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Also, a bill (H. R, 10185) for the purchase of a post-office site
at St. Matthews, 8. (\.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 10186) for the purchase of a post-office site
at Batesburg, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. RR. 10187) to change the
place of holding the United States district court for the western
division, northern district of Illinois, and for maintaining the
clerk’s office therein; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 10188) authorizing the Ottawa
and Chippewa Tribes of Indians of Michigan to submit claims to
the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ALMON : A bill (H. R. 10189) to authorize the enlarge-
ment, extension, and remodeling the Federal building at Hunts-
ville, Ala. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GARLAND : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 241) to sus-
pend the reguirements of annual assessment work on mining
¢laims during the year 1919; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 10190) granting an increase
of pension to Willlam Ralston; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 10191) granting a pension
to Philip White; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to
Samuel Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. It. 10193) granting
an increase of pension to Emma M. Johnson; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 10194) granting a
wension to Lizzie C. Lefavor; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 10195) for the relief of
Johp G. Barnard; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10196) granting a pension to Robert Her-
ron; to the Committee on Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 10197) granting a pension to Margaret
Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) granting a pension to Fanny Stew-
art; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10199) granting a
pension to George Crago; to the Committee on Peénsions.

. By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 10200) for the relief of
Sanford Kirkpatrick; to the Committee on Claims. ’

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10201) granting
a pension to Alvina Sanders; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R, 10202) grant-
ing a pension to Calvers T. Biddle; to the Commitiee on Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 10203) granting an increase of pension to
Lazarus Y. Johnson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10204) for
the relief of John Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, BETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: }

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Ukrainian National Committee of
United States Branch, of Philadelphia, praying that the troops
of Peland, Roumania, and any other power foreign to Ukraine
be ordered withdrawn immediately from all Ukrainian terri-
tories; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of J. L. Sturtevant, of Milwaukee, Wis., favor-
ing the establishment of an independent and adequate news
service across the Pacific with a low word rate; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. E

Also, petition of Montana State Press Association, of Great
Falls, Mont., protesting against the repeal of the zone system
of postage on newspapers and periodicals; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Chicago Wheel &
Manufacturing Co. and Cotta Transmission Co., of Rockford,
Ill., favoring the passagze of House bills 5011, 5012, and 7010; to
the Committee on DPatents. (

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Boston Chapter, Knights of
Columbus, protesting against the ruling made by the Secretdary
of War relative to the chaplains who served during the recent
war; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr. MAcGREGOR : Petition of Board of Supervisors of
Erie County, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the bill
introduced by Representative DALLiNGEr, of Massachusetts; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MEAD: Petition of Board of Supervisors of Erie'
County, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the bill intro-
duced by Representative DArrixcer, of Massachusetts, in re
sugar embargo; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, ]

By Mr. ROWAN : Petition of David Metzger, of New York,
urging the importance of providing adequate transportation
facilities and uninterrupted transportation for the public; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of J. H. Bleistein (Inc.), of New York, favoring
rty.l[le passage of House bill 9778 ; to the Committee on Ways and

eans, )

Also, petition of G. W. Berry, of New York, favoring the
passage of House bill 9694 ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, petition of Daniel T. O'Connell and Anne Kearns, of
New York, urging that the Congress of the United States by
resolution ask the President of the United States to recognize
the Republic of Ireland as a member of the nations of the
world ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of sundry citizens of Boston,
Mass., protesting against sending of treops of the United States
Army to Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

SENATE.
Moxbpay, October 27, 1919.
(Legislative day of Wednesday, October 22, 1919.)
The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the

Tecess.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quoruin.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ball Harding McKellar Eherman
Bankhead Harris McLean Simmons
Borah Harrigon McNary Smith, Ariz.
Brandegee Henderson Moses Smith, Ga.
‘apper Hitehcock Myers Smith, Md
Chamberlain Johnson, Cal. Nelson Smoot
Coit Jones, N. Mex. New Spencer
Culberson Jones, Wash, Newberry St ling
Cummins Keliogg orris Sutherland
Curtis Kenyon Nugent Thomas
Dial Keyes Overman Townsend
Dillingham King Page Trammell
Edge Kirby Penrose Underwoodl
France Knox Phipps Wadsw orth
Frelinghuysen La Follette Poindexter Walsh, Mass,
Gay Lenroot Pomerene Walsh, Mont.
Gerry . Lc;dcge Ransdell Warren
Gronna MeCormick Robinson Watson
Hale McCumter Sheppard Williams

Mr. KING. I desire to announce that the senior Senator from
Delaware [Mr. Worcorr] is absent on official business. I ask
that this announcement may stand for the day.

I wish also to announce that the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Reep] is detained from the Senate by illness.

Mr. TRAMMELL. The senior Senator from Florida [Ms.
FrercHER], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore], the Sen-
ator from Wyoming [Mr. KeNprick], the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Pneran], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Saierps], and the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. ASHURsST]
are absent on official business.

Mr. GERRY. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Joux-
soN] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SamiTH] are
detained by illness in their families. The senior Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Beckuax], the junior Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. StanreY], and the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN]
are detained from the Senate on public business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-six Senators have an-
swered to the roll ecall. There is a quorum present.

~ TREATY OF PEATE WITH GERMANY.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and in open ex-
ecutive session, resumed the consideration of the treaty of
peace with Germany.

Mr. LODGE. The pending question is upon the first amend-
ment proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the pending question.

AUTHENTICATED
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GEORGIA RESOLUTION OF 18352,

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I have here a resolu-
tion passed in 1852 by the Legislature of the State of Georgla.
It is a little old, but there are some suggestions in it that some
of us may consider wise. I bring it to the attention of the
Senate particularly on account of the fact that it was ap-
proved by Howell Cobb, who was then governor of Georgia,
and who had been Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and was afterwards Secretary of the Treasury. It was pre-
sented to the House of Representatives by Alexander H.
Stephens, afterwards Vice President of the Confederacy. Gov.
Howell Cobb and Alexander H. Stephens were two of Georgia's
greatest sons. Although I do not claim that the resolution is en-
tirely applicable, and although I do not myself profess to at-
tempt to follow it entirely, yet it does carry a line of thought
that may be valuable to us even in these progressive days, and
I desire to have it read.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows:

“Alexander H. Stephens, a Representative from Georgia,
March 9, 1852, presented joint resolutions of the Georgia Legis-
lature, approved by Gov. Howell Cobb, to wit:

“ It has been the policy of the American Government from
its earliest existence to maintain friendly relations with all
but entangling alliances with none. Our true mission is not to
propagate our opinions or impose upon other countries our form
of government, by artifice or by force, but to show by our
success, moderation, and justice the blessings of self-govern-
ment and the advantages of free institutions. Let every people
choose for themselves, and make and alter their political insti-
tutions to suit their own condition and circumstances. In pro-
claiming and adhering to the doctrine of neutrality and non-
intervention the United States have not followed the lead of
other eivilized nations, but have taken the lead and been fol-
lowed by others. These great principles proclaimed in the days
of Washington and Jefferson are the great American principles
upon which our Government has ever stood. The fame and
distinetion to which we have attained as a people, the great
blessings which we have dispensed to the world in affording an
asylum for the oppressed everywhere, forbid that we should for
a moment cherish the idea of abandoning those prineiples. We
sympathize with the oppressed, we tender them a home, but never
will we join with the ambitious or th2 revengeful in a crusade
against other nations, whatever may be their domestic poliey.

“* A departure from this safe and correct rule would involve
our Government in endless disputes and endless wars, the re-
sult of which the wisest statesmanship can not foresee. Our
policy should be to observe good faith and justice toward all
nations, cultivate peace and harmony with all. Against the
insidious wiles of foreign influence the jealousy of a free peo-
ple ought to be constantly awake, since history and experience
prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful foes of
a republican government. In extending our commercial rela-
tions we should have as little political connection as possible
with foreign nations. Why, by interweaving our destiny with
that of any part of Europe, entangle our peace and prosperity
in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, interest, humor,
or caprice?’”

THREATENED STRIKE OF COAL MINERS,

AMr. THOMAS. Mr. President, on Saturday last I introduced
a joint resolution (8. J. Res. 120) assuring the national admin-
istration of the unqualified support of the Congress in dealing
with the impending strike of coal miners in the United States,
and I at that time announced that I would call it up and submit
some remarks to the Senate in support of it this morning. In
the interval the President has issued a very heartening, com-
mendable, unmistakable, and patriotic announcement commit-
ting the administration to the preservation of law and order
. and to the enforcement of the right of every man in the country
to enjoy the privileges and rights of citizenship. Hence I do not
think that any discussion is necessary. I ask unanimous con-
sent, however, to call up the joint resolution for passage.

Mr. LODGE. I will be very glad to have the joint resolution
taken up and acted on at once, if it involves no debate,

Mr. THOMAS, I assure the Senator that if it does involve
discussion I will withdraw it.

Mr. BORAH. May I ask to have the joint resolution read?

Mr. LODGE. I reserve the right to object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read.

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows:

Wherecas the officers of the United Mine Workers el.' America_bave
ordered all miners in the bituminous coal mines of the United States
to strike on Saturday, the 1st day of November next, notwithstanding
efforts of the Secretary of Labor to secure some basis of negutiatlun
suspending or preventing same ; and

Whereas the representatives of uid orsan;mtion have arbitrarily rejected
the President’s earnest counsel for co ise; and

Whereas strikes in other flelds of indnstry heretofore ordered and still
unsettled threaten to continue indefinitely ; and

Whereas demands for increased wages and shorter hours accompatied
by expressed or implied determination to enforce such it

neoessa.rya b,r strlkes in other fields of industry, have been and are

Whereas the tjmntenm] strike of the bltmnlnm coal mincrs v will, it cnr-
ried into effect, interfere with, Lniinre. r suspend n
national pursuits and industries, infl co.uth ed and inc ble l'.ul.rd
ship and suffering upon all the people of the United States and pro-
}'oke dlsot{der, violence, bleodshed, and insurrection throughout the
and; an

Whereas the enforcemen of the hw and the maintenance of order for

the security of lire a hperty protecﬁun of tlm individual
citizen in the exerci se or eonsu‘mtlon&l rights is the first and para--
mount duty of the Go ent and must be at all times v usly
and effectively salem ¥ the use of every means essentin to that

end : Therefore be it

Resolved, cte., That we herehy give the national administration and
all others in authorty the assurance of our constant, continuous,
a.nd u.nqnaliﬂed support in the great emergency confronting us, end

n them to vlndicatn the majesty and power of the Govern-
ment n enforeing o and respect for the Comstitution and
the laws, and in tully Proteeting every citizen in the maintenance
and exercise of his lawful rights and the observance of his lawful
obligations.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not know what the pro-
gram of the administration is. With the statement of the
general principles which are embodied in the resolution which
has just been read for the maintenance of law and order, of
course, we all agree; but as to how that shall be effectuated
is o very serious proposition. I repeat, I do not know what the
program is; neither do I understand that the administration
has put out any program. I do not want to indorse a program
until I know what it is.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— i

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from Colorado will state what
he understands the program to be, I might entirely agree with
him.

Mr, THOAMAS. I am not concerned with programs so much
as I am with the proteetion of the people of the United States,
the preservation of order, and the enforcement of law. The
Senator from Idaho has read the President’s statement, I
have no doubt.

Mr. BORAH. Yes, I have; and, as a general statement, I
agree with it.

Mr. THOMAS. The joint resolution was introduced prior to
the appearance of that statement. The purpose which I had in
mind was to give assurance to those in authority whose duty
it is to execute the law that the Congress of the United States
was behind them in such action. If the Senator from Idaho
desires to offer any suggestion by way of amendment or change
in phraseology, I shall gladly accept that. I care nothing for
phraseology so long as it outlines what I have in mind and ac-
complishes the purpose intended, that purpose being to place
behind those in authority the moral support, and, if necessary,
the actual support of the Congress of the United States in this
emergency, which I regard as quite as serious as any which
ever confronted us. That is my purpose,

AMr. BORAH, Of course, this is a Government of law and
order; we are all in favor of maintaining law and preserving
order; and, so far as that general proposition is concerned, I
presume there can be no difference of opinion in this Chamber.
If the time arrives when violence is used or disorder is relied
upon by the labor forces to accomplish their ends, we shall cer-
tainly be a unit; but the program as to how this dltﬂcnlt}' should
be settled is a program which has not yet been divulged,
so far as I have seen; and I am thoroughly out of harmony
with the program which has been announced by Mr. Gary
and his friends. When a gentleman who represents the
highest form of organized capital in the world refuses even
to meet with organized labor, I am not in sympathy with
him. I do not believe that either labor or capital can take
the position of refusing to meet the representatives of the
other.

Mr., THOMAS. DMr. President, I do not care, as I stated, to
take up the time of the Senate if any discussion is to be had of
the joint resolution upon the floor. I have twice criticized aml
condemned the attitude of Mr. Gary in the strike to which the
Senator from Idaho refers; I wish his position had been other-
wise; but, Mr. President, we have got beyond that, and we are
now confronting a situation which makes a consideration of the
causes which produced it secondary to the need for providing
against it. We can, of course, wait until there are a number
of overt acts; but prevention is better than cure; indeed, an
ounce of prewention is said to be worth more than a pound -of
cure; and I had hoped that the moral effect of a positive dec-
lamtlon by Congress upon this question might be deterrent, and
by that means prevent the occurrence of conditions which I
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gravely apprehend will develop in the next few days. That
Was my purpose.

Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, how does the Senator
from Colorado understand that the administration is going to
effectuate the protection of citizens?

Mr. THOMAS. 1 do not know, Mr. President.

Mr. BORAH. I want to know before I indorse the progran.

Mr. THOMAS. Neither do I know how tumults, disorder, in-
surrection, the assaults on nonstriking workmen, the infliction
of cold and hunger upon the people are going to be effectuated;
I do not know what the details are going to be; but I feel that
we are confronted with that situation; and that it is the duty
of the American Congress to take an American stand upon the
subjeet.

Mr. BORAH. If I knew what the stand was, I might agree
that it was an Amerlean stand; but I do not know what the
program is; I do not know how it is intended to do this. If it
is intended simply to call out the militia and to start in at once
to decimate the people with whom there is a controversy, I am
opposed to it. If there is a program on hand under which we
are to bring the forces together and undertake to arrange the
matter upon a basis of settlement which is just and fair to all,
of course, I am in favor of it; but I do not know what the
program is. It is stated this morning that the Attorney General
has a program which has not yet been announced. It may be
entirely in accord with my views; but the pending resolution
indorses a program as yet unknown.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the resolution indorses what-
ever the authorities whom the people have placed in charge of
this Government have determined to do.

Mr. BORAH. I will not indorse that kind of a program.

Mr. THOMAS. They do not propose to decimate any portion
of the publie; we know that. We have the history of America
before us; we know what the constitutiona! prerogatives of men
are; we know what the constitutional limitations of the Gov-
ernment are. Surely the Senator from Idaho does not for a mo-
ment assume that any program of decimation is going to be
instituted either by way of anticipation or otherwise; but a
program of protection is essential. If the Government fails, as
I now believe it will not fail, it is an essential program in this
emergency. Of course, if the Senator desires to have the matter
go over, my promise to the chairman of the Committee on For-
eign Relations stands good, and I will withdraw the request for
unanimous consent.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, on Saturday I introduced a Sen-
ate resolution with relation to the abduction of Mr., William
D, Jenkins, American consular agent at Puebla, Mexico.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, may I say a word?

Mr. MYERS. T yield.

. Mr. THOMAS. I shall endeavor to secure favorable consider-
ation of the joint resolution to-morrow morning.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mon-
tana will yield to me, I assume under the circumstances the
joint resolution of the Senator from Colorado will lie on the
table?

Mr. THOMAS. I so understand.

WILLIAM ©O. JENKINS.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I repeat that on Saturday last T
introduced Senate resolution No. 220, with reference to the abdue-
tion of William O. Jenkins, American consular agent at Pueblu,
Mexico, and I announced that I should ask for action on the
resolution to-day. However, inasmuch as there is to be no
morning hour to-day, and in view of the fact that it is reported
in a morning newspaper of this city to-day that Mr. Jenkins has
been restored to his freedom, I will not at this time ask for
aetion on the resolution. I will wait until I learn if the report
of Mr. Jenkins's rescue is true, 1 hope it may be true; and, if
true, of course, there would be no need for action on my resolu-
tion at any time.

Mr. POINDEXTER. My, President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Montana if in withdrawing his resolution——

Mr. MYERS. I am not withdrawing the resolution; I am
merely saying that I will not ask for action on it to-day. I
could not do so in any event, because there is to be no morning
hour to-day.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Then, in passing over his resolution for
the time being, I should like to ask the Senator whether it
would not be a good idea to amend the resolution by making it
a joint resolution of Congress, appropriating a sum of money to
constitute a fund out of which from time to time ransoms may
be paid for United States citizens and officials who are captured
and held for tribute in Mexico? .

Mr. MYERS. No; I am not in favor of that. The Senator
apparently has not read my resolution. My resolution is of
directly an opposite character. T suggest simply that the resolu-

tion lie on the table for further developments, and I may or may
not at some time in the future call it up, according to what the
developments may be. I will not, however, call it up to-day.

EXEMPTION OF LABOR ORGANIZATIONS UNDER ANTITRUST ACT.

Mr, EDGE, Mr. President, I should like to ask unanimous
consent to Insert in the Recorp, without reading, a short state-
ment upon the labor situation. I do not care to take the time
of the Senate to read it, but would like to have unanimous con-
sent to insert it in the REcorp.

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection,

Mr, President, I wish to go on with the subject before us and
I shall be forced to object to ordinary morning business.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I wish to ask
what is the nature of the statement presented by the Senator
from New Jersey.

Nr. EDGE. It is a statement of my own, prepared by me,
giving a notice of an intention to introduce a bill later.

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is against the universal prac-
tice of the Senate to print such a statement in the REcorp with-
out reading.

Mr. EDGE. I merely made the request that it be inserted in
the Recorp In order to save time.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I supposed that it was a state-
ment from the outside. Under the rules of the Senate the Sen-
ator can not Introduce into the REcorp a statement or a speech
written by himself without reading it.

Mr. EDGE. If I had the floor, I could read the statement, I

presume,

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. EDGE. My only object was to save the time of the
Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is not a time-saving
institution.

Mr. LODGE. We can not save time in that way. I am afraid
the Senator will have to read the statement when he addresses
the Senate.

Mr. EDGE. 1 bow to the rule.

Mr. LODGE. Under the rules of the House the printing of
addresses and speeches by Members without reading is allowed,
but it has never been permitted in the Senate.

Mr. EDGE. But when a Senator gets the floor at any time
he may read such a statement?

Mr. LODGE. Unquestionably; but it is not possible under
the rules of the Senate to print such a statement without read-
ing. That is one of their defects, perhaps.

Mr. EDGE. If the Senator objects

Mr. LODGE. I do not object to its being read on the floor.
Of course, T could not avail anything by such an objection, even
if I desired to object.

Mr. EDGE. It will take only about three minutes fo read
the statement.

Mr. NORRIS.
object.

Mr. LODGE. Of course it would not do any good to object.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I understood that
my colleague was recognized, and that he presented a statement
and was given permission to print it in the Recorp without
objection.

Mr. LODGE. I did not know, and I do not think anybody
knew, that it was a statement of his own; I supposed it was a
statement prepared by outside parties.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair could not permit it to
go into the REcorp at any event. There is a rule of the Senate
that a Senator can not print his remarks in the Recorp without
reading. He must read them or deliver them from the floor of
the Senate. That is all there is to it.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, if I can get the floor——

The' VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can speak on the
pending amendment of the treaty. That would be in perfect
order,

Mr. EDGE. Then I desire to take about three minutes speak-
ing on the amendment now pending.

Mr. President, a few days ago the Senale, with scarcely more
than a majority present, and with little debate and apparently
still less consideration as to its effect, defeated by the close vote
of 28 to 31 a proposed amendment to a pending appropriation
bill, which amendment would have prevented the exemption of
labor union and agricultural organizations from prosecution
even on evidence or indication that such organizations were vio-
lating the provisions of the Clayton or antitrust laws.

Since that action the conference participated in by representa-
tives of the public, of labor, and of the employers has broken
up through their inability to agree on a form of so-called col-
leetive bargaining. A natural result of this unfortunate (is-
agreement would seem to indicate further combat between at

It would not do any good for any Senator to
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least two of these groups, the seriousness of which hardly can
be estimated. *

To the rank and file of the people, I believe, it will at least
seem strange that at the very time when labor was squaring off—
in some cases, 1 fear, taking the law into its own hands—the
United States Senate should pass legislation exempting it from
punishment if it violate the antitrust law or any statutes prohib-
iting combinations © in restraint of trade.”” Of course, I appre-
ciate that it can be said that labor is not exempt if it actually
violate any law ; but the mere exemption from prosecution, even
though to some extent qualified, is, in my judgment, a very
dangerous indication of the Senate’s willingness that labor or
any other class or group should be practically immune from
the provisions of this act. Of course, it can not he¢ gainsald
that combinations in restraint of trade are just as possible on
the part of one class as on the part of another. Y

And right here it may be well to emphasize the fact, of which
both labor and capital seem ignorant or intolerant, that labor
is not the employee of capital but of the people at large, of the
whole United States, and that the people are the employer of
capital also. The people pay capital for the use of ifs money
and its services: they pay labor for its manual work and its
time. When labor imposes unwarranted wages on capital
through threats or coercion, it does not wring such wages from
eapital, but from the ultimate consumer—the people. To such an
extreme did capital once go that State and national legislation
was enacted to restrain it from oppression. Especially in these
times it seems to me that the other employee of the people also
should be held within reasonable bounds.

It is no argument to advance that the antitrust law has been
disregarded in other directions. I do not doubt that this is
true. DBat, Mr. President, two wrongs do not make a right, and
when Congress deliberately legislates that a special class shall
be exempt from the law or any investigation of possible infrac-
tions of the law, then it seems to me that Congress directly in-
fers that the classes so exempted are to be beyond control by
legislation and immune from investigation or prosecution and
deliberately invites a disregard of the law. Certainly the very
terms of the section in the appropriation bill which is providing
a fund for just such investigation justify this view.

Of course there are many combinations of farmers and labor-
ing men which in ne way trespass on the antitrust act; if they
do not, then they have nothing to fear; but if they do, they cer-
tainly should not be exempt. Surely, at this critical time above
all others, even to state by inference that they are to an extent
bevond the purview of investigation furnishes that much official
encouragement for those who are not impressed with the law to
become just that much bolder,

Under the circumstances it has appealed to me as being of
such tremendous importance, with the miners threatening to
strike, with shipping tied up, the steel men out, the railroad men
restless, and the labor conference disrupted by disagreement,
that surely the people of this country deserve from their rep-
resentatives in Congress more positive help and affirmative co-
operation than such an act would seem to give, I therefore give
notice that at the proper time, unless some better method be
devised, I shall introduce a bill to repeal that section of the
deficiency appropriation bill, if it becomes a law, which would
recognize any class as having a special privilege through an act
of Congress.

I was very much impressed with the exposé of related condi-
tions as recently portrayed by my colleague from New Jersey

Myr. FRELINGHUYSEN], and I trust through the deliberations of
the special committee of which he is chairman a still more
permanent solution may be effected.

THE LEAGUE OF KNATIONS.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I had intended, in con-
nection with the resolution which I presented, to ecall attention
also fo quite an interesting cablegram from Paris that has ap-
peared in the press within the last few days. It is from Louis
Edgar Browne. It is a description of the condition of affairs
in Arabia, and calls attention to the fact that Ebin Sooud has
aathered around him three-quarters of the Arabian tribes and
is moving with military power through the Provinces of Yemen
and Aser; but the important, the material part of the cablegram,
is the fact that he has invaded Hedjaz, that he has overrun the
northern part of Hedjaz, and is threatening the hely rcity of
Mecen.

I eall attemntion to this fact and ask that the cablegram be
printed in the Recomnn in order that we may clearly understand
by this illustration the attitude we would occupy under article
10 if the treaty amd the covenant of the leagne were adopted
without reservation. If we were in the league with no reserva-
tion as to article 10, the moral obligation would be upon us to

take action at once to help preserve the territory and political
independence of Hedjaz, for Hedjaz is one of the countries in-
cluded in the league, and under the covenant we would at once
send our men to Arabin to help protect Hedjaz from these
Arabian forces.

It may be that we all wish to do so. It may be that the
American people are in favor of if, but as we move along I only
thought it well that we should know of this event, brought to
our attention through the press, as it helps to make us appre-
ciate just what we are about to do if we adopt the covenant of the
league without reservations.

Mr. BORAH. I suppose the Senator will agree that it is for-
tunate that the disturbance takes place before the league is
adopted, rather than afterwards.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia, I am not discussing that. I am
asking the public generally to think about if, and to see how
they feel about it. Will not the people of this country prefer to
avoid a committal in advance to enter war, and, understanding
the situation, will they not prefer for Congress to be left, with-
out prior moral obligation to enter war, but free to act as each
trouble arises?

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

BRITAIN’S PROGRAM ¥OR ISLAM UPSET—PLANS FOR DOMINATING INTEL-
EECTUAL ELEMENTS DISTOINTED BY PURITAN ARAB,
[By Louis Edgar Drowne.]
Panrs, Fraxce, Ootober 22,

British plans for dominating the intellectual elements of the Moham-
medan world through the shifting of the moral forces of Islam from
the Ottoman caliphat to the sherif of Mecca have been rudely disjointed
by a virile religlous revival led by a Puritan Arab, Ebin Sooud, to
whom three-quarters of the Arablan Tribes have already sworn alle-

ance. It is reported that his military  forces, largely armed by the

rks, have swept lhmugh various ocases of the Arablan desert and
conquered and obtained the allegiance of the Provinces of Yemen and
Aser, as well as the northern half of Hedjaz. It also is said that the
city of Mecca itself is about to be besieged.

HUSSEIN SUPPORTED BY BRITISH.

Sherif Hussein was supported in his movement to break away from
Constantinople by the British, The independence of the om of
HedJjaz, of which he is temporal and spiritual head, was strongly aided
by certain British colonlal ﬂgnmrs. who undoubtedly saw in the
maneuver a possibility of controlling the Mohammedans of the world,
as well as protecting the Suez Canal and the route to Indin. "Though it
was the DBritish who brought Emir Ieizal, son of Sherif Hussein, to
Parls to make his plea before the peace conference for an Arabian
confederation in the Ottoman Em ire, certain Arab and Turkish intel-
lectuals Dbelieve that Great Britain's policy rding Arabla was
cni-ataizd to offset trouble among the separatists in Dritish Mohammedan
colonies.

For a long time the world has known that England has been having
trouble with her 60,000,000 Mohammedans in Indin and the millions
of Mohammedans in Egypt., Certain Arabs and Turks say the Britigh
charge that this trouble is not due to misrule, but to machinations of
the Ottoman Sultan, the committce of union and progress, and, in
general, the new Persian movement. They declare that to desiro*
this spiritual influence over the unruly MoLa.mmednns in the Britis
colonies the English foreign policy has sought to discredit, ridicmle,
and destroy the power of the Turkish caliphat and to a in its

lace the caliphat of Mecca, over which Great Britain herself could
old virtual power of dictation,

METHODS ADOPTED BY ERIN S00UD.

While Ebin Sooud is not allied or subservient to the Turkish Gov-
ernment—as o matter of fact, he is hostile to it—he has made this
argument to discredit throughout the Arabian Peninsula, England and
Sherif Hussein simultaneously. Millions of proclamations have been

rinted and distributed alleging the above supposition to be a fact.

ese proclamations nccuse Hussein of being nothing more nor less
than a hireling, a British agent, a scoundrel, and a traitor, who sold
his country for a certaln sti ted quantity of British gold per month.

Whether the assertions of Ebin Sooud regarding the ?ﬂtlsh-&mb‘ian
intrigue are true or not, it makes little difference, because the accusa-
tions have been published broadeast. Many Arabians belleve them to
be true, and co ently the number of adherents to Ebin Sooud's
movement is increa by leaps and bounds.

ADVOCATES RELIGIOUS REFORM,

In addition to the patriotic appeal to his country to save Arabia
from becoming a vasal State of England, Ebin Soeund had mlog{cd
a formula of religious reform. Turks and Arabs with whom I ve
talked in the Orient say that his movement corresponds largely to the
early Protestant movements in Christianity. These Turks amd Arabs
allke hope that the movement will resnlt in the purification and simpli-
fication of Islam, which will give it renewed life and vigor.

AMERICANIZATION OF ALIENS,

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Massachusetts a question. The Committee on Education
and Labor have formulated a bill which is known as the Ameri-
canization bill as a substitute for the bill which is now before
that committee. I am anxious to present the bill and the
report, but in doing so I should like about 10 minutes to explain
the purposes of the bill, and to make a few remarks. 1 coukl
present the report, if the Senator would consent, at this time,
and later submit my remarks, or, if the Senator is going to object,
I will refrain until he is out of the Chimamber, and then ask per-
mission to make the report.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have objected to morning busi-
ness. The object of taking a recess is to avoid the delays caused
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by morning business. If we are to press this treaty, which I
desire to do, I am obliged to object to the introduction of morn-
ing business. In fairness, if I object to one, I must ohject to all.
Of course I can put no restraint on what the Senator may choose
to say on any subject, whether I am in the Chamber or out, so
long as he is addressing himself to the amendment now pending.

Mr. KENYON. I should certainly address myself to that
amendment; but I was anxious that what I might say should be
coupled up with the bill and with the report, so I will wait a
while longer, until the Senator leaves the Chamber.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-

' stead, Its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agrees to

the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the
hill (H. R. 9782) to regulate further the entry of aliens into the
United States.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 8272) to restore Harry Graham, captain of Infantry, to
his former position on lineal list of captains of Infantry, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED: BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and
they were therenpon signed by the Vice President:

H. R.7138. An act granting a franking privilege to Edith
Carow Roosevelt; and

H. J. Res. 151. Joint resolution to provide additional compen-
sation for employees of the Postal Service and making an appro-
priation therefor.

HOUSE: BILL REFERRED.

H. R. 8272. An act to restore Harry Graham, captain of In-
fantry, to his former position on lineal list of ecaptains of In-
fantry, was read twiece by its title and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Forest Park and
Union Course Taxpayers' Association of Woodhaven, N. Y., re-
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed leagne of
nations treaty, which was erdered to lie on the table.

Mr. MOSES presented a petition of the Educational Council
of New Hampshire, praying for the establishment of a Depart-
ment of Education, which was referred fto the Committee on
Education and Labor.

He also presented a memorial of the Women's Republican Club
of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification
of the proposed league of nations treaty, which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Technieal Associntion of the
Pulp and Paper Industry, of Chicago, IlL, praying for an appro-
priation for a special investigation into the decay of pulpwoed
and woodpulp, which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of the Women’s Republican Club
of New York City, N. Y., and a memorial of the Cook County
Ladies’ Auxiliary, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Chicago, IlL,
remonstrating against the ratitication of the proposed. leagne of
nations treaty, which were ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. McLEAN, from the Committee on Banking and Currency,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9065) to amend sections
3, 8, 10, 12, 20, and 21 of the act approved July 17, 1916, known
as the Federal farm-loan act, reported it with amendments and
submitted a report (No. 277) thereon.

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to |

which was referred the bill (8. 2012) to appropriate funds for the
immigration inspection of the Department of Labor, asked to
be discharged from its further consideration and that it be: re-
ferred to the Committee on Immigration, which was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous |

consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. MOSES:

A bill: (8. 3309) to correct the military reeord of William
N. Buek (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 8310) granting an inerease of pension to Fanny M.
Jones (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions. ;

By Mr. UNDERWOQOOD:

A bill (8. 8311) to authorize the construction of a bridge |

across the Tennessee River at or near the city of Deeatur, Ala.;
to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. RANSDELL:

A bill (8. 3312) to carry into effe¢t the findings of the Court
of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of Isabella
Ann Fluker; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, HALE:

A bill (8. 3313) granting a pension to William A. Moore
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McKELLAR:

A bill (8. 3314) for the relief of Robert €. Wilcox (with
‘accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND:

A bill (8. 8318) for the relief of Willis B. Cross; to the Clom-
mittee on Military Affairs.

PAY OF OFFICERS AND ERNLISTED MEN.

Myr. THOMAS. I desire to introduce, as in legislative ses-
sion, the bill which I send to the desk, and ask that it be read
_:lr:d rtl:eferral to the Committee on Military Affairs. It is very

)

The bill (8. 3316) to provide for the pay of officers and
enlisted men of the Army when engaged in work essential to
the continuance of the facilities of interstate or foreign com-
merce, and for other purpeses, was read the first time by its
title, the second time at length, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs, as follows:

A bill (8. 8316) to provide for the pay of officers and enlisted men
of the Army when engaged In work essential to the continuance of
I)I{:,;e;acﬂitlea of interstate or foreign eommerce, and for other pur-
Be it enacted, ete., That section 35 of the aet entitled “An act for

'making further and more effectnal provision for the national defense,

‘and_ for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, is hereby amended to
-rea‘d as ruéluwa:

. 85. Enlisted men prohibited from civil employment: Hero-
after no enlisted man in the active service of the Unlted States, in
the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, tively, whether a noncom-
missioned officer, musician, or private, all be detailed, ordered, or
%)ermll’md Yo leave his post to engage in any pursuit, business, or per-
ormance in eivil life, for emolument, hire., or otherwise, when the
same shall Interfere with the customary employment and regular en-
gazement of local eivilians in the respeetive arts, trades, or profes-
sions ; but the President may assign or detail officers or enlisted men
to Jeﬂnrm work or labor essential to the continued operation of the
facilities or Instromentalities of Interstate or foreign commerce which
has heen abandoned, or substantially obstrueted, prevented, or inter-
fered with, as the result of a strike, lockout, or other lzhor dis-
‘torhance.  An officer or enlisted man so detaileid or assigned, under
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Seeretary of War, shall,
in addition to his usual pay and allowances; he entitfled to and may
receive from the person, association, or corporation for whaose direct
benefit such work or labor is performed the prevailing rate of wages
in the locality for the sume or similar work.”

PUNISHMENT OF SEDITION.

Mr. STERLING. As in legislative sessiom, I ask unanimous
consent to introduce a bill from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. I ask that the bill may be read twice and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary, after which reference I ask
leave to make a further report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The bill (8. 3317) to prohibit and punish eertain seditious
aets against the Government of the United States and to pro-
hibit the use of the mails for the purpose of promoting such
acts, was read twice by its title and referred to the Commiltee
on: the Judiciary.

Mr. STERLING. I am directed by the Commitiee on the
Judiciary to make a favorable report on the bill just referved
to it, and I ask that the bill go to the ealendar.

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

]

ENTEY OF ALIENS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. LODGE submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9782) to regulate further the entry of aliens into the United
| States, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed
‘to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
follows :

. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment
insert the following: “and shall continue in foree and effect
until and Ineluding the 4th day of March, 1921 *; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same, H. . Lone,
! G. M. HircHeooxk,
P. J. McCUMBER,
Munuwers an the part of the Senate.
Joun Jacoe Rocezs,
H. D Froon,
Managers on the part of the House.
The report was agreed to.
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FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION—CONFEREXCE REPORT

NO. 144).

Mr. WARREN. 1 submit the conference report on the first
deficiency appropriation bill, and ask that it be printed and lie
on the table.

The report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9205) “ making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and prior
fiscal years, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1,
10, 12, 28, 31, 34, 35, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, b5, 62, 63, G4,
72, and 73.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 32, 38, 37, 38, 39,
48, 49, b0, 51, 52, 53, b4, 57, 58, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, T1, 76, 7T,
78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, and 86, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by
sald amendment insert the following:

“ COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC INFORMATIOX.

“Authority is hereby granted the director of the Council of
National Defense to expend during the fiscal year 1920 the
sum of $32,000 from the funds now to the credit of the com-
mittee on public information for necessary expenses Incurred
therefor since July 1, 1919, and for the expenses of auditing
and closing the accounts and affairs of said committee. All
unexpended balances of appropriations for and allotments to
the committee on public information shall remain available
for payment under the direction of the director of the Council
of Nuational Defense of such liabilities as were actually and
necessarily incurred by the committee prior to June 30, 1919:
Provided, That $1,000,000 of such appropriations and allot-
ments shall be covered into the Treasury immediately upon
the passage of this act.” :

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by =said
amendment strike out the word “ continuing " and insert in lieu
thereof the werd “completing”; and the Senate agree to the
snme,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In line 4 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out the word “ ten " and insert in lieu thereof
the word *“five,” and in line 6 strike out “ $1,600" and insert
in lieu thereof * $800"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by
said amendment after line 15; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 9, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“ 8200,000 ; and the House agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“$4.863,176 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by
said amendment amended to read as follows:

* ORDNXANCE DEPARTMENT.

“ Ordnance reservation civilian schools: Authority is granted
for the expenditure during the fiscal year 1920 of not to exceed
545,000 from appropriations heretofore made for the  purchase,
manufacture, and test of ammunition for mountain, field, and
siege cannon,’ for the operation and maintenance on ordnance
reservations at Amatol and Mays Landing, N. J., Nitro, W. Va.,
Jacksonville, Tenn., Penniman, Va,, Sheflield and Muscle Shoals,
Ala., and Tullytown, Pa., of schools for children of persons em-
ployed thereon, where public schools are not conveniently avail-
able for such children, including salaries, supplies, stationery,
and industrial work, replacement and repair of books and equip-

(8. DoOC.

ment, and all incidental and necessary expenses in eonnection
therewith.”

And on page 11 of the bill, in line 10, strike out “ 1919 and
insert in lieu thereof ** 1910.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 47, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

“NavY DEPARTMENT.
* RENT.

“For rental of additional quarters for the Navy Department,
fiscal year 1919, $175.”

And the House agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amend-
ment insert “ £6,000,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out *$1,000” and insert in lien thereof
*$500,” and in line 4 sirike out * $666.67 " and insert in lieu
thereof “ $333.34"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenl-
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an
amendnient as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said
amendment, strike out *“$1,000” and insert in lieu thereof
* $600,” and, in line 5, strike out * $666.67 7 and insert In lieu
thereof * $400"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by said
amendment, strike out *$1,000" and insert in lieu thereof
* $600,” and, in line 3, strike out “ $666.67 " and Insert in lieu
thereof “ $400 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 65 and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert:
*$45,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 74, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

* INTERXATIONAL COXFERENCE OF LABOI.

“ For salaries and expenses of the international conference of
labor, as follows:

“ United States Government executive staff : For two and one-
half months, at monthly compensation as follows: assistant to
the secretary, $450; first assistant, $300; three executive assist-
ants, at $200 each; two assistants at hotels, at $200 each; pri-
vate: secretary, $200; two stenographers, at $150 each; typist,
$125; and two messengers, at $75 each; in all, $6,312.50,

“ Conference staff, for two months, at monthly compensation
as follows: Two stenographers, at $150 each; two deputy secre-
taries, at 3300 each; four subsecretaries (for commissions), at
$200 each; four interpreters, at $200 each; three English-F'rench
translators, at $200 each; three French-English translators, at
$200 each; six French stenographers, at $83.33 each; six Eng-
lish stenographers, at $150 each; chief messenger, $125; eight
messengers, at $75 each; expenses, at not exceeding $10 per
diem for each person, $12,000; in all, $23,049.96.

* Chief clerk’s office, for two months, at monthly compensation,
as follows: Chief clerk, $200; assistant chief clerk, $150; and
stenographer, $150; in all, $1,000. i

“ Expenses: For reporting proceedings, $20,000; printing pro-
ceedings, $10,000; paper, $2,500; contingent expenses, $1,000;
in all, $33,500.

“Total, international conference of labor, $64,462.46: I'ro-
vided, That all accounting in connection with the conference
shall be done by the disbursing officer of the Department of
Labor: Provided further, That no part of the money herein
appropriated for the international conference of labor shall be
available for the payment of an allowance for per diem expenses
in lieu of subsistence to any person residing in the District of
Columbia : Provided further, That this sum shall not be supple-
mented by expenditures from any other appropriation nor shall
any part of this or any other appropriation be used for tele-
graphing or cabling the proceedings of the said conference.”

And the House agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 75, and agree to the same with an
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amendment as follows: In lien of the sum named in said
amendment insert “$1,075"; and the House agree to the same.

0. W. UNDERWOOD,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

J. W. Goop,

J. G. CaNNON,

J. F. Byen~es,
Managers on the part of the House.

TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERMANY.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole and in open execu-
tive session, resumed the consideration of the freaty of peace
with Germany.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, to those who believe in
the effiecacy of a counterirritant as a remedy for any affliction,
I would suggest that those who are suffering from a case of
acute and chronie indignation at the barganin that Japan has
struck with China should also read, in connection with it, the
very strong and equally dictatorial treaty that was made be-
tween the United States and China and other nations in 1901.

I use the word *treaty.” It was hardly a treaty. It was
a protocol signed by the representatives of all of the nations
who were engaged In putting down the Boxer rebellion-and
was never submitted to the Senate for ratification. The Sena-
tors, of course, all well remember that the Boxer rebellion
grew out of the treaty of 1898 between China and Germany,
whereby Germany obtained her Chinese concessions and Chinese
leasehold ; and the action of military Germany, and the treat-
ment by that great nation of the Chinese people in gen-
eral, acting upon the Chinese mind, brought about this senti-
ment of hatred toward all foreigners in China which resulted in
the Boxer rebellion.

At the close of the Boxer rebellion the United States agreed
with other nations what punishment ought to be inflicted upon
China for the offense of attempting to rid herself of all of the for-
eign elements and foreign influence in China,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me an
interruption?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator does not contend that it was the
German aggression alone which led to the Boxer uprising,
does he? -

Mr. McCUMBER. I think it was practically the German
aggression. In other words, that was the last straw that broke
the eamel’s back.

Mr. BORAH. No, Mr. President.

Mr. M¢cCUMBER. That was the cause of the acute indigna-
flon of the Chinese people against all foreign interference.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator may have refreshed his recol-
lection about it sinee I have; but my remembrance is that the
uprising oceurred because the German aggression was followed
by aggression upon the part of England and France in taking
a part of the Chinese Empire, and then finally the demand of
Italy, which never was allowed, but which nevertheless was
made, It was the combined action of all of these powers which
led China to believe that they had combined for the purpose
of dismembering the Chinese Empire. So far as the German
aggression was concerned, of course it had its responsibility,
beeause it was the first step taken ; but it was not until after these
other nations had participated and undertaken to join with
Germany in dismembering China that the Boxer uprising took
place.

Mr. McCUMBER. Others of these nations, Mr, President, had
seized and held Chinese territory long before that, and still there
was no uprising. There had been no uprising particularly
against the holding of the S8hanghai Provinces and control of that
gection by Great Britain; but I agree with the Senator that it
was one after another of these seizures of Chinese territory that
s0 Influenced the Chinese mind that they organized their Sinn
Fein societies in China to oust the foreigners, and created an
intense feeling against them which culminuted in the Boxer
Rebellion.

Before I proceed to quote from this protocol, I want to call
attention to the fact that the United States never objected in the
slightest degree to the German aggression and the German
treaty. All that the United States did at all was to ask Germany
what her purposes were, and whether or not she intended to
continue the * open-door ™ policy. We very abjectly made the
inquiry of her, and Germany replied that she would not inter-
fere with that policy of trade with other nations; and then we
thanked Germany for heing =0 kind to ns and to the Chinese

people as to allow us to trade with the Chinese, and that was the
extent of any protest upon our part.

Mr. BORAH. The open-door policy had not been established
at the time Germany seized Tsingtan.

Mr. McOUMBER. I understand, but it had been agreed upon
long before that. No one had attempted to close the door.

Mr. BORAH. I beg the Senator’s pardon, the open-door policy
was established by John Hay, and John Hay was not Secretary'
of State until after the treaty between Germany and China had
been closed more than six months.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator will find that the only note we
sent in reference to the German leasehold interest and claim
was a request to know what that was, and also whether it inter-
fered with our trade in China, and Germany replied that it did
not, and also replied that she claimed no sovereign rights over
the territory.

But, Mr. President, I want to quote the protocol entered into
with China and the several other countries that were engaged In
putting down the Chinese revolt. This was entered into on the
Tth day of September, 1901, and, first. I want to read article 2,
I will read two or three of these articles upon the Shantung
question, because I think they ought to go into the Recorp:

ArT. 2. Imperial edicts of the 13th and 21st days of Febroary, 1901
(Annexes Nos. 4, 5, and 6), inflicted the following punishments on the

rincipal authors of the outrages and committed against the
oreign Governments and their nationals:

Ts=ai-1 Prince Tuan and Teal Lan Duke Fun-Kuo were sentenced to
be breught before the antummnal court of assize for execntion, and it
wns agreed that if the Emperor saw (it to grant them their lives they
should bhe exiled to Turkestan and there imprisoned for life, without
the possibility of commutation of these punishments.

Tsal Hsiln Prince Chnng, Ying Nien, E:eidem of the conrt of censors,
and Chao Shu-Chiao, ?mident of the rd of punishments, were con-
demned to commit suicide.

In other words, the United States envoy signed a protocol and
an agreement whereby it was agreed with all these powers
that two of these men should proceed forthwith to commit
suicide hecause they organized soecieties of Chinese to expel
the foreigners; and the others were to be brought before the
assizes and there publicly executed. .

Yl Hsien, governor of Shanhshi, Chi Hsin, president of the bhoard
of rites, and Wsii Cheng-yu, formerly senior vice president of the
board of punishments, were condemned to death,

That was not all. They still seemed to believe in the efficacy
of degrading the dead, and so the United States became a party
to an agreement which reads as follows:

Posthumous degradation was inflicted on Kang Yi, assistant grand
secretary, president of the board of works: Hsll Tung. grand secrefary :
and Li Pinz-heng, formerly governor general of Szu-ch'uan.

An imperial ediet of Fehrnary 18. 1901 (Annex No. 7), rehabllitated
the memories of Hsll Yung-yi. president of the board of war: Li Shaon,
president of the board of works: Heil Ching-cheng. senior vice presi-
dent of the board of works; Llen Yuan. vice chanoeellor of the grand
conneil ; and Yuan Chang, vice president of the court of sacrifices,
who had been put to death for having protested against the outrageous
breaches of international law of last year.

Prince Chuang committed suicide the 21st day of Febroary, 1901,
Ying Nien and Chao Shu-chlao the 24th, Yii Hslen was exeented the
22d. Chi Hsin and Hsil Cheng-yn on the 26th. Tunz Fu-hsiang, general
in Kan-sn, has been deprived of his office by imperial edict of the 13th
of February, 1801, pending the determination of the final punishment
to be inflicted on him.

Tmperial edicts dared the 20th of April and 19th of Ausust, 1901,
have Inflicted various punishments on the neial officials con-
victed of crimes and outrages of last summer.,

This article, Mr. President, deals with the punishments that
were inflicted upon those who, of course, had committed, ac-
cording to the view of the foreign nations, crimes against the
western nations, :

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, do T understand that the Sena-
tor thinks the punishments were too severe?

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the matter of compelling
people to commit sulcide is a little novel, at least to western
ideas. .

Mr. BORAH. T understand. I had some sympathy with the
Boxer uprising. I think they had a perfect right to throw those
people out of their country, and I am still in favor of keeping
those people.ont of their country.

Mr, McOUMBER. Mr, President, I think we agree upon two
things; first, that they had ne business to go in there against
the wishes and desires of the Chinese people ; and, secondly, that
if we can not get them out, we will prevent them from getting in
any farther. How we are to accomplish that result is a matter
on which, perhaps, the Senator and myself may differ; but I do
not think we differ at all as to what ought to be done.

AMr. BORAH. No; I think not.

Mr. McCUMBER. Now I come, Mr. President, to article 5,
and I want Senators to think of it a moment :

ArT, V. China has agreed to prohibit the impeortation Into its ter-
ritory of arms and ammunition, as well as of materials exclusively used
for til:‘. manufactare of arms and ammunition,
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_ An imperial edict has been issued on the 25th of August, 1901 (An-
nex No. 11), forbidding =said importation for a term of two years,
New edicts may be issued subsequently extending this by other succes-
give terms of two years in case of necessity recognized by the powers,

In other words, the powers determined not only that they
would execute those who were instrumental in this uprising
against foreign aggression in China, but to make it cerfain that
Germany and every other country that had a foothold in China
should not be interfered with in the future, they proceeded to
prevent the importation of any arms or ammunition into China
whieh would enable her people to make a war for the independ-
ence of that country; and this country was a party to that
agreement.

Agiin:

Art, VI. By an imperial edict dated the 29th day of May, 1901 (Annex
No. 12), His Mnjeatg the Emperor of China agreed to pay the powers
an imlemnity of 450,000,000 Haikwan taels. his sum represents the
total amount of the indemnities for States, companies, or societies,
B:j:o“é individuals, and Chinese referred to in article 6 of the note of

scember 22, 1900,

I believe that a tael amounts to somewhere about 76 cents.
But it was an enormous sum to be levied against that poor, de-
erepit country, that has made the only fight she knew how to
make to defend herself, without having armies and without hav-
ing munition piants. ;

Here is another beautiful article:

Anrt, VII, The Chinese Government has agreed that the quarter occu-
pied by the legations shall be considered as one s y reserved for
their use and placed under thelr exclusive control, in which Chinese
shall not have the right to reside, and which may be made defensible.

We are now going into spasms, Mr. President, because Japan,
in her treaty with China, makes the demand that she shall be
eiven a concession where Japanese may settle and carry on their
business. We forget that the United States entered into an
agreement with all of these other powers whereby they compelled
China to grant concessions of certain quarters where no China-
man could live in that section of China, and which would be en-
tirely under the control of foreign countries.

Mr. BORAH. The United States did not claim any conces-
sions for herself.,

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; she claimed the same concession. I
must say here that it related to those sections in which the
diplomats of the several countries were to reside, and the sec-
tion where the United States diplomats resided, wherever it
was, would be under the control of the United States, and no
Chinaman could live there if we saw fit to enforce this pro-
vision.

Mr. BORAH. We undertook to protect our embassy, but we
did not ask for such concessions as Germany and Great Britain
and France were attempting to secure. We did not seek any
concessions of that kind.

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I stated that this re-
lated to those sections that were occupied by the several em-
bassies, and may have been thought necessary in order to pro-
tect the embassies. But I am sure that if any foreign coun-
try—Great Britain, for instance—were to claim that inasmuch
as she had an embassy in Washington she should control Wash-
ington, and that no American should live in Washington, there
would be some complaint that would be made by this country;
or if she were given a portion of Washington to be occupied by
her embassy, she should control whatever section she thought
it was necessary to include for diplomatic purposes.

Mr. BORAH. I recall that when we had the prohibition bill
up there was an attempt to exclude the British Embassy from
the operation of the prohibition law.

Mr. McCUMBER. I have an idea that inasmuch as the
embassies are practically considered as under the control of the
foreign countries, they can bring the wines of France to the
French Embassy and can possibly bring the ales of Great
Britain to the British Embassy. But that is hardly applicable
to this protocol.

That is not all. It reads further:

The Chinese Government has consented to raze the forts of Tako and
those which might impede free communication between Peking and the
sea ; steps have been taken for carrying this out. r

Peking being some distance from the sea, it was necessary
that these foreign powers, in order that they might cope with
any kind of Chinese uprising, should have the channel of the
river deepened and forts should be razed so that we could reach
the interior of China and make war upon China. There is no
offense in that. That was by the United States of America.
But if Japan suggests the idea that she might have a controlling
influence or an equal influence with China, if she furnishes the
money to build a railway in China, we immediately say that
there is some purpose on the part of China to hold and control
the Chinese Government, which becomes eriminal, but if we do
the same thing with all the powers joining us, it is not even a
proper subject for disenssion,

Now I want to read article 9:

The Chinese Government has conceded the right to the powers in the
protocol annexed to the letter of the 16th of January, 1901, to occupy
certain points, to be determined by agreement between them, for the
maintenance of open communication between the capital and the sea,

That is a concession, Mr. President, exactly the same as Japan
was asking of China in her treaty. -

The points occupied by the powers are, I believe, 10 in number,

They are not satisfied with 1, but they name some 10 different
points that will be occupied by them.

Now we come to article 10:

ArT. 10. The Chinese Government has agreed to post and to have
Egb[lshed during two years in all district elties the following imperial

icts :
(a)Edlet of the 1st of February (annex number 15), prohibiting for-
ever, under pain of death, membership in any antiforelgn soclety.

How does that sit upon the stomach of the Senator from
Idaho or the Senator from California? Let me read it again——

Mr. BORAH. I will state to the Senator, before he reads it,
that I was not here when that thing happened, and I am not one
of those who believe that four wrongs make a right. I think
that the action of Great Britain and France and Germany with
reference to China was based upon immoral principles, and I do
not think the action of Germany rests alone upon immoral
principles. .

Mr. McCUMBER. Nor do I.

Mr. BORAH. Although she includes with her Great Britain
and France, : .

Mr. McCUMBER. I have included them all.

Mr. BORAH. I know the Senator includes them all. The
only place where the Senator from Nerth Dakota and the Senator
from Idaho differ is as to whether or not we shall stop that pro-
gram. I do not hesitate to say that Japan, upon the precedents
of the past, has a perfect right to make her demand. She is not
asking anything except what Great Britain asked for and what
France asked for. I concede that proposition, but I do not want
myself to be a party to a program to continue that kind of a
Wrong.

Mr. McCUMBER. And, Mr. President, I want myself to be a
party to a program that will stop it.

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator.

Mr, McCUMBER. How we are to stop it is the only question.
I think, on which the Senator and I disagree. But what I
wanted to point out to the Senator was that we entered into
an agreement whereby we made it mighty hard for the Sinn
Feiner to exist in China, beeause we provided that if he organized
a society in China for the purpose of protecting the Chinese
nationality he was forthwith to be executed.

Mr. BORAH. If there was anything in the agreement that
was against the Sinn Feiners, I would be against the agreement.

Mr, McCUMBER. I am certain the Senator would be; and I
will ask him if he does not think that this really was against
them?

Edict of the 1st of February, * * * prohibiting forever, under
pain of death, membership in any antiforeign society.

In other words, if there is a society formed in China for the
purpose of creating a solidarity of sentiment on the part of the
Chinese people against the aggressions of Germany or Great
Britain or Japan or any other country, the United States
has compelled the Chinese people to proceed forthwith to
execute every man engaged in creating that sentiment, and the
United States was a party to that agreement. The United
States came in and upheld the arm of Germany by entering
into an agreement that no Chinaman could live who would dare
raise his voice against this aggression; and now, 20 years after-
wards, we find that it is a heinous crime for any other country
even to suggest that it should have a concession where its
own nationals might live, and have an agreement that Germany
had, that if Japanese people furnished the money to build a
certain railway they, together with China, should join in the
operation of that railway.

Mr. BORAH. All these things of which the Senator is speak-
ing—

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not holding the Senator responsible
for the protocol. I want the Senator to understand that. I do
not mean that he should come to his own defense in any way on
it. I am certain he is earnestly opposed to it, as I am.

Mr. BORAH. But permit me to say that the things which
the Senator is now speaking of were the things which led John
Hay to adopt the policy which was intended to stop all these
things and which it was believed would do so. At the time that
John Hay introduced his policy with reference to China the
dismemberment of China was proceeding at a rapid pace.
Would the Senator object to my reading a statement from the
Life of John Hay, by William Roscoe Thayer, with reference to
the matter he is discussing?
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Mr. McCUMBER. Is it long or short?

Mr. BORAH. It is only a paragraph.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator may read it. I think it will
conform to both our views.

Mr. BORAH. I think it does. The Senator is pointing out
something here which I do not defend; but what I do say is
that John Hay stopped that program, and in so far as it was
stopped the honor is due to the United States. The paragraph
which I read is as follows:

The Boxer upheaval interrupted and made more difficult Hay's
endeavor to preserve the Chinese Empire. After the Japanese defeated
the Chinese Tn 1804 China lay like a stranded whale apparently dead
or dying, and the chief powers of Europe came, like fishermen after
blubber, and took here a Province and there a harbor, and were callous
to the fact that their vietim was not dead. They not only seized terri-
tory but forced from the Chinese concessions for mines, railways, com-
mercial privileges, and spheres of influence, From the time that Hay
became Secretary he strove to keep intact the political integﬂt?' of China
and to persuade all the powers to maintain there the policy of the
* open door.”

So Hay saw the wrong and the evil which the Senator is por-
traying and, in so far as was possible for him to do so, he put
a cheek upon the program. What I want to do is to follow up
that program as nearly as I can to protect the integrity of
China.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I say there is no disagree-
ment at all between the Senator and myself upon what we ought
to do. 1 want to stop the dismemberment of China. The Ger-
man concessions did not stop the dismemberment. We did not
protest against that seizure. All on earth that we did was to
ask Germany whether she would allow us to trade in that terri-
tory, and Germany very magnanimously said yes, and we very
modestly said thank you, and that was the end of the corre-
spondence, and that is all the protest there was against it.

That is not all. When Germany got her control Great Britain
saw that she would have to look out for her interests a little
more, and so she seized another section of the country, and we
did not make any protest against that. Neither John Hay nor
anyone else opposed it.

There was no protest on the part of the American people
against any of these seizures, but on the contrary, years after
those seizures, and in 19801, we entered into an agreement with
the other nations whereby we compelled China, of her own voli-
tion, to inflict a penalty of death upon any one of her citizens
who would have the audacity to attempt to create a public senti-
ment against foreigners for the purpose of protecting China. I
say, after having done that, that we are not in a very good posi-
tion to ery * thief” at Japan,

Mr. BORAH. Does not the Senator believe there is a place
for repentance?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, Mr, President, I do.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator is here and the rest of us are here
now, and we disagree with that program of the past. Why not
inaugurate a new program and put our seal of disapproval upon
the further dismemberment of China?

AMr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Idaho a
question. When he talks about repentance, does he propose
to make restitution and require France and Russia and Great
Britain to restore to China what they took from her with our
consent ?

Mr. BORAH. No; I would not enter upon that task, but T
would do this: I would not permit the United States to put
itself in a position where it will guarantee the continuance of
those holdings in China, which we are doing under the league of
nations.

Mr. McCUMBER. I say I must disagree with that proposition
that we are doing this under the league of nations. On the con-
trary, I hold that we are doing just exactly the opposite of that.
On the contrary, I hold that Japan has an agreement with China
whereby she agrees to return whatever Germany had in Shan-
tung, at least, subject to the conditions that I have enumerated
heretofore. The Senator would not have the United States go to
war for the purpose of wresting Chinese territory from Great
Britain or from France or from Japan.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield again?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON., If the Senator from Idaho encourages
China to hold out and refuse to carry out her alleged treaty
with Japan, made in 1915, by which Japan is obligated—that
is, by the note accompanying it—to return the leased terri-
tory, then he might leave China worse off than she is now.
He might deprive her of the opportunity of securing a return
of the leased territory and prompt Japan to rely upon what she
regards as her claim of conquest; and having prompted China

to violate her treaty with Japan and thus encourage Japan to
rely upon her conquest, he might find China compelled to go
to war with Japan, and then leave the United States in the
attitude of having encouraged the war and of being unwilling
to assist China.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator is in error as to the position
which the Senator from Idaho occupies. I am not seeking to
have China disregard her treaty of 1915——

Mr, ROBINSON. But the—

Mr. BORAH. Just wait a minute. I am opposed to the
United States underwriting that treaty and maintaining it and
upholding it. I think that treaty was absolutely void on its
face; but if China wants to perform the treaty, so far as I am
concerned as a citizen of the United States I am not going to
object to her doing it. But what I do object to is the United
States guaranteeing, confirming, and underwriting that treaty,
and that is what we are doing in this league of nations.

Mr. ROBINSON. I disagree with the Senator from Idaho.
That is exactly what we are not doing.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, this discussion has nothing
to do with the pending amendment.

Mr. McCUMBER. It has not; that is true.

Mr. LENROOT. I wish to say to the Senator from North
Dakota that unless the discussion is confined to the pending
amendment, I shall object to his yielding for speeches by
others,

Mr. McCUMBER. All right. I did not know but the Sena-
tor was going to change the rules of the Senate.

Mr. BORAH. As I have got to go, I do not object to that.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, I had no objection to the
Senator from North Dakota yielding to the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. LExrootr], who has just availed himself of the same
privilege of which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] and-
I have availed ourselyes.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I quoted the protocol not
for the purpose of justifying anything in the Japanese-Chinese
treaty, but as throwing some light upon the attitude of the
United States, and the very changed attitude at the present
time, if we are to assume the attitude advocated by those in
favor of this amendment is to be taken as the present purpose
of the United States, I am not going again into the arguments
which have been made relative to Shantung further than to
restate in a single sentence the view that I have with refer-
ence to the effect of bringing both China and Japan into the
league.

The Senator says that if we adopt this treaty we have got to
underwrite whatever rights Japan has secured, Mr. President,
we underwrite nothing. Japan secures no territory, she secures
no sovereignty, because the German treaty itself declared that
Germany renounced any claim of sovereignty over this terri-
tory, and whatever the Japanese received they received from
Germany. Therefore, inasmuch as article 10 could not, even if
adopted in its present form, cover anything but territorial
rights, instead of underwriting Japan, the effect of article 10
would be to underwrite the claim of China, because China can
present her claim to the council or league of nations that Japan,
contrary to her agreement, is attempting to hold Chinese terri-
tory. Then the eflicacy of the league of nations will be put to
the test, and the test will be whether or not the league of
nations will protect Chinese territory. Mr, President, they will
have to protect it if they do not dishonor themselves, and each
and every one of them, under the terms of the league of nations.

So in determining the best method by which we shall secure
the result which the Senator from Idaho, as well as myself,
wishes to secure, we are forced to the conclusion that the only
way absolutely to protect Chinese territory from future ag-
gression is to bring Japan and all countries which are inclined
to seize territory into a league where all of them not only agree
that they will cease their predatory habits, but, in addition,
that they will protect the territorial interests of any country
against whom any other nation attempts to make a war of
aggression.

As suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, Japan can
stand upon one of two rights—either upon her treaty with
China or upon her right of conquest. If we take her into the
league, if we bind her by the terms of the league, then we bind
her to return to China whatever she seized from Germany. If
we do not bind her Ly the leaguc, if we throw her out of the
league, then she holds by virtue of her right of conquest, and
that right we will never attempt to gainsay.

So I repeat, Mr, President, that it might be a good thing for
those who are so affected by what Japan has done in her treaty
with China to refer back to article 10 of the protocol to which
I have referred and there read what the United States has done
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not in protection of China but in protecting every couniry that
has attempted to dismember China, including the German
Shantung leasehold interests.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, if we could vote right now on
the pending amendment, I should not take the floor; but if we
are to go on everlastingly in the discussion of propositions that
have been disposed of, I shall take a little time to speak on
another subject.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator from Jowa ask unani-
monus consent that we shall vote on the amendment, say before
1.30 o'clock?

Mr. KENYON. I do not want to ask unanimous consent for
a vote; I am only going to take about 10 minutes; but if we can
vote upon the pending amendment now, I shall not take a
minute.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator permit me to make the
request?

Mr. KENYON. I will

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr, President, I.ask unanimous consent
that the Senate may agree to proceed to a vote on the two pend-
ing amendments to-day not later than 1.30 o'clock.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

uorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being
suggested, the Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

q

Ball Gronna MeCormick Sherman
Bankhead Hale MeCumber Simmons
Borah MeKellar Smith, Md.
Brandegee Harris MclLean Smaoot
Capper Harrison McNary Spencer
Chamberlain Henderson Moses s!ter‘,lintg '
Colt Hiteheock Nelson Sutherland
Culberson Johnson, Calif.  New Bwanson
Cummins Jones, N, Mex. Newberry Thomas

s Jones, Wash. Norris . Townsend
Dial Kellogg Overman Trammell
Dillingham Eenyon Page Underwood
Edge Keyes Penrose Wadsworth
Fall King Phip Walsh, Mont.
France Kirby Poindexter Warren
Frelinghuysen Knox Pomerene ‘Watson
Gay Lenroot Robinson . Williams
Gerry Lodge Sheppard

Mr. GERRY. I wish fo announce that the Senator from Del-

aware [Mr. Worcorr] is detained from the Senate by illness in
his family.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an-
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I see no occasion for fixing an
hour. I see no reason why we should not vote at once, so far
as I am aware.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the committee, which will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 19, insert the following proviso at
the end of article 3:

: Provided, when any member of the league has or gouums
ul{f}g}overnMgegog?nﬁgns or co,;uniu or parts ot empire, which are
also members of the league, the United States shall have votes in the
assembly or council of league numeﬂml}y equal to the a gate
vote of such member of the league and its self-governing dominions and
eolonies and parts of empire in the eouncil or assembly of the league,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OwexN]. 1 under-
stand, however, that if he were present he would vote as I
shall vote. So I am at liberty to vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from New York [Mr. CarpeEr]. 1 transfer
that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PIrTTmMaAN] and vote
i“ my."

AMr. SWANSON (when Mr. MaArTIN’S name was called). I
desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. MarTIN] is detained
{from the Senate on account of sickness. He is paired with the
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELgins]. If my col-
league were present and at liberty to vote, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). On this question
I have a pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Martinv). I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr., ELkins] and vote * yea.”

Afr, DIAL (when the name of Mr, SymiTH of South Carolina
was called). 1 desire to announce that my colleague, the senior
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmrTH], Is absent on ac-
count of sickness in his family. He is paired with the Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. StErriNe]. If my colleagne were
present and at liberty fo vote, he wonld vote *“ nay.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). As announced
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Diar], I have a gen-
eral pair with his colleague. On the statement of the Senator
from South Carolina I am at liberty to vote. I therefore vote
“w nay.u

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr,
BeckaaM]. T transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Reep], who is ill and unable to be present and
vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. WorLcorr],
who is detained on official business. In his absence I withhold
my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea."

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the absence of the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. Carper]. He is paired with the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. Harmis]. If the Senator from New
York were present, he would vote “ yea.”

I wish also to announce the absence of the Senator from
Maine [Mr. Fervarp]. He is paired with the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. Jounsox]. If the Senator from Maine
were present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (after having voted in the
affirmative). Owing to illness in my home, I found it neces-
sary last week to make a pair on this question in case of my un-
avoidable absence when the vote should be reached. I find
that the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Stantey], who was
to pair with me in case of my absence, has been called to his
home, and requested me to pair with him, as he would have
done for me hud 1 been necessarily absent. Therefore I an-
nounce that on this question I am paired with the junior Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Stasrey]. If he were present, he
would vote “ nay " and I would vote “ yea.” I therefore with-
draw my vote.

Mr. GERRY. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Joux-
soN], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Worcorr], and the Sen-
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Samirr] are detained from the
Senate by illness in their families. If present, these Senators
would vote “ nay.” The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KExbrick],-
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owgx], the senior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. BeckHAM], and the junior Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Stanitey] are absent on public business, If
present, these Senators would vote “ nay."”

The result was announced—yeas 88, nays 40, as follows:

YEAB—38. i
Ball Gore MeCormick Sherman
Borah Gronna McLean Shields
Brandegee Harding Moses Smoot
Capper Johnson, Calif. New Spencer
Cumming Jones, Wash. Newberry Sutherland
Curtis Kenyon Norris Townsend
Dillingham Knox Page Wadsworth
Fall La Follette Penrose Warren
France Lenroot Phiggs
Frelinghuysen Lodge Poindexter
NAYS—40.
Bankhead Harris McKellar Bimmons
Chamberlain Harrison MeNary Smith, Ariz,
Colt Henderson Myers Smith, Md.
Culberson Hiteheock Nelson Sterling
Dial Jones, N. Mex Nugent Swanson
Edge Kellogg Overman Thomasg
Fletcher Keyes Pomerenc Trammell
Gay King Ransdell Underwood
Gerry Eirby Robinson Walsh, Mont.
Hale McCumber Sheppard Willinms
NOT VOTING—18, :
urst Johnson, 8. Dak. Pittman Walsh, Mass.
a:];khm Kendrick Reed Watson
Calder Martin Smith, Ga. Wolcott
Elkins Owen Smith, 8. C.
Fernald Phelan Stanley

So the amendment of the committee was rejected,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia subsequently said: Mr. President, just
before 12 o’clock I went down to Keith's Theater to attend the
Roosevelt memorial service. The service was not alone to pay
tribute to a great American but also had in view raising funds
to purchase in Georgia the home in which President Roosevelt’s
mother was born and the dedication of that home to use as a
sehool for mountaln boys. I was away about half an hour and
had no idea a vote would take place at this time. Had I been
present, I should have voted against the amendment of the
Senator from California [Mr. Joansox]. .

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I was assured that there
would be no vote during this hour. So I went to the Interior
Department with some gentlemen from Arizona who desired
to be introduced there. To my surprise I was informed upon
reaching the department that, notwithstanding the assuranca
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that eame to me that there would be no vote, a vote was taken
on the Johnson amendment, I wish to state that if I could
have been present I would have voted * nay.” I ask unanimous
consent to be recorded as voting * nay.”

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I do not like to object to a request
of that kind from a Senator, but if the request is granted the
same courtesy should be accorded to any Senator who tele-
graphs here under similar circumstances. The Senator from
Arizona has made his statement and made his record.

Mr. ASHURST. I withdraw the request.

Mr, PHELAN. Mr. President, it seems that during my ab-
sence on official business, in common with several of my col-
leagues, the unexpected happened. I have no one to blame but
myself, however, but I plead that I have been diligently waiting
for this event. However, I desire to have it recorded, as long
as the tally sheet can not be changed, that if present I would
have voted “nay” upon the Johnson amendment. I desire
also fo state that I am thoroughly in sympathy with the pur-
pose which the Johnson amendment sought to attain, but that
I did not believe it would nccomplish the very worthy purpose
which was in the mind of my colleague. I think that a reser-
vation, without disrupting the league, can very properly be de-
vised by which substantially the same purpose can be attained,
and therefore I will support such a reservation.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have had, for many years, a
general pair with the Senator from Georgin [Mr. SmiTH], but
1 thought it was understood between us that on questions re-
lating to the treaty the pair was off, and therefore I voted. If
there should be the slightest sort of misunderstanding about it,
or if the Senator thought the pair was still holding, I can only
say that, if I had the power, I should withdraw my vote.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I offer the
amendment which I send to the desk.

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me one momenr,
there is one more committee amendment to be disposed of.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is one more committee
amendment.

Myr. JOHNSON of California. May I be permitted to offer this
amendment and have it read?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I only wanted to conclude the con-
siderntion of the committee amendments in order.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then, subsequently, with the
dispos<ition of the other committee amendments——

Mr. LODGE. Then it will be in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California
desire his amendment to go in at the same place where this
amendment was just rejected?

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, sir.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not so stute on the amend-
ment, The Secretary will state the amendment for the in-
formaiion of the Senate.

The SECRETARY. On page 19, after line 17, it is proposed to
insert the following :

When any member of the league has or possesses self-governin;
dominlons or celonies or parts of empire, which are also members o
the league, the United States shall have representatives in the council
or assemhbly or any organization of labor or labor conference under the
league nunerically equal to the aggregate number of representatives
of such member of the league and its self-governing dominions and
colonles and parts of empire in the council or assembly of the league
or organization of labor or labor conference under the league, and
such represeniatives of the United States shall have the same powers
and rights as the representatives of said member and its self-governing
dominions or colonies or parts of empire, and upon all matters whatso-
ever the United States shall have votes in the council and assembly
and apy orgunization of labor or labor conference under the league
numerically equal to the aggregate vote cast or registered by any such
member of the league and its self-governing dominions and colonies and
parts of empire. The intent and purpose of this amendment is to give
to the United States representation upon councll or assembly and in
any lubor organization or labor conference under the league, a voting
power in every respect and upon all questions equal to the aggregate
reprcsentstion and voting power of any member of the league and
such member's self-governing dominions and colonies and parts of
empire, and this amendmeit shall be literally applied and construed ‘o
effectuate fully said intent,

Whenever the case referred to the assembly involves a dispute be-
tween one member of the league and another member whose self-
governing dominions or colonies or parts of empire are also repre-
sented in the assembly, necither the disputant members nor any of
their said dominions, colomies, or parts of empire shall have a vote
npon any phase of the question,

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I now ask that the Senate pro-
ceed to consider amendment No. 2, the last of the committee
amendments, after which this amendment will, of course, be at
once in order.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ball Gronna MeCumber Sherman
Bankhead Hale McKellar Shields
Borah Harding MecLean Simmons
Brandeges Harrls McNary Smith, Ariz,
Capper Harrison Moses Smith, Md.
Chamberlain Henderson Myers Smoot
Colt Hitcheock Nelson Spencer
Culberson Johnson, Calif. New Sterlin
Cummins Jones, N. Mex, Newberry Sutherland
Curtis Jones, Wash, Norris Swanson
Dial Kellogg Nugent Thomas
Dillingham Kenyon Overman Townsend
Ed Keyes Pa Trammell
Fall King Penrose Underwood
Fletcher Kirby Phipps Wadsworth
ance Knox Poindexter Walsh, Mass.
Frelinghuysen La Follette Pomerene Walsh, Mont.
Gay Lenroot Ransdell Warren
Gerry ge Robinson Watson
Gore McCormick Sheppard Willlams
Mr. GERRY. I wish to announce that the Senator from Dela-

ware [Mr. Worcorr] is detained from the Senate by illness in
his family.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. AsgURrsT] is necessarily detained from the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators have answered to
the roll call. There is a quorum present. The question is on
the second committee amendment.

The next amendment of the Commitiee on Foreign Relations
was, in article &, on page 31, after line 8, to insert:

{2) Whenever the case referred fo the assembly involves a dispute
between one member of the league and another member whose self-
fovemmg dominions or colonies or parts of empire are also represented
n the assembly, neither the disputant members nor any of their said
dominions, colonles, or parts of empire shall have a vote upon any
phase of the question.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I am going to take no time on
this amendment. This is the amendment which provides that
where Great Britain or one of her colonies or parts of empire
is a disputant the other self-governing dominions, parts of em-
pire, or colonies, or Great Britain herself, shall be excluded,
so that she shall not herself have five votes when she is engaged
in a dispute. On that question I ask the yeas and nays.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it ought to be stated, in
reference to this amendment, that there is no question but what
we are in accord with the principle. It agrees entirely with
proposed reservations, and I do not think there will be a vote
against its equivalent as a reservation. The only gquestion is
whether that declaration should be put in as an amendment or
as a reservation. I shall vote against it as an amendment,
because I am certain that with probably not a dissenting vote
something very similar will go in as a reservation. 3

Mr., SHIELDS. Mr. President, I offer a substitute for the
amendment, and I ask to have it read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows: :

In lien of the words proposed to be inserted b,g[ the committee, on
page 31, after line 8, insert: * Provided further, That when imperial
and federal governments and thelr self-governing dominions, colonies, or
states are members of the league, as originally organized or hereafter
admitted, the empire or federal government and the dominions, colonies,
or states shall, collectively, have only one membership, one delegate,
and one vote in the council and only three delegates and one vote In
the assembly.”

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I wish to say only a few
words upon this amendment.

The amendment offered by the Senator from California [Mr,
Jorxsox], and just voted upon, provided that the United States
should have six votes in the assembly, so as to equalize it with
the six votes which the British Empire and its five self-govern-
ing dominions and colonies are allowed in that body. The
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor] has announced that he
would offer a reservation to take the place of the Johnson
amendment providing that in disputes between the British
Empire or any of its dominions and colonies and the United
States the empire and its dependencies should have but one
vote, thus equalizing the voting power of the British Empire
and the United States where the United States is interested.

The amendment I offer applies to all nations and places them
upon the equality to which they under well-recognized principles
of international law are entitled.

The objection to the Johnson amendment is that it gives the
United States the same undue representation and power allowed
the British Government as against all other nations, and the
Lenroot reservation merely corrects the inequality between the
British Empire and the United States in the decision of dis-
putes between them and does not meet the objection that the
British Empire is given precedence over the United States and
is an affront to the dignity of the national honor, and, further,
that it does not correct the preponderance in influence and
power that the British Empire will have in disputes between
any two other nations of the world over that of the United States,
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and which would, of course; induce all other nations to favor the
British Empire in disputes in order to get a return of support
upon any question that might come up between them and the
United States.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the substitute offered by the:
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] covers a wider question,
as 1 understand it, than the amendment on which we were about
to vote. The amendment upon which we were about to vote
covers the propoesition where there is a dispute directly between
the British Empire and the United States. As I understand the
substitute offered by the Senator from Tennessee, it goes further
and reduces the vote of the British Empire under all ecireum-
stanees and in all instances to the same vote as the United
States; that is, it reduces it to one. I should like very much to
vote for both of them. I do not desire to suggest to the Senator
what he shall do with his proposition, but I should be glad if he
would offer it not as a substitute but as an amendment to the
pending amendment or else withhold it until we dispose of the
pending amendment and give us an opportunity to vote on it
separately.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho is
slightly in error in his construction of the application of this
amendment, It is an amendment offered by me in committee
and appearing with the other committee amendments and is
designed to equalize the voting strength among disputants in
all cases, whether the dispute should be between the British
Empire and the United States or between the British Empire
and any other disputant. In any such case the British Empire
would be deprived of the right to enjoy the veotes of its five
colonies, dependencies, or parts of empire, in' the same way that
a single member of the league would be deprived of its single
vote.

I have no especial hope, in view of the vote just taken, that
the amendment will be agreed to. The tender susceptibilities of
Great Britain, of course, must be preserved upon the floor of
the Senate, but I wish to point out before the vote is taken that
even those Senators who are willing that Great Britain should
have six votes in the assembly to the one vote of the United
States might find in my amendment an opportunity to equalize
the chances between the United States and the British Empire
in case of dispute between us.

Mr. JONES of Washington. T wish to ask the Senator, if the
substitute of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] should
be adopted, would not that make absolutely unnecessary the
amendment offered by the Senator frem New Hampshire?

Mr. MOSES. 1 think the substitute offered by the Senator
from Tennessee goes further than my amendmsent. I think that
it eovers substantially the matter contained in my amendment,
together with the matter covered by the amendment just disposed
of, and I think a much more satisfactory method of dealing with
the substitute offered by the Senator from Tennessee would be
to make it an amendment to the amendment. Then we would
be certain that all phases of the subject had been covered. How-
ever, every phase of the subject has been covered in the admi-
rably drawn amendment which the Senator from California [Mr.
Joaxson] bas presented and which will presently come before
us for discussion. So, I suppose all the questions, my amend-
ment, that of the Senator from Tennessee, and that of the Sena-
tor from California can be discussed simultaneously.

Mr. JONES of Washington. May I make this suggestion to
the Senator? As I understand the substitute of the Senator
from Tennessee, it reduces the vote of the British Empire te one;
in. other words, it puts it upen an equality with every other
member of the league.

Mr, MOSES. Certainly.

Mr. JONES of Washington. If it were adopied, then this
other situation could not possibly arise.

Mr, MOSES. Certainly; and I think that eovers the matter:

Mr. JONES of Washington. So, if we adopt the substitute of
the Senator from Tennessee, it covers the whole proposition.

Mr. MOSES. It could be readily disposed of, T assume, if the
Senator in charge of the treaty were to accept the proposal of
the Senator from Tennessce as a substitute for the amendment
offered by the committee. Unhappily, I am not in that position
and can not make the acecptance; but I would mueh prefer to
have a vote on it.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I think the substitute which I
offer covers the whole situation, and if it is adopted there will
be no eases to which the amendment proposed by the Senator
from New Hampshire can apply, and therefore its provisions
will be wholly unnecessary. That amendment dees not meet the
whole ease Tike the one which I have submitted, which goes to
the very root of the proposed inequality of representation of the
geveral nations in the couneil and assembly of the league,

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not feel warranted in ac-
cepting the amendment without some action by the committee,
which I have not had, and without an opportunity to consult
them. T have not had that opportunity. Personally, I should
prefer the method proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Boramx] of voting on them separately, but I am perfectly willing
to vote upon them in any form.

Mr. MOSES. It is perfectly evident, in view of the vote
already taken, that we shall vote on them separately. Undoubt-
edly we shall vote upon the proposal of the Senator from Ten-
nessee¢ as a substitute for the amendment presented by the

-committee; and we shall then have an opportunity to vote upon

the eommittee amendment.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I shall vote against the
substitute offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS]
and T shall, of course, vote against the committee amendment
now before the Senate. The substitute offered by the Senator
from Tennessee practically disqualifies, and bars from useful
membership in the league, the great Dominion of Canada to
the north of us. It also bars Australia, another great self-
governing dominion, made a member of the league and a mem-
ber of the assembly, as many other lesser countries are. It
bars the Union of South Africa. It bars every self-governing
dominion of the British Empire. It is a radical, drastic, and
destructive amendment of the league of nations, and if it should
be adopted, either as a snbstitute for the amendment offered by
the Senator from New Hampshire, or as an independent amend-
ment, it would practically destroy the treaty.

Mr. President, I am unable to understand why it is that Sen-
ators view the membership of these great self-governing domin-
ions of the British Empire with so much misgiving and so much
opposition. Senators have stood here upon the floor and de-
clared that Great Britain had six votes. They have stood
here and declared that the British Empire had six votes, It is
not possible that intelligent people should believe either state-
ment. Great Britain is not a member of the league. The
British Empire is specifically given one vote for the council and
one vote for the assembly. To say that the British Empire has
six votes is to say that the fight which Canada, Australia, New
Zealand, and the Union of South Afriea have made for inde-
pendent recognition and independent representation in the as-
sembly is a farece. Each has secured a vote for itself because
it is not willing to be represented by the Empire.

We all know that these great self-governing dominions of the
British Empire have been slowly but steadily progressing to-
ward independence. Everyone knows that these great self-
governing dominions have sometimes chafed at the idea of not
being independently represented in international affairs. 1 ecan
not doubt that people also know that when votes were given to
these self-governing dominions, it was not at the request of
London, it was not at the desire of the Imperial British Govern-
ment, but it was at the insistencé of Canada, New Zenland, South
Africa, and Australia. It was a part of their settled purpose
to inerease still more their independent pesition in the world.
It is a part of the policy which they have pursued for many years
toward having complete independence. It was due to the fact
that they were not willing to be represented by the Imperial
Government that they refused to have the Imperial Government

‘speak for them and bind them in the assembly. Now, why

should the United States view such an attitude on their part
with: apprehension?

Mr. President, here is Canada to the north of us, a great
demoeracy, & sister nation. Canada does more business with

lus than with any nation in the world, many times over.
Canade’s population, virtually already Ameriean, comes into-the

United States, and constitutes a large percentage of the popu-
lation of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and Massachusetts,
Are we jealous of Canada, a great Anglo-Saxon nation, having
the same traditions and aspirations that we have and having
progressed so far toward independent governmment? Can not
we trust them to be members of the assembly and vote for the
representation of their interests and their rights?

Mr. President, we all know that there are radical differences
between the Imperial British Government and the Government

‘of Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and South Afriea. We all

know that Canada will not admit to her borders ile Immigra-

| tion: of British citizens natives of India. We know that South
immigrants from

Africa has enacted rigid legislation against ]
India, although citizens of the British Empire; has refused to
permit those British citizens to come into the Union of South

' Africa to carry on business exeept on license from the Govern-
'ment of South Africa. Even within the last few years the

Union of South Africa has enforeed still mare rigidly legisla-
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tion and regulation against the people of Indin, British citizens,
coming into the South African Union.

Mr. MOSES. Mpr. President——

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We know that Canada will not permif,
as I say, immigration either from India or from Japan or from
China, and that in that respect Canada sympathizes much
more closely with the United States than with the imperial
Government of Great Britain,

Mr, President, I say that I can not see why there should be
any honest sentiment in America against having Canada cast
a vote in the assembly of the league of nations. I am not say-
ing that it wonld not be proper te exclude Canada and the
other dominions of the British Empire from a vote in case an
interest exists. I am not saying that it might not be proper,
and I believe in fact it is the cerrect interpretation of the
league of mations that neither Canada nor the dominions nor
any part of the British Empire should vote in any ecase in
which the empire is interested as a whole, but I do say, Mr.
President, that it is entirely out of harmeny with American
institutions that we in the United States should be jealous of,
Canada or Australia, or even of the Union of South Africa or
of New Zealand.

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. They are a part of the great Anglo-
Saxon race like ourselves, and if France does not object and
Italy does not object and Japan does not object, and the neutral
nations of Europe that ave to become members of the league
do not object, why in heaven's name should we, closely related
fo them in brotherhood, sympathy, and tradition, as well as in
interest and aspiration, object to these great self-governing
dominions being represented in the league of nations?

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from
Nebraska [Mpr. Hrrcacocr] closed his splendid panegyric upon
the people of Canada, whom I think I know better than he
doeg, inasmuch as no less than 28 per cent of the population
of my State are of Canadian origin and among the best citi-
zens of New England—I regret that he closed his panegyric
upon that portion of the population of the British Empire which
rightfully, I will say, have representation in the league of
nations, without pausing to pass an equal encomium upon the
subject people of the Indian empire, who are not citizens, as
he has stated, but a subject race, and who egually have a
vote in the assembly of the league of nations with Canada, a
situation to which I object.

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, I, too, am surprised at the
Senator from Nebraska. The floor of the Senate is the only place
in the civilized world where such an interpretation as that eon-
tended for by the Senator from Nebraska prevails. It does not
prevail in Canada; it does not prevail in New Zealand ; neither
does it prevail in Australia and South Africa. What they may
think of it in India I do not know ; but India is a member of the
league, although, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Moses] has stated, it is a subject race. There is no more self-gov-
ernment in most of the districts of India than there is in Japan.
The greater pari of the inhabitants of the British East Indies
are a subject race, even those of ancient lineage, the Brahmins,
and the priests of the primeval temples. They were a powerful
race of people and were civilized before Christ eame on earth,
even long before the Anglo-Saxon was known in human history.
Their fathers and their gods are not as ours, but they are more
ancient than any other nation in the world save the Chinese,
When the seers and prophets of ancient Irsael made known the
law to their people India was civilized and was known in written
history; vet, Mr, President, it is a subject race. There is not
an eduoeated Hindu of the Drahmin class who ever traveled,
dectured, or conversed with an American citizen in the United
States who id not regard himself as a subjeect, and one with-
out a volce in the regulation of his own loeal affairg, and a
subject of the Kingdom of Great Britain.

When it comes to Canada, Mr, President, it is peculiarly un-
fortunate that Sir RRobert Borden in a recent article takes issue
with the Senators who claim that there is no numerieal excess
in the vote of the British Empire over that of the United States,
Sir Robert Borden, in an article of October 7, 1919—not yet
three weeks ago—tnkes violent issue with the Senator from
Nebraska. It would not be contended that Sir Robert Borden
does not represent Canada: it would not be insisted by the
most zealous advocate of the leagne in its present form that
he does not understand the status of the Dominion of Canada
or its relation to the United Kingdom of Great Britain. T do
not hope to convert any Senator on the minority side of the
Chamber, least of all the Senator from Nebraska ; but in order
that it may remain as a part of 'the permanent record of this
discussion, let me read some of the opinions expressed by Sir
Robert Borden,

First, in the second paragraph of an article published in the
New York Sun of the date I have given, he delivers this opinion
on the status of the Dominion of Clanada:

Early in D b mi v tions
took pls;.ce in London getmuween -rép:&gﬁm o‘!a?h:he ﬁﬁugu&?t&?ﬁ
France, and of Italy, and the Etopuml which I had already put forward
was nmﬂgted in uciple. The preliminary ce conference began at
Paris on January 12, 1819, and the question of procedure, including that
of representation, was immediately taken up by the representatives of
the principal allled and assoclated powers, afterwards commonly known
as the Council of Ten.

At first strong objection was made to the proposed representation of
5chein Somsint, Sibwcomtl b Tie § al S 1 S
recession from the proposal adopted in Longan. In the end that mm
was accepted.

I should like to have the Senator from Nebraska—although
he is absent now from his seat—answer Sir Robert Borden, the
premier of the Dominion of Canada. This matter is not new.
In several debates that have occurred, especially those partieci-
pated in by the Senator from California [Mr. Jouaxsox], and in
matter incerporated in the Coxgrrssioxar Recorp some days
ago, by my colleague [Mr. McCorymick], the posifion referred
to has been fully outlined. It has not been adverted to by the
Senator from Nebraska or by any of these who insist that the
laws of mathematies from time immemorial have been repealed.
It has not been discussed by the senior Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. McCuamer]. Their arguments are equal to some
other mathematical efforts in politics. We were once regaled
with a long discussion of 16 to 1, and we now have it in the
form of 6 to 1. Since the Arabic system of notation was in-
vented every time anybody undertakes to prove that the integer
or unit, which is simply a multiplication wlen larger numbers
are involved, is equal to any larger number of units combined,
profound philosophical discussion is required. The casuists
of the Middle Ages have been rivaled in this Chamber by those
who have sought to draw fine distinctions between the British
Empire, the United Kingdom of Great Britain, and her colonial
possessions ; but, after all, their contentions, when reduced to the
final analysis, regardless of the interpretation of authorities in
Canada, New Zealand, Australia, and South Africa, are all
summed vp in the assertion that 6 must be equal only to 1 in
the government ordained by the league of nations. But no
answer has been made to the statement of Bir Robert Borden.

It is argued, Mr. President, that the amendment offered by
the Senator from California [Mr. Jouxsox] and defeated a
few moments ago in its original form would not accomplish
the desired purpose. The motive, however, is there. I shall
not argue that question, because that amendment has been dis-
posed of. It is possible that the idea embodied in the reserva-
tion offered Ly the Senator from Wiscongin [Mr. LExzoor] will
reach the desired end or that the substitute offered by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Smierps] for the amendment of
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] will reach it.
What I wish particularly to refer to is that neither the Sena-
tor from Nebraska, the Senator from North Dakota, nor any
other Senator has answered the stateinents made by those in
authority in the Dominion of Canada or any of the other
coloninl possessions of Great Britain. Neither have eminent
English and French authorities been answered.

It is assumed, I presume, that the Senators who adopt this
view know more about the relations of the colenial possessions
-of Great Britain o the parent country than the parent country
and those possessions themselves know. I will proceed with my
reading from that article, or such portions of it as are materlal
to fhis question. The council of 10 includes the British Empire,
her five colonies that are signatory nations to the league, and
four other nmations, They constituted the council of 10 in the
peace conference, and when the council of 10 is referred to in
this article it should be so interpreted :

The adoption of the panel system gave the dominions a peeuliarly
effective position. At plenary sessions t were sometimes three
Canadian plenipoten delegntes, two as representatives of Canada
and one as representative of the Empire. Moreover, throughout the
pro of the conference the Dominion delegates, as members .of
the British Empiré delegation, were thoroughly in touch with all the
Pmceeﬂi.ugs of the conference and had aceess to ull the papers reeord-

ng its proceedings.

Mr. President, I should like to remind the Senate that while
the nuthorities of Canada have access to the papers recording
the proceedings before the peace conference the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee of the Senate and no Member of the Senate
have access to them. The contemporary documents and opin-
ions of delegates to the peace conference that are material to
the interpretation of the league covenant are not .open to the
Senate nor to the Foreign Relations Committee, In the listory
of our own -country, and especially its constitutional history,
all that was said at the Philadelphia Convention, the addresses
made by those who favored the Federal plan as well as by
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those who favored the league plan in the adoption of our pres-
ent form of government, were preserved—the Madison Papers,
all of the addresses of Hamilton, the debates before the several
conventions or State legislatures of the thirteen original States
are all preserved. Elliott’'s Debates contain at length the rec-
ord of the proceedings, not only of the IFederal convention
but of the conventions or legislatures of the several States
called on to ratify or reject the Constitution. The Supreme
Court opinions are full of citations from these records of the
early time in connection with the interpretation of paragraphs,
of phrases, of articles, and of the preamble and purpose of the
Constitution. The record of the remarks of the delegates to
the convention have for more than 130 years been a part of the
imperishable heritage of this country in the construction of
constitutional provisions. Why is it that in this crisis of our
country we are denied access to the archives giving the infor-
mation as to the different sections of the league covenant and
furnishing the reasons why they were adopted? These records,
which in this crisis of our country would be invaluable in the
interpretation of these articles, are not forthcoming. When
the Committee on Foreign Relations sought some of the papers,
such as the different drafts of the league of nations that were
offered by the representatives of various countries, they could
not be had. When they asked for the records of the discussions
had, for the use of the Foreign Relations Committee—not neces-
sarily for publication, if it should be deemed incompatible with
the public interest—those records were not produced. The reply
was made that unless by consent of the other 23 nations repre-
sented at the peace conference those records could not be given
to the Foreign Relations Committee, or made accessible to the
Senate, even if in executive session. So we are without them;
but I apprehend from the reading of this paragraph in Sir
Robert Borden’s article, referred to, that all those records are
known to him and to the representatives of the British Empire
or her several colonial possessions.

At plenary sessions there were sometimes three Canadian plenipoten-
tiary delegates, two as representatives of Canada and one as representa-
tive of the empire. :

That refers particularly to the representation of Canada and
the other colonial possessions.

Moreover, throughout the proceedings of the conference the Dominion
delegates, as members of the British Empire delegation, were thoroughly
in touch with all the proceedings of the conference and had access to
all the papers recording its proceedings.

Why this mystery and silence? Why is it that that informa-
tion is denied to the Senate or to the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee? Why have we not had access to all the records and
the debates that would enlighten us upon the meaning of these
several articles? Great Britain, both her representatives of
the United Kingdom and the representatives of her five colonial
possessions—I will make this statement, and I think I am
justified in making it in view of some other evidence I have,
which I do not care to guote at present—all of them have been
thoroughly conversant with every step of the discussion, and
every means afforded to enlighten themselves on why these
articles were framed as they are or what led to the adoption
of the league as a whole. We are denied the customary docu-
ments that go along with great constitutional creations. We
are denied here all that might enlighten us and put us on an
equality of knowledge with the Dominion of Canada or with
Australia.

There is a purpose in this. There is hidden away in these
records such indubitable evidence that Great Britain, when this
league is in working order, will have five votes in her colonial
possessions and one of her own; that it could not be even
debated on the opposite side of this Chamber; it could not
even be contended by the most subtle casuist, in all the forensic
discussion that might be invented, that there was any question
about what Great Britain understood in the practical operation
of the league. I believe that is why those records are denied us.

Continuing ;

This enabled them to wateh and check those proceedings cfiectively
in the interest of their respective dominions.

He is speaking now of the whole five of the colonial posses-
sions; and he says it enabled them effectively, in the interest
of their respective dominions, to watch and check any proceed-
ings to change the program. I will further show in a minute
that that program was to give each of these colonial possessions
the status of an integral nation and to stand in the league with
one vote representing their sovereignty.

Dominion ministers were nominated to and acted for the British Em-

ire on the principal allied commissions appointed by the conference
from time to time to consider and report upon special aspects of the
conditions of peace.

n several occasions I was charged with the duty of attending as
one of the British Empire representatives on the councH of five. Mr,

Lloyd-George called upon me to put forward before the council of four
the British Empire case in respect of the clauses on economie guestions,
on the international control of ports, waterways, and railways, and on
submarine eables. During the last month of my stay in Paris I acted
regularly as chairman of the British Empire del%gnth:ms in the absence
of the prime minister of the United Kingdom, whose duties as a mem-
ber of the council of four constantly prevented his attendance.

It is desirable to note an important development in constitutional
practice respectinﬁ the signature of the various treaties concluded at
the conference, itherto it has been the practice to insert an article
or reservation rmviding for the adhesion of the dominions. In view
of the new position that had been secured, and of the part played by
dominion representatives at the peace table, we thought thtl; method
magg]raPriate and undesirable in connection with the peace treaty. Ac-
cordingly, 1 proposed that the assent of the King as high contracting
part{ to the wvarious treaties should, in respect of the dominions, be
signified by the signature of the dominlon plenipotentiaries, and that
the preamble and other formal parts of the treaty should be drafted
accordingly.

Here is an express understanding that the five colonial na-
tions, a part of the British Empire, shall be represented among
the signatory nations by the delegates of these several colonies,
and that their signatures shall represent the signature of their
King. George V, therefore, as a colonial proxy signs the vari-
ous documents connected with the peace treaty, with the league
of nations, and any other treaties with the country, like that
for the preservation of IF'rance in case of another attack, like
the treaty with Poland, or the treaty with Italy. The signature
of the delegate from Canada represents George V. Lloyd-
George and the British Parliament evidently made no objection
to that procedure. Having been carried out in that way, the
British Crown's signature to a public document represents the
Dominion of Canada, and the other four as well by their con-
sent. That is a sovereign act. d

No objection being made, no eriticism by any authority in the
United Kingdom of Great Britain to that method adopted by her
several colonies to represent themselves, I am justified in the
conclusion I draw that that was the method adopted by these
different nations for each to receive the status of an independent
sovereign power.

Now, let me read from the league:

These powers—

After enumerating them—
being described in the present treaty as the prineipal allied and asso-
ciated powers.

They are the United States of America, the British Empire,
France, Italy, and Japan.

Then, again, the remainder of the 32 signatory nations are
recited below in the same paragraph or article, and it is de-
fined further that these latter powers constitute, * with the
principal powers mentioned above, the allied and associated
powers."”

Mr. President, at the end of Part I, which is the league of
nations, we find in the annex these descriptive words:

ORIGINAL MEMBERS OF THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS SIGNATORIES OF THE
TREATY OF PEACE.

United States of Amerlea.
Belgium.

Bolivia.

Brazil

British Empire.

Then follow, after the signature “ British Empire,” on page 43
of the treaty:

Canada,

Australia.

Bouth Afriea,

New Zealand.

India.

Does any other country so sign? Down below a short way I
come to the signature of France, one of the principal allied and
associated powers, There does not follow after the signature of
France Algiers, any part of the Franco-African settlement, any
of the territorial possessions of the French Republie anywhere
in the world. Why, after the signature of Great Britain, do
her five colonies follow? It seems to me that there is a purpose
in attaching their names in the annex to the treaty. It must
be for the purpose of fitting in with the interpretation of Sir
Robert Borden that Canada has the status of a foreign nation,
that the signature of its delegate, or when attached in the name
of the British King, is to be considered as the signature of
Canada, and no objection is made anywhere, ecither by the
United Kingdom or by any of its authorities,

I can not see, Mr. President, why the signatures of these five
nations are had in the league. Neither can I understand why
they are included as 5 of the 32 signatory nations. To me, and
to any other Senator who is disposed to exercise his thinking
apparatus, there is no answer for it. If the thinking is done
upon the White House hill, if we are mere Executive echoes, I
can understand how six is equal to one, and why these signa-
tures to the league of nations—five of them—are of no avail
They are alleged to be mere formalities.

Seaiens
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1t seems. to me, however, that on the face of the league of
nations there is evidence of bad faith, evidence of furtive inter-
pretation: There is abundant reason to believe that the articles
of the league, when interpreted, will bear the provision for six-
to-one voting strength upon all questions affecting the British
Empire,

Wiy not leave that out? Why does the Dominion of Canada
insist upon being considered one of the 32 signatory nations if
there will be no vote upon any vital question after the league
shall become operative?

1 continue now, reading from the Borden article:, X

This proposal was adopted in the form of a memorandum by all the
Domlinsic?n r?rime ministers at a meeting which I summoned and was put
forward by me on their behalf to the British Empire delegation, by whom
it waos accepted.

That is referring to the status of Canada as an independent
nation in the league,

The proposal was subsequently adopted by the conference and the
various tmtles- have been drawn up accordingly, so that the dominions
appear therein as signatories and their concurrence in the treaties is
ihus given in the same manner as that of other nations.

1f their concurrence is given “in the same manner as that of
other nations,” to use the language of Mr. Borden, then thelr
power in the league, and their voting strength, regardless of
the specious interpretations put upon it in this Chamber, con-
tinue in the league, and will upon proper occasions be exercised.

This important constitutional develofpment involved the issuance by
the King, as high contracting , of full tgoxwers to the various Do-
minion plenipotentiary delegates: In order that such powers issned to
the Canadian plenipetentiaries might be based upen formal action of
the Canadian Government, an order in couneil was passed on April 10,
1019, granting the necessary aothority. Accordiggly I addressed a com-
munication to the prime minister of the Unit Kingdom uesting
that necessary and appropriate steps should be taken to estalb ish the
connection between this order in: council and the issuance of the full

wers by His Majesty, so that it might formally appear of record that
]t’g‘l’}‘ were issued on t;’; responsibility of the Government of Canada.

CANADA AXD THE TVEAGUE.

Thae new and definite status of the dominions at the peace conference
§s further manifested in the constitution of the league of nations.
Sinece they had enjoyed the same status at the ce conference as that
of minor powers, we took the und that the dominions should be
glmilarly accepted in the future international relationship contemplated
by the league.

I would very mueh like to: have Senators, especially the Sen-
ator frem Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock] and the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. McCuoamser], explain this portion of Sir
Robort Borden's article. It is only carrying out what was said
in debate in the Canadian Parliament, read: into the Recorpr
by the Senator from California [Mr. JoanNsoN], and referrad
to in discussion here by other Senators. It is only in substance
saying that the status of those colonies is that of any other
nation in the league. Are other nations denied powers of
voting? Are they disfranchised because they are members or
connected with some colony? These colonies are claiming the
independent, sovereign powers of other nations. I wish to
find out, Mr, President, whether in the ballot box in this league
six ballots for a candidate will be equal to one for some other
candidate. Not in Ameriean politics or in: the science of Ameri-
can Government will that be so. They do not vote that way
in the stockyvards. They do not vote that way in Delaware or
Rhode Island. They will not vote that way in the Mississippi
Valley from that river's source in Minnesota to the Delta in
the Gulf.

Senators will not be so facetious in any State where there is
a reasonably close political fight. In those where there is
nothing after the nomination no fears need be entertained.
But in every State in the Union outslde of those where free
self-government does not exist and where government is not by
oligarchy, Mr. President, it will not be so much a matter of
idle comment or of political comedy as it appears now.

The new and definite status of the Dominion at the peace
conference, it is said, is manifested by the league of nations—
manifested by the signatures on page 43. Treaties are not
signed by subject powers. Treaties are signed by sovereigns.
There is no such thing as a treaty among subject powers.
Treaty making is o sovereign act. Of itself it imports sover-
eignty. It reguires no interpretation when a treaty is signed
to say that the signatures represent sovereignties and not sub-
jects. Therefore when it is said, in referring to the league of
nations here, that it is significant, I turn to the 5 signatures
of these 32 signatory nations and find aiready there Great
Britain’s colonial possessions. All the interpretation, all the
specious reasoning, all the "casunistry, I repeat, if you went
back to the days when it was an exact science, can not interpret
the signatures of these powers, except as independent, sovereign
powers, entitled to all the rights to vote upen vital guestions
that every other nation has.

Under the rules and regulations they will have that power
except when they are parties to the dispute, and thereby ex-
clucilie;i. by the express terms of the league itself. The statement
continues: :

The league of nations’ commission—

As near as I can understand, I think that was the subcom-
mittee, if we might so phrase it, having in charge the preparation
in due form of the league to present to the full conference—

The 1 of nations’ commission, while incllned to accept this in
principle, did not at the outset accept all its implications, as was ap-
parent in the first draft of the covenant. This document, however, was
groteasedly tentative. The dominions’ case , and in the

form as amended and incorporated In th vg:“p rﬁm ce with Ger-
i n the w
many the status of the dominions— & P

That is, speaking of all of them—

the status of the dominions as to membership and representation in
the assembl{ and council was fully recognized.

They are to become members as signatories of the treaty, and the terms
of the document make no distinction between them and other signatory
members.

The prime minister of Canada so interprets it. It remains
for Senators in this Chamber to interpret it otherwise. It does
not require any vivid imagination to foresee that when Great
Britain and Canada interpret this question or this power they
will interpret it as Canada’s prime minister suggests. What
will' we do? We will come in with a reservation, certainly, and
say that a reservation gave as our interpretation only one vote
to tha? British Empire. Of what avail will that be after we
are in

Although neither of the Senators from Virginia is here, one
being unfortunately ill, I want to talk a moment about the State
of Virginia, not in any sense of criticism but to refer histori-
cally to the ratification of the Federal Constitution by the State
of Virginia nearly 132 years ago.

The Old Dominion, as the State was called then, aitached a
reserviation to their ratification of the Federal Constitution. It
was at that time the first State in the Union in population. In
commercial importance it excelled even New York. It was
greater in its statesmanship at that time than any of the other
States of the Union. Of the whole thirteen it was the:leader.

When the Constitution was presented to be ratified they at-
tached a reservation. Jefferson Davis referred to that many
times in his public life. The reservation made by Virginia was
referred to many times during “ the war between the States,” as
they called it. In Pollard’s History of the Lost Cause it is
commented on. Alexander H. Stephens quoted it in his debate
on the right of a State to withdraw from the Union. In the
many arguments upon that question it was said that that was an
implied right and required no reservation, but Virginia expressly
reserved it. That was a reserved interpretation put upon the
document itself,

When the ordinances of secession were passed and when
Virginia passed her ordinance, did that save her? Did that keep
her from being regarded as an enemy of the Federal Govern-
ment? Did that reservation save her from having the Army and
Navy of the United States employed against her and taking the
field against the armies of the State that were put in operation
against the powers of the Union? Nobedy paid any attention
to it in the clash of arms. The day of argument had passed, and
when the Civil War was over the right: to withdraw from the
Union, however it might have been a matter of forensic discus-
sion,; ceased in all parliamentary bodies in this country to be a
subject of sober discussion. Whatever might have been the
force of it as a reservation, it has been condemned both by the
Supreme Court and in arguments in every parliamentary body
outside of those concerned in withdrawing from the Union; it
has been put to rest finally by foree of arms and by the onward
march of events.

As far as a reservation in a constitutional document or any-
thing of its character, like the league of nations, is concerned,
when once you are in the reservations adopted are of no conse-
quence, and none of the members are bound to observe them.
It will be our interpretation. The only way it will be of value
to us will be to free us from the imputation of bad faith.
When we go in, like Virginia, we will have oar interpretation
attached to the ratification, making it" a part of our approval
of the league and the treaty. If we are afterwards asked,
through Congress or the Executive; to act otherwise than in
accordance with our reservations we can reply that we became
members on those conditions, It will free us from any imputa-
tion: of bad faith, from any charge of a breach of our obliga-
tions. It will enable us to pursue our course nationally, but if

‘the force of arms is applied it will be no answer to us if the

league of nations of the world send their armies and navies to
our shores,
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- I shall vote for the reservations in order to free us of any
charge of breaking faith in the event our interpretations be-
come material in our foreign relations. Upon our domestic
questions, it can accomplish nothing. Our domestic affairs will
move on without regard to the league of nations. Whatever the
resolution of ratification may amount to in the Senate; what-
ever any -Executive ordér published may be, there is a greater
power than the Senate; there is a superior governmental power
to that of the Executive. It will be the sober second thought
of the American people; it will act along the established chan-
nels of peaceable, orderly government. But they will make them-
selves felt when we resolve ourselves into the good Samaritan
of the world, to give of our wealth and of our blood, and, all
without money and without price, only to be thanked and called
the easiest power to approach in the world and get something
for nothing. When we are asked to continue this course, after
awhile the American people will be heard.

A similar question arose—

Continues Mr. Borden—

in respect of the comstitution of the international labor organization,
Corresponding to the council of the league, {here is a labor governing
body. consisting of delegates nominated by a limited number of govern-
ments, The original form of the labor convention did not adequately
recognize the status of the dominions, and at the plenary session of
April 11, 1919, when a resolution was fmposed that the peace confer-
ence aﬂ:rove of the draft convention, I moved that the resolution be
amended by adding a provision which authorized the drafting committee
to make such amendments as were necessary to have the convention
conform to the league of nations in the character of its membership
and in the method of adherence. As a result the labor convention was
finally amended so that the dominions—

“The dominions,” speaking of all of them—

were placed on the same footing as other members of the international
labor organization, becoming eligible like others to nominate their
government delegates to the governl:g hod_r'.

The recognition and status accorded to the British dominions at the
peace conference were not won without constant effort and firm insist-
ence. In all these efforts the dominlons had the strong and unwavering
support of the British prime minister and his colleagues.

For the first time, in anything we have been able to ascer-
tain in any document submitted to us, we learn that the Brit-
ish prime minister and his colleagues favored unwaveringly
the separate sovereign representation of the dominions, and
until the letter that has been quoted many times was read
on the floor of this Chamber we had nothing to indicate what
the prime minister and his colleagues thought of this power.
But here Canada, speaking through its prime minister, informs
us in matter that is corroborative of the letter of Lloyd-George,
Clemenceau, and others. So we are gradually gathering the cir-
cumstantial evidence that gives to Great Britain six votes on
all vital questions that may arise under the league.

I read again:

The constitutional structure of the British Empire is imperfecily
understood bj other nations, even by a nation so close in kinship, in
lan and in the character of its Institutions as the United States
of erica.

There has been but one lucid statement of the constitution of
the British Empire and the relations of self-governing colonies
of the United Kingdom, and that was made last week by the
Senator from Teénnessee [Mr. Sarerns], where he stated in un-
answerable terms the conditions under which the British Em-
pire holds its various colonies and their relations to the home
Government in London.

It is said here in a patronizing sert of way that we do not
understand the structure of the British Empire. That may
be so. That may be the cause of much eriticism that has been
made by visiting Englishmen. Some of the Englishmen who
are here now, in a superior sort of way, say that America
does not understand the principles of colonial empire; that the
United States does not understand the great prineiples of con-
stitutional government; that England has had 700 years of
experience in constitutional government, while we have only
had 132 years. We appear to be uninformed, callow, local, and
subject to eriticism by English authorities.

I am reminded that there is a gentleman in Washington who
represents a newspaper of London who has in letters said that
Senators were guilty of treason in opposing the orders issued
by the Executive of this country to ratify the treaty and the
league out of hand as sent to them and make no sacrilegious
eriticism ; that it is a species of legislative blasphemy to ques-
tion anything the Executive demands to be done in this Chamber.

That same newspaper man has been in the country for 20 or
25 years. Of course he keeps his alleglance intact to Great
Britain, or to the United Kingdom rather, because of his per-
sistent crusade in this country for the superiority of everything
English in character, and of the erudeness and unfitness of this
country to govern itself without help from London. During the
administration of a former President he asked the President to

intervene with the King of England that he might have an order
of knighthood conferred upon him for his distinguished services
here. The gentleman is still in Washington. I see him some-
times in the press gallery of the Senate. He has all the privileges
there of any other newspaper correspondent, but he has arro-
gated to himself the privilege of writing down Senators as
guilty of treason in this body for not obeying Executive orders
in this country,

I only refer to this supercilious snob to show to what advanced
lengths our British cousins have now gone in telling us how to
govern ourselves and how to ratify treaties in the Senate. It
is not by the advice of such as he, or any of his kind that come
to this country, that we are an independent power to-day. :

I have said many times that I have great respect for the King-
dom of Great Britain. The United Kingdom is one of the great-
est countries in the world. Any country with 46,000,000 popula-
tion that ean govern around the world, that can make ill-con-
cealed criticisms and covert sarcasm and thrusts at this country,
and then have the sublime assurance, through the house of J. P.
Morgan & Co., to carry an advertisement in to-Gay's paper urging
the taking of a loan of $250,000,000 at 5} per cent—any country
that has the supreme arrogance to do this, certainly, if her nerve
is her asset, exceeds in resources that of any other country in
the world. T say I respect them, but I do not follow their advice.
If such as he or his kind are to give us advice and we follow
it, it would be vastly better that we were a colonial possession
of Great Britain yet. It is only because of the Declaration of
Independence, of George Washington, and of George III, who
was not an English King, who was of German blood, as Oliver
Wendell Holmes said, a snuffy old drone from the German
hive, with the usual obstinacy that goes with his kind, with his
stupid vacillating ministry, and against the protest of Edmund
Burke and the elder Pitt, regarding not at all their statements
of the justice of the claims of these colonies—we can thank
those agencies that we are independent. We might otherwise
have been like Canada and Australia.

Why, even New Zealand and Australia come across to us with
advice, and by the daily papers that are controlled by the inter-
national bankers of New York, Chicago, and Philadelphia we
are regaled nearly every Sunday with long articles about what
a beautiful country Australia is, what a great territorial do-
minion it is, nearly equal in the island alone to the whole area
of the United States, and with about six and one-half or seven
million population. They tell us about their great resources, of
their methods of government, superior to those of any other
country in the world. :

One of my friends of English descent, a neighbor of mine,
was talking to me about it. He is always quoting what New
Zealand and Canada are doing, and that we ought to take
their advice on the league of nations, beeause they are so much
wiser, both of them, than we are. I dispose of Australin in
one sentence, that Australia might be superior, but all of the
first families of Australia were descended from the convicts that
left their country for their country's good. Of course, when
they arrived there was plenty of fresh air and liberty, and they
were free from temptation. It was originally a convict eolony.
I do not mean that all of them are now descended from con-
viets. It has had, since it developed, a very great immigra-
tion from that and other countries, but I still decline to take
advice from Australin. I prefer to follow the traditions of
my own country.

Let me read the rest of this:

The constitutional structure—

They say—
of the British Empire is imperfectly understood by other nations—

I repeat that-—

even by a Nation so closely allled in kinship, in language, and in the
character of its institutions as the United States of America. Nuch
lack of comprehension need excite no surprise, because the association
between the mother country and the great self-governing dominions
has been for years in a condition of development, and that development
is not yet complete,

The British North America act of 1867, referred to by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] on last Friday, set forth
at some length the relations between the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and her colonies. That, following the acts of
1915 and 1916, of the fifth, sixth, and seventh years.of the
reign of George V, further defining the relations between the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and certain of her colonies,
especially Canada, a kind of Canadian settlement act, very
definitely established the sovereignty of these colonies. They
became independent nations, with full right of home rule, and
only in the foreign relations of peace and war, in matters of
diplomacy with foreign countries, are they bound to consult
the mother country.

——
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The future relationship of the nations of the empire must be deter-
mined in accordance wilE the will of the mother country and of each
Dominion in a constitutional conference to be summoned in the not dis-
tant future. Undoubtedly it will be based upon equality of nationhood.
Each nation must preserve unimpaired its absolute auvtonomy, but it
must likewise have its volce as to those external relations which in-
volve the issue of peace or of war. 8o that the Britannie commonwealth
is in itself a commumty or league of nations which may serve as an ex-
emplar to that world-wide league of nations which was founded on the
28th of last June.

On behalf of my country, I stood firmly upon this solid ground : That
in this, the greatest of ‘all wars, in which the world's liberty, the
world’s justice—in short, the world’s future destiny—were at stake,
Canada had led the demoeracies of both the American continents. Her
resolve had given inspiration, her sacrifices had been conspicuous, her
effort was unabated to the end. The same indomitable spirit which
made her capable of that effort and sacrifice made her equally 1n-
capable—

And the closing words are most significant—

of accepting at the peace conference, in the league of nations or else-

where, a status inferior to that accorded to nations less advanced in

their development. less amplg endowed in wealth, resources, and popu-

H}iéllon. no i?lmm complete in their sovereignty and far less conspicuous in
r sacrifice.

I now ask, Mr., President, to insert the whole of this article
by Sir Robert Borden, taken from the New York Sun of October
T, 1919, in the CoxcreEsstoNaL Recorp without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Groxwya in the chair).
Without objection, it is so ordered.

The article referred to is as follows:

[From the New York Sun, Oct, 7, 1019.]
CANADA’S STATUS AS A NaTioN WITHIN THE BRrITiSH EMPIRE TOLD BY

PREMIER—SIR ROBERT BorRDEN ExPLAINS DirnoMaTic POSITION

ACHIEVED BY DOMINION AT THE PBACE CONFERENCE—TELLS oF ITs
RELATION, AS A BELF-GOVERNING BRITAXNIC COUNTRY, TO THE TREATY.

(By the Right Hon. 8ir Robert Laird Borden, G. C. M. G,, P. C,)

The status of the Dominions at the peace conference was the sub-
jeet of long and earnest discussion. Various methods, which it is not
necessary to explain, were suggested. In the end I proposed that there
should be a distinctive representation for each Dominion similar to
that accorded to the smaller allied powers, and, in addition, that the
British Empire repreésentation of five delegates should be selected from
day to day from a panel made up of representatives of the United
Kingdom and the Dominions, This proposal was adopted hy the Im-
perial war cabinet,

Early in December preliminary conversations on the making of peace
took place in London between representatives of the British Empire, of
France, and of Italy, and the proposal which I had already put for-
ward was accepted in principle. he preliminary peace conterence be-
gan at Paris on January 12, 1919, and the question of procedure, in-
cluding that of representation, was immediately taken up by the repre-
sentatives of the principal allied and associated powers, afterwards
-commonly known as the council of ten., At first strong oi:jectlon was
made to the proposed representation of the British Dominions. Sub-
sequently there was a full discussion in the British Empire delegation,
at which a firm protest was made against any recession from the pro-
posal adopted in London. In the end that proposal was accepted.

CANADA’S REPRESEXTATION,

The adoption of the panel system gave to the Dominions a peculiarly
cffectlve position. At plenary sessions there were sometimes three
Canadian plenipotentiary delegates, two as representatives of Canada
and one as representative of the Empire. Moreover, throughout the
proceedings of the conference, the Dominion delegates, as members of
the Britlsh Empire delegation, were thoroughly in touch with all the
rt:lc:iaedii ngs e(:zit lihe conference and had access to all the papers record-
ts proc ngs,
his enabled tﬁ!m to wateh and check those proceedings efféctively
in the interest of their respective Dominions and placed them In a
position of decided advantage., Dominion ministers were nominated to
and acted for the British Empire on the prinecipal allied commissions
appointed by the conference from time to time to consider and report
upon special aspects of the conditions of peace,

On several occasions I was charged with the duty of attending as
one of the British Emplre representatives on the council of five. T.
Lloyd-George called npon me to put forward before the ecouncil of four
the British Empire case in respect of the clauses on economic gnes-
tions, on the international control of ports, waterways, and railways,
and on submarine cables. During the last month of my stay in Paris
I acted regularly as chairman of the British Empire delegations in
the absence of the prime minister of the United Kingdom, whose dnties
as a member of the councll of four constantly prevented his attend-
ance,

A STEP FORWARD.

1t is desirable to note an Important development in constitutional
practice respecting the slgnature of the various treaties eoncluded at the
conference. Ilitherto it has been the practice to insert an article or
reservation providing for the adhesion of the dominions. In view
of the new position that had been secured, and of the part played b
dominion representatives at the peace table, we thought this meth
inappropriate and undesirable in connection with the geace treaty.
Accordingly, I proposed that the assent of the King as high contracting
party to the various treaties should in respect of the dominions be
slgnified by the signature of the dominlon plenipotentiaries, and that
the preamble and other formal parts of the treaties should be drafted
accordingly. This proposal was adopted in the form of a memorandum
by all the dominion prime ministers at a meeting which I summoned,
and was put forward by me on their behalf to the British Empire
delegation, by whom it was accepted. The proposal was subsequently
aﬂopted-tq the conference and the various treaties have been drawn
up accordingly, so that the dominions appear therein as signatories
and their concurrence in the treaties is thus given in the same manner
as that of other nations.

This important constitutional development Involved the Issnance
by the King, as high contracting party, of full powers to the various
dominien plenipotentiary delegates. 1In order that such powers issued to

LVYII—47

the Canadian plenipotentiarics miﬁht be based upon formal action
of the Canadian Government, an order in council was passed on April
10, 1919, granting the necessary _authority. Accordingly I addressed
a communication to the prime” minister of the United Kingdom
requesting that necessary and appropriate steps should be taken to
egtablish the connectlion between this order in council and the
issuance of the full powers by His Majesty so that it might formally
appear of record that they were issued on the responsibility of the
Government of Canada.

CANADA AND THE LEAGTUE.

The new and definite statns of the dominions at the peace conference
is further manifested in the constitution of the leagne of nations.
Binee they had enjoyed the same status at the peace conference as
that of minor powers, we took the ground that the dominions should
be similarl]v] accepted in the future international relationship contem-
plated by the league. The 1&&'.‘\.!? of nations' commission, while inclined
to accept this in principle, did not at the outset accept all its implica-
tions, as was apparent in the first draft of the covenant. This docu-
ment, however, was professedly tentative. The dominions’ case was
{)ressed. and in the al form as amended and incorporated in the
reaty of peace with Germany the status of the dominions as to
membei:j:el:{p and representation in the assembly and council was fully
recogn n

They are to become members as signatories of the treaty, and the
terms of the document make no distinetion between them and other
signatory members. An official statement as to the true intent and
meaning of the provislons of the covenant in that regard was secured
by me, and is of record in the archives of the peace conference,

A similar question arose in respect of the constitution of the Intes-
national labor orgamization. Corresponding to the council of the
league, there is a labor-governing y consisting of delef:xtos nomi-
nated by a limited ber of Gover ts, The original form of the
labor convention did not adequately recognize the status of the domin-
fons, and at the plenary session of April 11, 1919, when a resolution
was pro that the Pence conference npgrove of the draft convention
I moved that the resolution be amended by adding a provision which
authorized the drafting committee to make such amendments as were
necessary to have the convention conform to the league of nations in
the character of its membership and in the method of adherence. As a
result the labor convention was finally amended so that the dominions
were placed on the same footing as other members of the International
labor organization, becoming eligible like others to nominate their Goy-
ernment delegates to the governing body.

The recognition and status accorded to the British dominions at the
peace conference were not won. without constant effort and firm Insist-
ence. In all these efforts the dominions had the strong and unwavering
support of the British Prime Minister and his colleagues. The constitu-
tional structure of the British Empire is imperfectly understood by
other nations, even by a nation so closely allied in kinship, in langunage,
and in the character of its institutions as the United States of America.
Such lack of comprehension need excite no surprise, because the asso-
ciation between the mother country and the great self-governing
dominions had been for years in a condition of development, and that
development is not yet complete.

FUTURE RELATIONS.

The future relationship of the nations of the empire must be deter-
mined In accordance with the will of the mother country and of each
dominion in a constitutional conference to be summoned in the not dis-
tant future. Undoubtedly it will be based upon equality of nationhood.
Each nation must Prcser\'c unimpaired its absolute autonomy, but it
must likewise have its voice as to those external relations which involve
the issue of peace or of war. So that the Britannic commonwealth is
in itself a community or league of nations which may serve as an ex-
emplar to that world-wide league of nations which was founded on the
28th of last June.

On behalf of my country I stood firmly upon this gsolid ground: That
in this, the greatest of a'l wars, in which the world’s liberty. the world’s
ustice—in ehort, the world's future destiny—were at stake, Canada

d led the democracies of both the American Continents. Her resolve
had given inspiration, her sacrifices had been conspicuous, her effort
was unabated to the end. The same indomitable spirit which made her
capable of that effort and sacrifice made her equally incapable of
accepting at the peace conference, in the league of nations or elsewhere,
a status inferior to that accorded to nations less advanced in their
development, less amply endowed in wealth, resources, and population,
no n’!f?m complete in their sovereignty, and far less conspicuous in their
gacrifice,

Mr. SHERMAN. I now come, Mr. President, to interpreta-
tions put upon the membership in the league of the five British
colonies. On the 26th day of May, 1919, during an address by
the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], a colloquy took
place between the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. HrtcHcock]. The Senator from Nebraska, in-
terrupting the Senator from Missouri, used the following lan-
gunage, partly in the form of a statement and partly as an inter-
rogatory :

My judgment is that if Great Britain and France do not object to
these small nations, that are practically under the protection of the
United States, being financed Ey the United States, and largely con-
trolled by the United States, coming into the lengue, it is not likely
that we will suffer very much from them.

This is found on page 238 of the CoxcREssioNAL Recomrp of
that date, The Senator from Missouri said:

I am asking the Senator if he is willing to consent to the pro?osi-
tion? Can we not have a categorical answer? Is the Benator willing
to put these 50,000 negroes—

Speaking of Liberia—
up as the equals of the 110,000,000 people of the United States?

Each having an equal vote in the league.

Mr. Hrrcuncock. 1 should like to ask the Senator whether he has
named any country that is not practically under the protection of the
United Btates?
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Not long ago the President of the Republic of Liberia was in
Washington. Was he here in order to discover some method
of reclaiming the ecannibals and the voodoo worshipers in the
back country of Liberia? Was he here for purposes of con-
sultation, to ascertrin if some method could be devised to
bring about greater progress in his country than he or his
agents are making at the present time? He was here for the
purpose of obtaining the balance of a loan made available under
taxes levied and bond issues raised from American taxpayers,
Liberia has not exhausted herself in war. She may occasion-
ally have some trouble with the snake charmers in the back
country ; it is barely possible that some of the barbarian dances
indulged in by the voodoo worshipers require a little discipline
at times; but beyond that matter of domestic administration
and the restraining the conduct of some of his constituents
toward missionaries—beyond a few domestic questions of that
kind, no great overpowering necessity for funds has descended
upon the Liberian Republic. But still we are loaning Liberia
money, and the President of Liberia ecame here to collect the
last installment of the loan. When that had been properly
provided for he took his departure to that distant land of the
free and the home of a great variety.

Irurther on the Senator from Nebraska asked:

Will the Senator explain what they-—

Referring to the smaller nations—
can wote on? I think that would be intereating.

The Senator from Missouri replied:

On anything that America can vote on in the league of nations,

Mr. HircHcoCK, The Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. REED, Ah, does the Senator clalm that the league of nations has
nothiug to do? Let us have it out. Does it have nothing to do, or
does it have something to do?

Mr. HrrcHcoCK. The league has very little to do.

Mr. REED. Then the league is a fake,-is it not?

Mr. HircaEcock. Practically all of its powers, as the Senator well
knows if he has studied the comstitution of the proposzed league, are
in the hands of the executive council, and the only five permanent
members of that executive couneil are the United States, Great Britain,
France, Italy, and Japan,

Later on the Senator from Nebraska said:
e has stated—
Referring to the Senator from Missouri—

that the small nations which he has named will have as great a vote
as the United States, when he knows as a matter of fact that no
nation, not one of the five permanent members of the executive council,
can have as much vote, influence, and wer as the five members
named on the executive councll permanently ; he knows that.

Now, let me read further from another colloguy in the same
speech as a foundation for some subsequent comment at length.
I read from page 243. The senior Senator from Californin
[Mr. PHELAN] said: :

Alr. "President, I did not raise the question for the purpose of dis-
cussing the merits of the people of Siam, but the hereditary monarch
and the ruling c according to their form of government, are

educated and well-informed persons, like the Senator from Missourl.
I think, therefore, that, representing their Government, they can

speak with intelligence and knowledge of the world. But that he is a.

monsarch does not interest me, nor should it interest us in the effort
1o ereate a league of nations. We must accept the nations as they are,
and pmiblinnuder the inspiration of the league there will be a broader
democracy ihe future.

Further, he said:

In so far as they are members of the league they will vote. I do not
know how far it will affect the destinies of the United States; but very
little, 1 imagine. They are civilized.

* - . * L ] -

-
There is no question of equality invelved in the organmization of the
league, so far as control is concerned, becanse the nations, four
or five of them, are established permanently in con #

I have read these guotations from the remarks of Senators
who are now active in supporting the league as presented to us
in its original form without reservation or amendment in order
to comment upon a peculiar feature presented by their state-
ments.

It Lias been said lere repeatedly that under the form of the
league it is not a league of nations; it is a mere alliance of some
of the principal powers of the world. The senior Senator from
New York [Mr. WapsworrTH] in a very able address made some
time ago on the league and treaty reminded us of one vital de-
fect in the league. He showed by reference to its various ar-
ticles that it is a league of men; that, so far as it becomes op-
erative as a government or as a restraining influence upon sov-
ereign powers, it is a government of men and not a government
of principles or of law. It does not lay down any great interna-
tionil code; it declares no great principles to regulate the na-
tions in their relations with each other; it simply undertakes
to create instrumentalities, and then to say what the instru-
mentalities through their human agencies may do. It is vastly
inferior to either of The Hague conventions, especially the lat-

ter one of 1907." That conventien declarved the great interna-
tional prineiples that should govern nations at peace and during
war, It laid down new and humanizing doctrines ; it prohibited
brutal practices even in the stress of war; it regulated the
conduct of nations and their navies on the high seas; it pro-
hibited the inhuman acts that were ushered in by the subma-
rine warfare of the Germans. The pending league covenant
lays down no such great code of principles. It provides a gov-
ernment purely of mren,

I now return to the statements made by the Senators to swhom
I have referred that it is an alliance of nations, a combination
of large powers in which 5 eut of the 32 original signatory
nations are the controlling powers; or, to use the language of
one Senator, * Four or five of them are established permanently
in control.” The permanent control, therefore, according to
the interpretation of the league by some Senators, is limited to
five of the great powers, of which the United States is one.
Such a league, such an allinnee, such a congress composed of
five powers, two of which have taken vast areas of territory
from the defeated enemy, can not be more than any other
alliance or congress of nations; it can not be a league to guar-
antee permanent peace,

Further, when we speak of the six votes of the British Em-
pire as opposed to the one vote of the United States, the Senator
from Nebraska interprets it, and limits that fatal ratio of six
to one by saying that the United States will vote such nations as
Liberia and others over whom we exercise influence.

Liberia is practically in receivership by the United States
now. Haiti and San Domingo are in receivership. We exercise
what is practically not a British protectorate, but a preserving
protectorate, both for the preservation of domestic peace and of
gecurity against external aggression by other countries, over
Cuba under the five points in the Platt amendment adepted in
this Chamber some years ago. In all the Caribbean Basin, in
Central and South Ameriea, it is presumed by the inferences of
this argument that we will exercise a large influence over all
of the Republics, members of the league, in the Western Hemis-
phere.

It is sought to-mitigate the fatal ratio by calling attention to
the great number of member nations of the league that will vote,
and by the intimation that by going out and gathering in those
amenable to our influence we will vote as many or more nations
than Great Britain. Great Britain will vote His Majesty the
Sultan of Hedjaz; she will vote Persia; she will vote Siam;
she will vote Tibet; she probably will vote every other sepa-
rate principality or power in Asia and Afriea, outside of those
influenced by whatever gevernment Germany may finally adopt.
It will then become a question of influence over other member
nations of the league.

I remember in years past the criticisms of many reformers, T
have heard it from both sides of various conventions where both
parties have been represented. They came along and told us
that the bad political boss had to go. He had become persona
non grata in public affairs. You know, the habit was charged to
be, with various political authorities, that they went out in the
counties and districts and States and gathered a great number
of delegates, If the delegate did not come himself, if his
mother-in-law was ill, or he wanted to go to a baseball game
worse than he did to a convention, he just wrote out his proxy
and gave it to the politieal authority who came to him, especially
if there was some inducement offered. We all know about it.
We have all been guilty. We only raised a tremendous hulla-
balloo when the other fellow beat us to it.

But magazine writers and various moralists and university
professors animadverted at great length on the sinfulness of such
practices, and so in time public opinion began to gather strength,
and the political boss was denounced as a vicious influence in
politics because he went out and gathered a whole State, or a
majority, in proxies.

Then there was another practice that was often criticized.
It was that the State committee would get together, and some-
times other committees, and they would pass a resolution, and
they would frame up as many delegates as they needed to tide
over a crisis in their affairs, 5 or 6 in a county, 8 or 10 in another
county, and they would all be gathered in, and after a while the
bad man would have a majority in the convention. That was
creating new proxies when he did not have enough of the erop
already in existence. I never had any particular criticism to
make of that myself, because I have done as much of it as my
enemy has; but public opinion changed, and the reformer came
along, and we all decided that there would be no more of it.

Mr, McCORMICE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
vield to his colleague? :

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

v s, -
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Mr. McCORMICK. Does my collengue mean to jnsinuate that
somebody might get a proxy from the Hedjaz?

Mr, SHERMAN. I fear that my colleague anticipates my
argument. I do mean to insinuate that very thing.

Mr, McCORMICK. I apprehended something of the sort, for
I was a novice when my colleague was a priest in the temple of
politics.

Mr. SHERMAN. I thank the Senator for the allusion. The
Sultan of Hedjaz may be a noviee, but the British authorities
are no novices in gathering proxies. They are old hands in the
proceeding. They began as far back as the time of Warren Hast-
ings, the first governor general of British India, and they have
been at it ever since. Once in a while they send a gatherer of
proxies to the penitentiary, but seldom. For all the plunder of
Warren Hastings, who exercised for the British East India
Co. for many years vast governmental as well as commercial
powers, upon a gregt historic oeccasion, upon a theatrical pres-
entation of the articles of impeachment, upon the six weeks'
speech of Edmund Burke, there resulted at last no punishment
save that of publicity of this great gatherer of proxies.

They have had more useful experience in it than we have,
Mr. President. We ean not for a moment suppose that we can
go out in the world-wide procedure and gather proxies in com-
petition with the British Empire. What I am interested in,
though, is to know that the reformers at last had their way.
The day of direct primaries came. Through many national
conventions and much dispute the change came. Why, I re-
member quite well, in 1908, the time when the distinguished
ex-President, Mr. Taft, was nominated. I think so great a
man as the then President of the United States was not only
vigilant but well informed on how to gather proxies in a na-
tional convention. I remember that Speaker Cannon at that
time offered an amendment to the rules of the national conven-
tion. The amendment would have reduced the representation
of delegates from the Southern States to conform to the actual
votes cast in those States instead of the census returns every
10 years. It provided, further, that when delegates were se-
lected under the primary laws of the States the returns so
made from those primaries, properly certified by the State au-
thorities, should be the credentials entitling the delegates to
sit in the convention. The President then, controlling at that
time the national committee, voted down those amendments,
because the seating of delezates from the Southern States in
the Republican convention and the unseating of certain other
delegates in Northern and Western States, held under pri-
maries or under no primary at all, gave additional delegates in
the convention, and all those delegates were needed to nominate
Taft as the candidate upon the dictation of the then President
of the United States.

In 1912 the same rules were still in force. The same political
forces gathered proxies in the same way that they did in 1908.
That was contrary to the aroused public sentiment of the age.
It eaused a great schism in the Republican Party. I think they
were wrong both times, in 1908 and in 1912. The change has
been made under the rules of the national convention by
amendment made in 1914 or 1915, or prior to the convention of
1916. The rules ought to have been changed in 1908. They
were not. They ought to have been changed in 1912, They were
not, The punishment came in 1912 for a failure to meet
the situation either in 1908 or in 1912. The sentiment had been
aroused, through the various agencies I have enumerated, until
the political boss was no longer tolerated in his harvesting of
proxies to control conventions and consequently control nomi-
nations. He was to be exterminated by direct primaries, But
he rises serene and trinmphant amid the sea of ballots gather-
ing majorities and placing his candidates on the ticket. The
reformers go down, as usual.

See how we progress, how history repeats itself; how we
come along now, and what we are doing in this progressive age,
when we are framing a league of nations that shall prevent
war perpetually, a reign of universal peace!

This is not a league of nations; it is a league of proxies. It
is not a league of sovereign powers; it is a league of interna-
tional bosses. It is not a progressive movement in its practieal
operation. As Senators admit on the floor of this Chamber, it
is not progressive, but it is reactionary in the deepest sense.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to his colleague?

Mr. SHERMAN. T do.

Mr. McCORMICK. There is one phase of it which makes
for efficiency, which I would not have my colleague overlook,
My friend Sir Eric Drummond—au sort of corporation soul, a
wise, prudent, and fair-minded Scotchman—himself, and him-

self alone, constitutes the credentials committee of the league of
nations, for he is the chief of the secreturiat. That is an im-
provement on anything which has been devised at home,

Mr. SHERMAN. That is so. I thank my colleague for the
timely reminder of the progressive character of the document
in actual operation. It is progressive in the sense that every-
thing of this character, when it once begins to operate, always
works out its natural resnlt. It is intended to be that way. It
is intended to be a corporation soul. It is admitted by Senators
who support the league in its original, sacred, unadulterated
form that five great nations will control the league.

Sir Eric Drummond, to whom my colleague opportunely re-
ferred, is a subject of the United Kingdom of Great Britain.
He is now named as the secretary of the secretariat. It is the
permanent body which never adjourns; it is always in existence;
and Sir Iric is always present where he ean funetion upon every
needed occasion, My colleague calls attention to the progres-
sive character of vesting such vast powers in one official. Even
evil, Mr. President, is progressive in character. It is like the
principle of good. There is no evil where the principle is in-
trinsicially viclous that is ever content with its original damage
inflicted upon the public or upon people. The longer an evil
principle once set in operation continues in operation the
more vicious it becomes. It works out with herole fidelity
to the logical conclusion of the principle in practice. It is
seldom in the history of nations that such vicious principles
appear in their extreme forms so early. My colleague and my-
self want to congratulate the Senate that it appears at this
time before we have even taken a vote upon the ratifieation of
this treaty.

Sir Erie Drummond is the most concentrated inhabitant known
to history. I remember one time in “ Roughing It,” Mark Twaln
found a concentrated inhabitant out on the slope of the Rocky
Mountains. He held 10 or 12 offices. He was the one in-
habitant of the villmze who amounted to anything. Besides
being blacksmith, agent of an express company, and everything
else, he was justice of the peace, notary public, sheriff of the
county, and other things which he went on to enumerate. He
was the concentrated inhabitant of that whole Rocky Mountain
country,

There was the genesis of the league of nations. Sir Eric Dium-
mond is the concentrated inhabitant of the world. With the
five principal nations controlling the league of nations, as the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock ] says they will, and the
league of nations controlling the world, and Sir Eric Drummond
functioning for the league of nations, the circle is complete, and
we have reached the age of benevolent despotism in world
government.

So we have gotten to the point where, in the control within the
league of nations itself, it will be a question of gathering proxy
nations. We will go down in the Caribbean Sea. Naturally we
would expect Cuba to vote with us. She is one of the 32 original
signatories to this treaty. Outside of some of the nations of
South America that do not feel kindly toward us, because of our
refusal to pay money upon various claims they have made
against us, we would expect a large number of those Republics
to vote with us. In Central America more than likely we would
vote the greater part, it is assumed. Mexico very likely would
vote with Japan and England. It is not too much to say that we
could not claim Mexico as one of our proxies. Our usefulness
to Mexico is to furnish our citizens to be kidnapped for ransom.
But outside of that country and Colombia, and one or two
others, we possibly have a fair chance of having proxies out of
all the other nations of the New World, except the Dominion
of Canada. Then in Kurope, Asia, and Africa the plot will
grow interesting when the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain starts after proxy nations. She already has her five
colonial dependencies with local self-government. But she will
want more,

Jamaica in the Caribbean Basin is a very promising subject
for future exploitation in the league. Next to Costa Rica it is
the great banana belt of the world. Probably they will get many
of us on the banana proposition, and start a domestic schism in
the United States upon that question.

Jamaica ean soon be elevated into a self-governing dominion.
Take away the bananas that come from Costa Rico from the
world's market, and Jamaica dominates one-third the banana
market and Great Britain controls.

Why can we not take Cyprus and Malia and Gibraltar in the
Mediterranean Basin? It would be a great hostorical comple-
tion of affairs if we were to take Gibraltar as a separate govern-
ment, It c¢ost Great Britain as much as the independence of
these colonies ecost us. When she fortified it, when she drilled
into the everlasting rock of Gibraliar the places for lodging
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food and ammunition and planted herself as solidly as the “ Rock
of Ages” to stay, she spent money, and to-day she holds the
‘British grip as tightly on Gibraltar as any other of her posses-
slons in the world. It has great tactical advantages. His-
‘torically how inspiring it would be to say that the Pillars of
‘Hercules, known in classical history, have become a self-govern-
ing dominion, and were admitted to the league of nations and
hnd a vote—another proxy for the home country.

The Isthmus of Suez is cut across, and the two cities at either
terminus of the canal are the most cosmopelitan places in the
world. An old-time classmate of mine, who is a sailor and goes
through the canal at Suez on his round-trip voyages to and from
'a Scottish port, is always telling of the cosmopolitan character
of Port Said. It cost a world of money, and these two cities,
awith this great improvement that connects the oriental waters
avith the Mediterranean, could well be taken as a self-governing
colony. Great Britain will interpret and will settle that ques-
dion. Her influence will be enough. Of course it takes a vote
‘of the league, a majority or two-thirds of it, I do not reecall
now which ; but the majority or two-thirds, as the case may be,
will be within the grasp of Great Britain on admitting new
members, There is no reason why the colonies in Bast Africa,
taken from the Germans, that become a part of the Cape-to-Cairo
Railroad, may not be admitted. A protectorate over Egypt is
now exercised, and has been from the days of Chinese Gordon.
No reason appears why Egypt ought not be admitted as one of
ihe colonies of Great Britain, that nation exereising a protecto-
rate over her after she becomes a member of the league.

I will not pursue the subject further. It is enough to say
that if this interpretation is right, Mr. President, then it becomes
a struggle in the internal affairs of the league to gather proxy
nations and vote them, when any controversy arises, especially
between this country and Great Britain.

Our own country, Mr. President, ought to concern us some-
what. It has become fashionable to lose sight of our own
country. We have become the good Samaritan of the world.
We are sending food and money and soldiers every place. We
are exhausting our resources, we are attempting to settle the
disputes of every country in the world that appeals to us, and
finally we will be in the condition that our own house will no
longer be in order, and then we will be of no value to anybody
else,

I Liave heard it said here, Mr, President, speaking of unani-
mous consent, that nothing can be done except by unanimous
consent ; that no disarmament can be had except by unanimous
consent; that no action under article 10 can be had except by
unanimous consent; that nothing can be referred to the league
of nations that affects the peace of the world, under article 11,
except by unanimous consent; that under article 16, the ipso
facto declaration of war by the action of any covenant-breaking
State requiring the league, through its council, to recommend
steps to be taken against the covenant-breaking State, can only
be by unanimous consent; that if war be declared under article
10 and external aggression against the territorial boundaries of
any member nation be had, any action to repel the threatened
invasion or to protect the nation member of the league can only
be liad by unanimous consent. The political independence of
any country can only be protected by unanimous consent of the
council ; that in the league, except where otherwise specified,
certain majorities shall be had, and that in those matters of
vital concern, when they are examined, action can only be had
by unanimous consent.

Mr. President, if you analyze it with an eye single to that
feature, then it is a government of the world by unanimous con-
sent. You ean not govern the United States by unanimous con-
sent. You can not govern the first ward in Chicago by unani-
mous consent, although it is as near a unanimous-consent gov-
ermuent as any I know, represented by Mr, Coughlin and
.by Mr. Michael Kenna, it is nearly unanimous. But there are
always some foolish reformers who insist on running somebody
against them for aldermen in the first ward in the loop.

In my home town, where a similar element gathers in a eertain
waril, you wounld think it would be by unanimous consent, and
still vain and impractical men, some of them preachers, some
moralists, some merely decent citizens, insisted all the time we
had ward government on running somebody in that ward,

In the supposed happiest conditions of mankind I know, even
in the days when this prohibition Sahara had not smitten us;
in the days when in many places there were wet oases, where
the weary pilgrim might have rest and refreshment; in those
days when saloons were upon every doorstep,; where for block
upon block every thirsty soul could find stimulants fitting his
requirements; in those days when the saloons named every-
thing in the ward—in eoria, in Chicago, in Springfield, Quincy,

and elsewhere; in those days when to be a dry disciple was to
invite destruction politically, even in their own wards and their
own cities, you could not govern them by unanimous consent,
becaunse there was always somebody who claimed that the reign
of the antisaloon folks ought to begin, and they always persisted
in rguning somebody against n saloonkeeper for alderman in his
ward.

I remember one time, the only time I was ever defeated at
the polis in a political experience of 31 years, just as a pro-
test, after they had had a race riot in Springfield in 1908, I
was a candidate for mayor in 1909. I had no ambition to be
mayor, the Lord knows. I would just as lief be constable out
in a village alongside of the Sangamon River. But we had
had a riot extending for four or five blocks, there had been 17
people killed in the riot, and I saw an unnaturalized alien lead-
ing o mob of white men in Springfield. A Russian, a riotous
creature known to local fame, not to be forgotten, led a mob over
across the street in southwestern Springfield, took an old negro
cobbler 74 years of age out of his house and hung him to a tree
in front of an American schoolhouse across on the other block,
as inoffensive an old negro as ever lived in the world. They
hung him upon the limb of a tree and shot him full of revolver
bullets for no reason under Heaven except that he was a negro
living in. Springfield, and his lifeless bullet-riddled body lay
under the tree in front of an American schoolhouse in Spring-
field, I11,, in sight of the tomb of Abraham Lincoln, whose mortal
hand wrote the emancipation proclamation that gave this mur-
dered man his freedom, When I saw it I said, “ If you men of
Springfield,” and I had only lived there at that time three years,
“ do not protest against this T will.”

I ran for mayor and was beaten by 132 vetes by the 215
saloons of Springfleld. We eould not have unanimous-consent
government in Springfield with 215 saloons, and still my dis-
tingnished friends want to have unanimous-consent government
of the world with not only many nations all over the world but
some practicing polygamy and a variety of customs alien to us.

Government by unanimous consent? I remember that a very
large saloon keeper came out on the curbstone during that cam-
paign, when they were talking about a dry government, They
had governed Springfield for many years. He took me by the
lapel of the coat and said, “I want to know, if you are elected
mayor of Springfield, what you will do to the saloons of Spring-
field.” I sald, “I can enlighten you, my dear sir. As long as
Springfield, under the local-option law, votes wet, you can sell
liquor under the statutes and the ordinances of the State and
the city. If it votes dry, you will sell none. If it remains wet
and you do not sell under the laws and ordinances, I will revoke
your license, and you will never get it back again while I am
mayor.,” He said, * You are dry. You can never be elected.”

That is what beat the saloon keepers of the United States.
Whenever you did not give them license to violate every statute
and every ordinance, and go scot free over and above the laws
of the land, they put you down as a hated dry.

Whenever anybody talks about collective bargaining, whenever
a union comes along and says, “Are you in favor of collective
bargaining? And you say, “ Under proper restrictions and ap-
plication; yes.” “Are you in favor of the open or the closed
shop?” “I am in favor of the open shop.” “Then you are
against organized union labor.” I therefore say that collective
bargaining, used now in the late industrial conference or in those
to come, is an alias for the closed shop. Whenever union labor
say, as they say now, that they will not obey an act of Congress
if it is passed, and the brotherhoods and their spokesmen say
they will not obey, and Mr. Gompers says he will not obey, and
will not advise those affilinted with the American Federation of
Labor to obey an act of Congress if it becomes the law of the
land, they are placing themselves just where the saloon keeper
of Americn placed himself, and they are destined to the same
melancholy, but justifiable end.

There is nobody superior to the law of the land, and the
brewers and the distillers and saloon keepers found it out, and the
labor unions and their leaders, who pervert their sentiments
and their leadership, will find it out in this country that there
are some hundred millions of people in this country who are
not members of the labor unions,” that out of nearly 30,000,000
engaged in occupations: for pecuniary gain no more than
5,000,000 are members of unionized labor, and they are destined
to the same restrictive legislation that came to other men who
have declined to obey the laws of the land.

I refer to these two particular instances, Mr. President, be-
cause men say we can govern the world by unanimous consent.
Some men are savages. The Bedouin Arab does not follow our
code. He does not think as we think or act as we act. Even
the Turkish Government may become a member of the league of
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nations. I ecan think that if the delegate representing the
United States should be Bishop Fallows, of the Methodist
Jhurell, sifting in a conference, in a council, or the league as-
sembly, and somebody from Constantinople having a harem of
42 wives—as I was reading the other night one has—were rep-
resenting Tuarkey and a question came up of international
morals, of polygamy or otherwise, how the good bishop
would be shocked and with what effort he might endeavor to
adjust his ideas of the marital relations in accordance with the
plurality practiced by the Suitan and Sultanas of Turkey.
It would be indeed a great strain upon the morality of the
Christians represented through the bishop.

If, again, property rights represented in the international
conference of labor should be attacked, how would they be de-
fended? If the administration of justice in labor controversies
shounld be under attack, how would it be explained? The
method of administering justice in the Latin races is very dif-
ferent from that of the Anglo-Saxon races. The procés-
verbal of the French court and police forces of Paris and the other
principal cities of the French Republie, their process of trial,
their methods and laws of evidence are so widely different
that it is next to impossible in a labor conference, when the
customs of administering justice in controversies of a national
or international character is involved, to come together with
any degree of unanimiry.

And still we are expected, Mr. President, to govern the world
by unanimous consent.

I have only the opportunity here, and in a very friendly
spirit I make the comment upon my friend in Chicago who was
chairman of the purchasing committee and the service of
supply in the rear, rendering an invaluable service. He said
unanimous consent among purchasing agents of the principal
powers, the allied and associated powers, was obtained in the
buying of supplies for the Army and supplies of all kinds. He
said it was possible to avoid duplicating service and going out
in the market outside of the military area and competing among
the several nations in the purchases. That is true, but that is
under the overpowering necessity of war. Unanimous action
must be had in the face of an advancing enemy and with the
great powers that faced the allied nations and the United
States, it was indispensibie that prompt action be had and that
it be made effective to meet the emergency presented. Unani-
mous consent, however, in time of peace is a vastly different
subject. We can remember the commission form of government,
to illusirate further, for municipalities, when some great
calamity—a fire, a flood, an earthquake—visited some city,
and men of public spirit have organized themselves and framed
a temporary government to meet the emergency. Out of that
grew the commission form of government, with three or five
men substituted for the city council. Many cities have tried it.
They thought because it worked in an great emergenecy, it would
work all the time. But the truth is, Mr. President, we tried
it in many cities in Illinois, we tried it in my home eity and
various other of the munieipalities, and it drifts back finally,
in times of peace, with no great emergency, to the same old
political status, the same old political combination that we
have had under the aldermanic form of government, with a
numerous city conncil.

Therefore, what works in a great emergency will not work in
the ordinary times of peace. It is said here that unanimous
action is a guaranty against any abuse. It will only be during
peace in the most formal things that unanimous action can
be had.

In all the great events that are vital to the progress or ad-
vance of nations, in the development of their national life, in
all of those actions where there is the sharp shock of discussion
and difference, there is no more possibility of government by
unanimous consent than there is in the private affairs of men or
in the domestic affairs of nations.

Mr. President, there is another thing that I think is ex-
tremely unjust in this overrepresentation. Let me give, off-
hand, just one illustration: Porto Rico has a population of
1,119,000, New Zealand has a population of 1,090,000. The
population of Porto Rico is 732,000 white population and the
balance of various other races. The population of Porto Rico
is as ancient as that of New Zealand, if not more so. It dates
back to the days of the Spuanish occupation and during the
period of voyage and discovery and subsequently of colonial
exploitation. It is a colonial possession of this Government,
so far as the United States has one. It is administered as a
territorial aren, similar to the country before the wvarious
States were admitted into the Union after the original thirteen
States. There is no more reason why a self-governing colony
like T'orto Rico should not have its name signed to the league

of nations as an original signatory and be entitled to one vote
than New Zealand itself should have a separate and distinet vote.

Leaving, now, the question of population, let me read the esti«
mates of the wealth of the various countries of Europe, Asia,
and the New World:

The United States is estimated, July 30, 1919, by the Burean
of Statistics, to have $250,000,000,000 of private taxable wealth.
The British Empire—Great Britain—which comprises the United
Kingdom, composed of England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales,
has a total of $85,000,000,000, barely more than one-third of
that of the United States. Canada has $19,000,000,000: Aus-
tralin has $7,700,000,000—about $112,000,000,000 altogether for
the entire Empire of Great Britain, not taking into account
British India, whose estimated private taxable wealth can not
be ascertained with any degree of accuracy even by British
authority. We have, therefore, more than twice the private
taxable wealth of the whole British Empire, not including
British India; and still six votes are to be given to British
representation to our one vote.

In governmental matters, and espeeially in times of war, as I
have several times remarked in this Chamber, the two great
factors were the number of men and the ability to pay taxes or
to borrow money. The British Empire, outside of British
India, with a population of 315,000,000, does not run to more
than two-thirds of the population of the United States,

Therefore the military man power of the United States in
time of war, either volunteer or draft service, exceeds 331 per
cent that of the British Empire, outside of British India. We,
therefore, have more private taxable wealth and more potential
strength for war than Great Britain and all her eolonies, with
the exception named.

France has private taxable wealth of $65,000,000,000; Ger-
many of $85,000,000,000; Russia, $60,000,000,000; and Austria-
Hungary, $40,000,000,000. That of other nations I will not
stop to read. The total for the various nations I have tabulated
amounts to $731,000,000,000 of private taxable wealth, of which
the United States has more than one-third of all the aggre-
gated wealth of Europe, Asia, and Afriea. Still we are asked to
go into such a league upon an arrangement of this kind.

When it comes to population, Mr. President, Australia has o
population, in round figures, of 5,000,000; she has an area of
about 3,000,000 square miles; New Zealand has an area of
103,581 square miles and 1,009,000 population. 'The Union of
South Africa has an area of 473,096 square miles and a popula-
tion, in round numbers, of 6,000,000. Canada has 3,603,000
square miles and 7,200,000 population. India has 1,802,000
square miles and 315,000,000 population, being the most densely
populated of all the British Colonies. The United Kingdom of
Great Britain has 121,800 square miles—just about double the
area of my own State—and has 45,516,000 population. Those
are the areas and the populations, and from them it is casy to
estimate the potential military strength.

1t is a mistake, Mr. President, that we have 48 States Teagned
in a single Federal Government at this crisis in our affairs., If
the sympathy of the British politicians from 1861 to 1865 had
been executed and the war between the States had succeeded,
we would have had at least two American powers instead of
one. If we had not been so shortsighted in 1787 as to create
a Republic with a Federal Government under the present Con-
stitution, we would have had 48 powers or governments instead
of one, and we could then well afford to engage in a contest with
Great Britain in gathering proxies, for instead of one vote we
could have had from 40 to 50 votes. As It is, New York, with
11,000,000 population—twice the population of Australia—has
no vote; Pennsylvania, with between seven and eight million
population, has no vote; Illinois, with 6,000,000 population, has
no vote; while New Zealand, with 1,000,000 population, has a
vote in the league. As for the Sultan of Hejaz, nobody knows,
for they have not taken the census of his Arabs yet, what the
population of his eountry is, or what his potential military
strength may be; but he has one vote. Persia has one vote; the
smaller nationalities all have cne. Canada, with 7,200,000
population, has a vote, as its prime minister, Sir Robert Borden,
exhaustively and conclusively argues from the record of the
peace conference and from his own deductions of the relations
of the Canadian Dominion to the United Kingdom of Great
Britain. So, therefore, we made a mistake in having but a
single Government,

I now ask, Mr. President, to have inserted in the Recorp, with-
out reading, the tabulated list which I hold in my hand. showing
the taxable private wealth of various countries in the New and
Old Worlds.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in
the chair). Without objection, permission to do so is granted.
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The list referred to is as follows:

Estimated wealth of various countrics.

United States!______ $250, 000, 000, 000
British Empire 2_ 130, 000, 000, 000

Great Britain # $85, 000, 000, 000
Capada . __ - 19,002, 788, 128
Australia - T,786, 400, 000
Prances. . . e 12 65, 000, 000, 000
‘ﬁ‘ermla e -t 35’-' 000, % 000
o T e iRl e e e S B e y % i
Auictlrla-l-'!ubgars iz, - 43. 000, %g. 300103
Fa bl B S R S e e sl W ol S S SRS s
China *___ KRR S ) 10, 000, 000, 000
(T s S SR e R e s 80, 000, 000, 000
Japan®_ _____._.__ b - 15, 000, 000, 000
" Portogal® _____ SE ey e 2, 500, 000, 000
Roamamia LSt e i e } 1,000,000, 000
RS B , 000,
N e e e b S LR = 15, 000, 000, 000
A R O AT A SR 1 3,000, 000, 000
B T e e i Rl e et S e —_ 183,865, 000, 000
Tenmark Vi o o= s 2, 000, 000, 000
T P R S v AL A el e £ 731, 865, 000, 000

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to read, Mr. President, from the
proceedings of the House of Commons. Lloyd-George was
speaking before the House of Commons. He used the language
which I shall read in reference to the league of nations. Pre-
ceding it, he used this language—and I only interpolate this to
explain his remarks:

The Allies have unanimously decided—

This was on the 4th day of July—
unanimously decided that the German Kaiser shall be tried by an
international tribunal which shall eit in London.

Some irreverent members of the House of Commons on the
labor benches said: ;

So the Kalser Is going to get to London after all!

There was a rattle of laughter from the benches; that was all.

Lloyd-George then proceeded to speak of the league of nations
in the following language:

I beg mo one in Great Britain to sneer at the league of nations.
I look on it as a great and a hopeful experiment, g that thia
country may give it a fair and honest trial. Let us try it. It will not
stop all trouble. It may stop some.

Undoubtedly it will stop some trouble for Great Britain under
article 10 if it remains unimpaired, If the military strength
and the taxing power of 110,000,000 people in the United States
are understood to be back of Great Britain and her colonial
possessions, there is no country in the world but will hesitate
a long time to attack her or her dominions if they understand
that we are to stand under article 10 as the guarantor in time
of war to protect the boundaries and the territorial limits of
Great Britain.

Mr. President, there are many other observations I should
like to submit on China; but I have already been heard on
Shantung. I should like to make some comment in reply to
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumeer], but I will
reserve that for another occasion.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, herewith I offer certain
of Theodore Roosevelt’s utterances as appropriate to be incor-
porated in our proceedings to-day, the anniversary of his birth.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter
referred to will be inserted in the REcorp.

Mr. McCORMICK. At the time when the country is threat-
ened with disorders—aye, when already it has suffered from
outbreaks of lawless violence engendered by wild doctrines
voiced by mellifluous philosophers—it is wholesome to recall the
blunt and homely sentences which fell from his lips:

“Whenever I have the power,” he said in Memphis, in 1907,
“ I will use every resource of this Nation to stamp out murderous
and lawless violence of the kind that breeds the anarchy of
which you, Gov. Patterson, spoke. And I shall no more stay my
hand if the wrongdoer masquerades as a labor leader than I
shall stay my hand if he masquerades as a captain of industry.
I have expressed myself once definitely on the subject of unde-
sirable citizens, and I stand by what I said—alike when the un-
desirable citizen is a great capitalist who wins a fortune by
chicanery and wrongdoing to the hurt of his fellows and the
damage of the public conscience, and when he is a man who,

! United States Treasury Department, in Official Bulletin for July 30,
1919

2 Theodore H. Price, editor and proprietor of Commerce and Finance,
in New York Outlook, May 2, 1917, p. 26,

2 Leonard P. Ayres, colonel, General Staff and Chief of Statistics
Branch of General Staff, in The War. with Germnn‘y, P. 148,

4 Business Digest and Investment Weekly, p. 825.

& Statesman’s Yearbook for 1919,

y p. 544
¢ Mechanics and Metals National IEa.nk, New York City. The Cost of
the War, Feb. 4, 1918, p. 43.

T World Almanae, 1919, p, 449; statistics compiled by Prof. E. L.
Dogart for the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace,

under the guise of standing for labor, preaches and encourages
violence and murder. I think that my position has at least the
merit of being easily understood.”

And on another occasion, “ The triumph of the mob is just
as evil a thing as the triumph of the plutocracy, and to have
escaped one danger avails nothing whatever if we succumb to
the other. Fundamentally they are alike in their selfish disre-
gard of the rights of others; and it is natural that they shounld
Join in opposition to any movement of which the aim is fea rlessly
to do exact and even justice to all.”

Contrast with these, the dizzy phrases and distraught sentences
calculated to show that now is the hour when the people—or,
more exactly, certain elements of the people—are to climb in the
saddle to override the very governments chosen by themselves.
We Americans are not yet ready to agree to the surrender of
representative government to a dictator or to submit to the will
of any organized minority, whether of capital or of labor. There
was a time when certain barons of the plutocracy would have had
us believe that the railroads made the sun to shine and the rain
to fall; that it was to them and not to Providence that we owed
our plenty, and that to them therefore we should make obeisance,
Roosevelt broke their growing domination of publie life.

Now another minority threatens the vast majority of the
people. Nay, since expediency and panic combined to enact the
Adamson law the American people have been threatened with
the tyranny of any minority organized and ruthless, ready to
raid the country. Thus the coal miners have their program
and the international bankers want article 10 of the league
covenant,

The plain people, workmen; men and women in the liberal
professions, small business men, and the farmers—the farmers
of America, Mr. President, are going to save her from the
tyranny of the minority as they did under Theodore toosevelt's
leadership. I would to God that he were with us in this hour
of peril to the Republic—peril to all that was dear fo him.
You sow the wind and reap the whirlwind. The Adamson law
epitomized the surrender of the Government of all the people
to a minority of the people. We are reaping its fruit to-day.
Now, we have hearkened to the wild cant that the mooted com-
pact between the nations is greater than the Government of the
Constitution. Herein were the auguries of lawlessness and
sovietism—unnatural monsters to be born in America. Whites
and blacks in mob hysteria have murdered one another. Since
we celebrated the birth of Jesus, the Christ, last December, 50
persons, black and white, have been lynched in America—some
of them burned at the stake. This madness must end. It will
end. The American people will end it.

Mr. President, we know that democracies may err. We know
that from time to time majorities decide wrongly. But a people
long schooled in the government of its own affairs has a profound
consciousness of elemental measures necessary for its own pro-
tection. We speak of ours as a government of law. But it Is
mrore than that. It is a government of custom, of tradition, of
men, a few of them great and many of them devoted to the
health and safety of the Commonwealth. Law! You have law
in Mexico! You have law and dictatorial oppression and revo-
lution. What is the skeleton of the law unless it be clothed
with the flesh of the people among whom it has grown through
the ages and unless it be animated by their spirit? That which
we have to-day is not perfect. Justice is not so sure, so cheap,
and so swift as we would have it. Public administration mani-
fests abuses of waste and favoritism which we condemn and
which we would cure. But who would change it, at its worst
anywhere in America, for the socialist theory of Karl Marx
as applied in Russia by the dictator, Nicholai Lenin?

At the moment when certain conspicuous figures in the world
are engendering schemes for a fantastic internationalism, Amer-
ica breathes the spirit of a more fervent and pure nationalism
than ever before in her life.

It must needs be so, for it is the history of great peoples, as
it is of men, that they come to their full spiritual stature only
through pain and effort.  America to-day is not merely a vast
settlement of mankind upon a new continent, governed upon
the legal maxims of democratic doctrinaires. We have strained,
tried, tested our theory of the state as have no other democratic
people. In six score years the Union has grown from 3,000,000
to over 100,000,000 souls. During the last years before the
outbreak of the Great War nearly a million people from the
four corners of Europe settled upon our shores every year,
in the belief that they and their children were to become bone
of our.bone and flesh of our flesh, to be animated by the spirit
of our fathers. In this newest of great countries we have the
oldest Constitution in the modern world. We have conserved
our inheritance unhurt and undiminished. We live in a Federal
Republic, within our continental frontiers secure from the
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turmoil of Hurope and from the dangers of Asia, unless we
bring themr down upen ourselves. We know that what we are,
we know that the institutions which we uphold, are the gifts of
devoted men and of great men now dead ; above all ef them stand
Washington, the Father of his Country; Lineoln, its: savier;
and Theodore Roosevelt, the foremost American of our own day.

America lived and breathed and spoke through the lips of
each. They were the fruit of her womb. Her simple virtues
aml perhaps her rude defects were found in them. Washing-
ton was reviled, Lincoln was despised, Roosevelt was hated,
each in his own time. Long since America has acclaimed
Washington and Lincoln as the greatest among her sons, Now
there ean be but few envenomed erities of Theodere Roosevelt
who would not ery out in pretest if by & miraele he could be
snatched from Ameriea and his genius and manhood awarded
to any of the old northlands of Europe from which his ferbears
came.

I shrink from naming that one proponent of the covenant who
publicly has thanked God that Roesevelt is no lenger here to
Join in the debate upon the league of nations.

Beside this corpse, that bears for winding sheet
The Stars- and Stripes he lived to rear anew,

Between: the: mourners at his hend and feet,
Sny. scurrile fester; is there room for you?

How did Theodore Roosevelt speak upen our feoreign policy
before he died? I heard him say that we must never submit the
cantrol of immigration te International arbitrament. I heard
him say that by no equivocation must we abandon our exclusive
determination of the Monroe doetrine. A few days [ater he died.
We have the lines, almost prephetie, whick he wrote as he
neared his end:

“There is not a young man in this country who has fought,
or an old man who has seen these dear to hine fight, who does not
wish to minimize the ehance of future war.

“But there is not a man of sense who does not knew that in
lm¥ suelr movement if toe mueh is attempted the result iz either

faflure or worse than failure.

* Let each nation reserve to itself and for its own decision, and
let it clearly set forth, questions which are nonjustifiable.

** Let nothing be done that will interfere with our preparing
for our own defense by introdueing a system: of universal obliga-
tory military training, medeled on the Swiss plan.

* Finally, make it perfeetly clear that we do not intend to take
a position of an international Meddlesome Matty. The Ameri-
can people do not wish to go into an overseas war unless for a
very great eaunse and where the issue is absolutely plain.

“Therefore we do not wish to undertake the responsibility of
sending our gallant young men to die im obscure fights in the
Balkans or in Central Europe or in a war we do not approve of.

“Let us put our trust neither in rheterie nor " gaid
he. *Let us be honest with ourselves. Let us look the fruth in
the- face. * * * Let us trust for our salvatien to a seund
and intense American nationalisn

“No paper scheme designed to secure peace without effert
and safety without service and sacrifice will either make this
upuntrs: safe or enable it to do its international duty toward
others.”

Here speke the patriot—eager to defend peace, more eager to
defend the honor of his country. He was ready to join the other
powers to take measures against war and he was opposed to the
ereation of a superstate. He had spoken for the conscience and
courage of America when others faltered or were dumb.

Silent in death, still he calls us who followed him to follow in
the way along whieh he had led in life.

APPENDIX.

From an address on * The trusts: a i
: Music Hall, Cincinnati, D:g. Sent‘.:- 2%?' “&a}lvw&l S S

“Therefore I personally feel that ultimately the Nation will
linve to assume the responsibility of regulating these very large
corporations whieh do an interstate business. The States must
combine to meet the way in which capital has combined, and
the way in which the States ean combine is through the Na-
tional Government. But I firmly believe that all these obstacles
canr he met if only we face them, both with the determination
to overcome them, and with the further determination to over-
come them in ways whieh shall not do damage to the eountry
as a whole, whieh, on the eontrary, shall further our industrial

development and shall help instead of hindering all corporations |

which work out their success by means that are just and fair
toward all men.”
[Frem an address on “ What the Govumne can do for the wage-
earners,” delivered at Sioux Falls, S an Apr. 6, 1903.F
“* Yery much of eur effort in reference to labor matters should
be by every device and expedient to try to secure a constantly
better understanding between employer and employee. Every-

' and remember the rights of the other.
- eonciliation or mediation or arbitration should be made in the

thing possible should be done to inerease the sympathy and fel-

low feeling between thein and every chanee taken to allow each
to look at all questions, especially at questions in dispute, some-
what through the ether’'s eyes. If met with a sincere desire to
act fairly by enme another, and if there is, furthermore, power by

each te appreciate the other’s standpoint, the chanee for trouble
 is minimized. 1 suppose

every thinking man rejoices when by
mediation or arbitration if proves possible to settle troubles in

' time to avert the suffering and bitterness emused by strikes.

“ Moreover, a coneilation eommittee can do best work when the
trouble is in its beginning, or, at least, has not come to a head.
When the break has aetually oceurred, damage has been done,
and each side feels sore and angry; and it is diflicult to get
them together, difficult to make either forget its own wrongs
If possible, the effort at

earlier stages, and should be marked by the wish on the part of
both sides to try to come to a common agreement which each
shall think in thein:ereﬁsett.hemhernswel.l as of itsel.”

[From an address en “ The coal-strike commissian,” dellvered in Omaha,
Neby., Apr. 27, 1003.]

“Any man whe tries to excite class hatred, sectional hate,
hate of creeds, any kind of hatred in our eommunity, though he
may affect to do it in the interest of the class he is addressing,
is, im the long rum, with abselute eertainty, that elass's own

worst epemy."”

[From an address en “ Class govermm " delivered at the State fair
in S8yraeuse, N, Y., Sept. 7, 1908.)

“There is no worse enemy of the wageworker than the man
who eondones mob violenee in any shape or who preaches class
hatred ; and surely the slightesy acgnaintance with our indus-
trial history should teach even the most shortsighted that the
times of most suffering for our peeple as a whole, the times
when business is stagnant and capital suffers from shrinkage
and gets no return from its investments are exaetly the times
of hardship and want and grim disaster among the poor. If
all the existing instrumentalities of wealth eould be abolished,
the first and severest suffering would come among those of us
who are least well off at present. The wageworker is well off
only when the rest of the eountry is well off, and he can hest
contribute to this general weli-being by showing sanity and a
firm purpose to do justice to others.”

(B'rm middress on *“ The use of violenee in Tabor troubles,"” delivered
s‘lrih committee of the Teamsters' Associa presenting a
petitlon im regurd to o d.ispam with the Emp ' Association and
1905 . calling out of Federal treops in Chieago, May 10,

“In upholding Iaw and erder, in doing what he is able to do
to suppress mob violence in any shape or way, the mayor of
Chieago, Mayor Dunne, has my hearty support. I am glad to be
able to say this to you gentlemen before I say it to any other
body. Now, let me repeat that I know nothing of the facts of
the situation. I know nothing of the rights or wrongs of the

| points at issue. What I have to say is based purely anpon what

I regard as the unfortunate phrasing of a letter presented to
the Presjdent of the United Statess I have not been called
upon to interfere in any way, but you must not misunderstand
my attitude. In every effort of Mayor Dunne to prevent vio-
lence by mobs or individuals, to see that the laws are obeyed,
and that order is preserved he has the hearty support of the
President of the United States, and, in my judgment, he should
have that of every good eifizen of the United States.
* * = =

“The Presment. Mr. Shea, I ean only repeat what I have
said. T am a believer in unions. I am an honorary member of
one union. But the union must obey the law just as the cor-
poration must obey the law; just as every man, rich or poor,
must obey the law. As yet no action whatever has been called
for by me, and most certainly if action is ealled for by me I
shall try to do exact justice under the law to every man, so
far as I have power. But the first essential is the preservation
of law and order, the suppression of violence by mobs or indi-

vidusls”

From President Reosevelt’s message at the ning of the Fifty-ninth
t Congress, > 1906.1 o

first session, Dee. 5, 1
“The question of seeuring a healthy, self-respecting, and

' mutually sympathetic attitude as between employer and em-
' ployee, eapitalist and wageworker, is a difficult one. All phases

of the labor problem prove diffieult when approached. But the
underlying principles, the root principles, in aceordance with
whieh the preblem must be solved are entirely simple. We ecan
get justiee and right dealing only if we put as of paramount im-
portance the principle of treating a man on his worth as a man
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rather than with reference to his social position, his occupation,
or the class to which he belongs. There ‘are selfish and brutal
men in all ranks of life. If they are capitalists, their selfishness
and brutality may take the form of hard indifference to suffer-
ing, greedy disregard of every moral restraint which interferes
with the accummlation of wealth, and cold-blooded exploitation
of the weak; or, if they are laborers, the form of laziness, of
sullen envy of the more fortunate, and of willingness to per-
form deeds of murderous violence. Such conduct is just as
reprehensible in one case as in the other, and all honest and far-
seeing men should join in warring against it wherever it becomes
manifest. Individual capitalist and individual wageworker, cor-
poration and union, are alike entitled to the protection of the
law, and must alike obey the law. Moreover, in addition to
mere obedience to the law, each man, if he be really a good citi-
zen, must show broad sympathy for his neighbor and genuine
desire to look at any question arising between them from the
standpoint of that neighbor no less than from his own; and to
this end it is essential that capitalist and wageworker should
consult freely one with the other, should each strive to bring
closer the day when both shall realize that they are properly
partners and not enemies. To approach the questions which in-
evitably arise between them solely from the standpoint which
treats each side in the mass as the enemy of the other side in
the mass is both wicked and foolish. In the past the most dire-
ful among the influences which have brought about the downfall
of republics has ever been the growth of the class spirif, the
growth of the spirit which tends to make a man subordinate
the welfare of the public as a whole to the welfare of the par-
ticular class to which he belongs, the substitution of loyalty
to a class for loyalty to the Nation. This inevitably brings
about a tendency to treat each man not on his merits as an
individual but on his position as belonging to a certain class
in the community, If such a spirit grows up in this Republie, it
will ultimately prove fatal to us, as in the past it has proved
fatal to every community in which it has become dominant.
Unless we continue to keep a quick and lively sense of the great
fundamental truth that our concern is with the individual worth
of the individual man, this Government can not permanently
hold the place which it has achieved among the nations. The
vital lines of cleavage among our people do not correspond, and,
indeed, run at right angles, to the lines of cleavage which divide
occupation from occupation, which divide wageworkers from
capitalists, farmers from bankers, men of small means from
men of large means, men who live in the towns from men who
live in the country; for the vital line of cleavage is the line
which divides the honest man who tries to do well by his neigh-
bor from the dishonest man who does ill by his neighbor. In
other words, the standard we should establish is the standard
of conduct, not the standard of occupation, of means, or of social
position. It is the man’s moral quality, his attitude toward the
great questions which concern all humanity, his cleanliness of
life, his power to do his duty toward himself and toward others,
which really count; and if we substitute for the standard of
personal judgment which treats each man according to his
merits, another standard in accordance with which all men of
one class are favored and all men of another class discriminated
against, we shall do irreparable damage to the body politic. I
believe that our people are too sane, too self-respectiffi, too fit
for self-government, ever to adopt such an attitude. This Gov-
ernment is not and never shall be government by a plutocracy.
This Government is not and never shall be government by a
mob., It shall continue to be in the future what it has been in
the past, a government based on the theory that each man, rich
or poor, is te be treated simply and solely on his worth as a
man ; that all his personal and property rights are to be safe-
guarded; and that he is neither to wrong others nor to suffer
wrong from others.

“The noblest of all forms of government is self-government;
but it is also the most diffiecult. We who possess this priceless
boon, and who desire to hand it on to our children and our
children’s children, should ever bear in mind the thought so
finely expressed by Burke:

“ Men are qualified for ecivil liberty in exact proportion to thelr dis-
position to put moral chains upon their own a}rpe tes ; in proportion
as they are disposed to listen to the counsels of the wise and good in
preference to the flattery of ves. Soclety can not exist unless a
controllin ower upon will and appetite be placed somewhere, and
the less o% R there geo within the more there must be without. It is
ordained in the eternal constitution of things that men of intemperate
minds can not be free. 'Their passions forge their fetters.”

[From an address on * Division of State and Federal Powers," delivered
Oct. 4, 1006, at the dedication eceremonies of the new State capitol
of Pennsylvania, in HHarrisburg.]

“In the exercise of their profession and in the service of
their clients these astute lawyers strive to prevent the passage

of efficient laws and strive to secure judicial determinations of
those that pass which shall emasculate them. They do not
invoke the Constitution in order to compel the due observance
of law alike by rich and poor, by great and small; on the con-
trary they are ceaselessly on the watch to ery out that the
Constitution is violated whenever any effort is made to invoke
the aid of the National Government, whether for the efficient
regulation of railroads, for the efficient supervision of great
corporations, or for efficiently securing obedience to such a law
as the national eight-hour law and similar so-called *labor
statutes.”

“The doctrine they preach would make the Constitution
merely the shield of incompetence and the excuse for govern-
mental paralysis; they treat it as a justification for refusing
to attempt the remedy of evil, instead of as the source of vital
power necessary for the existence of a mighty and ever-
growing nation.”

[Frogor:‘lln tggdﬁss ox:! ‘;rl’rf]?chgrs egfefe Discon‘tientt ::L:l;ﬂ Clas? Hattredﬁ"
I I
second session o% the mfty-ninth %Jténgggss,nnec.cs.mﬁ%snﬁ of=e

“The triumph of the mob is just as evil a thing as the
trinmph of the plutocracy, and to have escaped one danger
avails nothing whatever if we succumb to the other. In the
end the honest man, whether rich or poor, who earns his own
living and tries to deal justly by his fellows, has as much to
fear from the insincere and unworthy demagogue, promising
muech and performing nothing,. * * # There are at this
moment wealthy reactionaries of such obtuse morality that
they regard the publie servant who prosecutes them when they
violate the law, or who seeks to make them bear their proper
share of the public burdens, as being even more objectionable
than the violent agitator who hounds on the mob to plunder
the rich. There is nothing to choose between such a reaction-
ary and such an agitator; fundamentally they are alike in their
selfish disregard of the rights of others; and it is natural that
they should join in opposition to any movement of which the
aim is fearlessly to do exact and even justice to all.”

[From an address delivered at Milwaukee, Wis., October 14, 1012.]

PROGRESSIVE CAUSE GREATER THAN ANY IXDIVIDUAL.

Just before eéntering the auditorium at Milwaukee an attempt
was made on Col. Roosevelt’s life. The speech which follows
is from a stenographic report, differing considerably from the
prepared manuscript:

“ Friends, I shall ask you to be as quiet as possible. I don't
know whether you fully understand tbat I have just been shot,
but it takes more than that to kill a Bull Moose. But fortu-
nately I had my manuscript, so you see I was going to make a
long speech, and there is a bullet—there is where the bullet
went through—and it probably saved me from it going into my
heart. The bullet is in me now, so that I can not make a very
long speech, but I will try my best.

“And now, friends, I want to take advantage of this incident
and say a word of solemn warning to my fellow countrymen.
Trirst of all, I want to say this about myself: I have altogether
too important things to think of to feel any concern over my
own death; and now I can not speak to you insincerely within
five minutes of being shot. I am telling you the literal truth
when I say that my concern is for many other things. It is not
in the least for my own life. I want you to understand that I
am ahead of the game anyway. No man has had a happier
life than I have led; a happier life in every way. I have been
able to do certain things that I greatly wished to do, and I
am interested in doing other things. I can tell you with abso-
Iute truthfulness that I am very much uninterested in whether
I am shot or not. It was just as when I was colonel of my
regiment. I always felt that a private was to be excused for
feeling at times some pangs of anxiety about his personal safety,
but I can not understand a man fit o be a colonel who can pay
any heed to his personal safety when he is occupied as he ought
to be occupied with the absorbing desire to do his duty.

“ T am in this cause with my whole heart and soul. I believe
that the Progressive movement is for making life a little easier
for all our people; a movement to try to take the burdens off the
men and especially the women and children of this country. I
am absorbed in the success of that movement.

« Friends, I ask you now this evening to accept what I am
saying as absolutely true, when I tell you I am not thinking of
my own success. I am not thinking of my life or of anything
connected with me personally. I am thinking of the movement.
I say this by way of introduction, because I want to say some-
thing very serious to our people and especially to the newspapers.
I don’t know anything about who the man was who shot me to-
night. He was seized at once by one of the stenographers in




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

7563

my party, Mr. Martin, and I suppose is now in the hands of the
police. He shot to kill. He shot—the shot, the bullet went in
here—I will show you.

“1 am going to ask you to be as quiet as possible, for I am
not able to give the challenge of the bull moose quite as loudly.
Now, I do not know who he was or what party he represented.
He was a coward. He stood in the darkness in the ecrowd around
‘the automobile, and when they cheered me, and I got up to bow,
he stepped forward and shot me in the darkness.

“ Now, friends, of course, I do not know, as I say, anything
about him; but it is a very natural thing that weak and vicious
minds should be inflamed to acts of violence by the kind of
awful mendacity and abuse that have been heaped upon me for
the last three months by the papers in the interest of not only
Mr. Debs but of Mr. Wilson and Mr. Taft.

“ Friends, I will disown and repudiate any man of my party
who attacks with such foul slander and abuse any opponent of
any other party ; and now I wish to say seriously to all the daily
newspapers, to the Republican, the Democratic, and the Socialist
Parties, that they can not, month in and month out and year in
and year out, make the kind of untruthful, of bitter assault that
they have made and not expect that brutal, violent natures, or
brutal and violent characters, especially when the brutality is
accompanied by a not very strong mind; they can not expect
that such natures will be unaffected by it.

“ Now, friends, I am not speaking for myself at all. I give
you my word, I do not care a rap about being shot; not a rap.

“T have had a good many experiences in my time, and this is
one of them. What I eare for is my country. I wish I were able
to impress upon my people—our people—the duty to feel strongly
but to speak the truth of their opponents. I say now, I have
never said one word against any opponent that I can not—on
the stump—that I can not defend. I have said nothing that I
ecould not substantiate and nothing that I ought not to have
said—nothing that I—nothing that, looking back at, I would not
say again,

“ Now, friends, it ought not to be too much to ask that our oppo-
nents [speaking to some one on the stage]—I am not sick at all;
I am all right—I can not tell you of what infinitesimal im-
portance I regard this incident as compared with the greot
issues at stake in this campaign, and I ask it not for my sake,
not the least in the world, but for the sake of our common
country, that they make up their minds to speak only the truth,
and not to use the kind of slander and mendacity which if taken

seriously must incite weak and violent natures to crimes of-

violence. Don't you make any mistake. Don’t you pity me.
I am all right. I am all right, and you can not escape listening
to the speech either.

“And now, friends, this incident that has just occurred—this
effort to assassinate me—emphasizes to a peculiar degree the
need of this Progressive movement. I'riends, every good citizen
ought to do everything in his or her power to prevent the coming
of the day when we shall see in this country two recognized
creeds fighting one another, when we shall see the creed of the
* Havenots' arraigned against the creed of the ‘ Haves.' When
that day comes, then, such incidents as this to-night will be com-
monplace in our history. When yon make poor men—when you
permit the conditions to grow such that the poor man as such
will be swayed by his sense of injury against the men who try
to hold what they improperly have won, when that day comes,
the most awful passions will be let loose and it will be an ill
day for our country.

“ Now, friends, what we who are in this movement are en-
deavoring to do is to forestall any such movement by making
this a movement for justice now—a movement in which we ask
all just men of generous hearts to join with the men who feel
in their souls that lift upward which bids them refuse to be
satisfied themselves while their countrymen and countrywomen
suffer from avoidable misery. Now, friends, what we Progres-
sives are trying to do is to enroll rich or poor, whatever their
social or industrial position, to stand together for the most
elementary rights of good citizenship, those elementary rights
which are the foundation of good citizenship in this great Re-
public of ours.

“ My friends are a little more nervous than I am. Don't you
waste any sympathy on me. I have had an A-1 time in life, and
I am having it now.

“ 1 never in my life was in any movement in which I was able
to serve with such whole-hearted devotion as in this; in which I
was able to feel as I do in this that common weal. I have fought
for the good of our common country.

“And now, friends, I shall have to cut short much of the speech
that T meant to give you, but T want to fouch on just two or
three of the points.

“In the first place, speaking to you here in Milwaukee, T wish
to say that the Progressive Party is making its appeal to all our

fellow citizens without any regard to their creed or to their birth-
place. We do not regard as essential the way in which a man
worships his God or as being affected by where he was born.
We regard it as a matter of spirit and purpose. In New York,
while I was police commissioner, the two men from whom I got
the most assistance were Jacob Riis, who was born in Denmarlk,
and Oliver Van Briesen, who was born in Germany—both of
them as fine examples of the best and highest American citizen-
ship as you could find in any part of this country.

“1 have just been introduced by one of your own men here—
Henry Cochems. His grandfathers, his father, and that father's
seven brothers all served in the United States Army, and they
entered it four years after they had come to this country from
Germany. Two of them left their lives, spent their lives, on
the field of battle. I am all right; I am g little sore. Anybody
has a right to be sore with a bullet in him. You would find that
if I was in battle now I would be leading my men just the same.
Just the same way I am going to make this speech.

“At one time I promoted five men for gallantry on the field
of battle. Afterwards in making some inquiries about them I
found it happened that two of them were Protestants, two
Catholies, and one a Jew. One Protestant came from Germany
and one was born in Ireland, I «id not promote them be-
cause of their religion. It just happened that way. If all
five of them had been Jews I would have promoted them, or if
all five had been Protestants I would have promoted them, or if
they had been Catholies. In that regiment I had a man born in
Italy who distinguished himself by gallantry. There was a
voung fellow, a son of Polish parents, and another who came
here when he was a child from Bohemia, who likewise distin-
ruished themselves; and friends, I assure you, that I was in-
eapable of considering any question whatever but the worth of
each individual as a fighting man. If he was a good fighting
man, then I saw that Uncle Sam got the benefit from it. That
is all.

“1 make the same appeal in our citizenship. I ask in our
civie life that we in the same way pay heed only to the man’s
quality of citizenship, to repudiate as the worst enemy that we
can have whoever tries to get us to diseriminate for or against -
any man because of his creed or his birthplace.

“ Now, friends, in the same way I want our people to stand
by one another without regard to differences of class or occupa-
tiom. I have always stood by the labor unions. I am going to
make one omission to-night, I have prepared my speech because
Mr. Wilson lad seen fit to attack me by showing up his record
in comparison,with mine. But I am not going to do that to-night.
I am going to simply speak of what I myself have done and of
what I think ought to be done in this country of ours.

“ 1t is essential that there should be organizations of labor.
This is an era of organization. Capital organizes and therefore
labor must organize.

“ My appeal for organized labor is twofold ; to the outsider and
the capitalist I make my appeal to treat the laborer fairly, to
recognize the faet that he must organize, that there must be such
organization, that the laboring man must organize for his own
protection, and that it is the duty of the rest of us to help him
and not hinder him in organizing. That is one-half of the appeal
that I make,

“ Now, the other half is to the labor man himself. My appeal
to him is to remember that as he wants justice, so he must do
justice. I want every labor man, every labor leader, every or-
ganized union man, to take the lead in denouncing crime or vio-
lence. I want them to take the lead in denouncing disorder and
in denouncing the inciting of riot; that in this country we shall
proceed under the protection of our laws and with all respect
to the laws, and I want the labor men to feel in their turn that
exactly as justice must be done them so they must do justice;
that they must bear their duty as citizens, their duty to this great
country of ours; and that they must not rest content unless they
do that duty to the fullest degree.

“1 know these doctors, when they get hold of me, they will
never let me go back, and there are just a few things more that
I want to say to you.

“And here I have got to make one comparison between Mr.
Wilson and myself, simply because he has invited it and I can
not shrink from it.

“ Mr, Wilson has seen fit to attack me, to say that I did not do
much against the trusts when I was President. 1 have got two
answers to make to that. In the first place, what I did, and then
I want to compare what I did while I was President and what
Mr. Wilson did not do while he was governor.

“IWhen I took office the antitrust law was practically a dead
letter and the interstate-commerce law in as poor a condition.
I had to revive both laws. I did. I enforced both. It will be
easy enough to do now what I did then. but the reason that it is
easy now is because I did it when it was hard.
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“ Nohbody was doing anything. I found speedily that the
interstate-commerce law, by being made more perfeet, could be
made a most useful instrument for helping solve some of our in-
dustrial problems. So with the antitrust law. I speedily found
that almost the only positive good achieved by such a suc-
cessful lawsuit as the Northern Securities suit, for instance,
was In establishing the prineciple that the Government was
supreme over the big corporation, but that by itself that
law did not accomplish any of the things that we ought to have
aecomplished ; and so I began to fight for the amendment of the
law along the lines of the interstate-commerce law, and now we
propose—we Progressives—to establish an interstate commission
having the same power over industrial concerns that the Inter-
state Commerce Commission has over railroads, so that when-
ever there is in the future a decision rendered in such important
matters as the recent suits against the Standard Oil, the sugar—
no, not that—tobacco—Tobacco Trust—we will have a commis-
sion which will see that the decree of the court is really made
effective; that it is not made a merely nominal decree.

“ Our opponents have said that we intend to legalize monopoly.
Nonsense. They have legalized monopoly. At this moment the
Standard Oil and Tobacco Trust monopolies are legalized ; they
are being carried on under the decree of the Supreme Court.

“ Our proposal is really to break up monopoly. Our proposal
is to put in the law—to lay down certain requirements, and then
require the commerce commission—the industrial commission—
to see that the trusts live up to those requirements. Our oppo-
nents have spoken as if we were going to let the commission
declare what the requirc=®ents should be. Not at all. We are
going to put the requirements in the law and then see that the
commission requires them to obey that law. * * *

“1 ask you to look at our declaration and hear and read our
platform about social and industrial justice, and then, friends,
vote for the Progressive ticket without regard to me, without
regard to my personality, for only by voting for that platform
can you be true to the cause of progress throughout this Union.”

[A zpeech made befere the I!llnol{alligr] Assoeciation at Chicago, April 29,

NATIONAL DUTY AXD INTERNATIONAL IDEALS.

“A year and three-guarters have passed since the opening of
the Great War. At the outset our people were stunned by the
vastuess and terror of the crisis. We had been assured by many
complacent persons that the day of great wars had ended, that
the reign of violence was over, that the enlightened publie
opinion of the world would prevent the oppression of weak na-
tions. ' To be sure, there was ample proof that none of these
assurances were true, and far-seeing men did not believe them.
But there was good excuse for the mass of the people being
misled. Now; however, there ig noneé. War has been waged on
a more colossal scale than ever before in the world's history;
and cynical indifference to international morality and willing-
ness to trample on inoffensive, peace-loving people who are also
helpless or timid have been shown on a greater scale than sinca
the close of the Napoleonic wars over a century ago. Alone of
the great powers we have not been drawn into this struggle.

“A twofold duty was imposed upon us by the faet of our pros-
perity and by the fact of our momentary immunity from danger.
This twofold duty was, first, to make our voice felt for the
weak who had been wronged by the strong, and for interna-
tional humanity and honor, and for peace on terms of justice for
all concerned ; and, second, immediately and in thoroughgoing
fashion to prepare ourselves so that there migzht not befall us
on an even greater scale such a disaster as befell Belgium.
We have signally failed in both duties. Incredible to relate. we
are not in any substantial respect stronger at this moment in
soldiers or rifles, in seamen or ships, because of any govern-
mental action taken in consequence of this war; and moreover
we have seen every device and provision designed by humanita-
rians to protect international rights against international wrong-
doings torn into shreds, and have not so much as ventured to
=peak effectively one word of protest.

“The result is that every nation in the world now realizes
our weakness, and that no nation in the world believes in either
our disinterestedness or our manliness. The effort to placate
outside nations by being neutral between right and wrong, and
to gain good will along professional pacifist lines by remaining
helpless for self-defense, has resulted, after two fatuous years,
in so shaping affairs that the nations either already feel, or are
rapidly growing to feel, for us not only dislike but contempt.

“This is not a pleasant truth, but it is the truth; and as a
people we will do well to remember Emerson’s saying that in
the long run the most unpleasant truth is a safer traveling
companion than the pleasantest falsehood. Our duty is to face

the facts, and then to take the thoroughgoing action necessary
in order to meet the situation that these facts disclose.

“Our prime duty, infinitely our most important duty, is the
duty of preparedness. Unless we prepare in advance we can not
when the crisis comes be true to ourselves. If we can not be
true to ourselves, it is absolutely certain that we shall be false
to everyone else. If we are not able to safeguard our own

national honor and interest, we shall make ourselves an object of -

scorn and derision if we try to stand up for the rights of others.
We have been sinking into the position of the China of the
Occident, and we will do well to remember that China—pacifist
China—has not only been helpless to keep its own territory from
spoliation and its own people from subjugation but has also
been helpless to exert even the most minute degree of influ-
ence on behalf of right dealing among other nations. .

“There are persons in this country who openly advocate ouw
taking the position that China holds, the position from which
the best and wisest Chinamen are now painfully trying to raise
their land. Nothing that I can say will influence the men and
women who take this view. The holding of such a view is en-
tirely incompatible with the right to exercise the privileges of
self-government in a democracy, for self-government ean not
permanently exist among people incapable of self-defense.

“ But I believe that the great majority of my fellow country-
men, when they finally take the trouble to think on the problem
at all, will refuse to consent to or acquiesce in the Chinafication
of this country. I believe that they will refuse to follow those
who would make right helpless before might, who would put a
pigtail on Unecle Sam and turn the Goddess of Liberty into a
pacifist female huckster, clutching a bag of dollars which she
has not the courage to guard against aggression. It is to these
men and women that I speak. I speak to the mass of my fellow
countrymen. I speak to all men and women who are loyal to
the principles of those who in the Revolutionary War made us
a Nation and who have in their souls the high qualities pos-
sessed by the men who in the iron days of the Civil War fol-
lowed the banners of Grant and of Lee, and of the mothers and
wives of these men. My appeal may not be heeded ; if so, then
either our people will pay heed in time to the appeal of some
other man, able to speak more strongly and more convincingly,
or else they will when it is too late learn the lesson from some
terrible gospel in which it is written by an alien conqueror in
letters of steel and of flame.

“The first necessity is that we shall in good faith and with-

‘out reservation undertake to be a nation, and not merely to eall

ourselves a nation. 1 make my especial appeal to the national
spirit here in Chicago, here in the great Middle West, here in
the territory stretching from the Alleghenies to the Rockies,
The prophets of gloom have said that the West, prosperons and
indifferent, secure in her fancied safety because she is in the
middle of the continent, cares nothing for the dangers that might
befall the cities on the Atlantic or the P'acific coast, cares nothing
for what has befallen the dwellers along the Mexican boumdary,
and is as indifferent to what befalls elsewhere, as Peking once
was to what befell its outlying Chinese Provinces—to the ulti-
mate ruin of Peking, by the way. This I do not for one moment
believe. If I did I should despair of the Republic. This is to a
peculiar degree the democratic, the intensely and characteris-
tically American, section of our land. The West produced for
the service of the whole Nation Abraham Lincoln and Andrew
Jackson, and I know that their spirit is still the spirit of her
£0ns.

“ I appeal to the men of the West to take the lead in the move-
ment for the genuine nationalization of our people. If the
Republic founded by Washington and saved by Lincoln is to be
turned into a mere polyglot boarding house, where dollar hunt-
ers of 20 different nationalities scramble for gain, each nation-
ality bearing ne real allegiance except to the land from which
it originally came, then we may as well make up our minds
that the great experiment of democratic government on this
continent will have failed. No less will it have failed if cach
section thinks only of the welfare of that section, and with
crass blindness believes that disaster to some other section will
not affect it. And the failure will be the greatest of all if
foolish men are persuaded by wicked men that one caste or class
is the prime enemy of some other class or caste. I appeal to the
men of the East to prepare so that the men of the Pacific slope
shall be free from all menace of danger. I appeal to the men of
the West to prepare so that the men of the Atlantic coast shall
be free from all danger. I appeal to the North, South, West,
and East alike to hold the life of every man and the honor
of every woman on the most remote ranch on the Mexiean border
as a sacred trust to be guaranteed by the might of our entire
Nation—and the life of every man, woman, and ¢hild who should
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be protected by the United States on the high seas likewise. I
appeal to every good American, whether farmer or merchant,
business man or professional man, whether he works with brain
or hand. Anything of disgrace or dishonor that befalls our
people anywhere is of vital moment to all of us wherever we
live ; and any deed that reflects eredit on the American name is
a subject of congratulation for every American of every section
of this country.

“1 speak of the United States as a whole., Surely it ought
to be unnecessary to say that it spells as absolute ruin to permit
divisions among our people along the lines of creed or of national
origin as it does to permit division by geographical section. We
must not stand merely for America first. We must stand for
America first and last; and for no other nation second—except
as we stand for fair play for all nations. There can be no di-
vided loyalty in this country. The man who tries to be loyal
to this country and also to some other country is certain in the
end to put his loyalty to the other country ahead of his loyalty
to this. The politico-racial hyphen is the breeder of moral trea-
son. We are a new nation, by blood akin to but different from
all the nations of Europe. In the veins of our people runs the
blood of German, Englishman, and Irishman, of Seandinavian,
Slav, and Latin. Any one of these people can bring something
of value to our common national life. Each can contribute social
and cultural traditions and customs of value; and all must join
in cordial mutuality of respect for whatever is valuable that
each brings; but each must put the contribution at the service of
our common and unified citizenship, and by utilizing all that is
thus contributed, and by adapting and developing it so that it
shall meet and express our common needs we shall build eur
own distinctive national culture, * *

“No form of government will survive unless it can justify
its existence, Boasting about democracy won't make democracy
succeed. We are the greatest democratic Republic and we are
false not only to our own country but to democracy everywhere
if we do not seriously endeavor to show, by our actions and suc-
cess, that with us the many men can make a nation as efficient
as elsewhere nations have been made efficient by a few men. We
must make America efficient within its own borders, efficient to
repel attack from beyond its own borders, and yet a friend and
not 1 menace to other peoples. We must make ourselves service-
able to demoecracy, to the cause of popular rights and popular
duties in national and also in international matters. A happy-go-
lucky belief that we can become serviceable by combining senti-
mental speeches with selfish actions will bring us to futility.
Serviceableness comes only through preparedness, and both the
training and the service—through economic, social, and mili-
tary efliciency—imply courage, sustained effort, tlear vision, and
the power for self-sacrifice.

“1 speak for military preparedness. I speak for industrial
preparedness. I speak for the performance of international duty,
which can only come when we fit ourselves to do our duty to
ourselves, and when we have made up our minds never to make
a promise to any other nation which ecan not be kept, which
ought not to be kept, and which will not be kept. I speak of all
this in the interest of national unity and manhood, of inter-
national peace, and of the serviee of our country and of the world
atlarge. Itis our duty to secure justice and well-being at home ;
but we live in a fool's paradise if we think that we shall be
permitted to secure such justice and well-being, as the world
now ig, unless we are prepared to hold our own against all alien
enemies. I appeal to the men of the West; I appeal to Ameri-
cans everywhere to stand against the crass materialism which
can show itself just as much in peace as in war. I appeal to our
people to prepare in advance so that there shall be no hideous
emergency which renders it necessary to submit to inordinate
profit making by the few simply because, when the emergency
comes, we must improvise at whatever cost the things that for
our sins we have failed to provide beforehand. We can not
afford to leave this democracy of ours inefficient. If we do it
will assuredly some day go down in ruin. We can not afford to
tolerate with cynical indifference the pork-barrel theories of
government so dear to the hearts of politicians of the baser sort,
With a wealth of billions of dollars, and a population of 100,-
000,000, we can not afford to be in a condition of utterly unstable
social and industrial equilibrium, nor to see our sons grow up
steeped in a spirit of mere selfish individualism, without self-
control or discipline or sense of cooperation, or firmness of pur-
pose. We have great individual capacity. This we must keep.
But we must train it so that we shall have great collective
capacity, so that there may be that collective democratic power
and discipline without which no great modern democracy can
permanently subsist.

“IWe must not only do away with sectionalism, but we must
gee that our land really is a melting pot of eitizenship and that

all peoples who come here become Americans and nothing else.
We have equally to dread the sleek, well-fed materialist whose
be-all and end-all in life are ease and comfort; and the base,
selfish man who thinks only of his individual aggrandizement ;
and the foolish, boastful, wordy, sentimentalist who with amaz-
ing ignorance fancies that Americans armed only with words
can successfully oppose strong and brutal men with rifles.

“ Our national character is in the balance. Americanism .13
on trial. If we produce merely the self-seeking, ease-loving,
duty-shirking man, whether he be a mere materialist or a mere
silly sentimentallst; if we produce only the Americanism of the
grafter and the mollycoddle and the safety-first, zet-rich-quick,
peace-at-any-price man, we will have produced an American
faithful only to the spirit of the Tories of 1776 and the Copper-
heads of 1861, and fit only to vanish from the earth.”

[From newer Roosevelt messages on “ Fear God and take your own
part,” June, 1917.]

“ Peace is not the end. Righteousness is the end. When the
Savior saw the money changers in the temple He broke the
peace by driving them out. At that moment peace could have
been obtained readily enough by the simple process of keeping
quiet in the presence of wrong. But instead of preserving peace
at the expense of righteousness, the Savior armed Himself with
a scourge of cords and drove the money changers from the
temple, Righteousness is the end, and peace a means to the
end, and sometimes it is not peace, but war which is the proper
means to achieve the end. Righteousness should breed valor
and strength. When it does breed them, it is triumphant; and
when triumphant, it necessarily brings peace But peace does
not necessarily bring righteousness. *

“Let this Nation fear God and take lls own part. Let it
scorn to do wrong to great or small. Let it exercise patience
and charity toward all other peoples, and yet at whatever cost
unflinchingly stand for the right when the right is menaced by
the might which backs wrong. Let it furthermore remember
that the only way in which successfully to oppose wrong which
is backed by might is to put over against it right which is
backed by might. Wanton or unjust war is an abhorrent evil
But there are even worse evils. Until, as a Nation, we learn to
put honor and duty above safety, and to encounter any hazard
with stern joy rather than fail in our obligations to ourselves
and others, it is mere folly to talk of entering into leagues for
world peace or into any other movement of like character. The
only kind of peace worth having is the peace of righteousness
and justice; the only nation that can serve other nations is the
strong and valiant nation; and the only great international
policies worth considering are those whose upholders believe in
them strongly enough to fight for them. The Monroe doctrine
is as strong as the United States Navy, and no stronger. A
nation is utterly contemptible if it will not fight in its own
defense, A nation is not wholly admirable unless in time of
stress it will go to war for a great ideal wholly unconnected
with its immediate material interest.

“Let us prepare not merely in military matters, but in our
social and industrial life. There can be no scund relationship
toward other nations unless there is also sound relationship
among our own citizens within our own ranks,  Let us insist
on the thorough Americanization of the newecomers to our shores,
and let us also insist on the thorough Americanization of our-
selves. Let us encourage the fullest industrial activity, and
give the amplest industrial reward to those whose activities
are most important for securing industrial success, and at the
same time let us see that justice is done and wisdom shown in
securing the welfare of every man, woman, and child within our
borders. Finally, let us remember that we can do nothing to help
other peoples, and nothing permanently to secure material well-
being and social justice within our own borders, unless we feel
with all our hearts devotion to this country, unless we are
Americans and nothing else, and unless in time of peace by
universal military training, by insistence upon the obligations of
every man and every woman to serve the Commonwealth both in
peace and war, and, above all, by a high and fine preparedness
of soul and spirit we fit ourselves to hold our own against all
possible aggression from without.

“We are the citizens of a mighty Republic consecrated to
the service of God above, through the service of man on this
earth, We are the heirs of a great heritage bequeathed to us by
statesmen who saw with the eyes of the seer and the prophet.
We must not prove false to the memories of the Nation's past.
We must not prove false to the fathers from whose loins we
sprang, and to their fathers, the stern men who dared greatly
and risked all things that freedom should hold aloft an un-
dimmed torch in this wide land. They held their worldly well-
being as dust in the balance then weighed against their sense
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of high duty, their fealty to lofty ideals. Let us show our-
selves worthy to be their sons. Let us care, as is right for the
things of the body ; but let us show that we care even more for
the things of the soul. Stout of heart, and pledged to the
valor of righteousness, let us stand foursquare to the winds
of destiny, from whatever corner of the world they blow.
Let us keep untarnished, unstained, the honor of the flag our
fathers bore aloft in the teeth of the wildest storm, the flag
that shall float above the solid files of a united people, a people
sworn to the great cause of liberty and of justice for them-
selves and for all the sons and daughters of men.”

[From sayings of Theodore Roosevelt.]

“There i8 a homely old adage which runs: ‘ Speak softly and
carry a big stick ; you will go far.! If the American Nation will
speak softly, and yet build, and keep at a pitch of the highest
training a thoroughly eflicient Navy, the Monroe doetrine will
go far,” (From addresses and messages.)

WHAT HE SAID IN EUROPE.

“ The deadening effect on any race of the adoption of a logical
and extreme socialistic system could not be overstated ; it would
spell sheer destruction; it would produce grosser wrong amd
outrage, fouler immeorality, than any existing system. But
this does not mean that we may not with great advantage adopt
certain of the principles proposed by some given set of men who
happen to call themselves Socialists; to be afraid to do so would
be to make a mark of weakness on our part.” (From the Sor-
bonne address, April 23, 1910.)

“If you think that the people of the United States want
universal peace arbitration I suggest that you go to California
and investigate conditions. I have no use for linrs—national,
international, or those found in private life.” (From a speech
in Arlington Cemetery, May 31, 1911.)

“ During the last half of the nineteenth century the leaders
of reaction in the United States, political and financial alike,
gradually grew to recognize in the judiciary their most powerful
potential ally. There was very little actual corruption on the
bench ; on the contrary, our judges have been, on the whole, both
able and upright public servants, standing on a level probably
hizgher than that of any other civil servants of the Government.
But their whole training and the aloofness of their position ou
the bench prevent their having, as a rule, any real knowledge
of. or understanding sympathy with, the lives and needs of the
ordinary hard-working toiler.” (From a speech at Santiago,
Chile, November 22, 1913.)

“ Tt seems to me that we should realize with the keenest grati-
tude how much we owe to the fact that by steady application of
the Monroe doctrine this country has succeeded in preventing the
colonization of this continent by the great military Old World
powers. If it had not been for the existence of that doctrine
and its support by this Governmeni under Presidents of all
shades of political belief, the great military nations of the OLl
World would unquestionably long ere this have possessed masses
of territory in the Western Hemisphere. In such ease nothing
under heaven could have prevented onr being invelved in Euro-
pean struggles like the present. We would also in such case be
under the crushing burden of immense armaments in time of
peace, a burden the bearing of which has grown more enor-
mous year by year in Europe. Well-meaning and amiable but
shortsighted persons have from time to time protested against
the Monroe doctrine and said it was outworn. I wish these
zood persons would seriously consider the present contest and
realize that if it had not been for the Monroe doetrine in the
past, and if the Monroe doctrine were at this moment aban-
doned, the United States would, in all probability, have been
drawn into the present dreadful struggle.” (From a speech at
Hartford, Conn., August 15, 1014.)

“It is the country’'s duty to put iiself into such shape that
it will be able to defend its rights if they are invaded. I myself
have seen the plans of at least two empires now involved in the
war to capture our great cities and hold them for ransom because
our standing Army is too weak to protect them. 1 have seen
plans prepared deliberately to take both San Francisco and New
York and hold them for ransom that would cripple our country
and give funds to the enemy for carrying on the war.” (From
a speech a Tretnon, N. J., October 30, 1914.)

ROOSEVELT EXPOUNDS NEW NATIONALISM—SPEECH AT OSSAWATOMIB
TAKEN BY MANY TO BE PLATFORM OF NEW PARTY—SoME SAY “ So-
CIALISM "—EX-PRESIDENT'S PRONOUNCEMENT DELIGHTS AUDIENCE OF
15,000 Persoxs AT JouN Browx Barrie FieLp.

THE EX-FRESIDENT'S SPEECIH.

Mr. Roosevelt's speech follows:

“ There have been two great crises in our country’s history—
first, when it was formed, and then again when it was perpetu-
ated. The formative period included not merely the Revolu-
tionary War, but the ereation and adoption of the Constitution
and the first dozen years of work under it. Then came 60 years
during which we spread across the continent—years of vital
growth, but of growth without rather than growth within.

“Then came the time of stress and strain, which culminated
in the Civil War, the period of terrible struggle, upon the issue of
whiech depended the justification of all that we had done earlier,
and which marked the second great period of growth and devel-
opment within. The name of John Brown will be forever asso-
ciated with this second period of the Nation's history, and
Kansas was the theater upon which the first act of the second
of our great national life dramas was played. It was the resuit
of the struggle in Kansas which determined that our country
should be in deed as well as in name devoted to both union and
freedom, that the great experiment of democratic government
on a national seale should sueceed and not fail.

“It was a heroic struggle and, as is inevitable with all such
struggles, it had also a dark and terrible gide. Very much was
done of good and much also of evil; and, as was inevitable in
such a period of revolution, often the same man did both good
and evil. For our great good fortune as a Nation we, the people
of the United States as a whole, can now afford to forget the
evil, or at least to remember it without bitterness, and to fix our
eyes with pride on the good that was accomplished.

“Even in ordinary times there are very few of us who do not
see the problems of life as through a glass, darkly; and when
the glass is clouded by the murk of furious popular passion the
vision of the best and the bravest is dimmed. Looking back, we
are all of us now able to do justice to the valor and the disin-
terestedness and the love of the right, as to each it was given
to see the right, shown both by the men of the North and the
men of the South in that contest which was finally decided by
the attitude of the West.

“ DEBT TV TOE VETERANS,

“We can admire the heroie valor, the sincerity, the self-devo-
tion shown alike by the men who wore the blue and the men who
wore the gray; and our sadness that such men should have had
to fight one another is tempered by the glad knowledge that ever
hereafter their descendants shall be found fighting side by side,
struggling in peace as well as in war for the uplift of their com-
mon country, all alike resolute to raise to the highest piteh of
honor and usefulness the Nation to which they all belong. As
for the veterans of the Grand Army of the Republic, they de-
serve honor and recognition such as is paid to no other citizens
of the Republic, for to them the Republic owes its all, for to
them it owes its very existence.

“1 do not speak of this struggle of {he past merely from the
historie standpoint., Our interest is primarily in the applica-
tion to-day of the lessons taught by the contest of half a century
ago. It is of little use for us to pay lip loyalty to the mighty
men of the past unless we sincerely endeavor to apply to the
problems of the present precisely the qualities which in other
crises enabled the men of that day to meet those crises. It is
half melancholy and half amusing to see the way in whiel well-
meaning people gather to do honor to the men who, in company
with John Brown, and under the lead of Abraham Lincoln, faced
and solved the great problems of the nineteenth century, while
at the same time these same good people nervously shrink from
or frantically denounce those who are trying to meet the prob-
lems of the twentieth in the spirit which was accountable for the
successful solution of the problems of Lincoln’s time,

“Of that generation of men, to whom we owe so much, the
man to whom we owe the most is, of course, Lincoln. Part of
our debt to him is because he foreeast our present struggle and
saw the way out. He said:

“¢1 hold that while man exists it is his duty to improve not
only his own condition, but to assist in ameliorating mankind.’
And again, * Labor is prior to and independent of eapital ; eapital
is only the fruit of labor, and could never have existed but for
labor. Laber is the superior of capital and deserves much the
higher consideration. Capital has its rights which are as
worthy of protection as any other rights, * * * Nor shonld
this lead to a war upon the owners of property. Property is
the fruit of labor; property is desirable; is a positive good in
the world. Let not him who is houseless pull down the house
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of another, but let him work diligently aud build one for him-
self, thus by example showing that his own shall be safe from
violence when built. ;

 DESTROY SPECIAL PRIVILEGE.

“ It seems to me that in these words Lineoln took substantially
the attitude that we ought to take; he showed the proper sense
of proportion in his relative estimates of eapital and labor, of
human rights and property rights. Above all in this speech,
as in many others, he taught a lesson in wise kindliness and ehar-
ity ; an indispensable lesson to us of to-day. But this wise kind-
liness and charity-never weakened his arm or numbed his heart.
We can not afford weakly to blind ourselves to the actual con-
flict which faces us to-day. The issue is joined, and we must
fight or fall.

“In every wise struggle for human betterment one of the main
objects, and often the only object, has been to achieve in larger
measure the quality of opportunity. In the struggle for this
creat end, nations rise from barbarism {o civilization, and
through it people press forward from one stage of enlightenment
to the next. One of the chief factors in progress is the destruc-
tion of special privilege. The essence of any struggle for healthy
liberty has always been and must always be to take from some
one man or class of men the right to enjoy power, or wealth, or
position, or immunity, which has not been earned by service to
his or their fellows.

“ Practical equality of opportunity for all citizens, when we
achieve it, will have two great results. First, every man will
have a fair chance to make of himself all that in him lies, to
reach the highest point to which his eapacities, unassisted by spe-
cial privilege of his own and unhampered by the special privi-
leges of others, can carry him, and to get for himself and his
family substantially what he has earned. Second, equality of
opportunity means that the Commonwealth will get from every
citizen the highest service of which he is eapable. No man who
carries the burden of special privileges of another can give to the
Commonwealth that service to which it is fairly entitled,

“T stand for the square deal. But when I say that I am for
the square deal I mean not merely that I stand for fair play
under the present rules of the game, but that I stand for having
those rules changed so as to work for a mere substantial equal-
ity of opportunity, and of reward for equally good service,

“This means that our Governments—National and State—
must be freed from the sinister influence or control of speecial in-
terests. Exactly as the special interests of cotton and slavery
threatenied our political integrity before the Civil War, so now
the great special business interests too often control and corrupt
the men and methods of government for their own profit.
We must drive the special interests out of polities. That is one
of our tasks to-day. Every special interest is entitled to jus-
tice—full, fair, and complete. Now, mind you, if there were any
attempt by mob violence or in any other way to plunder and
work harm to the special interests, whatever it may be that I
most dislike, to the wealthy man, whomsoever he may be, for
whomn I have the greatest contempt, I would fight for him, and
go would you, if you are worth your salt. He should have jus-
tice. Every special interest is entitled to justice. But not one
is entitled to a vote in Congress, a voice on the bench, or to rep-
resentation in any public office. The Constitution guarantees
protection to property, and we must make that promise good,
But it does not give the right of suffrage to any corporation.

“ MUST CURE CORPORATIONS.

“There can be no effective control of corporations while their
political activity remains, To put an end to it will be neither
a short nor an easy task, but it ean be done.

“We must have complete and effective publicity of corporate
affairs, so that the people may know beyond peradventure
whether the corporations obey the law and whether their man-
agement entitles them to the confidence of the public. If is neces-
sary that laws should be passed to prohibit the use of corporate
funds directly or indireetly for pelitieal purposes ; it is still more
necessary that such laws should be thoroughly enforced. Corpo-
rate expenditures for political purposes, and especially such ex-

.penditures by public-service corporations, have supplied one of
the principal sources of corruption in our political affairs.

‘It has become entirely clear that we must have Government
supervision of the capitalization not only of public-service cor-
porations, including particularly railways, but of all corpora-
tions doing an interstate business. I do mot wish to see the
Nation forced into ownership of the railways if it can possibly
be avoided, and the only alternative is thoroughgeing and ef-
fective regulation, which shall be based on a full knowledge of
all the faets, ineluding a physienl valuation of the property.
This physical valuation is not needed, or at least is very rarely

needed, for fixing rates; but it is needed as the basis of honest
capitalization, 7 !

“We have come to recognize that franchises should never be,
granted except for a limited time, and mever without proper,
provision for compensation to the public. It is my per !
belief that the same kind and degree of contrel and supervision
which should be exercised over public-service corporations
should be extended also to combinations whieh control neces.
saries of life, such as meat, oll, and coal, or which deal in themi
on an important scale.

“I believe that the officers, and especially the directors, of
ecorporations should be held personally responsible when cor-
porations break the law.

“ COMEBINATIONS INEVITABLE,

“Combinations in industry are the result of an imperative
economie law which can net be repealed by politieal legislation.
The effort at prohibiting all combination has substantially
failed. The only way out lies not in attempting to prevent such
combinations, but in completely controlling them in the interest
of the publie welfare. For that purpose the Federal Bureau of
Corporations is an agency of the first importance. Its power,
and therefore its efliciency, as well as that of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, should be largely inereased. We shoutd
be as sure of the proper conduct of interstate railways and the
proper management of interstate business as we are now sure
of the conduct and management of the natiohal banks. .

‘““There is a widespread belief among our people that under
the methods of making tariffs which have hitherto obtained the
special interests are too influential. Probably this is true of
both the big interests and the little interests. These methods
have put a premium on selfishness, and naturally the selfish big
interests have got more than the selfish small interests,

“The duty of Congress is to provide a method by which the
interest of the whole people shall be all that receives considera-
tion. To this end there must be an expert tariff commission,
wholly removed from the possibility of political pressure or of
improper business influenee. Such a commission can find out the
real difference between cost of production, which is mainly the
difference of labor costs here and abroad. As fast as its recom-
mendations are made I believe in revising one schedule at a time,
A general revision of the tariff almost inevitably leads to log-
rolling, and the subordination of the general publie interest to
loeal and speeinal interests.

“The absence of effective State and especially National re-
straint upon unfair money getting has tended to create a small
class of enormously wealthy and economically powerful men,
whose chief object is to hold and inerease their power. The
prime need is to change the conditions which enabled these men
to accumulate power which it is not for the general welfare
that they should hold or exercise. We grudge no man a fortune
which represents his own power and sagaeity, when exercised
with entire regard to the welfare of his fellows. But the for-
tune must be honorably obtained and well used. It is not even
enough that it should have been gained without doing damage
to the community. We should permit it to be gained only so long
as the gaining represents benefit to the community., This, I
know, implies a poliey of a far more active governmental inter-
ference with social and economic conditions in this country than
we have yet had, but I think we have got to face the fact that
such an inerease in governmental control is now necessary.

" FAYORS AX INCOME TAX.

“ No man should receive a dollar unless that dollar has been
fairly earned. Every dollar received should represent a dollar's
worth of service rendered. The really big fortune, the swollen
fortune, by the mere fact of its size acquires gualities which
differentiate it in kind as well as in degree from ywhat is
sessed by men of relatively small means. Therefore I believe
in a graduated income tax on big fortunes and in another tax,
which is far more easily collected and far more effective, a
graduated inheritance tax on big fortunes, properly safeguarded
against evasion and inereasing rapidly in amount with the size
of the estate. )

“ The people of the United States suffer from periodieal finan-
cial panics to a degree substantially unknown among the other
nations which approach us in financial strength. There is no
renson why we should suffer what they escape. It is of profound
importance that our financial system should be promptly inves-
tigated, and so thoroughly and effectively revised as to make it
certain that hereafter our currency will no longer fail at eritical
times to meet onr needs.

“ It is hardly necessary for me to repeat that I believe in an
efficient Army and a Navy large enough to secure for us abroad
that respect which is the surest guaranty of peace. Justice and
fair dealing among nations rest on principles identical with




7568

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

OcroBer 27,

those which control justice and fair dealing among the individ-
uals of which nations are composed, with the vital exception
that each nation must do its own part in international police
work. National friendships, like those between men, must be
founded on respect as well as on liking, on forbearance as
well as upon trust. In all this it is peculiarly the duty of the
United States to set a good example.

“ 1 have spoken elsewhere of the great task which lies before
the farmers of the country to get for themselves and for their
wives and children not only the penefits of better farming, but
also those of better business methods and better conditions-of
life on the farm. The burden of this great task will fall, as it
should, mainly upon the great orgzanizations of the farmers
themselves. I am glad it will, for I believe they are well able
to handle it.

“In particular, there are strong reasons why the departments
of agriculture of the various States, the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and the agricultural colleges and experi-
ment stations should extend their work to cover all phases of
life on the farm, instead of limiting themselves, as they have
far too often limited themselves in the past, solely to the ques-
tion of the production of crops.

“THE REGULATION OF WEALTH.

“Nothing is more true than that excess of every kind is fol-
lowed by reaction ; a fact which should be pondered by reformer
and reactionary alike. We are face to face with new concep-
tions of the relations of property to human welfare, chiefly be-
cause certain advocates of the rights of property as against
the rights of men have been pushing their claims too far. The
man who wrongly holds that every human right is secondary to
his profit must now give way to the advocate of human welfare,
who rightfully maintains that every man holds his property sub-
ject to the generdl right of the community to regulate its use to
whatever degree the public welfare may require it.

“But I think we may go still further. The right to regulate
the use of wealth in the public interest is universally admitted.
Let us admit also the right to regulate the terms and conditions
of labor, which is the chief element of wealth, directly in the
interest of the common good. The fundamental thing to do for
every man is to give him the chance to reach a place in which
he will make the greatest possible contribution to the public wel-
fare. No man can be a good citizen unless he has a wage more
than suflicient to cover the bare cost of living, and hours of labor
short enough so that after his day’s work is done he will have
time and energy to bear his share in the management of the com-
munity to help in carrying the general load.

“We keep countless men from being good citizens by the con-
ditions of life with which we surround them. We need compre-
hensive workmen's compensation acts, both State and National
laws ‘to regulate child labor and the work of women, and espe-
cially we need in our common schools not merely education in
book learning, but also practical training for daily life and work.
We need to enforce better sanitary conditions for our workers
and to extend the use of safety appliances in industry and com-
merce, both within and between the States.

* Also, friends, in the interest of the workingman himself we
need to set our faces like flint against mob violence just as
against corporate greed ; against violence and injustice and Iaw-
lessness by wage workers just as much as against lawless cun-
ning and greed and selfish arrogance of employers.

“1 do not ask for overcentralization, but I do ask that we
work in a spirit of broad and far-reaching nationalism when we
work for what concerns our people as a whole. We are all
Americans. Our common interests are as broad as the continent.
I speak to you here in Kansas exactly as I would speak in New
York or Georgia, for the most vital problems are those which
affect us all alike.

“The National Government belongs to the whole American
people, and where the whole American people are interested
that interest can be guarded effectively only by the National

jovernment, 'The betterment which we seek must be aceom-
plished, 1 believe, mainly through the National Government.

“ NATIONALISM DEMANDED.

“The American people are right in demanding that new
nationalism without which we can not hope to deal with new
problems, The new nationalism puts the national need before
sectional or personal advantage, It is impatient of the utter
confusgion that results from loeal legislatures attempting to treat
national issues as local issues. If is still more impatient of the
impotence which springs from the overdivision of Government
powers, the impotence which makes it possible for loeal selfish-
ness or for legal eunning, hired by wealthy special interests, to
bring national activities to a deadlock. This new nationalism
regards the executive power as the steward of the public wel-

fare. It demands of the judiciary that it shall be interested pri-
marily in human welfare rather than in property, just as it de-
mands that the representative body shall represent all the people
rather than any one class or section of the people,

“1I believe in shaping the ends of government to protect prop-
erty as well as human welfare, Normally, and in the long run,
the ends are the same, but whenever the alternative must be
faced I am for men and not for property.

“ NEED OF DIRECT PRIMARY.

“If our political institutions were perfect, they would abso-
lutely prevent the political domination of money in any part of
our affairs. We need to make our political representatives more
quickly and sensitively responsive to the people whose servants
they are. More direct action by the people in their own affairs
under proper safeguards is vitally necessary.

“The direct primary is a step in this direction if it is asso-
ciated with a corrupt-practices act effective enough to prevent
the advantage of the man willing recklessly and unserupulously
to spend money over his more honest competitor,

“It is particularly important that all moneys received or
expended for campaign purposes should be publicly accounted
for, not only after election but before election as well, Political
action must be made simpler, easier, and freer from confusion
for every citizen. I believe that the prompt removal of unfaith-
ful or incompetent-public servants should be made easy and
sure in whatever way experience shall show to be most expe-
dient in any given ¢lass of cases.

“One of the fundamental necessities in a representative
government such as ours is to make certain that the men to
whom the people delegate their power shall serve the people by
whom they are elected, and not the special interests. I believe
that every national officer, elected or appointed, should be for-
bidden to perform any service or receive any compensation di-
rectly or indirectly from interstate corporations, and a similar
provision should not fail to be useful within the States.

“The object of government is the welfare of the people. The
material progress and prosperity of a nation are desirable
chiefly so far as they lead to the moral and materinl welfare of
all good citizens, Just in proportion as the average man and
woman are honest, eapable of sound judgment and high ideals,
active in public affairs—but first of all sound in their home
life, and the father and mother of healthy children—just so far
and no further we may count our civilization a success.

“We must have—I believe we have already—a genuine and
permanent moral awakening, without which no wisdom of legis-
lation or administration really means anything; and, on the
other hand, we must try to secure the social and economic legis-
lation without which any improvement due to purely moral agi-
tation is necessarily evanescent. The prime problem of our
Nation is to get the right type of good citizenship; and to get it
we must have progress and all our people must be genninely
progressive.”

AMERICANIZATION OF

As in legislative session,

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, earlier in the day I sought to
secure unanimous consent to introduce a report from the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor on the Americanization bill. I
did it largely because of the sentiment of the day, as expressed
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCorMmick], and becanse of
the well-known desire of the former President of the United
States, Theodore Roosevelt, for some kind of a plan of Ameri-
canization.

This bill is reported by the Committee on Education and
Labor unanimously, as a substitute for a number of bills pend-
ing before that committee on this subjeet. It seeks to deal with
one of the most serious questions in our American life, illiteracy,
and foreign-born aliens; and the problem as presented by this
hill is to give every American resident and also alien a chance
to learn the American language—I prefer to use the term
“American language " Instead of the term “ English language,”
because it is the American langunage—and to make foreigners
learn it if they desire to remain in this country ; in other words,
to Americanize America. .

Mr. President, there are over 8,000,000 people in this country
over 10 years of age who can neither read, write, nor speak the
English language, and at least 55 per cent of them are native
born. That is certainly a problem that challenges the atten-
tion of the American people.

Mr, WATSON. How many did the Senator say?

Mr. KENYON. Over 8,000,000.

Mr. Herbert Kaufman has been an assistant to Secretary Lane
m this work for the last year, giving up his own business and
serving the Government without price in order to formulate an
organization which now is ready to act on this great proposition

ALIENS.
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all over this country. Mr. Kaufman is entitled to the thanks of
all lovers of America.

Mr. WARREN. What does the Senator name as the percent-
age of foreigners born in this country who could not read or
write?

Mr. KENYON. I put it conservatively at least 55 per cent -of
the total number.

Mr. WARREN. Are those young children, who will yet be
educated?

Mr. KENYON. No; above 10 years of age. The figure of
s,tg_@,ooo is of those above 10 years of age.

. WARREN. I can hardly conceive that to be in this
country of schools. Perhaps the Senator will elucidate it fur-
ther along.

Mr. KENYON. If the Senator had been with the committee
in the Pittsburgh district and out among the mills, he would
‘have been astounded, I think, at the facts which came to the at-
‘tention of the committee.

In the town of Olarenton, where 150 men were gathered
around Senator McKrrrar and myself, through interpreters
we got the word that we wanted to get to them, and asked all
of those who were American citizens to raise their hands.
There were only three among the 150, A good many of them
eould speak the English language, but many of them could not.

Mr. WARREN. Those were adults?

Mr. KENYON. All adults. I wish an article written by
Mr. Herbert Kaufman in the New York Tribune something
over a week ago could be made Into a public document. It is
a wonderful article. It challenges the attention of the Nation
to this problem. I read here and there from it. He says:

Discontent is mumbling and violence is ranting on all sides, America
is on trial belore 10,000 soap boxes; chaos is everywhere seeking re.
cruits from the ranks of misunderstanding and illiteracy.

Again he says:

Illiteracy is a pick-and-shovel estate, a life sentence to meniality.
Democraey may not have fixed classes and survive.

gain:

An outbreak of hoof and mouth disease would compel Instant
remedial laws and funds to contaln the menace within bounds, It is
even more Incumbent upon us to defend healthy citizenship against
civic incapables,

And again:

If a hundred million of us stand together, we must think together
nnd that without foreign accent.

Mr. President, if the illiterates and the foreign born who can
not speak our language should be reviewed from a stand in
Aront of the White House, marching by two abreast, and march-
ing 25 miles a day, it would take two months of solid march-
ing for them to pass the reviewing stand.

Early in the war Mr. Samuel Gompers predicted, quoting
his language:

An even ter misunderstanding between Government and labor
than that which arose in England may arlse in a more acute form
because of the racial diversity of our working S0H,

That prophecy seems about to be fulfilled.

Secretary Lane has said:

An uninformed democracy is not a democracy.

These startling facts will be presented to the Senate in due
fime. The purpose of this bill is to give these illiterates and
/give these aliens a chance to learn the American language and
ito become good Americans, and after having had that chance,
\if they will not do it, then the aliens ought to be compelled
‘to leave this country.

Mr. President, this is the birthday of the man who was our
supreme American. With him America—its thoughts, its pur-
poses, its ideals—was a supreme passion. Never faltered he in
devotion to his country. It is appropriate that an Americaniza-
ftion bill start on its journey through the Congress upon the
birthday of this man, for every purpose, thought, action, inspira-
‘tion of his life was for a greater, a better, and a more American
America.

The old ship of state in this hour is floating on troublesome
seas. Whitecaps of anarchy are battling its voyage, but—

We know what Master iaid keel,
What Workman wrought thy r of steel.

Se we fear not the sudden sound and shock. We know the
old ship will safely weather the storm—
In spite of rock and tempest roar,
In spite of false lights on the shore
There are misguided men in American to-day—ihousands, and
even millions, of them. They are to be pitied. They do not know
the purposes of Ameriea, for they have had no opportunity to
lenrn. They do not know that this is in Tact the Innd of the

‘poor boy ; that men have given their lives that the doors of op--

‘to start.

portunity might cver be open to the children of {o-morrow; that
the opportunities for their children are the best of any nation
of earth. Our country is to blame because the chance has not
been presented for them to kmow. Many of them are eager to
know America for themselves and for their children. If they
can not read or speak or understand the American language, how
can they know the wonderful stories of opportunity in this coun-
try? How can they understand the heights to which their chil-
dren may attain in this land of freedom? To them the story
of the humble, poor boy's pathway from the log eabin of Ken-
tucky to the Presidency of the United States, the inspiration
of the towpath followed by Garfield, the struggles of Theodore
Roosevelt, the advancement to the Presidency of Woodrow Wil-
son from the humble Presbyterian parsonage are closed books.
While they are in the Nation, they know not of the Nation.
There would be no menace to the future of Ameriea from these
men if they really knew what America, meant. Boys of foreign
birth have gone out to fight for the Nation just as loyally as
those who were born in this country. The long rolls of honor
of those who have been left on the fields of France contain the
nanes of nearly every nationality on earth. There is good ma-
terial here for Amerlcanization. The melting pot can not boil
unless there is fuel under it, and that fuel is education. The
purpose of this bill is to help furnish the fuel for the great
American melting pot. And out of it will come those who now
are toiling mentally in the ignorance and superstition of past
ages into the glorious sunlight of American intelligence. Is
such a work worth while? Long may be the road, but it is time
There should be a rallying to the proposition of
Americanization on the part of States, municipalities, govern-
ments, societies, and individuals, and 1 prediet there will be
such rallying and a tremendous wave of patriotism sweep this
bill on to final snccess. .

There are other spirits in this country trying to lead these
deluded mortals—ihe spirits of darkness—determined to over-
throw the best government that ever has existed under the sun,
but they mistake the spirit and purpose of America also.
America will not hesitate to deal with them with an iron hand;
America will not tolerate anarchy. But America must awaken
to the dangers and America must not falter or equivocate. An
awakened nation of over 100,000,000 people does not propose
that a few hundred thousand anarchists and Bolshevists shall
overthrow this nation of hope and this land of opportunity.

Americanization will not only mean getting rid of these im-
possible characters and bringing the light of intelligence to
some of their blind followers, but Americanization will mean
the development of more brotherly feeling, help to make im-
possible contests of capital and labor. The teaching of the
Antaierican language is only a step in the plan of Americani-
zation.

The man who cares for his fellow man only as he can use
him as he wounld a piece of iron or coal, to increase his divi-
dends, needs Americanization. He loves himself better than
his country, and the problem of Americanization is to instill
into the hearis of our people o love of their country above a
love of themselves; it is time for every American to search his
own heart and honestly ask himself what sacrifices he is mak-
ing for this country and how much of self he is willing to give
up for the good of his country. Give every resident alien n
chance to become an American. Some of them have not had
it. Give them the opportunity to be geod citizens. Let them
know ‘that the great Republic is builded on the rock of justice.
If they will not become good Americans, let them get out of
the eountry. Let the anarchist understand that his doetrines
have no more effect upon the structure of this Government
than the waves lapping the rock of Gibraltar. But let him
know that if he desires to advance those doetrines he will have
to seek other shores. America is no place for him. Let him
know that there is but one flag in this country, the Stars and
Stripes, and there is no place for the red flag of anarchy.

It is no time fo be pessimistic in all the turmeil through
which we are passing. It is time to follow the doctrine of the
beautiful Psalm of David;

T will 1ift up mine eyes unto the hills from whence cometh my help.

Upon the hills of America shines the vision of national per-
petuity.

A nation that can preduce a Theodore Roosevelt ought never
to waver, be pessimistic, or cowardly. Never have we needed
his spirit as we need it to-day. The spirit of Roosevelt is a con-
quering spirit over wrong, injustice, oppression, disloyalty. The

-spirit of Roosevelt makes for a courageous brotherhood of man,

recognizing the rights and relationships of men to one another.
That brotherhood shall yet conquer all the enemies of the Te-
public—a 'brotherhood that is kind, but that can be stern; a
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Srotherhood that rallies to the call of America, ready to do or

flie for the Republic.
America! America! God shed His grace on thee,
And crown thy good with brotherbood from sea to shining sea.

The last public words of Roosevelt were a call for Americaniza-
Hon. He said:

I can not be with you, and so all I can do is to wish i,r(m Godspeed,
There must be no mggin‘;r back in the fight for Americanism merely be-
rause the war is over. here are plenty of persons who have already
made the assertion that they believe the American people have a short
memory and that they intend to revive all the foreign associations which
most d mtlf interfere with the complete Americanization of our people,
Our  principle in this matter should be gbsoiutel{ simple.  In the first

. place, we should insist that if the immigrant who com ere does

od faith become an American and assimilates himself to us he shall

e treated on an exact equality with everyone else, for it is an outrage

toidis{:rlmlnutu against any such man because of creed or birthplace or

rigin,
gnt this is predicated upon the man’s becoming in very fact an
American, and nothing but an American. If he tries to keep segregated
with men of his own origin and separated from the rest of America, then
he ign't doing his part as an American. There can be no divided alle-
giance here, Any man who says he is an American, but something else
also, isn’t an American at all.
We have room for but one flag, the American flag, and this excludes
the red flag, which symbolizes all wars against llbcr{y and civilization,
ust as much as it excludes nng foreign flag of a pation to which we are
ostile. We have room for but one langnage here, and that is the
English language, for we intend to see that the crucible turns our people
out as Americans, of American nationality, and not as dwellers in a
l)olrglot boarding 'honse; and we have room for but one soul loyalty, and
hat is loyalty to the American people,
Faithfully, yours, T. ROOSEVELT.

God grant that the spirit of Theodore Roosevelt may inspire

the citizenship of the great Republic in this hour of stress to be

firm, yet just, and to make any sacrifice needed to maintain this
~as a government wliere law, order, and justice shall prevail.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. President, to present the report
of the Committee on Education and Labor with the bill as agreed
upon by that comimittee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks
unanimous consent, as in legislative session, to present the
report of the Committee on Education and Labor. The Chair
hears no objection, and the report will be received.

The bill (8. 3315) to promote Americanization by providing
for cooperation with the several States in the eduecation of non-
English speaking persons and the assimilation of foreign-born
residents, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the
calendar and the report (Rept. No. 276) will be printed under
the rule.

TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERMANY.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole and in open execu-
iive session, resumed consideration of the treaty of peace with
Germany. ;

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I wish to express in a very few
words the attitude that I entertain toward the pending amend-
ment.

I will vote for the pending amendment giving the United
States mutual equality with Great Britain in the league of
nations because it gives me the opportunity to express my
conviction that my country is as great and as good and is as
much to be considered and reckoned with as any upon this
earth if it is to be drawn into the maelstrom of world politics.

I will vote for the amendment because it gives me the oppor-
tunity to express my protest against Great Britain’s willingness
to assert for the British Empire a preponderance of influence
in the counsels of the world as against the United States—a
preponderance of 6 to 1 for the English-speaking peoples of

- British allegiance as against the English-speaking peoples of
American allegiance, who are the more numerous of the two
in the world, in the ratio, I suppose, of something like 10 to 7.

Tor the other branch of the English-speaking peoples to offer
us, with a population of 10 to their 7, 1 vote to their 6 upon
questions wherein they and we may be of different opinion is
not caleulated to foster salutary understanding between the
heirs of Magna Charta and of a rich, common inheritance of
law, language, and freedom. It is not by the assertion, but by
the disavowal, of any such elaim in case of difference of view
between the Empire, or a part of the Empire, and the Republic,
that the British Empire might advance good understanding
with the American Nation.

In 1870 Great Dritain failed to make the same sacrifices to
check the growth of the German menace that we made in 1917.
If in 1870 Britain had gone to the relief of France as we went to
the relief of France and England in 1917, Bismarck’s ambitions
would have been thwarted and the German Empire would not
have been created at Versailles, where 50 years later it was
destroyed by the throwing of the weight of America's arms
and resources into the scale against it.

If America is to be penalized for going to the rescue in 1917—
and to the reseue of the British as well as the French—what

should have been the punishment of Britain for failing to do
so in 1870? We did go to the rescue. I am proud that we did
so for the right, and without the spur or the chain of entente
or alliance or league. As I have said before, I believe we shall
always do so in a world crisis, and without the need of any
agreement or league whatsoever on the subject: and, as I have
said before, I should favor a broad American doctrine in such
sense. But I should expect in return generous consideration
from the nations with which we should be expected to co-
operate—very generous consideration, not 6 to 1 consideration.

I am unwilling to submit to the slightest implication or ap-
pearance of implication of inferiority or of inequality of Toice
between the divisions of the English-speaking people in ques-
tions upon which they may hold differing views. I shall be
content with no face-saving device to give assurance that after
all this inequality that may be asserted in the opposed vote of
the two peoples amounts to but little,

I will vote for this amendment as an expression of my will-
ingness to do directly, if need be, what it is proposed to do indi-
rectly by reservations. I shall not be diverted from my pur-
pose to vote for this amendment by the fallacious argument
that to adopt it will send the treaty back to the peace confer-
ence and entail delay in bringing peace to the world.

The proponents of the league have talked so much about the
necessity for the coming into force of this treaty, our relation-
ship to such a situation, and the need for reconvening the peace
conference in case the Senate does not obey the behest of the
Executive and approve the ratification of this treaty without
any change whatsoever, that a brief diseussion of that propo-
sition may be timely. f

I have already in previous addresses called atiention fto the
lastd clause of the preamble of the treaty of Versailles, which
reads :

From the coming into force of the present tredty the siate of .war
will terminate. IFrom that moment and subject to the provisions of
this treaty official relations with Germany, and with any of the German
States, will be resumed by the allied and associated powers,

I have also noted that the later clauses of the last clause of
the treaty provide:

A first procés-verbal of the deposit of ratifications will be drawn u
a8 soon as the treaty has been ratified by Germany, on the one hand,
gnddby three of the principal allled and associated powers on the other

and.

From the date of this first procés verbal the treaty will come
into force between the high contracting parties who have rati-
fied it. For the determination of all periods of time provided
for in the present freaty this date will be the date of the
coming into force of the treaty. :

In all other respects—and, Mr. President, I call particular
attention to those words—in all other respects the treaty will
enter into force for each power at the date of the deposit of its
ratification.

In the earlier stages of the discussion of this ireaty the
proponents of the league sought to lead the public to believe
that the only way in which the status of war between our-
selves and Germany could be terminated would be through our
ratification of this treaty. They have, however, abandoned that
position and now seemingly agree with those who are standing
for ratification with changes in the contention that the status of
hostilities between ourselves and Germany will terminate so
soon as any three of the prineipal allied and associated powers
have been deposited in Paris.

Driven thus from the position that we must rafify in order
to get peace, they are now seeking to intrench themselves

‘behind the argnment that unless we ratify this treaty as it

is drawn a reconvening of the peace conference is inevitable,
with all the tedium, delay, and dangers attendant mpon new
negotiations.

So much is made of this argument that it is worth while
carefully to trace to its end the exact situation which would
arise in case we shall ratify this treaty with the fundamental
and far-reaching reservations and amendments which have
been proposed.

We must start with the fact always to be kept in mind and
to which, seemingly, all are now agreed, that hostilities with
Germany will terminate for all the world so soon as the treaty
is ratified by Germany and three of the principal allied and
associated powers.

As showing how fully it is designed that the deposit of the
first procés verbal shall terminate hostilities, I shall refer to
a few of the matters which are to take place within the time
calculated from the date this first deposit is made and which
go forward and are concluded under the treaty, and inevitably
so, without any reference to further ratification by powers
other than the three first ratifying powers. As will be ap-
parent, most of these things I list not only contemplate the
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termination of the state of war against Germany but they
would be difficult, if not impossible, of fulfillment if there were
between Germnn; and any other power even a legal status of
war without any hostilities being actually conducted.

German troops and authorities are to be withdrawn from
prescribed portions of east Prussia and from certain prescribed
areas near the Nogat and the Vistula within 15 days from
the coming into force of the present treaty, and within 10 days
from the same date German troops and likewise workmen’s
and soldiers’ councils are to retire from Schleswig. Further-
more, German military forces are to be demobilized and Ger-
man armament, munitions, and materials are to be reduced to
specified limits within two months from the coming into force
of the treaty. The naval forces and personnel of the German
Navy are to be reduced to a specified size within the same
period, * Within three months from the coming into force of
the treaty certain named war-material manufactories are to be
closed down and fortifications named are to be dismantled.
The ownership of German surface warships not in German
ports is renounced by Germany from the date of the com-
ing into force of the treaty, and certain named warships are
to be surrendered within two months of that date. Ger-
man warships now under construction are to he broken up
upon the coming into foree of the treaty, and German sub-
marines, docks, and salvaged vessels are to be surrendered at
the expiration of one-month from that time. Germany is to
mine sweep, beginning with the date when the treaty comes
into force, certain named areas. On the same date she is to
surrender all military and naval aeronautical materials beyond
amounts specified, and may not for a period of six months
from the coming into force of the treaty import any aircraft
materials.

The repatriation of prisoners of war and interned civilians
takes place as soon as possible after the treaty comes into force.
From the same date Germany may not send or accredit military
or naval attachés to other governments and must prevent the
enrollment of Germans in armies and navies of other powers.
At the expiration of two months after the treaty comes into
force stringent restrictions are made operative as 'to German
military schools and other educational and like institutions.

The commissions for delimiting the boundaries of the free
city of Danzig, for determining the boundary of the Saar Basin
and of Schleswig, are to be appointed within 15 days from the
date the treaty comes into force, and from the nature of their
duties it is evident that the interallied commissions of control
and the great reparation commission must be appointed at once.
And so of other commissions I need not pause fo name.

The citizenship of Alsace-Lorrainers will be settled within one
year from the coming into force of the treaty and the citizenship
of Germans in Poland within two years. (German nationals or-
dinarily resident in the free city of Danzig lose their German
nationality immediately upon the coming into force of this
treaty, and German residents in adjacent territories have twe
years from that time to elect their citizenship.

As to treaties, certain designated treaties touching China are
applicable from the coming into force of the treaty; designated
articles of this treaty itself are operative merely for certain
named periods beginning from the same date; certain enumer-
ated multilateral treaties only are to be effective as between the
powers and Germany from the coming into force of the treaty;
and the allied and associated powers are to have advantage of
certain other clauses of German treaties from the same date.

Without delay from the coming into force of the present
treaty Germany undertakes to restore all articles, money, securi-
ties, and documents which have belonged to nationals of the
allied and associated powers and which have been retained by
German authorities, and all private securities of the allied and
associated powers held in Germany must be delivered to such
powers within six months from the coming into force of the
present treaty.

Certain gold deposits in Germany are to be turned over to
the principal allied and associated powers within one month
from the coming into force of the treaty.

From the date of the coming into force of the treaty all the
deposits of coal situated within the Saar Basin become the
complete and absolute property of the French State. From the
same date and for a period of 10 years German electrical supply
works must furnish service to any establishment the working of
which passes under this treaty permanently or temporarily to
France.

Goods of specified origin are to be imported into Germany free
from duty for specific periods, beginning on the date of the com-
ing into force of the treaty; likewise goods have most-favored-
nation treatment for periods beginning at the same date.
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Property rights and interests claimed by the allied or asso-
ciated powers against Germany on account of property located
and dealt with in Germany must be satisfied, and industrial’
property rights are to be vindicated within one year from the
coming into force of the treaty. Lastly, and almost primarily
significant, German laws are to be harmonized with the pro-
visions of this treaty within a period of three months from the
same date.

Many of these matters are vital as affecting the very life
and substance of the treaty itself ; they will all become operative
as against Germany upon the ratification of this treaty by any
three of the great powers no matter what our action on the mat-
ter may be. For the language of the treaty is that * * *#
“ from the date of this first procés-verbal the treaty will come into
force between the high contracting parties who have ratified it.”
That is, the treaty as it is written and ratified is operative as
between the powers so ratifying wholly irrespective of the action
which may be taken by any other power. The balance of the
powers may ratify or not ratify; they may ratify unreservedly’
or with reservations; but whatever their action, it can have no
effect whatever upon the treaty or its provisions as between and
among Germany on the one hand and the three ratifying powers.
on the other. As to them the treaty stands as it is written.

Considering the great number of powers signatory to the
treaty and their divers interests therein, it was indispensable
that a provision of this kind should be in the treaty in order|
that some power, seeking purely for further selfish ends, might,
not postpone peace to the world until the end sought was
reached, to the consequent economic, social, and moral detri-!
ment of the whole world. Furthermore, if Germany is to meef
the terms of the treaty as written she must enjoy profound peace.
within her borders. She can not carry on a war with any power,
with the resulting disarrangement of her industries and finances,
which must all be brought to bear upon war indemnities. DMore-,
over, a glance at the map will show that no power could engage
in a war with Germany without threatening the peace of some
other power, and in most cases a war would not be posslble.
except the belligerent power used the territory of a third power'
as a base from which to make an attack on Germany. This
is conspicuously true in our own case. For we could hardly
conduet a successful war against Germany save by continuing
our stay in France, who obviously will not want us carrying
on hostilities from her territories while she herself is at peace
and desiring the German indemnity which peace alone can|
bring. Nor would she want the internal disarrangement which
would come to her from such an enterprise on our part.

Therefore, when this treaty comes into force, through rati-
fication by Germany and three allied and associated powers, it
stands as between those ratifying powers in the precise form'
in which written. :

The treaty furthermore provides that ‘“in all other re-
spects "—that is, all respects other than the termination of
hostilities, and the resumption of official relations with Ger-|
many, and the determination of periods of time provided for in,
the treaty—* the treaty will enter into force for each power at
the date of the deposit of its ratifications.” Under this provi-
sion, if any power desires to secure the benefits other than the
termination of hostilities and the resumption of official rela-'
tions, conferred upon that power by this treaty, it must ratify,
the treaty in order to secure them.

But if any power to which advantage is to flow from this
treaty desires to augment or alter those benefits, it would prob-i
ably be necessary for such a power to gain the consent of all
powers signatory to the treaty, and this action, whatever formy
it might take, would be virtually a new peace conference. But!
I ask what signatory power is there which could sanely enter-
tain the slightest hope that a reconsideration of its claims as
recognized in this treaty would result in augmenting them? The
action of the French Chamber of Deputies is fairly indicative
that France is convinced the treaty contains her maximum of!
advantage, and so of Great Britain; and even Italy, who has
her Fiume difficulties, seems willing if not anxious to accept
immediately what this treaty gives her. As for Japan, I have
not heard that she was denied anything substantial for which
she asked at the conference, and therefore it is not to be ex-.
pected that she will decline ratification in order again to go to
a peace table where our representative, if we sit at the table,
would be already aware of the strength of opinion in this coun-|
try against certain of the benefits granted to Japan by the pres-
ent treaty. L

So far as the smaller powers are concerned, those immediateiy
concerned—Poland, Czechoslovakia, and the Serb-Croat-Slovene
State—all owe their existence in whole or in part to this treaty;
and it is scarcely to be thought that they would jeopardize
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their very existence by inviting a new peace conference. Bel-
gium asked for and deserved more than she got, yet I am sure
that the wisdom of her statesmen would not care to subject
her to the uncertainties of a new conference.

Thus it is difficult to see how any of the powers could hope
to gain further advantages from a reconvening of the peace
conference, and the most if not all of them would scarcely wish
to jeopardize what they already have to the monumental uncer-
tainties of a new negotiation.

But we are not among those who get benefits from the treaty;
burdens are our sole treaty heritage. Moreover, these burdens
we must believe were self-imposed, because it can not be that
we found ourselves under the compulsion of our allies in these
matters. We sat at the peace table as associated victors, not as
cobelligerent vanquished. Moreover, there is no single burden
or collection of burdens imposed upon us by this treaty which,
if we disavow them, will in any way affect a due carrying out
of the provisions of the document, save only in this one respect,
that the treaty will lack the pledge, and the obligation inevi-
tably flowing from our full participation, that we use our full
military and material resources for the enforcement of the
treaty provisions in their infinity of detail

So that it is idle to speak of the necessity of reconvening
the peace conference and blindly optimistic to speak of the
possibility of doing so. Once this treaty is ratified by three of
the great powers there will be no new negotiations, and I assure
you it will be so ratified if our diplomacy shall not continue sue-
cessfully to thrust itself into world politics, with a view to
forcing this Senate willy-nilly to bow to an Executive fiat to
advise and consent to the ratification of this treaty without
amendment. And I doubt whether even our suave and her-
culean colonel could for long impede the aspirations or ambi-
tions of our Eurvpean allies. And why, sir, should the powers
which have ratified and are satisfied with the treaty recon-
vene in conference and open up the whole negotiations merely.
to arrange for us to throw off our self-imposed obligations?
For as to us, the prime if not the only thing over which the
great powers are anxious is the power to command the assist-
ance of our military and naval forces in case of difficultivs
in Europe, and since we are under no compulsion from them to
render such assistance outside the underiukings we make in
this treaty, it is self-evident that they will gladly accept what-
ever amount of such promises and undertakings we in our wis-
dom or unwisdom may see fit to assume. It is the veriest non-
=ense for us under these circumstances to speak of the necessity
of reconvening the peace conference and reopening its negotia-
tions merely to note that we are to curtail the voluntary and
self-imposed obligations under the treaty which our negotiators
ill-advisedly thought we would be willing to assume.

Inasmuch as the ratification of this treaty by three of the
principal allied and associated powers and Germany brings a
Full peace status between Germany and the whole opposing
world—and of this there can be no doubt, because the treaty
distinctly says that * from that moment "—the coming into force
of the treaty—"and subject to the provisions of this treaty
official relations with Germany and with any of the German
States will be resumed by the allied and associated powers ”—
that is, by all of them, not merely those who ratify the treaty—
since this is the status, the situation left thereafter is similar to,
'if not, indeed, exactly like, that which obtained with reference
to The Hague conventions, where each power signatory ratified
with reservations and amendments such as it desired. If a
power wished for the complete benefits of a Hague convention,
it ratified the document as it stood. If it did not desire such
advantages in toto, or if it were unwilling to accept the burdens
imposéd by the covenant, it ratified with reservations or amend-
ments. In such case there was no talk or thought of recon-
vening The Hague conference in order that reservations or
amendments might be made, and no necessity therefor existed,
because it dealt with peace-time conditions.

Another analogous case that well fllustrates the point I am
making is that of the ratification of the general act for sup-
pression of Afriean slave trade, signed at Brussels on July
2, 1890, by the plenipotentiaries of 17 powers, including the
United States. The protocol regarding the deposit of the
American ratifieation sets forth the acceprance of a partial
ratification, with various stipulations made by France and of
ratification by the United States, with a disclaimer of interest
and responsibility us to parts of the international engagements
of the aet in question. This well iliustrates the lack of any
necessity in such cases to reopen the whole of a negotiation.

‘Mr. President, if there be no objection, I shall insert as part
of my remarks copies of the ratifications and protocols of those
|cases for the guidance of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so!

ordered.

Mr. KNOX. And so here with this document, The status|
of peace being created by ratification by three great powers, |
and those powers having the right, under the treaty they have |
thus ratified and put into force, to disarm Germany and obtain !
the commercial and other advantages which the treaty gives |
to them, they will be quite willing to let the rest of the world|
accept or reject the treaty benefits as they may wish. Indeed,
if the other powers should forego the indemnities paid underl
the treaty, the great powers would have some advantages!
because it would leave the more German assets for them. Of]
course, as 1 have said, the great powers hope for the mighty|
strength of this Nation to enforce the indemnity—mellifiuously!
termed “reparation” in the treaty—and will go any lengths
to get it short of losing the treaty itself, for that, when the!
pinch comes, they will surely save.

Moreover, it Is interesting to observe that even should we;
ratify this treaty with amendments and reservations and deposit|
our ratification in Paris, and even if we were the third power so |
to do, this would not necessarily mean that the treaty as written
would not go into force. Indeed the chances are many to one:
that the treaty will go into force as written in spite of such a
ratification by us or of any other action we might take, because
if we ratified it with reservations and amendments hefore
three other powers had unreservedly ratified, we should stand
in a class by ourselves and all that need be done in order to
put the treaty as written into effect between Germany and the
great European powers would be for a third power, Italy, for
example, to ratify it unconditionally, whereupon the treaty
would then go into force as written and we would still stand
on the outside without our amendments or reservations affecting
the situation in any way whatsoever. And in this connection it
is well to remember that our Executive is the only one whose
heart will be broken if the league is touched; the powers are
looking not at the league but at the rest of the treaty, and
there is every reason to believe we may have our way about
the league whatever that may be, if we will but put our mili-
tary force and material resources behind the halance of the
treaty.

Thus the status of peace being created by the ratification of
the treaty by three great European powers, as it ean and in all
probability will be, no matter what we do, the question of any
other power’s accepting or rejecting its bemefits or incurring
its obligations is a matter in which that power is practically
alone concerned.

That the foregoing is an accurate statement of the real situa-
tion is borne out to the fullest extent by the attitude which,
according to the press, the Executive recently took through
his personal and unofficial but all-powerful representative in
Europe. The press then carried the information as to the
President’s colonel that “for the last four weeks in a quiet
way he has been working to insure the league not starting
without the United States as long as there was a chance that
America could be the third power to ratify the Versailles
treaty ”; that he “has been working against considerable
opposition to prevent the league plans from proceeding too
rapidly ”; and that he had induced Great Britain and France
to bring pressure to bear upon Italy and Japan to the end that
they should not ratify the treaty and thus put it into operation.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, to whom does the Senator
refer?

Mr. KNOX. I supposed everybody knew who the President's
colonel was—the silent House.

Mr, McCORMICEK. The silent statesman from Texas?

Mr. KNOX. Exactly 50. I accept the amendment. That is|
to say, the President’s colonel has been deliberately intermed-
dling in this situation in order to force the Senate to ratify this
treaty without amendment or reservation, by allowing the Ex-
ecutive to continue to hold over this body as a club a false public
opinion of the country built up and sustained on the erroneous
supposition that peace can not come to us without our ratifica-
tion of the treaty and that ratification with amendments or
reservations on our part would require the reassembling of a
new peace conference, and therefore the indefinite delay of peace,

May I digress long enough to observe that we have here before
our eyes an example of the way in which our domestic afTairs
may be operated when we join the league? Here are two great

powers of Europe joining in a conspiracy with our own Execu-
tive and aiding and abetting him in his deliberate and avowed
intention of imposing upon the American people the treaty bur-
dens and obligations which a great part of them are unwilling
to undertake and which a majority of this very body is unwilling
to sanction.

If coercion such as this can be brought to bear
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before the league goes into effect, may we not pause, consider,
an]LJl ask ourselves what may happen after the leagune is estab-
lished ?

We have also had pictured for us the sorry, even decrepit,
figure we shall cut when “hat in hand” we humbly beseech
Germany for her consent to modify this treaty in accordance
with the reservations and amendments we may make. Assum-
ing, as I feel I may and indeed as I must assume from the course
events are taking, that three of the great powers will ratify this
treaty as it is written without any changes whatsoever, and that,
therefore, under the terms of the treaty it will thus go into
effect, then what is there, I ask you, sir, that Germany can pos-
sibly consent to that will in any way, even the slightest, modify
her obligations under this treaty? We can not by such a course
change her indemnity, we can not change one important com-
mission, we can not change one obligation which runs from
Germany to the great powers under this treaty. And what
obligation, pray—let but one be named—is there which runs
from us to Germany to which her assent is needed for modifica-
tion or to ameliorate which we need to approach as a suppliant
either the German people or a German Government? It is cer-
tain, for example, that we can mitigate the provisions which run
in our favor from Germany if we care to, but we probably should
not have to crawl into the German presence upon our hands and
knees, or even upright with “ hat in hand,” in order to get con-
sent to this.

I repeat, it is not possible for us to force otherwise than by
arms or by economic measures as potent as arms any change in
this treaty as against either the allied powers or Germany, and it
is not possible for any action which we take here to affect any of
the obligations which run from Germany to the allied and asso-
ciated powers if three of the powers ratify the treaty as written
except in the one particular which I have already suggested in
an earlier speech, namely, if we release in favor of Germany or of
the powers the indemnities and the rights which Germany by
this treaty has granted in our favor.

‘Why, then, this absurdity about reconvening the peace con-
ference? Or can a majority of the people be fooled all the time?

In so far as the reestablishment of our commercial relations
with Germany is concerned, I again advert to the fact that when
this treaty goes into effect the status of war will be terminated
and we shall be on a basis of peace with all its attendant rights
and privileges. I also again call attention to the fact that so
soon as the status of war is ended, “ official relations with Ger-
many and with any of the German States will be resumed by
the allied and associated powers.” All our consuls will reenter,
our diplomatic representatives will be sent to Germany, and
we shall be in the same position we were before the war, and
this will happen when the treaty goes into effect, whether we
ratify this treaty unamended, whether we ratify it with reserva-
tions and amendments, or whether we do not ratify it at all,
Here again the people of the United States have been deliberately
misled by the proponents of this league.

RESOLUTION OF RATIFICATION BY THE SENATE OF THE CONVENTION FOR
THE SETTLEMENT OF INTEENATIONAL DISPUTES, SIGNED AT THE

HacUe, 1907.
Arpin 2, 1908.

Resolved (two-thirds of the Benators present concurring therein),
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of a convention
signed by the delegates of the United States to the second interna-
tional peace conference held at The Hague from June 18 to October 18,
‘1907, for the pacific settlement of international di?utea, subject to the
declaration made by the delegates of the United States before signing
said convention, namely :

“ Nothing contained in this convention shall be so construed as to
re?ulre the United States of America to depart from its traditional
policy of not intruding upon, interfering with, or entangling itself in
the political questions of ol[cy or internal administration of any for-
elgn State; nor shall anything contained in the sgaid convention be con-
strued to imply a relinquishment by the United Btates of its traditional
attitude toward purely American questions.”

Resolved further, as a part of this act of ratification, That the United
States approves this convention with the understanding that recourse to
the permanent court for the settlement of differences can be had only
by agreement thereto through general or special treaties of arbitration
heretofore or hereafter concluded between the parties in dispute; and
the United States now exercises the option contained in article 53 of
sald convention to exclude the formulation of the “ compromis” by the
permanent court and hereby excludes from the competence of the
permanent court the power to frame the * compromis " required by the
general or special treaties of arbitration concluded or hereafter to be
concluded by the United States, and further expressly declares that the
** pompromis " required by any treaty of arbitration to which the United
States may be a party shall be settled only by agreement between the
contracting parties, unless such ireaty shall expressly provide otherwise,

“ SENATE RESOLUTION OF RATIFICATION.
“INx EXECUTIVE SBESSION,
" BENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
“January 11, 1892,

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therecin)
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of the genern.{
act signed at Brussels July 2, 1890, by the plenipotentiaries of the
United States and other powers for the suppression of the African slave
trade, and for other purposes.

the French

“Resolved further, That the Senate advise and consent to the accept-
ance of the partial ratification of the said general act on the part of
epublic and to the stipulations relative thereto as set
rotocol gigned at Brussels January 2, 1802,

“ Resolved further, as a part of this act of ratification, That the
United States of America, having neither possessions nor protectorates
in Africa, hereby disclaims any intention, in ratifying this treaty, to
indicate any interest whatsoever in the t?ousesalons or protectorates
established or claimed on that continent by the other powers, or any
approval of the wisdom, e iency, or lawfulness thereof, and does not
joln in anﬁe:xpression in the said general act which might be construed
as such a laration or acknowledgment ; and, for this reason, that it is
degirable that a coPy of this resolution be inserted in the pro‘}ucol to be
drawn up at the time of the exchange of the ratification of this treaty
on lt;;ltetpagt of the United States,

est:

forth in the

“Axsox G. McCooxk, Eecretary.
“ By Caas. W. JorNsox, Chief Clerk.”

DEPOSIT OF THE RATIFICATION BY THE UNITED STATES.
[Protocol—Translation.]

February 2, 1892, conformably to article 99 of the general act of
Jl}lliy 2, 1890, and to the unanimouns decision of the signatory powers
which prorogued to February 2, 1892, for the United States the term
provided for in the same article 99, the undersigned envoy extraordinary
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America has de-
posited in the hands of the minister of foreign affairs of Belglum the
ratifications of the President of the United States of the said general act.

At the request of his excellency, the following resolution, by which the
Senate of the United States consented to the ratification of the President,
has been inserted in tha present protocol :

“ Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein)
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of the genem.l
act signed at Brussels July 2, 1800, by the plenipotentiaries of the
United States and other powers, for the suppression of the African slave
trade, and for other purposes.

“ Resolved further at the Senate advise and consent to the ae-
ceptance of the partfal ratification of the said general act on the part
of the French Republic and to the stipulations relative thereto, as set
forth in the protocol signed at Brussels January 2, 1892.

* Resolved further, as a port of this act of ratification, That the United
States of Ameriea, having neither possessions nor protectorates in Africa,
hereby disclaims any intention, in ratifying this treaty, to indicate any
interest whatsoever in the possessions or protectorates established or
claimed on that continent by the other powers, or any approval of the
wisdom, expediency, or lawfulness thereof, and does not join in any
expreaaions in the said general act which might be construed as such a
declaration or acknowl ent ; and, for this reason, that it is desirable
that a copy of this resolution be inserted in the Frumcol to be drawn up
at the time of the exchange of the ratifications of this treaty on the part
of the United States.”

This resolution of the Senate of the United States having been pre-
paratively and textually conveyed by the Government of His Majesty
the King of the Belgians to the knowledge of all the signatory powers
of the general act, the latter have given their assent to its insertion in
the present é)rotocol. which will remain annexed to the protocol of
January 2, 1802,

Acknowledgment of this is given to the minister of the United States.

The ratification of the President of the United States having been
found in good and due form, acknowl ent of their depesit is equally
given to his exeellency Mr. Edwin II. Terrell ; they will be preserved in
the archives of the ministry of foreign affairs of Belgium.

At the moment of pr ing to the signature of the present {"r:tocoi.
the minister of foreign affairs of His Majesty the King of the Belgians
made it known that the representative of Russia, in the note expressing
the assent of his Government, expressed the opinion that it would have
been desirable that a translation into the French language accompany in
the protocol the Inglish text of the resolutions of the Senate of the
United Btates of America and that at all events the absence of this
translation is not to form a precedent.

A certified copy of the present protocol will be addressed by the Belgian
Government to the signatory powers of the general act.

Done at Brussels, bruary 2, 1892

(Signed) Tue PrINCE DE CHIMAY,
The Minister of Foreign Affairs.
(Bigned) Epwixn H. TERRELL,
The Envoy Extrasrdinary and Minister Plenipotentiary,
: of the United States of America.
Copy certified conformable to the original.
[SEAL.] THE PriNce pe CHIMAY,
The Minister of Foreign Affairs.
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I am not much given to dig-
ging into the musty tomes of the CoNGrREss1ONAL REcorp for the
purpose of proving inconsistency on the part of my fellow
Senators or any other man in publie life. I realize fully the
strength of the old saw, * Consistency is for small minds,” alto-
gether too frequently invoked to prove wisdom on the part of
those who constantly shift their position. But I am also aware
of the fact that changing conditions bring changing minds; and
therefore, except for the very remarkable shift in the mental
attitude of my friend, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcH-
cock ], with reference to equality of votes as between IEngland
and the United States, I would not advert to speeches made by
him on the same subject upon a former oceasion.

There is perhaps another reason which would make my re-
marks at this time peculiarly appropriate. The Senator has
constantly maintained in speeches on the floor of the Senate
that those of us who are opposed to this treaty as the President
brought it back from France are animated solely by partisan
reasons. The truth about it is that we have not believed that
there was partisanship in this great question, and there was no
reason why the Republican Party at any time should have
sought to inject this question into politics or politics into this
question. I have never seen a1 Republican in the United States
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in my much traveling and much speaking who has not believed
that the Republiean Party had the next campaign already fought
and the next vietory won. I have never seen a Demoerat with
whom I have talked in private eonversation but that admitted
that his party was at least at a very great disadvantage in the
approaching eampaign. We believed that we had the victory
already won—won upon the administration of the Democraric
Party, won upon its railroad administration, upon ks misman-
agement of the telegraph and the telephone lines, upon its vast
expenditures, and upon the general record, as we believed, of
incompeteney as displayed by the administration in Washington.

Therefore it was not essential in the mind of any Republican
that any new issue should arise in order to enable the Republi-
can Party to win, and it is wide of the mark to assert that the
Republican Party insisted upon injecting this new guestion into
the campaign in order that it might have a winning issue.

Upon the other hand, it might with far greater truthfulness
be charged that the Democratic Party created a new issue; that
they were seeking for some new light to be shed around them
that might lead them out of the wilderness in which they have
been wandering for the last three or four years. Why, Senators,
we all recall that similar conditions existed in 1916, when we
believed that on the economie problems presented the Demo-
cratic Party was destined to a sure defeat, and that & new issue
was invoked which at that time enabled them teo win the vie-
tory ; and it might be eharged that they are now seeking to adopt
the same methods and pursue the same policy as brought them
the administration in 1916 ; and yet, while we might witlr greater
truthfulness charge that upon Members upon the other side, yet
I never cheose to attribute such motives to them. I believe that
in proposing this course they have been guided by nothing but
the highest and most patriotie impulses, and I aseribe to them
no motives other or lower than those I elaim for myself and for
my associates.

Upon this side we have not had party harmeny. There has
been something of division, something of discerd, something of
dissent. Here there has been absolute independence of thought
and of feeling and of aetion upon this problem, far more so
than over upon the other side.

Therefore, so far as partisan politics is concerned, certainly
it does not lie in the mouth of the Senator from Nebrasks [Mr.
HrrcHcoox] to charge that we are guilty of partisanship in
the attitude we have assumed upon this question. So I think,
although I do net directly charge it upon the Senator, that if
any man can be said to be animated by partisan bias in this
conflict, it is the Senator from Nebraska.

My reason for this assertion is that in 1911 there was brought
here for ratifieation an arbitration treaty between Great
Britain and the United States. That treaty was pending in
this body from the 3d of August, 1911, until the 5th of March,
1912, orseven long months., This treaty has been here a seant four
months, and yet we are charged with delay and with procrasti-
nation, and even with filibustering, That was simply a propo-
sition to submit to arbitration future disputes between Great
Britain and the United States, each side to select three for the
purpose of establishing a tribunal to which controverted ques-
tions might be referred.

1 call attention, im order to show the marked change that has
come over the spirit of the dreams of my friend from Nebraska,
to some of the provisions of that very meodest treaty. Artiel
1 recites: :

All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting parties,
which it has not been possible te adjust by lomacy, relating to
international matters in whieh the high contracting are eon-
cerned by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other
under treaty or otherwise—

And mark this langnage—
and which are ilu.stlembre in their nature by reason of being sus-
ceptible of decision by the application of the prin of law er
equity, shall be submitted to the permanent court of itration estab-
lished at The Hague by convention of October 18, 1917—

It will be observed, Senators, that this provided for the
submission of all justiciable questions. This left out altogether
every question of natienal homor and all those ether things
that we have constantly held could not be arbitrated, because
our national rights, our national honor, might be invelved in the
controversy. This eomitted it, and the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Kxox], who conducted the negotiations upon the
part of the United States, he then being the Secretary of State in
the Cabinet, has informed me that he purpesely wrote these
So- that, broadly considered, this treaty
a proposition to appoint three men upon
Britain and three upon the part of the
eourt of arbitration, to which might
1 of dispute having no reference to
natienal honor ov te national life,

'.
Now, let me proceed. The treaty continues:

or to some otber arbitral tribunal, as shall (may) be decided in cach
case by al agreement, whicli special agreement shall provide for
the organization of such tribunal if necessary, define the scope of the
powers of the arbitrators, the question or questions at issue, and settle
reunder.

The- al agreement in each ease shall be made on the part of the
tes by the Presi of the United States, nnp m‘:’um
advice and comsent of the Senate thereof, [i ment

affe
mr’u mt'o obtain the concurrence therein of the government of that

Such agreements shall be binding when confirmed by th vern-
ments by an exchange of notes, e sdanlali

ARTICLE 2,

The contracting parties further agree to institute, as occasion
arises as here provided, a joint high commission of inquiry,
to which, upen the request of either party, shall be referred for im-
partial and conscientions investigation any controversy between the
parties wit the scope of article 1 before such controversy has been
submitted to arbitration, and also any other controversy hereafter aris-
ing between them, even If they are not agreed that it falls within the
seope of article 1: Prorided, however, That such reference may be post-
poned until the expiration of ene year after the date of tge formal
request therefor, in order to afford an ag‘purhmity for diplomatic dis-
cussion and adjostment of the questions coniroversy, if either party
desires such postponement.

Whenever a question or matter of difference is referred to the joint
high ecommission of inquiry, as herein provided, each of the high con-
tracting parties shall designate three of its nationals to act as members
of the commission of inquiry for the purposes of such reference; or the
commission may be otherwise constituted in any particular ease by the
terms of reference. the membership of the commission and the terms of
reference to be determined in each case by an exchange of notes,

ArticLe 3.

The joint high commissi inguil
vided fgg‘ in argic!e 2 s nu?ﬂug{md mrgial;gi::iem ig‘g iln;“?e rihpoe:‘.”u Il'Ii::b ptl;:
particular guestions er matters referred to it, for the purpose of facili-
tating the solotion of disputes by eclucidating the facts, and to define
the issues presented by such questions, and a to inelude in its report
such recommendations and conelusions as may be appropriate.

What power, then, had this joint high commission of inquiry?
Listen to the definition as couferred by the terms of article 3 -
thrh; ltm!'tﬁ o;f ?t‘ie ?;mmﬁul:::t:j &lésﬂeln%ié be retiuemd as deeisions of

B mn 50 .
and ?;ha}l in no way have th:uchanmr a} au: ghiuult:?usl: S0 e Taaw

In other words, this was nothing more nor less, as the terms
disclose, than a propesition to appoint a commission of three
upon the part of England and three upon the part of the United
States who should sit and listen to and inquire into disputed
propositions between the two nations, with no power to deter-
mine and no authority to decide.

Yet, after my friend had made his speech, to which I shall
refer, in which he expressed grave alarm as to the future domi-
nance of Great Britain over the United States, they proposed
and voted into this almost insipid agreement this safety clause.

In ExeEcuTivE FESSION, SENATE oF THR UNrTED STATES,
{Legislative day, Mar. §, 1912 ; calendar day, Mar. 7, 1912.)

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein)
That the Senate advizse and consent to the ratification of a trea sIgned'
hy the lenlgpntentlarim of the United States and Great Brftain on
Aungust g\. 1911, extending the scope and obligatienm of the policy of
arbitration adopted In the present arbitration freaty of April 4, 1908,
hetween the two countries, so as to exclude certain exceptions contaimed
in that treaty and to provide means for the peaceful solutlon of all
yuestions of difference which It shall be found impessible in future to
settle by diplomaecy with the following amendments :

I eall my friend's attention to this as a remarkable reserva-
tion to preserve the independence and maintain the sovereignty
of the United States, even as against a eourt of arbitration,,
with no power to decide and no authority to determine. Listen:
to it once more and see how nearly some of the reservations'
propesed to the pending ireaty harmonize with it:

Provided, That the Benate advises and consents to the ratification
of the said treaty with the understanding, to be made part of such
ratifieation, that the treaty does not authorize the submission to
arbitration of any question which affeets the admission of aliens into
the United States, or the admission of aliens to the educational in-
stitutions of the several States, or the territorial lategrity of the
several States or of the United States, or eoncerning the question of
the all indebtedness or menied obligation of any State of the
United States—

Having reference to the bonds of Southern States—
or any question which depends upon or invelves the maintenance
the trmggkmal attitude of the United States concerning Ame;c:nf
questions, commonly desc as the Monroe doetrine, or other purely
governmental policy.

So, even with that mild and paeific agreement, which pro-
vided nothing more than the seleetion of three upen each side,
three upon the part of Great Britain and three upon the part
of the United States, to which should be submitted all questions
of dispute with no power to decide, the Senator announced that
he would not vote for such a treaty because it would mean the
domination of England over America without these very reser-
iwtions;,, most of which we now seek to incorporate into this

treaty.
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Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate very briefly
fto some of the remarks made by my honorable friend, in order
{that T may compare them, I trust for the edification of the
[Senate, to the remarks made by the Senator to-day. He voted
‘mgainst the Johnson amendment, which was designed to give
ms as many votes as Great Britain and her colonies.
announced that he would vote against these other amendments,
ione of which brings England’s vote down to ours, the other of
avhich gives us an equal vote with England and her colonies.

Now, bearing that in mind, I want to call attention to some
remarks made by the Senator in his utterances at that time,
as recently as March, 1912, At that time that treaty was under
discussion, and the Senator used this language with reference
to its inspiration:

I qui f Sir Edward Grey in the House of Com-
mang, ﬂﬁf&mn?tﬁﬁﬁtousthf&my should be mgﬂed it would,
in his opinion, probably be followed by other agreements between the
United States and Great Britain, the effect of which wonld be that if
Great Britain became embroiled in hostilities with another country
having no such arbitration agreement the United States would go to
the aid of Great Britain.

Because he thought there was involved in that treaty a possi-
bility of the United States being compelled to go to the aid of
Great Britain, he rose up to say that he would have none of it,
and spewed it out of his mouth as an unworthy proposition.
But let me proceed. He continued:

Dut my purpose to-day is to demonsirate to the Senate that the
same purpose which Sir Edward Grey®expressed as prevailing in Great
Britain, that this treaty shall be only the first step toward an alliance

een the two countries, exists in this country, existed in the initin-
tion of the treaty. Moreover, I shall prove that it now dominntes those
who are attempting to influence the Senate of the United States by
arousing the public opinion of the country in favor of the ratification
of the treaty without the dotting of an 1" or the crossing of a * t.”

The Senator waxed eloguent as to the danger that would come
to the United States because thie ominous shadow of Great Brit-
ain’s greatness would be thrust across the coming pathway of
the Republic. Then he proceeds:

B0, Mr. President, I feel warranted in sa{ing that the broadenibg
language of this treaty is not what is ht by those who are {‘aunhj:ug
it. Wgat they seek the creation of the commission by which the
Senate, represen the American lpeople, shall lose in part, at least,
its power to control the interpretation of the treaty.

Yet he would have none of it. That gnat he could not swal-
low. This present camel walks in with no impediment to its
ingress.

He said further:

1 might quote from some Americans who have openly declared them-
selves as in favor of an alllance with Great Britain; 1 might quote
from our ambassador to Great Britain, who recently, in a banguet

h, has proclaimed his hope that there might be a unity of the
lish-speaking races, but I go by them. 1 say lere, now, that the
power behind the throne— ;

Here is the invidious force that my friend discovered:
the power which is forcing these treaties upon the Senate in their
present form, which iz arousing, or attempting to arouse, public sentl-
ment for them, is the power of Andrew Carnegie's money.

There was the ominous power that thrust this combination,
unholy in eharaecter, unpatriotic in nature, upon the Senate oL
the United States—Andrew Carnegie's money. He continued:

Not only has he created a board of trustees, consisting of some 2T
members, and turned over to it $10,000,000, but he has directly, through
that organization, and also personally for himself, contributed to the
support of all the leading organizations in the coun which are at the

present time, and have been for months, engaged sdrrin!f up the
people of the United States to petition the tg-enate to ratify these
treaties—

Listen to this old language—
without dotting an " 1" or crossing a “ t.”

Mr. McCORMICK. Stirred up the people to petition the
Senate?

Mr. WATSON. To petition the Senate. What a monstrous
proposition. And it called forth all the language of wrath of
svhich my friend was capable, and he hunted the dictionary to
find new adjectives in which to inveigh against the men who
awvere seeking to influence the people to control the Senate of
the United States, as I shall further show.

Then followed a description of the various institutions that
had been organized in the United States and the various socie-
ties that had been incorporated for the purpose of stirring up
public sentiment to control the Senate of the United States.
Then he concluded by saying:

I say that it is brought to bear for this treaty, not because the treaty
proposes arbitration— =

Although that is all there was to it, I may say in passing—

mot because it broadens the scope of arbitration, becnuse the Senator
berJ‘ ay that, with all those desirable pro-

1y be r . if the Benate were

He has:

‘right to

And so the Senator saw in the womb of the future this awful
threat of a union of Great Britain and the United States, in-
volved and wrapped up in the feeble terms of that mere arbitra-
tion treaty, that proposed, and I repeat because it is worthy of
repetition, only three men from England and three men from the
United States, to constitute a board of arbitration to which all
questions of dispute might be submitted, save only questions of
national honor and questions of national life. After they had
fully determined upon it, what was their power? It was only
to report, but with no authority to enforce their decree.

Mr. McCORMICE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
o question?

Mr, WATSON, Certainly.

Mr. McCORMICK. Was it proposed at that time that the

'British members of the board should be 18, and 3 for the United

States? I am seeking the real basis of the objection of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska. Perhaps the failure to make such a provi-
sion led to his opposition to the treaty.

Mr. WATSON. I think not. I think my friend from Illinois
will conclude later on that even three to three aroused the Sena-
tor's alarm, lest Great Britain might overreach us by their
diplomacy, as I shall show by a remark later on.

It is influences of this sort, influences due to the money of Mr.
Andrew Carnegie, which inflict upon Senators such postal-card com-

| munications as I have here—

Evidently holding one up—

Something like a hundred received this week, within a few days,
with my name printed the front of the postal card and a request
upon the back of the posgl card that 1 vote for these treaties,

Heaven spare the mark ! Mr, President, I forbear from further
comment, but the Senator himself has gotten up on the floor from
time to time and read letters and presented mewspaper articles
and has read innumerable telegrams from the State of the Sena-
tor from California—what for?

With my name printed upon the front of the postal card and a re-
quest upon its back that I vote for this treaty.

So the Senator has seen fit to resort to the methods to force
this treaty that he then so forcefully denounced and so bitterly
characterized. He goes on further and says, after speaking of
these-various petitions that came to him from his constitnency
and from other parts of the Republic:

And I as much attention, when I receive a communleation in
the cramped, trembling hand of a farmer as I would to a communica-
tion dictated in the ce of n banker or a business man; but I do not
bow to a public opinion aroused in this artificial way, simply by the
use of money, to carry out a purpose to make a false union a real
alliance between the United States and Great Britain.

Let me go on, because if I get to commenting I will take too
much time, So many things spring to one’s mind when he
reads a speech of that kind, and contrasts the remarks with
ithose made by the Senator to-day and other remarks made by
him upon the pending treaty in the days gone by, that language
fails to draw the parallel or the imagination to compass the
conversion of the Senator fromn Nebraska.

Then, in: another speecly, on the 14th, the Senator said:

This. fear of an alllance between England and the United States is
not my own fear. It was the interpretation Blaced upon these treaties
by the secretary for foreign affairs of Great Britain, not in interviews
nor as a matter of rumor, but in a reported speech in the House o
Commons, and 1 said that if Great Britain were entering into these
treaties with that understanding of their ultimate result, it was
something which we in the United States—

Listen to this—

It was something which we in the United States, who want no
entangling alliance, should tuke into account very seriously.

He was speaking only of that mild arbitration treaty.
He said in a further speech:

There has been a .deal of a disposition on the part of orators
who have appeared ore warious public meetings, and on behalf of
writers who have put forth their printed ments, to arrogate to
themselves a monopoly of the particular custody of the dove of peace,
a disposition to assume that they, and only they, favor the idea of
the peaceful settlement of international differences, The people have
been led to believe that unless they arouse themselves to influence the
Senate of the United States to ratify these treaties in the exact form
that they come from the State Department and the President, without
the dotting of an “1' or the crossing of o “ t,”" we would probably be
involved in hostilitles with Great Britain.

Think of it, Senators. Think of the fear that the fancy of
my friend engendered, and think of the spooks and goblinsg with
which his imagination peopled the air, if they ratified that
simple treaty between Great Britain and the United States
providing for a commission of three, and three simply to in-
vestigate, with no power to report with authority.

We dre told that it is perfectly constitutional for the Senate of the-
United States to ratify this treaty, and thus abdicate for the future its

g:ss upon the application and rule on the interpretation of the

treaty. r. President, it may be constitutional, but I do not think: it

wise—
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Listen to this—

Becausge I believe that it will involve us in future trouble. I do not
believe it safe, use I believe it will embroil us in innumerable
international difficulties in the future in the application of the treaty.

And yet the Senator takes this new treaty, the counecil with
its power, the assembly with its authority, the league with its
scope—takes it all, and not only that but insists that not to
take it is unpatriotic. The Senator from Nebraska continued :

It certainly is mot American. There is at the present time, and
alvays has en, this radical difference between e treaty-making
¥ower of the monarchies of Europe and the treaty-m power of the
inited States. In the United BStates the President can not make a
ireaty and have it approved and executed by his Cabinet or appointees
after the European fashion, but he is required, under the Constitution,
to submit it to the Senate for its ratification. Th

Said the Senator—
is not the American idea,

And yet, my friends, when we stop to consider the manner in
which this treaty was formulated and brought into the United
States and contemplate the meekness—and I do not say it of-
fensively—of the Senator in accepting it, we can not but believe
his conversion between then and now is more astounding than
that of Paul on his way to Damascus.

It is the American idea that the representatives of the people shall
have a voice in the ratification of a treaty, but if this proposed clause
of section 3 mes a part of the treaty, that difference disappears
as far as our relations with Great Britain are concerned. Hereafter
the lntegretatlon of that treaty and the lpglic.atlon of it pass from

o

the hands of the Benate into the control the commission, whose
American members are appointed by the President of the United States.

Then the Senator from Nebraska was not willing to submit
these questions, wholly for debate, to a joint eommission of
Ainquiry where three men were appointed by the President of the
United States; but now without a grimace swallows the proposi-
tion to submit to a council, where but one man represents the
United States, all the mighty power conferred upon this league
by article 10, article 12, article 15, and the other articles that
bestow jurisdiction and confer authority.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
question?

Mr., WATSON. Certainly. >

Mr. FALL. The Senator is quoting from a speech delivered
to the Senate by the Senator from Nebraska on January 4,
1912, I think. I should like to ask the Senator if the Senator
from Nebraska at that time did not refer to the fact that the
then existing arbitration treaty guarded the vital interests and
the national honor of the United States, and that there was
nothing in the then pending treaty which he was discussing
which did guard such interests, and did he not give that as one
©of his objections to it?
© Mr. WATSON. He certainly did. Will the Senator kindly
read that part of it? : :

Mr. FALL. The Senator from Nebraska said:

The existing treaty—

That was the Roosevelt-Root treaty—
left it for the President and the Senate to decide, on behalf of the
United States, what were vital interests, what is involved in the
term national honor, and what was meant by third parties. The

nding treaty, however, does not leave the decision of what is jus-

clable difference to the President and the Senate. It creates a joint
high commission and empowers this }nint h[ﬁh commission of six mem-
Eiec?;l b}g decide what questions are justiciable and what are not jus-

I call the attention of the Senator to the language used at
that time by the Senator from Nebraska, because the now
pending treaty, which the Senator from Nebraska is so vigor-
ously supporting, provides for a commission of nine, of whom
the United States has one member, for the decision of gquestions
in which the United States is interested.

Mr. WATSON. I thank the Senator for his interruption,
because it throws additional light upon the very remarkable
change of the Senator from Nebraska. But I call attentlon to
one or two other guotations from his speech, and I am espe-
cially anxious that Senators may listen to this, because I think
it is the very crux of his argument and goes to the very core
of the question.

But, Mr. President, there s another objection to this particular
clause of the treaty which creates this joint high commission. It will
involve us in an entangling alllance with Great Britain,

I have already called attention to the very feeble character
of the proposed commission and the faect that it possessed no
power and exercised no authority, and have recited how all
of the reservations I have read were proposed—reservations
like unto those pending here now, which the Senator from
Nebraska is fighting with might and main, and yet at that time
he voted for those and vehemently declared that if they were
rejected from that treaty he would not support it, because it
would endanger the future of the country and establish an
alliance with Great Britain. And then the Senator continued:

I have a great admiration, Mr. President, for the British people,
buot 1 am not in favor of departing from tfle old American idea of
isolation. -

I warmly commend my friend’s words to him now.

I do not belleve in an entangling alliance with any country, and
I believe it is capable of demonstration that this treaty is regarded—
in England, at least—as the first step toward an English-ﬂleﬂmn
g;l];:tmm. * * & Mr. President, that language is pecullarly signif-

Speaking of certain language to which he refers—

coming at a time when the relations between Great Britain and Ger-
many were strained—as, to some extent, they still are strained—com-
ing from the secretary of state for foreign affairs of Great Britain,
and having particular reference to the treaty with the United States,
can we put any other interpretation upon that language than to say
that, in the opinior of 8ir Edward Grey, if the treaty were made
between Great Britain and the United States and Germany refused to
enter ‘nto such a treaty of arbitration and had a quarrel with Great
Britain the next natural step would be for the United States and
Great Britain to join each other as against Germany? There is no
other possible interpretation that can be placed upon the speech of Sir
ward Grey.

Mr. FALL. Will the Sevator yleld for a moment?

Mr. WATSON. Certainly.

Mr. FALL. Is that the same Sir Edward Grey who iz now
the ambassador of Great Britain to the United States of
America?

Mr. WATSON. That is my understanding—the same Sir
Edward Grey. Yet the Senator from Nebraska was not willing
to accept the modest treaty then pending coantaining mild pro-
visions and limited in power, because if there was trouble
between Great Britain and Germany the United States, under
its provisions, would be compelled in honor to fly to the suctor
of Great Britain; but now he is entirely willing to accept a
treaty which compels the United States to guarantee the terri-
torial integrity and the political independence of all the mem-
Kers of the league and places the. burdens of the world upun
the shoulders of the people of America. The Senator from
Nebraska continued:

It is in accord with a widespread desire in Great Dritain for an
alliance between the United States and Great Britain., That this desire
is harbored also by many people in the United States may be true,
but it is certainly not the American idea and it Is certainly not In
accord with the traditions of this country. It is evident that thls

ch, so interpreted, affords ample ground for the Lellef that England,
for her own purposcs, Jdesires this treaty as a basis for an alliance in
the future with the United States. We certainly want no alliance with
any country and must avoid becoming so involved,

How heartily I commend the language and the wisdom of my
friend to him in this time of turmeoil and doubt.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, probably, as suggested by the Sena-
tor from Illinois, the difliculty was that under the proposed alli-
ance which was then so vigorously denounced, England had only
an equal vote with the United States, while now it is proposed
that she shall have six votes to our one.

Mr. WATSON. Which the Senator from Nebraska favors. 1
quote further from the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska
on the occasion referred to:

The distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WiLL1AMs] has re-
cently published a small document, which he has distributed undoubt-
edly to all Members of the Senate, in which he argues that while the
Joint high commission has the power, in the first place, to decide what

uestions are justiciable, yet the Senate can exercise a restraint over
the joint high commission, and can modify or nullify its act by refusing
to give consent to the a ment which must be made for each specific
case before it is submitted to arbitration. That of itself is an argument
against the creation of the commission. It involves a doubt. It is
likely to place the Senate of the United States in a position where it
must either recognize the authority of the joint high commission and
accept its interpretation, however obnoxious, or it must repudiate the
decision of the joint high commission, and leave us open to the charge
of bad faith in entering into this treaty; in other words, the provision

ving the joint high commission that power is either a danger or, as the

enator from Mississippi would argue, it is a hnmbupi-. In either case
it is likely to invelve us in future controversies as to its interpretation.

Mr. President, the simple language of that treaty the Senator
could not accept because it involved a doubt; and yet all of the
murky sentences, all of the involved phrases, and all of the
doubtful constructions involved in the interpretation of every
section of the pending treaty he accepts, and insists that it is
unwise and unpatriotic to change even the dotting of an “i" or
the crossing of a “t,” to use his own language, to which I re-
spectfully refer him.

Now, let me go on to the finality.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, before the Senator from Indiana
skips, as he has just suggested that he might do——

Mr, WATSON. I am skipping a great deal.

Mr. FALL. T ask him if he does not find the following lan-
guage also, which, it strikes me, is very significant, coming
from the tongue of the Senator from Nebraska:

Mr. President, anyone looking onto the future, I believe, must admit
that if this treaty, as it comes to us, is ratified by the Senate and goes
into effect Great Britain will have ten times the number of demanils
upon us for arbitration of questions in which she is interested as the
proponent that we will bave upon her. That is the natural cvwurse of
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events, Her interests are such, her policles are such, that she will be
constantly secking to restrain us and interfere with the American
policies of this country.

Mr., WATSON. I was about to read that, T will say to the
Senator.

Mr. FALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr, WATSON. That is all right; go right on and finish the
sentence,

Mr, FALL. The Senator from Nebraska continued:

For that reason I think this country would be unwise to put itself,
by an ironclad and practically unlimited treaty, In the tion o
promising to submit everything to arbitration that is justiciable, and
then leave question of hsglcinbultet;{yi to a mixed commission whose
‘three American members are appoin by the President and respon-

sible only to him.

Mr. WATSON. “And responsible only to him.”

Mr., FALL. The Senator from Nebraska continued:

The interests of the country will be safer in the care of the Senate,
and its restraint on the President should be maintained as provided in
the Constitution.

Mr. WATSON. Whiech is a very significant clause in the
speech of the Senator from Nebraska., I think it might be
avell if Senators would to-morrow read the part of the speech
of the Senator which the Senator from New Mexico has read
into the Recomp, because it is peculiarly appropriate at this
time. And, that the Senate may catch the full significance of
these statements, I repeat them:

Any omne looking into the future, I believe, must admit that if this
treaty as it comes to us is ratified by the Senate and goes into effect
Great Britain will have ten times the number of demands upon us for
the arbitration of questions in which she is interested as the proponent

t we will have upon her. That is the natural course of events,
Her interests are such, her policies are such, that she will be con-
stantly seeking to restrain us and interfere with the American policies
of the country.

If that were true then, how much more true is it now? If
it were simple then, how complex has it now become? If it
were one thing then, how multiplied the danger that arises
from the document which now demands our attention? DBut
that does not in the slightest degree affect the complacency of
our friend from Nebraska.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I should like to have the Senator
from Indiana emphasize the fact that with all the dangers star-
ing us in the face and which we must confront at that time
Great Britain had only an equal number of votes with the
United States.

Mr. WATSON. Certainly.

Mr. FALL. While now she has gix to one.

Mr. WATSON. I think I have called attention, or tried to
call attention, over and over again to the fact that the Senator
from Nebraska saw all of those dangers and that ominous
cloud upon the horizon threatening to swoop down upon us and
paralyze us with its terror under a proposed treaty where Eng-
land had but three votes and we had three, and yet he accepts
without a tremor with perfect complacency and supreme self-
confidence the proposition now before us under which England
has six votes dand we have but one.

To resume reading from the address of the Senator from
Nebraska :

Mr. President, the question raised by the Benator from Maryland as
to the interpretation of this particular clause gives added force to what
X have said, that it is pro here to adopt a treaty and to incorporate
in it a new idea concern which there must inevitably be differences
of opinion. I will quote, however, in order to make my remarks nnder-
standable, the exact langnage of the treaty at this point.

Then oceurred a collogquy between the Senator from Nebraska
and the Senator from Maryland, following which the language
of the treaty was quoted; but I hurry on.

Now, I wish to ecall the attention of the Senate to this lan-
zuage in the speech of the Senator from Nebraska which was his
climax, and I will make it mine. The Senator said:

But, to resume, I think if we look over the history of the United
States in recent years we will conclude that we are in more danger
from the diplomats of Great Britain than we are from her dread-
noughts, and I object to any treaty which Is likely further to complicate
the relations between the countries and which is likely to open the
door to further diplomatic concessions of an international nature,

- - - L] = = »

I am in favor of the peudinﬁ treaty, providing the last portion of
article 8, which empowers the high joint commission to supersede the
Senate oi the United States in the interpretation of treaties, is stricken
out ; and I also favor some declaration in the resolution of ratification
that we except specifieally from further arbitration soch questions as
involve our t national policies or such questions as relate
purely to matters of American government.

Senators, T have thought it worth while to go back into the
CoxcrEssIoNAL Recorp and dig up the speeches made by the
Senator from Nebraska when that mild treaty was pending be-
fore the Senate of the United States—and it was pending here
for seven months—upon which the Senator from Nebraska made

three different assaults, and for which he would not consent to

vote unless it was =o radically modified as to leave it absolutely

insipid. It must not be forgotten, for that is the main point
of the controversy, that there were provided but three repre-
sentatives of the British Empire and three representatives of
the United States, constituting merely a court of arbitration,
with no final power to decide and no ultimate authority to de-
termine ; and yet the Senator saw in that instrument an ominous
danger to the institutions of the United States, because it was
a document, no doubt, subject to future interpretation, and be-
cause in it might lurk the ultimate dominance of Great Britain
over the United States, and because he saw in it the handi-
work of British statesmen more direful and dangerous than
her dreadnoughts. And now, in unbelievable contrast, he
cheerfully—aye, gleefully—champions a proposition to place all
the resources of the United States at the disposal of the same
Great Britain to maintain her territorial integrity and her im-
perial unity throughout all coming time.

And now the Senator comes into the Senate every day and in
language vehement and denunciatory assails those of us who
are not willing to accept the pending proposition without—to
use his favorite phraseology—the dotting of an “1” or the cross-
ing of a “t.” I stand with the Senator of 1912; I am against
the Senator of 1919. .

Mr., FALL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana
vield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr, WATSON. T yield.

Mr. FALL. There is so much good material and so much
Americanism in the speech which the Senator from Indiana
has been referring that naturally it is difficult for one Senator
to select from the great abundance——

Mr. WATSON. Of rich material. :

Mr. FALL. It is diffieult to select those beautiful jewels of
American thought which fell at that time with such elogquence
from the lips of the Senator from Nebraska. For that reason I
have been assisting the Senator in a slight degree.

Mr, WATSON. I thank the Senator very much.

Mr. FALL., However, before the Senator closes the quotation,
I should like to call attention to these words:

Are we, under these circumstances, proposing to submit the interpre-
tation of the treaty to three Americans, nominated by the President, and
associated with three British commissioners, rather than to have it
remain where it has remained for all time—in the Senate of the United
States—and where the Constitution intended it should remain?

Mr. President, I might suggest that under the direct provision
of the league covenant it is distinetly provided that among the
subjects of which the counci] shall have cognizance are disputes
concerning treaties. The Senator from Nebraska at that time,
when arbitration was suggested, thought that no power except
the Senate should speak upon such n question, and repudiated,
with some degree of heat, I might say, the suggestion that even
in a preliminary way the commissioners of the United States and
three commissioners of Great Britain could pass upon it.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, there are so many nuggets of
wisdom and patriotism in the three speeches of the Senator
from Nebraska, from which I have taken certain excerpts, that
I think they should be published connectedly, and I ask unani-
mous consent to insert in the Recorp those addresses as they
have been compiled in the document from which I have read.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, in connection with this subject,
before the Senator closes, in view of the disposition shown
by the Senator from Nebraska to question the good faith of the
Senators who are opposed to the treaty, and rather to insist
that they have been attempting to delay final action upon it,
it might be pertinent to snggest that the pending treaty came
into this body about three months ago, and that the treaty which
the Senator was so vigorously opposing at that time was in
course of ratification seven months,

Mr. WATSON. I will say to the Senator that I have alrendy
adverted to that fact. ;
« Mr. FALL. I am glad the Senator did.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the addresses
referred to by the Senator from Indiana will be printed in the
RECORD.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[CONXGRESSIONAL RECORD, 62d Cong., 2d sess. (Feb. 15-Mar. 9, 1912),
vel, 48, pt. 3, pp. 28438, etc.]

“Ix THE UNITED STATES SEXATE,
“ March 7, D,
SPEECH OF SENATOR HITCIHCOCK.

“ Mr. HitcHcocK. Mr. President, several weeks ago, speaking on
the subject of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain,
1 undertook to show that in Great Britain the pending treaty was
regarded as the first step toward an alliance between the United
States and Great Britain. I quoted from the speech of Sir
Edward Grey in the House of Commons, in which he said that
if the treaty should be ratified it would, in his opinion, probably
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be followed by other agreements between the United States
and Great Britain the effect of which would be that if Great
Britain became embroiled in hostilities with another country
having no such arbitration agreement the United States would
go to the aid of Great Britain. The speech of Sir Edward Grey
had a peculiar significance at the time, because it was delivered
when relations between Great Britain and Germany were
strained to the breaking, and it had a peculiar significance also
because Sir Edward Grey stood then and now stands at the
head of the great department of foreign affairs of Great Britain.
Not only that, but he had been one of those who had initiated
the negotiations for the treaty.

“ Mr, President, my purpose to-day is to demonstrate that
there exists in the United States a similar purpose to that which
Sir Edward Grey describes. If the Senator from New York
[Mr. Root] is right in saying that the speech of Mr. Secretary
Knox, delivered before a public meeting in an American city,
shall be taken as a means of interpreting this treaty, how much
more, from the British standpoint at least, shall we say that
the speech of Sir Edward Grey, delivered in his official capacity
in the House of Commons, has the same effect as placing the
British inferpretation upon that treaty?

“But my purpose to-day is to demonstrate to the Senate that
the same purpose which Sir Edward Grey expressed as prevail-
ing in Great Britain, that this treaty shall be only the first step
toward an alliance between the two countries, exists in this coun-
try, existed in the initiation of the treaty. Moreover, I shall
prove that it now dominates those who are attempting to influ-
ence the Senate of the United States by arousing the publie
opinion of the country in favor of the ratification of the treaty
without the dotting of an “i" or the crossing of a “t.”

“ Mpy. President, what is the importance of this treaty? Does
it lie in the fact that the treaty does away with certain excep-
tions in the old treaty? The treaty which we have now pro-
vides that we ghall arbitrate all questions with Great Britain
that do not involve national honor, vital interests, or third
parties. One might think that doing away with these excep-

‘tions would give us a new freaty to be hailed with delight by
those who stand for universal arbitration; but we heard upon
the floor of the Senate yesterday a statement made by the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge] that, in his opinion, the
treaty would fail and be rejected by Great Britain if the Senate
¢f the United States should strike out a part of article 3, which
gives to the commission the power to irfterpret- the treaty;
that is, that Great Britain would not want the treaty with all
its broad provisions; would not want the treaty with its en-
larged powers for the arbitrators; would not want the treaty
with its broader scope of arbitration unless the Senate con-
sented to have the joint high commission remain as the feature
of the treaty—the commission, which able lawyers have asserted
and which they to-day believe, will supersede the Senate of the
United States in interpreting the treaty.

“ 8o, Mr. President, I feel warranted in saying that the
broadening language of this treaty is not what is sought by
those who are pushing it. 'What they seek is the creation of the
commission by which the Senate, representing the American
people, shall lose in part, at least, its power to control the inter-
pretation of the treaty.

“1 might guote from some Americans who have openly de-
‘elared themselves as in favor of an alliance with Great Britain;

‘T ‘might quote from our ambassador to Great Britain, who re-
cently, in a banquet speech, has proclaimed his hope that there
-might be a unity of the English-speaking races; but I go by them.

I say here now that the power behind the throne, the power
which is forcing these treaties upon the Senate in their present
‘form, which is arousing, or attempting to arouse, public senti-
ment for them, is the power of Andrew Carnegie’s money. Not
only has he created a board of trustees, consisting of some 27
members, and turned over to it $10,000,000, but he has directly,
through that organization, and also personally for himself, con-
tributed to the support of all the leading organizations in the
country which are at the present time, and have been for
months, engaged in stirring up the people of the United States
to petition the Senate to ratify these treaties without the dot-
ting of an “ 1" or the crossing of a “ t.”

“ We have, first, the American Peace Society, with its branches
in all parts of the United States, n powerful body, and if it would
devote its energies to the securing of international peace and
the increase of the practice of arbitration, I would acclaim it a
patriotic organization.

“There is, second, the Federal Council of the Churches of
Christ in Ameriea, which is busily at work among the religious
organizations, using Andrew Carnegie’s money, arousing the
people of the churches to take action, without even knowing

whether there {s an existing arbitration treaty or not or what
the terms are of the proposed new arbitration treaty.

“ There is, third, the American Association for International
Conciliation, a great organization, which boasts that it sent ont
at one time 250,000 copies of a document.

“ Fourth, there is the American Peace Arbitration League of
New York.

“ Fifth, there is the National Committee to Celebrate the
P’eace Anniversary Between the United States and Great Britain.

“* Referring to the last of these, I want to read some of the
objects that are to be attained by this peace-celebration com-
mittee of which Andrew Carnegie was the chairman. One of
them is:

* That an unlimited arbitration treaty between Great Britain and the
United States shall be negotiated and signed, a project which bids fair
to be accomplished before the anniversary.

‘“Another object is:

“That a sgeclal textbook devoted to the relations of the United
States with Great Britain, and especially with Canada, for the last
century, shall be prepared under the direction of competent historians
in both countries and used in all schools where the English language is
spoken during the period Erecedlnﬁ the centennial anniversary of the

gning of the treaty of Ghent, and that the schools shall then join in
its celebration.

“A textbook to rewrite the history of relations between the
United States and Great Britain as though history was not
already correct, as though it must be censored and amended !

“Another of the objects of this association is:

“That Sulgrave Manor, in Northamptonshire, England, the home of
George Washington’s ancestors, shall be purchased by popular subscrip-
tion in both countries as a visible monument to the cordial relations
existing between the two great branches of the English-speaking peoples.

“ 1 shall not stop to read all of the other purposes, many of
which are foreign to the legitimate purpose of a celebration; but
which have been brought in there as expressing the personal
desires of Andrew Carnegie.

“ But, now, Mr, President, I am going to read from an article
written by Andrew Carnegie 20 years ago, when he was in his
prime, which expresses, as is evident, the passionate desire of
his heart that the United States shall again become an integral
part of the British Empire. I read from the North American
Review of 1893 the following most astonishing language. 1
had a faint recollection of it, but I was amazed recently on
sending for the volume to read the exact language. I only
quote certain paragraphs in the article.

“ Mr. Carnegie says, in opening his article:

“ Until a little mcre than a hundred years ago the English-speaking
race dwelt together in unity, the American heing as much a citizen
of Britain as the Scotchman, Welshman, or Irishman. A difference,
unhapplly, arose under the British constitution, thelr common heritage,
as to the right ef the citizens of the older part of the State to tax
their fellows in the newer part across the sea without thelir consent:
but separation was not contemplated by Washington, Franklin, Adams,
Jefferson, Jay, and other leaders. On the contrary, these great men
pnever ceased to proclaim their loyalty to, and their desire to remain
part of, Britain: and they disclaimed any idea of separation, which
was indeed accepted at last, but only when forced upon them as a sad
necessity from which there was no honorable eaca?e if they were to
maintain the rights they had acquired, not as American but as British
citizens.

“Think of it! The author of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence is pictured as never having ceased to proclaim his
loyalty to, and desire to remain a part of, Britain! The great
patriot at the head of our armies is described as always pro-
claiming his loyalty to Great Britain.

“T turn to page 690 of the same volume and find this:

“ Both Briton and American being now fully agreed that those who
made the attempt to tax without giving the right of representation
were wrong, and that in- resisting this. the colonists vindicated their
rights as British citizens, and, therefore, only did their duty, the
question arises: Is a separation thus forced upon one of the partics,
and now thus deeply regretted by the other, to be permanent? [ can
not think so, and I ecrave permission to adduce some considerations
in support of my bellef that the future is certainly to see a reunion
of the separated parts and once again a common cltizenship.

“T1 turn now to page 702 of the same volume, He had, prior
to this, been discussing the various objections, which he pro-
ceeds to remove by a very careful argument of minute detail
and particularity. He then gives this little review of a reunited
empire :

“ Numerous as would be the States comprisi the reunited nation,
each possessing equal rights, still Britain, as the home of the race,
would ever retain c{)recedeuc&—ﬂrst among equals. However great the
number of the children who might sit around her in council, there eould
never be but one mother, and t mother Britain

“ T turn now to page 708 of the same volume : ‘

“ Let no man imagine that I write as a partisan in dealing with theso
guestions. 1 know no party in this great argument, either in America
or in Britain. Whatever obstructs reunion I oppose ; whatever promotes
reunion I favor. l-jnd?a all political questions from this standpoint.
All party divisions sink into nothingness in my thoughts compared with
the reunion of our race,
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“And then I turn; in conclusion, to the last paragraph of the
article:

“ Let men say what they will, therefore; I say that as surely as the
sun in the heavens once shone npon Britain and America united, so surely
is it one morning fo rise, shine upon, and grect again 'the reunited
States '—the British-American union.

‘“ Mr. President, I have read parts of that article by Andrew
Carnegie in order to show his life's purpose. In a great Republie
like the United States the opinion of an individual, however
great, might not amount to much; the influence which he may
exercise may not be great, but consider that this man, animated
by this purpose, is the possessor of three or four hundred million
dollars, wrung from the industry of the American people by the
favor of law; that he is in a position to devote $10,000,000 here
and $20,000,000 there to educational purposes; that this money
can be used to influence churches, to hire orators, to organize
press bureaus. To thus mold public opinion his wealth is suffi-
cient to bring considerable influence to bear upon the Senate. I
say that it is brought to bear for this treaty, not because the
treaty proposes arbitration, not because it broadens the scope of
arbitration, because the Senator from Massachusetis said yes-
terday that, with all those desirable provisiouns, still the treaty
would probably be rejected if the Senate were to cut out of it
that provision whick creates the joint high conmimission and per-
mits it to supersede the Senate in the interpretation of the
terms of the treaty itself. It is the joint high commission which
is desired. It is the Carnegie idea to bring together the two
Governments of the United States and Great Britain into one
official body.

“ It is well, Mr. President, when we are on the eve of voting
upon this treaty to take an account and to realize that all the
so-called public opinion which has been brought to bear upon
the Senate in favor of this treaty containing, as it does, that
commission provision is not chiefly in the interest of arbitration.
That is not the -motive behind the mighty power which has
aroused this public sentiment, so called. The motive behind
that purpose is to bring about an alliance, at least, as Sir Ed-
ward Grey himself said, between the United States and Great
Britain, and force the United States to abandon its position of
isolation, friendly with all nations, but having no entangling
alliances with any.

“TIt is influences of this sort, influences due to the money of
Mr. Andrew Carnegie, which inflict upon Senators such postal-
eard communications as I have here—something like a hundred
received this week, within a few days, with my name printed
upon the front of the postal card and a request upon the back
of the postal eard that I vote for the treaties.

“1 have a great respect, Mr. President, for the opinions of
my constituents. I am perhaps more ready than the average
Senator to recognize the power of public opinion when it is a
real public epinion and the right of my constituents to command
my vote to meet their views, and I pay as much attention when
I receive a communiecation in the cramped, trembling hand of a
farmer as I would to a communication dictated in the office of
a banker or a business man; but I do not bow to a publie opin-
ion aroused in this artificial way, simply by the use of money,
to carry out a purpose to make a false umion, a real alliance
between the United States and Great Britain.”

[CoxcnrEssioNAL Itecorp, 624 Cong., 2d sess. (Ja_n. 18-Feb. 14, 1912).]
“In THE UNITED STATES SENATE,
“February 8, 1912.

Nore.—Senator Works (California) having said that Senator
HitcHcock is afraid that the arbitration treaties between Eng-
lIand and the United States then pending before the United
States might lead to an alliance between Great Britain, I'rance,
and the United States, Senator HrrcHcock replied as follows:

“Mr. Hrrcucock. 1 think if the Senator from California will
recall what I said in that connection he will realize that I did
not simply express my own fear that these treaties, if entered
into, would lead to an alliance between Great Britain and the
United States. What I did was to quote from the speech deliv-
ered by Sir Edward Grey, the minister for foreign affairs in
areat Britain. In that speech Sir Edward Grey made the distinet
declaration that these treaties, if entered into, would probably
lead to such an arrangement between the United States and
Great Britain that if either nation were attacked or brought
into conflict with another power having no arbitration treaty,
the other nation would support it.

* The interpretation I placed upon what Sir Edward Grey
said was the very obvious interpretation that if these treaties
were entered into and Great Britain should have the antiei-
pated trouble with Germany, the United States would be ex-
pected, from the English peint of view, to come to the assist-
ance of Great Britain.

“That' was not simply my awn féear. It was the inferpreta-
tion placed upon these treaties by the secretary for foreign
affairs of Great Britain, not in an interview nor as a matter
of rumor but in a reported speech in the House of Commons,
And I said that if Great Britain were entering into these
treaties with that understanding of their ultimate result, it was
something which we in the United States, who want no en-
tangling alliance, should take into account very seriously.”

QUOTATIONS FROM THE SPEECH OF SENATOR HITCHCOCK ON THE
ARBITRATION TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN.

[CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 48, pt. 1, p. 046, etc., Jan. 4, 1912.]

“Mr. HircHCcocK. Mr. DPresident, on yesterday I gave
notice that I would clainr the attention of the Senate to-day for
some remarks on the pending arbitration treaty proposed to be
ratified between Great Britain and the United States. Through-
out the country for some time there has been a growing agita-
tion which has enlisted the interest of many of the good people
of the United States, but an agitation, Mr. President, which has
apparently been carried on without much of an effort to en-
lighten the people as to the facts in the case. The sole object
seems to be to create, artificially if necessary, a public senti-
ment in support of ratification.

“There has been a good deal of a d!sposltion on t:e part of
orators who have appeared before various public meetings, and
on behalf of writers who have put forth their printed argu-
ments, to arrogate to themselves a monopoly of the particular
custody of the dove of peace, a disposition to assume that they,
and only they, favor the iden of the peaceful settlement of in-
ternational differences. The people have been led to believe
that unless they aroused themselves to influence the Senate of
the United States to ratify these treaties in the exact formr that
they come from the State Department and the President, with-
out the dotting of an ‘i’ or the crossing of a ‘t,” we would prob-
ably be involved in hostilities with Great Britain.”

[Mr. Hrrcacock then goes on to say that the United States
already has an arbitration treaty with England so broad that
“ both countries have agreed to arbitrate all differences which
may arise between them, except those involving national honor,
vital interests, or third parties. He explains that the then pend-
ing new arbitration treaty proposes to arbitrate all differences
in the future that are justiciable, and that justiciable means
those questions which may be settled by recognized prineciples
of law or equity. He criticizes this in the following words:]

“The pending treaty, however, does not leave the decision
of what is a justiciable difference to.the President and the Sen-
ate. It creates a joint high commission and empowers this
Jjoint high commission of six members to decide what questions
are justiciable and what are not justiciable. It provides that
any five of the six members of that commission may decide the
question. It authorizes three members appointed by .the Presi-
dent to decide on the treaty’s interpretations for the country,
and that, to my mind, is the objectionable part of this treaty.
That is the trap in the treaty. It is the open door to Tuture
troubles in the treaty.

“We are told that it is perfectiy constitutional for the Senate
of the United States to ratify this treaty, and thus abdiecate for
the future its right to pass upon the application and rule on
the interpretation of the treaty. - Mr. President, if may be con-
stitutional, but I do not think it is wise, because I believe it
will involve us in future trouble. I do not believe it safe, be-
cause I believe it will embroil us in innumerable international
difficulties in the future in the application of the treaty.

‘It ecertainly is not American. There is at the present time,
and has always been, this radical difference between the treaty-
making power of the monarchies of Europe und the treaty-
making power of the United States: In the United States the
President can not make a treaty and have it approved and exe-
cuted by his Cabinet or appointees after the European fashion,
but he is required, under the Constitution, to submit it to the
Senate for its ratification. That is the American idea. It is
the American idea that the representatives of the people shall
have a voice in the ratification of a treaty; but if this proposed
clause of section 3 becomes a part of this treaty that difference
disappears, as far as our relations with Great Britain are con-
cerned, Hereafter the interpretation of that treaty and the
application of it pass from the hands of the Senate into the
control of a commission, whose American members are appointed
by the President of the United States. They can interpret the
treaty ; they can widen the treaty; they can apply the treaty;
and, appointed as they are by the President, they will express,
undoubtedly, ihe President's views without any restraint from
the Senate of the United States. So, instead of having an
American plan, a democratic plan, to control our international
relations by representatives of the people, we will have a mon-
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archical plan, under which the President will practically be
able to treat directly with responsible ministers.

“ But, Mr. President, there is another objection to this par-
tieular clause of the treaty which creates this joint high commis-
sBl;n.a!nI.t will involve us in an entangling alliance with Great

t

“I have a greant admiration, Mr. President, for the British
people, but I am not in favor of departing from the old American
ideas of isolation. I do not believe in an entangling alliance
with any country, and I believe it is capable of demonstration
that this treaty is regarded in England, at least, as the first step
toward an English-American alliance.

“ Mr, Rayxer., Will it place us in an entangling alliance with
France?

“Mr. Hircmcock. Well, Mr. President, I have purposely
avoided the discussion of both of these treaties, for the reason
that I feel that the initiative in this matter is in Great Britain;
I feel that there would have been no treaty with France if it
had not been preceded by a treaty with her close ally, Great
Britain; and I am discussing only to-day the proposed treaty
with Great Britain because I have made more of a study of its
effects, its dangers, and its inspiration,

“Mr. President, I have made the statement that this is the
first step in a possible entangling alliance of the United States
in the policies of Great Britain. Possibly I have made that
statement too strong; possibly I should merely allege what I
can prove, which is that in Great Britain it is regarded as the
first step in such an entangling alliance. To prove my assertion,
let me read from a speech by Sir Edward Grey in the House of
Commons, delivered last March. The President of the United
States has recently quoted Sir Edward Grey as an authority in
expounding British sentiment and British ideas on this question,
and I think I may, therefore, well be excused if I also guote
from a speech of Sir Edward Grey, the British secretary of state
for foreign matters. Speaking on a proposition to reduce the
English Navy and giving the reasons why the Government could
not consent to it, he drifted inte a comment upon the relations
between the United States and Great Britain. After quoting
with approval some statements of President Taft, he came to a
consideration of the proposed arbitration treaty between the
United States and Great Britain. In the course of his remarks
he used this language:

“ But suppnsln% it took plnce and two of the greatest nations in the
world were to make it clear to th e warld that by agreement such as that,
that in no circumstances were they going to war again, I venture to
say that the effect on the world at large of the example would be one
which would be bound to have beneficial consequences. It is true that
the two nations who did that might still be exposed to attack from a
third nation who had not entered into such agreement. 1 think it
would probably lead to their following it up by an agreement that they
would join with each other in any case in which one only had a quarrel
with a third power by which arbitration was refused. |

“ Mr. President, that language is peculiarly significant. Com-
ing at a time when the relations between Great Britain and Ger-
many were strained—as, to some extent, they still are strained—
coming from the secretary of state for foreign affairs of Great
Britain, and having particular reference to the treaty with the
United States, can we put any other interpretation upon that
language than to say that, in the opinion of Sir Edward Grey,
if the treaty were made between Great Britain and the United
States, and Germany refused to enter into such a treaty of arbi-
tration and had a quarrel with Great Britain, the next natural
step would be for the United States and Great Britain to join
each other against Germany? There is no other possible inter-
pretation which can be placed upon the speech of Sir Edward
Grey. It isin accord with a widespread desire in Great Britain
for an alliance between the United States and Great Britain.
That this desire is harbored also by many people in the United
States may be true; but it is certainly not the American idea,
and it is certainly not in aecord with the traditions of this coun-
try. It is evident that this speech, so interpreted, affords ample
ground for the belief that England, for her own purposes, desires
this treaty as the basis for an alliance in the future with the
United States. We certainly want no alliance with any country,
and must avoid beeoming so involved.

“ Mr. President, it is evident also that this treaty, instead of
guarding against differences between this country and Great
Britain, is likely to lead to controversy. We have already
heard in this country enough dispute on the interpretation of
the clause creating the joint high commission te indicate that
it is involved in doubt.

“ The distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams]
has recently published a small document, which he has dis-
tributed undoubtedly to all Members of the Senate, in whieh
he argues that while the joint high commission has the power
in the first place fo decide what questions are justiciable, yet
the Senate can exercise a restraint over the joint high eommis-

sion and can modify or nullify its act by refusing to give con-
sent to the agreement which must be made for each specific
case before it is submitted to arbitration. That of itself is an
argument against the creation of the commission. It involves
a doubt. It is Iikely to place the Senate of the United States
in a position where it must either recognize the authority of
the joint high commission and acecept its interpretation, how-
ever obnoxious, or it must repudiate the decision of the joint
high commission and leave us open to the charge of bad faith
in entering into this treaty; in other words, the provision giv-
ing the joint high commission that power is either a danger or,
as the Senator from Mississippi would argue, it is a humbug.
In either case it is likely to involve us in future controversies
as to its interpretation.

“Mr. President, anyone looking into the future, I Delieve,
must admit that if this treaty as it comes to us is ratified by
the Senate and goes into effect, Great Britain will have ten times
the number of demands upon us for arbitration of questions in
which she is interested as the proponent that we will have upon
her. That is the natural course of events. Her interests are
such, her policies are such, that she will be constantly seeking
to restrain us and interfere with the American policies of this
country. TFor that reason I think this country would be unwise
to put itself, by an ironclad and practically unlimited treaty,
in the pesition of promising to submit everything to arbitration
that is justiciable, and then to leave the guestion of justicia-
bility to a mixed commission, whose three American members
are appointed by the President and responsible only to him,
The interests of the country will be safer in the care of the
Senate, and its restraint on the President should be maintained
as provided in the Constitution.

* Mr., Raynegr. This treaty does not leave everything that is
justiciable fo the commission. That is not the language of the

treaty.

“ Mr. HitcHCOCK. I think——

“BMr. Boram. Then, Mr. President, what.is the exception?

“Mr. Rayner. The exception is found in the clause ‘in ac-
cordance with the principles of law or equity "—justiciable in
accordance with the principles of law or equity.

“Mr., Borarn. That is simply the definition of * justiciable ' as
put in the treaty. .

“Mr. Raynee. Not at all. I disagree with the Senator from
Idaho on that point. The language of the treaty is *in necord-
ance with the principles of law or equity.

“Mr. Boram. No; susceptible of settlement in aeccordance
with those principles.

“ Mr, Raynser. No; the word ‘settlement’ is not used there,
as I think the Senator will see if he will look at the treaty. To
say ‘ everything that is susceptible of being treated according to
the principles of law and equity’ is one thing, and to say that
‘a thing is justiciable’ is another. Things may be justiclable
but take a broader range than controversies that must be de-
cided according to the principles of law or equity. The phrase-
ology ! in accordance with the principles of law or equity’ is a
limitation upon the word * justiciable’ and does not enlarge if.
I merely suggest that, if the Senator will permit me. That is
one of the arguments I have made in my minority report, ana
I do not care to enlarge upon it.

“ Mr, BoraH. Has the Senator got the treaty before him?

“ Mr. Hrrcucock. I have it here.

“Mr. President, the question raised by the Senator from
Maryland as to the interpretation of this particular clause
gives added force to what I have said, that it is proposed here
to adopt a treaty and to incorporate in it a new idea concern-
ing which there must inevitably be differences of opinion,
I will quote, however, in order to make my remarks under-
standable, the exact language of the treaty at this peint.

“ Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, before the Senator does that,
let me say one word to get down to the particular peint. My
propesition is that neither the Monroe doetrine, nor the immi-
gration laws, nor territorial integrity, nor the indebtedness of
the States, for which the United States is in no way responsi-
ble under its Constitution, could come under any definition of
equity that you could give. Those questions could not possibly
arrange themselves under the definition of ‘law or equity.
I thought I would take the liberiy of stating that to the Sena-
tor, becanse that is my position in the minority report I have
made to the Senate.

“ Mr. HrirceHcock. I have no doubt that is the pesition taken
by the Senator from Maryland, whose views are generally clear
and decided, and I have no doubt alse that other gentlemen,
perhaps equally eminent in the law, might differ from him.

“ Mr. RAYNER. There is no doubt of that.

“Mr. Hrrcacock, I think that difference presents one of the
reasons why the creation of this proposed irresponsible com-
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mission to decide these delicate and dubious points is a matter
of bad policy for the United States. The safe plan is to leave
their interprétation in the hands of the Senate, which repre-
sents the people of the United States, and not to infrust them
to three unknown Americans, whom the President upon occa-
sion might appoint. But to quote——

“Mr. Boran., Mr. President:

“Mr. Hitcacocr. I yield to the Senator from Idaho, if he
desires.

‘“Mr. Boram. I wish to quote the exact language of the {reaty,
if the Senator is not going fo do so.

“ Mr. Hircineock. I had intended to do so, but T will be very
glad to have the Senator from Idaho do it.

‘“Mr, Boran. Article 1 reads:

“All differences hereafter arising between the high contractiug parties,
which it has not been ble to adjust by diplomacy, relating to inter-
national matters in which the high contracting )fnrttea are concerned
by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other under
treaty or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature by
reason of being susceptible of decision by the application of the prin-
eiples of law or equity.

*“The application of legal or equimblc pri nciples is the simple
definition put in there of the word * justiciable.”

*Mr. Hrrcacock. I thank the Senator from Idaho for inter-
jecting at this point the exact language of the treaty, which, I
think, I gave in substance before.

“But to resume, I think if we look over the history of the
United States in recent years we will conelude that we are in
more danger from the diplomats of Great Britain than we are
from her dreadnoughts, and I object to any treaty which is
likely further to complicate the relations between the countries
and which is likely to open the door to further diplomatic con-
cessions of an international nature.

“We are now at work upon the great enterprise of con-
structing the Panama Canal. What was the greatest obstacle
that we met in undertaking that enterprizse? It was not of a
physical character. Neither mountains nor rivers nor any
other physical obstacles were our greatest obstacle. The great
obstacle we encountered in that enterprise was the Clayton-
Bulwer treaty of 1850, in which the United States had become
entangled with Great Britain by concessions which should never
have been made and which remained for years to plague us an
obstacle to that great work.

“Even in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which succeeded the
Clayton-Bulwer treaty and which was a great advance and a
great improvement over it, we still find obstacles and difficul-
ties of the present day which may well serve to warn us that
British diplomacy has dangers which we may well avoid.

“We think we have a right to fix the tolls upon the vessels
that go through the Panama Canal. ¥Yet the reading of that
treaty may well raise serious doubts on this side of the ocean,
while upon the other side of the ocean to-day we know claims
are made that we have not the right to fix those tolls so as to
give a preference to our own vessels. We think we have a right
to fortify the Panama Canal and the only restraint or limita-
tion upon it is to be found in the terms of the Hay-Pauncefote
ireaty and found in still stronger language in the treaty which
it superseded, made in 1850. Many serious questions involved
in the future of the Panama Canal are bound to confront our
country, and they will be presented to this country by Great
Britain. Are we, under these circumstances, proposing to sub-
mit the interpretation of the treaty to three Americans, nomi-
nated by the President and associated with three British com-
missioners, rather than to have it remain where it has remained
for all time—in the Senate of the United States—and where
the Constitution intended it should remain? !

“Mr, President, I have already consumed more time than I
had intended. I desire to say, in coneclusion, that I am in
favor of arbitration. T am in favor of the peaceful settlement
of disputes. I am in favor of the pending treaty, providing
the last portion of article 3, which empowers the joint high
commission to supersede the Senate of the United States in the
interpretation of treaties, is stricken out; and I also favor some
declaration in the resolution of ratification that we except
specifically from future arbitration such questions as involve
our permanent national policies or such questions as relate
purely to matters of American government.”

RECESS.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, T move that the Senate take a
recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, is it not possible to come
to a vote to-night? Does not the Senator think we could take
a vote to-night?

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to taking a vote.
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll.
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Hale MecKellar Bmith, Ariz.
Bankhead . Harding McNary ‘Smith Ga.
Brandegee Harris Moses Smith, Md.

pper Harrison Nelson Smoot
Chamberlain Henderson New Spencer
Colt . Hitcheock Newberry Sterling
Cumminsg Johnson, Calif. Norris Sutherland
Curtis Jones, Wash. Nugent Swanson
Dial Kellogg Overman Thomas
Dillingham Kenyon Owen Townsend
Edge eyes Penrose Trammell
Fall King Phelan Underwood
Fletcher Kirby Phipps Wadeworth
France Knox Pomerene Walsh, Mass.
Frelinghuysen La Follette Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Gay anroot Robinson Warren
Gerry Lodge Sheppard Watson
Gore MeCormick Shields Williams
Gronna McCumber Simmons Wolcott

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-six Senators have an-

swered to their names. There is a quorum present. The ques-
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the
Senate take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. LODGE. My, President, the Senate hag been in session
now for something more than seven hours, devoted entirely to the
treaty. There are some other Senators who wish to speak
briefly on this amendment. It seems to me not unreasonable
that we should take a recess at this time until 11 o'clock to-
MOTrTow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEwBeReY in the chair).
The question is on the motion of the Senator from JMassa-
chusetts.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called). I am paired
for the day with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBER-
sox]. I therefore withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I
should vote “yea.”

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called).
the Senator from New York [Mr. CALpER].
that Senator I withhold my vote.

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). Until the disposi-
tion of the pending amendments I have a pair with the senior
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Erxixs], and vote
i ‘um 17

Mr. DIAL (when the name of Mr. Symita of South Carolina
was called). I desire to announce the necessary absence of my
colleague [Mr. SarrtaE of South Carolinal. He has a general
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Sterrixe]. If
my colleague were here, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. STERLING (when his ndme was called). I am paired
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmitH] and
therefore withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I would vote
“ }'E{l."

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEck-
Haym]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Missouri
[Mr. REEp] and vote “ yea.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. STERLING. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. SmiTH] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
SHERMAN] and vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I announced that I was paired with the
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CursersoN]. I desire to in-
quire whether the Senator from Vermont [Mr, PAace] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I transfer my pair to the Senator from
Yermont [Mr. Pagre] and vote, T vote “ yea.”

Mr. FLETCHER (after having voted in the negative). I
have a pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr]. He
has not voted, but I transfer my pair to the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Joxes] and let my vete stand.

Mr. MYERS. Has the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mec-
Lean] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. MYERS, I have a pair with the Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. McLeEax] which I transfer to the Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Stasrey] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. GERRY. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. PirraMAx] and
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JoNES] are necessarily de-
tained from the Senate, If present, they would vote * nay.”

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Joaxsox] and the Sena-
tor from South Dakota [Mr. SarrrH] are detained on account of
illness in their families,

1 am paired with
In the absence of
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The senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beoxmam] and the
{Junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STaANzEY] are absent on
|public business. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Regn] is de-
'tained on account of illness.

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 36—as follows:

YRAS—43.
Borah Gronna Locdcge Poindexter
Brandegee Hale McCormick elds
Capper Harding MeCumber Smoot
Colt 0! n, . McNary cer
Cumml.as Jones, Wash., Moses 8 l.lnf
rtis Kellogg elson Butheriand
Dllliuglmm Kenyon oW Townsen
Edge Keyes Newberry Wadsworth
Fall Knox Norris arren
Fran La Follette Penrose Watson
Fr(linghnrsen Lenroot Phipps
NAYE—36.
Asburst Harrison Owen Smith, Md.
Bankhead Henderson Phelan Swanson
Chamberlain Hitcheock Pomerene Thomas
Dial King Ransdell Trammell
e McKea Sheppard Walsh, aas
ay cKellar Shep 8.
Gerry Myers Simmons Walsh, Mont.
Gore Nugent Smith, Ariz, Williams
Harris Overman Smith, Ga. Woleott
NOT VOTING—17.
Ball Fernald Martin Smith, 8. C.
Beckham Johnson, 8. Dak. Page Stanley
Calder Jones, N. Mex. Pittman
Culberson Kendrick Reed
FElkins McLean Sherman

So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 min-
utes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday,
October 28, 1919, at 11 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Moxpay, October 27, 1919.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, I». D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, we rejoice with the high minded and
patriotic American citizen that we are permitted to live under
a Government of the people, by the people, for the people, which
our fathers sacrificed their lives and fortunes to establish.

Now we are threatened with a erisis which defies our Gov-
ernment and would overthrow its sacred institutions, inaugn-
rated by a few hundred thousand people and bring about un-
told misery, sorrow, grief, and even death, to the one hundred
and ten millions involved in an unwarranted dispute between
labor and capital.

Interpose we beseech Thee with all the strength of Thy holy
influence and so move upon the minds and hearts of those en-
gaged in the contest, that law and order may obtain and peace
and happiness reign in our midst, through Him who lived and
died that love might live in the hearts of men. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, October 25, 1019,
was read and approved.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE IOUSE.

Mr. ASWELL rose. P

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
on Saturday morning next I may be permitted to address the
House for 40 minutes. ;

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recognize the gentleman
for that purpose at this time.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for four or five minutes, to make an announce-
ment concerning a liberty memorial erected to the memory of
the American dead.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. On what subject does the gantleman desire
to address the House?

Mr. BLAND of Missouri, It is relative to a memorial cam-
paign which opens in Kansas City to-day and closes on Novem-
ber 1, to erect a monument and a building in which will be
deposited war relics, and in which patriotic gatherings, such
as the American Legion, the Sons of the American Revolution,
the Daughters of the American Revolution, and others will
be held to the memeory of the 403 boys who died from Kansas
City.

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr, Speaker, that sort of thing is
being done all over the country. It is very commendable on
the part of the people of Kansas City, and we wish them very
great success in their patriotic efforts; but it seems to me we

can hardly pause every morning in our work to hear statements
of that sort. The gentleman has made his statement, so that
the country is now informed in regard to this splemli:l work.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. I am sorry if the gentleman objects
to such 2 holy purpose.

BLANTON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker!

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

ENTRY OF ALIENS INTO THE UNITED STATES—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I call up conference report on
the bill H. R. 9782.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls
up the conference report on the bill H. R. 9782, which the Clerk
will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A hlll H.

- { tesR 9782) to regulate further the entry of aliens into the

The SPEAKFR Without objection, the conference report
will be read.

The conference report was read, as follows: b

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. It.
9782) to regulate further the entry of aliens into the United
States, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
follows :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment
as follows: In lien of the matter stricken out by said amend-
ment insert the following: “and shall continue in forece and
effect until and mclndjng the 4th day of March, 1021 "; and the
Senate agree to the same,

Joux Jacon IRoceRrs,
H. D. Froop,
Managers on the part of the House.
H. C. Longk,
G. M. HITCHCOCK,
P. J. McCOUMBER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

. STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9782) to regulate further the
entry of aliens into-the United States, submit the following
written statement explaining the effect of the action agreed on:

The agreement fixes March 4, 1921, as the date when the law
shall cease to be operative. The House proposal provided that
it should continue in force for a period of one year after the
date when the act of May 22, 1918, entitled “An act to prevent
in time of war departure from and entry into the United States
confrary to the public safety,” should cease to be operative.
The Senate proposal would have made the law permanent.

JoHN Jacor ROGERS,
H. D. Froon,
AManagers on the part of the House.

Mr. ROGERS. DMr, Speaker, this conference report is on the
passport-control bill, which passed the House about two weeks
ago, and which passed the Senate last week.

In the form in which it passed the House, the law was to run
for a period of one year after the promulgation of the treaty of
peace with Germany, and was then automatically to die. The
Senate struck out the limitation in time, so that the effect of the
amendment was to make the law permanent legislation. The
conferees have agreed to extend the law until March 4, 1921,
In other words, instead of having the law run for just a year,
as the House had originally proposed, the agreement reached
probably means that it will run for a year and two or three
months. The advantage in having the life of the law slightly
longer than was proposed by the House is this, that it was at
least possible that as the bill left the House the law would ¢x-
pire at a time when Congress was not in session. The agree-
ment reached means that Congress will certainly be in session,
because the date fixed is March 4, 1921. TFurthermore, it gives
a little more time for this Congress to work out its policy of
germn.nent control over immigration coming to the United

tates.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there are no questions——

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROGERS. Yes. _

Mr, CONNALLY. Other than that, there are no changest

Mr. ROGERS., The Senate made only one amendment to the
bill, and that, as T have stated, related to the element of time,
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Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adoption
of the conference report.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The conference report was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. Rocers, a motion to reconsider the vote
wl‘lj?rchy the conference report was agreed to was laid on the
table.

LEAVE TO ADDBESS THE HOUSE.

AMr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for two minutes. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there
ohjection ? !

Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, is it
the purpose to adjourn the House on account of the anniversary
of the death of former President Roosevelt in pursuance of the
national movement throughout the country?

Mr, MONDELL. My own thought was that we would best
honor the memory of the man who taught the doctrine of the
strenuous life by remaining in session and performing our duty
in the transaction of the business before the House. But I am
asking these two minutes for the purpose of saying a few words
relative to the life and character of this great American.

Mr. GARD. In pursuance of the general policy throughout
the Nation, would it not be a proper tribute for this House to
adjourn at this time?

Mr. MONDELL. I repeat what I said a moment ago. The
very best tribute that can be made to the life, character, service,
and teachings of Theodore Roosevelt is to work, to perform the
duty that we have before us.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wyoming to address the House for two minutes?

Mr. BLANTON. Under that statement, would it not be a
reflection upon the working capacity of other loyal American
citizens in whose memory and honor the House has heretofore
seen fit to adjourn from time to time?

Mr. MONDELL. 1 do not think that is true.

Mr. BLANTON. Because many of the men in whose memory
we have adjourned before have been hard working, industrious
citizens.

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know of any recent case where we
have adjourned for an entire day in memory of anyone.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
should like to know why other gentlemen can not have unani-
mous consent to address the House as well as the gentleman
from Wyoming?

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman desires to
object to my speaking for two minutes on the subject of Col
Roosevelt, he can do so.

Mr. ASWELL. I just want to ask the gentleman why it is
that he ean get unanimons consent and not others?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ASWELL. I object.

PROJECTED COAL STRIKE.

M. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
print in the Recorp the text of the statement issued Saturday
evening by the President in regard to the threatened coal strike.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent to print in the Recorp the letter of the President.
Is there objection?

Mr. ASWELL, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
want to know if the gentleman fromm Wyoming indorses that
statement of the President printed in Saturday’s paper?

Mr. MONDELL. I do, most thoroughly ard heartily.

Mr, BLANTON. And so does every other patriotic American.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The document referred to is as follows :

TEXT OF PRESIDENT'S STATEMENT WARNING OF FEDERAL ACTION.

President Wilson issu
g{ﬁ?l 3{ tbl:fuglj]:i memtfe?rs?ﬂmr:fm}:i::g::;::{ Ii?eclxu's‘t n‘i‘h:t t‘l'ilmprtol;:c:erg

1: ONS-Coa 41 c’mmmn )
only unjustifiable ; it is unhn:vflf{?’ ?%h:rstg::::l:t said : g i

“ On tember 23, 1919, the convention of the United Mine Workers
of America at C’!ew.iand. Ohio, adopted a proposal declaring that all
contracts in the bituminous field shall be declared as having automatie-
ally explred November 1, 1919, and making various demands, includ-
ing a per cent increase in wages and the adoption of a six-hour work-
day and a five-day week ; and providing that, in the event a satisfactory
wnrgu aﬁreement should not be secu for the central competitive field
Tastrueted to call . gensral ofrike of. ail DS o i Tued ead
workers throughout tﬁ United States, eﬂﬂ"ﬁv;n Nnoov%smbeﬁ?lgrg. Se

“ RECALLS THE WAR AGREEMENT,

" Pursunant to these instructions, the officers of the organisation have
issued a call to make the strike effective November 1, This Iumclme of

the gravest steps ever proposed in this country, affecting the economic
wgl‘fg{el and the dont:est § con:éort and health of the people. "

s proposed to abrogate an a ent as te wages which was
made with the sanction of the Uuius States Fuel Administration, and
which was to run during the continuance of the war, but not beyond
April 1, 1820 ‘This strike is proposed at a time when the Governmeat
is making the most earnest efiort to reduce the cost of living and has
Erpea!ed with suoccess to other classes of workers to postt!-pnne similar

utes until a reasonable opportunity has been afforded for dealing
with the cost of living.

“ It is recognized that the strike would practieally shut off the coun-
try’s suﬂply of its principal fuel at a time when interference with that
Bupptiy calculated to create a disastrons fuel famine. All interests
would be affected alike by a strik: of this character, and its victims
would be not the rich only, but the poor and the needy as well—those
least able to provide in advance a fuel supply for domestic use,

“It would involve the shutting down ef countless industries and
the throwing out of employment of a large number of the workers of
the country. If would involve stopping the operation of railroads, elec-
tric light and gas plants, street wiy lines and other public utilities,
and the ahl!&ging to and from this ':.'cmni:l'izj thus preventing our giving
ald to the ed countries with supplies which they so seriously need.

“The country is confronted with this prmm at a time when the
war itself is still a fact, when the world is 1 in suspense as to nego-
tiations for peace. when our troops are still Mni transported, and when
their means of transport is in urgent need of fue

“ WITHOUT APPROVAL OF WORKERS.

“ From whatever angle the subject may be viewed, it is apparent that
such a strike in such circumstances would be the most far-reaching plan
ever presented in this coantrg to limit the faecilities of production and
distribution of a necessity of life and thus indirectly to restrict the
production and distribution of all the necessaries of life. A strike
under these cirecumstances Is not only anjustifiable ; it is unlawful.

“The action propesed has apparently beem takenm without any vote
ﬂmn the specific proposition by the individual members of the United

ine Workers of America throughout the United States, an almost
unprecedented romdlnf. I can not believe that any right of ?31
Ameriean worker needs for its protection the taking of this extrao
nary step, and 1 am convineed that when the time and money are con-
sidered it conmstitutes a fundamental attack, which is wrong
morally a;g legally, upon the rights of society and upon the welfare of _
our country.

“1 feel convinced that individual members of the United Mine
Workers would not vete, upor full consideration, in favor of such a
strike under these conditions.

“ INTEREST OF PUBLIC PARAMOUNT.

“Yhen a movement reaches a peoint where It appears to Involve
practlml]; the entire productive capacity of the country with respect
to one of the most vital necessities of daily domestic and industrial
life, and when the movement Is asserted in the elrcumstances I have
stated, and at a time and in a manner calculated to involve the maxi-
mum of dangers in the public welfare in this eritical hour of our coun-
try's life, the public interest becomes the paramount consideration.

“In these cumstances I solemnly reguest both the natiomal and
the local officers and also the individual members of the United Mine
Workers of America to recall all orders looking to a strike on Novem-
ber 1, and to take whatever steps may be necessary to prevent any
stopfmge of work.

“It 1s time for plain speaking. These matters with which we now
deal touch not only the welfare of a class but vitally concern the well-
beiuf. the comfort, and the very life of all the people.

“ 1 feel it s my duty In the public interest to declare that any attempt
to earry out the purgosn of this strike and thus to paralyze the industry
of the country, with the consequent suffering and distress of all our

ple, must be considered a ve moral and legal wrong against the
iovernment and the people of the United Btates.

“LAWS ARE TO BE ENFORCED,

“T can do nothing else than to say that the law will be enforced,
and the means will found to protect the interests of the Nation in
any emergency that may arise out of this unhappy business,

1 express no opinion on the merits of the econtroversy. I have
alrea suggested a plan by which a settlement may be reached, and
I hol m{n’lf in readiness at the request of either or both sides to
nm)olm at once a tribunal to Investigate all the facts with a view to
aiding In the earliest ble orderly settlement of the questions at
issue the coal operators and the coal miners, to the end
that the just rights, not only of those interests but alse of the general
public may be fully protected.”

REQUEST TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request
that I may address the House for two minutes in memory of
ex-President Roosevelt.

AMr. ASWELL. I object, Mr. Speaker.

FIRE DEPARTMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The SPEAKER. This is Distriet of Columbia day.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of H. R. 10137, the District of
Columbia firemen’s bill.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, pending that will the gentleman
yield for a question?

Mr. MAPES. Pending that, I should like to see if we can
agree upon time for general debate.

Mr. RAKER. Before the gentleman takes that up, will he
yield for a question?

Mr. MAPES. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. RAKER. Approximately how long will the Distriet
Committee operate to-day, and is it the intention to take up
the oil-leasing bill following the disposition of this District of
Columbia bill?

Mr. MAPES., We hope it will not take more than two hours
to dispose of the firemen's bill. It is the intention fo give way
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to the Committee on the Public Lands as soon as this bill is
disposed of. i

Mr. RAKER. . I will ask the gentleman from Oregon [MTr.
giyxorr] and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL],
the majority leader, if they intend to take up the oil-leasing
bill following the District bill?

Mr, MAPES. I say we intend to yield to the Committee on
the Public Lands, so that that committee can go ahead with the
oil-leasing bill, as soon as we disposed of this one bill.

AMr. RAKER. Is that the intention of the gentleman from
Oregon?

Mr. SINNOTT. The gentleman's statement is correct.

Mr. RAKER. It is intended to call up the oil-leasing bill?

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes.

Mr, MAPES. Mr. Speaker, if we can agree upon time for
zeneral debate, I shall be glad to do so.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? : «~

Mr. MAPES. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

AMr. WOODS of Virginia. The ranking Member on our side
is unavoidably absent, but I think 20 minutes on this side will
be all we want.

Mr, MAPES. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woobs] is
a member of the subcommittee which framed the bill. I have
had some requests for time on this side, and I ask unanimous
consent that the general debate run not to exceed 1 hour, 30
minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Woons] and 30 minutes to be controlled by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the general debate be limited to 1 hour, 30
minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Woons] and 80 minutes by himself. Is there objection?

Mr. SEARS. Reserving the right to object, is the debate to
be confined to the bill?

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman did not say so.

Mr. SEARS. Will the gentieman include that in his request?

Mr. MAPES. No; I do not include that.

Mr. SEARS. Then I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the
motion of the gentleman from Michigan that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill mentioned.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of H. R. 10137, to amend an act entitled “An act to classify
the officers and members of the fire department of the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1906,
and for other purposes, with Mr, TiLsoxN in the chair.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, this is what is known as the
firemen’s salary bill. Some time ago, at the request of the
(Clommissioners of the District of Columbia, as chairman of the
Distriet Committee I introduced a bill looking toward the in-
crease of the salaries of the members of the fire department of
the District of Columbia. The bill, which was recommended by
the commissioners, was referred to a subcommittee, of which the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Gourp] was chairman, and after
holding hearings a bill proposed by the subcommittee was in-
troduced by Mr. Gourn. That is the bill we are now considering.

This bill proposes to increase the salaries paid to the members
of the fire department, and to classify the privates by dividing
them into three classes, the same as policemen are divided. It
gives the same pay to the privates as was given to the privates
in the police department in the police bill, which passed the
House a short time ago,

The firemen in the District of Columbia are very much under-
paid under any conditions, and especially is that so under the
conditions as they exist at the present time. The salary schedule
under which they are being paid was fixed by law in 1906,
Speaking generally, they have received no increase in pay since
that time. Some may criticize this bill as reported by the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia as being too liberal. But in
the consideration of that question it must be kept in mind that
Washington is the most expensive place in the United States in
which to live. We believe the salaries fixed in this bill are none
too high.

The firemen are a very high-grade class of men, and it is almost
impossible for them to live on their present pay. In fact, a
great many of them are obliged to supplement the pay which they
receive as firemen by seeking outside employment when they are

off duty. Of course, they ought not to be obliged to do that,

The Government ought to pay them enough on which to live,

This bill seeks to give them enough on which to live and to bring

up their families in a proper manner. The subcommittee con-

sidered the bill very carefully and reported it to the full com-

ﬂittee unanimously, and I hope it will meet the approval of the
ouse,

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. -

The motion was agreed to. :

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, Trtson, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee, having had under consideration H. R. 10187, the District
of Columbia firemen's bill, had come to no resolution thereon.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of H. R. 10137, and pending
that I ask unanimous consent that general debate be limited to
one hour—one-half of that time to be controlled by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Woops] and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, pending his
motion, asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill
be limited to one hour—half the time to be controlled by himself
and half by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Woops]. Is there
objection?

Mr, BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to ask the gentleman from Michigan—— '

Mr. DYER. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 3

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Virginia
if I can have 5 minutes. ;

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I have no doubt of it. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection. ;

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, with Mr., TiLsox in the chair.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpELL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it fitting and appro-
priate that we should pause in our labors for a moment as an
expression of our appreciation of the life, character, and public
services of a great American, the anniversary of whose birth is
being celebrated throughout the Nation this day.

Just at this period of the world’s history and of the Nation's
experience events and conditions emphasize the vital impor-
tance of. certain principles and the absolute necessity of the
practice of certain virtues which were peculiarly urged and
exemplified in the life, the conduct, and the teachings of this
great man.

The world and the Nation needs at this time, above all else,
the stern virtues which he emphasized in word and deed. We
need the practice of the virtues of the strenuous life, of devo-
tion to duty, of self-sacrifice, and of uncompromising warfare
against error in every form. [Applause.]

Above all else, we need that whole-hearted devotion to sound
principles of justice and righteousness, and unrelenting war-
fare against political, social, and economic heresy which we
have come to denominate as Americanism, which was so abun-
dantly exemplified in the life, the teachings, and the character
of Theodore Roosevelt. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read in my time a few extracts
published in the Washington Post of this morning from the
teachings of this great man.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent to have read the matter referred to. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

SOME ROOSEVELT EXPRESSIONS WHICH HIS LIFE EXEMI'LIFIED.

1 wish to preach, not the doctrine of iﬁnohle ease, but the doctrine of
the strenuous life, the life of toil and effort, of labor and of strife; to
preach that highest form of success which comes, not to the man who
desires mere easy peace, but to the man who does not shrink from danger,
from hardship, or from bitter toil, and who, out of these, wins the
gplendid ultimate triumph.

In peace and in war we must spend and be spent, in the endless battle
for right against wrong ; deeds, not words alone, shall save us.

No abundance of the milder virtues will save a nation that has lost
the virile qualities,

In the rea.ll{ great man there must be both the heart of gold and the
temper of steel.

urage, hard work, self-mastery, and intelligent effort are all essen-

tials to successful life.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-

man from New York [Mr. Gourn].
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Mr. GOULD. Mr. Chairman, the committee to-day has called
up the bill H. R. 10137, which is a revision of H. R. 9626. The
subcommittee appoinied to investigate the question of the pay
of the firemen in the District of Columbia held extensive hear-
ings and received and filed in the committee report that is
available to the Members of the House, as report 410, the basis
which it recommends to the House for the pay of firemen. One
or two changes in the present law have been made, At the pres-
ent time privates serve in class 1 and class 2. Promotion
is made from class 1 to class 2 under the present law only
when a man in class 2 dies or resigns. The committee recom-
mends a redivision of the members into class 1, class 2, and
class 3 on the lines adopted for the police, with a probation
of one year in class 1, two years In class 2, and automatically
afterwards going to class 3 provided he has served efficiently
and satisfactorily three years. The committee recommends that
the pay of the firemen and the policemen be identical. This
has practically been adopted to-day in most of the cities of the
country, but in the committee report, Exhibit B, it shows that
in gix cities of the country the firemen of the highest grade
nnld patrolmen of the highest grade are paid practically the same
salary.

The committee in its report for the information of the House
presents as Exhibit A the proposed increase over and above the
present basic rates; and it shows the basis of the present
personnel as authorized in the last bill of the appropriation for
the District of Columbia; no increases in the personnel are
provided, but the total additional expense would be $315,940
over and above the present rates.

Were all salaries $2500 a year or less, the annual bonus
in effect until June 30, 1920, of $240 per year would apply.

There was one injustice done in regard to the inspectors, and
the committee in this legislation corrects that injustice which
is referred to in the hearings. The committee also recommends
for the consideration of the House similar provisions as that
covered by section 3, page 3, be included, which would provide
that no member of the fire department should become a member
of any organization which holds, elaims, or exercises the right
to dlfmaml of the members any obedience to strike or to cease
work. ‘

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOULD. I will

Mr. MADDEN., Will the gentleman be kind enough to tell
the House why it is that the committee proposes to pay the fire-
men of the District of Columbia more than they do in Chicago
or Detroit or Minneapolis or Boston or Philadelphia, and where
they do not have any bonus?

Mr. GOULD. The gentleman in his remarks says that it was
deemed the best policy by those in charge of muniecipal affairs
to pay the firemen and policemen the same rates. They both
take the same oath of office, and they both are subject to the
same examination, both physical and mental, and it is-deemed
better for the personnel to have the salaries the same.

As to whether or not the District of Columbia shall be au-
thorized to pay better salaries than are paid in Chicago and
other cities, that is up to the House of Representatives and the
Senate to determine,

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska.

Mr. GOULD. Certainly.

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Will it not be in effect if this bill
is adopted in its present form that the highest paid firemen in
the District of Columbia will during the next year receive $240
more than any other city in the country?

Mr. GOULD. I do not think so, Mr. Chairman, if comparison
is made with New York City and, I think, Boston.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman vield?

AMlr. GOULD. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. I notice the maximum salary is $1,900, to
which is to be added $240 bonus.

Mr. MAPES, The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. The
$240 bonus is to be deducted from the amounts in Exhibit B
of the report, which would leave $1,0660 as the basic salary for
the highest pald private.

Mr. MADDEN. It does not say so. It says in the report:

There is also inserted herewith for the information of the House a
statement showing the present salaries that are being paid the firemen
of the highest grade In seven cities of the United States, Including the
proposed new salaries plus $240 bonus for the eity of Washington, D. C.

I just wanted to ask the gentfeman from New York [Mr.
Gourp] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mares], if he
cares to answer, whether or not they made any comparison
between the amount of work and the risk run by the firemen of
the city as compared with firemen in the eity of Chieago, in view
of the fact that you give the firemen here $100 and a $240 bonus,
making $340 more than the firemen receive in Chicago, or with

Will the gentleman yield?

the city of Detroit, in view of the fact that you give the firemen
here $200 more with the $240 bonus, making $440 more than the
firemen in Detroit, or of the city of Minneapolis, in view of the
fact that you give the firemden here $214 more with the bonus of
$240, making $454 more, or with the firemen of the city of
Boston, as to whom $275 more is given here. with a bonus of
$240, than the firemen in that city, making $515 more?

Mr. MAPES. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken in his premise.
There are two lists of figures in the report.

Mr. MADDEN. I am talking about the maximum.

Mr. MAPES. But the gentleman is wrong.

Mr. MADDEN. I am only quoting from the gentleman's fig-
ures,

Mr. MAPES., But the gentleman is not reading all of them.
The first table that is given on page 2, Kxhibit A, does not
include the bonus of $240. The second list of fizures, Exhibit B,
does include the $240, so that in the consideration of that com-
parison the $240 should be deducted from the $1,900.

Mr. MADDEN. 1 can not read that the way the gentleman
deseribes it.

Mr. MAPES., That is correct, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. MADDEN. The report of the committee distinctly states
otherwise,

Mr. MAPES. No; it does not. If the gentleman will read that
full sentence, he will see it does not. :

Mr. GOULD. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my
time,

Mr. MADDEN. But I am not through yet. c

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back one minute.

Mr. GOULD. Then I shall take the one minute for the pur-
pose of answering the gentleman's question.

Mr. MADDEN. The note, as I observe it, says:

To the above-proposed basic salaries of $2,500 or less will be added a
;:83(1;3 of $240 per annum, now provided for by the law, until July 1,

Not dedueted, but added.

Mr. MAPES. But if the gentleman will read further, the
paragraph——

AMr. MADDEN. So that, after all, the statement I made in
the beginning is correct.

Mr. MAPES. No; the gentleman is mistaken. If he will read
the paragraph immediately preceding Exhibit B, he will see
that it says:

There is also inserted herewith, for the information of the House, a
statement showing the present salaries that are being id the fire-
men of the highest grade in seven cities of the United States, includ-
ing the pro new salaries plus $240 bonus for the city of Wash-
ington, D. C., and comparison is made between these salaries and those
that are being paid to the patrolmen of the police department of corre-
sponding grade.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has again expired.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Braxp].

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I know of no better
or more appropriate place for the announcement which I am
about to make than in the Hall and in the presence of the House
of Representatives of the United States of America, but before
doing so I may diverge to direct attention for the moment to
the fact that this is a day which is being memorialized through-
out the country as the sixty-first birthday and in honor of one
of the greatest Americans who has lived in the history of our
Nation. He was a cowboy, author, historian, explorer, states-
man, patriot, 100 per cent American, and President of the United
States. His was a useful, distinguished, and glorious life, and
he will live in the memories and hearts of his countrymen for-
ever—that great American, Theodore Roosevelt. [Applause.]

On this day in Kansas City, a city he loved well and which he
g0 often visited and to which he was always affectionately wel-
comed, there is inaugurated a campaign to raise a fund of
$2,000.000 by private and voluntary subsecription by the citizens
of our city to build a lasting and enduring liberty war memorial
to perpetuate the memory and names of her more than 400 sons
who gave their lives in the services of our country.

The memorial will be a monument of dignified proportions,
and in connéction therewith a building which can be used as a
repository for war relics, as a permanent meeting place for all
patriotic societies, and for other patriotic purposes.

It will be the loving offering of Kansas City to commemorate
through the ages the deathless heroism of her glorious sons
who gave their all to their country and to humanity. ?

The campaign for the $2,000,000 fund commences to-day, Octo-
ber 27, and closes on November 1, and what Kansas City wills
to do in that brief period for this great undertaking she will do.

And that splendid memorial in Kansas City, in which will be
inscribed the names of her dead, will be a sacred and holy
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shrine to which not only the fathers and mothers, sisters and
brothers and relatives, friends, and fellow countrymen will go
to do reverence but to which generations succeeding generations
from our country at large, passing through our great gateway
city from East to West, from North to South, will stop and go
in pilgrimage to pay grateful, loving, and reverential tribute.

I know that other States and communities throughout the
length and breadth of our beloved country will also evidence
in a similar or in appropriate manner their veneration and
love for their immortal dead *lest the ages forget.”

Before I conclude, it is apropos to revert to the statement
made by the distinguished ex-Speaker and distinguished Mis-
sourian, Mr. CrArg, a few weeks ago, that a fund of $5,000 had
been proposed by the Kansas City Post for subseription by the
people of Missouri to secure a sword and present the same to
that widely acclaimed Missourian and general of the Armies of
the United States, John J. Pershing. I am glad to announce
that the sword is now being handmade in Kansas City of suit-
able, patriotic, and distinctly American design, and that the
fund with which to purchase the same was oversubseribed [ap-
plause] by the people of Missouri. This sword, when occasion
permits, will be presented to him as a ftribute by his home
people. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, a_moment ago the majority leader, Mr. MoxpELL, ob-
tained unanimous consent to insert in the REcomrp a copy of the
public statement which the President of the United States issued
on Saturday, and which appeared in the papers yesterday, re-
garding the attitude of the President and his proposed action
with reference to the threatened strike in the coal fields. I
take it that the majority leader in asking the insertion of this
statement in the REcorp gives to it his hearty approval. I believe
that both houses of Congress feel that the President in giving
voice to the sentiments, in his statement, giving expression to
his intention to enforece and uphold the law against both parties
to that controversy, is but echoing the sentiments of the Ameri-
can people.

Mr. CANDLER.

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes.

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
peLL], in response to a question, stated that he did indorse every-
thing that was said in that statement.

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the gentleman from Mississippi.
That is correct. The majority leader did state that. He unre-
servedly indorsed every sentiment therein stated.

Mr. SNYDER, And along that line I wish to ask the gentle-
man from Texas if he knows of anyone in the House who does
not subseribe to the sentiments therein expressed?

Mr. CONNALLY. I hope that the gentleman is correct. I
know of no one and trust there is none, and I rose to suggest to
the majority leader that in view of the fact that every Member
of the House and Senate does approve the sentiments contained
in that statement this body and the Senate should give public and
official expression to their views.

And I want to inquire whether or not the majority leader will
not later in the day ask unanimous consent to consider a concur-
rent resolution expressing the concurrence of the two bodies
in the views of the President, and in ease the gentleman does
not I desire to offer later in the day the following concurrent
resolution and ask unanimous consent for its immediate con-
sideration:

Concurrent resolution approving the recent statement lssued by the
President of the United States regarding the threatened strike in the
coal fields of the United States and pledging the support of the
Congress to the President in the exercise of all his constitutional
powers in the premises.

Whereas the President of the United States has made a public state-
ment regarding his proposed course of action with reference to the
threatened strike in the coal fields of the United States and his in-
tended efforts to enforce the law and maintain the integrity of the
Government of the United States : Therefore be it
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate eoncurring),

That the utterances of the President of the United States contained in
said statement are approved by the Congress of the United States; and
that the Congress hereby pled to the President of the United States
its support in all constifutional measures which the President may take
in order to enforce and maintain the laws of the United States in their
full integrity.

[Applause.]

I am not going into the merits of the coniroversy, because
the President’s statement does not go into the merits of the
controversy. But if gentlemen will read the President’s state-
ment, it is an assertion that the powers of this Government even
unto the ntmost will be exerted in upholding and maintaining the
law. We can not perhaps at this time solve immediately the

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

questions at issue in this controversy, but we can give expres-
sion to the country that the stand of the President in this matter
has the hearty concurrence of the Congress, and that his determi-
nation to uphold the laws whether they be violated by mine
owners or miners will be approved and that the violators of
law will receive the hearty condemnation and swift punishment
of the law enforced by officers of the United States of America.
[Applause.]

It is not possible at this time to solve these questions in all
their phases, but we must uphold the laws that are already on
the statute books and already capable of being enforeced: and I
trust that a little later in the day the majority leader will con-
sent to the immediate consideration of this resolution. I will
state that the acting minority leader has been consulted, and
readily agrees therewith. Disaster immediately impends, and
may break in a few days; rich and poor, women and children,
all classes of the citizenship are threatened with intense suf-
fering in the winter that faces us. Let us assure the country
that the President will have our support. This is, and I hope
may ever be, a land of law. Whether that law is violated by
the rich or the poor, whether by the mine operator or the
miner, the law must be upheld and vindicated. The law is
supreme. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BLAND of Missourl. Mr. Chairman, T ask leave to re-
vise and extend my remarks. .

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLaNTox]. 2
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in answer to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Kixc] that what the Presi-
dent of the United States does mean is that when miners en-
ter into a contract with the coal operators requiring that they,
will work under certain conditions until the end of the war,
not to extend beyond March 1, 1920, that the President of the
United States wants them to keep their agreement just like

every other person who contracts in this Nation.

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman ylield at that point?

Mr. BLANTON. I regret I have not the time.

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to see a bill like the present
one pass the Congress with but an hour's debate without rais-
ing one voice against the policy which seems to have been
adopted by this House and the Senate, that is of paying to
police officers and paying to the firemen, if you please, or
their chief officers, the same salary that the governors of nine
different States of this Union receive to-day. There are nine
governors of nine States in this Union who do not receive but
$4,000 a year and we are seeking to pay the chief fireman in
this bill the same salary. Not long ago we paid the chief police
officer of this District, not $4,000, but $4.500. I have never said
a word against the police department since I have been in
Congress, having invariably defended it on the floor here
against all attacks, but I do want to call the attention of
this House to one incident which has happened since the raise
in salary and which is a disgrace to the District and to the
Nation. One of the finest young women in this land, coming
from one of the finest families of the United States, living in
my district, is employed in one of the departments here, 2,000
miles away from her friends, and a police sergeant, if you
please, whose salary under the provisions of the other bill was
raised to $2,100 with a bonus which would make it $2,340 a
year, went to her house the other night and said that com-
plaint had been made that a diamond ring had been stolen in
that neighborhood and asked her if she did not have a diamond
ring, and she showed him a ring on her finger, a ring she had
worn every day in the 11 months she has been in Washington ;
a ring which every one of her girl friends and every man she
has worked with in her department has seen upon her finger
every day during those 11 months; a ring which I and my wife
saw the day she landed in Washington, because we met her
and helped to find her a room and a place to eat. This police
sergeant scared that young lady nearly to death, and through
threats of taking her to the police station, he humiliated her
and made her give up her ring that he might take it off to
have it weighed. It so happened the party who had lost a
ring asserted that her diamond was five-eighths of a carat. This
police sergeant, after I got in behind him for the treatment
he had accorded this young lady, had her diamond weighed
and it weighed over seven-eighths of a carat, or a little under
a fraction of a whole carat, and I had him immediately give
that ring back to her. Then Saturday she was again insulfed
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by o letter from an inspector, if you please, who gets $2,400 a
year and gets $240 bonus, making $2,640 salary, asking that
she again return her ring to him last Saturday. If he had
asked that girl 10 proper questions. he could have found out
that the ring he took from her was her property, and yet he
humiliated her before her friends and ordered her to come
down ‘to his office and bring that ring back again Saturday
evening in order that he might make a further examination.

I want to say if this is the kind of service the police de-
partment of Washington give to innocent young girls, the
very best in our land, who are strangers in Washington, 2,000
miles away from their homes, I say it is a disgrace to this
District and a disgrace to this Nation.

We have been raising salaries entirely too high. I for one
am going to raise my voice in this House against it and say
that we are paying salaries that are entirely too high.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield
me one minute in order to answer the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I will yield.

Mr. DENISON. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas if
he does not think that this police sergeant that he has been
referring to had not better try to spend more time catching
anfomobile thieves that are infesting Washington?

Mr. BLANTON. They ought to spend their time in catching
criminals and not in humiliating poor, innocent girls here in
the ecity of Washington.

Mr. PARRISH. Will the gentleman give the names of the
officers?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; they were Detective Sergt. Sweeney
and Inspector Grant. I give their names because the gentle-
man asks for them and has the right to know everything I
know about it, and I am trying to get both of them to see that
this young lady is not to be molested any further; and I called
on Maj. Pullman this morning to see that this innocent young
girl, who is 2,000 miles away from her mother and home, is
not persecuted any more,

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr, Evaxs].

Mr. EVANS of Nevada. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, ‘at this most particular period of our history, upon
the birthday of our latest great American, we are pleased to
recall with proud and tender memories his strongest appeal—
that every man must respect and obey the law and aid in law’s
enforcement.

The man who placed character above all else, with certain
vision, declared we should be at instant war with a nation
which breaks its word upon Belgian invasion and sinking of
the Lusitania,

Recalling his words is the best eulogy: '

Not once in a thousand times is it possible to achieve anything worth
achieving except by labor, by effort, by serlous purpose, and by the
willingness to run risk. The persons who seek to de our people
that by doing nothing, by passing resolutions that cost nothing, and
by writing eloguent messa and articles that mean nothing, and by
vomplacently applauding elocution that means less no , Bome
service is thereby rendered to humanity are not only rendering no

such service but are weakening the spring of national character.
Fear God and take your own part.

[Applause.]

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoxEs].

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman and members of the
committee, I desire to offer a word in commendation of the
resolution that was suggested by my colleague [Mr. CoNNALLY]
indorsing the statement and position taken by the President of
the United States. I believe the time has come when the Con-
gress of the United States should let it be definitely known that
they stand for law and order at any cost.

Now, this is a day when we are supposed all over the United
States to take up a collection to establish a memorial to a
former President. I believe it is estimated that several millions
of dollars are thus to be raised and placed in a monument.
I desire modestly and respectfully to submit that I believe,
inasmuch as ex-President Roosevelt typified virile American
citizenship and believed in and preached the docirine of 100
per cent Americanism, it would be better to use the six or seven
million dollar fund which it is proposed to be raised in stamp-
ing ont Bolshevism and, if necessary, in deporting those foreign
believers in and followers of the red flag. [Applause.] This
would be a finer monument to the man who has been termed
the typiecal American than any monument of stone or structure
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that might be erected, no malter how beautiful its form or
how polished its surface.

I believe in freedom of speech and freedom of thought in
this country. Nobody believes in that more than I do; but
when a man comes to this country from some other country—
or even when born in this country—and defends the doctrine
that if he can not convince by persuasive methods the peoble
of the United States that his doctrines are true he is going to
take a bomb or some other sort of missile and force an unwill-
ing people to accept his doctrine, he is unpatriotie, un-American,
and an undesirable in this country. [Applause.] And I believe
he ought to be deported, along with all the others of his class,
and given a chance on some island or somewhere else, where
such characters can live together and try out their absurd doc-
trines on each other, and not be left in a country that has
grown great and powerful in recognition of law and constitu-
tional rights.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I will.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman thinlk
that the present officers of our Government should do more than
they are now doing to get rid of some of these men and to de-
port those that are now at Ellis Island awaiting deportation?

Mr. JONES of Texas. I do not care to go into the merits of
that proposition. I know the officials of this countiry are very
busily engaged because of the sentiment that is rising in the
country at the present time. There is a great deal to be done;
they, of course, are not infallible, but I know the officers of the
Government are using all their power to destroy this absurd
doctrine that has taken root in this country and which some
people are foolish enough to believe. It can not be done in a
moment, but I think the Congress of the United States by the
passage of some sort of a resolution can, instead of criticizing
the officials of the Government, show that they back those
officials. We have had too much of carping criticism of some of
the officials, and not enough of assurance to the effect that we
are going to get behind them and see that they are protected
in the exercise of their authority in carrying out the laws of this
country. The President has declared his intention of seeing
that the law is upheld and enforced. We should let him know
that we intend to stand behind him and uphold his hands in
employing the resources of this Nation to carry out the laws of
the country.

Now, I want to add in this connection that it has been an-
nounced by various long-haired agitators in this country—and
they have preached the doctrine to various groups of citizens
in this country—that certain classes of our land should secure
guns, should secure bombs, and other means of enforcing their
rights. I do npot believe in allowing any long-haired agitators
to preach any such doctrine in America. [Applause.] I think
it is time for this Congress to give notice to the world and to the
country in general, and especially to those who are inclined to
preach that doctrine, that we do not mean to stand for it.

Mr. PARRISH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES of Texas. I will

Mr. PARRISH. Does not the gentleman from Texas think
that the passage of a wholesome immigration law, rejecting un-
desirable immigration, would go far toward stabilizing condi-
tions in this country at this time?

Mr, JONES of Texas. I am glad the gentleman suggested
that, as I agree with him, and intended to mention it in this
connection. I want to say that I believe we should have rigid
immigration laws that would prevent any man who comes from
soviet Russia or any other country and who believes in the doc-
trine that it is the right of any class or type of people to take
over the property accumulation of centuries from entering this
co

Will the gentleman yield?

untry.

Mr. BLANTON. Does not my colleague believe when we
catch a man preaching revolution and bomb throwing that in-
stead of deporting him we ought to hang him as high as Haman?
That would get rid of him.

Mr, JONES of Texas. I am in favor of giving him a speedy
and legal trial under our Constitution and laws. To do other-
wise and to deal with him in disregard of law would be to adopt
his own anarchistic doctrines. The American people can be
trusted to see that he is condemned if he deserves to be.

Mr. BLANTON. What do we want to put him off on some
other country for?

Mr., JONES of Texas. We have got to deal practically with
this proposition. They should be hanged if they commit any
overt act, and we have a law which makes provision for doing so.

Mr. BLANTON. And we ought to enforce a law of that kind.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Undoubtedly. However, there is no
use of playing to the galleries on this proposition. We have a
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right to deport them and to prevent their coming into this coun-
try under existing laws, and we ought not to delay until the
passage of new laws, but should use existing laws. In the mean-
time we can pass any laws that may be necessary to adequately
cope with this situation,

There has never been a time in the history of this Government
when so many radical and revolutionary doctrines were being
taught as now. These are being taught by men who believe in
no flag except the red flag, and in many instances by foreigners,
who do pot belleve in our form of government, if indeed they
believe In any government., -

I am willing to listen to any man express his opinion and
give his views so long as he depends upon reason and persuasion,
but when he wants to get a hand ax and a torch and pillage and
destroy he becomes worse than a eriminal.

When a man is unwilling to abide the wishes of the majority,
but Insists by processes of treachery and violence upon incul-
cating the dectrines of force and the saddling of his ideas upon
the people through the medium of fear, he becomes n most dan-
gerous character in a free republic.

Under these doctrines a few fanatics, anarchists, and long-
haired ignoramuses in Russia have destroyed all property and
practically destroyed property rights. Crying for a division of
all wealth, all available wealth has been confiscated and wasted,
thus exhausting the savings and acecumulations of generations.
Forgetting that all governments get their essence and life from
the consent and support of the governed, they have tried to
resuscitate that long-ago-disproven fallacy and heresy that
wealth may be created by the passage of a resolution or the
deerying of every man of thrift who possess any property. For-
getting that since the days when man lived in the Garden of
Eden there has been no wealth production without toil and
labor, they have gone to sea in a broken bowl of idleness, and
they are too busy with their howling to notice that it is gradu-
ally sinking beneath their feet.

May God protect our country from looking on such docirines
with the least degree of allowance. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woops] has
seven minutes remaining. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.,
Mares] has 18 minutes remaining.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in
addition to the statement of the chairman of the committee,
that as to the question of the raise in salary of these firemen
the committee, as I understand-it, was unanimous upon the
schedule reported in this bill.

I was impressed partieularly with one line of evidence which
was not exploited, but which I eaught as the hedarings pro-
ceeded in taking the testimony of the firemen, and that was
the evidence that the men are practically on a par as to living
expenses with the policemen. About 11 men testified. It
struck me rather forcibly that not a single man of the 11 was
able to employ or did employ a servant in his family, with
one exception. That man had lost his wife, and had to have
some one to take care of his children.

I think these salaries recommended by the committee are
very moderate indeed, and barely sufficient to enable a man
to maintain himself in respectability, as the firemen of Wash-
ington should do.

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question ?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield
to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Yes,

Mr. BEE. Is there any provision in this bill that permiis the
fireman to have one day out of seven that he spends at home,
or is he compelled to remain on duty by the fire department
for seven days?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I think there is no exception. He
has to be there 12 hours in a day and 30 days in & month.

Mr. BEE. They have a different shift, then?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. BEE. I want to ask the gentleman another question.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Very well

Mr. BEE. This provision in reference to is that
parallel with the provision in the policemen’s bill which we
passed the other day?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. It is in the same language, I will
say to the gentleman. We considered that that could probably
be better worded, but the House had voted for it and under-
stood its meaning, and the men involved understood its mean-
ing. We think our distinguished friend from Illinois about hit
the nail on the head when he said that “ affiliated ” covered the
thing we were aiming at.

Mr. BEE. There is another thing that I want to ask the gen-
ftleman about, and that is with reference to the word * claims "—

“an organization affiliated with another organization which
holds, claims, or exercises the right.” To hold and exercise g
right, I understand. What is the special significance of the
word “claims™ unless it is an existing faect? The mere fact
that a man claims something would not be of any validity unless
he holds to it as a right and exercises it. :

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. That matter no doubt will be taken
up folly—

AMr, MONDELL. This entire matter was discussed in the
House at very considerable length on another bill. This is the
exact language, and the House agreed to the language of the
committee. "

Mr. BEE. I will say to the gentleman from Wyoming that T
asked the question if the language was the same, and I was
told that it was net, but that it was substantially the same.

Mr. MONDELL. ' My understanding is that the language is
identical. :

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. The language is identical.

Mr. BEE. 1 askéd that question and was told that it was not.

AMr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, since the question
of the coal situation has been injected into this discussion,
although I did not intend to say anything about it, T wish now
to say something on that. The gentleman from Illinols asked a
question in regard to whether the miners of Illinois were paid
only $75 a month. I hold in my hand a statement of the pay
of miners. I assume that these are the best-paid miners. I am
going to take the risk of trespassing upon the patience of the
House to read a few of the items. These men work in a non-
union field. They are supplied with coal in their houses. They
are supplied with a house with oak and parquet floors. Here is
the account of Sidney Deskins, of Borderland, W. Va., for March,
1019. His gross receipts were $271.97, and after taking out his
expenses the balance due him was $216.97. In the case of
James Jones, his total for the month of March was $251.96
and his net was $190.96. That takes out his doctor’s bill and
his light and, in some cases, his insurance.

Mr, KITCHIN. His house rent and light?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Yes; house rent and light. Here is
the account of Harry Pinson. For the month of March his total
was $388.44, and his nét was $240.94. Harrison Crum, total
$420.70, balance or net $417.45. He is a single man. He did
not pay any rent.

Mr. BLANTON. That is more than many Government officials
receive,

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. A. Zimmerman, sr., total for the
month of March, 1919, $421.74 ; net, $336.24. ;

Mr. CARSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. CARSS. What kind of duty was that man engaged on?
th1\.11-. WOODS of Virginia. He is mining coal by the ton on

e car. :

Mr. CARSS. Is he a pick miner or does he work a mining
machine?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. All he has to do is to put in his
little blast and load the coal on the car.

Mr. DENISON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia., Yes.

Mr. DENISON. What are his hours?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Seven hours; not over eight.

1311(;-? BLAND of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yie

Mr., WOODS of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Have you any account of the number
of hours he worked to earn that $421.747

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I have not. April, 1919, Sidney
Deskins, total, $344; net, $300.50. Account of A. Zimmerman,
sr., April, 1919, total, $250.04 ; net, $113.04.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. May, 1919, Sidney Deskins, total,
$390.03 ; net, $336.53.

Mr. MADDEN. The deduction of the house rent and electrie
light and things of that sort really ought not to be made, be-
cause the net earnings of an ordinary man will be what he gets,
out of which he must pay his rent and other expenses.

Mr. WOODS of Virginin. All that he pays out of this is his
smithing and powder bill. His powder bill is $2.50, and his rent
is $9, and he pays for the blacksmithing of his tools. All the
tools he needs are the pick and shovel and auger, and 50 cents
a month is charged for keeping his tools in order.

Mr. KITCHIN. I understand some deductions were made for
store account, serip, in some cases amounting to $49.

Mr. MADDEN. I say it is not fair to say *“ net,” as the amount
he receives after paying his grocery bills and lights and other
things. It ought to be confined only to his powder bill and
tools.
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Mr. WOODS of Virginia. His insurance is taken out.

I give the statement, which has been furnished me, as to wages
earned for the months indicated for the miners named at the
Borderland Coal Corporation mines at Borderland, W. Va.

This is not a union field, but my understanding is that prices
corresponding to the union scale are paid. Mining conditions
are not exceptional, and the miners are not paid higher, or at
least not materially so, and the mining conditions are materially
no better for the miner than generally prevail in that field. Min-
ers are charged $2 per month per room for frame houses, most
of which have bathrooms attached and are sewered, and $3
per month per room for brick houses. They pay for their own
powder, which runs from $2 to $9; smithing bills, 50 cents
per month; furnish their own tools, consisting of shovel, pick,
coal auger, and perhaps an iron bar. They are not charged for
timber or propping. Single men pay 75 cents for medical atten-
tion, and married men, with families, $1.25 per month.

It may be that a few of those listed below are contract miners;
that is, they employ a helper and receive pay for the coal the
miner and the helper both mine, The coal is cut at the footing
by the company with cuttipg machines. The miner works as
many hours as he chooses and is paid by the ton or car. Their
average day is from seven to eight hours, but, of course, during
the period shown by the following statement there were quite a
number of days in which the miners were not working owing to
car shortage. These cases may be exceptional, but are sufficient
to show what can be earned by the steady miner. The list is as
follows:

7 Gross Net
Name. Month. amount. | amount,
$254.35 $240.75
M2.42 BT.17
303. 03 164,53
259, 50 172.10
276.25 246, 25
354.25 2306, 75
382,98 37,73
376.74 276.98
410. 02 282,77
313. 05 183. 54
268. 20 224.95
262, 95 238. 95
270.91 202. 16
456. 95 313.94
508, 56 344,31
297.52 203.40
203.76 241.51
264. 80 180.80
258. 20 232.00
258.30 212.05
400. 53 284.70
547.82 412, 57
377.08 308. 82
311.47 250.22
423.67 252.77
458.21 254.21
365. 30 246. 57
LR, 1. S, - 343.46 179.21
d M .| November, 1918..... 275.41 158. 86
BULCROARY . s i s e s December, 1918...... 257.92 167.04
257.02 112.37
Chils 261.02 193.27
260. 55 205. 55
280, 54 221.04
269. 88 141.63
291.59 176.34
300. 82 239. 82
266. 55 139.95
285.61 221.11
301. 60 157.20
253.60 218.85
2%3.17 234.42
BET R R R A e S R S .| September, 1919..... 292.30 202.85

The net is after deducting store account, serip account,
powder, rent, light, coal, smithing, doctor’s fee, insurance, and
in some instances cash and war campaign fund. These men
are not starving.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I think it would possibly be inter-
esting to the House fo extend my remarks by inserting these
figures and the extent to which these men are paid.

The CHAIRMAN. Is' there objection to the gentleman's
request to extend his remarks in the manner indicated?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Braxp].

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection? :

The time of the gentleman from Virginia

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if it is to be an extension
of the gentleman’s own remarks, I will not object. If it is the
interpolation of other matter, I do object. I do not object to
the extension of the gentleman's own remarks.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. That is all I am asking for.

Mr. BLANTON. I do not object.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, on account of the apparent crisis in the sugar-supply
problem I think it proper to give the House certain information
I have collected, and especially some information that Subcom-
mittee No. 3 of the Special Committee on Expenditures of the
War Department obtained while recently in France. Much is
being said now about the facts we gave out concerning the bulk-
sales contract of property in the hands of the War Department
in France. During the short time I have the privilege of the
floor I would not attempt to go into the bulk-sales contract,
except in so far as it may throw light upon the sugar question.
Soon after this committee returned from France, where, as a
part of its duty, it had investigated the activities of the liquida-
tion commission, we gave out the statement that there were
22,000,000 pounds of sugar sold to France under the bulk-sale
contract. Soon after that, in a speech in the other branch of
this Congress, this bit of information was referred to, and I
see in one of the Washington papers a statement by the Secre-
tary of War which I understand to mean that he denied that
any sugar had been sold there. I again went over the figures
obtained from the inventories and invoices obtained from the
liguidation commission and ascertained that the figures were
substantially correct and that approximately 22,000,000 pounds
of sugar was a part of the enormous guantity of food supplies
sold to France under the bulk-sale contract, which was inven-
toried by the liguidation commission as amounting in all to
something more than $259,000,000, and which was delivered to
them in the month of August of this year.

Mr. EVANS of Nevada. In one statement the gentleman
made he said there were 22,000,000 pounds sold and now he has
just said that there were $22,000,000 worth sold. I should like
to know which it is?

Mr, BLAND of Indiana. Twenty-two million pounds.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman speaks about giving away
sugar in France, Is the gentleman entirely accurate? I under-
stand we got 2 cents a pound for it or are to get 2 cents a pound
when the debt is paid.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana, It is very difficult, indeed, to say
what we got for that sugar. Personally I do not think we got
anything for it. It is included in a $400,000,000 bulk or lump
sale, of which $259,000,000 was the inventoried price of the
food. Mr. Hoover said it was all good. It was worth more
than it was when it was purchased. There were $315,000,000
of automobiles, appraised value, also $323,000,000 worth of cloth-
ing and textiles, to say nothing of the 10,000 different things
included in the total of almost $2,000,000,000. They sold it for
$400,000,000. So it is hard to determine what was received for
the sugar. But I do not care what they received for it. It
ought to have been brought back home, and the director of sales,
Mr. Hare, promised me that when he went over there to sell this
stuff he would bring this food back home, in order to reduce the
cost of living here. But Mr. Hare was pulled off the boat
when he started for France, and finally he was put back on
the boat, and when he arrived in France with a great corps of
experts he found nothing to sell, because the War Department
had sold everything that was in France at this sacrifice sale.
He maintained his organization there until he resigned a few
days ago, for the purpose of finding buyers in Europe for the
things we had to sell in America.

Later, when the Harrimran National Bank published a state-
ment containing these facts, Secretary Baker felt compelled
to make another statement, part of which is as follows:

The material was a miscellaneous assortment of removable and non-
removable property. A very large amount of the property, it should
be said, was brought home and was not sold. What was left was what
was not needed in this country and was of such a character as not to
justify the expense of transporting it to the United States. If the
whole had been brought home it would not have had any appreciable
effect on the high cost of living. 1 approve of what the liguidation
commission has done.

Now, gentlemen, 22,600,000 pounds of sugar in no sense¢ rep-
resent the total amount of sugar sold and given out from the
American Army supply, to say nothing of the enormous amounts
of sugar that have been, by Mr. Hoover's activities and the ac-
tivities of the Sugar Equalization Board, exported to Europe.
If you have read the hearings in the Senate you will find that
the sugar situation in America is a distressing one. Large con-
sumers of sugar, in order to keep from closing down their
plants, are paying as high as 20 cents per pound. In many

}
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places you are already being rationed and in some instances it
is impossible to get sugar at all. From the testimony before
the Senate committee it is apparent that the shortage of sugar
is to become more prounounced in the immedate future. The
Sugar Equalization Beard, through its representatives, Messrs.
Glasgow and Zabriskie, testified that the representatives of the
Cuban sugar producers early in August notified the Sugar
Equalization Board that they were open for proposals for the
Cuban 1920 erop. The Sugar Equalization Board being the
ereatures of the President of the Unifed States, and he holding
the $5.000,000 stock subseribed by the Government in this corpo-
ration, felt that they should not act in negetiating for this crop
without the consent of the President. On the 14th day of
August the Equalization Board requested the President to au-
thorize themr to acquire the 1920 erop, but for seme reason
action was not taken by the President, and on the 22d of Sep-
tember the request was renewed upon the President for eon-
sent. On the 27th of September the offer of the Cuban pro-
ducers was withdrawn, and it is very diffieult to say whether
we will be enabled, at any price, to obtain any considerable
portion: of the Cuban 1920 erop. But one thing is definitely
certain, and that is that we will not be able to ebtain it now in
competition with the countries of the world at any reasonable
figzure. I desire to guote from the testimony a few lines with
reference to the cause of the shortage of sugar and what could
have been done to have prevented it.

The CHAIRMAN. As a legal propositien, who would have the authority
now to ce an embargo om sugar?

Mr. GLascow_ To-day?

The CrammMAN, Yes; somi@ one has that authority.

Mr. Grascow. The War Trade Board wounld have the sutherity.

The CrairwA¥. But that has not been done.

Mr Grascow. It has net. so far as I know. We asked for it in
July in a letter which Mr, Zabriskie exhibited here at the last hearing,
thtmmtmndme. It is a useful thing

I desire to imsert into the Recorp a lefter received from the
United States Sugnr Equalization Board (Ine.), addressed to me
on October 22:

Hon. Oscar E. BLaxD,
Member Commitiee on Erpenditures, Washingten, D, €.

Dear Bm: In reply to your wire te Mr. Hoover, which was forwarded
to us, we have wired you as follows: ]

“ Your wire te Mr. Hoover in regard to sale of Govermment sugars
to Europe referred to us. No Gevernment s sold to Europe. Re-
fined sugar a;:sgrwd for acrount reyal cemmission, 126,314 long tons
in 1018 ; 339, leng tens January to October 1, 1919."

We have no information here of any sugar sold directly by the
United States Government to the countrfes of Europe, but we do know
the amount of sugar that has been exported from the United States.
Fhe sugar exports from the United States consist of twe distinct nnits,
First, the sugar which is sent to Euwrope and other fereign countries
from our own mely: second'y, the sugar which belongs to the English
Government sent here to be refinerl. English sugars have amounted
to 339,338 long tous for the period January th September, 1919.

The sugar exported from eur own supply has amounted te 154,073
tons for the same period, making a total of 493,411 tons leaving the
United Btates. These sugars were sent individual refiners under
the supervision of the Sugar Equalization but were not sold by
gny Government asene{

Yours, very tﬂl!;
U. & Svcan Equanmzarros Bourp (Isc.),
Statistical Department,
By Josuua aniuxm:._

You will note that there has been exported by this eorporation,
which is run by the Geovernment, 493,411 tons of our own
sugar. Mr. Hoover, of the Food Commission, informed me that
the only figures he had available on the sugar question were
those showing the amount shipped from this eountry to Eurepe
to be used in connection with his activities there, which figure
he placed at the sum of 3.800 tons.

The Sugar Equalization Beard, if they continue their task of |

equalizing the distribution and priee of sugar, will be required
to seek additional legislation from Congress. They insist that

it will be necessary, if they funetion properly, that they have |
' thing to do and Mr. Heover did his job well in that econnection,
' Our patriotic people responded heartily and made great sac-

the power to place an embargo upon the exportation of sugar,
and that they should eontinue to have the right to distribute and
fix the price of raw and refined sugar. They state that it will
require for American consumption 4,000,000 tons per year, which
is approximately 80 pounds per eapita for every person in the
United States. The Equalization Board says there is a shortage
of sugar to meet this demand. It is contended by others that
there is plenty of sugar in the United States. One thing we do
know—it is not being handed out to the public if we have if, and
the priee is becoming threateningly Ligh.

Mr. REAVIS, Will the gentleman yield?

Ar. BLAND of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. REAVIS. The gentleman says that the Equalization
Board say that America needs 4,000,000 pounds a year. Did
he mean 4,000,000 pounds or 4,000,000 tons?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. The Equalization Board say we
need 4,000,000 tons a year.

I have examined all of the available records we have as to
the sales of sugar in the War Department. I have made in-

| $100,000,000 appropriated by

quiry by eablegram of Gen. Allen, commanding the Third Army,
the army of oecupation at Coblenz, Germany’;; I bave eabled tc;
Gen. Krautheff, who has been in eharge of the sales department
of the American Expeditionary Forces at Paris; I have cabled
to Judge Parker, of the Liguidation Commission ; T have talked

- with the Chief of Staff, Gen. March: with the Quartermaster

General, Gen. Rogers; with the Assistant Secret: of Wa
Mr. Crowell; and The Adjutant General’s Depuagent; antc'i
Mr. Hoover, of the Food Administration, with reference to
information as to how much sugar has been sold of the enor-
mous stock we held in FPrance.

Judge Parker caused to be cabled the following informa-

Following sales of sugar have been made during 1919 :

Pounds,

Jan. 28, American Red Cross 180, 000

Mar. 16, American Relief Administration. . oo "~ - 400, 000

Apr. 21, American Relief Administration 40, 000

June 28, Italian Gevernment___ 10, 800
July 2, Ameriean Committee for Relief of Devastated

ons of Fra = 20, 000

July Young Men's Christian A jation. 340, 000

Total 1, 010, 000

Compilations of sales of Tus: Ameriean
propetggf lwrnpe. nrnr:::geﬂ %&W as mwgﬂmoig
state absolutely that the foreguing Emsﬂ?l‘m:'uul‘l‘nnnr lo?n i

¥ am of the opinien that it constitutes but & very little part
of the sugar sold by the Liguidation Commission before it made
the bulk sale to France, and, remember, the Liquidation Com-
mission began its activities in February or March, and the
Army had been selling sugar since the preceding Noveniber.
Our commiitee was furnished by Gen. Krauthoff in Paris a
statement showing a partial list of their sales of sugar by his
organization prior to the beginning of the activities of the
Liguidation Commission. The Sales Department of the Ameri-
can Expeditionary Forces, and ne other authority in Franece,
was not able to give this commiitee & complete detailed state-
ment of the amount of property sold prier to the beginning of
the activities of the Liquidation Commission, nor are they pre-
pared fo-day to give such statement. Neither the War Depart-
ment here nor the records In France disclose fhese faets. I
find, however, that some 25 different sales were made to gov-
ernments, organizations, and individeals which totaled over
9,325,000 pounds of sugar. M. Hoover testified before our com-

| mittee in France that he furnished from the Army supplies a

great part of the provisions for whicl lie spent most ot the
ngress for the relief of starving
Eurvpe and that he furnishied buyers for the Liquidation Com-
mission, ehiefly from the liberated nations, of other great
quantities of supplies. It is fair to assume, I should think, in

| view of the fact that there was a great sugar shertage in

Eunrope and that the Ameriean Army had a great surplus sup-
ply, that comsiderable sugar was Inecluded in these enormous
quantities of supplies sold to the liberated mations and to
different philanthropic and rehabllitation organizations of

| Europe.

I have made inquiries at the War Department, in order to
obtain fizures as to how mmch sugnr was sold to.the Army, so
persistently that I probably have made myself somewhat
troublesome in that quarter. T elicited a few facts which may
be of interest to the House, but which within themselves give

' very little idea of the amount of sugar sold in Europe. I.

think it entirely proper that I call your attention to the fact
that during the war our patrietic impulses were appealed to in
order that we would use but one lump, or no lump at all, in our
eup of coffee or tea and that we were restrieted very severely in
reference to our purchase and use of sugar in order to give the
“boys at the front” all they needed. It was a commendable

rifices. In the meantime the sugar piled up in France, the
armistice came along, our boys came heme with the exception
of about 20,000 and some 6,000 or 7,000 that are now in Ger-
many, but still the sugar shortage has been staring us in the

| face for many months, and yet the War Department has gone
' on heedless of the wants of the American people and even heed-

less of the wants of their own Army and have given out to
| Europeans this stock of sugar saved by the American people as

recklessly as Santa Clause gives out candy to children on
Christmas Eve. I want to insert here a letter from Col. Wood,
of the Quartermaster General’s Corps, addressed to Gen. Rogers,
the Quartermaster General, under date of October 22, 1910,
Memorandum for Gen. Rogers:

1. Attached hereto is a concise statement of events leading up to

ﬂl’; It I.It mﬂmma immediately 2,560,000 pounds of
now rocure im 4
, and an additional 9.532.000 pounds to last througly the third

quarter of the present fiscal year,
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It i ested that Col. Point go to New York for the
puf"’posa gfsgﬁa.ugmg for this sugar with the ‘Unitadma-g.{a

Equalization Boeard.

q This is the only kmown source from which the sugar can be
o'bt;llJIn m%? also thet Suggrwili‘amilgntion Board is morally bound
suppl ar Departmen needs,

E B n, the question of payment for lhls nﬁar should be uﬁlm
careful cousideml:ion. It is my opinion at )
returned at the same rate which the Sugar qunutlon Board paid
our department for the sugar which they took over, Also, lnasmnch
as the estimates for the present fiscal year were based on a a'uﬂlcie.nt

ply of sugar to meet -all rcquirements, and a shortage has now

? due to a portlon of it 05 turned over . to the
Equa.tl' tion Board, the money so aeeur should, if possible, be made
available for the necessary ]gurchasa and not turned into the Treasury,
a transaction which is liable to leave this department with a shertage
of funds reguiring additional appropriations.

W. 8. Woob,
Colonel, Quartermaster Corps, Director of Purchase.

You will observe in this letter that the Army must have
12,000,000 pounds of sugar to last through the present quarter
of this year, and that they are beseeching the Equalization
Board to take the sugar away from the consumers of the coun-
try and give it to the Army. Not only has the War Department
robbed the people of their sugar during the war and then sold
it, but they have recklessly disposed of it to the extent that
they have none for themselves gnd must now rob the people
again in order to get a sufficient quantity to tide them over.
I may be in error and out of sympathy with the spirit of the
times in protesting against delivering anything that America has
to suffering Europe if needed here, but it does seem to me that
the American people at some time are going to demand that some-
body in the administration somewhere raise his voice and hand
them favors to the exclusion of all others. Aside from the sugar
sold in Europe the War Department shipped the following
amounts for the Third Army in Germany:

Pounds.
March, 1918 STfeee = 4 2,160, 000
April, 19190 - 4,302,000
s s e DL ) TR B S S S e e s i e 4, 000, 000

Making a total of 10,552,000 pounds which went by way of
Antwerp and, no doubt, a portion of it and a great amount in
addition, from elsewhere, arrived at Coblenz.

We have long since reduced our Army there to 6,000 men.
There is no information in France, there is no information in
the War Department here, and I can obfain no information
from Coblenz, Germany, as to what became of the sugar that
went to Coblenz or what became of the sugar that went fo
Antwerp. I desire at this point to read to you a portion of a
letter I received from Secretary Baker, touching upon this most
important qucstion bearing date of October 23, 1919:

Hon. Oscar E. Brax
House of Reprearntath cs,

Dzm Sin :

- - » L]

I answer the questions, numbering the answers nnmerlcally to cor-
respond with the numbers in your letter, as follows :

1, The War Department has no Iinformation as to the amount of
sugar gold to the French Government by the American Expeditionary
Forees or the Liguidation Commission. The supplies included In the
sale made by the Liguidation Commission to the French Government
were doubtless inventoried to Judge Parker, but those inventories
have not been returned to this country, and are part of the records of
Judge Parker's office, w. will be returned to
or shurtlf thereafter. The extent to which sugar was a of these
supplies is unknown to anybody else mow in the United tes. I this
morning caused to be transmi to you a cablegram from Ju#ge
Parker in response to a cablegram sent him by you cover sales of
sugar, exclusive of the * bulk sales™ cllm.lnnted from the uiry in
your mhlegram.

2. Whether or not any sugar has been sold by the Third Army, or the
Army of Qceupation in Germany, I have not in this country the means
o{ knowing. he best information T can secure on that subject is from

the Quartermaster General, who appear!d before yon and lnd
whose memorandum to me BaYySs : Is not believed that any su
will be available for sale by the Thirﬁ Army, as shipments are b g
made for their use from the United States.”

It seems strange to me that the War Depariment in Washing-
ton has no information as to what has been done or is being done
by the Army in Germany and the Army in France with reference
to selling products that they now find the Army out of and that
they must go upon the market and buy at an extortionate figure
in order to keep the Army running. Why does not the Secretary
know ; why does not the War Depariment have the informa-
tion as to how much sugar its own Army is selling and has sold?
Empty transports come back from France ballasted with sand,
sugar at a low figure is sold to Europeans, and our Army goes to
the Equalization Board here in America and demands sugar
that they are trying to get out to the American people when
sugar profiteers are selling to consumers at 20 cents per pound.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Why is it that if we sold all this sugar
in Europe we could not get any when we were over there? The
gentleman was there. I had to use saccharine all the time

with the little sugar that we took with us.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I am afraid that the gentlemin
boarded at the wrong hotel
= LtEl. LINTHIOUM. I admit that I did not board at the Crillon

0

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. If the gentleman had put up where
the peace commission was stopping he could have gotten all he
wanted. [Laughter.]

Mr. LINTHICUM. If I had put up at the Crillon Hotel,
where the gentleman from Indiana was, I might have got sugar,
but I could not get it at any other place.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana, I will say to the gentleman that
Illl'lél(l no trouble in getting sugar there at the Crillon and else-
where,

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., BLAND of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. MAYS. I desire to ask the gentleman what answer Gen.
Pershing gave to the inquiries upon the details of these trans-
actions?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Gen. Pershing was in this ‘country,
and therefore I could not get liold of him.

Mr, MAYS. The gentleman did get hold of him?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Not on this question in France.

Mr. MAYS,. Is it not well known that Gen. Pershing’s judg-
ment was the ruling influence in these transactions?

Mr, BLAND of Indiana. If he did not know any more about
sugar than he knew about what was going on at the front, I take
it he would not know anything at all about the subject, so I
would not ask him about sugar.

Mr. MAYS. Is the gentleman of the opinion that Gen. Persh-
ing did not know what was going on at the front?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I found him 200 miles away when

the Battle of Chateau-Thierry was being fought, riding in his |

woods of 2,000 acres, on the 19th day of July, 1918,

Mr. MAYS. Hunting deer or Germans?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. He was riding in his woods.

Mr. BLANTON. Yet the gentleman voted to make him a
permanent general?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I was in France at the time this was
done. Did the gentleman from Texas vote to do it?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, I did; and I will do it again, but I
would not criticize him afterwards.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I did not have the oppertunity to
vote, but T am not eriticizing anyone for doing or not doing it.

Thig may be the manner in which the War Department should
be run, but I do not believe the sugar consumers of the country
think so. I was informed by Gen. Rogers that the available
supply of sugar in the United States for our Army was down to
7,151,083 pounds. We must have an Army in the United States
of something like 225,000 men and officers. The War Depart-
ment did furnish me the information that since April 6, 1919,
the Army had disposed of 48,236,816 pounds of sugar in the
United States, which they tabulated for me, as follows:

Pounds.

Tﬂtnl to ‘I:l‘nited States Bugar Equalization Doard. - —————— 41,674, 216

United States 1, 251, 000
United States Mn ____________ 1, 200, bOO
United States Bhippln Bon.rd 36, 000
Interior rtment CAIRARA): o o e 72, 000
J. Aron & Co., New York (sale).__ 4, 000, 000
J. B, La Garde, Anniston, Ala. (celebration for return of

soldiers) 2 3, GO0

This sugar was sold at the price of 8.79 cents per pound f. 0. h.
I have been trying to find out who J. Aron & Co., of New York,
are who received 4,000,000 pounds, but I have mt been able to
learn as yet. Mr. Herbert Hoover has promised to be before our
committee next Wednesday forenoon to give us the details of
the sales of sugar abroad, and I will be glad to furnish the
House this information as soon as it is obtained. Judge Parker
will be back from Paris within two or three weeks, and if his
records can be located I may be able to obtain some additional
facts with reference to the guantity sold in Ilurope. He may
also have some information as to the amount gold by the Army
since the armistice.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of an act eunfitled “An act to
classify the officers and members of the fire departmmt of the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1906, is hereby
amended by adding thereto the following proviso :

“ Provided further, That the privates in said department shall be
classified as follows: That ;rivstes of class 1 shall serve one year on
E’obaﬁon. privates of class 11 serve two years subsequent to service

class 1, and privntes of class 8 shall include all those privates who
have served efficlently three or more years. All original appolntments
of privates shall be made to class 1: And provided further, That the
Ro"egom; of and assistant eer in snid department are
abolis and those members of said department holding such
tiona and those vacancies existing in said fp::-s;ith:ms at the time
is t bewmes effective shall be transferred to. the poslllons
of prlratu of class 1, 2, or 3, as may be determined by their length of
1 19!.9 in the same manner as hereby provided for

the appolntment and promotiun of privates.”
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Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. I do this for. the purpose of placing
in the Recorp figures showing the compensation paid firemen
in other cities compared with what is paid in the District of
Columbia.

The gentleman from Illineis [Mr, Mappex] made the point
a moment ago that the present bill under consideration increased
the pay of the firemen in the Distriet of Columbia to a point
lhigher than that paid in the city of Chicago. T call attention
to the different classes of firemen of Chicago, and compare
their pay with the pay carried in this bill. The chief in the
city of Chicago gets $8,000 a year, and this bill gives the chief
in the Distriet of Columbia $4,000 a year. The deputy chief
in Chicago gets $5,600 a year, and this bill gives the deputy
chief $3,000. The battalion chief of Chicago gets $3,300 and
in Washington $2,400 by this bill. The chief machinist in
Chicago gets $3,000 a year and in Washington $2,5600 a year.
Whe engineer in Chicago gets $2,088 and in Washington $1,660.
The assistant engineer in Chicago gets $1,820 and in Washing-
ton $1,650. Privates in Chicago get $1,800 and this bill gives
$1,460, $1,560, and $1,660.

The fact is that even with the increase in this bill, even
with the $240 bonus additional, there is not a position in Wash-
mgton Fire Department ‘that will be brought to the point of
pay of the Chicago Fire Department, so that it seems to me
that the real heart of this question is, Shall we pay the fire-
wen a living wage in this city of Washington, where the cost
of lving is higher than almost anywhere else in America?

Recently a constituent of mine gave me figures which he had
tabulated in an effort to secure the minimum amount necessary
Sor the maintenance of a family in western Pennsylvania. Out
of 1380 families questioned and who gave their budget of
expense, he arrived at the total of $1,593 for clothing, medicine,
f$eod, education, insurance, light, heat, car fare, rent, recreation,
and taxes.

This bill gives approximately that figure. It is an effort to do
a worthy thing—provide a living wage for the fire fighters of
#he District of Columbia. It does not bring the pay up to that
ef other cities. The bill should be passed as it stands, and its
passage will help to show the remedy for some of the questions
which are confronting this country to-day. One of the funda-
mentals of justice is that every worker is entitled to a wage
which is sufficient to enable him to maintain his family in
eomfort, to educate his children, and lay something aside for
old age. There is no half-way compromise between justice and
injustice. Now is the time to do justice to these fire fighters,
and also to show that Congress stands for a living wage for
every worker in America.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 2. That sectlon 4 of such act of June 20, 1900, is hercby
amended to read as follows :

“ Bec. 4. That the salarles of the officers and members of said de-

rtment herein provided shall commence for the purpose of this act
E:lmt 1, 1919, and shall continue thercafter annually, unless changed

Congress, as follows: The chief engineer shall receive an annual
salary of $4,000; deputy chief engineers ghall each recelve an annual
mlary of $£3.000: Imttnfion chief enginecers shall each receive an an-
mual salary of $2,400: the fire marshal receive an annual salary of

ﬁ.’.mﬁ: deputy fire marshal shall receive an annual salary of $2,000;
spectors shall each receive an annual salary of $1,660; the chief

elerk shll receive an annual salary of $2,400; clerk (who shall be a
stenographer and typewriter) sghall receive an annual salary of $1,660;
uptaf:;a shall each receive an annual salary of $1,900; lieutenants shall
each receive an annual salary of $1,700; sergeants shall each receive
an annual salary of $1,700; the superintendent of machinery shall re-
ecive an annual salary of $2,600; the assistant superintendent of
machinery shall receive an annual salary of $2,000; pilots shall each
receive an annual salary of $1,700; marine engineers shall each receive
an annual salary of $1,700; assistant marine engineers shall each re-
eeive an annual salary of $1.660; marine firemen ghall each receive an
annual salary of $1,460; privates of class three shall each recelve an
annual salary of il.GGO; privates of class two shall each receive an
annual salary of $1,560; privates of class one shall each receive an
annual salary of $1,460: hostlers 11 each receive an annual salnrp
of $1,080; and laborers shall each receive an annual salary of $1,000."

Mr. GOULD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 23, after the word * marshal" insert the word * shall."

Mr. GOULD. This is just to correct the text.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, hne 20, strike out * $4,000" and insert * $3.500"; on line
22, strike out *“ $3.000" and insert “ ‘2;"'50' not exceeding two in
number " : on line 24, strike out * $2,400" and insert * $2,160"; on
line 25, strike out * $2,000" and insert “ $1,760"; on page 3, line 1
strike out *“ §1,660" and Iinsert “$1420"; on line 2, strike ou
“§2 400" and insert “ $2,000"; on line 3, strike out " #1,660 " and

insert “ $1,420 " ; on line 4, strike out “ $1,900 " and insert “ $1,0600 " ;
on line b, strike out ‘“$1,760 " and insert “ $1,520 " : on line 6, strike
out *$1,700" and fnsert *$1,460"; on line 7, strike out *$2,000"
and iInsert “$2.260"; on line 9, strike out “$2,000" and insert
*$1,760"; on line 10, strike out ** $1,700 " and insert “ $1,460" ; on
line 11, strike out * $1,700 " and insert * $1,460"; on line 12, strike
out *$1,660" and insert “ $1,420 " : on line 13, strike out * $1,460"
and insert “$1,220"; on line 14, strike out * $1,660" and insert
“$1,420"; on line 15, strike out * §1,560 ” and insert “$1,320" ; on
line 17, strike out “ $1,460" and insert “ $1,220": on line 18, strike
out “$1,080 " and Insert “ §820 " ; and on line 19, strike out * $1,000 "
and insert * $860.” ‘

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, of course we all know, but
the people in the country do not know it, although, as I say, we
know it and the Treasury Department knows it, that each one
of these salaries under $2,500 in this bill carries with it an addi-
tional $240 as a bonus. Now, the salaries provided for in this
bill probably under existing conditions are proper and should
be paid, without this $240 bonus added, and my amendment will
merely strike out the bonus and permit all salaries except those
over $2,500 to be paid according to the maximums stated in
the bill and not pay this $240. Now, I called attention a while
ago to the fact that we have nine States which see fit to pay
their governors only $4,000 a year. For a man to be governor
of a State he can not just live along and not make preparation
for it in the years past. He must devote years of his life in
most cases to prepare himself to hold that position, and in all
the other technical and scientific positions in our land men
have to prepare for years to hold such positions. A doctor,
for instance, has to spend five or six years in special study in
order to be prepared to deal out medicine to people when they
are sick. A lawyer has to devote years of his life in order to
be prepared to represent the rights of the citizen in a court-
house; the teachers and ministers spend years of study in
special preparation, and yet we find men who have never de-
voted a moment of their lives to any special study or prepara-
tion for holding special positions receive to-day salaries larger
than doctors or lawyers or teachers or ministers or governors
of States. I say it is wrong; I say we ought to pay such men
a living wage. We ought to place a premium upon the msin or
woman who devotes years of study in preparing for the minis-
try of the gospel, who prepare themselves for the life of the
physician, for the life of a school-teacher who teaches the youth
of the land, for the life of a lawyer, who represents the life,
liberty, and property rights of the individual in the court-
house, and for the life of the minister of the gospel; and yet
we are paying laborers, without any special preparation in life,
salaries higher than all of those positions that I have men-
tioned. I say it is wrong. I say we ought to stop it. I say
some of these days some of us are going to go home and we are
going to look our constituents in their faces, the men who pay
the bills, and they are going to ask us why we did it, and you
can not answer that. Will you then say that “All the rest of
the fellows wanted to do it, and, while I did not want to do it,
I went with the gang"? You can not merely say, “ Look at the
Recorp and you will see that everybody voted for it except
Branton of Texas; he is the only man who got up and said
anything against it,”” and have your people accept that as a
reasonable explanation, for then you are going to find out
something about these numerous letters I have been getting
from your distriets approving the very positions I have taken
on the floor of this House with respect to these matters. You
are going to hear from the people,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, of course, there is no proper
conclusion to be drawn from a comparison of the pay given to
governors of the States and to firemen. Firemen have to live
on their pay, whereas governors of States, as a rule, do not,
especially in those States which only pay $4,000 a year. I would
like to read just a word from the hearings on this bill compar-
ing the pay that the firemen receive with the pay men receive
in those lines of employment from which the fire department is
obliged to get its men. The testimony is that in years gone by
the fire department was recruited about one half from the men
on the street cars—that is, motormen and conductors—and the
other half from fellows outside of the city who came from farms
and other places. Now, the testimony before the committee is
that at present the fire department is not getting any men from
the street car companies, that those companies are paying about
51 cents an hour to the lowest-paid man and the men in the
fire department are paid something like 22 or 28 cents an hour.
One of the employees in the fire departmrent testified very
foreibly :

A man who will come into the fire department, and I like the fire
department, for gg.ﬁli a day, who is now getting $6 a day, hus not got
sense enough to a fireman.

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Mr. MAPES. I will yield to the gentleman.
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Mr. BLACK. I notice in this bill that elass 1 firemen will
receive $1,460, and with the bonus of $240 thaf will be $1,700?

Mr. MAPES. Yes.

Mr, BLACK, The gentleman knows, does he not, that in the
Post Office Department that even elass 6 postal elerks and postal
carriers, the mest expert clerks in the Post Office Department,
stop at $1,500. Now, does the gentleman think that we ought to
pass a bill in here and put firemen in class 1 as high as $1,7007

Mr. MAPES. I certainly do. They live in Washington where
the expenses are higher than they are in any other place in the
United States, and they are o high-grade, fine class of men.

Mr. BLACK. T do not dispute that proposition, but fliey are
Government employees—— !

Mr. MAPES. And we are paying them no more than—as the
gentleman from Pennsylvania here a few moments ago showed—
than the firvemen are getting in a great many leading cities in
the country even after we make the increase which this bill
Proposes.

Mr. BLACK. Does the gentleman confemplate that this
$1,700 shall be permanent with the $240 benus——

Mr. MAPES. The basic salary provided in the bill is to be-
come the permanent salary.

Mr. BLACK. Now, does not the gentleman think that when
you come to take off the bonus, which will be in effect a reduc-
tion of salary, that the minute you do that you will destroy the
morale of the force and that the policy of the Congress now
ought to be to pay these men whatever will be paid them as a
permanent proposition?

Mr. MAPES. I will say to the gentleman that the subcom-
mittee, according to my understanding, took up that matter with
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and he felt
that the exact opposite ought to be done to what the gentleman
has said ought to be done, that this bill eught te fix a basic
salary—Ilet the bonus take care of the extraordinary condition
which exists at the present time and let the policemen and fire-
men go back to their bagic salaries the same as the other em-
ployees of the Government will have to do when the bonus is
taken away.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Chairman——

Mr, MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Chairman, I want te oppose the
amendment.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illineis is recognized.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem fair for
a Member who has really no fire department to support to at-
tempt to say what the wages of a fireman should be in a eity like
this. Now, a fireman is working at an extrahazardous job.
Every time he goes to a fire he does not know, and his family
does not know, whether he will ever eome back again. His
hours are not regulated. If he goes to a fire, he has got to fight
that fire until it is out, no matter whether it takes 24 heurs or
36 hours. He is out in all kinds of weather——

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yleld for a question?

Mr. GALLAGHER. I will.

Mr. BLACK. Speaking of the mortality of firemen, have you
got any authentic figures that will show that the mertality rate
of firemen is any greater than that of the railway mail clerks,
for instanee, in the Postal Service?

Mr. GALLAGHER. I have not any data. I know they are
both dangerous jobs. I know semething about a fire depart-
ment, and I know something about how they operate in a large
city. They are not like a fire department in a little town, that
when the fire alarm strikes and the house is burning, they have
to run home to get a red shirt and a fire hat before they go
to the fire. They have always got to be on deek in Washington,
So far as wages are concerned, I do not believe we ean pay them
any too much, and I am for the figures that are in this bill as
printed.

I hope the amendment will not be adopted, because I think
we ought to take care of the firemen and give them a decent
salary on account of the hazardous work and duties they have
to perform, and the way they labor to save life and property.

AMr., LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike eut the
last word.

Mr. MAPES., My, Chairman, I would like to see if we can
not close debate on this. I ask unanimous consent that the
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto elose in
five minutes. y

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks ynani-
mous consent that the debate on this section and all amend-
ments thereto shall cloge in five minufes. Is there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Reserving the right to object, I wonld
like about three minutes.

Mr. BLACK. And I would like three.

Mr. MAPES. I will ask that the debate close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the debate on this section and all amend-
ments thereto close In 10 minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. )

The gentleman frem Maryland [Mr. Lixtarcry] is recognized
for three minutes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, T have heard a great deal
of comparison between these salaries and the salaries that some
of the States pay their governors. I do not think it is a fair
comparison. I saw in the papers the other day where it said
an engineer on a locomotive got perhaps more salary than the
governor of Texas. 3

Mr. BLANTON. And eight others,

Mr. LINTHECUM. And eight others. In my State we pay
the governor $4,600. That is the salary. That dees not mean
all that he réceives. When I was in the State senate we voted
the governor $5,000 for entertainment and maintenance expenses,
and we gave him 2 magnificent mansion to live in at Annapolis;
we gave him a fine automobile se that he could look after the
road system throughout the State, and things of that kind, and
he was even then inadequately paid. I do not believe the salary
of any governer, as specified in the constitution or the statute,
is what he really receives, and it is not fair to ecompare the
salaries of these firemen who have fo pay for the rent of their
homes and for everything they purchase for themselves and their
families with the salary we provide them. I have seen that
comparison used a great deal. It is obviously wrong; it is unfair
and unjust, and we ought not to use it on the floor of this House
and send it out to the hundred millions of people throughout
this country. [Applause.] I hope it will not be done again.

And so it is with some other salaries. The gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Branton] compares the salaries we are giving here
to-day with what doctors and lawyers get. There are but few
doctors and lawyers, who amount to anything, who do not make
more than $4.000. Otherwise they could not live as the com-
munity in which they reside wants them to live. They could
not pay the enormous rent they have to pay if they did not get
more money than that. In Baltimore city our men make more
money than that. They have to do it——

Mr. CARAWAY. How much is the average salary of the min-
isters of the gospel in this country?

Mr. LINTHICUM, There is no comparison. I saw a state-
ment that the average salary of ministers througheut the coun-
try was $400, but everybody knows that any church of any im-
portance in this country pays its minister a fair salary; if not,
they should. They know, too, that in those churches where
they do not get the large salaries, they have a parsonage, a
home; they have many things given te them, and people loek
out for them in other ways besides paying them the salary.

Mr. CARAWAY., Does the gentleman think that is fair in
comparison with the salaries paid to ministers?

Mr. LINTHIOUM, I say that the ministers de not get money
enough.

Mr. CARAWAY. That was not the statement the gentleman

made. I think the gentleman ought to sfay with his state-
ment. )

Mr. LINTHICUM. I say the ministers do not get money
enough. !

Mr. CARAWAY. That was not what the gentleman said.

Mr, LINTHICUM. Hear me through. I said that the salary
they get does not constitute all they gef, because they have a
parsonage and lots of things, as the gentleman knows.

Mr. CARAWAY. I know they do not, lots of times——

Mr. LINTHICUM. I do not know what they do in your
State.

Mr. CARAWAY. Or in your State, either.
Mr. LINTHICUM. I belleve they will take eare of them bet-
ter now, when there is the high cost of Hving to eare for.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Braxron]. I would
have no ebjection to offer to the basic salaries that are fixed in
this bill if they were made to take effect on and after July 1,
1920, and until that time the basie salaries and the $240 bonus
should enly aggregate the rates provided in this bill. I believe
in treating all Government employees as nearly as possible with
an equal degree of justice, and any fair-minded man is bound to
admit that the salary increases in this bill are a good deal more
generous than we have given other employees.

1 call your attention to the fact that when this law is passed
these basic salaries will date from August 1, 1919, and added to
the basic salary will be the $240 bonus, which will make the

‘pay of grade 1, $1,700; grade 2, $1,800; and grade 3, $1,900.

Present basic salary of firemen of class 1 is $960, and, therefore,




1594

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

OCTOBER 27,

the present raise, including bonus of $240, is $740 per annum,
and this raise is entirely out of proportion to inereases which
we have given Government employees.

Now, let me call your attention to this fact, that the salary
increases that we have been making for the present fiscal year
for other Government employees, so far as I now recall, outside
of the Metropolitan police, have been temporary in their nature,
and we have taken into consideration the fact that whatever
these employees will draw now, even with these temporary in-
creases, will be permanent, because there is not a Member of
this House who does not know that nothing will destroy the
morale of the men any more than to take off some of this salary
after they begin drawing it.

Now, our Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads have
been wrestling with this same salary-increase problem. We
realize that the postal employees are having a hard situation to
face so far as the high cost of living is concerned, and if we
could move on up to the T1 per cent increase in the cost of
living—as the Bureau of Labor Statisties has announced it to
be—and then move on back when the pendulum begins to sway
the other way, we would have a simple proposition; we would
all be willing to do it. But we all know, every man on the
committee knows, that whenever we fix a salary, even though
we give it the name of a temporary salary, it is there perma-
nently, because if we should fix, for instance, the salary of the
present grade 1 in the Postal Service at $1,700, including tem-
porary increases which have been given, as you propose in this
bill, and other increases In proportion, we know that when we
went to eliminate any of the salary we would destroy the entire
morale of the Postal Service. Therefore we must be conserva-
tive. We must try to be just to the men, and yet take into con-
sideration the real situation of the Treasury and not burden the
Treasury with salaries which would be unreasonable.

Now, if Mr. BLayTon’s amendment is adopted, grade 1 of the
firemen will draw $1,460, grade 2 will draw $1,660, and grade 3,
$1,660, and 1 submit this would be a good, liberal raise over
ihe compensation which they are now receiving. I have no sort
of criticism to offer of the firemen of the city of Washington;
J am sure they are a high-class, worthy body of men; but I do
earnestly believe that we ought not to fix this as a permanent
basic salary at the present time, in view of the $240 bonus that
is being paid. I think the basic salaries provided in this bill
should begin July 1, 1920, at the expiration of the present bonus
of $240, and therefore I shall vote for the amendment which has
been offered.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
kas expired,

Mr. BEE rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bee] is
recognized for two minutes.

Mr. BEE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I rise to oppose
the amendment of my colleague from Texas. In the first place,
it is true that the governor of Texas draws only $4,000 a year.
There is no greater reflection on my beloved State than to pay
its governor only $4,000. Its governor ought to receive $10,000
a year, and it would be reasonable at that.

I want to say a word in behalf of the firemen. The more
a fireman is idle, the better it is for his community, because of
the lesser danger of fire. But no soldier on the firing line takes
his life in his hand when he goes out on the field of carnage
more than a city fireman when he goes out to attend a fire.
The lives of women and children are in his custody; their
lives and their property are in his custody, and the histories of
all the cities in this land are filled with accounts of the heroism
of the fireman who goes where the danger is the greatest and
who sacrifices oftentimes his life and limb and health for our
safety.

In answer to the suggestion of my friend from Texas [Mr.
Brack] about the posta] employees, I say to you frankly that
the railway postal clerk out in the line of duty behind an
engine is in just as much danger as the soldier on the battle
field, and we do not pay him enough. I do not say it is a dis-
grace, but it is a reflection upon us that we do not compensate
the railway postal clerk sufficiently. He is a soldier in the line
of duty. We should compensate him so that he can provide
for himself and his family in the constant danger in which
he is living. We ought to do that; but that is no reason why a
fireman should not be properly compensated and enabled to take
care of his wife and children so that he and they could enjoy
some of the beauties and happiness of home life like the rest
of us who are drawing a great deal more money.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BranToN] talks about law-
yers. There is not a lawyer entitled to a license and who has

been in the practice for years who is not making $4,000 or $5,000.
If he does not earn something like that amount, then he ought

to surrender his license or go to Congress or somewhere else,
[Laughter and applause.] -

Tith CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired. -

Mr. WOODS of Virginia rose.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for two additional minutes.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, in addition to what
the chairl_nan has said, there is o matter that the committee took
into consideration and felt we should act upon it, but for the
fact that we wanted to put the firemen and the policemen on
an equal basgis. We considered very seriously giving these
firemen some allowance on account of the uniforms which they
must provide and which are ruined frequently at fires. We
thought perhaps they ought to be furnished with helmets and
rubber boots and a certain class of gum running suit, but we
eliminated all that, so that the firemen, out of the allowance
we give here, which is certainly moderate, have to provide all
these things at their own expense.

In reply to what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brack] has
said, comparing the firemen with the Postal Service men, it may
be true that the Postal Service men are not paid enough. I
presume they are not. But we should not commit two errors.
The fact is that the Postal Service man works 8 hours a day
as a tﬁule. but the fireman works 12 hours a day and 30 days a
month. :

Mr. BLACK. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. BLACK. T understand they have the three-platoon sys-
tem in this eity?

Mr. WOODS of Virginia, Two, sir; 12 hours a day for each

t.

Mr. BLACK. Upon that question of compensation, the point I
made was not to change the basic law, but I would like to have
the gentleman’s view as to the effec¢t on the morale of the men
when we came later on to take off this $240 bonus.

Mr. WOODS of Virginia. I think you would make a mistake
to make any distinction between these two classes of service.
They employ about the same character of men, and those men
have about the same living expenses. We have fixed the pay of
the policemen, as I think, correctly. I think we should fix the
pay of the firemen the same.

Now, as to the $240, that will come off if living conditions
come down. If they do not come down, it ought not to come off.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
All time has expired. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON].

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
BraxTon) there were—ayes 5, noes 45.

Accordingly the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk resumed ‘and completed the reading of the bill.

Mr, MAPES. I move that the committee do now rise and
report the bill to the House with the amendment, with the
recommendation that the amendment be agreed to, and that
the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose, and Mr. MappEN having
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TiLson, Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that committee having had under con-
sideration the bill (H. R. 10137) to amend an act entitled “An
act to classify the officers and members of the fire department
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved
June 20, 1906, and for other purposes, had directed him to
report the same back to the House with an amendment, with the
recommendation that the amendment be agreed to and that the
bill as amended do pass.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the bill and amendment to the final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was gecordingly read the third time.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make a motion to recommit,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a motion
to recommit. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. In the form in which it is drawn I am
opposed to it. : ;

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the gentleman’s motion
to recommit. ; :
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The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. BLANTON moves to recommit the bill to the Commlttcc on the
District of Columbia with instructlons to report the same back to the
House forthwith with the following amendment.

Page 2, line 20, urliko out ** 4,000 and insert & S-i 500 ; on line
22, strike out “ $3,000 " and insert * $2,750, not exceedin 2 in num-
ber " : on line 24, strike out * 5’400 " and insert “ §2, 16 *: on line
25, strike ont “ W 000" and insert * ©$1,760 ™ ; on page 3, line 1, strike
out * $1,660 " nnd insert ' £1,420"; on line 2, strike out * $2,400
and insert 2000 ; on line 3, strike out “$1,660" and usert

“$1,420"; on ]]nr- 4 strike out “§1,900" and insert “$1,660"; o
lIne 'S, strfke out “ $1,760 " and insert “ $1,520 " ; on line 6, strike out

*$1,700 " and insert “ $1,460"; on Jine 7. strike out * $2,500 " and
insert $2,260 " ;»on line 9, strike out “$2,000" and 1nsert “ $1,760";
on line 10, strlke out * $l 700" and insert * Sl 460" ; on line 11.
strike out ** 1,700 " and fnsert “$1,4607; line 12, strike out

4 $1,660 " and jnsert “ $1,420"; o ine ‘13, strllre out “ $1 460" and
insert *“$1,220";: on line 14, ntrikc out. ** $1,660” ~and insert
“$1,420"; on line 15, strike out “ $1,560 " and insert * $1,320"; on
Jine 17 strike out “ $1,460" and insert *$1,220"; and on line 19[
atrike out * $1, 0\0 “ and insert * $szo A ou] ue 19, strike out ** $1,000
and insert $8(‘ﬂ

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move 1he previous question on
the motion to recommit,

The previous guestion was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division, and. pend-
ing the division I make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quo-
rum present. Kvidently there is no quorum present. The Door-
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify
Members, As many as favor the motion to recommit will, as
their names are called, vote * yea,” those opposed “ nay,” and
the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 9, nays 222,
answered * present ” 1, not voting 199, as follows:

Campbell, Kans, Griest McClintie Rowe
Cannon Hamill MeCulloch Rucker
Cantrill Hamilton AMceEKenzie bath
Caraway Hardy, Tex. MeKeown Sanders, La.
Carew Harrison McKiniry Sanders, N. Y,
Chindblom Haskell McLane Eanford
Cole : Heflin MeLaughlin, Nebr, Saunders, Va.
Cooper Hicks MacCrate Seoft
Cople Hin Ma Seully
Costello Holland Maher Sells
Crago Houghton Major Shreve
Cramton Huddleston Mann, 11, Siegel
Crowther Hudspeth Mason Sims
Cullen Hulings Minahan, N, J. Sinclair
Dallinger Husted Moon Hisson
Davey Hutchinson Mooney Slemp
Davis, Minn. Ireland Moore, I'a, Small
Dempsey Jacoway Aoore, Va. Smith, II1,
Dent Jelferis Moores, Ind. Smith, N, Y.
Dewalt Johnson, Ky. Morin Steele
Donovan Johnsen, 8. Dak, Mott Stephens, Miss
Dooling Johnson, Wash, Mudd Stevenson
Drane Johnston, N, Y¥.. Murphy Sullivan
Eagan Jones, Pa. Neely Bwope
Eagle Kelley, Mich. Newion, Mo, Tague
Emerson Kendall Nicholls, 8. C Taylor, Ark.
Esch Kennedy, lowa Nichols, Mich. Temple

©58 Kennedy, It. T. O'Connell Thomas
Fields Kiess Ogden Tillman
Flood Kincheloe Olney :I‘incher
Fordney Kitehin Paige Towner
Frear Kleczka Pell Treadway
Fuller, Mass. Kreider - Peters Upshaw
Gallivan LaGuardia Radcliffe Vare
Gandy Langley Rainey, Ala. Venable
Ganly Layton Raipey, H. T. Voigt
Garner Lazaro Rainey, J. W. Walsh
Garrett Lea, Calif, Ramsey Watson, Pa.
Goldfogle Lehibach Reed, N White, Me,
Good Lesher Riddick Wilson, Pa.
Goodwin, Ark. Little Riordan Winslow
Goodykoontz Lonergan TRobsion, Ky Wise
Graham, Pa. Longworth Rodenberg Wood, Ind.
Graham, I11. Lufkin Rouse Yates
Greene, Mass, McAndrews Rowan

So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The following pairs were announced :

YEAS—9.
Black Connally Kraus Rayburn
Blanton Jones, Tex, Quin Steagall
Buchanan P
NAYR—222,

Almon Elliott Lee, Ga. Romjoe
Anderson Ellsworth Linthicum Rose
Andrews, Nebr. Iston Luce Rubey
Anthony vans, Mont. Luhring Banders, Ind.
Ashbrook Hvans, Nebr. McArthur Schall
Aswell E\mus, Nev McDuffie Sherwood
Ayres Fairfield AMebadden Binnott
Baer Ferris llc(llennon Bmlth Idaho
Bankhead Fisher McKin g h, Mich.
Barbour Focht l.lcumg lin, Mieh Bmithwia:k
Bee Foster McPherson nel
Re:gg an MacGregor Snyder

nham French Madden Stedman
Blackmon FKuller, 111 Mann, 8, C. Steenerson
Bland, Ind. Gallagher Mansfield Stephens, Ohio
Box Gard Mapes tiness
Brand Garland Martin Strong, Kans.
Briggs Glynn Mays Strong, Pa,
Brinson Godwin, N. C. Mead Summers, Wash.
Brooks, Il Goodall Merritt Sumners, Tex,
Browne Gould Michener Sweet
Burdick Green, Towg Miller Taylor, Colo.
Butler Greene, Vt. )Ianahan, Wis. Taylor, Tenn,
Byrnes, S. C, Grifin Mondell Thompson
Byrns, "Penn. Hadley Montague Iilson
Campbell, Pa. Hardy, Colo. Moore, Ohio Timberlake
Candler Tast ngs Morgan Tinkham
Carss Hau, Nelson, Mo. Vaile
(,artor iawle y Nelson, Wis, Vestal

Hayden Newton, Minn. Vinson
Christol:uherson Hays Nolan Volstead
Clark, Fla Hernandez 0'Connor Walters
Clark, Mo lersey Oldfield Ward
Classon Hersman Oliver Waso
Cleary ITickey Oshorne Watking
Coady Hoch Overstreet atson, Va
Collier Howard Padgett Weaver
Crisp Hull, Towa Park Webb
Currle, Miech, Tull, Tenn. Parker Webster
Curry, Calif. Tumphreys Parrish Welling
Dale goe Plelan Welty
Darrow James Platt Whaley
Davis. Tenn. luhnsmx Miss, Porter Wheeler
Denison Junl ’on White, Kans.
Dickinson, Mo. Kahn Purnell Williams
Dickinson, Iowna Kearns Raker Wilson, 111
Dominick Keller Ramseyer Wilson, La,
Doremus Kelly, Pa.- Randall, Callf. Wingo
Doughton Kettuner Randall, Wis, Woods, Va,
Dowell King llcn\ ls Woodyard
Dunbar Kinkaid Rebe: Wright
Dunn Koutson Il'.ee(! W. Va. Young, N. Dak.
Dupré Lampert Rhodes Young, Tex.
Dyer Lanham Ricketts Zihlman
Echols Lankford Robinson, N. C.
Edmonds Larsen Rogers
ANSWERED ! PRESENT "—1.
Sears
NOT VOTING—199.

Ackerman Barkley Boies Browning
Alexander Bell Dooher Brumbaugh
Andrews, Md. Benson Bowers Burke
Babku Bland. Mo. Britten Burroughs
Bacharach Bland, Va. Brooks, Pa. Caldwell

Until further notice:

Mr, Jouxson of South Dakota with Mr. Froop.

Mr. GreeNE of Massachusetts with Mr. ALEXANDER.
Mr. CramToN with Mr. JoEN W. RAINEY,

Mr. KrECczZKA with Mr. SMmarL,

Mr. LaneLEy with Mr. FIELDS.

Mr. TrREADWAY with Mr. BooHER.

Mr. Bores with Mr. SEARrs. ;

Mr. AcKERMAN with Mr. McLARE.

Mr. TincHER with Mr. JoExsox of Mississippi.
Mr. Vorgr with Mr. Harpy of Texas.

Mr. Macee with Mr. THoMAS,

Mr, Ramsey with Mr, Lazagro.

Mr. LuFkin with Mr. HUDDLESTON.

Mr. McCurrocHE with Mr. HoLLAND.

Mr. McLAveHLIN of Michigan with Mr. HEFLIN.
Mr. MacCraTe with Mr. HARRISON,

Mr. Masox with Mr. HAMILL,

Mr, Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr., Goopwix of Arkansas.
Mr. Axprews of Maryland with My, WIsE,

Mr. Hror with Mr. MooxNEY.

Mr. HoucHTON wWith Mr. Moox.

Mr. BaAcHARACH with Mr. WiLsox of Pennsylvania.
Mr. HurcHIiNsoN with Mr. MinAmAN of New Jersey.
Mr. HusteEp with Mr. MAHER.

Mr. Rowe with Mr. DoNovax.

Mr. SaxpERrs of New York with Mr, DEWALT.

AMr. Scorr with Mr. DENT.

Mr. YatEs with Mr. PELL.

Mr. Ireraxp with Mr. MaJog.

Mr. JerFERrIs with Mr, McKINIRY.

Mr. Joaxsoxn of Washington with Mr. McKreowx.
Mr. BowERs with Mr. VENABLE,

Mr. BRITTEN with Mr. UrsEAW.

Mr. Brooks of Pennsylvania with Mr. TiLrarAx,
Mr. Moores of Indiana with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.

Mr. JoxeEs of Pennsylvania with Mr, McCrinTIC,
Mr. Seris with Mr. DAVEY.

Mr. SaEreEvE with Mr. CuLLEN.

Mr. SieceErnL with Mr. CArREw.

Mr. Keriey of Michigan with Mr. McANDREWS,
Mr. Mot with Mr. GARRETT.

Mr. Mupp with Mr. GARNER.

Mr. Browning with Mr. Tayror of Arkansas.

Mr. Burke with Mr. TAGUE.

Mr. BurrouGHS with Mr. SULLIVAN.

Mr. Caxxox with Mr. STEVENSON.

Mr. CHiNDBLOM with Mr. StepHENS of Mississippl
Mr. Core with Mr. STEELE.
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Mr. CopLEy with Mr. SxxrH of New York.

Mr, CostELro with Mr, Sissow.

Mr. Crago with Mr. Siums.

Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. ScuLLy.

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Saunpers of Virginia,

Mr. DEMPsEY with Mr. Saxpers of Louisiana.

Mr. Emerson with Mr. SapaTH.

Mr. KExneny of Rhode Island with Mr. LONERGAN.

Mr. K1ess with Mr. LesaEx,

Mr, Escua with Mr, RUCKER.
. Mr. MurpaY with Mr. GANLY.

Mr. Kremer with Mr. Lea of California.

Mr. Nicuors of Michigan with Mr. GAxpy.

Mr, OgpEx with Mr. GALLIVAN.

Mr. Parae with Mr. EacLE.

Mr. LAGuarpia with Mr. JorxsTox of New York.

Mr. Layrox with Mr. Joanson of Kentuecky,

Mr. SixorAmr with Mr, CARAWAY.

Mr. Swore with Mr, CANTRILL.

Mr, PerERs with Mr. Hacaw,

Mr. Texpre with Mr. CALDWELL.

Mr. Rmpiek with Mr. DRANE.

Mr. Fess with Mr. Rowax.

Mr, Forpxey with Mr. Rouse,

Mr. Towxer with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.

Mr. Vare with Mr. Braxp of Virginia.

Mr. Warsg with Mr. Braxp of Missourl

Mr., Warsox of Pennsylvania with Mr. BeNsox.

Mr. Forrer of Massachusetts with Mr. Riorpan.

Mr. Goop with Mr. H. T. RamngY.

Mr. Rossion of Kentucky with Mr. Doonixe.

Mr. Gramax of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ramxey of Alabama.

Mr. Gramas of Illinois with Mr. OLNEY.

AMr. WHITE of Maine with Mr. BeLL.

Mr. Mannw of Illinois with Mr. KIiTcHIx.

Mr. LEareacH with Mr. JACOWAY.

Mr. Gerex of Iowa with Mr. O’CONNELL.

Mr. Haairron with Mr. NicHorrs of South Carolina.

Mr. Hasgerrn with Mr, NEELY.

Mr. LoxaworTH with Mr. HUDSPETH.

Mr. Wixsrow with Mr. BARKLEY.

Mr. Woop of Indiana with Mr: Banxa.

Mr. Hicks with Mr. MooRre of' Virginia. .

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

A quorunm being present, the doors were opened.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the
bill.

The question was taken, and the bill was passed,

On motion of Mr. Mapes, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

THE ' RATLROADS.

AMr. SWEET, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce; presented a conference report on the disagreeing
yvotes of the two Houses on the bill S. 641, an act to amend
section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the opera-
tion of transportation systems while under Federal control, for
the just compensation of their owners, and for other purposes,”
approved March 21, 1918, for printing under the rule.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn in honor of that great American, Theodore Roosevelt,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the
House do now adjourn.

The question was taken; and on a division: (demanded by
Mr. BraxToxn) there were 6 ayes and 102 noes:

So the motion was lost,

MINING OF COAL, OIL, PHOSPHATE, ETC.

AMr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill 8. 2775 provided
for in House resolution 358.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the.

Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MappEN in
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee  of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill of which the Clerk will read 'the title:

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 2775) to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, gas,
and sodium on the public domain. *

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows:

Sgc. 17. That all unapppopriated deposits of oil or gas situnted
within the known logie: structure of a proﬁncln% oil or gas field and

the unentered containing the same, not subject to geterenﬂni
5 maly be leased by the retary of the Interior to the highest
responsible bidder by competitive bidding under general tions: to:

qualified applicants in aveas not exceeding 640 acres and in tracts
which sl

not' exceed in length two and one-half times their wid ;
-such leases to be conditioned upon the payment by the lessee of such

bonus a8 may be -accepted and of such royalty as may be fixed in the
lease; which-shall not be less than 12} per cent in amount or value of
the preduction, and the t in advance of a rental.of not less than
$1 per acre per annum thereafter during the continuance of the lease,
the rental paid for any.ene year to be credited against the royalties
as th%nccrua for that r. Leases shall be for a period of 20 years;
with the preferential right in the lessee to renew the same for suc-
cesslve ods of 10 gearss u&n such reasonable terms and conditlons
as ma prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, unless otherwise
provided by law at the time of the expiration of such periods.

Whenever the aw_-rn[fe daily’ ' produetion of anly oil well shall not
excecd 10 barrels per day, the &cretm'y of the Interior is authorized
to redoce the royalty on future preduction when in his judgment the
wells can not be successfully operated upon the royalty fixed in the
lease. The provisions of this paragraph shall apply to all oil and gas
leases made under this act.

Mr. WALSH: Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting,
in line 8, page 53, before the word “ twenty,” the words * not
exceeding,” and in line 10, same page, before the word * ten,”
the words “ not exceeding.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. WALSH Paﬁe 53, line 8, before the word ** twenty,”
insert the words *“ not exceeding,” and in line 10, on the same page, be-
fore the word * tem,”” insert the words * not exceeding.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I assume that this period of
leasing has been agreed upon by the committee and probably
all leases will be for the full terms of years, but it seemed to me
that it would be better to vest some discretion in the Secretary
of the Interior, as circumstances might possibly arise whiech
would make it unwise not to make it compulsory to lease for 20
years or not 'to make it compulsory to lease for 10 years.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to speak for the
committee, of course, but it would seem to me that the gentleman
is entirely right, and it might be an illogical thing to force the
Secretary to make a full 20-year lease.

Mr. WALSH. That was the idea, and I would like to ask the
chairman of the committee if Iie does not think occasions might
arise when it would be unwise to say that the Secretary can
lease for only a certain stated term of 20 years or a subsequent
term of 10 years?

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be unwise to

have a limitation in there. The Secretary puts these leases up at

competitive bidding and the oil bidder must have some assur-
ance that he is going to have a definite period, and at least 20
years, before undertaking the iarge expenditures which he must
undertake to develop his property. I think it would have a

tendency to lower and depress the bids and that you would get:

better bids by having it for a period of 20 years.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think that in writing a
statute we sheuld have solely in mind the benefits to the lessees?

Mr, SINNOTT. The gentleman does not think so, and he has
had in mind both the lessor and the lessee, both the Government
and the prospective bidder.

Mr. WALSH. If the gentleman will yield further, might net
occasions arise whereby the Secretary of the Interior in calling
for bids would think it better to call for a lease of 15 years
rather than for 20 years, and should he not have the opportunity
to do so? .

Mr. SINNOTT. No; 20 years is the ordinary life of the or-
dinary well.

Mr. WALSH. Perhaps it might be of wells that have been
discovered thus far. :

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. If the well is not producing or if nothing can

‘be done, the contract can be canceled by the Government and:

the claimant, and if it gets down to a small amount of 10 bar-
rels they can reduce the royalty. It can be put from 1 to 20
years. In most of these instances a man will have expended

‘enough money in getting his‘ equipment, so that he can not

afford to take the thing for five years, but if he gets a going
well he ought to have that well until the oil is exhausted.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, if the gentleman's argument is
the basis upon which this seetion is drawn, then there ought
not to be any limitation, because youw will find if this plan is
inaugurated that these pecple will get these wells in perpetuity,
and there ought not to be any limitation. e ought simply to
give them a lease for 999 years.

g
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Mr. RAKER.
further?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. There is a limitation of 20 years?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. Then there is an extension of 10 and 10 years,
and, as a matter of fact, he has the preferential right, and it is
in substance a perpetuai lecse, with a right vested in the Sec-
retary to fix the royalties at stated periods. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman. in other words, it is intended
that the man paying a proper royalty for 20 years is going to
have a preferential right against everyone else. Then the Sec-
retary, at these siated periods, may readjust the royalty, but
the man should have the well until it is exhausted, and that ix
really the purpose of the bill, s

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman's state-
ment applies to the language of the bill, and the same statement
and claim can be advanced for the bill if it were amended as I
propose, because there may be a well in some section where
the Secretary might deem it wise, instead of leasing it for 20
years to lease it for 10 years, and he would ecall for bids upon
that basis. There might be occasions where instead of renew-
ing it for a successive term of 10 years he might deem it
wise to extend it for 5 years. Of course, the preferential right
would go to the lessee; but I think in writing a statute here,
‘inaungurating a new policy, it would be wise to put in language
which would vest discretion in the Secretary of the Interior
fo take care of the oceasions that might arise. He still would
have the right under the language as amended as I propose to
Jease for 20 years, but if some peculiar circumstance should
arise he could reduce that term either in ihe renewal or the
fnitial lease, and he will not affect the authority that is vested
in him under the law.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has again expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is altogether pos-
sible that in the running of the years some conditions might
arise somewhere under which it might be in the public interest
for the Secretary to have authority to lease for a briefer period
than 10 years and 20 years, provided in the aet; but as against
fhat is the general question of public policy. The 20-year period
provided for is the shortest of commercial-lease periods. The
second 10 years is a period shorter than is ordinarily known
in commercial leases.

There is some difference of opinion whether it would not be
better in the publie interest, speaking now from the standpoint
of public interest rather than that of the interest of the lessee,
to-have these leases for an indeterminate period, as we have
in the case of coal. In this case, section 17, we are adopting
a plan which, T think, is questionable. Gentlemen who have
been talking about monopolies, generally because of lack of
knowledge of the provisions of the bill, curiously never refer
fo this particular provision, which is the one provision in the
bill which it may be argued tends to monopoly—that is, that the
bidding is to be competitive. In the case of competitive bid-
ding, the longest pole gets the persimmon—ithe fellow with the
longest purse pulls down the lease. We have discussed all that
at one time and another in the House and in committee,
and the majority has been of opinion that, everything con-
sidered, that is the wise thing to do. I have never agreed with
that view. But the plan of competitive bids having been
adopted, the publie interest, I think, would hardly be served if
we made the Jease period so brief that we would not be likely
to get the best results from bidding.

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I can suggest one of the main
considerations that fixed this period at 20 years, and that was
this: If you fix it at a less period it will be a mere invitation
upon the part of the operator to skim the cream off the produe-
tion—to rush the production to the detriment of the well itself.

The ordinary length of period is the period that would be
required to drain the well of every bit of oil that it has, and
therefore it provides here that a man shall prosecute and drill
to the extent of getting every bit of value there is. Now, ordi-
narily 20 years will do that; and if you fix a less period the Sec-
retary of the Interior might be disposed to fix a less period. It
will be merely an invitation to this man to get the cream of the
stuff and turn back a ruined well to the Government.,

Mr. RAKER., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
five words so as {o discuss this subject, I desire to get the at-

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

tention of the gentleman from Massachusetts. This lease is
provided for under known productive territory within a geologi-
cal survey that will produce oil or gas so far as their physical
demonstration is concerned that no wells have been bored. Now,
here is a 640-acre tract; no wells there. It is in a known
geological structure where there are oil and gas. A man rents
640 acres. He may have to bore one, two, or five wells before
he strikes oil. He may bore one that costs $20,000. Is he going
to take his chance on a lease for five years at the same royalty
that the other man may obtain his well within 500 feet of him,
and at the end of five years yield up the question of the rental,
all his casings, and all the material, and he has not yet been able
to obtain enough oil to pay back the original costs at the end of
the first four years, when his lease expires, and then the Secre-
tary may extend him another lease for one year? But on this
kind of a property the Secretary fixes the royalty. He fixes it
for 20 years. Then at the end of that period he fixes it again,
and in substance the man is entitled to a lease by complying
with the rules and regulations and pay the royalty until the
well is exhausted. Any other effort would be a waste of mate-
rial, the oil and gas, would be a destruction of a man’s property
put into the well, and no good come from it.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. I will

Mr. WALSH. Will not the Secretary of the Interior or some
of his subordinates have some knowledge of the character and
capacity of this land which he is going to lease?

Mr. RAKER. No; it is a physical impossibility. The testi-
mony before the committee is that the only way they determine
the oil in the ground is by boring a well, and even if he Is in
this known geological structure, a quarter of a mile from r wo-
ducing well, another well may be sunk and no oil obtained, and
you may then go in another 300 feet from the dry well and
obtain a gusher. While they know from all indications there
from the general geological struecture that there should be oil
there, no man can tell, or has been able to tell, so far as the testi-
mony shows before the committee, that any particular well sunk
at any particular spot is going to produce oil.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts,

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. Warsn) there were—ayes 5,
noes 22,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum here. I think a bill as important as this
ought to be heard by the Members of this House.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York makes the
point of order that there is no quorum. The Chalr will count.
fAfter counting.] One hundred and two Members are present,
a quorum.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 18. That upon relinguishment to the United States, filed in the
Geperal Land Office within six months after the approval of this act,
of all right, title, and interest claimed and p« d conti ly since
prior to July 3, 1910, by the claimant or his predecessor in interest
under the reex{sting placer mining law to any oil or gas bearing land
upon which there has been drilled one or more oil or gas wells to dis-
covery embraced in the Executive order of withdrawal issued Septem-
ber 27, 1909, and not within any naval petroleum reserve, and upon
pairment as royalty to the United States of an amount egual to the
value at the time of production of one-eighth of all the oil or gas already
produced, except oil or gas used for production purposes on the claim,
or unaveldably lost, from such land, the clalmant, or his successor, if
in possession of such land, undisputed by any other claimant prior to
July 1, 1919, shall be entitled to a lease thereon from the United
States for a period of 20 years, at a royalty of not less than 123 per
cent of all the oil or gas produced except oil or gas used for produc-
tion purposes on the claim, or unavoidably lost: Procided, That not
more than one-half of the area, but in no case to exceed 3,200 acres,
within the geologic oil or gas structure of a producing oil or gas field
shall be leased to any one claimant under the provision of this section
when the area of such geologic oil structure exceeds G40 acres. Any
claimant or his suceessor, subject to this limitation, shall, however,
have the right to select and receive the lease as in this section pro-
vided for that portion of his claim or claims cciual to, but not in excess
of, gaid one-half of the area of such geologic oil structure, but not more
than 3.200 acres,

All'such leases shall be made and the amount of royalty to be paid
for oil and gas produced exceg; oil or gas used for production pur-

oses on the claim, or umavoidably lost, after the execution of such
ease shall be fixed by the Seeretary of the Interior under appropriate
rules and regulations: Provided, however, That as to all like claims
gituate within any naval petroleum reserve the producing wells thereon
ghall be leased, together with an area of land suflicient for the opera-
tion thereof, upon the terms and payment of royalties for st and
future production as herein provided for in the leasing of claims. No
wells shall be drilled in the land subject to this prm‘fslan within 660
feet of any such leased well without the consent of the lessee: Pro-
vided, however, That the President ma;, in his discretion. lease the re-
nmlnﬁer or any part of any such clafm upon which such wells have
been drilled, and in the event of such leasing eaid claimant or his suc-
cessor shall have a preferer.ce right to such lease: And provided further,
the drilling of additional wells by the claimant or

That he may pe!
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hls successor within the limited area of 860 feet theretofore provided
for upon such terms and conditions as he may prescribe.

No frandulent claimant shall be entitled io any lease provided for in
this section, but the successor in interest of guch claimant without
notice of fraud attht.he time such interest was acquired shall not be

chargeable "

delivery and acceptance of the lease, as in this section
P ht by the Government al such lands
}may be settled and adjus in accordance herewith and moneys im-
' pounded in such sults or under the act of An 25, 1914 (38 Stat. L.,
'D. 708), shall be pald over to the parties entitled thereto. In case of
| eo: claimants for leases under this section, the Secretary of the
Interlor {s anthorized to grant leases to ome or more of them as shall
be deemed just. All leases hereunder shall inure to the benefit of the
claimant and all ‘?e:sons on or prior to tember 1, 1919, claiming
‘through or under him by lease, contract, or otherwise, their interests
may appear; subject, however, to the same limitation as to area and

acreage as is provided for claimant in this section: Provided, That no

claimant acqg g any interest in such lands since tember 1, 1919,
shall secure a lease thereon under this section: Pro further, Thaf
not more than one lease shall be granted or inure to any applicant under
this section.

That whenever the wvalldity of any 1‘;:5 or petroleum placer claim
under ,pnnxlsting law to land embraced in the Executive order of with-
drawal issued September 27, 1900, has been or may hereafter be drawn
in gquestion on behalf of the United States in any d ental or ju-
diclal proceedings, the ut is hereby authorized at any time within
12 months after the approval of this act to direct the compremise and
| settlement of any such coniroversy upon such terms and conditlons as
jmay be agreed upon, to be carried out by an exchange or division of
'1and or division of the proceeds of operation.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment.

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. VAILE: Page 56, line 19, after the word
“ further,” strike ount t]{e balance of said line and all of lines 20 and
21 and in lien thereof insert the following: “ t no lease or leases
;under this section be granted or imure to any person, ation,
|or corporation for a a te area or acreige than the maxi-
mum in this section provided for."”

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the purpose of this
provision for which I have offered a substitute was merely to
1imit the total acreage which should be acquired by one surren-
‘dering his possessory title to the maximum provided in this
;section. The lines which I ask to strike out are “Provided fur-
{ther, That not more than one lease shall be granted or inure to
any applicant under this section.” I can not see the advantage
.of providing that the lessee should have his title evidenced by
‘only one document. This would seem to be as unnecessary and
as awkward as to require that the documents by which all of
any man’s real estate titles are evidenced should be combined in
a single instrument. 7 :

It must be remembered that in the Wyoming field people
.began locating these claims back in the- eighties under the
fplacer mining laws, and the titles are in every degree of com-
{plexity. Some of them are still contested by different claim-
‘ants. I appreciate that this section confers power upon the
'Secretary in case of conflicts to grant leases to one or more of
'the claimants as shall be deemed just, but he may not be able
‘to make his decision in regard to claim A, the title to which is
‘doubtful, as soon as he can to claim B, the title to which is
|clear. But must the present owner, whose right to B is de-
‘terminable at once, wait months and perhaps years for his
llease to B because it takes that long to determine his right to
A? Or must he take his lease to B and forego his right to a
.lease of A? Or must the lease which he has been given for B
'be later enlarged to include A?

It seems to me that the provision as now drawn will involve

. both the Government and the locators in a maze of cumbersome.

and contradictory detail. One result which would be pretty
sure to follow is that the locator will endeavor to continue to
hold by his possessory title the claims upon which his rights
can not be speedily adjudicated, while taking a lease for the
remainder. This would force a situation which it is the very
purpose of this bill to avoid, namely, titles held in part as
‘placer locations under the preexisting laws and in part as
leaseholds. And there is nothing whatever to be gained by this
confusion. If you limit the leaseholds to a specified tfotal
area, you accomplish your object, whether they are held under
one lease or under a dozen leases.

The physiecal conditions of oil territory would make a fur-
ther confusion. The unit of the placer entries under which
the possessory titles have already been acquired was 40 acres,
We provide in this bill that an applicant surrendering his
possessory titles may in lieu thereof take by lease a maximum
of half the whole geological structure, when it is over 640 acres,
but not to exceed 3,200 acres in all. Now, then, these 40-acre
claims lie often in different geological structures within the
same general vieinity, TFor instance, you may have one of the
claims within territory where drilling goes to the first sand,
and oil is developed within a depth of from 900 to 1,000 feet,

A very short distance farther, there may be a claim of the game
owners, where they have to drill through the first sand and
come to the second sand. Obviously the royalties svhich must
be paid are different, and the conditions of the lease that the
Government will have to exact must be different, and since
the purpose of limiting the total holdings is accomplished by
having the general limitation, there could be no useful purpose
in requiring these to be evidenced by a single lease.

Furthermore, as already indicated, the history of possessory
titles is that each one is different. It would often result in a
lease being tied up for quite a period while rights in litigation
were waiting to be adjusted or while the Secretary could de-
termine which of several kinds of partitions of interests should
apply. Your lease would be a patchwork of differing provisions.
It might be of 100 pages for a lease of 1,000 or 1,500 acres.

I do not try to enlarge the lessee’s right under this amendment,
but only to clarify it. !

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.

Mr. VAILE. I will

Mr., GREEN of Iowa. I am not sure that I entirely under-
stand this, but if I correctly understand the gentleman, the
Secrelary of the Interior might be willing to grant the lease for
a certain portion, but the other part might be held up if this pro-
vision is in force?

Mr. VAILE. Might be held up unfil the rights of previous
locators were determined. In a great many cases there are con-
gjcts between these possessory titles as to who is entitled to

1em.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the
gentleman's amendment. I think it really clarifies the intent
of the section. The language that he seeks to strike out was a
committee amendment to the Senate bill. The Senate had a
limitation of 3,200 acres to any individual. Then they had the
inuring clause, commencing in line 11, page 56, * that all leases
hereunder shall inure to the benefit of the claimant and all
persons,” and so on, claiming under him. Now, the committee
felt that this inuring clause made vain and nugatory the lmi-
tation of 3,200 acres in the first part of the bill. So we en-
deavored to have language in here limiting the acreage that
would inure to any individual and limiting it to the same area
and acreage as is provided for in the first part of the section;
and in endeavoring to do that I think we put in an amendment
that may result in more or less administrative embarrassment
and difficulty. With the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. Vaire] we attain the object that we were
endeavoring to attain by the langnage the House committee
inserted, and also relieve the department from any embarrass-
ment it might have should it desire to issue to any applicant
more than one lease, not, however, for more than 8,200 acres in
the aggregate. For that reason I approve of the amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The gquestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. VarLe].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRIFFIN. My, Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. GRIFFIN : Page 55, line 25, after the word * sec-
tion,"” strike out all of that line, and, on page 56, line 1, strike out all
of that line, and, on the same page, line 2, strike out all of that line,

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the paragraph
that it is proposed to amend only consists of a few words. It
reads:

No fraudulent clalmant ehall be entitled to any lease provided for
in this sectlon, but the successor in interest of such claimant without
notice of fraud at the time such interest was aequired shall not be
chargeable therewith.

Now, it is an ancient maxim of the law that a thief can give
no better title than he has. That is embedded in our law. If
there are equities in a case, that is svhat our courts of equity
are provided for, namely, to do justice. But note what you are
doing. You are giving sanctify to a tainted title. You are
putting the burden upon the Government fo show that the man
did not have notice that the title was tainted. Does the com-
mittee really want to do that?

Mr. BARBOUR. Wil the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Has the committee given thought to that
proposition? I bave no more to say with regard to the amend-
ment. It appears to be obvious that it changes the House bill,
making it conform to the Senate bill, and simply provides
that the claim of a fraudulent claimant shall not be recognized
and can not be assigned, no matter whether the assignee has
knowledge of the fraud or not. If he has no knowledge of
the fraud, the burden should be put on him to show his inno-
cence.

Mr, BARBOUR, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes,

Wil the gentleman yield?
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Mr. BARBOUR.

known rule applicable to real estate transfers?

AMr. GRIFFIN. No; I do not think so. I think it is an
aunticipation of that rule. In a real estale deal a man has got
to go to: a court of equity in order to clear the title, and the
court removes the cloud on the title. Here you permit a. clond
to rest upon it and put the burden upon the Government,
Instead of on the claimant, to establish the facg as to claimant’s
knowledge of the fraud.

Mr.. BARBOUR. This is simply on the ground of fraud.
There are certain other clouds that have to be removed.

Mr, GRIFFIN. That is the door you open to fraud.

Mpr. Chairman, I yield back the balanee of my time. I would
like to hear from the committee on this subjeet.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, this language that we are
writing into the law is what Judge Bean and a number of other
judges have decided to be the law, that the innoeent purchaser’s.
right is not impaired by the fraud of his predecessor.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Is it not tfrue that certain cases
of lecation on the public domain are held by certain courts to:
be fraud which do not contain elements of frand and are no
intentional vielation of the law?

Mr. SINXOTT. That was the decision.in the case of Cali-

fornia against the Midway Oil Co., in last June;, by Judge Bean. |

Mr. GRIFFIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SINNOTT. For a question.

Mr., GRIFFIN. That.is just the point. You do' not need
to state it in the act. It is in the law. It is in the decisions.

Mr. BARBOUR. Is not that the rule of law that is laid down
in a ease where real property is involved?

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes.

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment and call this to the attention of the gentleman. The
provision here is muech more restrictive than if there was no
reference to fraud. It states here that anyone coming before
the department for a lease shall receive no reeognition if he is
gullty of fraud in any way. No man with unclean hands can
come In and get anything; the law exempts a man who had no
means of knowing that the elaim which he acquired was tainted
with irregularities. Suppose the gentleman bought a mining
claim; he would Have a search of title; the title so far as the
abstract was concerned might be perfeet, with nothing on the
face of the record to show that it is tainted with fraud. If
he is not chargeable in any way with the knowledge of any pre-
ceding fraud, he is outside of any charge of evasion of the
section.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELSTON. Certainly.

Mr. GRIFFIN. De you consider a man who takes title with-
out knowledge of a fraud as being culpable or chargeable with
fraud?

AMr, ELSTON. I certainly believe he is not.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Certainly not. Is not the language of this
section sutficient now when you say that “ no fraudulent claim-
ant shall be entitled to any lease provided for in this section,”
an(d stop there?

Mr, ELSTON. Does the gentleman suggest to strike that out?

Mr. GRIFFIN. No. Leave that in: *“No fraudulent elaim-
ant shall be entitled to any lease provided for in this section.”

Mr. ELSTON. That might do if the Seeretary of the Inte-
rior did not try to carry it further and charge the claimant
with knowledge of matters- which he had no reasonable means
of ascertaining.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr., GRIFFIN. Myr. Chairman, I ask for one minute more,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. ELSTON. Do you desire to charge him with any kind
of constructive knowledge and Impute fraud te him which he
should not be chargeable with? This exception is ecarried into
the decisions, and certainly it is proper.

Mr. GRIFFIN.
sion into a statute.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New

York has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amend- |

ment offered by the gentleman from New York.
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected,
Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offcrs an

amendment, which the Clerk will report:

Is not the language of this provision now |
that the gentleman is seeking to strike out simply the well-|

You are trying to erystallize a judicial decl-

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered Mr. VaiLe: Page 50, line 22, at the begi
of the line, insert thehyword and ﬁguregc"u!izc.nlea a,"n S0 :llas tg tl"::alﬁg
the paragraph a new section.

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, the purpese of this. amendment
Is to provide a better logical arrangement of this act. We are
embarking upon an entirely new pelicy with reference to our
public-land laws. This paragraph, in my judgment, is a most
wise provision: providing a reviewing authority to compromise
and settle controversies relative to titles to placer lands ac-
‘quired heretofore. As stated by the chairman of the committee
‘in his report on this bill, the purpose of this paragraph, among
(other things, is to furnish an: alternative method of compromis-
‘ing and settling litigation and controversies arising from with-
drawal orders in which the Government is involved with claim-
ants, It being designed for such purpose and te enable the
‘Government to equitably adjust any matter that may be neces-
‘sary to adjust in passing from the old patent system to the new
leasing system, it seems. to me the paragraph should be num-
'bered. as a separatc section of the bill. Therefore, I offer this
;amendment..

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to..

The CHAIRMAN.. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 19. That any person: who, prior to ¢ withdrawal erder maide
' subsequent to July g. 1910, or who on Ocm‘?t’-'l, 1919, was a bona’ fide
occupant or claimant of oll or gas lands pet withdrawn frem entry,
and who had vivusly performed all aets wnder then. existing laws
mslg to: valld locations: thereof t to: make discovery, and: upon
'which discovery had oot been. made prior to the pussa of this act,
and who kas performed work or expended on or for the benefit of such
locations an amount equal in the as‘s‘:lxnte of $250 fer each loeation
S BE Tl Gt Shall be: oI tar prospeciing. ety I hooe
'sage of this ae en 0 n o
the same terms and conditions, and Imtldonlgns' to a . A8 O
B:'rl:nlts any such person hereto-

e such diseovery, he shall be enti " te-a lease thereon under
such terms as the Secre of the Interior may preseribe unless other-
‘wise provided for In on 18 hereof: P } That where such
prospecting permit is granted upon land within any known geologic
structure of a produelng oil or gas field, the tnnlg to. be fixed in any
|lease thereafter granted thereon or any portion thereof shall be not
ess than 123 per cent of all the oil ornius produced! except oil or gas
used for production purpeses on the claim, or unaveidably lost: Pro-
vided, however, That such lands are not reserved for the use of the
Navy : Provided, hewseer, That no claimant for a t or lease who
has beexr gnilty of any fraud or who had koowledge or reasonable
grounds to know of any fraud or who has pot aeted honestly and in
good faith shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this: section

All permits or leases hereunder sbhall inore to the benefit of the
_elaimant, and all persons on or prior to tember 1, 1919, claiming
. through or under him, {‘ lense, rontract, or otherwise, as their interests
may np‘f:n,r: Provided, That no claimant aequiring any interest In such
lands since Beptember 1, 1919, shall secure: a. permit or lease thereon
under this section,

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr, Chairman, E offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from: Oregon effers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Section 18, page 57, strike out all after the
word and ﬂgm “Beetion. 19, on. line 8§, all of line 9, all of line 10;
-and all of line 11 down to and Including the word “entry,” and insert
“in Hen thereof the following: “ That uny person who on October 1, 1919,
was a bona fide occupant or claimant of oil or gas lands under a elaim
lamthtog wi:gg such lands were not withdrawn from- ell or gas loea-
' tlon and entry.”

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr; Chairman, there has always been a great
deal of confusion and ambiguity about the meaning of the first
three lines in section 19. The eommittee has put in the langunage
in several different ways, and finally adopted the language in
the bill, but still’ the langnage is' confusing. It refers to “any
person who prior to any withdrawal order was an occupant of
lands not withdrawn.” It is really a confusion or a contradic-
tion of terms. I think this language which I offer will elear it
up, with the addition of an amendment which I expect to offer
on the next page, in line 7, making it absolutely certain that
this section does not in any way relate or refer to the naval
Teserves.

The CHATRMAN, The question is en agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Oregon.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment,
| whiclr ought to supplement this.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frony Oregon offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

t offered by Mr. Sixxorr: Page 08, line 7, strike out the

. Amendmen

‘word. “such.” also the words “are not,” and iosert after the word

| “that " the following: *“The provizions of this seetion shall not apply
{3

| to,”" so that the line will read as follows: * That the provisions of
i section shall mot apply te lands reserved for the use of the Navy.”
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Oregon. - :

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an inquiry
of the chairman of the committee, if I may. The matter was
called to my attention that we had in section 18 a particular
fraud clause that was originally used in the House bill as it
passed last year, and that in this section and the Alaska section
we had adopted the particular clause inserted by the Senate of a
different character. We have just passed and agreed to the
particular clause originally employed in the House bill, and I

was wondering if the chairman would be willing to offer amend-

ments making it uniform, The Alaskan people thought we ought
not to provide one particular clause for them and another for
other sections of the country.

Mr. SINNOTT. It ought to be made uniform for conference
purposes.

Mr. FERRIS. I hope that can be worked out in conference so
that they will be the same. The amendment would be on page
58. Strike out the provision in lines 8 to 12 and insert the lan-
guage of the House bill as it appears on page 55 and insert the
same language as is found on page 55, line 24. This merely
makes it uniform. The old language was drafted and approved
by the Interior Department. It was carefully prepared.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, wil the gentleman yield for
a4 moment?

Mp. SINNOTT. If the gentleman offers that amendment I
will have no objection to it.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that on page 58 we
strike out the following language from line 8 to line 12 and
insert in lieu thereof the provision already agreed to on page 55,
beginning on line 24, and on page 56, lines 1 and 2, in the interest
of harmonizing these provisions. The chairman has just said he
had no objection to it. The Alaska people feel the same clause
should apply to all. I confess it seems to me they are right
about it. If there is any advantage about it one way or the
other it will be easy to care for it in conference.

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. WIll the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Let the Clerk report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Fernis: Page 58, beginning with line 8,
strike out all of lines 8 to 12, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the
following : * No fraudulent claimant s be entitled to any lease pro-
vided for in this section, but the successor in interest of such claimant
without notice of fraud at the time such interest was acquired shall not
be chargeable therewith."

Mr. FERRIS. Now, if we may insert the words “ Provided,
however, That,” that will be the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that the words
“ Provided, however, That,” in line 8, page 58, be retained.

Mr. FERRIS. That will make it right. 7

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification of
the amendment suggested?

There was no objection.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to me by
the chairman of the Committee on the Territories, Judge
Warkins, and also by the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. Grigssy],
and also by some other gentlemen who are here in the interest
of Alaskan matters, that to have a fraud clause of one kind
for the oil operators of the United States and another fraud
clause applicable to Alaska did not seem quite right to them,
and we have adopted the clause relating to fraud in section
18, which I desire to offer now. I think this modification
ought to be made. It makes it uniform. It treats all classes of
oil claimants alike. Personally I do not see any material differ-
ence. The amendment I offer is the language just agreed to in
section 18. It is also identical with the House bill of last year
which had the approval of this House, and also had the ap-
proval of all the departments. Personally I have no preference,
but it ought to be uniform.

Mr. ANDERSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FERRIS. Yes.

Mr. ANDERSON. If the gentleman wants a fraud clause in
here at all, why does he take the weakest fraud clause there is
in the bill to make the language uniform?

Mr. FERRIS. I do not concede that it is the weakest, al-
though there is some controversy about that. The fraud clause
that we had last year was very carefully drawn by the Interior
Department and very carefully worked out by the committee.
The House passed it. It is exactly the clause that we have had
in former years. I do not think there is any advantage about
it, and I do not think it is of any very great consequence; but
the Alaskan people feel that if we are going to provide one
fraud clause for the big oil operators in the United States, there
should not be a different kind of a fraud clause applied to
them, where they have little or no development in oil. Further

than that I have no interest in it. It ought to be ecarried
through the bill. It ought to be uniform.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, the concluding statement of
the gentleman from Oklahoma puts the argument right in a
nutshell. If you are not going to have a drastic fraud clause
applicable to the big interests in the United States, why should
you have a drastic fraud clause applicable to the poor folks
in Alaska?

Now, just reverse that argument, if you please. We have
turned about and given a weak fraud clause for the benefit
of the big interests in the United States. The question be-
fore us is whether or not we shall now remove the drastie
provision applicable to the Aldskans and give them the benefit
of the weaker ‘provision which you have given to the in-
terests in the United States. When I offered my amendment,
objecting fo the weak, wishy-washy fraud clause that you stuck
in this bill for the benefit of the big interests in the United
States, I had it in mind that there were stronger fraud clauses
in the bill which ought to stay in the bill. 'The Alaska clause
is one of them.

The objection that the gentleman has to the language of the
Alaska provision that the gentleman seeks to strike out is that
it is drastic. Well, it ought to be drastic. If he is so muech
concerned about uniformity, why not apply uniformly the clausz
that has teeth in it? This provision provides that no claimant
for a permit or lease who has been guilty of any fraud or who
has knowledge or reasonable grounds to know of any fraud
or whoe has not acted honestly and in good faith shall be entitled
to any of the benefits of this section. That is perfectly fair
and perfectly reasonable to all, Alaskan and American. We
ought to vote against the amendment. If the gentleman wants
uniformity, let us apply the drastic provision generally which is
found on page 56.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman fromr Oklahoma.

The question being taken; on a division (demanded by Mr.
GrirrIN) there were—ayes 35, noes 8.

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of no
quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota makes the
point of ne quorum present, The Chair will count.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves that
the committee do now rise.

Igg question being taken, the motion of Mr. BLANTON was re-
jected.

The CHATRMAN. One hundred and one Members present, a
quorum.

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr, Chairman.
entitled to tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not entitled to tellers
for the purpose of determining a quorum.

Mr. ANDERSON. I am not making it on the question of a
quorum. I am making it on the last vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The demanil comes too late.
will read.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message, in writing, fromr the President of
the United States was communicated to the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Sharkey, one of his secretaries.

MINING OF COAL, PHOSPHATE, OIL, ETC.

The committee resumed its session.
The Clerk read as follows:

8ec. 20. In the case of lands bona fide entered as agricultural, and
not withdrawn or classified as mineral at the time of entry, but not
ineluding lands claimed under any railroad grant, the entryman or
gntentee, or assigns, where assignment was made prior to January 1,
018, if the entry has been patented with the mineral right reserved,
shall be entitled to a preference right to a permit and to a lease, as
Lerein provided, in case of discovery; and within an area not greater
than a township such ent n and patentees, or assigns, holding re-
stricted patents may combine their holdings not to exceed 2,560 acres
for the purpose of making joint application. Leases executed under
this sectron and embracing only lands so entered shall provide for the
payment of a royalty of not less than 123 per cent as to such areas
within the permit as may not be included within the discovery lease
to which the permittee is entitled under section 14 hereof.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. On Saturday the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
pELL] ventured the thought that I had not read this bill. Now, it
may be that I had not, and, if I had not, I am not going to take
any blame upon myself for not having read it, not being a mem-

He is not

The Clerk




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

7601

ber of the committee and having this complicated bill put into
our hands at a moment's notice.

The House committee bill looks like a substitute to the Senate
bill, but, in fact, it is only an amendment which consists in
taking the Senate bill and drawing a line through every section
and then copying it section by section, practically in the same
words, making no material changes until they came down to sec-
tions 40 and 41 of the Senate bill. And there we find the nigger
in the woodpile. Those are the two sections which obviously
the committee were anxious to get at.

I have taken the trouble to go through the Senate bill and
compare it with the House committee substitute,and show in the
following table all the changes that have been made:

8. 2775. T s

The original Senate bill, 41 sections, 38 pages.

House committee bill, 38 sections, T0 pages. '*° 7!

o = Cm'_‘“l,.; AL 1a i1 Y L4

Section 1, same, except (a) exclusion of lahds acquired under
Appalachian Forest act; (b) provision as to helium; and (¢)
redrafting of alien provision. Adds 11 lines.

Section 2, same, except (a) providing for competitive bid-
ding (20 lines) ; (b) providing for one lease to a railroad less
than 200 miles in length (3 lines). Adds 23 lines,

Section 3, same.

Section 4, same.

Section 5, same.

Section 6, same,

Section 7, same, except (a) adds 5 words on line 21, page 42;
(b) provides for suspension of operation (4 lines). Adds 5 lnes.

Section 8, same, except (a) verbal change; (b) omits prohibi-
tion as to extension of privilege to corporation. Reduces 1 line,

Section 9, same ; changes word “ person ™ to “ applicant.”

Section 10, same, except (a) omission of Senate provision as
to shape of land leased. Reduces 1 line.

Section 11, same, except (a) inserts “shall” instead of
“ma ,..u

Section 12, same,

OIL AND GAS.

Section 13, same except (a) adds provision limiting Alaska
prospecting permits to five. Adds 1 line.

Section 14, same, except (a) adds provision as to leases of
160 acres (8 lines); (b) tramsposes provision as to right of
renewal ; (¢) omits six months' limitation (one-half line) ; (d)
adds one-half line; (e) adds provision as to competitive bidding.
Adds 4 lines.

Section 15, same.

Section 16, same.

Section 17, same,

Section 18, same, except (a) seven verbal changes; only one
substantial change, and that adds the following: (b) “but the
successor in interest of such claimant [fraudulent], without
notice of fraud at the time such interest was acquired, shall
not be chargeable therewith™; adds three lines; this is con-
trary to the spirit of our law. (e) Page 56, line 13, adds
limitation as to time, (d) Adds provision for compromise of
conflicting elaims emuraced in the Executive order of with-
drawal of September 27, 1808. Adds 18 lines.

Section 19, same, except three verbal changes.
limitation as to time. Seven lines.

Section 20, same, except (a) adds word “assigns” in two
places; (b) increases royalty to 123 per cent.

01L SHALE.

Section 21. Senate bill, 44 lines; House committee bill, 42
lines. Reduces two lines,

ALASEA OIL PROVISO,

“ Section 22. Senate bill, 30 lines; House committee bill, 30
nes.

SODITM,
= Section 23. Senate bill, 13 Hnes; House committee bill, 13
nes. 113 :
Section 24. Senate bill, 87 lines; House committee bill, 37

lines,
Section 25. Senate bill, 11 lines; House committee bill, 11

(b) Adds new

lines, 2
GENERAL FROVISIONS.
Section 26. Senate bill, 8 lines ; House commfittee bill, 7 lines.
y Section 27, Senate bill, 57 lines; House committee bill,” 58
ines.
unSectian 28, ‘Senate bill, 30 lines; House committee bill, 29
es,
Section 29. Senate bill, 22 lines; House -committee bill, 22

lmSectlon 380. Senate bill, 32 lines; House committee bill, 82
€8,

unSectlon 31. Senate bill, 10 lines; House committee bill, 10
es, {
Section 32. Senate bill, 9 lines ; House committee bill, 9 lines.
unSectiou 33. Senate bhill, 5 lines; House comnuittee bill, 5
i =
‘Section 34. Senate bill, 8 lines; House comumittee bill, 8

- Section 35. Senate bill, 20 lines; House committee bill, 21

nes.

mSectlon 36. Senate bill, 32 lines; House committee bill, 28
es,

" Section 37. Senate bill, 8 lines; House committee bill, 10
nes.

Section 38. Senate bill, 4 lines; House committee bill, 7 lines.
(Omitted in House bill. New section 38 relates to helinm.)
= “B;(;cr.lm 39. Senate bill, 11 lines. (Omitted in House committee
thecti) on 40, Senate bill, 18 lines. (Omitted in House committee

Section 41. Senate bill, 32 lines. (Omitted in House coms-
mittee bill) :

RECAPITULATION,

In the entire House committee bill there are enly 69 lines
added, which, if added to the Senate bill in the form of amend-
ments, would have increased its length about 8 pages, making it
41 instead of 38 pages. The House committee bill takes up 756
pages—a tremendous waste of printing and paper at a time
when we hear so much about economy. Why, then, this labo-
rious blotting out of the Senate bill only to repeat its provisions
down to and excepting sections 40 and 417 If the committee
wanted to strike those sections out, all they need have done was
to draw lines through them, indicating that they desired to ex-
clude them. :

But, no, that would never do. If they amended the Senate
bill section by section and struek out sections 40 and 41, that
would have entitled the House to move to amend by restoring
them. By reason of the aid given by the Rules Committee in
bringing in the rule requiring the House to consider the House
committee bill as an original bill we are now burdened with the
task of reading the committee bill section by seetion, instead of
reading the Senate bill section by section. If we want to read
the Senate bill for comparison we have to overcome the diffi-
culty of reading it through blotted lines. But that is not the
worst. I am no prophet, but I venture the prediction that when
an effort is made, as it will be made, to restore sections 40 and
41 to the bill, we will find the committee making the point of
order that the amendments are not germane. The question
naturally arises whether this was not their real purpose in
ecamouflaging the Senate bill. Would it not have been much
fairer to the House to let the House committee amendments
stand or fall on their merits? I made the statement on Satur-
day that the title of this bill might well be ehanged to read “A
bill to surrender to the Coal Trust and to the Oil Trust of this
country all the valuable rights which are now lying dormant in
the West.”

Please understand me, gentlemen, in my position here to-day
that 1 am resolutely in favor of the development of your great
and glorious West. I want to see you develop it. I want to
encourage the taking out of coal from the veins in the earth,
and the finding of oil wells, but I want also te protect you and
the consumers of the great United States as well, and to see
that safeguards shall be thrown around the granting of these
valuable rights. I do not want to see the wealth of this coun-
try, temporarily withdrawn from public use by President Taft
for the protection of posterity, handed over now to the Stand-
ard Oil Co. and other big interests. .to enhance their present
plethoric surpluses and enable them to further exploit the
public. i

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit n ques-
tion? i }

Mr. GRIFFIN. I yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his pro forma
amendment.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, section 20 in its present
form is a new provision; that is, it is, rather, an extension of
an old provisien. I think the purpose of the section most ex-
cellent. I would like to ask the chairman his opinion in regard
to the effect of the section. As I understand, the intent is to
authorize the entrymen or patentees to eombine in an appliea-
tion, or to make a combined application, as though they were
one person, and that when the application is thus made a per-
mit would Issue as in the ordinary case. In case of a discovery,
the lease would be made as provided for in section 14. In
other words, this combined application, if made in combined
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form, would be treated under section 14 exactly as though It
was an individual application. Is that true?

Mr. SINNOTT. 1 think they would organize themselves
either into an association or corporation and apply in that way.
I think that is the intent of the section.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I withdrzw the pro forma
amendment, and in doing so I want to say that there is no
material change whatever in this section—only two verbal
changes. . e

The Clerk read as follows:

OIL SHALE.

SEc. 21, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to
lease to any person or corporation gualified under this act an deposits
of oil shale belonging to the United States and the surface of so much
of the public lands containing such deposits, or land adjacent thereto,
95 may be required for the extraction and reduction of the leased
minerals, under such rules and regulations, not inconsistent with this
act, as he may prescribe; that no lease hereunder shall exceed 5,120
acres of land, to be described by the legal subdivisions of the unblie-
land surveys, or if unsurveyed, to be surveyed bf the United States,
at the expense of the applicant, in accordance with regulations to be
prescribed by the Se of the Interior, Leases may be for inde-
terminate periods, upon such conditions as may be imposed by the
Secretary of the Interior, including covenants relative to methods of
mining, prevention of waste, and productive development. For the
privilege of mining, extracting, and dis;nu».sh:nlil of the oil or other min-
erals covered by a lease under this section the lessee shall pay to the
United States such royalties as shall be specified in the lease and an
annual rental, payable at the beginning of each year, at the rate of

50 cents per acre per annum for the lands included in the lease, the
rental paid for any one year to be credited nst the royalties ac-
cruing ustment at

or that year; suc ﬁnltiea to_be subject to rea
the end of each 20-year period by the Secretary of the Interior: Pro-
vided, That for the pur%ose of encouraging the production of petroleum
products from shales the Secretary may, in discretion, walve the
ayment of any royalty and rental during the first five years of any
ease : Provided, That any person hn.vmé; a valid clalm to such minerals
under existing faws on Janu 1, 1919, shall upon the relinquishment
of such claim be entitled to a lease under the provisions of this section
for such area of the land relinquished as shall not exceed the maximum
area authorized by this section to be leased to an individual or cor-
oration : Provided, however, That no claimant foc a lease Who has

n guilty of any fraud or who had knowledge or reasonable grounds
to know of any fraud or who has not acted honestl{ and in good faith
shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this section: Provided fur-
ther, That not more one lease shall be granted under this section
to any one person, association, or corperation.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I do so to call the attention of the chairman of the
committee and the gentleman from Oklahoma to the fact that
in this section is another one of those provisions with teeth
in it, and it ought to be in order at this time to strike it out.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, without assenting to the im-
plication of the gentleman from Minnesota, in the interest of
uniformity I do move to strike out the language in lines 7 to
10, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the language that has
been inserted in the two previous sections found on the bottom
of page 55. °

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 60, line 23, after the word * corporation,” strike out the words
« provided, however, That no claimant for a lease who has been guilty
of any fraud or who had knowledge or reasonable grounds to know of
any fraud or who has not acted honestly and In good faith shall be
entitled to any of the benefits of this section" and insert in- liem
thereof the following: “ That no fraudulent claimant shall be entitled
to any lease provided for in this section, but the successor in interest
of such claimant without notice of fraud at the time such interest was
acquired shall not be chargeable therewith.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment,

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. ANDERsSON) there were 32 ayes and 5 noes.

Mr. ANDERSON. AMr, Chairman, I make the point of no
quorun.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The question was taken, and the motion was lost.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes
the point of no quorum, and the Chair will count. [After
counting.] Eighty-five Members present, not a quorum.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes had it.

AMr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers,

Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is dividing and the gentleman
can not make the point of order now. .

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr,
Sixxorr and Mr. CARTER.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. The point of order was made by the gentle-
man from Minnesota that there was no quorum. While the
Chair was counting I moved that the committee do now rise,

That was pending while the Chair was counting a quorum. I
moved that the committee rise, and the committee decided not
to rise. Now, would another motion for the committee to rise,
there having been in the meantime no business transacted, be
in order before the Chair determines that a quorum was
present?

The CHATRMAN. Here is the parlinmentary situation. The
gentleman from Minnesota raised the question of no quorum.
The gentleman from Texas made a motion that the committee
rise. The committee declined to rise. The Chair then counted
and disclosed the fact that there was.no quorum; and then
tellers were demanded, and the committee decided that it should
have tellers.

Mr. BLANTON, And tellers are asked for on the question
of the committee rising.

The committee again divided, a4 the tellers reported that
there were 3 yeas and 85 noes.

So the motion that the committee rise was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Chairman, when the motion to rise
was made there was pending a point of no quorum, and the
vote just taken discloses that there is no quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct and the Clerk
will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Ackerman Fuller, Mass, Lea, Calif, Reed, N. Y.
Alexander Gallagher Lehlbach Riddick
Ayres Gallivan her Riordan
Babka Gandy Linthicum Robsion, Ky,
Bacharach Ganly . Little Rodenberg
Barkley Garner Lonergan Rouse
Benson Garrett Longworth Rowan
Blackmon Glynn McAndrews Rowe
Bland, Va. Godwin, N, C MecClintic Sabath
Boies Goldfogle MeCulloch Sanders, Ind.
Booher Gocdal McDuflie Sanders, N. Y.
Britten Goodykoontz McFadden Sanford
Brooks, I1l. Gould McKenzia Saunders, Va.
Brooks, Pa. Graham, Pz. McKeown Scott
Browni'ng Giraham, I11. McKiniry Scully
Brumbaugh Greene, Mass. cLane Se
Burke Griest McLaughlin, Nebr,Sherwood
Burroughs Hamill MacCrate Shreve
Butler Hamilton Ma, Siegel
Caldwell ardy, Tex Maher Sims
Campbell, Kans, Haskell Mann, I1l. Sinelair
Cantrill Haugen Martin Sisson
Carew Heflin Mason Slem
Carss Hersey Minahan, N. J. Smal
Casey Hicks Montague Smith, I1L
Chindblom Hill Mooney Smith, N. Y.
Clarke, Fla. Holland Moore, Pa. Steele
Cole Houghton Moore, Va. Stephens, Miss.
wael Hul Moores, Ind. Sullivan
Cople Hust orin Sweet
Costello Hutchinson Mudd Swope
Cramton Ireland Murphy 'ague
Crowther James Neely Taylor, Ark.
Cullen Jefferis Newton, Mo, Temple
Dallinger Johnson, Ky. Nicholls, 8. C. Thomas
vey Johnson, 8. Dak. Nichols, Mich. Tincher
Davis, Minn. Johnson, Wash. olan Towner
Dem Johnston, N, Y. O’Connell Treadway
Dent Jones, 'a. O’'Connor Vare
Dewalt Kearns Ogden Voigt
Doremns Kelley, Mich. Olney Volstead
Drane Kendall Paife Watson, Pa
Hagan Kennedy, Iowa  Pel Webb
le Kennedy, R. 1. Peters ‘White, Me.
Emerson Kettner Porter Wilson, Pa.
h Kineheloe Radcliffe Winslow
'ess Kleczka Rainey, ﬂenr%r'l‘. Wise
rields Kreider Rainey, John W. Wood, Ind
Mlood LaGuard Ramse Yates
fordney I‘a_nfley Randall, Calif. Young, N. Dak.
frear Layton Reavis
1 n Lazaro

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. MappEx, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, reported that that commit-
tee had had under consideration the bill 8. 2775, and finding
itself without a quorum he had directed the roll to be called,
when 225 Members answered to their names, a quorum, and he
handed in the list of absentees,

The committee resumed its session.

" Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Chairman, I submit that when the
point of no quorum was raised the committee was dividing on
the question of an amendment, and that the vote should now
be taken on that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oklahoma.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreeed to.

ALASEA OIL PROVISO,

Spe. 22. That any bona fide occupant or claimant of oil or gas bear-
ing lands in the Territory of Alaska, who, or whose predecessors in in-
terest, prior to withdrawal had complied otherwise with the require-
ments of the mining laws, but had made no discovery of oil or gas in
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wells and who bad made substantial improvements for the discovery of
oll or gas on or for each loecation or had prior to thie passage of this
act expended not less than $250 in improvements on or for each location
shall be entitled, upon relinguishment or surrender to the United States
within one year from the date of this act, or within six months after
final denial or withdrawal of application for patent, to a prospecting
permit or permits, lease or leases, under this act covering such lands,
not exceeding five permits or leases in number and not exceeding an
aggregate of 1,280 acres in each: Provided, That leases in Alaska under
this act. whether as a result of prospecting permits or otherwise, shall
be upon such renta! and royalties as shall be fixed b{ the Secretary of
the Interior and specified in the lease, and be subject to readjustment at
the end of each 20-yesr period of the lease, and may, in the discretion
of the Secretary, include noncontiguous tracts: Provided further, That
for the purpose of encouraging the production of petrolenm- products in
Alaska the Becretary may, in bls discretion, waive the pa{ment of any
rental or royaltt_v not exceeding the first five years of any lease.
- No claimant for a Jease who' has beén ‘guilty of any fraud or who had
knowledge or reasunable grounds.to know, of any frand or who has not
acted honestly and in good faith shall be entitled to any of the benefits
of this section. j p

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 62,
by striking out the language in the lines 7 to 10, inclusive, and
inserting in lieun thereof the language on page 55, which has
been inserted heretofore in the other amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendwment
offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma,

- The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FErris: On page 62, beginning with line
7, strike out all of lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, and insert in lieu thereof the
following : ** Provided, however, That no fraudulent claimant shall be
entitled to any lease provided for in this section, but the successor in
interest of such claimant without notice of fraud at the time such
interest was acquired shall not be chargeable therewlth.” X

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the
gentleman from Oklahoma is one which, in common with other
amendments which he has offered—and, I am sure, without any
intent of that kind—has the effect of weakening the fraud pro-
visions of the bill. The provision as it stands in the bill puts
everyone on notice as to whether fraud has been committed
or not. It requires every purchaser of lands embraced within
the purview of this act to make a reasonable inquiry as to the
title which his predecessor in interest had. If the amendment
of the gentleman from Oklahoma be adopted, any purchaser
may shut his eyes and, without making any effort at all to de-
termine whether his predecessor's title was fraudulent or .not,
take the land absolutely without any taint of fraud. I am will-
ing to grant that a man who takes land innocently after mak-
ing due inquiry and after making every effort reasonable to
ascertain that his predecessor’s title was good ought to be pro-
tected, but I think you go a long way toward encouraging fraud
in these matters when you undertake to invite people who come
in as secondary owners of these lands to shut their eyes to
the character of the title which their predecessor in interest
had. I think you go a long way toward encouraging fraud
when you say to a man, “ All that is necessary for you to do in
order to be absolutely secure in your title, as against any fraud
which your predecessor in interest committed, is to shut your
ryes and make no inguiry whatever as to the character of
the title or the way in which he secured his interest.”

I want to serve notice now that;, while I would like to vote
for this bill, if the Committée on Public Lands continues to put
in provisions weakening the law, making its provisions against
fraud absolutely nugatory, I shall find it very difficult, if not
impossible, to vote for it; and I do not want the Committee on
Public Lands to put me in that position, because I should like
to vote for legislation which will permit the development of
these lands under circumstances which will amply proteet the
publie interest.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oklahoma.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. FERrIS) there were—ayes 57, noes 13.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Spc. 24. That upon showing to the satisfaction of the Secretary of
the Interior that valuable deposits of any of the substances enumerated
in section 23 hereof has been discovered by the permittee within the
area covered by his permit and that such land is chiefly valuable there-
for the permittee shall be entitled to a lease for one-half of the land
embraced in the prospecting permit, at a royalty of not less n one-
cighth of the amount or value of the production, to be taken and de-
seribed by legal subdivisions of the public-land surveys, or if the land
be not ‘surveyed by survey executed at the cost of the permittee in
accordance with rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary
of the Interfor. The permittee ghall also have the preference right to
lease the remainder of the lands embraced within the limits of his permit
at a royalty to be fixed by the Becretary of the Interior. Lands known
to contain such valuable deposits as are enumerated in section 23
hereof and not covered by permits or leases, except such lands as are
situated in said county of Ban Bernardino, shall be held subject to lease,
and may be leased by the Secretary of the Interior through advertise-
ment, competitive bidding, or such other methods as he may by genernl

LVIIT——4S0

tions adopt, and in suoch areas as he shall fix, not exceeding
2,660 acres; all leases to be conditioned upon the payment by the lessee
of such royalty as may be fixed in the lease, and the payment in advance
of a rental of 60 cents per acre for the first calend?zr year or fraction
thereof and $1 per acre ‘iaer anoum thereafter during the continuance of
the lease, the rental paid for any one year to be credited on the royalty
for that year. Leases may be for indeterminate periods, subject to re-
adjustment at the end of each 20-year period, upon such conditions not
inconsistent herewith as may be incorporated in each lease or prescribed
in general regulation theretofore issued by the Secretary of the Interior,
including covenants relative to mining methods, waste, period of pre-
liminary develo?ment, and minimum production, and a lessee under this
sectlon may be lessee of the remaining lands in his permit.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I do so for the purpose of asking the chairman of
the committee a question in reference to this section. The first
part of this section authorizes the permittee to operate his hold-
ing at a royalty of not less than one-eighth of the amount or
value of the production. This part provides * that the permittee
shall have a preferential right to lease the remainder of the
land embraced within the limits of the permits at a royalty to
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior.” Now, what I want
to ask the chairman of the committee is, whether the last pro-
vision I have read is intended to permit the Secretary of the
Interior to lease the remainder of the land to the permittee at
; royalty less than that provided for the other half of the lease-

old.

Mr. SINNOTT. Noj; the Secretary would not do that. He
would probably go higher. He gets the prospecting permit and
upon the discovery of sodium he is entitled to one-half of the land
at a royalty of not less than one-eighth.

Mr. ANDERSON. If it were proper to put in a limitation of
less than one-eighth in the first place it seems to me it would be
clearly proper to put any such limitation with respect to the last
half.

Mr, SINNOTT. There would not be any objection to that.
Of course, the Secretary would not lease for any less royalty.

Mr. ANDERSON. I assume, and I think it would be a reu-
sonable assumption, that the failure of Congress to put into this
provision the limitation which is put into the other might indi-
cate an intention on the part of Congress that the last half
should be leased for less than the minimum royalty.

Mr, SINNOTT. The Secretary would read into it some limi-
tation. He would probably exact a higher royakty for the bal-
ance, as is done in the oil wells.

Mr. ANDERSON. I want also to direct the attention of the
gentleman to line 24, page 63, in which there appears to be no
limit at all upon the royalty, because the provision provides that
the lease shall be conditioned upon the payment by the lessee of
such royalty as may be fixed in the lease. Is there any differ-
entiation there which resulted in the committee refraining from
making a minimum in that case?

Mr. SINNOTT. No; there was not.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
Page 03, line 14, after the word “ royalty,” insert *‘ of not less
than one-eighth of the amount or value of the production.”

Mr, SINNOTT. I will aceept that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. RAKER. A point of order—the Clerk has not reported
the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Axpersox: Page 63, line 14, after the
word * royalty,” insert “ of not less than one-eighth of the amount or
value of the production.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr, ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the same amend-
ment after the word * royalty,” in line 24, page 63.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will yreport the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, ANDERSON: Page 063, line 24, after the word
"rogult:y," insert “of not less than one-eighth of the amount or value
of the production.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to,
The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 20. That in addition to areas of such mineral land which may
be included in any such prospecting permits or leases, the Secretary of
the Interior, in his discretion, may grant to a permittee or lessee of
lands containing sodium deposits, and subject to the payment of an
annual rental of not less than 25 cents per acre, the exclusive right
to use, duringbthe life of the permit or lease, a tract of unoccupied
nonmineral rEu lic land, not exceeding 40 acres in area, for camp sites,
refining works, and other purposes connected with and necessary to the

roper development and use of the deposits covered by the permit or
ease.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the
last word. Mr. Chairman, I have to preface my question with
respect to this section with the statement that 1 admit T do
not know very much about this sodinum proposition, but the
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preveding section and section 23 authorize the total holding to
one permittee of 2,560 acres, It would seem that the holding
ought fo be sufficient fo cover the land necessary for camp sites,
refining werks, and other purposes of that sort, without the
additiongl amount earried in section 25. I rose for the purpose
of asking the committee what is the reason for this provision?

Mr, SINNOTT. A man muy have a plant away and apart
from the original leasehold. Now, in my State they are faking
sodinm salts and they are transporting them in a pipe line, or
expect to transpert them, 50 or 60 miles to the main plant, that
may be on public land several miles from the leaschold, and
that is to meet a case of that kind.

Mr. ANDERSON., Do I understand the gentleman that it is
not necessary in working these sodium deposits that the plant
should be contiguous to the deposit?

Mr. SINNOTT. It is not so in my State.

AMr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 27. That no person, association, or corporation, except as herein
med, shail take or Boid more than one coul, phosphate, or sodium
ease Guring the hfe of such lease in any one étuto; no person, Asso-
clatlon, or corporation shall take or hold at one time more than three
oil or gas leases granted hereunder in any one State and not more
tha ne lease within the geologic structure of the same producing
oil or gas fleld; no corporation shall hold any interest as a stock-
holder of another corporation in more thanm such number of leases;
and no personm or corporation shall take or hold any interest or in-
terests as a member of an a tlon or associations or as a stock-
holder of a corporation or corporations holding a lease under the
provizions hercof, which, t er with the area embraced in aay

ircct holding of a lease under act, or which, together with any
_other interest or interesis as a member of an association or assocla-
‘tlons cr as n stoekholder of a corporation or corporations holding a
lease under the provisions hereof, for any kind of mineral leased here-
under, exceeds in aggregate an amount equivalent tp the maximum
number of acres of the ve kinds of minerals allowed to any
one lessee under this act. interests held in violation of this act
shall be forfelted to the United Stales by appropriate pruceeﬂings ia-
stituted by the Attorney General for that purpose in the United States
listrict ecurt for the distriet in which the pmﬁﬂ;y. OT BOme thereof,
iz located, ex that any ownership or Interest fo iden in this
act which may acquired by descent, will, judgment, or decree
be held for two years and not lomger after its on: P A
That uvothing herein contained shall be construed to limit sections 18,
19, and 22 or to prevent any number of lessees under the provisions
of this act from cembining their several interests so far as may be
necessary for the purposes of constructing and carrying on the i-
ness of a refinery, or of establishing and constructing as a common car-
rier a pipe line or lines of railroads to be operated and used by t
jointly in the transportation of oil from their several , or from
the wells of other lessees under this act, or the transportation of coal:
Previded further, That any combination for such purpose or purposes
shall l'c subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior on
application fo him for permission fo form the same: And provided
further, That if any of the lands or deposits leased under the pro-
vizions of this act shall be subleased, , possessed, or comtro
by any device permanently, temporarily, directly, indireetly, tacitly,
or in any manner whatsoever, so that they form part of or are in any
wise controlled by any combination in the form of an unlawful o
with ~onsent of lessee, or form the subject of any contract or eom-

iracy in restraint of trade in the mining or lel.ﬁng of coal, phos-
phate, oil, oil shale, gas, or sodinm entered into by the lessee, or any
agreement or understanding, written, w or otherwise to which
such lessec shall be a party, of which his or its oviput is to be or be-
come the subject, to control the %'tce or prices thereof or of any
holding of such lands by any individual, p ership, assoclation, cor-
poration, or contrel, in excess of the amounts of lands provided in
this act, the lease thereof shall be forfeited by appropriate court
proceedings.

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out of lines 7 and 8, page 67, the words “ with consent of
lessee.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Olerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Evaxs of Nebraska : Page 67, line 7, after
the word * trust,” strike out the words “ with consent of lessee.”

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. The purpose of this provision
found on page 67 evidently is to prevent eombinations, and yet
with those words in it loses all force for that For
instance, it has been stated here, and I presume it is a fact,
that there are 27 corporations under the control of the Stand-
ard Oil Co., or known as Standard Oil corporations. Each of
those corporations is entitled to buy and sell and own stock
in other eorporations. A corporation itself can only sin by
the acts of the corporation or its officers acting within the
purview of their duty. Therefore if one of these 27 corpora-
tiens forms another corporation for the purpose of leasing, and
it holds 51 per cent of the stock, the balance being held by
other persons, it can confrol all of that territory, and the 27
corporations can control 27 leasing propositions, which will
not be subjeet to the provisions of this act. If you strike out
“with consent of the lessee,” you then give virility to this
provision. If you leave it in, it is absolutely useless,

Mr., SINNOTT. If you strike that out, a man’s property and
lense would be forfeited If some one does something without
his consent,

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska.
nation.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Evaxs]. Y

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected,

Mr, VAILE. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment ; k -'
o 1E e e ﬂ?gered by ‘}Ilrs Y:;ll...“! Page 6, line 15, after the figures

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, this is merely to cover the
previous section, which we divided, so as to include them both.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee a ques-
tion. The provision beginning on line 6, page 6, provides:

Any interests held in violation of this act shall be forfeited to tha
'Ux:nlte«ll States by appropriate proceedings instituted by the Attorney

And so forth.

1 take it that under that language the holding is valid, and
any operations conducted under it would be valid until affer
action breught by the United States. Am I correct in my con-
struction of that language?

Mr, SINNOTT. That would relate to a lease, but.not to a
permit. The Secretary has certain rights under a permit, but
after the permit is merged into a lease, then it will take court

action.
Well, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask what

Not unless it is in the combi-

offers an

Mr. ANDERSON.
was the reason for that sort of a provision? Ordinarily a lease
would be void ab initio, but here you put the entire burden on
the Government to proceed to forfeit the lease before anything
ean be done in the way of showing fraud.

Mr, SINNOTT. It isin recognition of that legal, or equitable,
principle that the law abhors a forfeiture, and there must be a
showing made in court before the forfeiture can be secured.

Mr. ANDERSON. I assume a man could scarcely hold a larger
amount of land under this act than the act permits, without
knowing it. Therefore it seems to me that it ought to provide
that the holding of an amount in excess of the amount per-
mitted by the law should be void from the beginning.

Mr. SINNOTT, Well, a man might inadvertently secure more
stock than he is entitled to; and it is in line with all court
proceedings in relation to forfeiture.

Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. Chairman, I move to insgert in line 7,
page 66, after the word “ be ” the words * void and shall be,” So
that it will read:

Any interests held in violation of this act shall be void and shall be
forfeited to the United States.

And so forth.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: :

Amendment offered Mr. AxpEnsox ¢ Page 66, line 7, after the word
“pe ' insert * void and shall be.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taiten, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask far a division, Mr. Chairman,

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 33.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of no
quorum.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota makes the
point of no quorum. The Chair will count.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I move that the commiitee
do now rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves that the
Committee do now rise. The question is on agreeing to that
motion. i

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected,

The CHATRMAN. The committee refuses to rise.

Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of no
quorum.

The CHATRMAN. The point of no quormm is withdrawn., |

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last two words.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska moves to
strike out the last two words,

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask

the chairman of the cornmittee a question, calling his attention
to lines 13 and 14, on page 66. What is the purpose of the lan-
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guage “ to be held for two years and not longer after its ac-
quisition " ?

Mr. SINNOTT. That is in case the property devolves upon
some one by descent, will, judgment, or decree. They do not
want to compel him to summarily dispose of it at once, but they
give him a little grace.

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska.
acres? Is that it? :

Mr, SINNOTT. O, no. If this properiy devolves upon him

. an excess amount, too many acres——

Mr. EVANS of Nebraska. That is what I meant.

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment as a sepa-
rate section, 27a.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from North Dakota.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BAgr: Page 67, line 18, after the word
# proceedings,” insert a new section, 27a:

“ Sec. 27a. That, subject to the provisions, limitations, and conditions
of this act, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to issue leases for
coal, oil, oil shale, or gas deposits owned by the United States and the
lands contalning same to any State of the United States the constitu-
tion and laws of which authorize it to engage in the business of mining
or extracting, treating, and disposing of such mineral deposits.”

Mr. SINNOTT. Myr. Chairman, I make the point of order on
that. It is not germane to the subject.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. BAER. I want to make one remark. I made that amend-
ment to the bill under the coal provision, and did not include oil
and phosphates. While if may not be germane to the section,
I will introduce it at the proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 28, That rights of way through the public lapds, including the
forest reserves, of the United States are hereby granted for pipe-line
purposes for the transportation of oil or natoral gas to any applicant
poasessiu;; the qualifications provided in section 1 of this act to the
extent of the ground occupied by the said pipe line and 25 fect on
cach gide of the same under sach regulations as to survey, locatiom,
application, and use as may be prescribed by the Secrctary of the
Interior and upon the express condition that such pipe lines shall
be constructed, operated, and maintained as common carriers : Provided,
That the Government shall in express terms reserve and shall pro-
vide in every lease of oil lands hereunder that the lessee, assignee, or
beneficiary, if owner, or operator or owner of o controlling interest in
any pipe line or of any comglany operating the same which may be

rated accessible to the oil derived from lands under such lease,
shall at reasonable rates and without discrimination aceept and convey
the oil of the Government or of any citizen or company, not the
owner of any pipe line, operating a lease or purchasing gas or oil under
the provisions of this nct: Provided further, That no right of way
shall hereafter be granted over said lands for the tr:msfort.ntion of
oil or natural gas except under and subject to the provisions, limita-
tions, and conditions of this section. Failure to comply with the
provisions of this section or the regulations prescribed by the Secretary
of the Interior shall be ground for forfeiture of the grant by the
United States district court for the district in which the property, or
some part thereof, is located in an appropriate proceeding.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, on line 23, page 67, I ask that
the word *“aet" be stricken out and the word * act™ be sub-
stituted.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from California.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. RARER : Strike ont, in line 23, page 67, the
word * aet " and insert the word * act.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment, :

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, apparently this section
proposes to grant rights of way to every applicant under this
act, and provides that the Government may in express terms
reserve and provide that the owner * shall at reasonable rates
and without discrimination aceept and convey the oil of the
Government or of any citizen or company, not the owner of
any pipe line, operating a lease or purchasing gas or oi!
under the provisions of this aect.” I can not find in this
section any place where any person is required to apply to the
Secretary of the Interior for the right of way. His right
of way is granted by the bill itself. I do not see any way by
which he can get before the Secretary of the Interior so that
the Secretary can impose any limitations on him,

Mr. SINNOTT. It is down at the bottom of page 67, * under
such regunlations as to survey, location, application, and use
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.”

That is where he has too many

The

Mr. ANDERSON. That is to say, that under general lan-
guage it is contemplated that the Secretary will require an
application in every case where the lessee under the provisions
of this act desires to use any public lands. Is that correct?

er. SENNOTT. I think that is a reasonable construction
of it.

Mr. ANDERSON. There was some doubt in my mind as to
whether the general langnage to which the gentleman refers was
sufficient to make it certain that the interest of the lessee to the
right of way did not attach until after application, acceptance,
and approval of the application by the Secretary. In other
words, I had the general impression from reading the section
that the section itself granted the right of way.

Mr. SINNOTT. Automatically?

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes.

Mr. SINNOTT. No; I think not.

Mr. ANDERSON. I may be in error about that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 20, That any permif, lease, occupation, or use permitted under
this act shall reserve to the tary of the Interior the right to per-
mit, upon such terms as he may determine to be just, for jolnt or sev-
eral use, such easements or rights of w;jy, including easements in tunnecls
upon, through, or in the lands leased, occupied, or used as may be
necessary or appropriate to the working of the same, or of other lands
containing the deposits described in this act, and the treatment and
shipment of the products thereof by or under authority of the Govern-

ment, its lessees, or permittees, and for other ?‘ubllc purposes : Provided,

That said Secretary, in his discretion, in making any lease under this

act, may reserve to the United States the right to lease, sell, or other-
wise dis?one of the surface of the lands embraced within suoch lease
under existing law or laws hereafter enacted, in so far as said surface Is
not necessary for use of the lessee in extracting and removing the de-
posits therein: Provided further, That if such reservation is made it
shall be so determined before the offering of such lease: And provided
further, That the saiqd Secretary, during the life of the lease, is au-
thorized to issue such permits for casements herein provided to be
reserved.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. May I ask the chairman of the committee if it is
contemplated under this provision that the easements and rights
of way over the publie domain shall be granted without com-
pensation? 5

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes; for this purpose.

Mr. ANDERSON. An easement under a general provision of
this kind might be a very valuable right, might it not?

Mr. SINNOTT. It would only be valuable in connection with
the opération of the property.

Mr. ANDERSON. And such an easement, of course, might
very materially decrease the value of the public lands upon
which it was granted.

Mr. SINNOTT. Of course the lessee is paying for that right
of way when he leases his property, paying for it in his bid anq
his royalty. Like a railroad employee who gets a pass over the
railroad, he really does not get a free pass. He pays for it in
his daily employment.

Mr. ANDERSON. Then the gentleman asserts that the words
“npon such terms as he may determine to be just,” in line 23,
on page 68, and line 1, on page 69, do not include a reasonable
charge for the value of the use of the right of way?

Mr. SINNOTT. I think those words are broad enough to per-
mit the Secretary to make a charge. My attention was not on
that precise language.

Mr. ANDERSON. I wanted the gentleman's opinion that the
language was broad enough to authorize a charge.

Mr. SINNOTT. I think it is.

Mr. ANDERSON. Because I desired to offer an amendment,
unless I could have the gentleman's assurance that he did think
that language was broad enough to cover a charge.

Mr., SINNOTT. 1 was called away while the section was
being read, and did not have that exact language in mind. I
think it is broad enough to cover that.

Mr. ANDERSON. With that assurance of the chairman of
the committee, I withdraw my pro forma amendment.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I should like to ask the gentleman from Oregon if it is
intended to have a night session on this bill?

Mr. SINNOTT. Not to-night. .

Mr. WALSH. The shades of night are falling fast, and we
have had a pretty zood exemplification of a strenuous day

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the commitiee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. MappeN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whele House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having had under consideration the bill (8. 2775) to
promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, and sodium on
the public domain, had come to no resolution thereon. -
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LEAYE TO EXTEND REMARKS.

Mr, VAILE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks on the bill under consideration in Com-
mitiee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
revise and extend his remarks on the bill under consideration in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

. BANKS IN NORTH DAEKOTA.

Mr. BAELIX. M. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to proceed
for one minute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota asks
unanimous consent to address the House for one minute. Is
there objection?

Mr. RAKER. Reserving the right to object, on what subjeet?

Mr. BAER. In relation to an alleged bank failure at Fargo,
N. Dak. I think it will be of inferest.

Mr. GARD. Is the gentleman's request for a moment or for
a minute?

Mr. BAER. For a minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, BAHR. Mr. Speaker, about two weeks ago a press dis-
pateh sent out from Fargo, N. Dak., and widely published under
glaring headlines, proclaimed that the Seandinavian-Ameriean
Banlk of that city was closed because of being insolvent. Later
the newspapers in the Northwest qualified the statement by say-
ing the bank was “alleged ” to be insolvent. The fact of the
matter is that the bank was never insolvent.

At the outset, let me make it clear that the Seandinavian-
American Bank is a private institution and must not be con-
fused with the state Bank of North Dakota, which is now or-
zanized with a capital of $2,000,000 and has deposits amounting
to $13,000,000. Many newspapers, intentionally or unintention-
ally, led the public to believe that the bank which was alleged
to be insolvent was the State-owned Bank of North Dakota, es-
tablished by a constitutional amendment, ratified at two clections
by the majortty of the people. I wish that I had the time to com-
ment on the success of this new State institution, which em-
braces features of the Federal reserve bank and the farm-loan
bank. It has a wonderful record. Mr. F, W. Cathro, director
general of the bank, recently stated in a report that the bank has
earned more than $40,000 in the seventy-odd days it has been
doing business. It has not only made this profit but it has had a
great tendency to reduce the interest of first farm mortgages
throughout the State. This bank has been created solely for pub-
lic service and makes no unsecured loans. Consequently any
charges made against the State bank are absolutely false. -

At the time that the Scandinavian-American Bank was
closed, the State bank examiner was out of the State on official
business at the request of the attorney gemeral. The attorney
general, allying himself with another member of the banking
board, formed a political plot to close up the institution, in
order to diseredit the Nonpartisan League, many members of
which had notes in this bank. In the absence of the State bank
examiner they used an incompetent deputy to carry out their
designs. I say “incompetent” because he overlooked thou-
sands of dollars in collateral which was deposited in the bank.
The reports of this deputy, whose name is Halldorson, either
were the outgrowth of the grossest bias or the rankest incompe-
tence, for when Mr. Thatcher, an expert auditor of the Equi-
table Audit Co,, of St. Paul, checked up the Seandinavian-
American Bank he (declared that it was in sound going con-
dition at the time it was closed. Without checking up the
total amount of collateral, Mr. Halldorson said that the bank
was “ hopelessly insolvent.” Mr. Thatcher pointed out that col-
lections were $217,000 since Halldorson made his report, and
that loans and discounts had been reduced by $191,000 since the
attorney general’s crew were ousted from the bank, proving the
assets of the institution were exceptionally liguid. Mr. Thatcher
showed the sound business policy accompanying the loans made
by the bank and the manner in whieh the loans were paid out.
“To-day the cash reserve of the bank is 220 per cent of the re-
gquirements,” he said. *“ The total reserve is 160 per cent of the
reguirements. I wish to state that the bank is not only solvent,
but it has its capital and surplus intact and it has nceumulated
net profits of $10,000.”

1 want to eall the attention of the House to the fact that
certain papers played up this false report of the bank being
insclvent at the time, but they have been profoundly silent since
dispatehes came from Fargo stating that the bank had been re-
opened last Saturday, after a decision of the supreme court,
which declared that the bank had never been insolvent. The
court ousted the attorney general and his “ pretenders.”” Upon

his return, the State bank examiner, Mr. Lofthus, investigated
the bank and in his report stated: “I am satisfied that this bank
is not only solvent, but also retains its surplus and some undi-
vided profits. Considering the interests of the bank patrons,
the stockholders, and the credit of the State of North Dakota,
and knowing that' the bank is solvent and is in a condition to
resume business, it is my opinion that it should be opened and
allowed to resume business.”

In addition to the reduction in the loans, Mr. Lofthus found
the reserve of the institution $85,000 above the amount required
in addition to the bank’s holding of $50,000 in Liberty bonds.
He asserted that Halldorson had sent out deceptive statements
regarding the bank’s condition because in the time he examined
the institution *“he could not have obtained a sufficient knowl-
edge of the financial status to qualify him to properly pass
Jjudgment on the bank’s solvency.”

In view of these statements of such responsible officials I
think it unnecessary for my going into details concerning this
dastardly attempt to wreck a perfectly sound institution. The
infamous effort of the obstructionists of a great movement of
the people was an attempt to break its finaneial hackbone by
foreclosing just before harvest. It failed.

Last Tuesday a tremendous mass meeting was held in the
huge auditorium at Fargo, which in spite of its great capacity
was totally inadequate to accommodate the erowd, necessitating
the holding of an overflow meeting. Hon. Lynn J. Frazier, gov-
ernor of the State; President A. €. Townley, of the Nonparti-
san League; and other prominent men addressed the enthusi-
astic multitude and were greeted time and time again with
thunderous applause, in which were mingled cries of “ We'll
stick; we are not broke yet."

At midnight, at the conclusion of this tremendous guthering,
there was presented the unusual spectacle of hundreds of farm-
ers lined up in front of an institution alleged to be insolvent,
not for the purpose of making a “ run* on the bank, but for the
purpose of making a run to deposit their thousands of dollars
in actual cash, as an indication of their faith in the solvency of
the institution. This is the most unique spectacle in American
history, an example of a bank where depositors, in spite of false
reports, showed their unswerving confidence in its stability and
registered their contempt for the tacties of the conspirators.

While their sentiment was more substantially demonstratod
by the bushels of money that were actually piled up on the bank
floors the following -resolutions well express the spirit of the
meeting:

Be it resolved, That we, the farmers of North Dakota in mass conyen-
tion assembled in FPargo on this 21st day of October, 1919, hereby unite
in setting forth for the benefit of the ple of the United States the
facts in the plot which resulted in the temporary closing of the Scandi-
navian-American Bank of Fargo.

Five years ago there began in the State of North Dakota an organiza-
tion which has continually, insistently, and successf har w1 and
attacked the methods of the monopolistic business pa tes, and during
the past five years it has been the hope and the dream of the in
speculator, the unpecessary middle man, and the monopolistic hu#ﬁﬂm
parasites that they might awake to find the Nonpartisan League had
met with disaster; that its newspapers had been wlped ouf; that the
farmers’ banks had been wrecked; that the farmers’ stores had been
¢losed ; and that the farmers’ program of progress had been set back
half a century. They have not nn]f' dreamed but they have organized
and concentrated their publicity, political, and finaneial foreces to bring
about this result. Having tried the test of political stremgth, the test
of economiec strength, the test of false accusation, and every test which
they could devise to destroy this great movement and having failed, the
finally changed their pians and used the on!meapon which has invari-
ably proved successfol for them and their kind—money power.

For some months past the chamber of commerce barons, the milling
magnates, the railroad dictators, and the great finaneial kings have
planned together day Ig' day to bring upon the farmers' movement dis-
aster from all sides, hey have enlisted in thelr cause by falr means
or foul three men in whom the people of North Dakotn had placed thelr
faith, and worklnf with those wen they have planned to refuse to cash

aper issued by farmers’ banks, to refuse to loan money to farmers'
stitutions, tofmake ‘.“EE:‘;S' ;:ol;esﬁe';gd ;armers‘ checks 'mlut'%cls. to

use runs on farmers s, to ¥ farmers’ newspapers, to o
?tllt the Nonpartisan League and all it stands for, to stop the lmlldhlt)g
of mills and elevators in North Dakota. They have prepared and sent
out through all the news channels of the United States of America the
message that o great fraud has been exposed, that the farmers' move-
ment has failed, and that the State of North Dakota is bankrupt.
They have been willing to go to any lengths to gntn thelr ends, and in
this malign attempt to crush the very heart of democracy in the State
of North Dakota their chief work has been done by men who were
trusted by the ple of the State; men who have stooped to any act,
no matter how low; men who stood ready to and did violate any law;
men who are daily vielating their oath of office; men who a rently
retain no respect for themselves, their name, or their families; men
wlo listen no longer to the desire of their constituents; men who are
willing to destroy the whole future of true democracy in order to
gatiate their selfish political desires, and in their reckless pursuit of
their program of destruction they have nunlawfully and unjustly at-
tempted to destroy this safe, sound, and solvent bank, the leading
farmers' bank of North Dakota—the Scandinavian-American.

Now, therefore, we do hereby resolve :

First. That we call upon our fellow citizens, the le of the State
of North Dakota to stand fast in support of their institutions and the

rogram of progress to which their State has committed herself, ta
elieve no false charges made against the State, to have faith in their
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movement and stand unfaltering, shoulder to shoulder, to answer back
the enemies of this great movement by eomin forward’ and mmﬂhe
Scandinavian-American Bank of Fnrgo the biggest bank in the te,
both in capital and surplus and lo buslpess .conducted by it.

Second. That whereas in the face of the unfaithfulness of Langer,
Mall, and Kositzky. in the face of all their political trick and In the
face of all the obstacles that have beéen raised, Lynn J. zier, gov-
ernor, and John N. Hagau, commissioner of agriculture and labor, have
remained faithful to the cause of the peisrjt:are of the State and have made
possible the splendid success which the te is achieving In its progres-
slve work : erefore be it further

Resolved, That we tender to Lynn J. Frazier, and John N. Hagan our
most heartfelt thanks for the fireless, self-sacrificing fight they have
mnde in spite of heart-breaking opposition and that we assure them of
our unbounded love and admiration for what they have done and pledge
them our devoted cooperation In carrying through to a finish the work
they have so splendidiy begun against such heavy odds ; and be it further

Resolzed, 'Igat engrossed coples of this resolution be madé attested

as correct by the secretary of this convention, and presented to Gov.

Wrazier nnd Commissioner Hagan,
EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr, GrirFin, Mr, CoxNALLY, and Mr. JoxgEs of Texas were
granfed leave to extend their remarks in the REcogDp.

LEAVE OF ARSENCE.

Mr. Joaxsox of Washington, by unanimous consent, was
given leave of absence for one day.

Mr. HUMPHREYS., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
ihat on Thursday next at 2 o'clock the House stand in recess
not to exceed 30 minutes——

AMr. VOLSTEAD. NMr. Spea'er, I objeet.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, where a veto message comes
from the President of the United States to the House is it not
in order to have it submitted at once?

The SPEAKER. It is; it is within the discretion of the
Chair. The Chair was about to submit it, but thought that he
would have these minor matters cleared up first.

Mr. HUMPHREYS, Mr. Speaker, may I submit my request,
as the gentleman objected before he heard it7 I ask unani-
mous consent that the House recess next Thursday at 2 o'clock
for 15 minutes, the purpose being at that time to present to Gen.
McCain a silver eup——

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object.

AMr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous econsent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp.

AMr. WALSH. Reserving the-right to object, on what subjeet?

Mr. RAKER. On the rank for nurses in the Army. It is in
reference to a bill T have before the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Mr. SANFORD. I object,

ENROLLED DILL AND JOINT BESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
poffted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill
and joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker
signed the same:

H. R.7138. An act granting a franking privilege to Edith
Ctarow Roosevelt; and

H. J. RRes. 151, Joint resolution to provide additional compen-
sution for employees of the Postal Service and making an ap-
propriation therefor,

The SPEAKER announced his signature to curolled billg of
the following titles:

S.1377. An act for the relief of Amherst W, Barber;

8.2250. An act providing for the exchange of certain lega-
tion buildings and grounds owned by the Government of the
United States in Bangkok, Siam;

£.3006. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Red River at or near Monela, La.; and

§.3190. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
ucross the Pocomoke River, at Pocomoke City, Md.

ENROLLED BILL AXD JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT
FOR HIS APPROVAL. .

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the follewing bill and joint resolution :

H.R.7138. An act granting a franking privilege to Edith
(larow Roosevelt; and

H. J. Res. 151. Joint resolution to provide additional com-
pensation for employees of the Postal Service and making an
appropriation therefor,

PROHIBITION.

The Speaker laid before the Hous¢ the following message
from the President of the United States: :
T'o the House of Representatives:

I am returning, without my signature, H. Ii. 6810, “An act
to prohibit intoxicating beverages, and to regulate the manu-
facture, production, use, and sale of high-proof spirits for
other than beverage purposes, and to insure an ample supply

of aleohol and promote its use in scientific research and in the
development of fuel, dye, and other lawful industries.”

The subject matter treated in this measore deals with two
distinct phases of the prohibition legislation. One part of the
act under consideration seeks to enforce war-time prohibition.
The other provides for the enforcement which was made neces-
sary by the adoption of the constitutional amendment. I
object to and ean not approve that part of this legislation with
reference to war-time prohibition. It has to do with the en-
forcement of an act which was passed by reason of the emer-
gencies of the war and whose objects have been satisfied in the
demobilization of the Army and Navy, and whose repeal X
have already sought at the hands of Congress. Where the
purposes of particular legislation arising out of war emergency
have been satisfied, sound public policy makes clear the reason

‘and necessity for repeal.

It will not be difficult for Congress in eonsidering this im-
portant matter to separate these two questions and effectively
to legislate regarding them, making the proper distinction be-
tween temporary causes which arose out of war-time emer-
gencies and those like the constitutional amendment of prohi-
bition which is now part of the fundamental law of the country.
In all matters having to do with the personal habits and cus-
toms of large numbers of our people we must be certain that
the established processes of legal change are followed. In no
other way can the salutary object sought to be accomplished
by great reforms of this character be made satisfactory and
permanent.

Woonrow WILsox.

THE WHITE HOUSE,

27 October, 1919.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on recon-
sideration pass the bill, the objections of the President to the
contrary notwithstanding?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the consideration
of the message vetoing the bill H. R. 6810, the national prohi-
bition bill, be postponed until next Thursday immediately after
the reading of the Journal.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the motion to
postpone on the table.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that
the consideration of the veto message be postponed until next
Thursday, and the gentleman from Massachusetts moves to
lay that motion on the table.

“Mr. WINGO. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. If the motion to lay on the table is not carried
would that force an immediate vote on the matter?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. The question
is on the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to lay
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota on the table.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
WarLsH) there were 14 ayes and 63 noes.

AMr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, I make the polnt that no quoram
is present.

Mr. MADDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
MappeN) there were 24 ayes and 40 noes.

So the House refused to adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes
the point that no quorum is present. It is obvious that no
quorum is present, and the guestion is on the motion of the
gentleman from Massachusetts to lay the motion of the gentle-
man from Minnesota on the table. The Doorkeeper will close
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and
the Clerk will call the roll. 3

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 30, nays 184,
answered " present * 2, not voting 215, as follows :

YEAB—30.
Aswell Good McArthur snyder
Beg Hastings Madden Stephens, Ohio
Coady Hull, lowa O’ Conner Bummers, Wash,
Crago Huomphreys Phelan Tinkham
Curry, Calif. Jefferis Platt Walsh
Dominick Jenes, Tex., uin Wingo
Dunbar Junl rs
Garland Larsen Sanford

NAYS—184,
Almon Benbham Browne Cleary
Anderson Black Buchanan Collier
Andrews, Md. Blackmon Byrnes, 8. C. Connally
Andrews, Nebr. Blanﬂ. Ind Byrns, Tenn. Crisp
Ashbrook Bland, Meo. Campbell, Pa, Currie, Mich.
Ayres Blanton Candler Dale
Baer Bowers Cannon Darrow
Bankhead Box Caraway Davis, Tenn,
Barbour Brand Carss Denison
Beo Briggs Christopherson  Pent
Bell HBrinson Clark, Mo, Dickinson, Mo,
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Dickinson, Towa
Doremus
Dounghton
Dowell

Du ré

El].sworth
Elston
Esch
Evans, Nebr.
Evans, Ney.
Fairfield
Ferris
Fisher
Flood
Focht
Fuller, I11.
Gallagher
Gard
Garrett

Glynn
soodwin, Ark.
Gonld
Graham, Iil.
Green, lowa
Greene, Vt.
Griffin
Hadley
Hardy, Colo.
iHarrison
Haugen
Hawley
Hayden

Ackerman
Alexander

Bacharach
Barkley
DBenson
land, Va.
Roise
Booher
Dritten
Hrooks, 111,
Brooks, Pa.
Drowning
Brumbangh
Burdick
Burke
Burroughs
Butler
Caldwell
Campbell, Kans.
Cantrill
carcw
Carter
Casey
Chindblom
Clark, Fla.
Classon
(Cole
Cooper
Copley
Costello
Cramton
Crowther
Cullen
Dallinger
Davey
Davis, Minn,
Dempsey
Dewalt
Donovan
Dooling
Drane
Dunn

Dyer
Eagan
Eagle
Emerson
Evans, Mont.
Fess

Fields
Fordney
Foster
Frear

Hernandez Mondell Stedman
Hersman Moon Steenerson
Iickey Moore, Obhio Stevenson
Haoch Morgan Strong, Kans,
Huddleston Mott Strong, Pa
Liull, Tenn. Nelson, Mo, Sumners, Tex.
Igoe Nelson, Wis. weet
Jacoway Nlchols Mich, Taylor, Colo.
Johnson, Miss. Taylor, Tenn,
Keller Oldﬂeld Thompson
Kelly, Pa. Oliver Tillman
Kendall Olney Tilson

King Oshorne Timberlake
Kinkald Park Upshaw
Knutson Parker Vaile

Kraus Parrish VYenable
Lampert Purnell Vestal
Lanham Raker Vinson
Lankford Ra mse&er Volstead
Lee, Ga. Randall, Calif, Walters
Lufkin Randall, Wis. Wason
Luhring Rayburn Watkins
McGlennon Reavis Watson, Va.
McLane Reed, W. Va. Webster
MeLaughlin, Mich Ricketts Welling
MacGregor” Robinson, N. €.  Welt

Mann, 8. C. Rose Whaley
Muapes Rubey White, Kans.
Martin Sanders, La. Willlams
Mays Srott Wilson, I11,
Mead Sherwood Wilson. La,
Merritt Sinnott Woods, Va,
Michener Smith, Mich. Woodyard
Miller Hmithwlck Wright
Monahan, Wis, Steagall Zihlman

ANSBWERED “ PRESENT "—
Mudd Sears
NOT VOTING—215.

Freeman Lesher Rtiordan
French Linthicum Robsion, Ky.
Fuller, Mass, Little Rodenberg
Gallivan Lonergan Romjue
Gandy Longworth Rouse

Ganly Luce Rowan
Garner McAndrews Rowe
Godwin, N, C, McClintic Rucker
Goldfogle McCulloch Sabath
Goodall McDuffie Sanders, Ind,
Goodykoontz McFadden Sanders, N. X.
Graham, Pa, McKenzie Haunders, Va.
Greene, Mass, McKeown Schal
Giriest McKiniry Scully
Hamill McKinley Sells
Hamilton \Ir-Laughlin Nebr.Shreve
Hardy, Tex. McPherson Siegel
Haskell MacCrate Sims

Hays Magee Sinclair
Heflin Maher Sisson
Hersey Major Slemp

Ticks Manu, I11. Smal

Hiil Mansfield Smith, Idaho
Holland Mason Smith, 11
Ioughton Minahan, N. I, Bmith, N. Y.
Howard Montague Snell
Hudspeth Mooney Bteele
Hulings Aoore, I'a. Stephens, Miss,
Husted Moore, Va. Stiness
ITutchinson AMoores, Ind. Sullivan
Ireland Morin Swope
James Murphy Tague
Johnson, Ky. Neely Taylor, Ark.
Johnson, 8. Dak. Newton, Minn. Temple
Johnson, Wash. Newton, Mo. Thomas
Johnston, N. Y. Nicholls, 8. €. ‘Tincher
Jones, Pa. O'Connell Towner
Kahn Ogden Treadway
Kearns Overstreet Vare
Kelley, Mich. Padgett Voigt
Kennedy, Towa Paige Ward
Kennedy, : Pell Watson, PPa.
Kettner Peters Weaver
Kiess Porter Webb
Kincheloe Pou Wheeler
Kitchin Radcliffe White, Me.
Kleczka Rainey, Ala. Wilson, I'a.
Kreider Rainey, H. T, Winslow
LaGuardia Rainey J. W. se
Langley Ramsey Wood, Ind.
Layton Reber Yates
Lazaro Reed, N. Y. Young, N. Dak,
Lea, Calif. Rhodes Young, Tex.
Lehlbach Riddick

So the motion to lay on the table was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

On the vote:
Mr. Pou (for) with Mr. ANTHONY (against).

Mr. AcgERMAN with Mr. VENARLE.

Mr. Kauaxs with Mr. WEAVER.

AMr. BrrrTeEx with Mr. RUCKER.

AMr. Brooxs of Pennsylvania with Mr.

Mr. Bounpick with Mr. McKIsNiny.
Alr. CanrreeLL of Kansas with Mr. Yor w0 of Texas.

Mr. Crassox with AMr, WEBE.

Mr. Darnixcer with Mr. PADGETT.
Mr. DExpPsEY with Mr. OVERSTREET.

Alr. Duxs with Mr.

MOXTAGUE.

O'CONNELL,

Mr. Dyer with Mr. MANSFIELD.

Mr, FostEr with Mr. McDUFFIE.

Mr. FreAR with Mr. LIxTHICUM.

Mr. FrReemanN with Mr. KETTNER.

Mr. FerExcrH with Mr. Howaxrp.

Mr. Gooparr with Mr. Goowin of North Carolina.

Mr. GoopyxoonTtz with Mr. Evans of Nebraska.

Mr. GriesT with Mr. CLArx of Florida.

Mr. Hays with Mr. Casgy.

Mr. HErsey with Mr. CARTER.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A guorum is present; the Doorkeeper will
open the doors. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Minnesota to postpone until Thursday, immediately after
the reading of the Journal—

Mr. VOLSTEAD. NMr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire
to be recognized?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. AMr. Speaker, I believe I will withdraw the
motion at this time. There are so many

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order——
[Cries of “ Vote!”] I make the point of order that the gentle-
man can not withdraw the motion at this time. The House
has already made a decision cn it by refusing to lay on the
table, and therefore under the rule the gentleman is not in a
position to withdraw it. If the Chair is in doubt, I can give
him the authority.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been referred to a precedent
which sustains the point made by the gentleman from New
York, and accordingly the Chair sustains the point of order
that the gentleman from Minnesota has not the right to with-
draw it; consequently the guestion is

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry?

Mr, BLANTOXN. Mr. Speaker, I offer n substitute for the
motion—— :

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question first. The
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Minnesola to
postpone until Thursday——

Mr. BLANTON. But I offer a substitute, Mr. Speaker

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. BLANTOXN. For the gentleman's motion, that we vote
on the President’s veto now.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from \Wyoming.

Mr. MONDELL. JMr. Speaker

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I was on my fwt and T was
demanding recognition at the time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the s,entlemun rrom
Wyoming.

Mr. MONDELI. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this nrotion to
postpone——

Mr. WALSH. Alr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that a
motion to postpone is not debatable.

Mr., MONDELL. A motion to postpone is debatable.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
Wyoming.

Mr. WALSH. Does the Chair overrule the point of order?

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman from Massachusetts re-
fer the Chair to any decision? The Chair is referred to a re-
cision saying that a motion to postpone to a day certain is
debatable within very narrow limits only and the Chair will
recognize the gentleman from Wyoming within very narrow
limvits. [Laughier.]

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Bpeakel. we have a very important
matter before us for consideration, important in its bearing on
the welfare of the Nation, important because of the fact that a
Dbill long considered by the Congress has been vetoed by the Pres-
ident. Under these circumstances it is proper and fitting that
we shall defer consideration of the matter long enongh to allow
the entire membership of the House to get here [applause] and
to a time when we shall have sufficient opportunity properly to
consider the martter before us and to pass upon it intelligently.
If we attempt to take the bill up prior to the time suggested by
the gentleman from Minnesota we shall first have the special
order and proceedings for to-morrow interfered with. If we
attempt to take the message up to-morrow we shall have the
question of Calendar Wednesday raised. To avoid those ques-
tions and take up the measure at the very earliest moment, when
it can be taken up in the presence of the full membership of the
House and be fully considured——

Mr. RUBEY. ' Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELIL. The consideration should be deferred to
Thursday, as suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota, nnd
I move the previous question on his motion.
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Mr. WALSH. The gentleman was not recognized to move the
previous question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves the
previous question on the motion of the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. Vorstean] to postpone until Thursday.

The question was faken, and the Speaker announced that he
was in doubt,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 100, noes 66.

So the previous question was ordered.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. If the motion to postpone to a cerfain day is
voted down, does that mean the immediate consideration of the
}Ij’{res!dem‘s veto message which the Speaker has lnid before the

ouse?

The SPEAKER. It does, unless some other action is taken,

Mr. WINGO. If that is voted down, the only motion that
would be in order would be either to lay on the table or to refer
to o committee?

The SPEAKER. Or io adjourn.

Mr. WINGO. Or to adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so.
wish to limit himself, however.

Mr. WINGO. Some of the gentlemen were in a quandary as
to what the parliamentary situation was,

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, would those on the other side, be-
sides the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco], now have an
opportunity to make a speech?

Mr. WINGO. I made no speech. The information is just as
valuable to the gentleman from Missouri as to anyone else.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to postpone
until Thursday.

The question was taken and the Speaker announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. IGOE. Division, Mr. Speaker,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 87, noes 98.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were refused.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there
is no guorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the
point of order that there is no quornm present. The Chair will
count.

Mr. GRIFFIN.

The SPEAKER.

The Chalir does not

I am judging by the vote.

That is not material. The Chair will count.
[After counting.] Two hundred and four gentlemen are present,
not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees. Those in favor of
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. VorsTEAD] toO
postpone until Thursday will, as their names are ealled, answer
“yea,” those opposed will answer “nay,” and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 136,
answered “ present ™ 1, not voting 211, as follows:

Kinkaid Newton, Minn, Rubey Timberlake
Kraus Oldfield Sanders, La. Tinkham
Lanham Oliver Sanford Upshaw
Lankford Osborpe Beott Vaile

Larsen Park Smith, Mich, Vestal
Lufkin Parrish Smithwick Volstead
Luhring Purnell Snyder Walsh
MecArthur Quin Stedman Walters
Madden Haker HBteenerson Wason
Mapes Bnmsefer Stephens, Ohia  Weaver
Mays Randall, Calif.  Strong, Kans. Webster
Merritt Reavis Strong, Pa. Welling
Michener Reed, W. Va. Summers, Wash, Wheeler
Miller Ricketts Sumners, Tex, White, Kans.
Monahan, Wis.  Rogers Sweet Williams
Moore, Ohio Romjue Taylor, Tenn, Wingo
Nelson, Wis, Rose Tillman Wright

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1,
Sears
NOT VOTING—211.

Ackerman French ' Little Riddick
Alexander Fuller, Mass, Lonergan Riordan
Babka Gallivan Longworth Robinson, N, C,
Bacharach Gandy Luce Robsion, ky.
DBarkley Ganly McAndrews Rodenberg
Benson Garner - MeClintic Rouse
Bland, Va. Godwin, N. C, MecCulloch Rowan
Boies Goldfogle McDuffie Rowe
Booher Goodal McFadder Rucker
Britten Goodwin, Ark, MecKenzie Sabath
Irooks, 111, Goodykoontz MeKeown Sanders, Ind.
Brooks, I'a, Graham, Pa McEiniry Banders, N. Y,
Brownfng Greene, Mass MeKinle, Baunders, Va.
Erumbaugh Griest McLaughlin,Nebr. Schall
Burdick Hamill McPherson Scully
Burke Hamilton MacCrate Sells
Eurronghs Hardy, Tex. M Shreve
Butler Haskell Maher Slegel
Caldwell Heflin Major Bims
Campbell, Kans, Hersey Mann, 11 Sinelalr
Cantrill Hicks Mansfield Bisson
Carcw Hin Mason mem
Carter Holland Minahan, N. J. Sm.

Casey Houghton Montague Smith, Idabo
Chindblom Hulin, Mooney Smith, 111
Clark, Ila. Hust Moore, Pa. 8mith, N. Y,
Coady Hutchinson Moore, Va. Bnell

Cole Ireland Moores, Ind. Steele
Cooper James Morin Stephens, Mizs,
Copley Johnson, fﬂ‘ Mudd Btiness
Costello Johnsan, Miss, Murphy Sullivan
Cramton Johnzon, 8. Dak. Neely Swope
Crowther Johnson, Wash. Newton, Mo. Taguoe

Cullen Johnston, N, Y.  Nichells, 8, C, Taylor, Ark,
Dallinger Jones, Pa, 0O'Connell Temple
Davey Kahn 0O'Conner Thomas
Davis, Minn. Kearns Ogden Tincher
Dempsey Kelley, Mich. Olney Towner
Dewalt Kennedy, Jowa Overstreet Treadway
Donovan Kennedy, R, T. Padgett Vare
Dooling Kettner Pai Volgt

Drane Kincheloe Pel Ward

Dunn Kitchin Peters Whatson, Pa.
Eagle Kleczka Porter Webb

Elston Kreider Pon White, Me.
Emerson LaGuardia Radeliffe Wiison, Pa.
Evans, Monf. Langley Rainey, Ala. Winslow
Fess Layton Rainey, I T. Wise

Fields Lazaro Rainey, J. W. Wood, Ind.
Fordney Lea, Calif. Ramasey Yates

Foster Lehibach Reber Young, N. Dak.
Frear Lesher Reed, N. Y. Young, Tex.
Freeman Linthicum Rhodes

So the motion was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

On the vote:
AckErMAN with Mr. Youxc of Texas.

Mr.

Mr. BacmaracH with Mr. Wisk,
Mr. Boies with Mr. Wrrsox of Pennsylvania,

Mr. BriTrENy with Mr. WEesB,

Mr. Frexca with Mr. O'CosxNELL.
Mr. GoopyroonTz with Mr. NEELY.
Mr. GriesT with Mr. MONTAGUE.

Ar. - Hamicron with Mr. MiNammay of New Jersey.

Mr. Hersey with Mr. MaJon.
Mr. Hicks with Mr, MAHER.

Mr. HoveHTON with Mr. McKrowx.
Mr. Hurixgs with Mr. McDurFIE.

Mr. HurcHinNsoN with Mr. McANDprEw 3.
Mr, IreELARD with Mr. LONERGAN.

Mr. Jonnsox of South Dakota with Mr. LeA of California.
Mr. KAy with Mr. KETTNER.

YEAB—S83.
Andrews, Md, Dent King Randall, Wis.
Aswell Doremus Knutson Rayburn
Bankhead Dupré Lampert Sherwood
Bee Dyor Lee, Ga. Sinnott
Bell Eagan MeGlennon Steagall
Black Echols McLane Stevenson
Blackmon Edmonds MecLaughlin, Mich. Taylor, Colo.
Bland, Mo. Flood MaeGregor ompson
Bowers Gallagher Mann, 8, C Tilson
Buchanan rd Martin Venable
Byroes, B, C. Garland ead Vinson
Campbell, Pa. Glynn Mondell Watkins
Cannon Griffin Moon Watson, Va.
Carss Harrison Morgan el
Clark, Mo, Hays Mott Whaley
Classon Hersman Nelson, Mo. Wilson, Ill.
Cleary Huddleston Nichols, Mich, ‘Wilson, La,
Collier Hudspeth Nolan Woods, Va.
Connally Hull, Iowa Parker Woodyard
Crago Igoe Phelan Zihlman
Denison Jefferis Platt
NAYS—1386.
Almon Byrns, Tenn, Ellsworth Hastings
Anderson Candler Esch Hau,
Andrews, Nebr. Caraway Evans, Nebr, Hawley
Anthony Christopherson  Evans, Nev, Hayden
Ashbrook g i Fairfield Hernandez
Ayres Currie, Mich. Ferris Hickey
Baer Curry, Calif. ' Fisher Hoch
Barbour Dale Focht Howard
e Fuller, 111 Hull, Tenn,
Benham Davis, Tenn. arreit Humphreys
Bland, Ind, Dickinson, Mo, ood Jacowav
Blanton Dickinson, Town Gould Jones, Tex.,
4 Dominick Graham, I11, Juul
Brand Dounghton Green, lowa Keller
Briggs Dowell Greene, VT, Kelly, Pa.
Brinson Dunbar Hadley Kendall
Browng Elliott Hardy, Colo, Kiess

. Brooxs of Illinois with Mr. TrHoASs. 3

. Brooks of Pennsylvania with Mr. Tayror of Arkansas,
. BrRowNING with Mr. TAcUE.

. Burpick with Mr. SULLIVAN.

. BURRE with Mr, STEELE.

. BurroucHS with Mr, Suiti of New York.

Butier with Mr. Saarr.

Mr. Kearss with Mr. JoanstoN of New York.
Mr, Crainpsroas with Mr, Srssox.
Mr. Core with Mr. Sias,
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Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Alr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
lina.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
AMr,
Mr.
My,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
AMr,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
My,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mur.
Mr.
Mr.
My,
My,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mur.
Mr.

KeLrLey of Michigan with Mr. JoaxsoN of Mississippl.

Kexnepy of Rhode Island with Mr. HoLLAND,
CooPEr with Mr. ScULLY.

CoprLEY with Mr. Saunpers of Virginia,
CosteELLo with Mr. SABATH.

CrowTHER with Mr. RUCKER.

Darringer with Mr. Rowax.

Kirczxa with Mr, HEFLIN,

LAaxcrey with Mr. Haxrn,

Layrox with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas.

Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Ropixsox of North Caro-

DeMPsEY with Mr. RIORDAN,

DoxN with Mr. Joux W. RAINEY.
LoxaworTH with Mr. Gopwix of North Carolina,
Luce with Mr. (GARNER. E

Erstox with Mr. HExery T. RAINEY.
McFappexy with Mr., Gaxoy.

EmersoN with Mr. Porv.

FFEss with Mr. PELL.

ForpNEY with Mr. PADGETT.

FosTER with Mr. OVERSTREET.

FrEar with Mr. OLNEY,

FreeMAN with Mr. O'CoxnNoR.

Gooparrt with Mr. Nicaorrs of South Carolina.
GreENE of Massachusetts with Mr. MooNEY.
HaskeLn with Mr., MANSFIELD.

Hirr, with Mr, McKINIRY.

HusTeEp with Mr. McCLINTIC.

Joxes of Pennsylvania with Mr. LESHER.
Jouxsox of Washington with Mr. Lazaro.
Kremer with Mr. Hagpy of Texas.
McKenziE with Mr. GALLIVAN.

McKintey with Mr. Frerps.

McPrERsoN with Mr. EAGLE.

MacCrATE with Mr. DRANE.

MAxN of Illinois with Mr, KiTCHIN,

Masox with Mr. DoNovan.

Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr., DEwALT.
Morix with Mr. CULLERS.

LEHLBACH with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.

McCurrocH with Mr, GANLY.

McLaveHLIN of Nebraska with Mr. Evaxs of Montana.

Muop with Mr. CoApy.

Magee with Mr. DooraNa.

Moores of Indiana with Mr. DAvVEY.
OGpEN with Mr, CARTER.

Parge with Mr. CARew.

PortEr with Mr. CALDWELL.
RaApcrLirfE with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.

upon in this House time and time again, and in seems to me
that in view of the situation there is no occasion for prolonging
the discussion.

Mr. IGOE. Mr.
question?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is absolutely no new question. The
same question has been decided before. It is the same question
that we have decided here on the floor before.

Mr, IGOE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Missouri?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

Mr. IGOE. The gentleman does not think there is any need
for discussion. May I ask him why, a short while ago, if there
is no reason for discussion or reconsideration, he asked that it
be laid over until Thursday? Why did the gentleman ask a few
moments ago that it be laid over until Thursday ?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I was about to ask the gentleman a
question,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I move the previous question.

Mr. IGOE. Does the gentleman decline to answer?

The SPEAKER. Apparently the gentleman declines to an-
SWer. : T
Mr. IGOE. That is all right if the Recorp shows it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Vor-
sTEAD] demands the previous question. The question is on
agreeing to the motion for the previous question.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announmtl that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. 1IGOE. I demand a division, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 161, noes 38,

So the previous question was ordered.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Spenker, I make the point that the gen-
tleman’s point is dilatory.

Mr. GRIFFIN. No. It is obvious. [Laughter.] -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Grir-
¥1§¥] makes the point that there is no gquornm present. The
Chair will count. [After counting.] The Chair counts 223
gentleman. A quorum js present. . The question .is, Will the
House on reconsideration pass the bill, the objections of the
President to the contrary notwithstanding? On this the Con-
stitution requires a roll eall. The Clerk will call the roll. Those
in favor of passing the bill will, when their names are called,
answer “yea ”; those opposed will answer “ nay.” :

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 175, nays 55,
answered “ present " 3, not voting 198, as follows:

YEAR—1T75.

Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a

Reper with Mr. BENSON.
MureHY with Mr. CAsEY.

Mr. Reep of New York with Mr. Banka.

Mr. Perers with Mr. CANTRILL.

Mr. Ramsey with Mr. BooHER.

Mr. RuobEs with Mr. ALEXANDER.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-
Jjourn.

The SPEAKER. The motion before the House is, Will the
House pass the bill on reconsideration, the objections of the
President to the contrary notwithstanding?

Mr. IGOE. Mr, Speaker, is it in order to make a motion to
adjourn?

Mr. VOLSTEAD.
to say—

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he ought to recognize the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Icoe]l. The gentleman was ad-
dressing the Chair. The gentleman from Missouri moves that
the House do now adjourn. The question is on agreeing to that
motion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
“noes” appeared to have if.

AMr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands a
division,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 67, noes 162.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. DMyr. Speaker,

Mr.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is necessary

House is anxious to discuss this question.
again.

[Cries of “ Vote!"]

It has been discussed over and over It hasz been voted

I do not believe that this |

Almon Dunbar Kinkaid Sinnott
Anderson Echols Knutson Smith, Mich.
Andrews, Md. Elliott Kraus Smithwick
Andrews, Nebr.  Ellsworth Lanham Snell
Anthony Esch 3 Lankford Steagall
Ashbrook Evans, Nebr. Larsen Stedman
Aswell Evans, Nev, Lee, Ga. Bteensrson
Ayres Fairfield 1hring Stevenson
Bacr Ferris McLaughlin, Mich.Strong, Kans,
Bankhead Fisher Major Strong, I’a.
Barbour Flood Mann, 8, C, Summers, Wash,
Begg Foeht Mapes Sumners, Tex.
Benham Foster Mays weet

Black Fuller, 111, Michener Taylor, Colo.
Bland, Ind. Garrett Miller Taylor, Tenn,
Blanton Good Monahan, Wis, Thompson
Bowers (,oorlwin. Ark. Mondell Tillman

Box Gou Moore, Ohio Timberlake
Brand {-mhnm 111, organ Upshaw
Briggs Green, lown Mott Valle
Brinson Greene, Vt. Nelson, Mo, Venable
Brooks, 111, Hadley Nelson, Wis. estal
Browne Hardy, Colo. Newton, Minn, Yinszon
Byrnes, 8. C. Harrison Oldfield Volstead
Byrns, Tenn. Hastings Oliver Walters
Candler Hau, Oshorpe Wason
Cannon Hawley Park Watrkins
Caraway Hayden Parker Watson, Va.
Cﬂrsg Hays Parrish Weaver

Car’ Ilemn ndez Purnelt Webster
Cbristopherwn Hickey nin Welling
Collier ”och 3 Rukt-r %{ln .

1 OWAr AMBEYer eeler
o Huddleston Randall, Calir, White, Kans,
Currie, Mich. Hudspeth Ray burn Williams
Dale Hull, Tenn. Reavis Wilson, I11.
Darrow Jacowny Reed, W. Va Wilson, La.
Davis, Tcon, Johnson, Miss. Ricketts Wingo
Denison Jones, Tex. lomjue W+ ods, Va,
Dickinson, Mo. Keller [lose Woodyard
Dickinson, Iowa Kelly, I'a Rubey Wright
Dominick Kendall tucker Young, Tex.
Dounghton Kiess SBanders, La. Zihlman
Dowell King Scotl
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I. 9 1—9 -
NAYS—55.

Bec Edmonds McArthur Pou
Blackmon Gallagher MeGlennon Randall, Wis,
Bland, Mo. Gard McLane Rogers
Buchanan Garland MacGregor Sanford
Campbell, Pa, Glynn Madden Sherwood
Clark, Mo. Griffin Martin Snyder
Classon Hersman Mead Stephens, Ohlo
Cleary Hull, Iowa Merritt Ison

Curry, Calif, Ilnmphm‘ys Moon Tinkham
Dent Igo Mudd alsh
Doremus Jeﬂ'eris Nichols, Mich. Ward

Dupré Nolan ‘Whaley

Dyer ;)ort Phelan Winslow
Eagan Luﬂ. Platt

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3.
Donovan Sears Stiness
NOT VOTING—198,

Ackerman Freeman, . Lesher Reed, N, Y.
Alexander French Linthicum Rhodes
Babka Fuller, Mass, Little Riddick
Bacharach Gallivan Lonergan Riordan
Barkley Gandy Longworth Robinson, N, C.
Bell Ganly Luce Robsion, Ky.
Benson Garner McAndrews Rodenberg
Bland, Va. Godwin, N. C. McClintic Rouse
Boies (xoldfo le MecCulloch Rowan
Booher l% McDuffie Rowe
Britten tloodykooutz McFadden Sabath
Brooks, I'a. Graham, Pa. McKenzie Sanders, Ind.
Browning Greene, Mass. McKeown Sanders, N. Y,
Brumbaugh Griest McKiniry Saunders, Va.
Burdick Hamill McKinley Schall
Burke Hamilton Mcbnugh]ln. Nebr, Seni!y
Burroughs Hardy, Tex, MecPherso, Sells
Butler Haskell MacCrnte Bhreve
Caldwell Heflin Magee Siegel
Campbell, Kans, Hcrsey Maher Sims
Cantrill Hicks Mann, Il1. Binelair
Carew Hill \Iansﬁeld Bisson
Casey Holland Maso Slemxlt
Chindblom Houghton Minahan, N.JT. al
Clark, Fla, Hulings Montague Emith, Idallo
Coady Hausted Mooney - Smith, Tl
Cole Hutchinson Moore, Pa, Smith, N. Y
Cooper Ireland Moore, Va. Steele

' p‘l 7 James Moores, Ind. i e?hens, Miss,
Costello John=on, Ky. Morin
Crago Johnson, 8. Dak. Murphy "awope
Cramton Johnson, Wash, Nu‘.g{ lague
Crowther Johnston, N, Y. Newton, Mo. Taylor, Ark,
Cullen Jones, Pa, Nieholls, 8, C, Temple
Dallinger Kahn O'Connel Thomas
Davey * Keurns O'Connor Tincher
Davis, Minn. Kelley, Mich. Ogden Towner
Dempsey Kennedy, Iows Olney T:readwmy
Dewalt Kennedy, R, 1. Overstreet Yare
Dooling Kettner Padgett Voi
Drane Kincheloe Pai, ‘Watson, Pa.
Dunn Kitchin Pel Webb
Eagle Kleczka Peters ‘White, Me.
Elston Kreider Porter ‘Wilson, Pa.
Emerson LaGuardia Radciiffe Wise .
Evans, Mont Langley Rainey, Ala Wood, Ind.
Fess Layton Rainey, H. T Yates
Fields Lazaro Ralney, Young, N. Dak.
Fordney Lea Cnllf Romsey
Frear Lehibach Reber

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the patrs.

The Clerk announced the pairs, as follows:

On this vote:

Mr. Nicuorrs of South Carolina and Mr. McDurrie (yea)
with Mr. Hayirn (no).

Mr. Herrix and Mr. RAINEY of Alabama (yea) with Mr.
RiorpaN (no).

Mr. Coorer and Mr. MurpHY (yea) with Mr. ScurLrLy (no).

Mr. Core and Mr. Youna of North Dakota (yea) with Mr.
LoxeworTH (no).

Mr. TEMPLE and Mr. Hurings (yea) with Mr. Craco (no).

Mr. STiNess and Mr. THoMmAs (yea) with Mr. Burpick (no).

Mr. Wise and Mr. OVERSTREET (yea) with Mr. CuLLEN (no).

Mr. DEmpsey and Mr. Tavyror of Arkansas (yea) with Mr.
BAcHARACH (no).

Mr. Horranxp and Mr.
Mr. MixAHAN (nO).

Mr. TixcHER and Mr. Lirtie (yea) with Mr, LAzaro (no).

Mr. BurrovGcHs and Mr. Fess (yea) with Mr. GALLivAN (no).

Mr. Saxpers of Indiana and Mr. ALExANDER (yea) with Mr.
Coapy (no).

Mr. BARKLEY
(no).

Mr. Sissox and Mr. McCrixTIc ()eu) with Mr. Jonmsov of
New York (no). -

Mr. WiLsox of Pennsylvania and Mr. Sivs (yea) with Mr.,
McANDREWS (no).

Mr. Moore of \'irginia and Mr. Bell of Georgia (yea) with
Mr. Saara of New York (no).

Mr. Hersey and Mr. Woop of Indiana (yea) with Mr, Kaux
(no).

Mr. Towxer and Mr. WHiTE of Maine (yea) w ith Mr. RopExN-
BERG (N0).

Srepnexs of Mississippi (yea) with

and Mr. McKeowx (yea) with Mr. Doxovaxn

So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the bill was passed,
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr, LONGWORTH. Mr, Speaker, I desire to vote * nay."”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name was called?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Practically.

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman was present and lis-
tening when his name was called he does not qualify.

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I vote * present,” Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no diseretion to allow the
gentleman to vote at all.

SEvERAT MEMBERS inguired how they were recorded.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, what is the necessity of gentlemen
who voted one way or the other coming up and asking how they
are recorded?

The SPEAKER. It is quite irregular. There is no occasion
to distrust the record. It can be changed in the morning, if
NeCcessary.

Mr. GARD. There are 30 or 40 of them doing that.

The SPEAKER. It takes the time of the House and is quite
irregular. If gentlemen wish to change their votes, of course
they have that privilege.

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. Mr.
know how I am recorded.

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote?

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. No, sir.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name was called?

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. I was not.

Mr. RAINEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be paired.

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman was present and lis-
tening when his name was called he can not vote.

Mr. RAINEY of Alabama. I am not asking to vote. I am
simply asking to be paired.

The SPEAKER. That is a matter to be arranged with the
pair clerk.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentury inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RAKER. I wish to know if gentlemen who are informed
by the Chair that they can not vote because they were not pres-
ent and listening when their names were called may still answer
“ present,” so as to be included in the number necessary fo make
a4 quornm,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.
present.

The result was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in the aflirmative,
the bill is passed, the objections of the President to the contrary
notwithstanding.

Mr. BLANTON. I move that the vete by which the bill was
passed over the President’s veto be reconsidered, and I move to
lay that motion on the table.

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order.

THE FIRST DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on
the bill H. R. 9205, the first deficiency bill, for printing under
the rule.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

Speaker, I wish to

There is a quorum

CONFERENCE REPORT.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. IR,
9205) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and prior
fiscal years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 10,
12, 28, 81, 34, 35, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 55, 62, 63, G4, 72, and T3.

That the House rece(ie from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 32, 36, 37, 38, 39, 48, 49,
50, 51, 52, 53, b4, b7, 58, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, T8, 79, 80,
81, 82, 83, 84, 85, and 86, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by sald amendment insert the following:

% COMMITTEE ON TUBLIC INFORMATION.

“Authority is hereby granted the Director of the Council of
National Defense to expend during the fiscal year 1920 the sum
of $32,000 from the funds now to the credit of the Committee on




7612

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

OcTOBER 27,

Public Information for necessary expenses incurred therefor
since July 1, 1919, and for the expenses of auditing and closing
the accounts and affairs of said committee. All unexpended
balances of appropriations for and allotments to the Committee
on Public Information shall remain available for payment under
the direction of the Director of the Council of National Defense
of such liabilities as were actually and necessarily incurred by
the committee prior to June 30, 1919: Provided, That $1,000,000
of such appropriations and allotments shall be covered into the
Treasury immediately upon the passage of this act.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word
“ continuing " and insert in lieu thereof the word * complet-
ing ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered G: That the House recede from iis
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered G, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word
“TPen ™ and insert in lien thereof the word “ Five” and, in line
6, strike out *“$1,600 " and insert in lieu thereof ' $800"; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 8: That the IHouse recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the matter inserted by said amendment after line 15;
and the Senate agree to the game.

Amendment numbered 9: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 9, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert “ $200000"; and the House agree to
the same,

Amendment numbered 33 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum propesed insert “ $4,863,176 " ; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 41 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the
matter stricken out by said amendment amended to read as
follows:

“ ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT,

“ Ordnance reservation civilian schools: Authority is granted
for the expenditure during the fiscal year 1920 of not to exceed
$45,000 from appropriations heretofore made for the * purchase,
manufacture, and test of ammunition for mountain, field, and
siege cannon,” for the operation and maintenance on ordnance
reservations at Amatol and Mays Landing, N. J.; Nitro, W. Va.;
Jacksonville, Tenn.; Penniman, Va.; Sheflfield and Muscle
Shoals, Ala.; and Tullytown, Pa., of schools for children of
persons employed thereon, where public schools are not conven-
iently available for such children, including salaries, supplies,
stationery, and industrial work, replacement and repair of books
and equipment, and all incidental and necessary expenses in
connection therewith.”

On page 11 of the bill, in line 10, strike out * 1919 ” and insert
in lieu thereof * 1910.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 47: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 47, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“ NAVY DEPARTMENT,

“Reni: For rental of additional quarters for the Navy De-
partment, fiscal year 1919, $175.”

And the House agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum named in said amendment insert “ $6,000,000; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of
the matter, inserted by said amendment, strike out “ $1,000 " and
insert in lien thereof * $500,” and in line 4 strike out * $666.67
and insert in lien thereof * $333.834"; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 60: That the Hounse recede from iis
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3, of
the matter inserted by said amendment, strike out *81,000"

and insert in lieu thereof *“$G600,” and in line 5 strike out
* $666.67 ” and insert in lieu thereof “£400*; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 61 ; That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In Iine 2 of
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out * §1,000"
and insert in lieu thereof *“$600,” and in line 3 strike out
“ $066.67 7 and insert in lien thereof “$400”: and the Senate
agrec to the same,

Amendment numbered G5: Thalt the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65,
and agree to the same with an asmendment as follows: In lieu
of thc sum proposed insert “$45000%; and the Senate agree
to the same,

Amendment numbered 74: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 74, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

* INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF LABOR.

*“Ior salaries and expenses of the international conference
of labor, as follows:

“ United States Government executive stafl: For two and
one-half months, at monthly compensation as follows: Assistant
to the secretary, $450; first assistant, $300; three executive
assistants, at $200 each; two assistants at hotels, at $200 ench;
private secretary, $200; ‘two stenographers, at $150 each typist,
$125; and two messengers, at $75 each; in all, $6,812

“ Conference staff, for two months, at monthly cmnpensatlon
as follows: Two stenographcrs. at :5150 each ; two deputy secre-
taries, at $300 each; four subsecretaries (for commissions), at
$200 each; four interpreters, at $200 each: three English-
French translators, at $200 each; three French-English trans-
lators, at $200 each; six French stenographers, at $83.33 each;
six English stenographers, at $150 each; chief messenger, $125;
eight messengers, at $75 each; expenses, at not exceeding $10
per diem for each person, $12,000; in all, $28,640.06.”

“ Chief clerk’s office, for two months, at monthly compensa-<
tion as follows: Chief clerk, $200; assistant chief clerk, $IJO‘
and stenographer, $150; in all, $1,000.

“ Expenses: For reporting proceedings, 520,000 ; printlng pro-
ceedings, $10,000; paper, $2,500; contingent expenses, $1,000; in
all, $33,500.

“Total, international conference of labor, $04,462.46: Pro-
vided, That all accounting in econnection with the conference
shall be done by the disbursing officer of the Department of
Labor: Provided further, That no part of the money herein ap-
propriated for the international conference of labor shall be
available for the payment of an allowance for per diem ex-
penses in lieu of subsistence to any person residing in the Dis-
trict of Columbia : Provided further, That this sum shall not be
supplemented by expenditures fronr any other appropriation nor
shall any part of this or any other appropriation be used for
telegraphing or cabling the proceedings of the said conference.”

And the House agree to the same.

Amendment numbered T5: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 75, and
agrec to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum named in said amendment insert “ $1,075"; and the House
agree to the same,

James W. Goon,

J. G. CANNON,

Jaues F. BYRNES,

Manugers on the part of House,

F. E. WARREN,

CuaAarLES CURTIS,

0. W, UxpeErwooD,
Managers on the part of the Senwic.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9205) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1920, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference committee
and submitted in the accompanying conference report as to
each of said amendments, namely :

On No. 1: Strikes out the paragraph, inserted by the Senate,

requiring the executive departmenis and independent establish-
ments to report each proposed new activity or investigation to
the Bureau of Efficiency, and also the paragraph directing the
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Burean of Efficiency to investigate the methods of business in
the Bureau of War Risk Insurance.

On No. 2: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate,
relative to the closing up of the accounts of the Committee on
Public Information, modified so as to authorize the use of $32,000
of unexpended balances for expenses incident to the work dur-
ing the fiscal year 1920, and covers into the Treasury $1,000,000
of the unexpended balances of appropriations and allotments.

On Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6, relating to the District of Columbia :
Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, reappropriating
certain unexpended balances of appropriations for sewer con-
struction work for 1919 and makes them available for 1920; ap-
propriates $19,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the upper
Potomac interceptor; inserts the paragraph, proposed by the
Senate, increasing from 20 per cent to 33} per cent the amount
of the appropriation for community forums and civie cenfers
which may be expended for the payment of secretaries, teachers,
organizers, and clerks; and appropriates $800 instead of $1,600,
as proposed by the Senate, for charwomen for the new court-
house,

On No. T: Appropriates $2,900, as proposed by the Senate, for
the Columbia Hospital.

On No. 8: Appropriates $5,000,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for the Federal Board for Vocational Education for the voca-
tional rehabilitation of soldiers and sailors, and strikes ouf that
portion of the amendment authorizing the transf>r from the
War Department to the Federal Board for Vocational Education
of certain equipment valued approximately at $250,000.

On Nos. 9, 10, 11, and 12, relafing to the State Department:
Appropriates $200,000, instead of $100,000 as proposed by the
House and $461,666.67 as proposed by the Senate, for additional
officers and employees; appropriates $4,140.28, as proposed by
the Senate, to provide for compensation of the ambassador to
Belgium ; strikes out the increase of $200,000, proposed by the
Senate, in the appropriation {o reimburse the fund * Emergen-
cies prising in the Diplomatic and Consular Service, fiscal year
1920,” on account of the expenses of the American mission to
negotiate peace.

On Nos. 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 21, and 22: Appropriates
for certain addltioua! employees in the Treasury Department
from November 1, 1919, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
from October 1, 1919, as proposed by the House,

On Nos. 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, relating to public buildings:
Increases the amount which may be expended during the fiscal
vear 1920 for repairs on Treasury Department buildings in the
District of Columbia from $16,000 to $21,000, as proposed by the
Senate; appropriates $2,800 additional for the purchase of a
post-oflice site at Mount Olive, N. C.; appropriates $3.000 for
rent of quarters at Nashville, Tenn.; appropriates $1.500 for
rent of quarters at Newport, R. 1., and $125,000 for additional
construetion at the Cape Charles, Va., quarantine station, as pro-
posed by the Senate.

On Nos. 28 and 29, relating to the Secret Service Division of
the Treasury Department: Strikes out the increase of $25,000,
proposed by the Senate, and inserts the proviso, proposed by the
Senate, authorizing a maximum pay of $12 per day to not to
exceerl three persons.

On No. 30: Appropriates $136,813.94, as proposed by the
Senate, for additional employees in the Office of the Treasurer,
to be employed in redeeming national currency.

On Nos. 31, 32, and 33, relating to the Bureau of War Risk In-
surance : Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000,000, proposed
by the Senate, for advertising, and inserts the appropriation of
$161,536 for the purchase of addressograph supplies, as pro-
posed by the Senate.

(n No. 34, Strikes out the appropriation of $31,000, as pro-
posedl by the Senate, for telephone lines for the Coast Guard.

On No. 85: Strikes out the appropriation of $55,000, proposed
by the Senate, for additional seales for the Customs Service.

On No. 36: Inserts the paragraph, as proposed by the Senate,
reguiring the American Printing House for the Blind to furnish
two copies of each of its publications free of charge to the
National Library for the Blind.

On No, 37: Inserts the paragraph, proposed by the Senate, es-
tablishing a credit of $147 in the accounts of C. G. Duganne,
formerly disbursing officer of the Reclamation Service at Den-
ver, Colo.

On No. 38: Appropriates $550, as proposed by the Senate, to
credit the accounts of Sydney IE. Smith, disbursing clerk of the
War Department.

On No. 39: Inserts the language, proposed by the Senate,
making the appropriation for contingent expenses of the War
Department available for heating apparatus and repairs to
buildings occupied by the War Department other than the
" State, War, and Navy Building.

On No. 40: Strikes out the appropriation of $200,000 for con-
tinuing the construction of the Aqueduct Bridge.

On No. 41: Restores the language, stricken out by the &euate.
authorizing the maintenance of schools on Army ordnance res-
ervations, modified so as to authorize the use of $45,000 instead
of $64,000, as proposed by the House, and specifies the places
at which schools may be maintained.

This amendment also corrects an error in the text of the bill
by properly identifying a reference to the river and harbor
appropriation act of June 25, 1910, y

On No. 42: Strikes out the appropriation of $35,000, proposed
by the Senate, for the purchase of a bridge across the Missouri
River at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.

On No. 43 : Strikes out the paragraph, proposed by the Senate,
authorizing the expenditure of $13,872 for the purchase of cer-
tain land at Camp McClellan, Ala.

On No. 44 : Strikes out the paragraph, proposed by the Senate,
authorizing the expenditure during the fiscal year 1920 of
$15,681,350 of unexpended balances of appropriations made dur-
ing the fiscal years 1918 and 1919 for the Air Service of the
Army.

On Nos. 45, 46, 47, and 48, relating to the Navy Department:
Sirikes out the appropriation, proposed by the Senate, for in-
creases in compensation of draftsmen and engravers in the
Hydrographic Office; strikes out the paragraphs, proposed by
the Senate, authorizing certain expenditures in the office of the
Naval Records and Library ; inserts the paragraph, proposed by
the Senate, appropriating $175 for rent of quarters; and inserts
the appropriation of $6,280.94, as proposed by the Senate, for
the payment of claims for damages which have been adjusted
by the Secretary of the Navy in accordance with existing law.

On No, 49: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, the para-
graph authorizing the transfer of $9,300,000 from appropriations
for * Pay of the Nayy " and “ Provisions of the Navy " for the
fiscal year 1920 to other bureaus of the Navy Department for
work in connection with the repair of vessels.

On No, 50: Reduces from $800,000 to $500,000, as proposed by
the Senate, the amount which may be expended from the appro-
priation * Maintenance, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts,” for
pay of classified employees.

On No. 51: Appropriates $3,500, as propozed by the Senate,
for repair of an annex to the Senate folding room.

On No. 52: Appropriates $160,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for expenses incurred in protecting timber on the public land
from forest fires.

On Nos. 53, 54, and 55, relating to the. Patent Office : Appro-
priates for additional employees from November 1, 1919, as
proposed by the Senate, instead of from October 1, 1919, as
proposed by the House, and strikes out the appropriation of
$7,333.34 for additional employees to bring up to date the
trade-mark work of that office.

On No 5G: Appropriates £6,000,000, instead of $17,000,000, as
proposed by the Senate, for continuing the construction of the
Alaskan Railroad.

On Nos. 57 and 58, relating fo the Postal Service: Appropri-
ates $750,000 for compensation of clerks and employees at
first and second class post offices, as proposed by the Senate,
and appropriates $700,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead
of $300,000, as proposed by the House, for the payment of lim-
ited indemnity on mail matter for the fiscal year 1919.

On Nos. 59, 60, 61, G2, and 63, relating to the Department of
Justice; Increases the compensation -of the chief clerk at the
rate of $500 per annum instead of at the rate of $1,000 per
annum, a8 proposed by the Senate; increases the compensation
of the private secretary and assistant to the Attorney General,
and the attorney in charge of pardons, at the rate of $600 each,
instead of at the rate of $1,000 each as proposed by the Senate;
strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 proposed by the Senate,
for additional motor vehicles; and strikes out the authority,
proposed by the Senate, for the purchase and maintenance of
motor vehicles in connection with the detection and prosecution
of crimes.

On No. 64 : Strikes out the appropriation of $2,000, proposed by
the Senate, for the payment of a United States distriet attorney
of Portland, Oreg., for services rendered during the years 1910
and 1917. -

On No. 65: Appropriates $45,000, instead of $25,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $70,000 as proposed by the Senate, for
the control and prevention of the spread of the Japanese beetle.

On No. 66 : Appropriates $2,950,000 as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $2,500,000 as proposed by the House, for expenses
of the Forest Service in fighting and preventing forest fires.

On No. 67 : Strikes out the paragraph, proposed by the House,
authorizing the purchase and maintenance of a motor vehicle for
the official use of the Director of the Census.
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On Nos, 68, 69, 70, 71, and 72, relating to the Coast and Geodetic
Survey: Strikes out the appropriation of $12,000, proposed by
the House, to increase the compensation of draftsmen; strikes
out the appropriation of $5,000, proposed by the House, to in-
crease the compensation of engravers; strikes out the appropria-
tion of $35,622.23, proposed by the Senate, to increase the com-
pensation of draftsmen, engravers, computers, lithographers,
transferrers, pressmen, plate printers, and certain other em-
ployees; appropriates for additional draftsmen and other em-
ployees from November 1, 1919, as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of from October 1, 1019, as proposed by the House.

On No. 73: Strikes out the appropriation of $35.000, proposed
by the Senate, for expenses of the industrial conference.

On No. 7T4: Appropriates $64,462.46, instead of $73,212.46, as
proposed by the Senate, for expenses of the international confer-
ence of labor. The Senate amendment is modified so as to inerease
the compensation of three English-French translators and three
French-English translators from $125 to $200 per month each;
to strike out the appropriation of $650 for expenses of the tele-
graph room; to strike cut the appropriation of $10,000 for ex-
penses of moving departments to provide offices; to insert an
appropriation of $1,000 for contingent expenses: and to insert a
proviso prohibiting the use of any other appropriation to supple-
ment the funds granted in the bill and also prohibits the use of
this or any other appropriation for the expenses of telegraphing
or cabling proceedings of the conference.

On No. 75: Appropriates $1,075, instead of $2,150 as proposed
by the Senate, for the compensation of statutory employees of
the Botanic Garden.

On Nos. 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, and 81, relating to the Senate: Appro-
priates for the compensation of employees and for other ex-
penses of the Senate in the manner and amounts proposed by
each of the Senate amendments.

On No. 82: Appropriates $9,803.95 for the payment of judg-
ments of United States courts which were certified to Congress
after the bill had passed the House.

On No. 83: Appropriates $116,630.69 for the payment of judg-
ments of the Court of Claims which were certified to Congress
after the bill had passed the House.

On Nos. 84 and 85: Appropriates $1,160.333.82 and $353,920.50,
respectively, for the payment of audited claims which were
certified to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury after the
bill had passed the House.

On No. 8G; Corrects a section number of the bill.

James W. Goop,

J. G. CAxNoON,

James F. BYRNES,
Managers on the part of the Housc.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points
of order on the conference report just presented.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri reserves all
points of order on the conference report.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Rlecorp by inserting a statement by
the governor of Illinois approving the President’s statement on
the coal situation.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Recorp the matter stated.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the gov-
ernor of Illinois approves the President’s statement?

Mr. WILLIAMS. He does.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But suppose he did not approve it?

Mr. BLANTON. Then I would have objected to it.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

ADJOURNKMENT.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 1
minute p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
October 28, 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 Interior, transmitting
supplemental report and list of useless papers and requesting
aunthority for the disposition of the same (H. Doc. No. 275) ; to
the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and
ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Grisfield Harbor, Md, (H. Doc, No, 276) ; to the Com-

mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with
illustrations.

3. A letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting letter from
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army of 22d instant,
together with report of preliminary examination of Old River,
Chambers County, Tex. (H. Doc. No. 277) ; to the Committec on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations,

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of San Antonio River, Tex. (H. Doc. No. 278) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Galveston Bay at Smith Point, Tex. (H. Doc. No,
279) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to
be printed. :

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several ealendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 2495) transferring the tract of
land known as Craney Island from the jurisdiction of the War
Department to the jurisdiction of the Treasury Department
and translerring the tract of land known as Fishermans Island
from the jurisdiction of the Treasury Department to the juris-
diction of the War Department, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 418), which sald bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. SANFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, io
which was referred the bill (H. R. 3707) authorizing the enlist-
ment of non-English-speaking citizens and aliens, reported the
saine without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 423),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule X111, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk. and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. KELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 1317) for the relief of Robert T. Lezge,
reported the same with an amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 420), which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. EDMONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 176) for the relief of John M. Francis, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 421), which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 2716) to relieve the estate of Thomas H. Hall, deceased,
late postmaster at Panacea, Fla., and the bondsmen of said
Thomas H. Hall, of the payment of money alleged to have been
misappropriated by a clerk in said office, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 422), which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 10205) to grant the consent of
Congress to the Haileys Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across
the Savannah River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 10206) for the extension of
Maryland Avenue east of Fifteenth Street to the Anacostia
River; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. JONES of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10207) providing for
service of process in causes removed from a State or other court
to a United States court ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 10208) to authorize the Lime-
stone-Morgan Bridge Co., a corporation, to construct a bridge
across the Tennessee River at or near the city of Decatur, Ala.;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 10209) to provide for the reim-
bursement of the United States for motive power, cars, and ofher
equipment ordered for railroads and systems of transportation
under Federal control, and for other purposes; to the Commiitee
on Interstate and IMoreign Commerce,
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By Mr. MacGREGOI: A bill (H. R. 10210) to prevent riot-
ing and mob murders and protect life and property from lawless
depredation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUMPHREYS: A bill (H. R. 10211) to survey the
Yazoo River, Miss,, with a view fo the control of its floods; to the
Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr, OLIVER (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10212) to credit
officers of the United States Naval Force with time
served in the Naval Auxiliary Service; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10213) to amend
section 1406 of the act entitled “An act to provide revenue, and
for other purposes,” approved February 24, 1919, and section 3
of the act entitled “An act permitting any person who has
served in the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps in the
‘present war to retain his uniform and personal equipment and
to wear the same under certain conditions,” approved February
28, 1919 ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10214) authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy, in hig discretion, to withhold any part or all of the re-
tainer pay of members of the Naval Reserve Force for failure
to perform certain duties; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. CONNALLY : Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 85)
approving the recent statement issued by the President of the
United States regarding the threatened strike in the coal fields
of the United States and pledging the support of the Congress
to the President in*the exercise of all of his constitutional pow-
ers in the premises; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H, R. 10215) granting a pension
to Sarah Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 10216) for the relief of Col.
Henry D. Styer; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. FISHER : A bill (H. R. 10217) granting a pension to
David R. Locke; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

DBy Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. 10218) granting a pension
to Nancy J. Markham ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10219) granting a
pension to Kathrine Raumbeller; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. GREEN of Towa: A bill (H. R, 10220) granting an
increase of pension to William Logsden; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10221) grant-
ing u pension to Scoit Colegate; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LAMPERT : A bill (H. R, 10222) granting a pension
to Lewis Grignon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 10223) granting a pen-
sion to Anna M. Amer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCULLOCH : A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pen-
sion to Charles RR. Johnston ; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill " (H. R. 10225) granting an increase of pension to
Norman A. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10226) granting a pension to Arthur W,
Deckman; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PETERS: A blll (H. R. 10227) for the relief of
Lieut. D. A. Neumann ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 10228) for the relief of
Martha E. Conklin; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 10229) granting an increase
o]f pension to Thomas L. Hancock; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 10230) to
correct the military record of Joseph L. Beck; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10231) grant-
ing a pension to Caroline Miller; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10232) granting a pension to Comfort C.
Gregory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of sundry honorably dis-
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in the war
with Germany, favoring legislation to pay to each honorahly
discharged man one year’s additional pay; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr., CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: Petition of certain
citizens of Allegheny County, expressing oppesition to the Smith-
Towner educational bill; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. CURRY of California: Petition of E. W. Bullard
and certain wool growers of California, against the proposed
auction sales of foreign wool to be held in Boston; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of California Cedar Products Co., of Stockton,
Calif., against the prohibition of the exportation of lumber and
its products for a period of two years; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ORAGO: Petition of sundry citizens of Scottdale,
Pa., for the return of the remains of soldiers who died and
are buried on foreign soil; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. DARROW : Petition of General Grant Post No. 5,
Grand Army of the Republic, Philadelphia, Pa., in behalf of the
speedy passage of the Fuller pension bill; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Rockford Chamber
of Commerce of Rockford, Ill., favoring a new cable across the
Pacific; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, petition of Brooklyn Post No. 368, Department of Ohio,
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the Fuller bill, House
bill 9369 ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of La Salle, IlL,
protesting against the passage of the Siegel bill and other
pricefixing bills; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. %

Also, petition of the Union Scottish Societies, favoring the
repeal of the tax on outdoor amusements; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Memorial on behalf of the Society
of Friends, Menlo, Town, against military training and inter-
vention in Mexico; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of Roy L. Sweet and other resi-
dents of Sargent, Custer County, Nebr., in behalf of the Kenyon
and Kendriek bills; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr, MEAD: Petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y.,
protesting against the passage of the so-ealled Siegel bill; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Brook-
lyn, N. Y., favering the passage of a bill giving six months' pay
to soldiers and sailors who participated in the great world con-
flict; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, petition of Ukraipian National Committee, United
States Branch, of Philadelphia, asking the United States of
America to recognize the democratic Republic as a
free, independent, and sovereign State; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Foster-Milburn Co., Buffalo, N, Y., protesting
against the passage of Senate bill 2004; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of John M. Glenn, of Chicago, Ill., protesting
against the passage of House bill 8572; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Michigan Federa-
tion of Labor, favoring Federal retirement bill; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Michigan Federation of Labor, favoring in-
creased wage for postal employees; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of Thomas MeCros-
key, of Knoxville, Tenn., protesting against the order recently
made by the Railroad Administration prohibiting the use of
open-top cars for other than coal shipments; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of J. E. Fox & Co., of Dandridge, Tenn., rela-
tive to the live-stock situation; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. YATES: Petition of Fred W. Begemann, urging the
passage of House bill 9559, providing for the relief of totally
disabled Government employees; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of Acme Steel Goods Co. and Stewart-Warner
Speedometer Corporation, Chicago, Ill., protesting against the
closed shop; to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Thomas W. Hagerty, Chicago, Ill., urging
the passage of House bills 6688 and 4987 ; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, petition of International Corset Co., Aurora, Ill, urging
the passage of the program of railroad legislation as outlined
and adopted by the ghambel; of Commerce of the United States;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.




7616

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

OCTOBER 28,

Also, petition of National Association of United States cus-
toms inspectors, New York, N. Y., urging the passage of House
bill 6577 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Abingdon Retail Merchants' Association,
Abingdon, IIl., urging enactment of such legislatioan as will en-
courage production and discourage abnormal demand, and in
particular a limited embargo upon exports, prohibition of re-
sales between distributors, limiting board of trade trading to
actual delivery, and permitting only producers or distributors
of food to deal in same; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of retail merchant's department, Pekin, IlL,
urging enactment of such legislation as will encourage produc-
tion and discourage abnormal demand, and in particular a
limited embargo upon exports, prohibition of resales between
distributors, limiting board of trade tradingz to actual delivery,
and permitting only producers or distributers of food to deal
in same; to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Tuespay, October 28, 1919.
( Legislative day of Wednesday, October 22, 1919.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess,

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following com-
munication:
UNITED STATES SxNM':,
an:rmnr Pro TeMP
Washington, D. C., October es, 1919.
To the Scnate:

Being temgora.ruy absent from the Senate, I np?oi.nt Hon. IrvINE L.
LeNRoOOT, enator from the State of Wisconsin, to pertcrm the dutles
of the Chair during my absence.
ALBERT B. CUMMINS,
President Pro Tempore.

Mr. LENROOT thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer.
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, last evening I presented the
.conference report on House bill 9205, the first deficiency appro-
priation bill. I find on an examination that slight errors have
been made in the report, and I ask leave to withdraw it for

correction.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection,
granted.

leave is

TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERMANY.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole and in open execu-
tive session, resumed the consideration of the treaty of peace
with Germany.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is upon
the adoption of the amendment in the form of a substitute pro-
posed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] to the
amendment of the committee.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

orum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested, and the Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Gronna MeCumber Smith, M.
Ball 1lale McKellar Sm
Bankhead Harding MecLean gn
Borah Harris MeceNary S
Brandegee Harriscn Moses Sutherland
Calder Henderson Nelson Swanson
Uapper Hitcheock New Thomas
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. Newberry Townsend
Colt Jones, N. Mex.  Nugent Trammell
Culberson Jones, Wash, Overman Underwood
Curtls Kello, Page Wadsworth
Dial Kendrick Penrosc ‘Walsh, Mass,
Dillingham Kenyon Phipps Wa.lsh Mont,
Edge Keyes Pomerene Warren
Fernald King Robinson ‘Watson
Fletcher Klrh_\r Sheppard ‘Williams
I ce Shields Woleott
Frelinghuysen Ln Folletl'.c Simmons
Ga Lenroot Smith, Ariz.
Gerry Lodge Smith, Ga.

Mr, McNARY. I desire to announce the absence on official

business of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norgris], the
genior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gorg], the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. Raxsperr], and the junior Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. OWEXN].

Mr. GERRY. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Joax-

soN] and the Senator from South Curoli_nn [Mr. Smira] are

detained by illness in their families, The senior Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. BeckHAM] and the junior Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. STANLEY] are absent on public business. The Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. Prtraax] is necessarily detained from
the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-six Senators have an-

swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present.
. FUNDAMENRTAL PRINCIPLES OF THE CONSTITUTION.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, in these times of social up-
heaval and unbridled radiealism, when old standards of justice
and right are distinctly scattered to the winds, I think the
voice of any organized society calling out through the din of
frenzied clamor for sobriety and sanity of both word and
action is most timely.

I therefore present and ask to have read a resolution of the
Supreme Council of the Ancient and Accepted Scoftish Rite of
Freemasonry for the Southern Jurisdiction of the United
States of America, which has lately been in session in the city
of Washington and only closed its labors yesterday. The reso-
lution is very short and I ask that it may be read by the Sec-
retary.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? There
being no objection, the Secretary will read the resolution.

The Secretary read as follows:

“Whereas the Great War has disturbed old conditions nnd rela-
tions between men, and

“IWhereas the trsulsttlon period is fraught \nth danger to our
country and its institutions through precipitate judgment and

ill digested remedial measures on the part of the few hut

mostly through the indifference and apathy of the many, and
“ Whereas fanatical visionaries and eriminal intelligence with

baser motives have seized this opportunity to promulgate

Lheirbdo;::rines of force and direct action regarvdless of right;

now be

“ Resolved, That the Supreme Council of the Ancient and Ac-
cepted Scottish Rite of Freemasonry for the Southern Jurisdic-
tion of the United States of America, assembled in biennial ses-
?‘igjlfl'i does now reaffirm its ancient doctrine and repeat its be-
ief in: .

*The fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man; that
justice, truth, and equity should govern all human actions; and
above all, the need of organized government and constituted au-
thority to express the will of the people, for the people, and
by the people, as distinguished from all forms of anarchy and
mob rule;

“That we commend in the highest terms the efforis of the
President and the Congress of the United States of America to
maintain the fundamental principles as proclaimed in the Con-
stitution. :

“It further calls on all its subordinate bodies to read this
resolution to their members when next assembled and to pledge
them collectively and individually to the support of its purpose
to maintain sane and reasoned judgment on all public questions,
that our liberties and rights as Americans may be preserved
and the freedom and dignity of our country be upheld.”

LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask leave to liave printed
in the REecorp an article published in the New York Times of
last Sunday entitled “ Six to Six in the League.”

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

BRITISH AND AMERICAN VorEs 6 To 6 1N THE LEacve—Ocrn Powen 1x
ASSEMBLY LEQUALS BRITISH ASIDE FROM JOHNSON AMENDMENT.
[By Prof. Albert Bushnell Hart.]

CaMmprIDGE, MASS., Octaber 17, 1919,
To the Editor of the New York Times:

The discussion on the league of nations during the last six
months has been nothing short of a public edueation. Millions
of people have learned the meaning of such obscure terms as
“ egvenant,” *league,” “ ratification,” * reservation,” ‘ amend-
ment,” * interpretation,” * mandatory,” “ existing political inde-
pendence,” “ arbitration,” and “ inquiry.” Never since the I'ed-
eral Constitution was on the knees of the gods a century and n
third ago have the American people so caretully studied o docu-
ment and so anxiously listened to arguments upon ifs meaning
and its application to the future welfare of the country.

Therefore every intelligent person is aware that the league of
nations does not contain the section under which the Japanese
have become possessed of “ rights ” as a nation to own Tailroads
and coal mines and to control the commerce of Shantung, which
Germany took from China 20 years ago by the “ rights ™ of rob-
bery; that matter is introduced into the closely interwoven
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