people—such of it as was left' and unspoiled.
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And the first thing they did on the proposition was to call a
meeting at the War Department. You will find that in volume 1,
on page 21, and it is quite an interesting story. They were
talking about canned meats at this meeting, and the meeting is
reported on the 34 of June of this year. Here is what that meet-
ing decided.

Before any of these sales, however, can take place an important ques-
tion must be decided as to what price we are to market this vast store
of foodstuffs for. It is obvious that If the price is made low enough
and the articles sacrificed that all of it can be disposed of in this coun-
try. It must not be forgotten, however, that a very much better price
ean be secured through export.

That was the first meeting on the meat supply surplus in this
country.

Then, again:

It seems advisable, therefore, that we continue our present efforts to
market as much of this surplus as possible in this country at the best

rices obtainable and sell the remainder for export. It must be borne
n mind, however, that if a low price is established here for domestic
gales it will make {t more dificult to secure a higher price for the same
class of canned meats from exporters.

Now, it was the determination of that meeting that so far as
the rieats were offered for domestic consumption, in order to
keep up the export price, they were to keep up the price here.

There are n few other things contained in the report of this
meeting that are illuminating. It is in this report that there was
no domestic market for the canned meats; that it could not be
sold here; that it was not in commerecial packages; that they
were in 2-pound cans when our market had been educated to
an 8 and 12 ounce can, and for that reason it was useless to
try to sell them on the local market. I ask the corroboration of
the ranking member of the minority, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. I'Loon], if they did not put these same canned meats
on sale at Newport News, Va., the other day, which the gentle-
men at this meeting determined that our people would not buy,
and that the people broke the doors down trying to get it; that
they put them on sale at 9 o’clock in the morning and the supply
was absolutely exhausted at 11 o'clock of the same morning.
And yet this meeting at the War Department decided that eanned
mesats could not be sold in this country.

So what do you suppose they decided to do? Let me call your
attention to what they decided to do:

In view of these various statements—

Just bear that phrase in mind, because it becomes important
to learn who made * these various statements "—

In view of these various statements and, further, in view of the faect
that it had come to the attention of the director of sales that Mr.
Hoover had very recently purchased in this country for shipment over-
geas bacon held by the Italian and French Governments in this ecoun-

, it was decided advisable it get in touch with Mr. Hoover and ascer-
tain whether he would not purchase a certaln amount of the canned
surplus meats held by the Army. =

Then, this next sentence:

Immediately after this meeting a cable was sent to Mr. Hoover,
through the '[Jlnlted States Liguidation Commission, asking him whether
or not he was in the market to purchase a proportion of the canned
meats held by the Government,

Now, gentlemen, that becomes significant, for this reason: At
that time we had millions of pounds of surplus meat in France.
Why did they want to sell Hoover what we had here? Why did
they vot try to sell him what we had there if it was not the
purpose of the War Department to take this meat away from
the American people? If the Secretary of War was not deter-
mined to keep it out of the domestic market in order not to dis-
organize business, why did they not sell their foreign product
to Hoover instead of insisting that he buy the domestic product?
Why did they not try to sell the foreign product that we are
to-day trying to sell to France at a ruinous price? Why did
they want to sell what we had here? There are some very
luminous things that creep into this testimony.

Who do you suppose attended this meeting? We got that out
in the testimony. There were seven Army officers who attended
the meeting and a few civilians, and I have in this record the
name of every civilian who was there, where they decided that
our people would not buy it, where they decided we should get a
better price abroad, where they decided that they should go to
Hoover and try to get him te buy it instead of buying our
French products. Here are the civilians:

Mr. J. A. Hawkinson, representing Wilson & Co.; Mr. M. C.
Plainer, representing Wilson & Co., packers; Mr. D. B. Russell,
representing Morris & Co., packers; Mr. J. J. Deady, represent-
ing Armour & Co., packers; Mr. A. F. Peiffer, representing
Armour & Co.; Mr., W. F. Wardwell, representing Armour & Co.;
Mr. G. C. Shepherd, representing Cudahy & Co., packers; Mr.
. E. Wilbur, representing Cudahy & Co.; Mr. E. D, Baldwin,
representing Libby, McNeil & Libby, packers; and Mr. Bur-
roughs, representing Swift & Co., packers,

These were gentlemen who were present at this meeting at
which the poliey of this department was definitely established
to send these products overseas to keep them out of the Amer-
ican homes, where people were suffering for them, give them to
Hoover to take abroad under the $100,000,000 appropriation we
authorized in this House.

Hoover stood up against that for some time and refused to
buy it, but since that time they have sold to him and shipped
across the sea, with transportation charges, $22,000,000 of meat
products that were stored in America, and we are now trying
to sell our French product to the French people at a low price.

We are criticized for saying it is the policy of the War
Department to keep these things off the loeal market. Why, I
suppose there is not a man listening to what I say who has not
personally observed something of the sacrifices that have been
made by the American people to furnish the money with which
this product was bought. Gentlemen, the. American people
bought and paid for it, and the American people should have
it sold to them without delay just as soon as they can get it.
[Loud applause.] Yet they are not to get it unless we can
force the War Department to act, because the packers who
sold it and who made enormous profits from the sale want it
sold abroad instead of in America.

In volume 2 on page 78, Col. Davis, who had charge of tha
surplus property division and the sale of this product under the
Quartermaster General, made this statement:

Mr. Reavis. Do you know whether any sale had been made to Ar.
Hoover out of the $100,000,000 we appropriated?

Col. Davis. There was a sale made to Mr. Hoover. Bome packing-
house products and flour were sent to Mr. Hoover's representatives in
Europe ; some went to Trieste and sgme, I think, went to Hamburg,
and resume that was bought out of the $100,000,000 fund.

Mr. REaVIS. You do mnot know? Do you know what guantity was
purchased by Mr. Hoover of flour and packing-house products?

Col. Davis, I can get the ﬁ%ures.
Mr. Reavis, I should be glad if you would, and put them in the

record.

And in the same volume, on page 51, is a detailed statement
of the sales to Hoover of the stuff we had in this country that
was shipped to him abroad, and it amounts in total to $22,-
292,869 that we sent across the sea when we had millions of
pounds abroad that to-day are spoiling for the want of a buyct.

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I consumed?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Warsa). The gentleman
has consumed 32 minutes.

Mr. REAVIS. I do not want to be unfair to the other mem-
bers of the committee. Still, there are a number of things that,
briefly, I want to call to your attention. There is a statement
made in the minority report that we are extravagant in saying
that this food is deteriorating. In volume 1, pages 24 and 25,
you will find the following from Mr. Hare:

Mr. REavis. This meat is deteriorating?

M& Harn, I call it all perishable, and it should be sold within three
months,

Mr. Reavis, That does not answer my question, It is deteriorating?

Mr. Hare. Yes, sir.

Mr. ReEavis. In some localities to a marked degree?

Mr. Hagr. It depends on the storage,

Mr. Reavis. But in some localities it is deteriorating to a marked

deﬁee?
r. Hare. Yes, sir.
Mr. REavis. You have had some experience with deteriorated meats?
Mr, Haug, Yes, sir; I have taken meat into the woods on fishing trips
and had it spoil.
Mr. Reavis. I mean in your present capacity?
. HARE. Yes, sir.
Mr. Reavis. Haven't you had meat on your hands that spoiled ?
. Hame. Yes. sir.
. REavis, Where?
. Hare. In Baltimore: bacon.
. REavis. Wasn't there some more than that in Baltimore?

r. Harg. I heard of ham also ; and also I know of my own knowledge
that subject to the temperature in wooden buildings the hams * smell "
and “ sweat” and deteriorate. That is the reason we can not give any
guaranty back of theﬁ 8.

Mr. Reavis. Isn't that true of the hams as well as the bacon?

Mr. Hanp. Yes, sir.

Mr. Reavis. Haven't you been compelled to sell ham, more than
2,000,000 pounds ?

Mr. Hare. I do know there was a large amount of ham that was
moldy and was sold at a sacrifice.

Mr. REaVIS. A large amount at Atlanta, Ga.?

Mr. Hare. At Norfolk.

Mr, REaviS. And a large amount at Atlanta, Ga.? 5

Mr. Hare, Yes; but whether that has been sold or not I do not know.

Without taking the time to read the somewhat voluminous
testimony on this question, I will say to you that it is in evidence
that more than 2,000,000 pounds of ham in Baltimore deterior-
ated so that we sold it at 28 and a fraction cents per pound ; that
1,497,000 pounds at Norfolk deteriorated so that we sold it at 20
cents a pound.

On Friday morning of last week the Baltimore Sun contained
a statement of the condition that exists at our warehouses there,
and the same condition is also all through the southern country
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where we have warehouses and where it is het. This meat is

spoiling, and has been spoiling rapidly. Here is the condition at

Baltimore:

Pites oF Foop BURNED—VAST STORES OF AnMY SUrPPLiEs Muost B
DESTROYED—SPOILED 1Y HASTY PACKING—SMOKE ¥ROM ‘GREAT DUMP
Near RIVER VIEW BEARS TESTIMONY TO WASTAGE OF WAR.

Thousands of dollars’ worth of foodstuffs of every kind are being
burned as refuse at the Colgate warehouses .of the United States
uartermaster Corps near River View, and the pity of it is, say the

that they are erless to t waste.
e truth of persistent

A vigit to the warehouses yes disclosed
rumors that wholesale destruction J mnw ‘has been in prog-
ress for months, Just outside the wire pal e about the reservation,
4n plain view from the River View car the smoke from the refuse

e,
was nsdandinf. The Emnnd to the extent of about an acre was strewn
with empty tin cans, burst open and their contents poured out in many
places more than knee deep.

Three negro dump keepers were on the job, and the wheelbarrows in
uihichb the cans were trundled from the four hbig warehouses were
close by.

SWAMP FILLED WITH THE CANS.

“That pile is nothing,” one of them said in answer te a gquestion.

“All this ground we are standing on is filled with layers of tin cans
several feet thick. You see, after we burn the stuff for a while and the

pile gets big we cover it over with a layer of dirt and start a new
pile, E,ﬁ“ swamp over there is several feet deep, and it is filled with
cans, o

The negro explained that he is one of the 16 men whose task it is
Egesgzp up around the warehouses and wheel the condemned cans to
“ Each warehouse has several tors, who go around every day
and inspect tomatoes, Bau, milk, and other goods, and as soon as they
find bad ones they mark them, and we wheel them away,” he said.
ﬂn't‘:&l% 11'tso how long the destrnction has been going on the negro was

“You see, 1 have only been here since February,” he said. *1I
don't know how long it was going on before that, but I know that
some of us have wheeled cans to the dump almost every day since I
came here to work:"”

Now, gentlemen, it is suggested that the Gevernment will
reimburse itself, because it has a six menths' guaranty on
this canned stuff. Why, eight and one-half months have gone
by since we purchased it. BEight and a half months have
gone by since the armistice was signed, and it is in the record
that some of it was bought in the year 1917, The guaranty has
long since expired. But suppose that the Government got all its
money back. God help the poor people who can not get the
food! That is gone. It is difficult for me to characterize what
I think of conduct of this kind. I could be arrested for what
I think of that War Department and the way it has handled
this food supply.

There are other items that I want briefly to call to your
attention. I am not inclined to blame Rogers or Davis or Hare
or these men who are acting under orders. Hare was a frank
witness. I said to him, on page 26:

Mr. Reavis. It was .apparent the Arm
500,000, and if it was not more than 500,
of surpfus meat?

Mr. HARE. Yes, sir.

Mr. ReAVIS. And any man would know that a vast guantity would
have to be sold?

Mr. Haep, Yes, sir.

Mr. Reavis. Don't you know of cases where the wholesale grocers
have tried to buy it and could not and it was kept in sterage until it
deteriorated ?

Mr. Harp. Yes, sir; and I have tried to pry it loose and sell it.

And yet they criticize the majority report that holds the Sec-
retary of War and his policy not to disturb industrial conditions
up to the view of the Nation.

My friends, I want to call your attention to one other thing,
and I have got to hurry along or I will consume time that I
ought not to take. On page 30 of volume 1, Gen. R. E. Wood,
Acting Quartermaster General in the month of January, wrote
a letter to P'rank Gerber, the president of the National Camners'
Association, which contained this statement:

Nonunned vegetables will be put .on the domestic market during this
ECason.

Just what the relationship between the Canners' Association
and Gen. Wood was I do not know, but I do kmow that Gen,
Rogers came back from France in February and succeeded Gen.
Wood as Quartermaster General. He started to sell these
canned goods. They had between 25 and 50 carloads on the
track at St. Louis that demurrage was being collected en, and
Gen. Rogers started to sell it. In volume'2, page 48, in the testi-
mony of Col. Davis, we find this:

Col. Davis. As I gtated before, Gen. Rogers, on his

would not be moere than
there was a vast quantity

return from

France, ki that there was a of canned vegetables
on hand, aﬂerhisarﬂmmuup question with a view
to disposing of this surplus. 'This information at onece

;canners of the co , and Mr. Gerber, of the

Canners’ Association, together with rs and the secre- |

canne

tary of the association, whose office is here in Washington, called on |

Gen. Rogers and showed him a letter recelved from Gen. R. E. Wood,

Y ster General, agreeing not te place on the market
Mr. Reavis (int h that?

i, P ! £2 the Tact SRt ok Wes ecarly in |
. DAyIS. s was in the latter ‘ebruary -or I
March that this meeting occurred X !

Mr. REAVIS. You may continue your statement.

Col. Davis. ecing not to pl h
S e theéigl‘:ls. Ec komso nln]a 13.? on the market this large surplus

Mr., Doxovax. And when would that be?
ab?g%g]g;u& 'I‘I}at would be completed along In September or along

Mr. Doxovax. Of this year?

Col. Davis. Of this year; yes, sir.

When that order was shown to Gen. Rogers he testified that
he was in duty bound to keep the agreement that his prede-
cessor had made, and on page 299 of volume 5 of the record
Gen. Rogers testifies as follows:

M:;.?mes. General, were you disposed to sell all of these canned

Gen. RoceEns. Yes.
G oorsa. 1 wabted 1 el (b Sece e
en. ERS, I wan 0 Be em ause I thought it
intﬁrrast of the Government to sell them el A

E_Jnl:.wts. Not only the 25 or 50 carloads, but all the canmed
B0Gen. Rocuua. Yes, air.
Mr. Reavis. That was
had this conference?
That was the conference with Gerber when he came to him to
show him the letter written by Wood. :
Gen. RoGEmrs. Yes, sir,

And out of that conference between the Canners’ Association,
who had gotten a promise from Gen. R. E. Wood not to sell
these canned goods on the domestic market—and there were
200,000,000 cans of them, running from 1-pound to 8-pound cans—
Col. Davis, in order to further assure the Canners’ Association,
wrote the following letter to Mr. Gerber.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield there for
a guestion?

Mr. REAVIS. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What were the contents of those
2‘f):(:[_':,i(i()lili%[i}sJk cans?

‘ VIS. Peas, squash, spinach, corn, tomatoes, pum
kins—all that sort of canned vegetables. L

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. And not meat?

Mr. REAVIS. Oh, no; these were canned vegetables: but if
you will look at the record, in the list of the men who belong to
the Canners' Association, it is worth while to notice that most
prominent are some of the packers in Chicago, who were can-
ning vegetables as well as meat. Bear in mind that the people
needed this food. Bear in mind that your Government neaded
the money ; but here is what Col. Davis writes to the president
of the Canners’ Association en the 17th of March of this year:

War DEPARTMENT,
PURCHASE, BTORAGE AND TRAFFIC DIVISION,
OFFICE OF THE oF PURCHASE AND B,
Washington, March 17, 1919,
Fraxg GERBE!

R

President National Canners’ Association, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Me, GERBER: Your letter of March 15 to Maj. Gen. H.

Rogers has been referred to me for reply. e Bt

am glad to be able to relieve your mind on the subject of any sur-
plos of canned vegetables to be dumped on the market.
Acting along lines suggested by you—
Suggested by the president of the Canners’ Association—

canned corn, squash, and string beans will be added to the
Tiat, which has alwa This will e;ts!gg?

the thing you had in mind at the time youm

¥8 contained canned tomatoes.
d.l?one lif our stock .and eJLml‘:mte mrplng. o -
trust this will relieve r mind an ose o ssocia’
the Conners’ Association. 7 s ben:

Yours, very truly,
A. M. Davis,
Colonel, Quartermaster Corpe, Director of Storage.
[Applause.]

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, REAYIS. With pleasure, #

Mr. KNUTSON. 1Is the writer of this letter a member of
the Canners’' Association?

Mr. REAVIS. He is now acting at the head of the Surplus
Property Division in the War Department, under Newton D,
Baker. That is the man who wrote that letter.

Mr. ENUTSON. Nice business!

I will show that

Mr. REAVIS. Oh, do not criticize him.
he was acting under orders,

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Will my colleague yield there
for a question?

Mr. REAVIS. I will, with pleasure.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. In some parts of the Republic
ihe people think that Congress is semewhat to blame for not

legislation to permit the sale of this food. Now, is it

not a fact that there was ample law, from the time the armistice

{ was signed, to do all that was necessary along that line?

AMr. REAVIS. There is not any gquestion about it at all. It
is merely the policy of the department not to do it. Now, you
talk about Col. Davis, and ask if he is a member of the Can-
mers’ Association. Let me call your attemtion te what Davis
intended to do by this letter. You will find it on page 53 of
volume 2; Mr. Davis is very frank about it:
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Mr. Reavis. I tried to get that from Mr. Hare yesterday and he
passed the buck to you, and mow you fuss it to somebody else, and
we will get him and get to the bottom of

Now, yon say here, qguoting your letter, * This will entirely dispose
of our stock and eliminate surplus.” Now, if that had been true,
Colonel, you would have deprived the Government of the money that
it would make from the sale of these eanned tables?

Col. Davis. Mr. Reavis, this was written Ela way, largely with a
view of quieting the mind of the canner and the farmer as to the
likelihood of this surplus being dumped onm the market here, and they
knaw, and Mr. Gerber knew, that it did not in any way prevent or in-
tenfi to prevent the sale which we expected to make of a portion of
our eanned goods on the other side of the water.

Mr. Reavis. Well, how would that permit you to make a sale of &
portion of your goods when you say in your letter that this will con-
sume all the sur us?

Col. Davis. at ls what I say; that was done for the purpose of
quieting the minds of the canner and of the farmer:

Mr. REAVIS (Interpos!ng) You did not mean it?

Col. Davis (continning). As to the fact of any surplus being
dumimd in this country; it did not mean that we were mot
continue our efforts to sell some of our goods abroad. It would ta.ks
us—with the strami.h of the Army that we had at that time it
would take a long while to use the entire amount, and it was intended
to show these people that there would be no surpius so far as they were
concerned to harrass the conditions in the United States.

Mr. Reavis. That is, you mean that the American people would
have no opportunity of buying this surplus?

Col. Davis. That is the point exactly,

Mr. Reavis. And notwithstanding the distress occasioned by the
high eost of living here the only people to get the benefit was the people
abroad and not our own?

Col. Davis. That is it exactly.

Mr. REAvIS. And that was dome to protect the canners and the
farmers?

Col. Davig. Yes, sir,

Mr. REAVIS. Now, gentlemen, I wish I had two hours more
in which to talk about this thing, but I have gone on and taken
more time than I really should have taken. But as to this
Wood order and this Davis letter that were issned by these
men in charge of these departments, let me show you by the
testimony of Gen. Rogers where they came from. This is
Gen. Rogers’s testimony :

Mr. ReEavis. Was: there any definite conclusion arrived at at the first
conference with reference to the disposition of canned vegetables?

Gen. Rogmrs, Yes, sir.

Mr. Heavis. What was the conclusion?

Gen. Eouxns The concluslon was—after Mr. Thorne came into the
office, I asked him if he knew anything about this letter of Gen. Wood,
and he said that he did, and that the letter was not only written by
Gen. Wood but had the approval of the War ‘Department.

Mr. Reavis. The a proval of the War Departm

Gen. RoceErs. I think he made the statement “At the approval of
the Secretary of War.” [ would like to change my statement and
say, instead or the War Department, that it had the approval of the
Seeretary of War.

There was the deliberate purpose of the War Department to
compel the soldier to eat all the ecanned vegetables which could

be sold in America. This purpose was inspired by the desire

to save the ecanners from competition with the Army surplus,
to keep up the price to the burdened people even though it pre-
vented the Government from getting the money which would
have been derived from this sale. This thing which “ invisible
government ” was doing through conspiracy with the War De-
partment is shown not only by the testimony of Col. Davis but
is also shown by the following testimony of Gen. Rogers:

Mr. REavis. Now, let me ask you this: Does not the letter say, which
you lsr::sy? was written with your approval, that this will eliminate all
Blu(?i!n. RoGeErs. The letter states that, but as near as I can remember
it is misleading in that it was expected to sell a part of these canned
vegetables for foreign export.

I am not disposed to criticize Gen. Rogers or Col. Davis or
Myr. Hare; but it is charged in the report, and by way of re-
iteration and on my responsibility as a Member of this House
I charge now that it was the well-defined policy of the Secre-
tary of War to keep these food products away from the Ameri-
can people who bought and paid for them, and to export themr
to save the big business interests of this country. [Applause.]
That statement is made on the sworn testimony of the men in
charge of these bureaus down at the War Department.

Gentlemen, every man who has studied the philosophies of
history realizes that the food of the people is the most menac-
ing propesition with which a Government has to contend. The
whole shore of existence is lined with the wrecks of nations
whose destruction had its inception in the hunger of the people.
It is twenty centuries since Christ walked this earth with the
children of men to teach them the fundamentals of a new
eivilization, and now, after the passing of nearly 2,000 years, it
seems to me that the eauses which lead to revolution are mere
menacing and more universal than they ever were before.

Organized government and orderly society seem struggling to
justify their right to endure. These are brooding years, preg-
nant with God knows what, for there is strife and turmeil down
in the shadows. Secarcely a nation in Europe that is not in the
twilight, and brave is the man who ventures a prediction as to
the affairs of this world a year hence.

‘We are proud of this country, proud of its history and of its
accomplishments. For some the “ light may stream on the path
ahead and nowhere else,” but for me the glorious past of
Ameriea will never be shrouded in darkness. We are eonfident
of its future; but, sirs, with all of its power and resources, it
could lie in ashes before the month is out if its people became
hungry enough.

Hunger is the breeder of revolution., Notwithstanding the
distress occasioned by the high cost of living, notwithstanding
there is rebellion in the spirit and in the heart of those who are
burdened with the high eost of living, the War Department, to
keep from disturbing the industrial eonditions, has been hoard-
ing foodstuff in the warehouses of this country until it has
deteriorated and spoiled.

Whatever disturbance industrial conditions may suffer will be
because these food purveyors solkd the produet in the first in-
stance. Let me illustrate my meaning: Sitting in front of me is
my good friend frem Illinecis [Mr. Wirsox]. The tailor who
sold him the clothes he is wearing, and which Iook like a mil-
lion: dollars draped over his handsome shoulders, disturbed eon-
ditions by so doing because he destroyed the demand for that
suit of clothes. Do you think he should be heard, after making
the sale and receiving his profit, to demand that Mr. Wirsox
hang the garments in the closet because eonditions would be
disturbed if he should wear them?

The American people bought and paid for this food. It was
sold for consumption. Conditions were disturbed in the sale.
Mr. Gerber, president of the Canners’ Assoeiation, testified be-
fore our eommittee that the profits derived the year these goods
were sold were far and away the mest prefitable he had
ever had, and yet after selling them and getting the profit he
conspired with the Seeretary of War not to let the people of
America eonsume them, because if they did it would disturb the
industrial eonditions.

I have been speaking more than an hour, and I regret that I
have taken so muech of your time. I would like to relate an
ineident which I witnessed reeently, and with its relation I
will conclude. I was in one of the public markets last Saturday
evening when I observed a frail, prematurély aged Iady speak-
ing in a low tone to the clerk. She was wretchedly clad in
faded calico, and she had all the evidences of cruel poverty.
She was inquiring how much of a cheap cot of meat she could
buy for 20 cents. Some who were near her, inspired by sym-
pathy, asked some questions, and learned that she was provid-
ing Sunday dinner for herself and three children. I do not want
to comment on the incident, but I cite it because the lady is
a type of thousands who dwell in this land of plenty. It seems
to me that the struggle is somewhat unequal; on the one hand
these great wealthy companies seeking to eontrol the food supply
of the people, fortified by the sympathetie protection of the War
Department, striving always fo keep up the price, to increase
profits and dividends, and on the other hand, quite helpless and
alone, the woman doing her best to keep life in the bodies of
the little fledglings God had given her. You will choose to-day
the one you will help. So far as I am eoneerned, so far as the
Republican Party is coneerned, you will find us fighting on the
side of the great mass of our people typified by the lady in the
calico dress. [Applause.]

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, a good deal was said in the dis-

cussion of the point of order this morning, and also by the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] in the
debate on the pending resolution in a semieriticism of the
minerity of the Special Committee on the Expenditures of the
War Department in incorporating in the minority views cer-
tain statements of the War Department officials that had not
been taken in the course of the evidence before the committee
on the subjeet with which this resolution deals. This pretty
clearly demonstrates that the evidence whiech we produced is
conclusive of our contention that the majority report has mis-
stated the facts in relation to the distribution of surplus food
supplies.
I will state to the House the circumstances under whieh these
communications were incorporated in our report. The whole
evidence in this ecase was taken by subcommittee No. 4. As
the House well knows, this special committee of 15 was divided
into 5 subcommittees of 3 each, 2 Republicans and 1 Democrat
being on each committee. All of this evidence was taken by
the subcommittee. Twelve members of this committee had
never heard a word of the evidence, and I do net believe had
ever read a line of it.

On last Thursday this resolution was presented to the full
committee with the report of the majority, at a time when the
minority member of the subcommittee No. 4, who had heard a
portion of the evidence, was absent in New York at the bedside
of a sick son. We heard the resolution read. We felt that it
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meant nothing, that it was another evidence of Republican inca-
pacity and inefliciency to deal with the great problems of the
day, and then we heard the report read. We had not been
present at the taking of the evidence, but we knew the report
was bristling with misstatements of facts and of misrepresenta-
tions of the attitude of the Secretary of War and of the War
Department in reference to these food supplies.

1 called the attention of the committee to that fact. The
next day I prepared a letter and presented it to the chairman
of the committee; the letter has been read to the House. I
pointed out to these gentlemen the errors of fact in this report
and gave a list of the witnesses whom we asked to be sum-
moned, the list being headed by the Secretary of War, whose
position in reference to this food supply was attacked and mis-
represented in this report. We stated to the committee that if
they did not open this matter and allow us to produce the
evidence to show, as we can show, that the statements in the
report were incorrect, we would be compelled to go to the War
Department, get the evidence, and file it with the minority
views. No one dissented. We were left distinctly under the
impression that the committee agreed that we had that right
and consented to our right to exercise it.

Then, upon a statement by the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. ReEavis] that as the report had been given to the news-
papers to reopen the hearings would make the committee
ridiculous, our request that the Secretary of War and other
officials might be heard was denied. I replied to the statement
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] that to open the
hearings by the committee would not make it quite so ridicu-
lous as having the errors and misrepresentations contained in
it exposed upon the floor. I am satisfied that my prediction has
come true. It might be stated parenthetically that the report
had not been filed in the House and was not filed until yester-
day. I do not believe that the right of a high official of this
Government to be heard upon a matter about which he was
being criticized has ever before been denied by a committee of
this House. This course stamps this committee with a parti-
sanship that it will never outlive. [Applause.]

Following up that: action of the committee we prepared our
report, obtained these letters and communications from the
officials of the War Department, as we had stated to the whole
committee we would do and as we thought they had agreed
we should do, and embodied them in our report. And with that
understanding in his mind Mr. Graganm asked for unanimous
consent yesterday that our report be accepted and filed along
with the minority report. I do not understand the parliamen-
tary ethics under which these gentlemen are acting when they
attempt to exclude these statements from the minority report.
We have simply put into that report that which the Republican
members of the committee had never heard and would not
hear—evidence from the Secretary of War, going down to
lesser employees of that department, who have to deal with
the surplus supplies of war foodstuffs, that would have con-
tradicted practically every statement of importance made in
the report of the majority. [Applause on Democratic side.]

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor, and the minority of this committee
are in favor, of putting on the market for the benefit of the con-
sumers of this country the surplus food supplies of the War
Department as quickly as possible and in the most satisfactory
way to get the surplus supplies into the hands of the consuming
people of the country. The Seecretary of War is in favor of that,
and I challenge any man, however bitter his partisan Republi-
canism may be, to put his finger upon one word ever uttered by
the Secretary of War that contradicts the statement that that is
to-day and has been his policy ever since the armistice was
signed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The officials of the
War Department generally are in favor of it, and I would have
thought that the majority members of this committee were in
favor of a similar policy. I still think they must be, but a read-
ing and study of the resolution which they have brought into this
House would lead one to believe either that they are not in favor
of getting these surplus food supplies to the people or that they
have been very derelict in their duty in studying and understand-
ing the questions relating to these food supplies. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

Let us see what is the situation. The gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. Reavis] talks about a conference here with the
ment men and a conference yonder with the vegetable eanners.
But I call attention to the fact that none of these conferences
resulted in the suggestions made by the meat men being ac-
cepted, and for only a limited time were the suggestions of the
canners the ruling policy of the War Department. I call atten-
tion to the fact that notwithstanding the War Department in
the discharge of its duty to consider every interest in this
country conferred freely with the eanners, both of meat and

vegetables, the policy that. the department has pursued has
been solely in the interest of the Government and of the con-
sumers of the country. The meat men made certain sugges-
tions. They were rejected. A policy was adopted in the interest
of the Government and in the interest of the consumers. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

After the armistice we had on hand the largest supply of
foodstuffs ever gathered together by any organization in the
history of the world. It was pouring in every day. Imme-
diately the officials of the War Department began to cancel
contracts, where there was authority to cancel them, A great
many of them were canceled, and soon after that, upon the
direction of Gen. March, it was determined to take an inventory
of the food supplies that were scattered about at 225 different
warehouses and posts in the country. Ten thousand men were
employed and put to work the last day of December, 1918, to
make a physical count of food supplies on hand. In about 10
days they completed it and sent their inventories to Washing-
ton. Then began the work of classifying these food supplies,
of determining how much was needed for the support of the
Army and how much should be declared a surplus. With the
limited number of men the department had to work on this
stupendous job, it did take months. A small quantity of sup-
plies were declared surplus in February and March and sold,
but the bulk of it was declared surplus, the meats on the 5th
of May and the canned vegetables on the 23d of May, and
from that time on sales have been made in large quantities
to the consumers in this country. The first plan adopted by the
War Department was to advertise the articles for sale in the
newspapers and receive sealed competitive bids for them, sale
being made to the highest bidder.

Recently 1,572 bids have been received for canned goods, and
many of these bids have been accepted, and those goods have
been sold to the bidders at 80 per cent of the cost, and they will
soon go out to the consumers. But owing to the large supply of
foodstuffs in this declaration of surplus the War Department
did not feel that they were going to the consumers rapidly
enough, so on the 3d day of July the Secretary of War directed
an order to be issued authorizing municipalities in the country
to buy in carload lots meats at 80 per cent of the cost and vege-
tables at cost, to be sold by the municipalities to the citizens
at what the goods cost the municipalities.

This report of the majority says that that order abrogated
the other methods of sale of these goods. These gentlemen who
issued the order, who have charge of distribution under that
order, would have told them, if they had asked, that it was
in addition to the method then in vogue for the sale of these
foodstuffs. Under that arrangement a number of municipali-
ties in this country bought large quantities of these surplus
foods and sold them to their people at cost, and they were in as
perfect condition, I am told by the people who bought some of
them, as any meat ever bought by anyone from any market upon
the face of the earth. While these gentlemen are thanking God
for one thing and another, let them not forget to render thanks
for the fact that at the end of this war the meat that the War
Department accumulated was sound and good enough for any-
body to eat and not embalmed beef, such as the Republican
administration had at the end of the Spanish-American War.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

It developed that some of the municipalities under their char-
ters could not purchase foodstuffs to be sold to their citizens.

And so the Secretary of War last week enlarged that order
and provided that any group of patriotic citizens in any city in
this country whose standing was approved by the mayor of thelr
city eould purchase those goods in carload lots on 10 days' time,
to be sold to the citizens of that city at cost. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] And under that arrangement a great number
of the cities of this country are now negotiating for meats and
cammed goods and sugar and anything that happens to be surplus
supplies of the War Department. So they are selling to-day
through the ordinary channels of trade, accepting competitive
bids from anybody who desires to buy, the surplus they have
on hand. In addition to that they are letting any city of this
Nation which desires to do it buy carload lots of these goods and
sell them to their citizens at cost and give that city ten days’
time; and, thirdly, where the cities can not or will not buy for
sale to their citizens, or where there is danger of profiteers
stopping the cities by injunction, the War Department is provid-
ing that any group of patriotic citizens whose responsibility is
vouched for by the mayor of those cities can buy those goods in
carload lots on the same terms as the cities and sell them to the
consumers in those cities at cost. That is what the War De-
partment is doing to-day. Is not that getting these goods to the
consumers? Is that keeping the goods away from the American
consumer? [Applause on the Democratie side.]
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Mr, HARDY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. I will

Mr., HARDY of Texas. Is there anything in the resolution
presentéd that would even suggest any better way of supplying
the people direct in a majority of cases?

Mr. FLOOD. I said a few minutes ago that a study of that
resolution would lead an impartial student to believe that these
gentlemen, the majority, were not in favor of getting these
surplus war supplies to the consumers, because, as the gentle-
man from Texas says, they make no suggestion by which these
supplies can be gotten into the hands of the consumer. My con-
struction of that resolution is that if the Secretary of War fol-
lowed the suggestion of that resolution he would feel himself
prohibited from selling to municipalities, selling to groups of
persons in cities, and selling through the ordinary channels of
commerce, because that resolution provides that the War De-
partment shall sell directly to the people of the United States,
which I think means the consumers of this country. If thatis
not what the resolution means, then it simply requests the
Secretary of War to do what he is doing now and has been
doing for some time,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman recall that when the
Army appropriation bill was before us we endeavored to get the
War Department to explain its policies in the disposition of
these goods and all that we could get was that they had offered
for sale to the Salvation Army some canned stuff and they had
offered to some Jewish organization the sale of some bacon.

[Laughter.]

Mr. FLOOD. I recall that when the Army appropriation
bill——

AMr, FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. Was before the committee the chairman of
that committee, Mr. Kamw, of California, asked Mr. Hare
some questions with reference to the disposition of these food
supplies, and Mr, Hare asked Mr. Kaun’s advice as to what
course the Government should pursue in the disposition of these
food supplieg, and Mr. Kann's advice to him was that it was the
duty of the War Department to protect the Treasury of the
United States and they ought to sell those goods wherever they
could get the best price for them. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr, FIELDS. If the gentleman from New York will recall
in the hearings on the Army appropriation bill the statement
was made that they were advertising in the newspapers through-
out the country for bidders for surplus supplies at that time,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I make a further inquiry——

Mr. FLOOD. I object to the gentleman using any more of my
time. I can not yield. I have answered the gentleman’s ques-
tion.

Mr. MAGEE. Will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. FLOOD. I will.

Mr. MAGEE. The gentleman stated in reference to the sale
of goods to municipalities. I would like to ask the gentleman
if he does not know that a municipality in the State of New
York, under its charter, has no power to purchase these goods
from the War Department?

Mr. FLOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the Secretary
of War is much more attentive to the citizens of New York than
the gentleman is, and, he realizing that fact, issued an order

last week providing that any group of patriotic citizens in any

city in New York could put up the money or have 10 days’ time
within which to pay for carload lots of these goods, take them to
the cities, sell them to their citizens, the consumers of that place,
at cost. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The Secretary of
War is taking care of your interests, if you are not keeping up
with it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MAGEE. Will the gentleman answer my question?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. No; I can not yield now. I have not much tlme.'

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my friends there is more politics
than patriotism in this resolution. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] I am mnot prepared to vote against any resolution
that may help to get these products to the consumers, but I want
to call your attention to the fact that the committee which re-
ported thiz resolution was appointed under a resolution passed
by this House on the 4th day of June.

We all thought it had a high and patriotic purpose, but, Mr.
Speaker, when that committee began to work there was in con-
stant attendance upon its sessions a Mr. George Hill. His

presence there created some suspicion, and he was asked what '

his mission there was, and he said that he was being employed
by the National Republican Committee to get out publicity arti-

cles in reference to the hearing before this committee. The
first -one that we saw was an interview given out by the dis-
tinguished and able chairman that indicted the administration
for all sorts of erimes, and, among others, was the charge that
he had, with the aid of the Council of National Defense and the
advisory commission, begun to prepare the country for war when
it was thought war was inevitable.

He criticized the administration for getting ready for this
great war beforehand. But out amiable chairman has been so
roughly dealt with by the press of this country, Republican as
well as Democratic, that I do not believe he cares to recall that
interview or Mr. Hill’s part in its propaganda any more. [Ap-
plause on the Democratie side.]

I want to insert here a statement by Mr. G. B. Clarkson, of
vt’.flm Council of National Defense, in reply to Mr. Gramam’s inter-

ew:

My examination the other day before Mr., Graham's committee
showed at the outset a on ‘the part of a majority ot the
committee to disclose thn.t the lniatmtlon had taken no prepared

ness 8 before enterin thﬁ the war, whereas the truth was thatbe mg
to th.e most pmvmm nee of the Councll of National
created by Congress i el months before, a great many tar~

s!fht:ed plans had been lnltlat
advice of its advisory co

The commission of seven men was thronghnnt the war, by
ihe 'way, composed of at lea.st ‘three and Fro ly four Republimna. as
was the huge mudnrity of th nel of the: councll s subcommittees,

The council minutes, which furnished to Mr. GRagAM’S committee,
with the hearty consent of Secretary Baker, chairman of the counecil,
and which I voluntarily .supplemented with those of the ad com-
mission, disclosed beyond any gquestion that the council had the
most constructive way looked ahead into the immediate future
to ‘I:he md uf ‘the ‘country for war,

berate udgment that if the eouncil, utﬂlslnﬁ’the great-
est experts in the leading industries and u a wholl
nonpartisan way, had not taken its forehanded s nepai Ameriea woul
not have lald In time ‘the foundation for mobilizing its industrial re-
sources which made possible tlte w of the war.
G The co%ncﬂd min’ havin, tom:gg expo:ihﬂan of th:;e “facts to Mr,

RAHAM, he & couneil’s system procuring su

plies for the War Department. That matter was all thrnahaﬂ out lon]:;
since before the Benate Military Affalrs Committee, and the Intimations
against memhers of the eouncil’s committee on supplies died of their
own weight at the end of the hearings more than a year ago.

Council mmnﬁmttew&ﬁ!;er& under the lsﬂtrecg% of t:m unprecedented
emergency were some cases pla he apparent 'posi-
tion of doing business with themselves, but that was never actually the
fact, and not a scintilla of wrongdoing was ever disclosed, and it is
believed that the law throughout was complied with.

In the co ttee on supplies alone 45,000 contracts, involving
$800,000,000, were arranged for by the conncil in 200 days at an over-
head cost of but $20,000. After the counclil withdrew from this particu-
lar field in January, 1918, the closeness and ecomomy of its buying

s was demonstrated by the Tise in oo of many commodities for
whose purchase it had arranged for the ’ ent. Through the
experts under Mr. Baruch handling raw mat , minerals, and metals

is estimated that ‘the council saved the Government more than
SB 000,000,000, as a.gn!.nxt prewar prices, in prices that it procured for

by the council acting alome and on- the

and steel

In no instance mzd at no time did a member of the Council of
National Defense organization actually rclose contracts. That was
always done by the executive departments themsexven Just as the
activities of the council were always subject to review by the executive
departments, Since this was so and since the committee members had
no power whatever to sign contracts, it is difficult to see wherein the
law was violated.

The fact of the matter is that the council found itself with a huge
job thrust on its hands, and it set about to perform the task as best it
could. The form of o zation 'was not Immediately and probably
never was ideal, but we were at war and there was no time to quibble
over technicalities or Freceﬂents. The job was one which -called for
immediate action, with an improvised auxiliary strncture the
councll sought to give the m partments the best and most

‘expert nece it could mvidc from ecivilian life in the problems of
production and supqll‘h 1 those departments had time to make their
gwn o e council's primary purpose and work, it should
e po.

ont was to Increase sources of supply and at the 'same time
to assist the industries of the country in

2 understandingly
for the strain that was to be put upon them,

It was the obvious and the elementary thing for the council to eall
10 Its ald the civilian whose business e ence had ‘given ‘him a ‘thor
ough s'ru];out the problem involved. If the realily big men din indus

be secured, obviously they must be men who were en-

g:u.ged in la affairs at the time. It may be said that this gave an
Eportunl cif or favoriusm and personal gain through the Dreagance in
t coun tion of men ¢ business, but the

in activ
d to be done and some one had to be trusted to do it.

fatrts prove that the council’s trust was not abused.
The only alternative to the plan pursued would have been to hire
officers from the industries at salaries proportionate to the
remuneration which th m:sy received in private life, instead of securing
the heads of the imln ea for nothing. Its difficulties from the stand-

The 'real

point of time are too obvious to need eomment, however:
and, aside eﬂtlon of efficiency, the plan would have lacked
oumplemly the id moral effect presented to the country by the

voluntary contri tlon of time and tireless effort %gven by the leaders
of industry who came to Washington to fill in the in the great-
est national that we have ever known. It is very doubtful if
the same results have been achieved in the pressure of the early
War dm through any other method than this one of voluntary co-
o
As to the oper; g expenses of the councll, it gives me a good deal
«of pleasure to fr.w:lnt out that from its greliminnry organization, in the
late winter of 1916, up to May 1, 1919, its expenditures were but
31,500. 0. This included carrying the War Industries Board for
a year and the expenditure of $225,000 for the erection of its
bul.ldl?n It made the preliminary mo i.llzatlon of industry from the
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date of our entrance into the war to July 1, 1917, at the almost gro-
tesquely small e:%endlture of $127,000. It is hard to believe that there
is anyihing in the historf of government to surpass that record of
economieal business administration of a Federal agency.

Mr. Speaker, this is the second attempt to make politics out
of the work of this committee, It is a less creditable attempt
because a bold attempt is made to pervert the facts that are
dealt with.

Mr, OLIVER. Does not the gentleman reeall that the second
attempt, perhaps, was as to the records. of the soldiers abso-
Intely spoiling in water, and afterwards it was shown that the
records were intact and in absolutely good condition?

Mr. FLOOD. I do not believe that'got beyond the committee
To0I.

Mr. OLIVER. It was in the papers.

Mr. FLOOD. I did not see it. I heard if in the committee
room and afterwards learned that it was much ado about
nothing.

This is an attempt to make a false issue, If I had the time
I could take up this report item by item and statement by
statement and show you that there was no foundation for the
allegations made in the report. The majority are trying to
raise a false issue, not justified by the attitude of the War
Department and not justified by the evidence taken in connec-
tion with these surplus food supplies. I do not presume to say
that the gentlemen who make the issue know that it is false.
I hope they do not. And if they do not, it is a great reflection
upon their industry in the investigation they have undertaken.
This debate will enlighten them and prove to the House and
the country that it is a false issue, with not a solitary inch of
solid earth upon which to rest the foot of any man who makes
it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FLOOD. For a question.

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman spoke about a council hayv-
ing been formed in the fall of 1916, when it was seen that war
was inevitable. Was this council formed before the Demo-
crats had decided upon their slogan of “ He kept us out of
war” ?

Mr. FLOOD. It was formed after the people of this country
had gone to the polls and by a substantial vote reelected Wood-
row Wilson President of the United States. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. I will

Mr. HASTINGS. Was the Secretary of War ever invited
before this expenditure committee?

Mr, FLOOD., We tried to get them to invite him, but they
would not do it. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, Reavis]
talked about having the high officials. I wrote to the chairman
of this committee and requested and urged him to invite the
Secretary of War there to testify, and they voted it down, every
Republican vote being against it.

Mr. HASTINGS. The gentleman does not mean that this
fair, nonpartisan investigating committee refused and declined
to invite the Secretary of War, but had sitting by its side a
representative of the Republican National Committee all the
time?

Mr. FLOOD. That is exactly what took place.

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FLOOD. Yes. -

Mr, UPSHAW. Inasmuch as this was an investigation of the
War Department, and you have just brought out the startling
and unheard-of fact that the committee refused fo bring before
them the head of the War Department while having present
the Republican publicity man, does it not seem that our friends
on the opposite side were almost as anxious to get parfisan
political campaign “ thunder ™ out to the public as they are to
et food out to the “pee-pull™? [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. FLOOD. That is the sole purpose of the report. The
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Rravis] has called attention to
the burning of thousands of cans of vegetables over in Baltimore.
We could have shown him, if he had just given us the opportunity,
if he had just let us bring the evidence there, that those were
canned goods that had been rejected by this Government and
turned back to the canners, and the loss was that of the canners
and not of the Government, [Applause on the Democratic
gide.] Our reports show, and our evidence sustains it, that

these canned vegetables spoil, if they are going to spoil, in 90
days, and so the Government takes a guaranty of six months,
and if in that six months they were shown not to be good they
were turned back to the canners, and they must be destroyed,
becanse under Democratic auspices we passed a law prohibiting
rotten food being sold by anyone and fed to the American people.
[Applanse on the Democratic side.] !

Mr. BLACK. These goods were what are known as * swells "
and are really unfit for food consumption?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD, I can not yield; I have not the time.

I only want to refer to one or two small misstatements in
‘this report.

The statement is made that millions of pounds of fish are in
this surplus. I have ascertained that there is absolutely no
fish. The salmon they had on hand did not come up to Gov-
ernment specifications, and so was turned back to the packers.
There were a few codfish on hand, which have been sold. There
is a sugar surplus, which is being distributed to the consumers
to-day, principally to the American farmers, that they may do
their domestic canning and preserving, and the sugar is going
fo them now because there is a sugar shortage in the country.

Mr, BAER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes.

Mr. BAER. How do they get those to the farmers now?
What is the plan? Is it necessary for us to put that in the
resolution?

Mr. FLOOD. Not a bit of it. There are only a few of these
food supplies that the farmers want, sugar being the principal
one, and the Government has arranged for the distribution of
the 56,000,000 pounds of surplus sugar so the farmers can get
their share.

Mr. BAER. The gentleman complained n moment ago that
there was no plan in this resolution,

Mr. FLOOD. I said the War Department had a plan and
was operating under it. It is distributing these food supplies
under that plan, and you come along with a resolution that
asks it to do something that they are already doing, or if not
that then requests the department to stop using the method of
distribution they have in operation and does not provide for
any other.

Mr. BAER. I understood the gentleman to state that he was
going to vote for this resolution.

Mr. FLOOD. I never said I was going to vote for this reso-
lution. I stated the kind of resolution that T would not vote
against. |

The statement in the report that the inactivity of the Gov-
ernment in the disposition of these food supplies was and is
the result of a well-defined policy of the Secretary of War to
withhold them from the domestic market and to protect the
interests from which these products had been purchased, with
the ultimate intention of disposing of them abroad, so far as
cirenmstances would permit, is absolutely without foundation,
as is shown by the Secretary’s letter, in which he clearly de-
fines his policy and shows that at no time did he enfertain such
purpose as indicated in the rcport.

The statement that the delay in selling these food supplies
resulted in the spoiling of millions of pounds of ham and bacon,
with a great loss to the Government, is not in accord with the
facts. No ham and bacon spoiled. One million five hundred
thousand pounds of ham stored at Norfolk, Va., deterforated
to some extent, and was sold for 20 cents a pound when the
market price was 35 cents a pound. It was feared that bacon
for which no storage had been provided would deteriorate in
Baltimore, and this was sold at a somewhat reduced price,

The contention that the Government suffered great loss by
spoiling or deterioration of these foodstuffs is fully answered
by the statement made by Maj. Mercer, that to date sales of
surplus food have been made aggregating $26,000,000, which have
brought the Government 85.7 per cent of their cost. Obviously
this return could not have been made if the greater part or a
very considerable part of it had deteriorated.

In conneection with the suggested loss to the Government from
the sale of canned vegetables, as a result of the order of Gen.
R. B. Wood, it is shown that approximately one-third of the
surplus of canned corn, peas, and stringless beans was sold
at a return to the Government of 80 per cent of their cost or
better, =nd that the market price of these vegetables to-day is
higher than it was in January or February.

The facts in connection -with the statement that there are
millions of pounds of milk £nd tons of coffee amd tea, as sur-
plus, are ac follows: -

The surplus of milk consists of 680,000 cans only.

There is no surplus coffee and tea in the Army at tje present
time.

In connection with the statement that of the food supplies sold
by the War Department, a large part of which was spoiled and
unfit for general market, I refer you to the statement previously
made—that a net return of 85.7 per cent of ifs original cost has
Dbeen realized for the Government in the sale. [Applause on the

Democratic side.]
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Mr, Speaker, there are a great many things that I would like
to deal with in this report, but I have not time. However, I do
want to call attention to the fact that the statement was made
in it that only $12,000,000 worth of foodstuffs have been sold,
whereas the fact is that $26,000,000 of these foodstuffs had been
s0ld up to last Saturday night, and that is out of a total, as set
forth in the report of the majority, of $120,000,000. Over one-
fifth has been sold since this surplus was ascertained and de-
clared. And it is going on at a much more rapid rate now since
the municipalities can buy and since groups of citizens in
municipalities can buy for sale to their citizens.

I favored the resolution creating this special committee to
investigate the expenditures in the War Depariment. I be-
lieved that there were people who had volunteered their serv-
ices or who had been called to the aid of the War Department
who used their positions not for the benefit of their country but
for their own profit. I felt that there might be some who per-
formed their duties inefficiently or who were guilty of corrup-
tion, and that these facts should be known to the public so far
as possible, and these officials punished. I am glad to say that
up to this time very few facts have been developed showing
that such n state of affairs existed. [Applause on Democratic
side.]

1 am unalterably opposed, and I believe the people of this
country are opposed, to a manufactured state of facts, manu-
factured for political purposes with the intention of detracting
from the splendid reputation made during this war by our
Secretury of War. I do not believe these attacks can possibly
injure him. Newton D. Baker devoted himself to the tre-
mendous duties appertaining to his responsible position with a
patriotism, ability, industry, and devotion to duty that have
rarely been surpassed in the annals of our public service. His
niche in the history of this war is secure. These detractors
can not lower it. In this country and abroad he is regarded as
one of America’s great War Secretaries, and the fact that his
splendid work did much to enable our armies to accomplish
the glorious results they did on the battle fields of Europe is
recognized, appreciated, and applauded by fair men the world
over. [Applause on Democratie side.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman
from Virginia want to yleld any more time now?

Mr. FLOOD. I would rather the gentleman would go on, if he
will.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois,
equally divided as possible.
an hour, .

Mr. FLOOD. Mr, Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from California [Mr, Leal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TEMPLE).
from California is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, in advance I ask unani-
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from California
asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LEA of California. Mr, Speaker, I approach the discus-
sion of this subject with a consciousness that to a degree any-
thing I may say is discounted by the fact that I am subject to
the suspicion that I have a political motive in my attitude upon
this question. You gentlemen on the other side approach the
presentation of this question subject to the same suspicion. I
believe the situation here presented to the country to-day demon-
strates that Congress made a mistake when it appointed this in-
vestigating committee instead of appointing a nonpartisan com-
mittee, whose usefulness to the country would not be destroyed
by its partisanship. The course pursued after the war of 1898
should have been followed, and this Great War should have
been investigated by a nonpartisan committee. By giving the
country the impression that everything that is done is inspired
by a partisan purpose, this committee is rapidly destroying its
usefulness to the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Now, the question here is a question of facts.” The intelli-
gent judgment of the American people is not going to be based
on what the Republican members of this committee say or on
what the Democratic members say, but it is going to be based
upon the intrinsic merit of the facts established, With this in
mind, I want to present to you some facts in reference to the
allegations made in the majority report now before the House,

In the first place, it is declared that for six months from the
30th day of November, 1918, when a survey of surpluses was
ordered, “no action was taken” by the War Department to
have a surplus of supplies declared. That statement iz abso-
lutely unsustained by the facts. What was done? The very

My idea was to keep it as nearly
I think the gentleman talked half

The gentleman
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day after that order was made 178 men were summoned for
the purpose of forming an organization for taking an inventory.
On the 17th day of December the members of that organization
were sent to every zone in this country, 16 different zones, and
they began taking an inventory, the greatest inventory ever
taken in the history of this world. It involved nearly $2,000,-
000,000 worth of property. It fook the services of 10,000 peo-
ple to complete it. On the 26th day of March, 1919, that com-
mittee returned an inventory of the meat supply, after other
inventories had been rendered. That inventory was revised and
was finally adopted on the 5th day of May, 1919, and after that
the matter of selling meat was open; meat was subject to sale
by the director of sales,

Now, I want to call your attention to certain difficulties that
stood in the way of the determination of the amount of the
surplus and what was done to reduce the surplus. In the first
place, on the Tth day of November, four days before the armi-
stice was declared, the War Department sent telegrams through-
out the country ordering production for war purposes to cease,
anticipating the armistice that came four days later,

Thousands of contracts were canceled following the armi-
stice, and the amount of supplies to be furnished under those
contracts had to await adjustment at a later date. A large
percentage of the supplies for the Army were commandeered on
the basis of a percentage of factory output, and an inventory
could not be taken until the amount of such output was de-
termined.

Another uncertainty was due to the fact that thousands of
informal eontracts had to be validated, and the amount of the
property that the Government had received could not be de-
termined until there was an adjustment by the wvalidation
committee. The surplus was reduced by sales to other depart-
ments, $145,000,000 worth of property being sold to one depart-
ment.

The shipments of meats to the Army on the other side did
not cease until about the 1st of February, when Gen. Persh-
ing ordered them held up. It was said here that the meat
was turned into the possession of the United States as early as
1917. The fact is that the meat which it is charged spoiled at
Norfolk was shipped there in January, February, and March of
this year. r

The taking of this inventory required the repiling of vast
stores. In addition to that, in making an inventory for offer-
ing this property to the country for sale more definite deserip-
tions were frequently required than had been necessary for the
Army to make for its ordinary purposes.

Another element of uncertainty was that three times during
the taking of inventories the estimated size of the Army
changed. First the estimafe was that the size of the Army next
January would be 1,000,000 men. Next it was decided that the
Army should be decreased to 500,000 men, and in June this
year the size of the Army was reduced to 325,000 by Congress.
Every reduction that was made caused a new estimate of re-
quirements and an increase of the surplus. Had the Army
remained at the first estimate there would not be any surplus
of the goods here in question. It was only when Congress
made the change in June that the full and correct inventory
of the surplus now involved could be finally presented.

The statement is made in the majority report that * millions
of pounds” of ham and bacon have spoiled. There is no spe-
cific evidence in the whole record to show that there has been a
single pound of bacon spoiled. There is evidence of deteriora-
tion, and there are two specific instances of deterioration. One
is as to 2,000,000 pounds of bacon at the city of Baltimore.
The director of sales sold it for 28§ cents per pound. Where
is the buyer in the market in these United States who is will-
ing to pay over 28 cents a pound for spoiled bacon? As a
matter of fact, when the Government submitted bids to dealers
of the country, in some instances only 20 cents was offered for
bacon that was in good eondition.

As to the ham at Norfolk, the other instance of deterioration,
that ham was ordered overseas. It was shipped to Norfolk Jan-
uary, February, and March. Later came an order revoking
the shipment. It was found to be deteriorated by mold, but
not seriously, and it was sold at 20 cents a pound, less than
1,500,000 pounds.

The complete answer to this charge is that out of the first
$12,000,000 received from the sale of food products, including
this meat alleged to have spoiled, the Government received over
85 per cent of its cost. E

In the testimony reference is made to some bacon at Old
Hickory, but that bacon was not in the possession of the Army.
It was in the possession of a contractor. The reference is
made to the canned goods burned at Baltimore. Those were
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goods that proved to be defectively eanned, and they were |
burned at the expense of the canners. That is the evidence of
“ millions of pounds ™ of bacon spoiled.

The pelicy of the Secretary of War is discussed at some
length in his report. It is said that the well-defined policy of
the Secretary of War was to withhold these goods from the
domestic mmarket and to dispose of them abroad, so far as the
circnmstances would permit.

Mr. AYRES, Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. LEA of California. I would rather neot, because my
time is limited. The total sales of surplus property of the
department in America aggregate nearly $209,000,000 received
by the Government since the armistice was declared. Of the
food products outside of the Food Administration, 700,000
pounds of butter sold to the British, 480,000 pounds of bacon
sent to Holland, and 60,000,000 pounds of flour are practically
all that were sold to the foreign market, and all the other food
preducts were sold here.

How about the complaint that $22,000,000 worth of meat
products were sent to Europe by Mr. Hoover? What is the
fact in reference to that circumstance? The fact is this, that
the United States Congress donated $100,000,000 for the purpose
of giving relief to the starving civilians of Europe. They had
te have food from America; and Mr. Hoover, instead of going
over to Europe or to a foreign market and spending our money in
a foreign land, spent it in America. We kept our money. We
took our own supplies and saved that $22,000,000 to the Ameri-
can people and the American producer. [Applause.] j

Now, how about the foreign market? When did America learn
to despise a foreign market? Why, every sensible business man
in America courts the foreign market. What is the fact in ref-
erence to the sale of meat? Since the 1st day of January over
1,000,000,000 pounds of meat have been sent to the foreign mar-
kets through the port of New York. Mr. Kaan, before the
Military Affairs Committee, placed his hands upon the situa-
tion in reference to this question of sale.

He immediately analyzed the situation and made these two
suggestions: In the first place, it was the duty of the re-
sponsible officers of this Government to sell these surplus
products at the best prices obtainable, and in the second place
it was their duty to have due regard to the rights of the busi-
ness people of America. At the conclusion of the war there
was a surplus of nearly $2,000,000,000 worth of goods. No man
who had any real concern for the industrial welfare of America,
or for the laboring men of America, or for the markets of
America, or for the retailers of America would have advised
that $2,000,000,000 worth of goods be forced on the American
market.

“Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEA of California. Will the gentleman wait until I get
through?

To have forced that surplus on the American market would
have simply paralyzed business.

The preblem of readjustment that confronted the coun-
try at the termination of the war was appalling. Industrial
plants, working to the limit on military supplies, found them-
selves without orders; 3,000,000 men were immediately to return
from war to peaceful pursuits; merchants were stocked with
goods at war prices; the one great financial problem was to
stabilize prices. Rapidly tumbling prices meant nanic, dis-
organization, unemployment, and rain.

Going through the war with less banl: failures than in peace
times and readjustment te peace conditions withont a panic
must ever be rated as one of the greatest accomplishments of |
the administration of our Government during these abnormal
times.

Look at the situation in reference to canned vegetables and
apply the samre principle to other lines of industry, because the
method of the Government shown by the evidence in reference
to the eanning industry is practically the same as to all other
lines of industry. Here was the situation in reference to the
ecanners: Last December, when the Wood order withholding
canned vegetables from the market was issued, was at the close
of the packing season. The pack was complete for the year.
The United States had the largest supply it had ever had in
its history. Over 400,000,000 pounds of tomatoes were in the
hands of the dealers of this country, besides the retailers’
stock, Less than one-fifth of that amount was in the hands of
the canners. <

Now, what took place during the war? The Government sent
representatives to the meetings of the Canners’ Association
and urged them to get the largest possible production. The
Government commandeered their products. The Government
fixed their prices. Then what was the duty of the Government
to these business men after the war was over? I say that the

most elementary principles of good faith and common honesty

and business judgment demanded that the United States should
not put these articles on the market at a forced sale. It is ab-
solutely apparent that the only legitimate course that could be
followed was fo place these articles on the market so that they
could be gradually absorbed when there was a consumptive de-
mand for the articles.

What happened as to the Wood order? That order was re-
voked many weeks ago, and these goods were offered to the
people of the United States. If you will look at the record in
this case you will find that Mr. Gerber wanted to explain to -
this committee that the Wood order was revoked, and he was
denied the right to put that testimony in the record. Read it
for yourselves.

What is the purpose, what can this committee hope to attain
in the end by closing its eyes and ears to important, reliable
testfmony that would place an entirely different face upon the
facts involved in this investigation? [Applause.] The country
is suspicious that this committee is partisan in its purposes,
Gentlemen, I believe you are making a great mistake, I may
have a partisan motive. I may be warped in my jndgment. I
realize that. You are just as patriotic as I am. But I believe
that the thing we ought to do for the sake of the country is to
forget party bias, have confidence in achieving most by doing
the best, getting at the facts of this case, and revealing them,
instead of trying to capitalize every situation for political pur-
poses. [Applause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEA of California, I will, if I get through in time,

Now, here is another situation to which I want to call your
attention in justification of the Wood order. The canners went
into conference with the War Department and gave their reasons
why these canned goods should not be placed upon the market,

One reason they suggested was that it was then at the begin-
ning of the season when contracts would be made with the
farmers for planting for 1919. They said if you place tomatoes,
for instance, on a forced sale now you will demoralize a market
already shaky, discourage planting, and decrease the acre-
age, and the result will be that you will destroy the market of
this winter and give the people a short crop and excessive prices
next winter.

The Government took the course to stabilize prices and en-
courage the acreage, and yet the reports of the Agricultural
Department made the 15th of this month indicate that, notwith-
standing what was done by the Government to help, this year
will have 30 per cent less acreage than last year. So that shows
there was a legitimate reason for the Wood order. [Applause.]

On the 17th of March an order was made adding canned peas,
corn, squash, and beans to the ration lists of the Army, so that
this surplus might be used by our soldiers as part of their regu-
lar diet. This order added nothing to the quantity of vegeta-
bles to be furnished the soldier, but simply increased the va-
riety of the ration. The report states that this order would

| have caused the Government to lose “ millions of dollars™ and

caused the American people to lose “a large quantity of food.”

As this order neither increased nor diminished the food supply
of the Nation and provided for the use of the food on hand in-
stead of going into the market to buy other vegetables, the
fallacy of the contention is apparent. The philosophic wisdom
of the suggestion equals that of the passenger who crossed a
swollen river in a rowboat loaded to within 4 inches of the
water's edge. He said, “ If the river had been 4 inches higher,
the boat would have sure gone down.”

Instead of being evidence of extravagance, the order indi-
cated common-sense economy.

The report further charges that on the 11th of this month the
director of sales issued a publicity statement declaring that
meat and vegetables “ shall be purchased only by municipali-
ties.” If this statement were true there would be just cause
for complaint against the methods of handling food sales. How-
ever, ‘the statement is without the slightest foundation and
contrary to the well-established facts. The evidence taken by
the committee.responsible for this report showed completed sales
of foodstufls aggregating over $12,000,000, practically all, if not
all, of which was sold other than to municipalities. No re-
sponsible officer made the slightest suggestion that the muniei-
pal-sale system was to eliminate the other methods of sale being
followed, or that it was intended to be anything but an addi-
tional method of placing these surplus foods in the hands of the
people. It was hoped that the municipal authorities of the
country or civic organizations might give the small -consumer
the benefit of a retail distributing system which it was imprac-
tical for the Government to establish on its own account.

In response to advertisements circulated throughout the
country in May and June, 1,572 individuals and firms submitted
bids to be opened on the 20th of June. The classification of
these bids is practically completed, and a large number of them
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will be accepted at once. Over $26,000,000 worth of foodstuffs
have becn sold up to this date. Over $2,000,000 were sold before
the 1st of May, and over $6,000,000 by the 14th of June. The
initial difficulfies and delays in the sales plan were practically
overcome in May. The plans are now working out. Mr. Hare,
the director of sales, testified that he will dispose of fthese sur-
plus foodstuffs within three months.

Mr. Hare has had charge of the sales. Of him and his work
in this connection the gentleman from Nebraska bears witness
in the record in these words: “ I think you have done great work
in this department, and I am delighted that you are to have
charge of it "—page 26. And in conclusion let me say that the
reader of this record in the future may wisely conclude that the
political enemies of the Secretary of War have, perhaps unin-
tentionally, paid a tribute to his worth. They have not impugned
his motives; they have deferred to his intelligence to provide a
plan for the disposal of these goods and left its execution to his
discretion.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield 17 minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAcGREGOR].

Mr. MACGREGOR. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, I do not
thinl there is any partisan purpose in this report which is now
brought before this House. It is for the purpose of compelling
the War Department, that has entered into a conspiracy with
the packers of the eountry, to place with the people, so that they
can get possession of it, this large quantity of foodstuff that is
being withheld from the market. [Applause.] That is the
purpose of this report; that is all we are trying to get at.

-
Comparison of stocks of July 1, 1919, with those of July 1, 1918,

[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both dates. + (plus)
increase; — (minus) decrease.]
Julf I Increase or | Increase or
19l9. decrease. decrease.
Pounds, Pounds Per cent.
160, 062,203 | 413,380,083 + 9.1
28,325,161 | 4 6,797,334 + 3L6
7,076,201 | + 4,716,842 +100.9
148,302,814 | 453,970,453 + 51.2
78,500,606 | —22,173, 501 — B.5
417, 888, 822 | 456,319,982 + 15.6
64,734,810 | + 2,089,172 + 3.3

Yesterday I procured a report of the retail prices of food.
At the present time in the line of groceries what would cost
you in December, 1914, $1.75, in July, 1919, costs you $3.14. In
beef products what would cost you in December, 1914, $1.52
would now cost $2.94. In pork products in 1914 what would
cost $2.42, in July, 1919, would cost $5.92. In dairy products
what would cost in December, 1914, $1.11 will now cost you
$1.91, and in vegetables what would cost you in December,
1914, 47 cents now costs §1.70.

i {13
O elocs i e bet S, e s e besehors B
[Cents per pound.]

It is a nratter that should go to the heart of every citizen of Decem-| Decem-{ Decem-| Decem-| Decem-{ y
this country, and especially to the Members of this body. They 5 W B e B 4ot
should join together, hand in hand, to the end that this bureau- : 3
cratic administration we are now enduring shall be brought to
light and made to serve the interests of the people rather than | Groceries: ‘ ; ;
the special interests. 3 H 5 2 -

I think the people of this country have become tired of this 4 4 a :3 6} 7
method of government, and that they want to have placed in 10 13 14 19 16 18
control of thé Government men who are filled with an ardent - ST T e 8 R
desire to serve the interests of the people. It is a erying shame 7 8 12 16 18 14
that the very people who are placed in power should be men ; 7 }1 1; 18 13
who seek in every possible and devious way to circumvent the 3 g - - {f }g
wishes, desires, and interests of the people. That is what this 3 4 4 6 8 6
administration is doing at the present time. g a ; 13 lg 5

I want to call your attention, preliminary to my remarks 5 4 5 2 S »
and in view of the fact that this great amount of foodstnff is = :
held by the War Department away from the people, to the situa- g g 1g ig }g 13
tion that exists with reference to foodstuffs in this country of 15 15 18 22 2 ;g
ours. In the great storage warehouses of the country at the pres- 8 g 10 12 10 10
ent tinre are contained vast quantities of foodstuffs, On July 1, g g g 33% }g iﬁ
1918, there were 146,000,000 pounds of frozen beef. On July 1, H o'l 10 e L= =
1919, there were 160,000,000 pounds of beef. There was 316 10 10 11 15 13 15
per cent increase of cured beef July 1, 1919, over July 1, 1918, and g ; ; lg %g lg
199.9 per cent increase of frozen lamb. There was 467 per cent 8 7 6 12 10 13
increase of broilers and 341 per cent itilcrease in roasters, and 4 6 7 13 12 7
all along the line in these warehouses in this country are con-
tained vast stores of foodstuffs in greater quantities than ever i L R L1 Mt Bl s D S g1t
before, and I think we should inquire about that proposition,
but it is startling when taken in connection with the vast 1 - ) = = -
amount of food which the War Department evidently desires 12 128 121 18 20 20
to keep away from the people, % g g % ﬁ :g

Comparison of holdings of July 1, 1919, with those of July 1, 1918, il‘g ig {g ﬁ g 45
[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both years. + (plus) 2
(e lncreasc:sv—(m?ﬁus) %ecmase.] P lg !384 ’g‘ fg fg 312
July 1, Inly 1, Increase I 152 143 142 n2 305 3
Commiodity. 1o1s. 1910, e g st i
| B B B B B
ity. antit tity. ent. 5
G896 Ok oo | St | Faeas | < oms | T s 6| 1| 8| | w| &
Frozen eges.... .| 12,156,921 | 15,706,017 | <+ 3,639,008 +29.9 18 18 22 38 45 48
Creamery butte .| 47,919,085 | 87,720,486 | 439,801,451 483.1 {g }g g g g g
: 14 123 16 26 30 30
Comparison of holdings of July 1, 1919, with those of July 1, 1918, }g E gg 333 ;‘;.? g
{1ncludes totals for those storages reporting for both dates. + (plus) 25 26 a5 48 60 60
Increase ; — (minus) decrease.] 14 12 18 27 30 32
=== 24 22 25 44 52 45
Product July 1, 1018 [July 1, 1919,| InCreaseor | Increase or pure, pound. o nl B %] . 2 4
. ] *TL decrease, | decrease. Tard compound, pound. ... w| 1] 13| 2| =8 32
P | oy | (Tt | Pecgl e R e s e
’ '] [ (] y U, +-467.8 -
2,305,312 | 10185972 | + 8800100 | Taans | DA R s m| o2 | »| m| =
4,204,390 | 9,047,025 | + 4,843,535 +115.2 Butter, first grade, pound...| 87 33 2 55 77 63
4,209,648 | 5,282,660 | + 1,073,012 + 25.5 Eges,dozen .- ...cueuracnenas 32 28 38 42 66 52
: 4,973,930 | 15,884,502 | +10, 910,563 +219.4 Cheese (Cream) .« nnvessnnnnn 20 22 26 32 45 38
TOtAleemeeeaseennnnnnn.n..| 10,084,864 | 47,731,428 | 430,746, 564 +181.0 1 105 131 159 225 101




3342

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JuLy 29,

Comparison of retail prices of foods, etc.—Continded.

her, ber ber, ber ber, lﬂlg’
1014, | 1015. | 1016 | 1017 | 1918, .
15 23 50 38 37 45
10 12 20 40 0 40
15 15 20 70 60 60
2 2 3 4 3 10
5 5 10 10 15 10
i 1 4 4 10 5
47 58| 07| 68| 165 170
27| 721 em| y384| 1,502 1,51

Now, what has the War Department got on hand? I do not
think that proposition has been very clearly brought to your
minds. In corned beef they have $24,000,000 worth; in bacon,
$23,600,000 worth; in hashed corned beef, $10,000,000 worth;
and in roast beef, $20,500,000 worth; in poultry, $20,000,000
worth ; and in vegetables, approximately $23,000,000 worth.

The statement of meats, in pounds, is as follows:

Pounds.
Bacon 45, 000, 000
Roast beef__ 38, 000, 000
Corned beef 36, , 000
Corned-beef hash : 20, 000, 000
Total == 139, 000, 000

The quantity of canned goods is about 200,000,000 cans, but
the surplus in foodstuffs is constantly increasing.

We have not, so far as I know, been furnished with any
statement as to the actual gquantities on hand.

I have made a comparison between the estimated quantity of
canned goods declared surplus and the entire canning product
of the country in 1918 as to several items:

Co

rn: Cans.
1918 pack___ 2 281, 324, 440

= Surplus, War Department 31, 804, 644
(HEH
1918 pack i 261, 657, 328
Surplus, War Department L5 24, 607, 658
Tomatoes :
1918 pack 381, 178, 928
Surplus, War Department 84, 016, 334

Gen. March came upon the stand and gave a very vivid picture
of the vast amount of foodstuffs we had when the armistice was
declared. The general said:

So that eight months ahead of the armistice, on November 11, 1918,
we were working on a program which contemplated laying down in
March, 1919, an army of 80 diyisions in France and 18 at home, which
was about a million more than we had on November 11, when we cut
it off and stopped it. But the buﬁnﬁ going on in September, October,
and November was not at all for those months but for the months
ahead, for the spring eampaign; so, on the tla{ when the armistice
was signed, and when I shut down everything in the United States
the storehouses all along the seacoast were filled with supplies, and
trains were filled with supplies of foodstuffs making for the seacoast
to go across the water, an roducts in course of delivery all the
way along back. When the armistice was signed we stopped trains
and held trains filled with food products & long time, until we could
get storage for them, and we encouraged contractors to store stuff and
hold it for us until we could dispose of it. We had a three months’
supply on November 11, which was not based on the strength of the
Army as of that date, but based on the spring drive of the next year.
We were buying supplies and laying in supplies, not for an army of
more than 3,000,000 men, but for an army of more than 5,000,000 men,

So at the time of the signing of the armistice this immense
supply of foodstuffs was proceeding on its way eight months
ahead of time, so as to keep an ever-moving supply going to our
men at the front. That was chopped off suddenly, and this
immense stock of foodstuffs was left here, with the Army con-
stantly being demobilized and supplies constantly becoming
greater. On November 30, 19 days after the armistice, Gen.
March issued a general order declaring a surplus of food sup-
plies, and it was not until May 5, 1919, that actual sales oc-
curred, according to the statement made by the War Depart-

ment.

° A statement has been made with reference to the policy of the
War Department in disposing of these goods to the municipali-
ties, but that statement is unfounded in respect to the willing-
ness and disposition on the part of the War Department to dis-
pose of the goods to the general public. They well knew the
goods could not be placed with the municipalities because the
municipalities did not have the power under their charters to
take the goods, and it is only after this investigation started,
when they saw the testimony that was presented, the* they
came before the public and stated that the goods could be soid
directly to the public. I observe that no one who has made any
statement here has said anything to the contrary. It is true
that after they have seen the position they are in before the pub-
lic they commence to cover up, and the whole testimony here

that has been expressed in this so-called “views of the mi-
nority ” is an attempt to cover up a wrong perpetrated on the
people. The Secretary of War has had ample opportunity to ex-
press his desire to come before the committee. We called the
men who were in authority, as has been stated—Gen. March,
Chief of Staff of the Army ; Gen. Rogers, Quartermaster General;
Col. Davis, director of storage; and Mr. Hare, director of sales.
They have stated what the facts are. The Secretary of War must
haye known what their statements were. Why did he not come,
then, and ask to have a hearing before the committee, if he de-
sired to make any statement to the contrary, and not wait until
he knew the matter was coming before this body, to be then put
before the public, before making any such request? It is very
easy to go out and get testimony after the thing is over and fix
it up so that it will appear fair on the surface, and most of the
statements made by the gentlemen who spoke this morning are
matters extraneous to the record and not before the court.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. MAcGREGOR. Yes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. It appears from statements
made here to-day that the War Department is marketing g
good deal of this stuff. Does the committee approve of the
method they have been pursuing?

Mr. MACGREGOR. We have not heard of any marketing
except this plan to dispose of the foodstuffs to municipalities.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Does the committee approve of
that method?

Mr. MAcGREGOR. Mr. Hare stated that he did not think
that would be very effective.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Does the committee approve of
the method the War Department has adopted?

Mr. MacGREGOR. It is not effective.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virignia. If the committee does not
approve of it, has the committee any alternative method to
offer?

Mr. MacGREGOR. We have—selling directly to the public.
‘We have provided in this resolution for the War Department to
originate some plan of disposing of it directly to the people.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. You have not originated any-
thing, but you have put it up to the War Department to origi-
nate a plan.

Mr. MacGREGOR.
the committee.

Mr. KITCHIN. Obh, the gentleman wants the Secretary of
War to go around and peddle this stuff to each house. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Does the gentleman consider it
feasible for the Government to sell by retail directly to the
individual consumer?

Mr. MacGREGOR. I have expressed no opinion along that
line. I have an opinion of my own as to how it should be done.
It could be done very easily, the same as ir. France, through
cooperative organization in the various cities.

Mr. HULINGS. I would suggest to the zentleman that he
permit the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Keiry] to an-
swer that question.

Mr. FLOOD. The gentleman has stated, I believe, that he
did not approve of the system of selling through the municipali-
ties, because Mr. Hare said it would not be effective. Does the
gentleman approve of the system recommended by the Secretary
of War since Mr. Hare left for France, which is to sell to a
group of citizens in every city whose financial standings are
approved of?

Mr. MacGREGOR. I anticipate what the gentleman is going
to ask. I shall approve of that, but he had not gotten that
scheme until these facts came out.

Mr, FLOOD. Oh, yes; but that report was not filed until
yesterday.

Mr. BAER. The gentleman would have approved of that if
he had started that some six months ago.

Mr. MAcCGREGOR. The Secretary of War had abundant op-
portunity to know what testimony had been offered before the
committee, and announced that policy after the facts had been
disclosed.

I wish I had time to go into the question of the eanners. When
Gen. Rogers came back from France in February and became
Quartermaster General of the Army he intended to dispose of
these goods to the publie.

He announced this intention, and immediately the president
of the National Canners’ Association came to Washington and
protested against doing this, because an agreement had pre-
viously been made by Gen. Wood, director of purchase and
storage, on December 6, 1918, in a letter addressed to Frank

I do not know that that is the duty of
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E. Gorrell, secretary of the National Canners’ Association, in
whieh he stated:

You are further advised that it is not intended to offer the surplus
that the Army owns to the domestic trade during the present season.

Gen. Rogers testified :

They called my attention to this letter, and on the strength of their
calling my attention to it and vt;]rgiylng the fact that this letter had
been written by Gen. Wood and the approval of the Secre of
War I, of course, reversed the order that the supplies should be put on
the market,

Not being able to carry out his purpose of disposing of the
surplus to the people, advice was asked of a committee of the
National Canners’ Association as to the method of disposal,
and on March 15, 1919, a letter was written by Frank Gerber,
the president of the Canners’ Association, to Gen. Rogers, con-
taining the statement:

The committee hopes that consideration may be given to the possi-
billty of making canned peas, corn, tomatoes, and salmon an issued
ration for the Army instead of a sales article, which we understood to
be the present arrangement.

The advice of the committee of canners was followed, and
on March 24, 1919, an order was issued as follows:

[Circular No. 140.]
FORCED ISSUE OF CANNED GOODS.
Wair DEPARTMENT,
Washington, March 2§, 1919.

Effective April 1, 1919, and thereafter until further orders, the
following percentages of canned veﬁtables. where available or where
they can be made available, will issued in lieu of the garrison
ration authorized by paragraph 1205, y Regulations; namely,
canned tomatoes 20 per cent, canmned corn 10 per cent, canned peas
or canned string beans 10 per cent, canned pumpkin or canned
squash 23 per cent. (432.2, A. G. 0.)

By order of the Secretary of War:

FrANK MCINTYRE,

Major General, Acting Chief of Staff.

Official :
J. T. Kmnn,
The Adjutant General.

Col. Davis testifying upon this subject said:

Mr. REAVIS. You were trying to relieve the canner of any competi-
tion from surplus products which the Army had by unnecessarily
putting it on the ration list of the soldier, and their consuming it, so
that it would not be sold?

Col. Davis. Exactly, yes. In other words, we were trying to eat it
up in the Army.

Col. Davis further testified:

As to the fact of any surplus being dumped in this country, it did
not mean that we were not going to continue our efforts to sell
of our goods abroad. It would take us, with the strength of the
Army that we had at that time, it would take a long while to use
the cntire amount, and it was intended to show theseeé)eople that
there would be no surplus so far as they were concerned to harass
the conditions in the United States.

Gen, Rogers testified as follows:

Mr. Iteavis. So that we come to the point that the American publie
was deprived of the opportunity of pur:hasin% hundreds of mﬁuona
of canned vegetables by an agreement of Gen. Wood with the canners,
is that true?

Gen. Rogers. That is practically true; yes, sir.

Mr. REAVIS. And that was carried out by you because you had
I‘J‘g:I:"aﬂYiW that it had met with the approval of the Secretary of

Gen, Rogers, Yes, sir,

Mr. Hare, the director of sales, certainly was in a position
to have some idea with reference to the policy of the depart-
ment, and he stated that he thought it a fair inference that
these goods were added to the ration list of the soldier not
because the soldier needed them, but because the War Depart-
ment wanted to protect the canners from competition that
would result from a sale of the millions of cans of vegetables
that it had on hand.

It will be noted that the soldier was not to get any more to
eat by this arrangement, but he was to be used as a means of
getting the surplus of canned vegetables out of the way.

Much more of the testimony could be quoted to substantiate
the fact that the War Department has been acting in concert
with the packers and canners to help them maintain the price
of foodstuffs and to increase their profits,

Is there any reason that should lead our Government to
increase the profits of these concerns? The average net profit
on investment made by canners was 9 per cent in 1916 and 32
per cent in 1917,

The largest contributors to the National Canners’ Association
in 1918 were Armour & Co. and Libby, MeNeil & Libby. Armour
& Co. has become the largest jobber of canned goods in the
United States. Their sales increased from about $6,500,000 in
1916 to nearly $16,000,000 in 1917, Swift & Co. controls Libby,
MecNeil & Libby, and that concern is the second largest packer
of canned goods in the United States.

In view of the fact that the National Canners' Association
has claimed to have been very patriotic and that it rendered

great service during the war period, all honor should be given
to them for the service rendered, but when it comes to the matter
of profits to the canning industry in general a reference o the
report of the Federal Trade Commission on canned goods of
May 15, 1918, will show :

The increase in profit in 1917 deserves particular attention in view
of the fact that the regulations of the Food Administration were inau.
gurated in that year.

The prices for the Army purchases were fixed after most futures
had been sold, and were higher than future prices, though lower than
some of the later spot prices.

The rulinf of November, 1917, which allowed the canner to base his
price on cost, enabled him to make a large profit use even a normal
percentage on such an inereased cost amounted to a considerable sum.

All over this broad country of ours there is going up the demand
that something be done to relieve the people from the appalling
cost of foodstuffs. They are looking to their Government to re-
lieve them from the oppressor and the profiteer. They certainly
have a right to expect that those who have been placed in posi-
tions of power and influence shall use their best efforts to pro-
tect them and adopt all possible methods to relieve conditions
of distress. What adequate words of condemnation can be used
when it is found that the executive branch of our Government is
conniving and conspiring with the profiteers to prevent the
placing upon the market of vast stores of foodstuffs; that the
executive branch of the Government preferred that good sub-
stantial food should decay and become of no value rather than
permit it to come into competition with the goods of those whose
aim and purpose was to keep up the price; a Government that
would rather send it to foreign peoples to consume than
have it consumed by its own people; would rather throw it
into the sea, or force the soldier to eat it, so that it would be
consumed, or allow it to rot, than get into the mouths of those -
who had by self-sacrifice and deprivation furnished the means
to purchase these very foodstuffs?

Mr. FLOOD. Does the gentleman wish me to consume some
of my time?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. ;

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. DoremMus]. [Applause.]

Mr. DOREMUS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
I desire briefly to review some testimony that was taken by
subcommittee No. 4. Before doing so I desire to read into the
Recorp a statement made by Col. Davis, director of storage,
on the question of the agreement that was made between Gen.
Wood and the Canners’ Association. So much has been said
about the agreement that I deem it due fo the House that it
have in its possession the full facts regarding the circumstances
that prevailed at the time that agreement was made. Here is
the testimony of Col. Davis:

Col. Davis. In order that you may thoroughly understand the action
of Gen. Wood it is necessary that you should know something In regard
to the genmeral situation perfaining to the canning of vegetables and
which were the reasons advanced by Mr, Gerber at this conference at
whieh I was present with Gen. Rogers, and which were presumably
the reasons for the actien of Gen. Wood and the approval of the
Secretary of War. Canned vegetables are sold by the canners to the
jobbers, and the contracts are made by the canners with the jobbers
and wholesalers each year along in January and February, before the
ground iz plowed in which to plant the vegetables which are to be
canned, T contracts between the canner and the jobber are banked
by the canner with his local bank. You understand that the great
bulk of the canning industry of the country iz in the hands of very
small organizations; they are not large corporations, but are small
individual companies or 1|:eop!e~ as a rule, with small capital. These
contracts which they make in ﬁ‘anua.ry and February with the jobbers
and wholesalers form a considerable portion of the eapital which they
must have in order to finance their year's work. As I say, they are
banked as collateral, and they draw against that for the rehabilitation
of thelr equipment and their preparation for the conning work of the
season. he canner, then, on his part makes a contract with the
farmer-in his loecality to supply him so many bushels of tomatoes and
8o many bushels of corn and peas and the various other things he i8
izolng to pack. This contract which the farmer makes with the canner
s also banked, and the farmer draws against that as collateral for the
purchase of his seed, for the purchase of his implements, and so on,
for the succeeding year. So that these contracts which are made in
January and February between the canner and the wholesaler are a
very important element in the working out of this new season’s work
on the part of the farmer and the canper and all the way back.

Due to the fact that the ecountry knew that there was this enormous
surplus of canned goods which was likely to be dumped by the Govern-
ment on the country, the whole situation as far as canning and planting
was concerned was at a standstill, The wholesalers could get no bids
for their stocks from the retailers, and, as you know, last year a very
considerable increment was given to the household production of canned
and preserved foods. The Food Commission encouraged home industry
in the ecanning trade, as you will remember, so that the demand for
canned goods on the part of the consumer of the retailer was very
mueh reduced. Therefore the retailer, with this shadow of an enormous
surplus hanging over him, would not buy from the wholesaler, and the
wholesaler would not make any contract with the canners, and the
result was, as Mr. Gerber stated in March or the latter part of April
in this conference at which I was Saresent. that whereas under ordinar
circumstancea contracts at that te would be fully completed, yet,
due to the agitation which had arisen on the possibility of this surplus
being thrown on the market, there was hardly a contract In existence
between the canners and the wholesalers for a sale of this year's goods.
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The consequence was that the farmers were getting no contraets from
the canners, and that fields were lying idle and would lie idle this
summer which ordinarily would be plan in products that would ¥o
into the canning industry and at a time when the world wastgolng a
need every article of f that it could possibly get. This was the argu-
ment which had been advanced to Gen. W and to Mr. Thorne, and
which was the basis of the action which Gen. Wood took in agreeing
not to put this surplus on the market until the products of this year's
crops had been harvested and canned.

I simply call attention to this testimony for the purpose
of permitting the House to have the facts which surrounded
the situation at the time Gen. Wood made the agreement
with the Canners’ Association. The reckless disregard of
facts disclosed in the majority report is probably without a
parallel in the history of committee procedure in this House.
The misrepresentation that has gone to the country as to
the condition of the surplus Army food products has embar-
rassed the department and delayed their sale to the public.
After trying to convince the country to the best of their ability
that these foods are spoiled and rapidly deteriorating the
majority of the committee come blandly into this House with
a request that the Secretary of War proceed to sell them
direct to the private consumer. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] It has been stated that this is not a political report.
I pass no judgment upon that at this time, but I want some
Member of this House, upon either side, to tell me what service
this committee is performing to the country when it tries to
convince the consuming public that these goods are spoiled
and rotten and rapidly deteriorating, and then come forward
here with the request that the Secretary of War sell them
direct to the consumer. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The majority of the committee has played into the hands
of the food profiteers of the country as effectually as though
the thing had been deliberately planned.

The majority report is water on the wheel of every anarch-
ist in the land. While there are those in our midst who
would destroy this Government they are not numerically
strong: By no act of ours should we strengthen their hands
or augment their numbers. 5

Whenever we indulge in serious charges against the conduct
of the Government that are unfounded in fact we furnish
grist for the mill of every Bolshevik, every I. W. W., and every
other discordant element in our society., [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

The majority report bears upon its face unmistakable evi-
dence of the unseemly haste with which it was prepared. It
abounds with charges that a more complete investigation would
have disclosed to have been untrue and bristles with accusa-
tions at variance with the testimony taken. Let us briefly
analyze these charges. The majority report states: “ The in-
activity of the Government in the disposition of these food
products was and is the result of the well-defined policy of
the Secretary of War to withhold them from the domestie
market and to protect the Interesis from which these products
had been purchased, with the ultimate intention of disposing
of them abroad, so far as the circumstances would permit.”

The testimony taken by the subcommittee effectually dis-
poses of this charge. On page 20, No. 1, of the testimony,
Mr. Reavis, chairman of the subcommittee, inserted in the
record a statement of the director of sales as to the surplus
canned meats of the Army June 3, 1919.

Now, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] has quoted
from this report, and he has taken from it such parts as he
thought would establish the case which he is trying to make
against the War Department. Let me call attention, gentlemen
of the House, to some things contained in this report. Now,
this is the report of the director of sales, Mr. Hare, whom
the chairman of the subcommittee [Mr. Reavis] has eulogized
when he was upon the stand, and said that he was proud
that he was connected with the Government. Now, what did
Mr. Hare say?

The general question was discussed as to how this canned meat
could be marketed in this country to the best advantage. The depart-
ment had no orinnlmtion to retail this large supply to individual
consumers, and the packers’ opinion was therefore asked as to what
was the best method to dispose of it.

Also:

The question of the disposal of these canned meats in this country
was discussed with the Salvation Army; Red Cross; Farmers' Union
who distribute food products through cooperative stores; the Central
Pure g Committee of New York City, which does the purchasing
of all charitable, penal, and hospital institutions In the city of New
York; Austin Nichols & Co., of Brooklyn, and R. C. Williams & Co.,
of New York City, two of the largest wholesale grocery houses in the
country. Col. Baker, representing the BSalvation Army, stated that
they might be able to buy a limited amount of the canned meats pro-
vided a satisfactory .gr!ce were named, as they were obliged to at
a very low price. he R have no distributing means; the
Farmers’ Unlon stated that they did not care to purchase any of it,
and advised strongly that it be sold for export. The Central Pur-

chasing Commitiee of New York City stated that they purchase only
fresh meats, and unless a considerable change wasyugzde in t?:eh):
dleta.z lations they would not be able to purchase it. Austir
Nicho! ans R. C. Williams & Co. stated that they would be intcreste
in a small quantity at a price for export., The matter was also taken
up with A, B. Rodway ., exporters of canned-food products, of

ew York City, and Nogan Garrison & Co., merchants, representatives
of groceries and canned meats in New York City, who statgd that they
would be interested in small amounts for export solely, and that no
market, in their opinion, existed for this type of canned meat in this
country.

I also quote from the report of the director of sales, as follows :

We are now circularizing approximately 20,000 State, municipal, and
charitable institutions, asking them to bid on this surplus mn?:t,’ and
we may be able to dispose of a certain amount of it in this way. We
are also circularizing all the dealers, wholesale and retail grocers, and
other dealers in food products who may be interested, and this sale
goggéngngdi;erg}lsggpn; all dallyl ap%rs mdstates wh-gel th? meat is

apers, appealing to produce men, wholesa ocer
hotel men, and large dealers fu foodxtuﬂ!g vE »

I also quote from the report of the director of sales of June
3, 1919, as follows:

We are also seeing if arrangements can not be made through which
some of this cann meat ma{ be offered direct to the public at the
warehouses where it is stored in Chicago, Columbus, Schenectady, New
Cumberland (Pa.), Newport News, Baltimore, Omaha, New Orleans,
Boston, S8an Antonio, New York, 8t. Louis, El Paso, Atlanta, and San
Francisco.

In the report of the director of sales he also states:

It must be remembered that all of this canned meat is considered
perishable, i. e., that under the storage conditions maintained by the
Army it is doubtful that it will remain marketable for a longer period
than nine months. I also want to draw your attention to the fact
that once a can is opened it spoils very rapidly, which would make it
rather difficult for the awverage small household to make use of the
larger size cans which the Army has for disposal.

The report of the director of sales concludes as follows:

It seems advisable, therefore, that we continue our present efforts
to market as much of this surplus as possible in this country at the
best price obtainable and sell the remainder for export. It must be
borne in mind, however, that if a low price is established here for
domestic sales it will make it very difficult to secure a higher price for
the same class of canned meats from exporters.

This statement of the director of sales as to surplus canned
meats was made June 3, and it is obvious that the various steps
taken to dispose of the surplus in this conntry were taken before
that date. Notwithstanding this undisputed testimony, the
chairman of the subcommittee, who had the statement inserted in
the hearings, states in the majority report that it was and is
the well-defined policy of the Secretary of War to withhold these
products from the domestic market and to protect the interests
from which these products had been purchased, with the ultimate
intention of disposing of them abroad.

On page 16 of the testimony Mr. Hare festifies as follows:

We sent out some 25,000 offers for bids, taking two examples. TFor
instance, in Boston we sent out, If my recollectlon serves me, some 400
or 500 offers for bids and got only 2 requests. In New York we sent
out some 800 or 900 offers for bids and got 4 requests, and so it went
on around the couniry. We threw all the bids out as they were all too
low. Capt. Clement, of the Surplus Property Division, is now trying to
negotiate sales to highest bidders. I should like to state that the policy
gowarnlng the sales organizations is to get the highest price we can get
'or surplus goods for the benefit of the Government Treasury.

Another statement in the majority report that is directly con-
tradicted by the testimony reads as follows;

On July 11 of thee{fresont year, and after the War Expenditures Com-
mittee was appointed, the director of sales issued to the press a pub-
licity statement with reference to the sale of meats and vegetables.
This statement provides that meat and vegetables shall be purchased
only by municipalities.

The testimony I have already quoted, and there is much
more in the record, proves clearly that it was not the inten-
tion of the director of sales to dispose of these surplus food
products to municipalities only, but that they were trying to
sell to all classes of purchasers in this country.

Referring to the order directing that the surplus of canned
vegetables be fed to the soldiers, the report says:

This order would have resulted in a loss to the Government of millions
of dollars to be derived from the sale of this surplus, as well as depriv-
ing the American people of a large quantity of food.

As a matter of fact clearly disclosed by the testimony, the
order could not result in the loss of millions of dollars to the
Government or deprive the American people of a large quantity
of food. The vegetable ration per soldier per day—see testimony
of Col. Davis, No. 2, pages 50-52—is a pound and a quarter, This
ration was a pound and a quarter per day before the order was
issued, and it was a pound and a quarter after it was issued.
There is not a child in America who does not know that that
order would leave just as much food in the hands of the people
as there was before it was issued and that the Government could
lose no money by reason of it.

Gentlemen, there is not a line, a word, or a scintilla of evi-
dence taken by subcommiitee No. 4 that substantiates the
charge that it was the plan of the War Department to sell these
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supplies to muniecipalities only. [Applause on the Democratie
side.] If there is, I call now upon the chairman of subcommit-
tee No. 4 to point it out. [Applause on the Demoeratie side.]

Mr. REAVIS, Will the gentleman yield to me? Unfortu-
nately I was engaged and did not hear the last remark.

Mr. DOREMUS. I made the statement that there is not a
wortl or a line of testimony taken by the gentleman’s commitiee
‘that substantiates the eharge that it was the plan of the War
‘Department to sell these supplies to munieipalities only, and if
‘there is I ask the gentleman now to point it out to the House.
'[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr, REAVIS. If I could get the time, I would do it in a holy
minute. I understood the gentleman’s time had expired. If
he has additional time and will yield it to me, I will point it out.

Mr. FLOOD. I ean not yield additional time.

Mr. DOREMUS. I will be glad if the gentleman will give me
five minutes of his time.

Mr REAVIS. I have not any time, unfortunately. I wish
I hac

I\Il GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how does the time
stand?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-eight minutes remain on
each side,

Mr. DOREMUS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] may have five
minutes in which to point out any part of the testimony taken
which substantiates the charges of the committee report that
it was the intention of the War Deparfment to dispose of this
product to municipalities only,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
o object——

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Nebraska have
five minutes for the purpose he mentions,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. T am not going to object.
to know if this is to come out of the regular time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If additional time is granted by
paanimous consent, it would not come out of the time granted by
the rule. Is there objectiun" [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none., The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker, in order that I may know just
what service I ean be to the gentleman from Michigan I would
like to get the Reporter to give me his language in which he
asked unanimous consent that I should have five minutes for
some purpose. What does the gentleman want me to answer?
He states that he asked unanimous consent that I might have
five minutes to justify some portion of the report. What is it?

Mr. DOREMUS. To justify that portion of your report where
you declare explicitly that the plan of the War Depariment,
promulgated in July, was to sell to municipalities only. That is
the exact language of your report. Point out the evidence to
substantiate that charge.

Mr. REAVIS. There are a good many things, directly and
indireetly, which show that to be the intention of the War
Department. There was never any disposition on the part of
the War Department, as shown by the testimony of Gen. Rogers,
Mr. Hare, Col. Davis, and the other gentlemen whose names I
canmot for the moment recall, to do anything but prevent the
sale of these food products on the American market. In the
testimony of Gen. Rogers, found in volume 5, pages 309 and 310,
with reference to the sale of these food products——

Mr. DOREMUS. Is that the testimony that has not yet been
printed?

Mr. REAVIS. It has not yet been printed, for the reason that
Mr. Rogers has not furnished the exhibits whieh must go in the
testimony when printed; but this testimony the minority Mem-
bers have had access to at all times. On page 309 I asked Gen.
Rogers the following questions:

Mr. Reavis. What I am trying to get at is that if you had followed
your original intention the su us canned vegetables would have gone
to the Ameriean publie, would t net?

Gen, RogERs, ere is no quest on about that.

Mr. REavis. And did not fol!ow your or
of the agreement of ée

Gen. ROGERS (Interpoaiug;
Mr, REAVIS (contmuing}
‘i:[t;-n B]i?\ﬁgs 'wezﬁat we come to the point that the American public

was deprived of the opportunity to purchase hundreds of millions of

canned vegetables by an agreement of R. E. Wood with the canners; is
that true?

Gen, RogErSs. That is practically true; yes, sir,

Mr, REAvIS. And that was carried out by you because you had been
advised that it had met with the approval of the Secretary of War?

Gen. RoseErs. Yes, sir.

Following that up, you come to other portions of the testimony
which show that at the very meeting of which you have just been
reading, published on June 3, there was an agreement at that

I want

nal Intention because

od, guartermaster:

1ct£ng quartermaster,
With the canners?

time between the packers’' representatives, who were the only
civilians present, and the officials of the War Department that
found expression in a cable, whieh you gentlemen read, that
was sent immediately upon the adjournment of this meeting to
Hoover to sell the meat products abroad. Now, you have got
your canned vegetables, which Rogers said it was the purpose of
the Secretary of War under his order not to sell on the domestic
market, and you have your meat products, which under the ad-
vice of the packers they were trying to sell abroad.

Do not interrupt me. I refuse to yield.

Mr. DOREMUS. I have not interrupted the gentleman.

Mr. REAVIS. The genfleman looks so fieree when he stands
there——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] has expired.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous eonsent that the gentleman’s time be further extended five
minutes. .

b?h- HARDY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, reserv ln;, the right to
ect

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. For the purpose of an-
swering the question of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
DoreEmus].

Mr. HARDY of Texas.
swering that question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. McLaveHLIN] asks unanimous consent that the time of the
gentleman from Nebraska be further extended five minutes for

I think it should be confined to an-

| the purpese of answering the question. Is there objection?

Mr. FLOOD. Reserving the right to objeet, I feel that the
gentleman from Nebraska probably does not understand the
question.

Mr. REAVIS. I understand the question. T am getting to it.
These gentlemen started this. Let me finish it.

Mr. FLOOD. The guestion was asked in reference to an
order of July 11—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I object, unless the gentleman will
answer the question and not talk about other matters.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Spenker

Mr. REAVIS. I refuse to yield.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Reavis] is recognized for five minutes,

Mr. FLOOD. I reserved the right to object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair called for objections
and no objection was made.

AMr. FLOOD. I wanted fo state that I had no objection to the
gentleman from Nebraska proceeding, but——

Mr. ENUTSON. No objection was made, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No objection was made, but the
Chair will put the question again. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska
is recognized for five minutes more.

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker, the point I am getting to is
this: After it was exposed by this special commmittee that it was
the policy of the War Department to sell this stuff abroad, for
the first time from the War Department came a publicity no-
tice issued on July 3, reiterated on July 11, that they were
going to permit municipalities to buy this stuff. They must
have known, because everybody else knows it, that 90 per cent
of the municipalities are deprived of the right to buy it by their
charters, and the only thing, the only entity, the only person,
that the War Department in that publicity notice gave the right
to purchase this stuff was the only entity which under the law
could not purchase it. [Applause on the Republican side.]

I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froon]
that right down in his own district—I think it is in his dis-
triet——

Mr. FLOOD. It is in my State—

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Clinedinst, with whom he went to the Sec-
retary of War the other day, representing a labor union that
wanted this stuff, wanted to buy it for the purposes of the people
within the union—and if I am not right the gentleman can con-
tradiet me—having a credit of $100,000 to buy it. Is not that
true?

Alr. FLOOD. One hundred and ninety thousand dollars.

Mr. REAVIS. Yes; and yet when they eame to buy it the
only way they eould buy it was fo have the mayor of Newport
News make an order for it.

Mr, FLOOD. Indorse it.

Mr. REAVIS. Now, then, if there is any general purpose on
the part of the War Department to sell to anyone besides munici-

[After a
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palitieg, why did the labor union have to buy through the muniei-
pality? [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr, FLOOD. I will answer that question.

Mr. REAVIS. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has three min-
utes.

Mr. DOREMUS and Mr. FLOOD rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, To whom does the gentleman
yield?

4 Mr, REAVIS. I will yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. FLOOD. They put that order through the mayor of that
town prior to the time that this order was eniarged by the Secre-
tary of War authorizing any group of citizens or a municipality
whose financial ability was indorsed by the mayor to buy for the
citizens of that municipality.

- Mr. REAVIS. Let me say one word further, then. If there
has been an order enlarging the right to purchase, it has come
since the 3d of July and since the purposes of this department
were exposed by this committee. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Mr, DOREMUS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REAVIS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DOREMUS. The gentleman has now been allowed 10
minutes in which to answer the question that I propounded to
him. Here is his statement in the majority report——

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman gives me too much credit. It
is a statement of the committee,

Mr, DOREMUS. It is the statement contained in the ma-
jority report, and, as I understand it, the gentleman prepared it.
This statement provides that meat and vegetables shall be pur-
chased only by municipalities—by munieipalities only. That is
the statement, and they were to have 10 days in which to make
payment to the Government. Now, I ask you again to point to a
scintilla of testimony to substantiate that statement. [Applause
on the Democratie side.] L

Mr. REAVIS. The very statement that I hold in my hand
new, dated July 11, and the copy previously issued on July 8,
gives permission to nobody but municipalities in that statement
to buy. [Applause on the Republican side.] Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to insert this statement in the Recogrp.

Mr. FLOOD. It does not take away the right of all others
to buy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska

asks unanimous consent to insert the statement in the Reconp.

Is there objection? .
There was no objection.
Following is the statement referred to:

Jory 11, 1919,

The War Department authorizes publication of the following state-
ment from the office of the director of sales:

The director of sales announces the prices at which the surplus stocks
of canned and cured meats held by the War Department are offered to
munleipalities throughout the country to be retailed to the general pub-
iic through markets controlled by municipalities. The canned vege-
tables available to towns and cities will be sold to the municipalities at
their invoice cost to the Government. Since these goods were produced
by hundreds of different canners at varyin;; prices, the prices which
will be quoted to municigaiities may vary slightly in the several zones.
Quotations on the vegetables may be obtained from the surplus property
officer at each of the 13 zone supply offices.

The prices for the canned and cured meats, which are approximately
20 per cent below the cost of these commodities to the Government, are
uniform throughout the 18 zones in which the surplus stocks of meats
are located. hey are as follows:

Beef, corned :
No. 1 cans--- L --per dozen-. $3. 60
O AT B e e do--_. 6.96
G-pound cans ... i do____ 24.00
Beef, roast:
No. 1 cans_—— do---- 3.48
1-pound cans do___ 499
2-pound cans it - dos_.= -T-92
G-pound cans ___ = = do 26. 40
Hash, corned beef :
1-pound cans _____ - T do 2.76
it RS O S R T e L e T do____ 4.80
Bacon:
I D e e e i W per pound__ .34
12-pound tins______ s e 73§ SIS .36

As has been announced, this subsistence is offered fo municipalities in
not less than carload lots, but at those warehouses at which stocks of
vegetables and meats are stored a municipality will be permitted to pur-
chase a mixed carload of either vegetables or meats, or both vegetables
and meats. The prices quoted are f. o. b. location. The War Depart-
ment ean not pay freight charges or transport the goods. The responsi-
bility for such detail must be assumed by the municipality.

To make these food supplies as accessible as possible to the general
publie, the War Department will permit munlcl?alltiea to purchase the
surplus stocks and defer payment until thc,r shall have been disposed of,
provided this extension of eredit shall not exceed a period of 10 days
after the goods shall actually have been delivered to the municipality.

The War Department will negotiate only with a properly aceredited
official of a municipality for the sale of this subsistence. It will not
concern itself with the manner in which the munieipality, having ob-
tained the goods, <hall offer it to the public further than to stipulate
that the municipality shall sell at cost, The municipal government ia

at liberty to conduct the sale of the foodstuffs under the direction of
municipal officials or civic bodies to whom it may delegate authority,
Municipalities desiring to take advantage of the War Department’s
offer are requested to negotiate directly with the surplus property officer
at the nearest of the zone supply offices, which are located in the fol-
lowing cities: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Newport
News, Atlanta, Chicago, St. Louis, New Orleans, Fort Sam Houston, El
Paso, 4, and San Francisco. These surplus property offices have
been instrueted by the War Department to make sales to municipalities
under the conditions Prescr!bed by the War Department and are sup-
plied with complete information concerning the commodities available Pn
each of the zones and the actual prices at which they may be disposed of.

Mr. DOREMUS. Does the gentleman from Nebraska still

‘ingist that under that public_il:y statement sales must be limited

to municipalities alone?

Mr. REAVIS. “The gentleman from Nebraska ” insists upon
this, that the department had never indicated before that pub-
licity statement that anybody could buy except for export trade.
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Nebraska has expired.

Mr. REAVIS. I wish somebody would give me five minutes
more.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois.
man five minutes more,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska
is recognized for five minutes more,

Mr. REAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I am going a step further, a step
that T would have gone if I had had more time this morning.
Look at page 76 of volume 2 as another evidence of the policy
of this department to keep from the American people the right
to consume and use the very things that they purchased at
great sacrifice with their own money. It does not refer par-
tieularly to food, but it refers to a general policy, and is a part
of it in this case. It is a letter written by J. B. Irving for the
Chief of the Surplus Property Division to Mr. Frank Eldridge
Webb in New York on the subject of underwear and hosiery, in
response to a letter from Mr. Webb, who wanted to buy the
product. Here is the letter showing, as I say, that there is
some general policy: -

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-

WaAR DEPARTMEXNT,
PURCHASE, STORAGE AND TRAFFIC DivisioN,
OrFicE OF THE DIRECTOR OF STORAGE,
Washington, June 5, 1919.

From: Surplus Property Division, Office of the Director of Storage,
Munitions Building, 'nshington,‘ i 5

To: Frank Eldridge Webb, Grand Central Terminal, New York, N. Y.

Bubject : Underwear and -hosiery.

gj Acknowledgment is made of your letter of June 2
s“z."iaﬂce is given that at the present moment mo definite policy has
been formulated on the disposition of these items. We are in active
consultation with the knit-goods association, and have not yet decided
to offer any of these items for sale under sealed blds in the domestic
market. If this dpollcy is consummated later om, you will have an
opgortunlt,v to bid, ) g

. In the meantime this office has endeavored to interest many ex-
porters in the sale of this property in forelgn markets. If you are
interested in this aspect of the situation, suggestlon is made that you
examine the stocks at Philadelphia and submit an offer.

By authority of the Director of Purchase and Stor;:}geim_wﬁ

For Chief Surplug Property Division.

You will observe he says, *“ We are in active consultation with
the knit-goods association” that sold them. [Applause on the
Republican side.] There they absolutely decline to aceept a bid
unless it is a bid for export, where the American people could
not get control of the property.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REAVIS. I will,

Mr. KNUTSON. They refused absolutely to consider a bid
for home consumption?

Mr. REAVIS. They had refused to consider any bid for
general supply for home consumption until this speeial commit-
tee on the investigation of the War Department exposed their
policy, They are anxious enough to sell now. [Applause on
the Republican side.] Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
three minutes.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Doremvs] may have 10
minutes in which to reply to the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Reavis].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginig
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan may
have 10 minutes in which to reply to the gentleman from Ne-
braska, Is there objection?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. DorEmMvs] made
this challenge and invited this controversy, and the time was
yielded by his side.

SEVERAL MEMBERS.

on the above

The gentleman yields back

By unanimous consent.
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I will consent to five minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois.
Otherwise I

If the gentleman will take that, I will consent.
will have to object.

Mr. FLOOD. In view of the statement of the gentleman
from Illinois, I modify my request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman modifies his
request, and asks that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
DoreMUs] may proceed for five minutes, to reply to the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. REavis]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOREMUS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I will require
over one¢ minute, unless I am interrupted. Of course, every
Member of this House understands thoroughly that the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis] has not answered the ques-
tion that I asked him, and that he has not attempted to an-
swer it. [Applause.] Now, I quote again from the majority
report prepared by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. REavis] :

On July 11 of the present year, and after the War Expenditures
Committee was appointed, the director of sales issued to the gresa a
publicity statement with reference to the sale of meats and vege-
tables. This statement provides that meat and vegetables shall
purchased only by municipalities.

Now, if he means anything by that language, he means that
the sale by the Government is limited to municipalities, to the
exclusion of everybody else. Can there be any question about
that being the proper interpretation? That is the statement
I asked the gentleman from Nebraska about, and I called upon
him to point to one scintilla of testimony taken by his com-
mittee to substantiate that statement, and he has failed to do it.
[Applause.] Now, unless the gentleman from Nebraska desires
to ask another question, I am through. [Applause.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I yield nine min-
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. JEFFERIS].

Mr. JEFFERIS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it
is very evident that the report of the majority has made certain
definite and specific charges. It is also evident to everyone
whe sits here that these charges have been met by the minority
Members with numerous excuses and explanations that do not
satisfy a thinking mind. My friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Lea], says that the people of the country are
suspicious of the Republican Members of this investigating
committee. If they are suspicious I have not up to this time
ascertained that fact; but I do know that last November the
people of this country were suspicious of the Democratic ma-
jority in this House and of the administration, and that ac-
counts for the presence of the Republican majority in this
House to-day. [Applause.]

My friend from Virginia [Mr. Froon] told us in his eloguent
speech that last week—nearly eight months after the armistice—
the Secretary of War had decided to throw open the opportunity
to buy these food products to any body of patriotic gentlemen
of any city who might cooperate and put their funds together to
purchase these supplies in the name of cities from the War
Department., Great God! Did it take eight months for him to
devise such a plan as that? If so, if it took eight months to do
that, it is a complete refutation of the claim that he had any
such policy before last week. If it takes eight months to de-
velop such a policy as that, one conceived after this committee
began its investigation, we can not know how much time it®
would have required for him to have invented any such policy
if this committee had not been investigating these facts.

Gentlemen, the minority charge that the majority report con-
tains misstatements of fact, whereas it is the minority report
that is misleading. On page T of the minority report, in the
letter of my friend the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froon],
it is stated:

6. I note the report says there are millions of cans of surplus fish.

My information is there is no surplus of fish. All canned salmon has
been turned back tb the canners at cost to the Government. The reason
for this was the fact that this salmon did not come up to Government
specifications and (‘-:Jmia.“_'q|.tel:l1'.]¥Y the War Department compelled the can-
ners to take it back at the price the Government paid for it.

The minority report says specifically that the Government has
no canned salmon; that it has already been turned back to the
canners at the price which the Government paid for it. Is that
true? Is the minority report true? If so, then the canners
have had the benefit of the use of the Government’s money,
whatever benefit there was in that, during all this time. But
the fact is that the Government has not turned the salmon back
to the canners. I happened to know that in the city of Omaha,
from whence I come, there is stored a large amount of eanned
salmon in the possession and control of the War Department,
and which was shipped there from the Pacific coast. And the
other day I got in communieation with my home city through
the kindness of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Reavis],
chairman of the subcommittee, and who obtained from Gen.

ners, who canned it last year?

Rogers the right to inspect the canned salmon stored in Omaha,
and which the minority report says has been turned back to the
canners at the price the Government paid for it, and which the
minority claim did not come up to Government specifications.
This morning, as the sun rose over the city of Washington, I
received this telegram from men whom I know, reputable men
engaged in the wholesale grocery business in the central portion
of our country and who had made an inspection of S50,000
cans of salmon yesterday afternoon in the city of Omaha. They
wired me as follows: '
OMAHA, NEBR., July 29, 1919,

Hon. ALBERT W. JEFFERIS,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.:

Your letter received. The sender, in company with Mr. IIughes, of
Hughes Co., Mr. Keogh, of Paxton & Gallagher, Mr. Murphy, of MecCord-
Brady, inspected salmon. Found same wholesales good and fit for food.
The above wholesale grocers offer the Government $10 per case on all
red salmon, $6.80 per case on all pink salmon f, 0. b, Omaha, Govern-
ment warehouse, net cash. This offer good only for immediate accept-
ance and immediate delivery. Omaha entirely out salmon. Wholesale
grocers can distribute right now to advantage, same time relieve Tood
shortage. We understand above prices considerable in excess of what
Government paid packers. The very fact three largest wholesale grocers
in Omaha willing to buy this salmon is conclusive proof and evidence
salmon absolutely mercantile. Examination shows about 600,000 cans
pink galmon, 250.000 cans red salmon, both grades packed 48 cans to
the case. We understand new salmon now in transit from Alaska. We
believe Government’s best interest sell thls salmon immediately. Let
the salmon go into consumption. The above parties bidding on this
salmon are responsible wholesale grocers, not speculators.

NewMmaN Broxerace Co.,
M. B. NEWMAN, President.

Now, if this be true, why send this salmon back to the can-
The Government has had its
money in it. If this canned salmon has been kept stored at the
Government's expense and is to be sent back to the canners at
this time, when the market is barren, upon the false claim that
it is not up to the Government requirements, and thus permit
the canners to have this year's crop and last year’s crop also,
that they may dictate the price to the American people—if that
is the purpose, it is to my mind one of the greatest outrages that
could be perpetrated upon a free people, even in the name of
democracy. [Applause.]

As a matter of fact, if I am correctly informed, the price
offered by the wholesale grocers of Omaha for this salmon is
far above the price paid by the Government for it. A sale of il
to the grocers for consumption by the people at this time
would relieve the food situation in the central portion of our
country to some extent, permit the Government to get its money
out of the salmon, and possibly prevent the raising of the price
for the salmon crop of the present year.

Why should the salmon, in which the War Department has
invested the people’s money, be turned back to the salmon ecan-
ners? Did the War Department accept salmon which was not
up to requirements or has it deteriorated because of long stor-
age? Why store salmon not up to requirements? Why invest
the people’s money in such an enterprise and eight months after
the armistice turn it back to the canners?

The truth is as stated by the wholesale grocers who inspected
it yesterday. The salmon to-day is wholesome, entirely fit for
human consumption, but the administration forces of our Gov-
ernment, by way of excuse to turn the salmon back to the can-
ners instead of selling it for food purposes, are attempting to °
put forth the claim that the salmon does not come up to Govern-
ment requirements. Have the Government requirements changed
since the salmon was accepted or has the salmon changed since
it was stored or have conditions so changed that it is now neces-
sary to stabilize the business of the canners of salmon by per-
mitting them to either destroy last year’'s erop of salmon or add
it to their present holdings, and thus control the price of salmon
for the coming year? These are pertinent guestions, and the
American people are on guard. The consumers of America will
never tolerate any copartnership between the salmon packers
and the administrative branch of our Government, which has
for its purpose the maintenance of the high eost of living so as
to stabilize the market prices for the salmon packers [Ap-

plause.]
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Doxovan].

Mr, DONOVAN. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, those of us who
were fortunate enough to be here early this morning and to
hear our revered and respected Chaplain offer the prayer and
give it earnest thought might well take the text and apply it to
the situation confronting us here to-day. He prayed that we
might dispel pessimism, that we might inculcate and grasp opti-
mism, that we might in these times be fair men and do for the
country and the world some real good.




3348

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JULY 29,

I believe that is the spirit in which this question should be
approached. There is, in my mind, no question that this House
is united in the main proposition ; that we want this vast supply
of merchandise disposed of as quickly, as profitably, and as ex-
peditiously as possible; that we all want the American people
to have the advantage of it and by so doing reduce as far as
ipossible the intolerable standard of the high cost of living. The
problem is not a partisan one; it is an economic one.

At this time I desire to make a statement in explanation of
the absence of my name with that of my colleague from the
minority report, which appears in this morning's issue of the
Recorp. Having been granted unanimous consent for 10 days’
!leave of absence, owing to illness in my family, and having
therewith arrived at my country home, some hundreds of miles
distant, I was necessarily precluded from attesting my name to
the minority report. I therefore take this opportunity of de-
claring my approval of the same, and if I had been available
would have attested my signature thereto. :

I am opposed to the resolution of the majority and the com-
mittee report supporting the same. I object to its adoption,
for the reason that giving it the most gemerous construction
and favorable consideration it must necessarily be placed in
that detestable class of * whereas " resolutions that simply sug-
gest but do not affirm or construct, and does not purport to be
as well as, or better than, the War Department is now doing.

In my judgment, the problem which to-day confronts us for
solution is twofold:

(a) Has the War Department employed and is it now em-
ploying sane, reasonable, expeditious, and businesslike methods

in preparing, inventorying, and declaring a correct surplus and

in marketing its tremendous volume of foodstuffs?

(b) Does and will the resolution now under econsideration
suggest, offer, or direct a more complete, efficient, practicable,
and expeditious plan than that which the War Department
is now employing? 3

The subject now in compass in this resolution and all testi-
mony taken in support thereof was within the jurisdiction
of subcommittee No, 4—Quartermaster Corps. As the minority
member of that subcommittee I will address myself to the
testimony with the view of enlightening the House, with the
hope that its conclusion will be the same as mine—judging
golely from the evidence—that the War Department has been
‘most efficient and in the interest of the American people in
its administration of this most important trust.

The Government's war machine was constructed solely as
a *“ go-ahead ” proposition. It was planned and expected that
not until July 1, 1919, would the World War be ter-
minated, at which time our troops would march inte Berlin
as conquerors. It was a straizhtaway mechanism with no
reverse gear or brakes, solely with one purpose—that of going
ahead and smashing forever German autocracy.

To accomplish this the Government planned having 5,000,000
men in France by that time, and every purchase of clothing,
munitions, and foodstuffs was based on that estimate. A
strategic program planned by our very efficient General Staff,
in cooperation with Gen. Pershing, provided that at all times
during hostilities the Pershing army was to have a 90-day
surplus of food supplies—45 days’ supply at the base in France,
‘30 days’ supply at the zone nearest the battle line, and 15
"days’ supply in the front-line trenches.

The purpose of this precaution and masterful arrangement
was in event of submarining or destroying of our transports in
transit to France our forces in France would have a sufficient
supply of foodstuffs to sustain them until the transport system
conld be rehabilitated. The War Department found that to
keep this surplus constantly in France it was necessary to con-
sume some eight months from the inland cities and zones where
ithe commodities were purchased in transporting them to the
seaboard in America and until they finally reached their destina-
tion in France. Consistent with this policy and because of the
custom of the department to make purchases and contracts some
menths in advance of delivery, supplies were continually ecoming
in and being shipped across.

The War Department was advised by Gen. Pershing that dur-
" ing the battles of the Argonne Forest and at Chateau-Thierry
he found that the use of ham and bacon as a ration in the
trenches and approximate zones was impracticable, for the
reason that the fires needed in the cooking of them made at-
tractive marks for the enemy airplanes in attacking our forces,
and he asked that canned meats, suech as roast beef and corned
beef, which did not necessitate cooking, be supplied in their
stead. :

When the armistice was signed in November, 1918, we had
an Army of 3,700,000 men; contracts had been placed for an
Army of 5,000,000 men, and though the War Department ordered

the contracts canceled, notwithstanding the supplies kept com-
ing into the department,

There was commandeered for the use of the Army 40 per cent
of the food products of America. It was the most gigantic aggre-
gation and variety of these products that this ecountry, and per-
haps that any country, had ever seen in control of a nation.
There were 80,000 articles of such commodities listed under the
supervision of the Purchase, Storage, and Traflic Division, and
were distributed in 40 different camps and cities of the country.

The policy of the War Department was in accordance with
its promise to Gen. Pershing to ship supplies without delay. To
readily handle the shipment of these commodities from the sea-
board the War Department, owing to the shortage and lack of
experienced material in man power, was at times obliged, much
against its will, to be content with inexperienced and untrained
help in its receiving and transshipment departments.

On November 11, 1918, there were 3,700,000 men to feed. The
department assumed that the maximum speed in demobilization,
judging from results then accomplished, would result in about
1,500,000 men in the Army by July 1, 1919. It was estimated we
would have to feed 3,700,000 men, the total number, to November
11 and 1,500,000 men to June 30, making on an average of about
2,300,000 men to be fed.

Criticism has been made that the War Department did not
sufficiently early declare a surplus of food products, and the
majority report overreaches itself in its undertaking to support
this contention., It has been stated that authority for declaring
a surplus was made 19 days after the armistice was signed, and
that the order was promulgated by the General Siaff through
its Chief of Staff, and that more than seven months elapsed
before the food products were offered for sale to the people;
further, that the selling of the foodstuffs was not inaugurated
until after the appointment of the committee which has re-
ported out the resolution now under consideration. The fact
is, as disclosed in the testimony of Gen. Mareh, Chief of Staff,
page 94, that surpluses were declared on baked beans from
February 17 to May 20, on stringless beans from March 11" to
July 7, corn from February 17 to July 7, peas February 12 to
May 20, and tomatoes March 19 fo July 7; and the first certified
declaration of meat surplus was declared March 26, 1919.

The War Department was beset with unusual and trying con-
ditions in declaring an exact surplus, because it submitted to
Congress on January 135; 1919, its estimate for an army of
1,500,000 and was not certain whether the provisions of the
armistice would be earried out by Germany, and it will be
recalled that the date of its enactment was repeatedly extended.

The department could not fix a definite surplus for this reason,
for the inventorying done in March was for these and other
reasons found to be inaccurate and had to be rejected and a
new inventory taken, which finally resulted in a declaration of
surplus declared, which even then was not final, owing to the
constant demobilizing of our forces, which proportionately from
day to day increased the surplus by the men being cut off from
the service.

Sales have heen made not only to municipalities but to
groups of individuals whose financial standing warranted such
sales. The department has made-all sales on an 80 per cent
basis of the cost.

Mu:h has been said about the Secretary of War. I sup-
posed that if we were going to ask a man’s opinion as to what
his poliey is, that we would ask it of the man himself if he
were available, Gen. March said that the Secretary wanted
these things reported and Col. Davis said that Gen, Meskin,
of Chicago, the regular officer in echarge of the meat supply,
who knew about it and was an expert, could declare a surplus;
and it was thought we might go over and visit him. The
hearing will disclose that Mr. ReAvis intimated that, and I, at
least, thought that would be done and that we would have the
advantage of his information. I thought that if we wanted to
know the policy of the Secretary of War, that if the chairman
of the committee did not think well enough to ask him that
the opportunity might be given me to do so. But I was fore-
closed of that right. I was disappointed that the Secretary of
War was not allowed to testify and give his own statement
as to his policy not to export but to sell these products
directly to the American people. Every witness who was
asked—Hare, Rogers, and Davis—what was the policy of the
Secretary of War as to exporting said so far as he knew he
is opposed to it; that the theory he has and the desire he has
is to sell these goods for the best profit, wherever obtainable.

A vast amount of ham and bacon was sold in Baltimore, and
it was claimed here that it had deteriorated. The evidence is
that Mr. Hare sold the ham in Baltimore for 28§ cents per
pound, whieh had cost 40 cents. The record will also disclose

that he rejected bids which were only 40 or 50 per cent of the
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cost. He made for the Government by the delay and evidently
the ham had not materially deteriorated.

Now the Canners’ Associatlon ought to be explained ; and how
it is made up. To hear the name—* Canners’ Association "—
one would be inclined to think of a momentous commercial en-
terprise. The Canners’ Association is a nonstock corporation.
It is a mutual association of canners of this country, but not of
all of them. There are 4,000 canners in this great country.
One thousand of them belong to the Canners’ Association. They
pay dues, which are nominal, and employ on an average 17
laborers in each of the establishments. It is a poor organiza-
tion. It is an altruistic organization to the extent that the
proposition is to increase and better the canning industry. It
sets no price. Let me tell you, gentlemen, that the price paid
here through the placing of orders with the Canners' Association
was made by the Government through the Food Administration.
It was really a case where the buyer set the price and not the
seller, This association maintains, in connection with the Har-
vard Medical School, a laboratory on which it expends $25,000
a year, obtained by subscription of the members of from $5 to
$2,500, for the benefit of the American people and in order that
canned products may be pure and nnadulterated and free fromr
poison ingredients. Surely that is altruistic. The president of
the Canners’ Association, Mr. Frank Gerber, receives no salary.
He gives unselfishly of his time. He impressed me greatly as
a straightforward and honorable man,

Much has been said here as to the added rations of the sol-
dier. “Added,” it says. The ration was not added, and if the
gentleman will refer to an order issued in March, 1919, by the
Chief of Staff he will see that the rations were issued in lieu
of the garrison ration, and if he will look to the ration schedule
as put in effect by Gen. March, No. 1405, it is permitted to sub-
stitute canned rations for fresh vegetables, and it has been done
time and time again. Now, if he will further inquire, he will
find that the fact is this: That it was testified that a Maj.
McDonald, an old commissary sergeant, who was caterer at
West Point, who knows what the soldiers need and what they
want, and also is regarded as an exemplar in that line, not
being aware of the letter sent by Mr. Gerber, of the Canners’
Association, to Gen. Wood, made this suggestion because fresh
vegetables were diflicult to procure, and, further, that the com-
pany messes were buying out of their own pockets these same
products that were now included in this ration. It was not an
added ration. It was in lien of, and that order stands there
and can be seen.

Col. Davis, a West Pointer, 32 years in the service and a man
of unquestioned integrity, has testified to the fact that the pur-
pose in keeping the sale of canned goods off the markets was to
stabilize them and give the farmers a chance to plant their
spring crops; the canners to prepare their fall pack and the
American people to be saved from a food panic, which would
follow if these millions of cans of vegetables were allowed to be
thrown on the market and glut if.

From a résumé of the evidence I have presented it will be
seen that the War Department has taken every precaution to
conserve the interest of the Government, and has made sales by
which they have obtained 80 per cent of the cost of the goods.
That, in point of fact, the municipalities which have purchased
the supplies having 10 days in which to pay for same have been
permitted to act as distributing agent, directly delivering sup-
plies to the consuming publie, taking its money in payment
thereof, and at the expiration of 10 days remitting it to the
Government. The War Department is, therefore, in fact, sell-
ing these foodstuffs direct to the consumer, and is to be congrat-
ulated on its Secretary of War, who has demonstrated his abil-
ity as a great executive, in his contribution in directing the
American Army in this Great War, and in his like ability in
husbanding, distributing, and directing the sale of the surplus
of these vast, products. The resolution under consideration in
no way offers or suggests to define a policy of carrying on this
great work, and fails of its own weight for its obscurity and
insufficiency. [Applause.]

Mr, GRAHADM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield nine minutes
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKENzIE].

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
I am admonished from what I have heard here this after-
noon that when it comes to party politics we are rather
strange individuals. If, as an American, I would say that I
am proud of the magnificent record of our War Department in
assembling an army as it did, transporting it across the sea,
and if I spoke of the magnificent record of those boys as they
went over the enemy trenches and brought victory to the old
Stars and Stripes, or if I should speak of the many good,
patriotic citizens of this country who came to Washington to
assist our Government in that great hour of trial, I would be

referred to as a patriot and a statesman ; but if T should happen
to call attention to the thousands of cars and automobiles that
are standing out in the sunshine and the storm between here
and Baltimore, or if I should call attention to the millions of
dollars’ worth of deteriorating foodstuffs now in the hands of
the War Department, and if I should, perchance, call attention
to the fact that there were men who came to Washington with
flags on the lapels of their coats and attached themselves to the
‘War Department under the guise of patriotism and out of their
services made great profits and whose unconscionable profits in
some instances have been shown by the excess-profits tax they
paid, then I would be referred to as a partisan,

Mr. Speaker, as one man on this committee—I am a Repub-
lican—I signed the majority report because I believed that,
while it may not be exactly true in every word so far as the
grammatical construction is concerned, it points to serious facts
that are confronting the American people to-day, and it is
strange, indeed, to see our friends across the aisle, who have
stood ever since I can remember as the particular champions
of the consumers of this country, forced into a position where
they are undertaking to defend the activities of * big business.”
[Applause on the Republican side.]

As a Republican, I believe in “ big business.” I believe when
“ big business” is properly handled it is to the advantage of
the consuming public of America, and I have never been against
that. But, Mr. Speaker, when big business will undertake
to set the prices that our Government shall pay for the things
to feed our soldier boys and after they have filled their pockets
with gold, as shown by the diamonds worn by their families
and the excess-profits taxes that they pay, and then when the
war is over and our Government undertakes to dispose of the
surplus we find those men gathered in the room of the Secre-
tary of War undertaking to dictate to him the policy that he
shall pursue in getting rid of this surplus stock in order that
it may not disturb their business, it behoeves the people to
awaken from their slumber. I have got only a few minutes, and
I want to say this in conclusion, my friends, the high cost of
living is only an incident. The amount of food concerned in
this is but a mere bagatelle, but the thing we want to take
note of—and that is why men will support this resolution—is
the fact that whenever the American people discover that their
Government has so degenerated from a Nation of freemen
that the officials of our Government are taking their orders
from, and are subservient to, the great combinations and inter-
ests of this country our land is in danger. There is a sure
and just way to handle such problems, and if not so handled
and the rights of all the people considered there is but one
final alternative, and that is the frenzy of the mob. AMay God
.igulde us away from such an end. May wisdom prevail, is my
hope.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, how many speakers has the
gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, I have two,

Mr. FLOOD. I have only one.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. How much time remains for each
side, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eighteen minutes,

Mr., GRAHAM of Illinois. I yield eight minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr, MAGeE].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
is recognized for eight minutes.

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Speaker, at the outset I ask unanimous
consent to revise and extend my remarks in the REecorbp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gen-
tleman’s request?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAGEE. Mr, Speaker, I do not care to inject any per-
sonalities into my remarks. I have nothing but the kindliest
feeling for everybody concerned. I am intensely interested in
this question, because I think that the high cost of living is one
of the most important questions, if not the most important ques-
tion, facing the country to-day, and I think that the chairman
of subcommittee No. 4, the distinguished gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. Reavis], has rendered a great public service in
bringing this question to the attention of the House and of the
country. [Applause.]

There can be no doubt of the facts. My Demoeratic friends
stand here and plead guilty to the charge upon the evidence,
judging from the speeches they have made here in the House
to-day. The fact is that since the date when the armistice was
signed, November 11, 1918, the evidence shows that they have
disposed of only $12,000,000 worth of these products. The gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr., Froop] states that the amount is
more. But it does not make any difference whether it is
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$12,000,000 or $26,000,000 worth. The fact is that there is still
on hand $120,000,000 worth of canned meats and canned vege-
tables.

If it has taken the Democratic administration about eight
‘months to dispose of $12,000,000 worth of these products, how
long will it take this active administration to dispose of $120,-
000,000 more? [Applause on the Republican side.] I figure
'that they will be at it about 10 years.

How do they propose to get rid of them? They say now
-Fthat they are in favor of the resolution, The evidence shows
that one way proposed is to feed these canned products to the
ysoldiers, to give them canned goods for breakfast, for luncheon,
and for dinner, That is one way that they suggest to get rid
‘of them, In addition to that, they think they can export some
of them.

Now, the War Department has not changed its mind. The
sWar Department has been proved in this case to be in con-
spiracy with the canners and packers of this country. [Applause
on the Republican side.] Gentlemen on the other side of the
aisle know that just as well as I do, and you know that the
‘American people will not stand for it; that the tremendous
force of public opinion will compel you to act, and place these
commodities, these food products, bought with the money of the
people, where they belong, within the reach of the consumers of
this country. [Applause on the Republican side.]

I took up this question with the office of the director of sales
upon the request of the Syracuse Chamber of Commerce. They
notified me that they would sell only to a municipality. I sent
the chamber that information. The officials of the city took it
up. They found that the city had no power under its charter
to purchase these commodities. Upon this question of power I
have a concise opinion of Corporation Counsel Hancock, of Syra-
cuse, one of the best lawyers in the State of New York, which
I will place in the REcorp in order that you may read it:

JuLy 18, 1919.
Hon. WALTER R. STONE, Mayor. !

DeAr Sir: You have referred to me for mi‘ opinion a letter received

by you under date of July 17 from Vincent P. nnolly, surplus prop-

erty officer, relative to the plan of disposition to muniecipalities of sur-
Elu.s canned goods in storage at e Army reserve depot, South

chenectady, N. Y.
This ﬁmn' contemplates that the city should assume some legal re-
sibility for the purchase ce of surplus canned goods owned b
¢ Federal Government and which the Federal Government has offer
to sell to municipalities. 5 &
Under the constitution of the State of New York the moneys of the
al‘ty can be expended only for city purposes in the legal significance of
at term.
Cities are created b{ the legislature of the State and have only such
Eowers las ﬁiremexpresa ¥ or by necessary implication delegated to them
the ature, ;
yThe oﬁy powers delegated to a city to traffic in food products have
been conferred by chapter 813, Laws of 1918, section 14, which reads
as follows:
“ PURCIIASE AND SALE OF FOOD AND FUEL BY MUNICIPALITIES.

“Any municipality in this State may, in case of an actual or antici-
pated emergency on account of a deprivation of necessaries, by reason
of excessive charges or otherwise, purchase food and fuel with municipal
funds or on municipal credit and provide storage for and sell the same
to its inhabitants in such manner and through such agencies as it may
determine, but before the exercise of any such power or authority by
any municipality it shall have the consent in writing from the food

. commission to exercise such power. The mayor, if ,» and the govern-
ing body or bodles of any such municipality shall file with the State
Jfood eommission a resolution and certificate stating that such a neces-
‘gity has arisen in said municipality and otherwise satisfy the State

ood commission that such a necessity exists. The State food com-
‘mission shall act upon the appleation as, in its judgment, the public
interest requires and may prescribe such regulations and restrictions
as it deems wise.” ;

It is my opinion that no moneys of the city can be legally expended
for the purchase of food products for the purpose of resale, and that
'this is true irrespective of whether they are bought from the Federal
|Government or whether they are bought at full value or at considerably
less than full value.

TFurthermore, no moneys of the city can be expended except such as
have been iflcally appropriated in the budget adopted at the be-
» ginning of the city’s fiscal year.

Therefore even if the city had the legal power to purchase food
products, it would be impossibie to legally finance the purchase thereof
.out of current funds, The only provision permi the issue of
{temporary bonds or certificates of indebtedness is that which I have
'already guoted and which, as I have stated, has no application to the
presentialtuatiom Ak

ours, very truly,
SBTEWART F. HANXCOCK.

I requested the corporation counsel to give me his views upon
the feasibility of the plan. I have a communication from him
which I think you will find very interesting reading, and I will
put that in the Recorp as part of my remarks,

SyrAcuUse, July 26, 1919,
Hon., WALTER W. MAGEE,
Washington, D. C.

My DEAr CONGRESSMAN : From a practical standpoint, the J)ropositlon
of the Federal Government to dispose of surplus meat and vegetable

products by selling to municipalities for resale directly to the consumer,
as we understand the proposition, is open to a
under the law, for the reasons which I have expla

eat many objections
ed in a memorandum

furnished by me to Mayor Stone, a copy of which I am inclosing here-
with. The city can not legally obligate itself for the purchase (g;t food
products for the purpose of resale. It would be necessary if the city
entered into a contract for the purchase of food products ghat the cost
be underwritten by private clthens or such an organization as the
chamber of commerce. This cxpedient would absolve the responsible
officers of the city from any financial liability, because although they
might exceed their legal nuthority and become personally liable if the:

entered into such a contract, the liability, as a matter of fact, wonl

amount to nothing if the city was guaranteed against any loss or dam-
age b{ responsible private citizens.

It follows from what I have sald that the proposition offered by the
Government must be one which commends itself to business men.
Otherwise a city can not obtain their cooperation,

The lprzgosit:lon made by the Government, as we understand it, thus
far falls short of being a business pro?oxit:lon, because—

(a) Many of the goods are packed in a manner not readily adapted
for domestic use. For example, bacon in 12-pound tins,

(b) There is no ty that the goods are in proper condition and
no provision for return of such goods as may be unfit for use,

l{:’:) There has been a definite statement t the cities would be com-
pelled to pay freight from shipping point, but ne definite statement as
to whether this means freight from New Orleans, San Francisco, or
New York. In other words, a city ht make a contract with the
Government and find the cost to ex very greatly its expectations,
becanse of the fact that the goods might be pped from some distant

point,

(d) The bulk of the commodities thus far offered to the clty of Syra-
cuse consists of canned roast beef and canned hash. All of the soldlers
whom we talked with say that canned roast beef is not palatable ; that
the soldiers would not eat it; and that the city officer trying to sell
canned roast beef would subject himself to grave danger of personal
violence. Other persons assert that no housewife would buy canned
hash, as she considers it her sacred prerogative to make hash out of
left overs, and never perpemtes hash on her family except as an ex-
pedient to make use of food materials which would not otherwise be
used. They also assert that private consumers do not buy canned meats
or canned vegetables in the summer, and at this period of the year most
persons are using fresh meats and vegetables.

(3 On many of the products offered the Government is not making
a ce as low as similar goods can be bought from wholesale rs
under a guaranty that the goods are in proper condition and with pro-
vision for return of such goods as may be spoiled.

It is entirely possible that we misapprehend the real intention and
purpose of the Federal Government. If so, It is not due to the fact that
we have been indifferent, but to the fact that we have not gotten in
touch with the represeniative of the Federal Government who really
knows what the Government's plan is.

I think that I can safely say that all of our cit

triotle and are generally interested in reducing the cost of living.

have no doubt that they all would be willing to cooperate with the
Federal Government ipl'u:n? ded a %roposition could be offered to them
which would be within their legal powers to accept and which would
hold out some reasonable assurance of saving money to the consumer.
Yours, very truly,

governments are

8. F. HAXCOCE,
Corporation Counsel.

But I want to give you gentlemen, my Democratic friends,
some good advice, if you will take it kindly. I tell you that
you are on the wrong track. [Applause on the Republican side.]

The people know that this Democratic administration is not
an administration of the people, by the people, and for the
people. They know that it is an administration of the Demo-
cratic Party, by the Democratic Party, and for the Democratic
Party. [Applause on the Republican side.] That is the reason
why the country has sent down here a Republican Congress.
You want to get down out of the clouds and get your feet on
the earth and keep them there.

I want to tell you that this administration is a close corpora-
tion, mainly concerned in perpetuating itself in power. It will
not deal with an individual. An individual can not buy any-
thing of this administration. Tt will sell airplanes to manu-
facturers at 10 per cent of cost to the Government, but if you
have a flier in your district, or a young man who wants to fly,
he can not purchase an airplane from this administration for
love or money.

It is the same way with automobiles. They will not sell
an automobile to an individual, although they have thousands
of them. My Democratic friends can make more excuses within
the shortest space of time for not doing something in the public
interest than any men with whom I ever came in contact.
[Applause.] They will tell you that the law prohibits them from
selling automobiles to the public and that they are required
to distribute them to the departments, so many thousands to the
Post Office Department, so many thousands to the hospitals, so
many to the Navy Department, so many to the Surgeon General's
office, so many thousands of motor trucks to the Department of
Agriculture, but they will not sell any to the farmers for use in
marketing farm products, and so forth. The only automobile
that they will sell to the public is a damaged one, If they have
one with the axle broken, with two wheels blown up, with the top
knocked off, or with one side smashed in, they intimate that they
will offer that machine to the public to be sold at public auction
to the highest bidder, but that is the only kind of an automobile
that an individual can buy of this administration.

These foodstuffs must be sold at once, Director Hare has
testified that they are deteriorating and that they should be
sold within three months, You should move at once. If you
have no plan, you should adopt one. I think that in matters
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of this kind the only reasonable way would be for the Demo-
crats and the Republicans to meet in conference, to get together,
to try and get upon some common ground, and then act in co-
operation for the interest of the country. [Applause.] That
would be my way. But the trouble with this administration is
that it will not play anywhere except in its own back yard.
That is the trouble with it. If you do not agree with this ad-
ministration, it will start in to get everybody by the ears and
keep everybody by the ears and in hot water all the time.
[Applause.]

Mr. FLOOD. How much time have I left?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty minutes.

Mr. FLOOD, I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. GareeErT]. [Applause.]

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Macee] said a few moments ago that this was an
administration of the Democratic Party, by the Democratic
Party, for the Democratic Party, I wondered what sort of
thought swept through the mind of my honored friend the chair-
man of this select committee [Mr. Gramax of Illinois] when
he recalled the statement given out by him some few days ago
eriticizing the advisory board of the Counecil of Industrial De-
fense, every member of which, save one, wes a lifelong Repub-
lican. [Laughter and applause.]

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Mageg] is vitally inter-
ested in reducing the cost of living, and he proposes to do that,
as I understand, in a very large measure by placing automobiles
, on the market. [Laughter.]

Mr. BAER. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. GARRETT. I can not.

Mr. BAER. They are very vitally important to the farmers
to distribute food to the table.

Mr. GARRETT. I arose primarily to discuss this resolution
and not the report, but I do wish to say a few words generally.

All serious men appreciate, I am sure, that the period imme-
diately following the cessation of hostilities was one of intense
strain. There was uncerfainty in all lines of activity. I do
not refer to the big interests of the country alone. I refer to
the ordinary citizens everywhere throughout the Republic.
Every thoughtful man in this country was wondering what was
to come next. And let me say now, Mr. Speaker, that if the
War Department had proceeded as the line of argument made
upon the Republican side of the House to-day indicates they
would have had that department proceed, and had dumped
upon the market all the surplus that had been accumulated as
a necessity of war, and had broken the market, as inevitably
it must have done—if they had thrown it on the market at low
prices, and you can not reduce the cost of living unless you sell
at lower than the market price—if that had been done and the
market had broken and this country had been driven into a
panie, as it inevitably would have been, what would have been
your attitude, gentlemen on the Republican side? I will tell
you what would have been your attitude. You would have been
here seeking to impeach officially the Secretary of War. [Ap-
plause.]

Now, I do desire to discuss the resolution, because it has not
been discussed. What is the resolution?

Be it resolved, ete., That the Sceretary of War be, and is hereby, re-
quested to place on sale, without delay, the surplus food products in the
hands or under the comtrol of the War Department now stored in the
United States, under such plan as will safeguard the interests of the
Government and insure an opportunity to the people of the United
States to purchase the same directly from the Government,

Mr. Speaker, the mountain labored and brought forth a mouse,
[Laughter.]

My honored friend the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
Reavis] sald this morning in his very eloquent address that he
could be indicted for what he thought of the War Department.
Let me say to my friend from Nebraska that if this resolution,
proposed by the majority, represents the sum total of his intel-
ligence, which it does not, he need have no fear of conviction.
[Laughter and applause on the Demoecratic side.]

What have you done? What have you offered? You assail the
administration, you denounce it as being in league with the
interests, you seek to crucify it before the public, and then say
that you resolve that that same administration be requested
to do so-and-so. Where is your boasted capacity? [Applause
on the Democratie side.] The administration in which you do
not confide, you say—why not suggest a plan of your own?
What does the resolution amount to? It means, if I construe it
correctly, that you request the department to change the policy
and plan now in force, and if this resolution should be passed
as a law and become binding, the department could not under
that law sell a can of peas or a pound of meat except directly
to the consumer. Is that what is desired? If so, then, knowing
that it will require an extensive organization, knowing that the

department has no funds with which to organize a retail ar-
rangement in this country, you certainly should be willing to
say that you will cooperate to the extent of furnishing a fund
essential to carry out such plan. Therefore an amendment will
be offered requesting the Committee on Appropriations to bring
in an appropriation that will be essential, or express its readi-
ness to do so, if this should be made the policy of the Govern-
ment,

“Not only that—I am trying to appeal to the intelligent judg-
ment of men. If such a system is organized, and you under-
take to change the plan and have these goods distributed
throughout the country under that system, and you confine it
alone to that system, you know and we all know that there
are quantities of this food that will not be disposed of, that
can not be disposed of, to the advantage of the Government or
in justice to the Government, and therefore I feel that this
House, in passing a resolution expressing its judgment, ought
at least to be willing to say that you do not wish the Government
to sustain loss on account of these foods, that you can not dis-
tribute in this manner, and therefore will be willing to accept
an amendment which will be offered that will leave to the dis-
cretion of the department the disposition of these particular
things that ean not be disposed of without vast waste under a
system of retail dealing. That is a matter which I submit must
address itself to the intelligence and the good sense of every
man, if you intend to pass such a resolution at all.

So far as I am personally concerned, I have no hesitation in
saying that I do not regard the resolution as necessary. On the
contrary, I regard it as wholly unnecessary. If it is regarded
as necessary on that side of the Chamber to do something along
those lines, it seems to me that you ought to come before the
Congress of the United States and before the people of the
United States with a law, not a resolution simply requesting the
administration which you denounce. What sort of an absurdity
is that?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. WIill the gentleman allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. GARRETT. Certainly.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
it is not a joint resolution?

Mr. GARRETT. No; it is a simple House resolution.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And does not contemplate that any
law shall be enacted?

Mr. GARRETT. No. 4

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman answer one fur-
ther question, that I may have the information? Is there any-
thing in the record to indicate that a majority of the committee
have in mind any definite plan to be observed by the department
in disposing of this food?

Mr. GARRETT. Not in any record, either public or private.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. Then the majority of the committee
is leaving the entire matter where it has rested heretofore, and
that is within the discretion of the War Department?

Mr. GARRETT. Percisely; but they have had an opportunity
to talk. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] .

Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether the gentlemen on the
Republican side feel over to-day’s labor or not. I think I
have never in the e length of time done quite so much
drudgery work as I have during the last three days and nights
sinee this matter was thrust before the full committee. While T
am not very anxious about work, yet I do not mind it when I am
working on something, but to have to devote my time, and for the
House of Representatives, composed of, ordinarily, the pick of
the communities which they represent, to spend an entire day
leading up to a resolution as utterly meaningless, as thoroughly
absurd, as unspeakably silly, as this proposition, seems to me a
ggvtisw on American statesmanship. [Applause on Democratic

& :

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Gladly.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Are we to seriously understand that
the execution of this resolution, if it is adopted, is to be left to
these department people, who have been described here to-day as
malefactors?

Mr. GARRETT. It so states.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; for a question.

Mr. MADDEN. Of course, the gentleman from Virginia knows

As I understand this resolution,

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

very well—
Mr. GARRETT. I yielded for a question.
Mr. MADDEN. I am going to ask a question. The gentleman

from Virginia [Mr. Moore] knows very well, and I assume the
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArrerr] also knows, that
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whether they be malefactors or not we have to leave the execu-
tion of things that have to be done to the men who are in the
administrative departments.

Mr. GARRETT. Not at all, not at all, on this proposition.
The Congress could create by passage of a joint resclution a
commission and take it out of the hands of these people and
let the commissioners administer these $120,000,000 worth of
foodstuffs, which would be about a dollar apiece for every man,
woman, and child in the United States.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee must know
very well that if we were to pass a law on this subject and send it
up to the President, no matter how meritorious it was he would
veto it. {

Mr. GARRETT. Fortunately the President will not have to
take up his time with any veto of such a thing as this. [Laugh-
ter and applause on Democratic side.] I will say to the gentle-
man that it is creditable to his party, and that is about the only
credit I know of in this whole business, that they did not make
this a joint resolution.

Mr. MADDEN. I think the gentleman and the President and
the Secretary of War and all the rest of the gentlemen who
have been applauding what the gentleman has just said will
find that the passage of this resolution will result in the sale
of the commodities we are talking about, and they will get into
the hands of the consuming public.

Mr. GARRETT. Why, they are selling them now.
only asking for a change in plan.

Mr. KNUTSON. How long since have they been selling them?

Mr. FLOOD. Since February.

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman does not seriously contend
that the resolution——

Mr. GARRETT. This is not a very serious day, but what is
the question?

Mr. McCULLOCH. The gentleman will not seriously contend,
will he, that this resolution, if passed, will not express the inten-
tion of Congress that this food should be put upon the market?
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. GARRETT. I suppose it will be the expression of the
intention of those who vote for it.

Mr. McCULLOCH. Does the gentleman, then, contend that
the War Department will disregard the intention of Congress
as here expressed?

Mr. GARRETT.
I do not know.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Congress is not asked to pass this
resolution.

Mr. FLOOD, This is a simple House resolution.

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman asked me a question——

Mr. McCULLOCH. That is a little difficult, and the gentle-
man has not attempted to answer it.

Mr. GARRETT. Oh, yes; I did. I answered it. I said I did
not know.

AMr. MOORE of Virginia. Apropos of what the gentleman says,
can it be stated that this resolution expresses any intention of
Congress, or even of this House, leaving the plan altogether in
the air?

Mr. GARRETT. Well, it expresses some sort of intention,
but I will say to the gentleman that I do not know myself what
it is. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my time. [Ap-
plause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute
remaining.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from
Virginia going to yield any more time?

Mr. FLOOD. I think not.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, the simple question before this House, stripped of all
sophistry, is whether this House should go on record now and
express its opinion that in its judgment it is the proper thing
that the Secretary of War should at once sell these goods
directly to the American people. That is the question. There
is no doubt in any reasonable man's mind who has read this
record that the policy of the War Department has been studi-
ously one to avoid putting these goods on the market. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.] I have heard no attempted de-
fense. I can show you half a dozen, yes, a dozen, places in this
record where the evidence shows that Secretary Baker himself
said that this was his policy and the evidence is in the record.
I do not want to take the time now to show you, but in Mr,
Baker's letter that is incorporated in the minority report he says
it is his policy, although he modifies it to some extent from the
foregoing conversations that he had with Mr, Thorne, who had
been acting as Quartermaster General. -

He now says it is his policy to-day to sell first to the other
departments of the Government if he can, then to the person

You are

I make no contention whatever about that.
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or company who sold the goods to the Government, and finally,
when forced to, to the public. As, for instance, the other day
a sale of food was conducted in this locality supposedly direct
to the people of the District. But I observed from the papers
that after they had given the Department of Agriculture and
the Department of the Interior and the other departments of
the Government what eanned meats they wanted there were
just three cans remaining to be sold to the suffering population
of the District of Columbia—three cans. [Applause on the Re-
publican side.] Why, eight months and a half have elapsed,
gentlemen of the House, since this War Department knew of this
great excess supply of food in this country, and during that eight
and a half months if a studious effort had been devised to keep
it off the market they could not have devised a better effort than
they have. Now, to-day we are simply asking the Members of
the House to express their opinion to the Secretary of War that
these things ought to be sold.

They ask, What good will this resolution do? I will tell you,
gentlemen of the House, if this resolution is passed by an over-
whelming majority of this House Secretary Newton D. Baker
will sit up and take notice. [Applause on the Republican side.]
It will go out to the people of the country, and a storm will be
raised in this country, and Secretary Baker and those who are
responsible for this thing will see that speedily this food gets
to the people. They say, “ We have no money to do it with.”
Why, gentlemen, let me call your attention to the fact that
in the Army bill which was passed by this Congress for the
yvear ending June 30, 1920, there is an item of a million dollars
that is given as a contingent fund that is available for the
Secretary of War. The next item is page 11 of the appropria-
tion bill. I want you to notice what it permits to be done:

For such other necessary expenses incident to the purchase, test, care,
preservation, issue, sale, and accounting for subs!l:tence for supplies
for the Army, $62,526,460,

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I have not the time and I ean
not yield. Let me tell you something else. In the last Army
bill, the one before that, you will find on page 200 of the ap-
propriation bill print which I have here, an appropriation of
$830,000,000 for this same identical purpose, and all of these
vast sums of money are now available to the Secretary of War
if he wants to use them. ILet me read you something else.
Then I want you gentlemen here to observe this. It is not the
fault of Mr, Newton D. Baker alone that this thing is being done.
The fault rests with a higher authority. It rests with the
President of the United States. Let me call your attention to
something else. In the last Army appropriation bill is this
item:

That the President be, and he hereby is, authorized, through the
head of any executive de{mrtment. to sell, upon such terms as the head
of such department shall deem expedient, to any person, partnership,
association, corporation, or any other department of the Government, or
to any toreisn ﬂpt:te or Government, engaged in war against any Govern-
ment with which the United States is at war, any war supplies, material,
and equipment, and any by-products thereof.

And then it goes on and appropriates a vast sum of money
for these and other purposes.

And that law has been in effect for a year. Why has not the
thing been done? I ask you now here, gentlemen of the House,
how long we shall wait and how long we shall trifle about this
thing? The time for words has passed and the time to do some-
thing has come. [Applause on the Republican side.] And un-
less we men on this side of the House force something to be done
I say that nothing will be done in view of the expressed policy
of the War Department, which is to keep these products off the
market.

The fact is that the War Department has been confederating
with the interests who have food to sell for the purpose of keep-
ing the price up. In this connection it is interesting to note the
language of the food administration acf, approved August 10,
1917, It recites, in part:

To prevent, locally or generally, * * *
lation, manipulations, and private controls,

Certain powers are given the President and severe penalties
provided for. And yet the Government, by conniving with these
food pirates, violates every intendment of this law.

This report will be followed by other reports on other sub-
jects, of great, vast quantities of war supplies that have been
gathered up to supply that Army of ours, from a needle to a
thrashing machine, and which are being kept off the market, and
which, if they can not be sold to other natlons, are being junked
or being sold back to the men who made them, and willfully, as
an avowed policy of the Government, it is being carried out
from start to finish. In my judgment it all comes back to the
origination of this scheme,

hoarding, injurious specu-
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I wish you would take the first volume of the report of the
Council of National Defense and look and see who the men were
who negotiated these sales to the Government of these canned
goods. They are:

C. H. Bentley, director of the California Packing Corporation ;
W. F. Burrows, president of Libby, MeNeil & Libby; E. B.
Deming, president of Pacific-American Fisheries; L. 8. Dow,
secretary of H. J. Heinz Co.; H. C. Hemingway, president of
H. C. Hemingway & Co. ; John F. Montgomery, president of John
Wildi Evaporated Milk Co.; I. C. Morgan, jr., of the Austin
Canning Co.; George N. Numsen, president of Wm. Numsen &
Son (Inc.); and W. C. Leitsch, president of Columbus Can-
ning Co.

This committee was called the Cooperative Committee on
Canned Goods of the Council of National Defense, and that
bought this stuff. How in God's name does anybody expect
they are to consent to its going back on the market after the
war? They had all the machinery. They started with the war.
The machinery was built up under the Advisory Committee of
the Council of National Defense, and has operated continu-
ously during this war. And now, gentlemen of the House, at
this time, when the war is over, this same council has so
enmeshed itself with the departments of our Government that
to-day it steps into the office of the Secretary of War and says
to him when he shall sell and when he shall not sell, and he
listens. And it is up to us to see that something is done. At
some time soon I shall have something further to say about
the secret influences that surround this Government, but the
short time I now have will not permit.

Now, gentlemen, this resolution ought to be passed, and
passed in its present form. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr, GARRETT. May I have the attention of the gentleman a
moment before the reading begins?

Mr. GRAHADM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. DOREMUS. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomrp. Is there
objection?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, along that line, I
do not know whether there is any objection or not, but I ask
unanimous consent that all Members of the House have three
legislative days in which to extend their remarks on this
subject.

Mr. HEFLIN. All who have spoken?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. All Members.

Mr. KNUTSON. All Members. There are a lot of Members
who could not get time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent that all Members have three legislative days in which
to extend their remarks on this subject.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
does that mean the gentlemen who have spoken?

The SPEAKER. All Members of the House,

Mr. CONNALLY. Then I object.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REecorp. >

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr, REAVIS. Mr. Speaker, has unanimous consent been
granted to those who spoke?

The SPEAKER. It has not.

Mr. REAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that all of those who
spoke on this report and resolution may be given three legis-
lative days to extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani-
mous consent that all those who have spoken on this report and
resolution may be given three legislative days in which to ex-
tend their remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man a question before the reading begins. The gentleman knows
the minority report suggests two amendments, but finally we
give it in the form it would read if those amendments be agreed
to. I would like to ask, if it be =atisfactory to the gentleman,
to permit the reading of the entire resolution and then offer
the following resolution that the minority proposes as a sub-
stitute, so as to obviate two amendments. I make that sug-
gestion in the interest of time. :

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Unless there is some objection of
which I do not know, I will agree to that.

The SPEAKER. Thue Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, re-
quested to place on sale, without delay, the surplus food products in
the hands of or under the control of the War Department now stored
in the United States, under such plan as will safeguard the interests
of the Government and insure an opportunity to the people of the
United States to purchase the same directly from the Government.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment by way
of substitute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an
amendment by way of substitute, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. That does not preclude any
other amendment that may be offered?

The SPEAKER. Of course not,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. GARRETT as a substitute:

“ Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States
of America, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested
to place on sale, without delay, under such plan as will safeguard the
interests of the Government and insure an opportunity to the people
of the United States to purchase the same direct from Government,
such part of the surplus food products in the tands or under the con-
trol of the War Department now stored in the United States as is
reasonably eapable of so distributed and sold, and the Committee
on Appropriations of the House is requested to ascertain, without de-
nl;%yc'h nglt;ll I:'gport to the House the sum necessary for the development of

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. I will

Mr. WALSH. I will direct the gentleman’s attention to the
fact that, this being a House resolution, the language should be
in accordance with the precedents—* Resolved, That the Secre-
tary of War,” and so forth. That would apply to the phraseology
of the committee's resolution as well. The langunage should read,
* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be,” and so forth.

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Massachusetts is cor-
rect about that. Of course, what we have in the proposed
minority amendment did not touch upon the language in the
majority resolution. I ask unanimous consent to modify the
amendment which I offered so as to strike out “ Be it,”” and then
it will read, * Resolved by the House.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to modify it.

Mr. GARRETT. Then I will modify it by taking out the
words “ Be it,” in the beginning, and also the words * by the
House of Representatives of the United States of America,” so
that it will read, * Resolved, That,” and so forth.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to modify the original resolution by striking out the
words “ Be it and capitalizing the word “ Resolved.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to amend the original resolution.

Mr. GARRETT. That ought-properly to come in at another
time, but I will yield to the gentleman for that purpose, only
I do not want to surrender the floor. ;

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Gramaym of Illinois: Strike out the first
two words in the resolution, * Be it,” and capl e the word " re-
solved,” so that it will read, “ Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the United States of America,” etc.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Clerk has not reporfed
it as it was intended.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I think the words * United States
of America " ought also to be stricken out, and I ask unanimous
consent fo do so.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification?

There was no objection. !

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I want to understand the
situation. I have an amendment to add to the original resolu-
tion. If the substitute of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Gareerr] is adopted, would that change the entire situation?

The SPEAKER. It would.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I would like to offer an amend-
ment to perfect the text.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is entitled
to offer a perfecting amendment.
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania.
to perfect the original resolution.

Mr. GARRETT. If the gentleman states that he has a per-
fecting amendment, he is entitled as a matter of right to offer
that. But he is not entitled to the floor.

Mr. CRISP. He can not take the gentleman from Tennessee
off the floor.

I wish to offer an amendment
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The gentleman
from Tennessee is still entitled to the floor.

Mr. GARRETT. I am going to yield the floor long enough
to let the gentleman have his amendment read for information,

The SPEAKER. It can be reported, and then it will be
pending. It will be reported not simply for information but it
can be pending.

Mr. GARRETT. That will not cut me off?

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylv-nia.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, KeELnLy of Pennsylvania: After the word
“ Government,"” in the last line, strike out the period, insert a comma
and the following: “And such plan shall include utilizing the Parcels

ANSWERING * PRESENT "—1.

Post Service.”

Mr. GARRETT.

My,

point of order in all probability.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois.

order on it.

Mr, GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question

on my amendment.

The SPEAKER.

I desire to reserve a point of

Speaker, I think that is subject to a

The gentleman from Tennessee moves the

previous question on the amendment he has offered.
The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the

amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. GARRETT. ©On that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas

and nays,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 160,

answered “ present " 1, not voting 155, as follows:

YEAS—114,

Alexander Donovan Jones, Tex, Rainey, J. W.
Ashbrook Doremus Lanham Raker
Aswell Drane Lankford Randall, Calif.
Ayres Eagan Larsen Rayburn
Bankhead Eagle Lazaro tomjue
Bell Evans, Nev. Lea, Calif, Rubey
Black Ferris Lonergan Saunders, Va.
Blackmon Fields McGlennon Sears
Bland, Mo. Figher McKeown Sims
Bland, Va. Flood McKiniry Small
Blanton Gandy MeLane Smithwick
Box Gard Major Steagall
Brand Garner Mansfield Stevenson
Briggs Garrett Martin Sumners, Tex,
Brinson Goodwin, Ark. Montague Taylor, Colo.
Byrns, Tenn, Har rr Tex; Moon Thomas
Caraway Moore, Va. Tillman
Carss Ilustlngs Nelson, Mo. Upshaw
Carter Hayden 0’Connell Vinson
Clark, Mo, Heflin O'Connor Watson, Va.
Cleary Hersman Oldfield Welling
Coady Holland Oliver Wilson, La.
Collier Howard Overstreet Wingo
Connally Huddleston Park Wise

Crisp Hudspeth Parrish Woods, Va.
Davey Hull, Tenn. helan Wright
]Jm-ls, Tenn. Humphreys ou Young, Tex,
Dickinson, Mo, Jacoway Quin
Dominick . Johnson, Miss. Rainey, H. T.

NAYS—1680,

Ackerman French McFadden Sanders, Ind.
Anderson Garland MeKenzie cott
An Irews, Md. Good MecLaughlin, Michﬂel]s

Andrews, Nebr,

Goodykoontz

McLaughlin, Nebr, shreve

Bacharach Graham, I, MacCrate iegel

Bacr Green, Towa MacGregnr Binclair
Begg Greene, Mass, Madden Smith, Idaho
Benham Greene, Vt. Magee Smith, Mich.,
Boies Griest Mapes Snell

Bowers Hadley Michener Steenerson
Brooks, I11. Hays Mondell Stephenu, Ohio
Brooks, Pa. Hernandez Moore, Ohio Stiness
Browning ersey Moore, Pa. Strong, Kans,
Burke IHickey organ Strong, Pa.
Campbell, Kans. loch Morin Sweet
Cannon Houghton Mott ‘Taylor, Tenn.
Chindblom l[ullnfs Murph, Temple
Costello Hull, Towa Nelson, Wis. Thompson, Ohlo
Crago Hutchinson Newton, Minn, Tilson

Curry, Calif, Ireland Newton, Mo. Timberlake
Dale James Nichols, Mich. Tincher
Dallinger Jefferis Ogden Vaile

Darrow Johnson, Wash. Parker Vestal

Davis, Minn, Juul Peters Voigt
Denison Keller Platt Volstead
Dickinson, Iowa Kelly, Pa Porter Walsh
Dowell Kendall Radecliffe Walters
Dunbar Kennedy, Iowa Ramsey Wason

Dunn Kiess Ramseyer Watson, Pa.
Kdmonds Kinkaid Randall, Wis. Webster
Elliott Kleczka Reavis Wheeler
Rlston Knutson Reber White, Kans
Es-h LaGuardia Reed, W. Va. White, Me.
Fvans, Nebr. Lampert Rhodes Williams
Fess Layton Ricketts Wilson, IIL
Tocht Lehlbach Robsion, Ky. Winslow
Fordney Luce Rodenberg Wood, Ind
Foster Lufkin Rogers Woodyard
Frear Luhring Rose Young, N. Dak.
Freeman MeCulloch Rowe hl

Hawley
NOT VOTING—155.

Almon Dyer Kitchin Riordan
Anthony Echols Kraus Robinson, N. C.
Babkna Ellsworth Kreider Rouse
Barbour Emerson Langley Rowan
Barkley Evans, Mont, Lee, Ga. Rucker
Bee Fairfield Lesher Sabath
Benson Fitzgerald Lever Sanders, La.
Bland, Ind. Faller, I11. Llnthicnm Banders, N, Y,
Boohe er, Mass. Little Banford
Britten Gallagler Longworth Schall
Browne Gallivan McAndrews Scully
Brumbaugh Ganly McArthur Bherwood
Buchanan Glynn MeCIintlc Binnott
Burdick Godwin, N. C, McDuffie Sisson
Burroughs Goldfogle McKinley SBlem:
Butler Goodal McPherson Smltg TIL
Byrnes, 8. C. Gould Maher Smith, N. Y.
Caldwell Graham, Pa. Mann Snydur
Cs.mc;:hcn, Pa. Griflin Mason Stedman

Hamill Mays Steele
Cantrill Hamilton Mead itephens, Miss,
Carew Hardy, Colo. erritt Sullivan
Casey Haskell Miller ‘ummers, Wash.
Christo hemn Haungen Minahan, N. J, [aylor, Ark.
Clark, Hicks Monahan, Wis. Thompson, Okla,
Classon Hin ooney nkham
Cole Husted Mogaes. Ind %‘owner

goo readwa
Cop?e Johnson, Ky. 1y re -
Cramton Johnson, 8, Dak, Nicholls, 8, C Venable
Crowther Jobnston NX: olan ard
Cullen Jones, Pa, 1ney Watking
Currie, Mich. Kahn Osborne Weaver
Dempsey Kearns Padgett Webb
Dent Kelley, Mich, Paige Welt
Dewalt Kennedy, R. I. Pell Whafe
Dooling Kettner Purnell Wilson Pa,
Doughton Kincheloe Reed, N. Y. Yates
Dupré King Riddick

So the amendment of Mr. Garrett was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr, GALLIVAN.

Mr. Dyer with Mr. SaxpeEnrs of Louisiana.

Mr., McArTHUR With Mr., WHALEY.

Mr. EmersoNn with Mr. MooNEY.

Mr. OsporNE with Mr, BENSON.

Mr, FairFieLp with Mr. Scvroy.

. PURNELL with Mr. McCrLInTIC. »
. BRowNE with Mr. OLxEY.

. SNYDER with Mr. Smrra of New York.

. Coorer with Mr. THoMPsox of Oklahoma,

. CHRISTOPHERSON with Mr. Surrivaw.

Mr. CramroN with Mr. DEWALT.

. Joaxson of South Dakota with Mr, LINTHICUM.
. JoxEs of Pennsylvania with Mr. LEsHER.

. HASKELL with Mr. MiNAHAN of New Jersey.
Mr. Hawrey with Mr. MeAp.

Mr., Hicks with Mr. Mays.

. Hrr with Mr. McDUFFIE.

Mr. Haroy of Colorado with Mr. McANDREWS.

. LANGLEY with Mr. CANTRILL.

. Rmopick with Mr. Crark of Florida.

. Saxrorp with Mr. Casey.

. ScHALL with Mr. CAREW.

SinNorT with Mr. CANDLER.

. StEmMP with Mr. CampeeLn of Pennsylvania.

Mr. SayarH of Illineis with Mr. CALDWELL,

. SumMmEers of Washington with Mr. Byexes of South Caro-

. TingHEAM with Mr. BUCHANAN.
. Towxer with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.
. TREADWAY with Mr. BooHER.
Mr. Vare with Mr. BEE.
Mr., WaARrD with Mr. BARKLEY.
Mr. YaTtEs with Mr. BABKA.
Mr. GeaHaym of Pennsylvania with Mr,
Carolina.
Mr. HaxrvroNn with Mr. NEELY.
Mr. Gourp with Mr. PADGETT.
Mr. GrLynN~ with Mr. Riorpax.
Mr. GoopAarr with Mr, PELL.
Mr. Fvrier of Illinois with Mr. RowaAN.
Mr. Furrer of Massachusetts with M.
Carolina.
Mr. Ecuons with Mr., SABATH.
Mr. ExLsworTH with Mr. RUCKER.
Mr. Burpick with Mr. WEAVER.
Mr. Burier with Mr. STEELE.
Mr. BurrougHS with Mr., WATKINS.
Mr. Crasson with Mr. VENABLE.

Nicrnorrs of South

Ropinson of North
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Mr. Core with Mr. Tayror of Arkansas.

Mr. CorrLey with Mr. SterHENs of Mississippi.

Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. STEDMAN.

Mr. Cunrie of Michigan with Mr. Sisson.

Mr., KAuy with Mr. DENT.

Mr. DExpsEY with Mr. SHERWoOOD.

Mr. HustEp with Mr. Ariox.

Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. CULLEN.

Mr. MizLEr with Mr, GALLAGHER.

Mr. Moxamax of Wisconsin with Mr, FITZGERALD.
Mr. Moores of Indiana with Mr. Evaxs of Montana.
Mr. Muop with Mr, DUPRE.

Mr. Norax with Mr, DOUGHTON, f
Mr. Parge with Mr. Doorixg. A
Mr. Kremer with Mr. Joanson of Kentucky.

. Larree with Mr, Icoe.

. LoxawortH with Mr. HaMrLL.

. McPHERsoN with Mr, GrRIFFIN.

. MAxN with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.

. Mason with Mr, Goopwrn of Arkansas.

. MErrTTT With Mr. GANLY.

. KEArNSs with Mr, LEVER. .

. KeLLEY of Michigan with Mr. Lee of Georgia.

. KExNEDY of Rhode Island with Mr. KINCHELOE.

. King with Mr. KETTNER.

. Kraus with Mr. Jouxstox of New York.

. BRITTEN with Mr. WEBB.

Mr, Barpour with Mr, WerLTy.

Mr. ANnTHONY with Mr. Wirsox of Pennsylvania.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listening
when his name was called?

Mr. BARBOUR. I think I arrived just after my name was
called.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.”

The SPEAKER.  Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name was called?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; I was not.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
KeLLy] has offered an amendment which has been reported.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have offered my
amendment providing for the utilization of the Parcel Post
System in the distribution of these surplus food products solely
in order to carry out the purpose of this resolution.

I consider that this committee has rendered a public service
in bringing the facts to the attention of the country and Con-
gress. I believe a still greater public service can be performed
if the definite suggestion of the use of a great public agency for
the work desired is incorporated in the resolution adopted.

Mr. Speaker, the food problem is a real danger question in
America. There is more Red menace in the retail food prices
to-day than in all the Bolshevik meetings that can be held in
this country.

At this moment great warehouses in 200 cities are bursting
with food supplies and other commodities. They are in the
hands of the War Department, because the people patriotically
voted the money for expected war needs.

At the same time reports come in from every part of the
country that the prices on these very articles are skyrocketing
until the staples of life must be regarded as luxuries in many
homes.

There has been a delay for eight months which to my mind
is inexcusable. Every man should have known that there would
be a vast surplus of supplies when an Army that was planned to
be 5,000,000 on the 1st of this July was really an Army of but
1,000,000,

However, the one thing in which I am interested is action
now. There has been too much delay, but what are we going
to do about it?

There have been two plans brought out in the testimony be-
fore the committee. One is tc sell these products in carload
lots to municipalities., Ninety per cent of the municipalities are
not able to adopt this plan owing to provisions in their charters.
Even if all were able to adopt it the plan would not give a
chance to half the people of this country who live outside the
cities which could handle such an order.

Washington City tried out that plan and about all it proved
was that these goods are high class and satisfactory to the
people. But thousands of persons never had a chance to buy
and were thus dissatisfied and had a feeling that they were
treated unjustly. With even the finest kind of volunteer work-
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ers giving their time gladly in this service, there were mis-
understandings about payment of money which hurt the success
of the plan.

* Mr. FLOOD. 1Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KELLY of Peunsylvania. I can not yield, I am sorry to
say, as I only have a few minutes.

The other plan, suggested by Mr. Hare, director of sales, was
to organize a vast retail selling force in every city in the country.
I submit that such a scheme would involve enormous expense,
which would have to be defrayed by appropriations of Congress.
It would mean doubling the prices paid by the Government for
these products. It would mean a sheer waste of great sums of
money.

Why should anyone wish to build up a great new distributing
organization for these products when we already have one built
to do exactly this service in the Parcel Post System?

The Post Office Department is the people’s system of distribu-
tion. When President Andrew Jackson recommended its estab-
lishment he said that it would serve the same function for the
country that the veins and arteries serve for the human body.

In serving as the public agency for the distribution of these
foodstuffs, so sorely needed in all parts of this country, the
Postal Service will be performing the very funection forecast
by the President.

In the past three years the fact that the post office is the direct
connecting link between the people and their National Govern-
ment has been recognized many times.

The proclamations of the President have been sent by the
State Department to the post offices, to be posted there for the
information of the citizenship of America.

The War Department and the Navy Department have organ-
ized recruiting campaigns in every community in Amerien
through the post offices, and Congress itself has authorized the
payment of money for every recruit secured by a postmaster.

The Treasury Department sent its announcements to the post-
masters to be bulletined for the information of the public, and
the postal employees were direct agents in selling war-savings
stamps and bonds.

The Labor Department has gone to the public through the
postmasters in its employment work.

The Agricultural Department sends its information concern-
ing marketing, gardening, and so forth, to the postmasters of
America so that the entire citizenship may be informed of latest
developments and plans.

The Food and Fuel Administrations send their orders and regu-
lations to the public by the use of the post-office machinery.

The Civil Service Commission gives notice of its positions and
requirements by bulletins in the post offices of America.

The fact is that the use of the Post Office Service in such a task
as this which confronts us now is the only sensible course pos-
sible. The use of any other organization is the sheerest folly.

The problem is simply that of getting foodstuffs to the con-
sumer direct, of emptying these bursting warehouses and plac-
ing their contents in the homes of the people of America.

In preparing for meeting that problem through the postal

machinery, Congress has already spent $610,000 of the people’s
money. We spent $10,000 in 1917 for an investigation of the
conditions which brought about bread riots and an effort to
learn whether the use of postal connection betwecn producer
and consumer would reduce the high cost of living.

We appropriated for 1918 $300,000 for the express purpose
of experimenting in direct communication between the producer
of foodstuffs and the consumer of them by means of a motor-
vehicle service. For 1919 we have appropriated the same sum
for the same purpose.

Now, does any gentleman here believe that the people of
America will tolerate the complete overthrow of all the work
done through these expenditures of public funds? Will this
Congress admit that that money has been thrown away, ab-
solutely wasted, by now permitting the creation of some new,
specially created, expensive organization for the accomplish-
ment of a task for which the Postal Service is fully prepared?

The fact is that this $610,000 has been the best money ever
spent by this Government—unless this Congress should now
make it the most useless expenditure of money possible.

Mr. Speaker, the surplus food products shown in the hearings
of this committee are, in part, 173,723,336 cans of vegetables
and 141,000,000 pounds of meat products.

These seem like tremendous figures, and with the other sur-
plus products do make quantities which no organization except
the parcels post can handle.

But do you realize that there were handled during the last
fiscal year 2,250,000,000 parcel-post packages of all sizes and
containing every commodity under the sun? Do you realize

P
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that there were handled 187,500,000 packages every month and
6,250,000 every day?

Why, the increase alone during the last fiscal year over the
year preceding amounted to 62,500,000 packages a month. There
would not be that many packages in the surplus of vegetables
and meat products as tabulated in the hearings.

Postmaster Chance, of the Washington post office, in answer
to an inquiry as to whether the local post office could handle
jts share of these surplus products, replied that it would be
only one-fourth of the task which devolves on his officz every
Christmas. I believe the same statement is true for every other
post office.

Mr. Speaker, my plan for handling this great surplus and
getting it direct to the people is this: There are 54,084 post-
masters in this country to-day. Wach one could inform the
people of his community, through printed matter furnished by
the War Department, of these supplies and the price to be paid.
He would act as agent for the consumers, buying nothing and
selling nothing. He could group these orders and forward the
bulk order to the nearest warehouse. The goods could be shipped
from the warehouse to the post office from which the order came,
and there distributed to the consumers.

This organization also includes 43,109 rural carriers, 35,200
city carriers, 46,207 clerks, and 19,968 railway mail clerks. Such
a personnel would not be staggered by this task of public service,
and the entire surplus could be handled in two months' time
without any breakdown of the organization whatever.

Mr. Speaker, I earnestly believe that this is the only way to
handle this great problem. The people are at bay before the
high cost of living. The purchase of these foods by the War
Department has sent food prices up. It is now a sacred duty
to get these foods to the people and, if possible, bring the prices
down to what they would have been.

I believe this action will bring prices down, and I want to
see prices brought down. I am not worried about food traf-
fickers, who see markets wobbling and quotations dropping
through such action. I want to see this shock and still others
given until there is an improvement in prices from the view-
point of the consumer. The consumers make up the community,
and their rights are paramount. The very first right of all is
to have the right to buy the things upon which life depend af a
reasonable price.

Let us use the publie agency of the parcel post in distributing
these products direct to the people, and show that the American
Government has in its own agencies the means of meeting and
mastering this task which now confronts it. [Applause.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I reserved a point of
order on this amendment, and I now make the point of order,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. That the amendment is not germane
to this resolution.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I would like to be heard on
that.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The original resolution is a simple
expression of the judgment of the House, and reads as follows:

That the Secretary of War be, and he 18 hereby, requested to place on
sale, without delay, the surplus food products in the hands or under the
control of the War Department now stored in the United States, under
such plan as will safeguard the interests of the Government and insure
an opYortunity to the people of the United States to purchase the same
directly from the Government,

The resolution is simply an expression of judgment and leaves
entirely to the executive officer the way in which it shall be
executed. However, the amendment is as follows:

And such plans shall include utilizing the Parcel Post Service.

1t thereby says to the Secretary of War that our opinion is
that he should do so and so, but if he does it he must do it in
this way, directing a particular method of execution. I do not
believe that can be done; I do not believe that that sort of
appendix ean be attached to a resolution that simply expresses
an opinion and does not mark out any way of executing it.

I call the Speaker’s attention to section 5804 of Hinds
Precedents, volume 5:

On February 14, 1882, Mr. Godlove 8. Orth, of Indiana, from the
Committee on Forel reported adversely this resolution :

“Regalved, That the President of the Unit States, if not incom-

atible with the public service, be uested to communicate to this

onse all correspondence with the British Government on file in the
State Department with reference to the ease of D. H. O'Connor, a citizen
of the United States, now imprisoned in Ireland.”

Mr. Orth's motion to lay this resolution on the table havinti been
decided in the negative, Mr. B, 8. Cox, of New York, submitted the fol-
lowing amendment in the nature of a substitute :

“That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to obtain for
D. H. O'Connor and other American citizens now imprisoned under a
suspension of the habeas corpus by the British Government in Ireland,
without trial, conviction. or sentence, a speedy and fair trial or a
prompt release.” .
After debate, the Speaker said :
-

- - . - * .

“The Chair is not called upon to decide that question, and only
refers to it incidentally in determining whether this amendment is in
order to a resolution of inquiry which has certain privileges under the
rules of the House, The amendment proposed {s to change the whole
character of the pending resolution, which is a simple resolution of
Inquiry, and makes it a resolution of instruction to the President of the
United States. The Chair thinks it is not germane and not in order.”

That is not strictly in point, but I think it indicates the line
of argument that is followed in these matters. I do not believe
that if this House proceeds to instruect the Secretary of War how
he shall execute this order in part at least, that it is a proper
amendment to a resolution that simply expresses the opinion of
ihe House upon the subject.

Mr, KELLY of Pennsylvania rose.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule.
resolution provides:

That the Secretary of War is requested to place on sale under such
plans as will safeguard the interests of the Government—

And so forth.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers to amend by adding—
and such plans shall include utilizing the parcels post.

The original resolution provides a general plan, and the
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania adds or in-
cludes a specific plan. It is a rule that a general proposition
can be amended by a specific one, and the Chair thinks that this
amendment is clearly in order.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr, HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak to the amend-
ment. I have listened now for a whole day to these political
speeches going back and forth, and here comes a proposition
now that really has some sense in it. [Laughter.]

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HULINGS. I yield to the gentleman for a question.

The original

Mr. ASWELL. Why not include aeroplane transportation in
this amendment?
Mr. HULINGS. I do not understand the question. Mr.

Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLcy] has
very clearly shown that the Government already has a fine
method by which the distribution of the foodstuffs can be ecar-
ried out, and that is simply by taking up the Postal Department,
which is already in operation. I am quite sure that the Chair is
entirely correct in this ruling, and I believe it proper to suggest
to the Secretary of War that he formulate a plan which shall
inelude the parecel-post method of distribution. It is appropriate
indeed for us to suggest that he include the plan that is pre-
sented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I believe that if
the House will consider the amendment for a moment they will
adopt it.

All the machinery for handling millions of parcels is already
in operation, covering more than 50,000 post offices, and could,
with very little trouble and expense be arranged so that the
purchaser could give his order and his money to the postmaster,
who could forward the order, and by return mail the buyer
would get his goods.

Mr. Speaker, whether this amendment carries or nof, the real
purpose of the amendment—its only purpose—is to bring to the
attention of the country the fact that the Secretary of War has
withheld these food products in the interest of'the packers and
refiners. The packers understand. When eggs are scarce the
price is high. In the plentiful season the surplus goes into cold

-storage and prices remain high. Smart dealers destroy the

surplus potato erop rather than break the price by putting them
on the market. And if the great stores of foodstuffs can be
kept in Government warehouses until they rot it will be all the
easier to maintain high prices and sweat the publiec.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The question was taken, and Mr. Kerry of Pennsylvania de-
manded a division.

Mr. GARRETT (while the House was dividing). Mr. Speaker,
I demand the yeas and nays,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 130,
not voting 145, as follows:

YHAB—155.
Ackerman Black Buchanan Costello
Alexander Blackmon Burke Crago
Almon Bland, Mo, Byrns, Tenn Cris
Ashbrook Bland, Va. Caraway Da]lfnger
Aswell Blanton Carss Davey
Ayres Booher Carter Davis, Tenn.
Baer X Clark, Mo. Dickinson, Mo,
Bankbead Brand Cleary Donovan
Barbour Briggs Coady Doremus
Bell Brinson Collier Drane
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Dunbar
Dupré
Eagan
Edmonds
Esch
Ferris
Fields
Fisher
Flood
Gandy
Gard
Garner

arrett
Goodwin, Ark.
Hardy, Tex.
Harrison
Hastings
Hayden
Heflin
IHersman
Iolland
Howard
Huddleston
Hudspeth
Hulings
Hull, Tenn.
ll{umphreys

goe
Jacoway

Anderson
Andrews, Md,
Andrews, Nebr,
Bacharach

Begﬁa I

DBoies
Bowers
Brooks, Il
Brooks, Pa,
Brownin
Campbell,
Cannon
Chindblom

gole Calif.
‘urry, Calif,
Dale

Diarrow
Davis, Minn,

Kans,

Denison
Dickingon, Iowa
Dominick
Dowell
Dunn

Elliott
Elston
Evans, Nebr.
Evans, Nev.
Fess

Focht
Fordney
Foster
Frear

Anthony
Babka
Barkley

I!mson
INland, Ind.
Britten
Browne
Brumbaungh
Burdick
Burreughs
Butler
Byrnes, 8. C.
Caldwell
Campbell, Pa.
Candler
Cantrill
Lur(-w

(\
L‘hristoPherson
Clark, Fla.
Clnsson
Connally
Cooper
Copley
Cramton
Crowther
Cullen
Currie, Mich,

Dooling
Doughton
Diyer
Eagle
Echols

James
Johnson, Miss,
Jones, Tex

Moore, Ohio
Moore, Va.
Mott

Saunders, Va.
Scott

2
Slnﬁulr

Sm

Smlth. Mich,
Smithwick
Steagall
Stevenson
Strong, Kans,
Sumners, Tex.
Taylor, Colo.

W

Woodg, Va.
Wright
Young, Tex.

Sinnott
Smiltlh Idaho

Sne
McLﬂughlin. Nebr. Steenerson

Keller Nelson, Mo.
Kelly, Pa, Newton, Mo.
Kiess Nichols, Mich,
Kitchin 0'Connell
Kleczka Oldfield
Lampert Oliver
Lanham Overstreet
Lankford Padgett
Larsen Park
Lazaro Parrish
Lea, Calif. Phelan
Lonergan Parter
Luce Pou
Lufkin Quin
McAndrews Rainey, H, T.
MeGlennon Rainey, J. W.
M (-Kcown Raker
McLa Randall, Calif.
McLaughl[n Mich.Randall, Wis,
Major Tayburn
Mausﬂeld Rhodes
Mapes Ricketts
Martin Robsion, Ky.
Michener Rogers
Montague Romjue
Moon Rubey
NAYS—130.
Freeman McCulloch
French \[cFadilen
Garland McKenz
Fo0d
Goodykoonts MacCrate
Graham, 111, AacGregor
Green, Iowa Madden
Greene, Mass. Magee |
Greene, Vt, Monahan, Wis.
Grlest Mondell
Hadley Moore, Pa.
Haugen Mcores, Ind.
Hays Morgan
Hernandez Morin
Hersey Murphy
Hickey Nelson, Wis.
Hoch Newton, Minn,
Houghton Ogden
Iull, Towa Parker
Hutchinson Peters
Ireland Platt
Jefleris Radcliffe
Johnson, Wash. Ramsey
Juul Ramseyer
Kendall Reavis
Kennedy, Iowa Reber
Kinkaid Reed, W. Va.
Knutson Rodenberg
LaGuardia Rose
Layton Rowe
Lehlbach Sanders, Ind.
Little Sells
Luhring Shreve
NOT VOTING—145,
Ellsworth Kreider
Emerson Langley
Evans, Mont,. Lee, Ga.
Fairfield Lesher
Fitzgerald Lever
Fuller, I11. Linthicum
Fuller, Mass. Longworth
Gallagher MeArthur
Gallivan MeClintic
Ganly ~ McDuffie
Glynn McKiniry
Godwin, N. C. McKinley
Goldfogle McPherson
Goodall Maher
Gould Mann
Graham, Pa. Mason
Grifiin Mays
Hamill Mead
Hamilton Merritt
Hardy, Colo. Miller
Haskell Minahan, N. J.
Hawley Mooney
Hicks Mudd
Hill Neely
Husted Nicholls, 8. C,
Johnson, Ky. Nolan
Johnson, 8. Dak. O'Connor
Johnston, N. Y. Iney
Jones, 'a. Osborne
Kahn Paige
Kenrns Pell
Kelley, Mich, Purnell
Kennedy, L T, Reed, N. Y.
Kettner Riddiek
Kincheloe Riordan
King Robinson, N. C.
Kraus Rouse

So the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Mr. Brawp of Indiana with Mr. CANDLER.
Mr. BurrovcHs with Mr., CoNNALLY,

Mr. Gourp with Mr, EAcLE.
Mr. HesteEp with Mr,

McKixmy.

Mr. Mupp with Mr., O’CoxNoR.

Stephens, Ohlo
Stiness
Strong, Pa.
Sweet
Taylor, Tenn.
Temple
Thompson. Ohio
Tilson
Timberlake
Tinecher
Vaile
Vestal
Volstead
Walsh
Wason
Watson, 'a.
Webster
Wheeler
White, Kans.
White, Me.
Williams
Wilson, 111,
Winslow
Wood, Ind.
Woodyard
Young, N. Dak.
Zihhnan

Rowan

Rucker
Eabath
Sanders, La.
Sanders, N. Y.
Sanford

Schall

scully
Sherwood

Sims

Sisson

Blemp

Smith, I11.
Smith, N. Y.
Snyder
Stedman
Steele
StePhens, Miss,
Sullivan
Bummers, Wash,
Taylor, Ark.
Thompson, Okla.
Tinkham
Towner
$rendway

Mr., SaxpERs of New York with Mr. Siars.

Mr. TinkEAM with Mr. Tayroor of Arkansas.

Mr. TrREADWAY with Mr. WerLTY.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolu-

tion,

Mr. GRAHAM of Tllinois.

yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 265, nays 4,
answered * present " 7, not voting 154, as follows:

Ackerman
Alexander
Almon
Anderson
Andrews, Md.
Andrews, Nebr.
Ashbrook
Aswell

Ayres
Bacharach

Baer
Bankhead

1

Bell
Benham
Black
Blackmon
Bland, Va.
Blanton
Boles
Booher
Bowers
B

riges
Brinson
Brooks, Ill.
Brooks, Pa.
Browning
Buchanan
Burke
Byrns, Tenn.
Campbell, Kans.
Cannon
Caraway
Carss
Carter
Childblom
Clark, Mo.

Connally
Costello

Crago
Curry, Calif.
Dal

ale
Dallinger
Darrow

Davey

Davis, Minn.
Davis, Tenn.
Denison
Dickinson, Mo.
Dickinson, Iowa
Donovan
Doremus
Dowell

Drane

Dunn

Dupré

Eagan
Edmonds
Elliott

Elston

Esch

Evans, Nebr.

Dominjck

Hawley
Lehlbach

Anthony
Babka
Barbour
Barkley

Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the

YEAS—205.
Evans, Nev, Lea, Calif, Reed, W. Va.
Ferris Little Rhodes
Fess Lonergan Ricketts
Fields Luce Riddick
Fisher Lufkin Robsion, Ky,
Flood Luhring Rodenbers
Focht McAndrews Rogers
Fordney MeCulloch Romjue
Foster McDuffie Rose
Frear McFadden Rowe
Freeman MeGlennon Rubey
French McKenzie Banders, Ind.
Gandy MeKeown Baunders, Va.
ard MecLane Scott ]
Garland McLaughlin, Mich.Sears
Good McLaughlin, Nebr.Sells
Goodwin, Ark, McPherson Shreve
hocu]ykoontx MacCrate Siegel
Graham, I11. MacGregor Sineclair
Green, Iowa Madden Sinnott
Greene, Mass Ma Small
Greene, Vt. Major Smith, Idaho
Hadley Mansfield Smith, Mich,
Harrison Mapes Hmithwick
Hastings Martin Snell
Iaugen Merritt Stengall
Hayden Michener Stevenson
ays Monahan, Wis.  Stiness
Hetlin Mondell Strong, Pa.
llernandesz Montague Sumners, Tex.
Hersey Moon Sweet
Hersman Moore, Ohio Taylor, Tenn.
Hickey Moore, Pa. Temple
Hoch Moore, Va. Thomas
Holland Moores, Ind. Thompson, Ohio
Houghton Morgan Tillman
Huddleston Morin Timberlake
Hudspeth Mott Tincher
Ilullnfs Murphy . Treadway
Hull, fowa Nelson, Mo, Upshaw
Hull, Tenn. \‘elson, Wis. Yaile
Hutehinson Newton, Minn, Vestal
Igoe \nwton, Mo. Yinson
Ireland Nichols, Mich.  Voligt
Jacoway 0O'Connell Volstead
James Ogzden Walsh
Jefferis Oldfield Walters
Johnson, Misa. Oliver Watson, I"a.
Johnson, Wash. Overstreet Webster
Junl Padgett Welling
Keller Park Wheeler
Kelly, Pa. Parker White, Kans.
Kendall Parrish White, Me
Kennedy, Iowa Peters Williams
Kiess Phelan Wilson, I1L.
Kinkaid Platt Wilson, La.
Kitchin Porter Wingo
Kleczka uin Winslow
Knutson ainey, IT, T. Wood, Ind.
LaGuardia Rainey, J. W. Woods, Va
_.ampert Raker Woodyard
] ﬁ]ey Ramsey Young, N. Dak,
.Lr:m Ramseyer Young, Tex.
kford Randall, Calif. Zihlman
Lnrsen Randall, Wis,
Layton Rayburn
Lazaro Reavis
NAYS—4,
Garner Garrett Humphreys
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—T.
Radeliffe Steenerson Wason
Reber Tilson
NOT VOTING—154.
Christopherson  Fairfield Howard
Clark, Fla. Fitzgerald Husted
Classon Fuller, 111. Johnson, Ky.
CooPer Fuller, Mass, Johnson, 8, Dak,
Cople Gu]lagher Johnston, N, Y.
Cramton Gallivan Jones, Pa.
Crisp Ganly Jones, Tex,
Crowther Glynn Kahn
Ilen Godwin, N. C. Kearns
Currie, Mich, Galdrozf e Kelley, Mich.
Dempsey oodal Kennedy, R. I,
Dent Gould Kettner
Dewalt Graham, Pa, Kincheloe
Doollnf Griest King
Doughton ATl Kraus
un Hamill Kreider
Dyer Hamilton Lee.
Eagle Hardy, Colo. Lesher
Echols Hardy, Tex. Lever
Ellsworth Haskeil Linthicum
Emerson Hicks Longworth
Evans, Mont, Hill MeArthur
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MeClintie Osberne Sherwood Tinkham
McK niry Paige Sims Towner
MeKin ey I'ell Sisson Vare
Maher T'ou Slem, Venable
Mann Purnell Smith, Il Ward
Mason Reed, N. Y. Smith, N. Y. Watkins
Mays Riordan Snyder Watson, Va.
Mead Robinson, N. C, Stedman : Weaver
Miller Rouse Steele Webb
Minahan, N, J. Rowan Stephens, Miss, Weltr
Mooney Rucker Stephens, Ohio Whaley
Mudd Sabath Strong, Kans, Wilson, Pa,
Neely Sanders, La. Sullivan ise
Nicholls, 8. C. Sanders, N. Y Summers, Wash. Wright
Nolan -Sanford Taylor, Ark, Yates
O'Connor Schall Taylor, Colo,

Olney Scully Thompson, Okla.

So the resolution was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Orayrox (for resolution) with Mr, DEwALT (against),

Until further notice:

Mr. MegrriTT With Mr. BRAaxD.

Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. Wise.

Mr. Keagxs with Mr. Joses of Texas.

M. Kremer with Mr., Branp of MissourL

Mr. Stroxc of Kansas with Mr. HowaArb.

Mr. Barsour with Mr. WaTsox,

Mr. Duxear with Mr. Crise,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with my
colleague, Mr. Canxtricr, but I am sure he would vote “ yea™
if he were present. Therefore I let my vote stand.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks by printing a short letter from the assistant
director of sales on this bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing a
letter on the subject referred to. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the following reveals clearly the
outrageous demsagogic politics of the Republicans of this House
in offering this useless resolution:

Wan DEPARTMENT,
July 23, 1919,

Hon. JaAMmES B. ASWELL,
Hounse of Representatives, Washington, D. C,

My Dear Smz: Heplying to your communication of June 28, delay In
replying thereto has Deen occasioned by necessity of awalting receipt
gf bi(gsonnd abstracts thereof from all zones on letting of vegetables

une 30,

Fifteen hundred and seventy-two bids were received from all parts
of the country, which has caunsed considerable delay in making ab-
stracts analyzing same, and preparin recommendations for awards.

Abstracts of bids show that probably a considerable quantity of the
canned vegetables will be awarded at satisfactory prices, but that there
will be a considerable surplus of grnctiea.lly all items left.

For your information we attach hereto COH of publicity statement
regarding sale of these canned meats and vegetables to municipalities.

¢ might further state that sales to State and charitable institutions
can be made along the same lines.

I will be very glad to receive your suggestions regarding the dis-
posal of these commodities.

Just as soon as awards are approved and definite information regard-
ing balance left on hand is ascertained you will be advised thereof.

Yours, very truly, C. W. Haze

Dfmtor’of Sales,

By E. C. Mogskg,
Firat Assistant Director of Sales,
Junx 11, 1919,

The War Department authorizes publication of the following state-
ment from the ofilce of the director of sales.

The (director of sales announces the prices at which the surplus stocks
of canned and cured meats held bg the War Department are offered to
municipalities thronghout the country to be retailed to the general public
througﬂ markets controlled by munlcl;,mlnies. The canned vegetables
available to towns and cities will be sold to the municipalities at their
invoice cost to the Government. Since these goods were produced b
hundreds of different canners at varying tPrices, the prices which w
be quoted to municipalities may vary sl in the several zones. Quo-
tatlons on the vegetables may be obta from the surplus-property
officer at each of the 13 zone supply offices. .

The prices for the canned and cured meats, which are approximately

20 per cent below the cost of these commodities to the Government, are
uniform throufhout the 18 zones in which the surplus stocks of meats
are located. They are as follows: -
Beef, corned :
No. L eans— oo per dozen_. §3. 60
N ORI L e e do—._. 6.96
G-pound  CANS . meeee R et e do. 24. 00
Deef. roast:
No. 1 cans -~ =l do 38.48
1-pound cans . = do.—- 4.92
2-pound cans ~do. 7.92

G-pound cans do 26. 40
IHash. corned beef:

e T I A e S e T do-=.o 2,76
Z-pound cans __ = Froe do 4. 80
Bacoun :
In crates - —--

In 12-pound tins

As has been announced, this subsistence is offered to municipalities in
not less than carload lots, but at those warehouses at which stocks of
vegetables and meats are stored a municipality will be permitted to pur-
case a mixed carload of either vegetables or meats, or both vegetables
and meats. The prices quoted are f. o, b. location. The War part-
ment can not pay freight charges or transport the goods. The responsi-
bility for such detall must be assumed by the munlcipality.

To make these food supplies as accessible as possible to the general
public, the War Department will permit municipalities to purchase the
surplus stocks and defer payment until they shall have been disposed of,
provided this extension of credit shall not exceed a period of 10 days
after the goods shall actually have been delivered to the muniecipality.

The War Department will negotiate only with a properly aceredited
official of a municipality for the sale of this subsistence, It will not
concern itself with the manner in which the municipality, having ob-
tained the goods, shall offer it to the publie, further than to stipulate
that the municipality shall sell at cost. The municipal government
is at liberty to conduct the sale of the foodstuffs under the direction of
municipal officlals or civic bodies to whom it may delegate authority.

Municipalities desiring to take advantage of the War Department’s
offer are requested to mnegotiate directly with the surplus property
officer at the nearest of the gzome supply offices, which are located in
the following citles: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New-
%ort News, Atlanta, Chicago, 8t. Louis, New Orleans, Fort S8am Houston,

1 Paso, Omaha, and San Francisco. These surplus prolperty offices
have been Imstructed by the War Department to make sales to muni-
cipalities under the conditions prescribed by the War Department, and
are supplied with complete Information concerning the commodities
available in each of the zones and the actual prices at which they
may be disposed of.

ADJOURN MENT.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 40
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, July
30, 1919, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
supplemental estimate of appropriations for contingent expenses
of the War Department, 1920 (H. Doc. 167) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the Bureau
of Fisheries for reconstruction of the fish hatchery at Baker
Lake, Wash., recently damaged by fire (H. Doc. 168) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
a proposed paragraph of legislation for the Bureau of Engraving
and Printing (H. Doc. 169) ; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the Secret
Service Division of the Treasury for suppressing counterfeiting
and other crimes, fiseal year 1920 (H. Doe. 170) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIITI, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. SIEGEL, from the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7930) to
provide for the treatment in hospital of diseased alien seamen,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 173), which said bill and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 3175) authorizing local drain-
age distriets to drain certain public lands in the State of Arkan-
sas, counties of Mississippl and Poinsett, and subjecting said
lands to taxation, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 174), which said bill and report were
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

‘Mr. LAGUARDIA, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 180) directing
the Secretary of War to furnish the House of Representatives
certain information, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 175), which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 161) author-
izing the Secretary of War to expend certain sums appropriated
for the support of the Army for the fiscal years ending June 30,
1919, and June 30, 1920, at Camp A. A. Humphreys, Va., re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
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{No. 176), whicl said bill and report were referred to the Com-
wmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HADLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5218) to provide revenue for
the Government and to establish and maintain the production
of magnesite ores and manufactures thereof in the United
States, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 177), which said bill and report were referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GANDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (S. 2100) authorizing the Union Pacific
Railrond Co., or its successors, to convey for public-read pur-
poses certain parts of its right of way, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 178), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Banking and Currency,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. T478) to amend seetion
5200 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by acts of
June 22, 1906, and September 24, 1918, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 179), which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. VAILE, frem the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 1024) authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to issue a patent to John Zimmerman
for certain lands in the Colorado National Forest upon the sur-
render of other lands of an equal acreage also located in the
Colorado National Forest, Colo., reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by & report (No. 180), which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H, R. 2824)
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Walsh, and the
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R. 7970) to provide reve-
nue and for the regulation and supervision of ecold-storage
warehouses and the conservation, storage, sale, and distribu-
tion of food and food products; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 7971) to accept the cession
by the State of California of exclusive jurisdiction over the
lands embraced within the Yosemite National Park, Sequoia
National Park, and the General Grant National Park, re-
spectively, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. KALANTANAOLE: A bill (H., R. 7972) to improve
the administration of the Postal Service in the Territory of
Hawail; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. WELTY: A bill (H. R. 7973) to raise revenue by
taxing certain articles of food held in cold storage; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 7974) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at
Mount Airy, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7975) to provide for the purchase of a
site and the erection of a public building at Greensboro, N. C.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GREEN of Towa (by request): A bill (H. R. 7976)
to amend section 151 of the tariff act of October 3, 1913, in
respect to the tariff on snap fasteners; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7977) to authorize
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building
at Sullivan, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 7978) to provide that the
United States shall encourage and aid the States in making
provisions for the rehabilitation of physically handicapped
persons, and for their placement in remunerative employment :
to the Committee on Education. p

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 7979) to define the status
of and to remove the restrictions from certain members of the

Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs

By Mr. HAYS : A bill (H. R. 7980) to provide for the purchase
of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon at
Kennett, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 7881) validating locations of de-
posits of gold or iron ore heretofore made in good faith under
the placer-mining laws of the United States; to the Committee
on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. RICKETTS : A bill (H. R. 7982) to regunlate commerce
among the States in live stock, meats, and other products de-
rived from live stock, or the slaughtering of live stoek, or in
commodities other than live stock, and to regulate transporta-
tion, storage, and marketing facilities thereof, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. MAPES (by request) : A bill (H. R. 7983) to amend
an act approved June 8, 1906, entitled “An act to amend section
1 of an act entitled ‘An act relating to the Metropolitan police
of the District of Columbia,” approved February 28, 1901 ; to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 7984) au-
thorizing the Secretary of War to place upon the Gettysburg
National Park, at Gettysburg, Pa., 10 German cannon or field-
pieces, with carriages, with suitable number of shells; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Resolution (H. Res. 207) to pro-
vide for the natiomal security and defense, etc.; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, )

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 209) to provide for
the expenses of the select committee appointed under the au-
thority contained in House resolution 171; to the Committee on
Accounts.

By Mr. DALE: Resolution (H. Res. 210) granting authority
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department;
to the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 211) granting authority to the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department; to the
Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. JAMES : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 166) for amend-
ment to the Constitution forbidding Congress to conseript armies
to serve ontside the United States to execute the orders of any
Diltemtional body or tribunal; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. )

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: -

By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7985) granting a
pension to William A. Harper; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7986) granting a pension to Cynthia A.
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOOHER : A bill (H. R. 7987) granting an increase of
pension to Haywood W. Weathington; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. BOWERS : A bill (H. R. T988) granting an increase of
pension to Inez Plum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH : A bill (H. R. 7989) to correct the mili-
tary reeord of William €, Wilson ; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T990) granting a pension to George A,
De Voe; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 7991) granting a
pension to Sarah McCallister; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 7992). for the relief of
the estate of Thomas F'. McGee; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 7993) granting an increase of
pension to Henry A. Pearce; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 7994) authorizing the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue to redeem and pay to Nathan
Rosenblum the value of certain revenue stamps destroyed; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7995) granting an increase of
pension to James Wardwell Newton; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. KLECZKA : A bill (H. R. 7996) granting an increase
of pension to John Felzen; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T997) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T998) granting an increase of pension to
Hyram Colwell ; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, 2 bill (H. R, 7999) granting an increase of pension to
John Swift; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) granting a pension to Julius Jenson;
to the Coounittee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (FI. R. 8001) granting a pension to Albert Beiro;
to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 8002) granting a pension to Adolph S.
Szydlowski ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, @ bill (H. R. 8003) for the relief of the heirs of Oscar
Chrysler ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 8004) granting a pension to
Ellen Kennon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 8005) to reimburse Lieut. Col. E. D.
Kremers, Medical Corps, United States Army, for rent of quar-
ters at Honolulu, Hawaii; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of Ellen
B. Monahan; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY : A bill (H. R. 8007) granting an
inerease of pension to James H. Rayhill; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) granting an increase of pension to
Frances T. Denton ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) granting a pension to Nancy A. E.
Shanklin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8010) granting
an increase of pension to Leo V. Burchett; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase of pension to
Anderson B, Curtis; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8012) granting an increase of pension to
8. Dailey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROMJUBE: A bill (H. R. 8013) granting an increase of
pension to Sibba Miller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8014) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Jacob R. Warner; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8015) for the
relief of the Sanitary Co. of America; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr, TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8016) granting a
pension to David Akridge ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8017) granting a pension to James K. Vance;
to the Commitiee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) granting a pension to Permelia
Reeves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8019) granting an increase of pension to
Lawson F. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8020) granting an increase of
pension to Minard Wood ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8021) granting an increase of pension to
Charles H. Poole; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETO.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid

on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
_ By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Jacob Schwartz
and Daniel Greek, of New Haven, Conn., favoring the complete
independence of the Ukrainian peoples republic; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

Also (by request), petition of Springfield Division 198, Order
of Railway Conductors, of Springfield, Mass.,, in favor of a
league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also (by request), petition of Philadelphia Board of Trade, by
William M. Coates, president, relating to Senate bill 810, to
establish an interstate marketing system; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. BOOHEI: Petition of 4,000 citizens of Buchanan
County, Mo., protesting against the passage of the Lever, Ken-
yon, and Kendrick bills; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citl-
zens of Pittsburgh, Pa., in regard to reducing the high cost of
living; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of W. B. Day, of Chicago, Ill,
favoring House bills 44 and 212; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of Lamont, Corliss & Co. and Peter Cailler
Kohler Swiss Chocolates Co. (Ine.), both of New York, for the
repeal of the tax on candy, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of the United National Association of
Post Office Clerks, of Washington, D. O., favoring House joint
resolution No. 151, introduced by Mr. Madden, of Illinois; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr., FITZGERALD: Petition of Maldep Central Labor
Union, Malden, Mass., relating to the needless high prices; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition of Willinm Ring and
others of the first congressional district of Vermont urging the
repeal of tax on soda water and ice cream; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of National Graphite Co., of San Francisco,
Calif., protesting against House bill 5041 ; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HUDSPETH : Papers to accompany House bill 7945,
for the relief of A. C. Russell; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, petition of El Paso Chamber of Commerce, of El Paso,
Tex., indorsing Kendrick and Kenyon bills; to the Committee on
Agriculture. !

By Mr. KIESS: Evidence in support of House bill 7680, for
t}.le relief of Jessie Byerly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill 7953, to in-
crease the pension of J. M. McKenzie, of Meigs County, Tenn. ;
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of National Tuberculosis Asso-
ciation of New York City against the repeal of the so-called
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. .

Also, petition of Philadelphia Board of Trade, by William ML
Coates, president, relating to Senate bill 810, to establish an
interstate marketing system; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY : Petition of Robert Smith and
300 other citizens of Jacksonville, Tll., favoring the repeal of the
tax on medicines, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of executive committee of Farm Bureau, Vir-
ginia, IIl,, for repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Local Cigarmakers' Union No. 365, Havana,
111., expressing disapproval of war-time prohibition ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mount Sterling Christian Church, for en-
forcement of prohibition laws and against the repeal of war-
time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROWAN : Petition of Philadelphia Board of Trade,
by William M. Coates, president, relating to Senate bill 810, to
establish an interstate marketing system; to the Committee on
Agriculture. 9

Also, petition of W. B. Day, of Chicago, Ill., favoring House
bills 44 and 212; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of Lewis B. Bainton, of New York City, favor-
ing House bill 6577 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of William Kelly, of New York, favoring House
bills 6577 and 6659 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Harold R. Young and 260 other citizens of
New York, asking the repeal of section 904 of the revenue act
of 1918 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of
Clarion County, Pa., protesting against a tariff on potash; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of Little River Lum-
ber Co., by W. B. Townsend, of Townsend, Tenn., protesting
against the Dyer resolution relating to the use of steel railway
ties instead of wooden ties; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Patrick F, O'Meara and 8,000
others of New Haven, Conn.,, urging the repeal of war-time
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. YATES: Petition of Frank H. Blackmore, Bickett
Coal & Coke Co., and J. H. Willard, all of Chicago, Ill., protest-
ing against the Kendrick bill (8. 2199) concerning the packing
industry ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of C. H. Besley & Co., of Chicago, Ill., urging
enforcement of prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of C, G. Steele, J. B. Rogers, and others, of
Chicago, Ill., protesting against the Kendrick bill (S. 2199);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Western Glass Co., of Streator, and
Acme Steel Goods Co., and American Wire Fabries Co., of Chi-
cago, all in the State of Illinois, protesting against joint
resolution authorizing the President to call a conference for
the consideration of industrial problems; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of B. W. Brown, of Berlin, Sangamon County,
1L, urging that the cattle-breeding industry will be injured by
the passage of the Kendrick bill (8. 2202) ; to the Committee
on Agriculture,
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Also, petition of Effingham County Farm Bureau, of Effing- |

ham, IlL, favering repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Com-
wittee on Interstate and Foreign Cominerce.

Also, petition of Fred J. Blackburn, counfy agent, Salem, Il
urging repeal of daylight-saving law, netwithstanding the veto;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Hunt-Helm-Ferris Co., Harvard, I11., contain-
ing protest against House joint resolution 121 and Senate joint
resglution 57 concerning differences between capital and labor;
to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of A. T. Davis, of Blue Island, Ill., containing
protest against the Kendrick bill because of increasing high
cost of living; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Thomson & Taylor Spice Co., of Chicago, I11.,
urging provision in prohibition law to permit the legitimate
manufacture of flavoring extract for food pu o known
way of manufacturing practical substitute; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Inderrieden Canning Co., of Chicago, IIL,
containing protest against Kenyon bill as being pure confisca-
tion of packing properties; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Phoenix Hermetic Co., of Chicago, Ill., con-
taining approval of House joint resolution 151, increasing postal
salaries; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of W. A. Patterson, of Chieago, Ill., containing
protest against Kenyon and Kendrick bills; to the Comiittee
on Agriculture.

Also, petition of C. J. Van Zandt, of Chicago, Ill., opposing
passage of Senate bill 2202, introduced by Senator Kenyon;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
: Webxespay, July 50, 1919.

The Houge met at 12 o’clock noon,

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the men of vision,
whom Thou hast, from time to time, raised up in the world's
history, took the initiative in their own hands, inaugurated
g;e}at reforms, bringing order out of chaos, making life a thing
of joy.

Hence our hearts go out in gratitude to-day for the wise
and sane men of Virginia, who 300 years ago established
on this continent the first legislative body ever assembled, and
Iaid the foundation of a government of the people, by the people,
for the people; and we thonk Thee that this legislative body will
homnor itself by signal notice of the House of Burgesses from
which sprang great reforms and _laid the foundation of the
United States of America, which we pray may live and be an
inspiration to all the world for free and independent govern-
ments; and glory and praise be Thine, in the name of Him
who died that truth might live. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY.

AMr, RAKER rose,

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?
LﬂMr. BAKER. By direction of the Committee on the Public

ngs—

The SPEAKER. To-day is Calendar Wednesday, and the
Chair can nof®recognize the gentleman. The Clerk will eall
the roll of committees,

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of committees.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington (when the Comumittee on
Immigration and Naturalization was called). AMr. Speaker, I
desire to call up bills on the calendar from the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington calls up
a bill, which the Clerk will report.

DEPOETATION OF UNDESIEABLE ALIENS,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I desire to call up the bill
H. R. 6750, to deport certain undesirable aliens and deny
readmission to those deported; and prior to the House resoly-
ing itself info Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, I desire to ask unanimous consent that general
debate be dispensed with,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks
unanimous consent that, in the consideration of the bill that
he calls up, general debate allowed under the rule be dis-
pensed with. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object,

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to indulge in general debate, but I
may want 10 or 15 minutes during the progress of the bill.
_ Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I will try to provide that, I
will say to the House generally that this bill is short and car-
ries eight amendments, and in the consideration of those amend-
ments I think all the debate necessary ean be had.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The policy will be liberal?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri., What is this bill about?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is a bill to deport certain
undesirable aliens. It is well understood that out of 7,000
aliens taken up under Federal warrants about 4,000 were
interned.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. At Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., and
in the internment camp in Utah. Out of that 4,000, 2,000 have
been permitted to return to their own homes and about 1,500
are under parole, and there now remain 500 alien enemies to be
set free or to be deported if legislation therefor is provided.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. I will ask the gentleman if he
does not think it will be better for him to take up 30 minutes
in general debate to explain this bill before we tackle the
amendments, and give somebody else 30 minutes?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I will be glad to do that, but
I thought if we had an understanding in the House that we
would not use two hours in general debate, I would then be very
glad to permit enough debate in the consideration of the amend-
ments to enable everybody to understand the bill.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman understands as well
as I do or anybody else who knows what happens in this House,
that some gentleman starts in on five minutes and he can not
finish in five minutes and wants five minutes more, and some
other gentleman who has gotten in bad humor about something
or other objects, and it seems to me it would be better to
take 30 minutes on each side for general debate and cut out the
other hour,

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Washington ask
that the debate be limited to 30 minutes to a side?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. One-half of the time to be controlled by the
gentleman from Washington and one-half by this side?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. I suggest that if they do not need it, it need
not be used.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNEgR]
will take the chair.

‘Thereupon the House resolved the House into Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 6750, with Mr. Tow~ER In the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill H. R. 6750, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 6750) to deport certain undesirable a¥ens and to deny
readmission to those deported.

Be it enacted, ete., That aliens of the following classes, in addition to
those for whose expulsion from the United States provision is made in
the existing law, shall, upon the warrant of the Secretary of Labor, be
taken into his custody and deported in the manner provided in sections
19 and 20 of the act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An act to r(‘q‘u.late
the immigration of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United
Btates,” to wit:

(1) Al aliens who are now or may hereafter be Interned under sec-
tion 4067 of the Revised Btatutes of the United States and the procla-
mations issued by the President in pursuance of said section under date
of April 6, 1917, November 16, 1917, December 11, 1917, and April 19,
1918, respectively, the fact of whose internment shall be certified by the
Attorney General to the SBecretary of Labor, and who shall be held by
the Secretary of Labor to be undesirable residents of the United States,

(2) All altens who since August 1, 1914, have been or may hereafter
be convicted of any offense committed against any of the following laws
of the United States, the judgment on such conviction having become
final, namely : -

(a) An act entitled *An act to ‘inm.ish acts of interference with the
foreign relations, the neutrality, and the foreign commerce of the United
States, to punish espionage, and better to enforce the criminal laws of
the United States, and for other purposes,” alpg:roved June 15, 1917, or
the amendment thereof approved May 16, 1918;

(b) An act entitled *An act to prohibit the manufaecture, distribution,
storage, use, and possession in time of war of explosives, providing
mg'n:latfons for the safe manufacture, distribution, litnoraglcei use, and pos-
session of the same, and for other purposes,” approved 6, 1917;

(c) An act entitled “An act to ¥revent in time of war departure
from and ﬁtry 2‘;?“:? téle United States contrary to the public safety,”

y 22, H
d) An act emtitled “An act to punish the willful injury or destruc-
tion of war material or of war premises or utilities nsed in connection
with war material, and for other purposes,” approved April 20, 1918 ;
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