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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the
calendar under Rule VIII is now completed.

MRS. E. H. JACKBON,

Mr. CURTIS, T ask unanimous consent to return to Order
of Business 681, being the bill (H. R. 8173) for the rellef of
Mrs. E. H. Jackson. By a mistake, the committee neglected to
report an amendment to the bill which is necessary. I ask
unanimous consent to reconsider the votes by which the bill
.was ordered to a third reading and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
asks unanimous consent to reconsider the votes by which the
bill named by him was ordered to a third reading and passed.
Without objection, the votes are reconsidered.

Mr. CURTIS. I now move to amend the bill by inserting
on page 1, line 4, after the word “pay,” the words “to Mrs,
E. H. Jackson.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed
by the Senator from Kansas will be stated.

The Reaviveg CrErg. On page 1, line 4, after the word “ pay,”
it is proposed to insert “to Mrs. E. H. Jackson,” so as to read:

That the Secret of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to
pay to Mrs. E. H, Jackson—

And so forth.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

KINEO TRUST CO.

Mr. CAPPER. T ask unanimous consent to return to Order of
Business 810, being the bill (H. R. 8073) for the relief of
the Kineo Trust Co. 8ince the passage of the bill my atten-
tion has been called to a clerical error in it. I ask that the
vote whereby the bill was ordered to a third reading and
passed may be reconsidered in order that I may move an
amendment to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill to
which he refers was ordered to be read the third time and
passed may be reconsidered. The Chalr hears no objection, and
the vote is reconsidered.

Mr. CAPPER. On page 1, line 13, after the word “ maturing,”
I move to strike out the word “ March " and to insert the word
“ September.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Kansas will be stated.

The ReAapine Crerx. On page 1, line 13, after the word
“maturing,” it is proposed to strike out the word * March™
and to insert the word “ September,” so as to read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized
and directed to pay to the Kineo Trust Co,, of Dover, Me., a banking
corporation existing by law, or its assigns, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000 with interest
at the rate of 43 per cent per annum from tember 15, 1919, to Sep-
tember 15, 1920, the amount of the prinei and in due it as
owner of a United States Treasury certificate of indebtedness of series
T-10, No. 6768, dated September 15, 1919, and maturing September 15,
19;(;. of which the Kineo Trust Co. has established loss from its pos-
session.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.
DEFINITION OF BUTTER. :

Mr, McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to revert to Order
of Business 847, being the bill (8. 3858) to define butter and to
provide a standard therefor. The Department of Agriculture,
I may say, Mr. President, is very anxious for the early enact-
ment of this bill into law. The bill merely proposes to stand-
ardize the butter-fat content at 80 per cent.

Mr. CURTIS. That bill went over on the objection of the
senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no necessity for a
reconsideration of the vote in reference to this bill, as it was
simply passed over on objection. ,

Mr, FLETCHER. It was passed over and the Senator who
objected is now absent from the Chamber,

Mr. CURTIS. The senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
SterRLING] objected. We shall have a calendar day on Monday
next. I therefore hope that the Senator from Oregon will let
the bill go over.

Mr. McNARY. I did not know that the senior Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. StErring] had objected to the bill. His
colleague, the jumior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Nor-

BECK] reported the bill favorably, I, as acting chairman of the
committee, directing a favorable report.

There can be no objection to the bill, but, as a matter of
courtesy, I shall let the matter go over, provided the calendar
may be considered on Monday next,

Mr. OURTIS. We shall have the calendar under considera-
tion on next Monday.

ADJOURNMENT,

Mr, OURTIS. Under the unanimous-comsent agreement, I
move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o'clock and 22 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 11, 1922,
at 12 o'clock meridian.

SENATE.

Moxvay, September 11, 1922.

Rev. Wallace Radecliffe, D. D., of the city of Washington,
offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, we thank Thee for the rest and gladness of
the past Lord’'s Day. May its influences beautify and sanctify
the duties and experiences of the coming week, that we may
walk before the Lord in the land of the living.

We remember again the darkness and fear in the Executive
Mansion. We thank Thee for every measure of comfort and
promise, and we pray for Thy special benediction upon her
whom Thou hast appointed to this sickness and fear. Hear the
prayers that arise from so many all over the land. Rebuke her
sickness. Give knowledge, and skill, and success to those that
care for her; and sustain her by the grace Thou hast promised,
that in peace and quietness her soul may rest. Bless the Presi-
dent of the United States in these special hours of burden and
re?lr. Let Thy rod and staff comfort him, that he may fear no
evil

And unto all of us help us so to use the world as not abus-
ing it, knowing that' the fashion of this world passeth away.
Baptize Thy servants in the United States Senate with Thy
spirit for all that Thou hast appointed to them this day to be
or to do, that through them Thy will may be declared as a
blessing to the land, and to the glory of Thy name. In Jesus
Christ, Amen,

The Assistant Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the
proceedings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. CuUrTIS
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed
with and the Journal was approved.

COMPULSORY SUNDAY OBSERVANCE.

Mr. WILLIS presented a memorial numerously signed by
sundry citizens of Dayton, Ohio, remonstrating against the en-
actment of legislation providing for compulsory Sunday ob-
servance in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia,

PUEBLO INDIAN LANDS IN NEW MEXICO.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I desire to submit a report on
behalf of the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, President, I think we had better have a
guorum this morning. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Assistant Secretary called the roll and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Ernst MeLean Bhields

Ball Fletcher MeNary Shortridge
Borah France Moses Simmons
Brandegee Glass Myers Smith
Broussard Gooding Nelson Smoot
Bursum Hale New Btanfield
Cameron Harreld Nicholson Stanley
Capper Harrison Oddie Sterling
Culberson Heflin Phipps Swanson
Cummins Jones, Wash Ransiel Trammell
Curtis Kellogg Rawson Warren
Dillingham MeCormick Robinson Watson, Ga.
du Pont McCumber Sheppard Willis

Mr. CURTIS. 1 was requested to announce that the Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] has been called from the city
by reason of illness in his family.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present.,

Mr. BURSUM. From the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, I report back favorably without amendment the bill
(S. 3855) to ascertain and seitle land claims of personsg not
Indians within Pueblo Indian land, land grants, and reserva-
tions in the State of New Mexico, and I submit a veport (No,
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909) thereon, I ask unanimous eonsent for the immediate
consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. ROBINSON. I inquire of the Senator from New Mexico
if the bill is now on the calendar?

Mr. BURSUM, It is not on the calendar.

Mr. ROBINSON, The bill has just been reported from the
conunittee?

Mr, BURSUM. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from New Mexico make
a brief statement as to its purpose? It is impossible to un-
derstand the bill by hearing the title read.

Mr, BURSUM. I will make a statement covering the object
and purpose of the bill

1 will first say that the reason for urgency in the considera-
tion of the bill is that titles to about 5,000 homes in New
Mexico, which are situated upen land grants which were made
by Spain in the seventeenth century are in question. The con-
troversy is one which has gone on in New Mexico for a great
number of years. The controversy arose on account of lands
which were located on grants originally made by Spain in
1745. Those grants were what were called pueblo or town
grants. Upon those pueblos or town grants were residing
Indians and non-Indians. Those people have lived upon those
grants for all these years. A few years ago the Government
brought a suit against a party by the name of Sandoval. In
that case there indirectly came up the question of the relation-
ghip between the Government and the Indians, and the legality
of the title to those lands was threatened. An investigation
was made by an agent of the Interior Department and of the
Department of Justice. They investigated the whole question
from the standpoint of the Government, from the standpoint
of the Indians, and from the standpoint of the seftlers.
Finally the attorneys for the settlers and the attorneys for the
Government met and conferred, and hearings were held before
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and also before the Secre-
tary of the Inferior. A bill was agreed upon vesting jurisdic-
tion in the Federal court of the State of New Mexico to hear
and determine the questions in controversy, and providing a
remedy whereby title might be quieted to settlers occupying
lands on the various grants,

Mr, ROBINSON. Is the bill to which the Senator from New
Mexico now refers the one which he has just reported to the
Senate and for which he asks immediate consideration?

Mr. BURSUM. The bill which I have reported is exactly
the one to which I have referred as having been agreed to by
the parties in interest. ;

Mr. ROBINSON. Are suits now pending affecting the title
to the lands in question?

Mr. BURSUM. There were such suits siarted, but by mu-
tual consent it has been agreed to defer them until the pas-
sage of this proposed legislation.

Mr, ROBINSON. Is the report of the committee unani-
mous?

Mr. BURSUM.

Mr. ROBINSON.
Department?

Mr. BURSUM. It is recommended by the Interior Depart-
ment and by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and also
is agreed to by the parties to the controversy.

Mr. BORAH. How much land is involved in this contro-
versy ?

Mr. BURSUM. There are about 5,000 settlers on the land
the title of which is involved, and the various tracts range from
2 acres all the way up to 100 acres or more in some instances.
The specific basis upon which it is now proposed that title
may be quieted is that recognition is to be given to titles
which were granted by authorities under the Spanish Gov-
ernment, also by authorities under the Mexican Government,
and also as the result of peaceable possession for 20 years
prior to 1912; but in certain instances, where the court may find
peaceable possession and the use of the land and improve-
ments, the court may provide that such lands shall be ap-
praised, their value ascertained, and in such cases payment
shall be made to the Indians,

Mr. BORAH. Does this bill contemplate a suit to quiet title
after the measure shall have been passed?

Mr. BURSUM. After the bill shall have been passed, suit
must be brought by the settlers to quiet title.

Mr. BORAH. Then, no title will be quieted by virtue of
the passage of the bill?

Mr. BURSUM. No; no title will be quieted by virtue of
the passage of the bill. It will merely afford the machinery
through which these titles may be quieted.

The report is nnanimous.
And it is recommended by the Interior

Mr. BORAH. It is merely, then, an act to enable the
parties interested to bring suit?

Mr. BURSUM. Exactly so,

Mr. BORAH, And it establishes the rules by which suits
may be maintained?

Mr, BURSUM., It proposes to establish the rules, and the
rules will be as stated with reference to the rights of settlers.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being mno objection, the Senate as in Committee of
the Whole proceeded to consider the bill; which is as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the District Court of the United States for
the District of New Mexico shall have original jurisdiction of all crimes
and offenses cognizable under the authority of the United States, in
addition to the jurisdiction heretofore granted to said court, in the
followllélg cases :

“{n imes and offenses committed b{oany person whomsoever n
any lands included within the exterfor boundary lines of any gnu: of
land confirmed, or for which patent has been or shall be issued by the
United States of America to the following-named Indian pueblos, to
wit : The Pueblo of Taos, Pueblo of Picuris, Pueblo of S8an Juan, Pueblo
of Pojoaque, Pueblo of Nambe, Pueblo of Tesuque, Pueblo of Santa Clara,
Pueblo of San Yldefonso, Pueblo of Cochitl, eblo of Santo
Pueblo of San Felipe, Pueblo of Santa Ana, Pueblo of Cia, Pueblo o
Jemez, Pueblo of Pecos, Pueblo of Sandia, Pueblo of Isleta, Pueblo of
Laguna, Pueblo of Acoma, and the Pueblo of Zuni, so long as the legal
title thereto shall remain in the sald pueblos, respectively, or in any
inhabitant thereof who shall be commonly known and accepted by the
pueblo as a Pueblo Indian.

(b) Crimes and offenses committed by any persom whomsoever upon
lands included within the exterior boundaries of any reservation of
lands set apart the United States of America for use or benefit
of any of the pueblos above named, or for the use and benefit of any of
the inhabitants thereof, commonly known and accepted by the pueblo
as Pueblo Indians, so long as the said reservation so set apart shall
continue as such reservation and be used by sald Pueblo Indians for
their purposes,

(cz| (‘.rfm.ea and offenses committed by any person whomsoever upon
any lunds belonging to or chlmadnl::f any of t L!ore&:i.nx—mmed puebﬁs,
acquired by said pueblo or any Indian or Indians thereof, by purchase,

, or conveyance in writing, or in any other manner whatsoever, so
ong as said lands shall be in the possession of and the legal title
t‘i‘e“"% shall remain in the sald pueblos or in any Indian or Indians

8Bc. 2, That the Distriet Court of the United States for the District
of New Mexico shall have exclusive original jurlsdiction in all suits or
controversies of a civil nature, at common law or in equity, in addition
to the jurisdiction heretofore granted to sald eourt“in {ﬁe following
cases :
(a) All suits of a ecivil nature, at common law or in equity, involy-
ing any right, title, or interest, benefit, use, possession, or t of
on of any person or corporation whomsoever, or of the Unlted
tates of Amerlca, to any lands, included within the exterior boundary

lines of any granf of land confi or for which patent has been o
shall be issu b& the United States of America fo the following-
Ilf:d'lan eblos, wit : The Pueblo of Taos, Pueblo of Pleuris, Pueblo

of San Juan, Pueblo of Pojoague, Pueblo of Nambe, Pueblo of ‘i‘eauqne,
Pueblo of Santa Clara, Pueh'L of Ban Yldefonso, Pueblo of Cochitl,
Pueblo of Santo Domingo, Pueblo of San Felipe, Pueblo of Santa Ana,
Pueblo of Cia, Pueblo of Jemes, Pueblo of , Pueblo of Sandia,
Pueblo of Isleta, Pueblo of na, Pueblo of Acoma, and the Pueblo
gf Zmﬂ.i ;e long nbs the I.nz&ds ro}uﬂ shall not )éue been segrﬁpm
TOm 80 rant by final decree o e District Court of the United
Btﬁe)s A3 itk A Tt BT 1a ving
8 of & nature, at common law or in equity, invol
any right, title, or interest, betn“gﬂt, lllase, pnnsesalon.ro{h rl{}ltunf %ﬂ
slon, of any person or corporation whomsoever, or o e Un tes
of America, to any lands included within the exterior houn of
any reservation of lands set apart by the United States of America
for the use or benefit of any of the pueblos hereinbefore named, or for
the use and benefit of sn{o of the inhabitants thereof, commonly known
and accepted by the pueblo as Pueblo Indians, so long as the uid reser-
vation so made or set a shall continue as such reservation and be
used by said Pueblo Indians for their purposes.

(c) All suits of a civil nature, at common law or in equity, involving
any riiht, title, or interest, benefit, use, possession, or ht of posses-
sion, of any person or corporation w er, or of the United States
of America, to any lands belonging to, or claimed or over or upon which
anr easement shall exist, by any of the foregoing-named pueblos, ac-
gquired by said pueblo, or any Indian or [ndlmnﬁlemt. by purefmaa,

ft, or conveyance in writing, or in any o manner whatsoever, so
ong as said lands and any right or easement therein and the legal
title thereto shall be and remain in the said pueblos, or in any I n
or Indians thereof.

(d) All suits of a civil nature, at common law or in equity, involyin
any right, title, or interest, benefit, use, possess or right of puf
session, of any personal property owned, or to be owned, b
any of the hereinhe:ure—namege ueblos, or any of the Indian inhabitan
thereof, commonly known anJ accen;led by the blo as Pueblo In-
dians, as well a8 all actions ex contractu and ex delictu wherein any one
of said pueblos or any one of the Indian inhabitants thereof, commonly
known and accepted g the pueblo as Pueblo Indians, shall be a party,

(e) All suits of a clyil nature, at common law or in e?nity. involv-
ing any question of internal affairs or the government of any of sald
pueblos, including the right to hold office in said pueblo in accordance
with the eustoms and regunlations of sald pueblo.
© Bec. 8. That the State of New Mexico and the courts thereof shall
have jurisdiction over all lands and in all questions arising in relation
thereto, which shall have been segregated from any of the pueblo grants
bereinbefore enumerated by final decree, a8 well as also over all
lands and as to all questions or controversies arising in relation thereto
which have ce to be reservations as hereinbefore provided, or which
shall have been legally sold or of by any of sald bl
Indian or Indians thereof, as now or hereafter provided

8EC. 4, That all suits brought under the provisions of this act shall
be brought by or aﬁa].nn the gueblo or the individual Pueblo Indian,
and in all actions t under the provisions hereof involving any
pueblo or the rights thereof, sald pueblo shall be designated and
styled as “The pueblo of . “inserting the name of said pueblo,
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and any individnal Pueblo Indian shall be designated and styled
ff , & Pueblo Indian of the pueblo of ,” inserting the
name of said Pueblo Indian, if known, and the name of said pueblo.

SEC, 5. That in all civil cases brou&'ht under the provisions of this
act service of ﬂ-om shall be had and made upon the pueblo or upon
any Indian inhabitant of such pueblo, commonly known and accepted
by said pueblo as a Pueblo Indian, by serving the same upon the
governor of said ]Eluebio, or in his absence, or in case of any vnc&ucs
in said governorship, by serving the same upon any officer of sal
Pus-hlo then acting in his place and stead, and, in the case of any
ndividual Indian imhabitant of any pueblo, upon both the governmor
or other officer acting in his place and stead and the individual Indian.

SeEc. 6. That pleading, practice, procedure, and rules of evidence
shall be the same In all causes arising under this act as in other elivil
and criminal causes in the Federal courts, unless hereinafter other-
wise set forth and declared.

Sgc. 7. That all persons or_ corporations who, prior to and since
the date of the ratification and proclamation of the treaty of Guada-
lupe Hidalgo, July 4, 1848, either in person or through their pred-
ecessors, in claim of interest, grantors, privies, or agents, have had
actual, open, notorfous, exclusive, and continuous possession, under
color of title, of, 1n, or to any lands included within the exterior
boundaries of a.n‘y grant of land confirmed or patented to any of the
pueblos hereinbefore named by the United States of America, shall be
entitled to a decree in their respective favor for all of the lands so
possessed, and the district court shall, by its decree, regate the
safd land from the said pueblo grant, and shall ascertain and ad-
Judicate the true boundaries and extent thereof, in the proof of which
character of possession and of the boundaries and extent thercof
secondary evidence shall be admissible and competent. Upon the entry
of any-decree segregating any of the lands of any pueblo grant pur-
suant to the provisions and requirements of this paragraph, the clerk
of 1he said court shall forthwith send to the SBecretary of the Interior
of the United Btates a certified copy of said decree, and the said
tract of land so se ted havin geen surveyed by or under his
directlon, according to the boundaries and extent as set forth In said
decree, sald Secretary of the Interior shall cause patent therefor to
be issued to said person, his heirs or assigns, or to such corporation
or its successors in interest. In all cases arising under the provisions
of this act wherein the original title and the adverse tPo on there-
under antedates the dates of ratification and proclamation of the treaty
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the remedy, rellef, and procedure in this para-
graph provided shall be exclusive and either party to any suit bronght
pursuant to the provisions of this act may make prool of date and
source of title and the possession thereunder.

SEc. B. That all persons who, or corporations which, for more
than 10 years prior to June 20, 1910, either in person or through
their respective predecessors in claim of interest, grantors, privies, or
agents, have had actual, open, notorious, exclusive and continuous pos-
session, with or without color of title, of any lands falling or included
within the exterior boundaries of nng egnmt confirmed or patented to
any of the pueblos in this act s , and all persons who or cor-

rations. which in person or through thelr respective predecessors
n claim of interest or grantors claim any such lands lying within
ithe exterlor boundaries of anty of said ﬁuehlo grants, under valid
grant from the Governments of Spain or Mexico, or under any grant
act of confirmation or patent of the United States of Amerieca, shall
be entitled to & decree in their favor respectively for the whole of the
lands so claimed, and the district court shall in its decree segregate
the saild land from the said pueblo t and shall ascertain and ad-
judicate the area and extent thereof and the value of the said lands
without improvement, if any there shall be thereon, as of the date
of the dmh , and ﬁl;pon the c;ntirhy o‘ta a&:y dtecrse pro\rg;!ed fortlnthth!x

ragra segrega any o e lands of any pueblo gran ere-

m, the clerk of flse glstrlc’t court shall forthwith send to the

of the Interior of the United States of America a certified

copy of the final decree, and, thereupon, the Secretary of the Interior
aha{l cause to be surveyed from the public lands of the Unlted States
of America a tract or tracts of land as nearly adjacemt to the sald
ueblo as possible, equal in area and value or equal in value to the
nds so seesrega.ted in said final decree and shall cause patent therefor
o be issued to the pueblo entitled thereto; but If it be found that
such lands are not avallable then the Secretary of the Interfor shall
place to the credit of the said pueblo the value of the said land so
segregated in cash as provided in raid adjudication, and shall dis-
burse the same to the best advumg and interest of the said pueblo.

SEC. 9. That the Secretary of the Interlor shall promulgate all neces-
sary rules and regulations relative to the selection of such lien lands
torge patented to any pueblo as in this act provided, and all necessary
surveys, field notes, and plats made or necessary in ascertaining the
exten{ and area of any land to be segregated from any pueblo shall be
made under the direction of the surveyor general of the United States
for New Mexico upon instructions to that effect from the Secretary of
the Interior, without cost to litigants.

Sec. 10. That whenever upon, through, or over, in whole or in part,
any lands of any pueblo grant sought to be ted, or segregated
from any Indian pueblo under the provisions of this act, there shal[
be located any river, creek, lake, pond, spring, reservolr, am, irrigat-
ing diteh, canal, or other watercourse or source of water supply used
for the i tion and cultivation of any lands of any Indian pueblo
not included within the areas so segregated, or sought to bd re-
gated, the right of the pueblo to the use and benefit of any waters
existing or found in any such river, creek, lake, pond, spring, reser-
voir, dam, irrigating diteh, camal, or other watercourse sghall, case
of suit brought therefor, be decreed to the paid Puebla according to its
aml!ropriation thereof for the irrigation of the lands of the pueblo as
irrigated and cultivated at the time of the passage and approval
hereof, and any further and additional use of such waters and the
appr?é)riatton thereof shall be acquired, determined, and adjudicated
according to the laws of the State of New Mexico governing the ap-
propriation aud use of waters for irrigation purposes.

8Ec. 11. That all proceedings under this act in the said distriet court
shnll be without costs to parties.

8Ec. 12, That any party aggrieved by any final judgment or decree
of the district court in anf of the foregoing cases, either civil or
criminal, shall have the right to an appeal or writ of error as in other
eivil criminal cases.

Spc. 13. That in any action bmufht under the provisions of this
act in which the segregation of any lande of any pueblo is sought the
United States of erica, in fits ca‘nclty of guardian of the said
Pueblo In shall appear and shall be represented by some n
learned In the law, who &hall be named and designated by the AtEomey
General of the United States for that purpose, with such assistants,

legal and clerical, and with such compensation as to the Aftorney
General shall seem meet and proper.

SEc. 14. That all suits which may be brought by persons or corpora-
tions other than the pueblos hereinbefore named and the inhabitants
thereof, commonly known and accepted by the pueblo as Pueblo Indians,
involving any right, title, interest, benefit, use, possession, or right of

ssegsion, of any such #on or corporatiom, to any lands fs.llfng or
necluded within the exterior boundary lines of any of the pueblo grants
in this act enumerated and specified shall be commenceg within fve
years from the date of the passage and approval of this act: otherwise
the same shall be forever barred, and sald persons or corporations
shall lose all rights and benefits by this act provided.

SEc. 15. That surveys of lands within pueblo grants and reserva-
tions held and occupied by persops not Indlan, or corporations, as
heretofore made under the supervision of the surveyor general for New
Mexico, and plats and field notes of which have been filed in hi
office, shall be accepted as prima facle evidence of the boundaries 03
lands therein deecriged.

SEc. 16. That in eases where lands within such grants, or any part or
parcel thereof, shall at the trial be shown not to have been held an
occupied bg the claimants, non-Indian, for the period fixed by sectlon
of this act for the acquiring of title under the provisions hereof, but
have been purchased, or ncqulredegy inheritance, used and cultivated,
or purchased, or acquired by inheritance, held, occupied, or otherwise
used for pastoral purposes under fence, in good faith by the claimant
the court shall make a special ﬂnding determining the boundarles o
the tract so purchased, acquired, held and occupied, used and culti-
vated, in gong faith, as well as also the value of the land without
improvement, and shall report such finding to the Secretary of the
Interior, and the claimant, if the Secretary of the Interfor ghal approve
an application made by the clalmant for sald land, may purchase th
same at the value found by the court, and the purchase price shall
be held in trust and expended for the pueblo under such rules and
regulations as shall be from time to time preseribed for the benefit of
the pueblo within whose grant any such tract of land shall be situated.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

REVISION OF MINING LAWS.

Mr. KING presented the report of a subcommittee of the min-
ing committee to the Salt Lake Commercial Club, of Salt Lake
City, Utah, relative to the provisions of the so-called Arentz
bill, being the bill (H. R. 7736) to revise, amend, and codify the
laws of the United States relating to the location of mining
claims on the public domain, and for other purposes, which was
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (8. 3962) to prohibit the sending of
threatening letters through the mails, and for other purposes,
reported it with amendments.

Mr. BURSUM, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (S. 1883) granting a pension to Anna
Claude Howard, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No, 910) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

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

By Mr. KING:

A bill (8. 3992) to provide for the publication of an annual
directory of income-tax payers;

A bill (8. 3993) to raise revenue to meet the expenses of the
Government, and to prevent the monopolization of the indus-
tries of the United States, and amending sections 230 and 234
of the revenue act of 1921; and

A bill (8. 3994) to simplify and equalize the income tax, and
amending sections 210 and 216 and repealing section 211 of the
revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. BURSUM: \

A bill (8, 3995) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to
exterminate bean beetles in the State of New Mexico, and au-
thorizing expenditures therefor; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

LIBERIAN LOAN,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I am going to ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
Order of Business No. 725, being the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
270) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a
credit with the United States for the Government of Liberia.
I should like briefly to state my reason for making the request
at this time. The joint resolution 'will come up, of course, at 2
o'clock in regular order. However, the conference committee of
which T am a member will meet at 2 o'clock, and I assumed that
there probably would be no objection to taking the joint resolu-
tion up a little earlier for that reason.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the Senator wishes to take
up the joint resolution merely for the purpose of speaking on it
and then having it laid aside until after 2 o’clock, I have no
objection, but I do object to its being taken up for the purpose
of consuming the time this morning.
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Mr, McCUMBER. Very well; if there is objectien, of course
I can not move to take the joint resolution up until after 1
o'clock. |

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator desires to speak npon the joint |
resolution I have no objection, but—— 1

Mr, McCUMBER. 1 should not care to speak upon the joint |
resolution unless it were regularly under consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
North Dakota modify his request?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I withdraw the request,

PUBLIC MINEBAL LANDS,

Mr. KING. Mr, President, there is a bill pending in the
House of Representatives, known as the Arentz bill, which has
attracted a great deal of attention in the public-land States,
particularly those States having public mineral lands. The bill
seeks to ehange existing law and to eliminate what we call in the |
West * extra lateral rights in lode claims.” The bill, as T have
said, has attracted a great deal of attention, and it has many |
supporters. The Commereil Olub of Salt Lake Oity, which has
a mining section which gives attention te mineral matters,
appointed a committee to examine the bill and to make a report .
to the Commereial Club with reference to its provigions. The
committee has made a very exhaustive examination of the bill
and has condemned some of its features. The analysis, it
seems to me, is very important, and I ask that it may be re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, with the hope that
they will find it sufficiently meritorious to have it printed as
a public document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the veport to which the Senator from
Utah has referred will be referred to the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys.

INTERVIEW WITH FOEMER GOVERNOR COX.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, recently a distinguished Demo-
crat, former Governor Cox, of Ohio, the Democratic nominee for
the Presidency two years ago, gave an interview dealing with
international guestions which attracted a great deal of atten-
tion. Reference has been made to it in the Senate and fre-
quently in the public press. I ask that the interview may be
published in the Recono, together with two brief editorials, one
from the New York World and one from the Washington News,
in relation thereto, .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The interview and editorials are as follows:

Cox Teius oF BEurope’s Neep oF UNITED STATES HELP—FORMER
GovERNOR, BEFORE VISITING LLOYD-GROnGe, DisCUSSES OUTLOOK—
SEES WorLD'S FATE IN HANDS oF UNITED STATES—LONDON I'RESS
ATTACHES IMPORTANCE TO His “ UNUSUAL PILGRIMAGE."”

[By the Associated Press.]

Loxpox, August 26.—J M. former Democratie candidate for
President, was the guest of Prime Minister Lloyd-George at breakfast
to-day. Last night Mr. Cox dined with Col. E. M. House, who s visit-

ing here,
%efom golnq to the premier's residence in Downing Street this
morning Mr. Cox gave out f statement to the American and British
ress gealing with the economic plight of Burope and 3uot1ng the
an chancellor, Doctor Wirth, as saying to him a few

Berlin :
“ Unless the TUnited States interests herself in Eurnolfen.n affairs
within a very short time, all in Germany is lost, and in Central
Europe as well”

Mr. Cox's complete statement follows:

“The storm center of the economic eondition lies in Kurope.

“ Those who have visited Austrin and Germany are of one opinion
as to the state of things now and the tragic point to which both coun-
tries are dri . Aunstria bas rea a stage of almost complete
sdissolution.

% “*The approach of Germany to the same condition is steadily marked
o are deadlocked on the reparations question.

EVery ing bour.

“The nations of Euro
There seems to be no relief on this side of the Atlantic. The master
key is held by the United States. No decision by England seems
111e1¥ to_be am&ted by the French. .

“The French Government will not sanction a proposal from Germany
which might approximate & rem t of the figures now in the
minds of French statesmen, for that eircumstance might be regarded
by the public opinion of Fremch as a surrender to Germany.

% There js no ite, and every hour is fraught with danger. It is
well to summarize | contentions of both France and Germany.

“ Binee the end of the war France has sold ap mﬂm%lo.-
000,000,000 worth of bonds to her own peo| nponr.gerepl.m 1
which she would have been reimbursed by Germany in compliance wi

the peace treaty. Germany g she lost a fourth of her
grain lands and altogether one-tenth of her territory. She issued
about $25.000,000.000 worth of bonds during the war, and a deficit of
$£10,000,000,000 remains as a floating debt,

“The flscal state of both count without economic stabilization |
portends but one result,

“In Pt.tl;na midst of this situation two false impressions obtain in Hu-
rope: that France is aggressively militaristic, and secomd, that
Germany is making munitions and preparing for war. The mflitary'

e)dMﬂhhanmmmEmhmdrmm
nvasion. | point she will reduce her army,

“ The Government of Germany desires ce. The leaders are

ays age in

Germany fails, F
| the loss involved

| fined in

gressively democratic, and the story of arms, with the ex on

of unimpertant dic community instances, is pure fiction. Ger-
many has ao.ooo%’c’a'mm people than she can sustain except under
high industrial stress. When the mark was 100 to 200 to the dollar
there were certain trade advantages accruing to Germany, but im the
resent ecircumstances the banks of Germany can not finance the in-
ustries of that epuntry in the purchase of raw products and food-

8 4
“ Unlegs relief is granted shops will soon be closing, millions will he
out of employment, and the winter will bring the threat, if not the
mllrg. of starvation.
* With economic cellapse the Government will go down, too. If
rance is without reimbursement, and can not sustain
without serious consequences.
* Within the last week I had a long interview with Chancellor Wirth
hno lf_eﬂjn. He summarized the situation by saying with deepest emo-
44 Unlegs the United Btates interests herself in Huropean affairs
gﬂhh::::ﬁ!, short time, all in Germany is lost, and all in Central Eu-

Recognizing that this statement broke the fetters of diplomatic
usage in France, authority te repeat it in Chancellor Wirth's name to
the pe%:le of the United Btates is given without reservation.”

Mr, Cox said it was not too late to prevent disaster, that the Amer-
fcan Government acting on behalf of the United States could do it with-
out ineonsistency with the existing policy.

Mr, Cox also advocates the designation of Herbert Hoover as an
At&l‘eﬂm representative on the reparations commission.

Mr. Hoover holds the comfidence of Europe,” continued Mr. Cox's
statement. * Peoples and governments trust him. He can analyze the
economie situation in Germany. His decision as to what Germany can
pay beyond mueh guestion of doubt would be aewrtad by France—and
that means by all parties. 1 believe every chancellor in BEurope would
welcome his coming. The mere announcement of his selection would

stabilize things.
* With reparations adjusted, Germany and France—both are in need
ven credits, and Austria, too. Then would

of large loans—would be
t‘:ome‘I theHdawu u\‘tn a mt Y. i bu
“ Mr, Hoover not of my political v t anyone that is in
close touch with continental conditions, as I have l:»t-.ven’fI is ulo;ongh!r
atr!r‘ﬂrped of every partisan thought. d
“The question of the interallied debt need not be considered; it is
::gﬂn;dece:::rz. Europe recognizes that discussion jn Ameriea is un-
‘Three considerations, said the statement, would cov
American gu‘blic oplms&n: y oy e
“ First, If from a moral awakening, we desire to relieve distress, the
T Bemit 16 ur. et Iy practi
o nd. our are purely practical and g market for our
pmg:g:e&s to be gained, the mecessary rehabilitation of Bm-opaoh
“Third, If our poliey is to insist upon the ultimate ent of
i;nmuftpﬂi tl:lnli*.}:lt. we %ng‘]t! remember 'ita?edtht% world's dgabtr:lrs are :Eg
a some o em are permi o to ruin
nef gren 3 chuncs S colection Wier " mnrio. e wastes o
“The o wor e hands of America. Days wasted in
-r:mt?:lg:s no}v :r'ljl bring y;u:s of selr«ret rotuih Igicer. From
y e 0l 0 an , pray¥ers go MEerica
derstand and, understanding, not falter,” 2 MR

[From New York World, August 20, 1922.]
HOOVER OF THE REPARATION COMMISSION.

A proposal of the utmost welght and value is that of James M.,
Cox, who, after personal study of the crisis in middle Europe, says
that. the TUnited States shonld “ designate Herbert Hoover, now a
member of the Cabinet, to serve in the reparation task.” Mr. Hoover
* holds the confidence of Hurope!' He can “ analyze the economic
gituation of Germany,” and bis decision as to what Germany can pay
;;\{r;g% db?' accepted by France—and that means by all the parties

ed.

Mr. Cox does not exaggerate when he adds that the mere announce-
méent of Mr. Hoover's ection “ would stabilize things.” All BEurope
has great confidence In Mr. Hoover, in his vast experience and his
common sense. What is gquite as lmportant. our own people have
confidence in him; and not the most punctilions tor can scent
the trail of partisan poelitics in a suggestion by Mr, Harding's late
opponent that a member of the Harding Cabinet be sent to represent
S Tochnisal dimeutty attends ¢hi posal

o i cu attends § Bane pro| . Under the sepa-
rate tru{ﬂewith Germany the United States reserves every right ?19—

treaty of Versailles to be rﬁjmlen.tad in the ration

Commission. No difficulty of practical politics ought to & in the
way ; work on the Reparation Commission need touch directly no con-
troversy about the of our foreign debts—though it t
should lead to a more general consideration of that

Alr. Hoover, with his personal prestige and the power o
behind him, would morally dominate the Re|
James M. Cox has given to Mr. Harding the
President has received from any source

[From the Washington News, August 30, 1922.]
Ex-Governor Cox, who is touring Europe, says America must act
to save the central Buropean mnations from dissolution. He 1is right.
If central Enmﬁria allowed to degenerate, the United Btates will
have to take a large part of the permanent loss in diminished world
trade and in Europe's inability to d)ay her debts, Self-interest, there-
fore, demands that America help Xurope, for in dolng so we shall do

people idly twid their thumbs
while Europe continues to breed another war would tragic even
if America were not persomally affected by the ontcome. But, with
American unemployment spreading because forelgners must curtail
their purchases of American foodstuffs, raw materials, and manufac-
tured  goods it is suicidal for this country to let the process of
Eunropean decay continue. }

It would be unfortunate if a.ug attempt were made to interpret
Mr, Cox's appeal in partisan spirit. Mr, (?ox. obviously, is net trying
to embarrass the Republican Party,-mor to help his own party.
specifieally urges that Herbert Hoover represent America on the Repa-
ratlon Commission,’ which holds the key to the European settlement.

If American intervention in , under the management of Mr.
eredit would go to the Harding adminis-

roblem,
his Nation
ration Commjssion.
est counsel that the
many a day,

po more than help ourselves.
The spectacle of the American

Hoover, were su
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tration.
point to Republican ineffi encg since the eriginal idea had been sufa-
gested by a presidentinl candfdhte of their own party. ocra
and Republicans would both have to get behind Mr. Hoover and make
bhis mission succeed.

Any attempt by America to carry throngh a policy of assistin
Europe can succeed only if its nonpartisan character is maintaln
throughout and is recognized by the world. It is probable that hard
blows, in debate with the Europeans, might have to be exchanged.
Only a united America could impress Europe with the determination
of this country to go through with the job of stabilizing interna-
tional relations, once the work were undertaken.

President Harding can do America and the world a very great
service by consulting with ex-Governor Cox about European 8,
with Mr. Hoover to act as their agent in ing out an American—
not a l;m-uv-—pcllc:;r of reconstruction. The fact of Democratic and
Republican leaders acting in concert for world betterment would be
in itself an inspiration.

The Meriﬁwple are tired of grﬂm politics being carried
beyond the water's edge. America Is the common coun of Demo-
crats and Republicans alike. The fact should be made clear to the
world by international cooperation between the two parties.

Harding-Cox alliance to help put Europe on Its feft not only
would go far toward restoring general gomri , it would also speed
the return of that era of good feeling American affairs which bhas
become lost during the domestic confusion of the past months.

BUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT IN DISTRICT COURTS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
first bill on the calendar.

The bill (8. 214) to amend section 24 of the act entitled “ An
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi-
ciary,” approved March 3, 1811, was announced as first in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill may be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
bill.

The Assistant Secretary read the bill.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill go over.

Mr. NELSON, Mr. President, I should like to make a brief
gtatement in regard to that bill. The only change in existing
law is that under existing Iaw all suits to enforce claims against
the Government must be brought in the Court of Claims, ex-
cept by an amendatory statute passed some years ago it was

rovided that claims involving $10,000 or less may be brought
n the district courts, This bill simply amends the statute by
increasing the limitation to $50,000, so that a person who has
a claim against the Government for $50,000 or less may bring
guit in & United States district court instead of the Court of
Claims. That is the only change in existing law.

Mr. ROBINSON. The effect of the bill, then, is fo expand
the jurisdietion of the district courts?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; from $10,000 to $50,000.

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

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr, KING, The practical effect of the bill will be this, will
it not—and I ask for information—that suits may be brought
anywhere by any person up to $50,000 in any court——

Mr, NELSON. In any district court of the United States;
but, of course, the rule as to the place in which such suits shall be
brought generally applies to the cases covered by the bill. The
guit must be brought in the district court where the cause of
action arose or where the parties may be found.

Mr. KING, It places the Government at a disadvantage,
because most of these cases either originate in Washington
or the proof will be found in the archives of the Government
here, and it will compel the Government to go to remote parts
of the United States in order to defend suits against if, instead
of defending them, as now, in the Court of Claims,

AMr, NELSON, That may be frue to some extent, but it is a
great hardship on a claimant who lives in a remote part of the
Union to compel him to come here to Washington to file and
prosecute a claim of $50,000 or less. This bill authorizes such
claimants to bring suits in the district courts where they live.
It is a great burden for them to be obliged in all these cases
of small elaims to come here to Washington and bear the ex-
pense ineident to attendance on the court here. Besides, the
proceedings here in the Court of Claims are rather slow and
dilatory. There i8 no jury in the Court of Claims.

The cases are all decided by the judges on written briefs and
doeuments, whereas if the suit iiebmught in the district court
of the United States a jury can be invoked and a regular trial
had, as in other common-law cases.

Mr. KING. Of course, the Senator knows that it is rather
mnecommen to authorize the suit of the sovereign anyway; and
where the sovereign permits itself to be used it seems to me
that there is no impropriety in its surrounding itself with such
just measures of protection as will insure that no wrong shall
be done to the Government itself,

Mr. NELSON, The law which is amended, giving jurisdic-
tion in cases of claims not exceeding $10,000, has worked satis-

If. Mr. Hoover c‘l“ into trounble, the Democrats could not

factorily and well; and it seems te me that in these small
claims of less than $50,000 it will lead to the convenience of
litigants if they can have the cases tried in the districts in
which they live,

Mr. KING. There is no intention by this bill to extend the
class of cases in which liability attaches to the Government?

Mr. NELSON. No; the bill makes no change in that respect,
Its operation is confined to claims arising ex contractu.
Actions for tort, claims for damages for all kinds of torts, none
of them can be brought in the Court of Claims under the ex-
Isting law. This does not change the Iaw in any particular ex-
cept as to the amount.
th?hi')ig?m& Does the Government recommend the passage of

8

Mr. NELSON. There is no recommendation from the Gov-
ernment. My recollection is that the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. OvErMAN] introduced this bill, and it was con-
ild;:tl:ed by the committee, and there seemed to be no objection
0

Mr. KING. There has been no recommendation one way or
the other by the Attorney General or the Department of
Justice?

Mr, NELSON. No: no recommendation.

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that a bill of this
importance, affecting the interests of the Government as it
does, ought to be referred, as is the rule, to a department?

Mr. NELSON. We refer a great many of the bills to the de-
partments,

Mr., KING. I have discovered, in the case of many bills that
I fiave Introduced, that I can not get them reported until they
go to the departments. I think this bill ought to go to the
Department of Justice for review. There may be some reasons,
not yet brought to the attention of the Senate, why it should.not
pass.

Mr. NELSON. I hope no objection will be made. The bill
has been on the calendar a long time, and the officials in the
Department of Justice no doubt have been aware of its ex-
.iIsteace, and no protest has been filed by the Department of

ustice,

Mr. KING. I will ask the Senator to let the bill go over
until to-morrow, and in the meantime I will take up the mat-
ter with Attorney General Daugherty and see what objection,
if any, the Government has.

Mr. NELSON. Very well.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

ELIZABETH WHITE, ADMINISTRATRIX,

The bill (8. 1467) to carry into effect the findings of the
Court of Claims in favoer of Elizabeth White, administratrix
of the estate of Samuel N. White, deceased, was announced as
next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over.

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will
withdraw his opposition until I ean make a very brief expla-
nation about that claim., I may say that it has been on the
calendar for quite a while. Mrs. White is a very old lady. She
is the widow of Captain White, of my State, from whom the
Federal Government took a boat during the Civil War. I shall
not attempt to go into all the details about if, but I wish to
state just one or two points mentioned in the report of the
committee.

The bill has been before Congress several times. It has
passed both the Senate and the House. On one oecasion it
passed both the Senafe and the House during the same Con-
gress, and by a clerical error the claim was omitted from the
enrolled bill which was sent to the House, and was omitted for
the same reason from the bill finally approved, the error not
being discevered until after March 4, 1915, which date marked
the end of the Sixty-third Congress.

This old lady has been trying to get the claim paid for a
great while. There is no question abount the merit of the claim.
The Court of Claims has passed upon it, and this is a bill to
provide for its payment. It is as just a dlaim as ever was pre-
sented to the Congress of the United States. As I say, It has
passed both Houses during different Congresses, and on one
occasion it passed both Houses during the same 'Congress.

I think, Mr. President and Senators, that it would be very
unjust to hold this claim in abeyance any longer. I sincerely
hope the Senator will withdraw his opposition and let the bill
be passed.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want to take the time
of the Senate to read the report, or to go over the statement
that I made before. I can not withdraw my objection at this
time, nor do I care about taking the time of the Senate now

e e S N R
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to refer to certaln questions that I referred to when the bill
was under consideration before. The report, however, says:

The words “in full of the above account,’” upon which the solicitor
relies to maintain his positlon, should be restricted to the subject
mntterr on which they were to operate, and that was * the above
account,”

They are not like words of reledse standing alone without reference
to any specific matter to be taken most strongly agalnst the releasor
and not llable to explanation by extrinsic evidence, but they constitute
merely a receipt of the particular account to which they are subscribed,
and a veceipt of that character is always open to explanation.

I can not see why claims of this character should be paid
under the conditions that exist, I will ask that the bill go
over fo-day. I have some letters on the subject over in the
office that I thought I had here to-day but I have not. They
were left with the blll at the last session. )

Mr. RANSDELL. I am going to request the Senator to bring
those letters and let us thrash this thing out, If the old lady
is entitled to the money, let us give it to her, If nof, let the
agony be settled one way or the other.

Myr. SMOOT. That is right.

Mr. RANSDELL. I think this is a just claim, and the Court
of Claims says it is a just claim. Congress has passed the bill
several times. and we ought to settle the matter.

TFhe PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over.

STABILIZATION OF THE COAL INDUSTRY.

The bill (8. 1807) to aid in stabilizing the coal industry was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 ask that that bill be put over under Rule IX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utgh
moves that Order of Business 54, Senate bill 1807, be transferred
to the calendar under Rule IX.

The motion was agreed to.

EICHARD MURPHY,

AMr. HARRELD. Mr. President, I ask that the same order
be made in the case of Order of Business 643, Senate bill 3248,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from’ Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 3248, to provide for
the issuing of a patent to Richard Murphy, and so forth, be
transferred to the calendar under Rule IX. Ts there objection?
The Chair hears none, and the bill is so transferred.

BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 1016) to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal
section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States " was
announced as next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. I ask that that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

PUNISHMENT OF SEDITIOUS ACTS,

The bill (8. 1875) to prohibit and punish certain seditious
acts ngainst the Government of the United States and to pro-
hibit the use of the mails for the purpose of promoting such
acts was announced as next in order,

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over.

Mr. STERLING. I ask that that bill be transferred to the
calendar under Rule IX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered,

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER,

The resolution (S. Res. 67) authorizing the Committee on
‘Bxpenditures in the Executive Departments to hold hearings
here or elsewhere and to employ a stenographer to report the
same was announced as next in order,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 491) to provide, without expenditure of Federal
funds, the opportunities of the people to acquire rural homes,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order,

Mr. McNARY. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

The bill (8, 1829) for the relief of Walter Runke was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr, CURTIS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. T) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate
the business of loaning money on security of any kind by per-
gons, firms, and corporations other than national banks,
licensed bankers, trust companies, savings banks, building and
loan associations, and real estate brokers in the District of
Columbia,” approved February 4, 1913, was announced as next
in order,

Mr, BALL, Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

The

The bill (8. 2391) to provide for the establishment, opera-
tion, and maintenance of foreign 4rade zones in ports of entry
of the United States, to expedite and encourage foreign com-
merce, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let that go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

The bill (8. 2228) to amend certain sections of the Judicial
C:?dde relating to the Court of Claims was announced as next in
order,

Mr. NELSON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 183) imposing a duty of 90
per cent on all goods exported from the United States for the
use of the American Expeditionary Forces and its allied forces
and which have been sold to any foreign Government or per-
son, when reimported into the United States, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the joint resolution be transferred
to the calendar under Rule IX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

SPECIAL OFFICER FOR OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF SENATE.

The resolution (S. Res. 150) directing the Secretary of the
Senate to employ a special officer for the office of the Secre-
tary of the Senate was announced as next in order, and was
read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secreta

f the Sen e,
authorized and directed to empoo " P sy B 33000 o)

a special officer for the office of the
Secretary of the Senate at a salary of $1,800 per annum, to be pald
out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate
until provided otherwise by law.

Mr. NEW. Let that go over.

Mr. ROBINSON., Mr. President, I express the hope that
Senators may permit that resolution to be considered at this
time. The Secretary of the Senate has felt the urgent necessity
of having the officer whose selection is authorized by this
resolution for the protection of the funds of the Senate, and
under the existing conditions he believes that the manner of
keeping the funds of the Senate is unsafe. ;

Under the practice which prevails it is necessary to keep
in the room immediately adjoining the Senate Chamber a
large amount of cash, and under the existing conditions the
arrangements for the protection of those funds are inadequate,
I make this statement from a full knowledge of the feelings
of the officers who are charged with the responsibility for the
preservation of the funds. I have no other purpose than to do
what seems to be manifestly just and fair to the Secretary, who
is charged with a very grave responsibility in this connection.

Mr. CURTIS. I join in what has been said by the Senator
from Arkansas, and I hope the Senator from Indiana will
withdraw his objection and let the resolution go through.

Mr. NEW, My objection is withdrawn.

The resolution was considered by the Senate and agreed to.

AMENDMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT,

The bill (H. R. 8331) to amend the transportation act, 1920,
and for other purposes, was announced ag pext in order.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
PROTECTION OF MIGRATORY BIRDS,

The bill (8. 1452) providing for establishing shooting grounds
for the public, for establishing game refuges and breeding
grounds, for protecting migratory birds, and requiring a Fed-
eral license to hunt them, was announced as next in order.

Myr. ROBINSON. Let the bill go over.

Mr. NEW. I understand the Senator from Arkansas has
interposed an objection to the consideration of the bill because
of the absence of his colleague, who desires to offer an amend-
went to it.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator is correct in that statement.
I also made the request because of the absence of other Sena-
tors who desire to be present when the bill is considered. The
bill is quite an important one, and its consideration and dis-
position by the Senate will require some time. I myself have
an amendment which I intend to propose to the bill, which has
been approved by one of the committees of the Senate, and other
Senators who are not present have stated that they desired an
opportunity to discuss the bill, and they are unable to be here
at the present time. So for that reason I am compelled to ask
that the bill may go over,

Mr. NEW. It was not my purpose to ask fthe Senator from
Arkansas to withdraw his objection. = I realize that it is a bill
of some importance, and that there are Senators who desire
to make amendments to it. However, I would Iike to be per-
mitted an opportunity to say at this time that, as the author
of the bill, I have sought to obtain from Senators an expression .
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of their views concerning its provislons, and I myself have a
number of amendments fo offer in eonnection with it. If it be
in order and permissible, I would like to send those amendments
to the desk and to have the bill printed as it will be with those
amendments in it. I ask unanimous consent that that be done,

Mr. ROBINSON. 1, of course, have no objection to the Sen-
ator presenting his amendments and having them printed. I
think that is all he can do, unless he chooses to revise his bill
and reintroduce it.

Mr. NEW. I do not want to reintroduce it That is what I
am seeking to obviate.

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest to the Benator that he simply
offer his amendments and have them printed.

Mr. NEW. I want unanimous consent to perfect my bill.

Mr. FLETCHER. In other words, I understand the Senator
proposes now to offer amendments as committee amendments
to the bill?

Mr, NEW, That is correct.

Mr. ROBINSON. They can not be incorporated in the bill
until the bill is under consideration. The only course open to
the Senator now is either to modify his bill and reintroduce it,
which he can easily do, or have his amendments printed and
let them lie on the table, announcing his purpose to offer them
as committee amendments when the bill is considered.

Mr. NEW. I send to the desk a number of amendments which
I have prepared and ask that they be printed and lie on the
table. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendments will be
printed and lie on the table.

TRANSPORTATION OF MILITARY SBUPPLIES, ETC.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 138) authorizing the pay-
ment of the cost of transportation for certain supplies pur-
cll:;tsed by the Military Establishment was announced as next in
order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 41) authorizing transporta-
tion for dependents of Army field clerks and field clerks, Quar-
termaster Corps, was announced as next in order,

Mr. SMOOT. Let that be passed over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

FORE RIVER SHIPBUILDING CO.

The bill (S.1298) to carry out the findings of the Court of
Claims in the case of the Fore River Shipbuilding Co., was
considered as in Cominittee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $106,521.12 to the
Fore River 8hi !mi!ding‘ Co., successor of the Fore River Engine Co,
and the Fore Hiver Ship & Engine Co., being the difference between
the actual cost of the construction of two to 1 3 dmﬁen and
the amount paid under the comtract entered info for the building of
the sald boats, as found by the Court of Claims and reported in Senate
Doeument No. 170, Bixty-sixth Congress, second session.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

FLOATING DRY DOCK AT NEW ORLEANS, LA,

The bill (S.2718) to provide for leasing of the floating dry
dock at the naval station, New Orleans, La., was announced
as next in order.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from New York
[Mr. CALDER] requested me to ask that this bill go over if
reached in his absence,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (S.2589) to amend section 11 of the act entitled
“An act for the retirement of public-school teachers in the
District of Columbia,” approved January 15, 1920, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 was requested to ask that this bill should go
OVer, }

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 67) for the relief of heirs of Adam and Noah
Brown was announced as next in order,

Mr, 8MOOT. Let that go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1539) for the relief of Watson B. Dickerman, ad-
ministrator of the estate of Charles Backman, deceased, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over.

CAPT, DAVID M'D. SHEARER.

The bill (8. 1861) authorizing the Court of Claims to adjndi-
cate the claim of Capt. David McD. Shearer for compensation
for the adoption and use and acquisition by the United States
?ov(:‘snment of his patented inventions, was announced as next
n order,

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

Mr. RANSDELL. I wish the Senator would not press his
opposition to that bill. I know something about it. Captain
Sliearer s an eminent young engineer, and he made some dis-
coveries which were used, to my certain knowledge, by the Mis-
sissippi River Commission on work upon the river. He thinks
he has a claim against the Government. I do not kmow that he
has, but all the bill proposes Is to refer it to the court. It
ought to be left fo the court to say whether or not this citizen
of the Union has a claim against the Government. That is all
the bill proposes to do.

Mr. SMOOT. T will say to the Senator that I have spent a
good deal of time with Capt. David McD. Shéarer upon this
claim, I wanted him to show me why he had a claim against
the United States for using what he claims was an invention of
his while he was an employee of the Government, and going into
the case in detail I could not see one particle of excuse for the
claim being allowed to fhe captain.

Mr. RANSDELL. With all due respect to the Senator, he
may be a perfect judge of such matters, but I am pretty familiar
with that claim, too. The incident oecurred in my section of the
State. Captain Shearer is not a Louisianian; he is a Mississip-
pian; but I happen to know a good deal ahout the facts in the
case, and I am not satisfied in my own mind but that he is
justly entitled to be paid. If he is not entitled to be paid, the
court will not award a judgment in his favor. We have courts
to determine such controversies between citizens and the Gov-
ernment, and I think this ought to be left to the court rather
than to the judgment of a Member of the Senate. I certainly
would not put myself up as lawyer enough to say whether or
not he is entitled to it or not entitled to it, although I practiced
law for many years. I think be is entitled to payment. Onme
Senator says he is not entitled to it and another says he is.
Let us leave it to the court, and we can pay it or not if the
court finds he is entitled to it. :

Mr. SMOOT,. Of course, I do not know what State he comes
from, and it would not make any difference to me if he came
from the State of Utah; if the claim was not just, I would not
support it. '

Myr. RANSDELL. The Senator surely would not expect the
court to decide in his favor if the claim were not a just one.

Mr. SMOOT. Why put the Government to all the expense
involved in defending the case, and why put the captain to a
great deal of expense? Perhaps he would take his chanee of
getting some kind of a judgment from the court, because—

Mr. RANSDELL., He is a very sincere man and a very able
man, and he thinks he has a claim. Let us permit him to file
his claim before the court. That is what courts are established
for. )

Mr. SMOOT. We have so many cases before the courts now
that they can hardly take care of what they have. When the
bill eame up before I asked that it might go over, and I had
the eaptain come to my office after I objected. That was in the
last Congress, not at this session. It was a direct claim against
the Government in the last Congress. Since that conversation
he has asked that the case go to the Court of Claims.

I say to the Senator that I have a good deal of sympathy with
the captain, because I know what he did on the Mississippi
River, but for the life of me I can not think that the Congress
is going to establish the policy of compensating men under
circumstances like those of this case. While working for the
Government of the United States this claimant devised some
plan for performing his work and in later years comes to the
Congress and asks Congress to pay him for the thought he
gave in perfecting, not a piece of machinery but some scheme,
I will say, for better handling and keeping the Mississippi River
from washing its banks away.

Mr. HARRISON. May I say to the Senator that I feel quite
sure that one of the reasons why the hill has been changed in
form was that an appropriation may not be made directly out
of the Treasury of the Government, but that the case may go
to the court so that it ean make an award, if it finds the facts
justify it. From the conversation the gentleman had with the
Senator from Utah he saw that it was impossible to get the
claim through in its original form because of the views enter-
tained by the Senator, and perhaps others; Lut if the bill shonld
go through in its present form and the court should hold that
the facts would not justify the payment of the claim, it cer-
tainly would do no harm for us to pass the bill,
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Mr. ROBINSON. I am not familiar with the merits of the
‘case in question, but there are precedents under which the
Government of the United States has paid large sums to sol-
diers, for instance, for inventions devised while the soldiers
were in the service of the Government, which inventions were
iubsequently nsed by the Government for the benefit of the

rmy.

Mr, SMOOT. I think there is a law against that. Was there
not an amendment to the patent laws prohibiting the payment
of compensation even for the use of a patent under such cir-
cumstances?

Mr, ROBINSON. That provision is all right. The time of
one who is in the employ of the Government belongs to the
Government, and his service belongs to the Government. On
the other hand, where one performs an extraordinary service
and perfects an invention of great value to the Government,
there is no reason why he should not be granted some compen-
sation by a special act, when under the particular circumstances
of the case the claim may be found fo be meritorious.

Take the case of the soldier who, prior to the Civil War, in-
vented a tent which the United States Army used throughout
the Civil War. Comparatively recently Congress passed a pri-
vate claim bill for the benefit of one of the soldiers who made
that invention. One of the soldiers received his compensation
some years ago. The other was denied his compensation on ac-
count of some question affecting his loyalty, as I remember,
but that question was subsequently satisfactorily met and, if
my recollection serves me correctly, an appropriation was made
by Congress. I merely refer to this case in reply to the sug-
gestion of the Senator from Utah.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President:

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Joxes of Washington in the
chair). Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from
Indiana?

Mr, SMOOT. I yield.

Mr. NEW. I wish to follow up what the Senator from Arkan-
sas has just said about the allowance that was made to the in-
ventor of the tent. I suppose he was referring to the Sibley
case? ;

Mr. ROBINSON. Sibley was one of the claimants.

Mr, NEW. It has been but a few days since the Committee
on Claimg has had under consideration a very similar case in-
volving a device upon a tent invented by an officer many years
subsequent to the Civil War. As a subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Claims I have reported adversely on that case upon
the theory strictly that while the officer was in the service of
the United States Government the Government was as much
entitled to the preduct of his brain as it was to the service of his
hand, and that I fully believe. I believe, however, that the
officer was clearly entitled to anything he might have received
from the use of that patent by any other government or by
any private party. I think that this claim comes under the
same general head, that what this officer or any other officer
of the Government devised and employed in Government work
the Government is entitled to without cost. That is exactly
what the Government educated the officer for, exactly what it
employed him for, and if he is to say “I will serve the Gov-
ernment manually, but I will not give it the benefit of my infel-
lect,” then I think there is something wrong. I do not think
the Government should be required to pay for his invention any
more than for his service.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Utah permit me to
make a brief statement?

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not wish it to be understood, if the
language I had heretofore used may have misled Senators into
that belief, that I take the position that every officer of the
Government serving the Government who makes an invention
should have compensation therefor from the Government. On
the contrary, I recognize the legal principle that one in the
employ of another is duty bound fo glve the best services of
which he is capable. There are, however, cases in which the
Government has recognized the right of officers in the Army
or employees of the Government to receive satisfactory com-
pensation for inventions they have made, on the theory that
it is wise and sound policy for the Governmenf to encourage
men who happen to possess inventive genius to exercise it
while in the employ of the Government.

Mr. RANSDELL. May I read just a paragraph from the
report of the committee?

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will permit me, perhaps my
statement will clear the situation satisfactorily to the Senator.
1 have absolute confidence that if the matter is ever referred
to the Court of Claims, that court will not give judgment
against the Government. But there is another objection to
the bill. It provides that the Court of Claims shall render

judgment. If the Senator will change the bill so as to allow
the court to report the findings of fact and then let Congress
decide as to whether an appropriation should be made, I shall
have no objection to it,

Mr. RANSDELL. I am entirely willing to make that change.

Mr. SMOOT. Then let the bill go over to-day, and I will
confer with the Senator and we will modify that provision
when it comes up again,

Mr. RANSDELL. I ask the Senator, before the bill goes
over, to allow me to read very briefly from the report, because
I do not think Senators are familiar with it. Speaking of
Captain Shearer, the report states that—

In 1914, outside of office hours and not interfering with his dutieés
and service as employee of the Mississippi River Commission, he in-
vented a relnforced-concrete revetment; also molds for manpfacture
of said reinforced-concrete revetment; also apparatus for 1:3’1::3 sald
reinroiced-eoncrete revetment. He applied for and obtained patents
on each,

The United States Government, through the Mississippl River Com-
mission, adopted and used all three of said inventions, covered by sald
letters patent, is still using them, and is planning for thelr extensive
use in the future.

. " ® . * - -

The Supreme Court has in several decisions declared that an em-
ployee of the Government making an invention while in Government
employ is entitled to compensation therefor if adopted and used by the
Government.

The Bupreme Court says:

“If an officer or employee of the Government, not speclfically em-
ployed to make experiments with a view to sug%est improvements, de-
vises a new and valuable improvement, he is entitled to the benefit of
it, and to letters patent for the improvement from the United States,
equally with any other citizen not engaged in such service, and the
Government can not after the patent is issued make use of the im-
provement any more than a private individual without license of the
inventer or making compensation to him. (United States v. Burns,
12 Wall. 252.)

“An employes performing all the duties assigned to him in his de-
partment of service may exercise his inventive faculties in xni direc-
tlon he chooses, with the assurance that whatever invention he ma
thus conceive and perfect is his individual property. There Is no dif-
ference between the Government and any other employer in re-
spect, But this general rule is subject to these limitations: If one is
employed to devise or perfect an instrument or a means for accomplish-
ing a desired result, he can not, after successfully accomplishing the
work for which he was employed, plead title thereto against his em-
ployer. That which he was employed and paid to accomplish becomes,
when accomplished. the fropem of his employer.” (Solomons .
United States, 137 U. B, 848.)

Mr. SMOOT, We will let the bill go over, but since the
Senator has read from the report, I want the Senate to know
another feature of the case, Captain Shearer did not furnish
the money to build the machine, His idea was presented to
the officials of the Government and the Government put up
every solitary cent for building the machine that handled
the particular invention or improvement for revetment work.
I personally think that, the Government having done that
and the improvement having been made by a Government em-
ployee, he is barred from receiving any kind of compensa-
tion from the Government for the invention of the machine,
If Captain Shearer had put up his own money, and employed
some one to do the work and had taken all the chances, it
would be a different thing; but he did not use ome cent of
his own money. The Government took the chance and the
Government put up the money with which to build the ma-
chine, and now, after years have passed, to say that the
Government ought to pay him for the use of it I think is
not right.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia, Mr. President——

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon
will state the inguiry.

Mr. McNARY. Has objection been made to the considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. SMOOT. It goes over for to-day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is proceeding with
the discussion by unanimous consent. The Senator from Utah
has objected to the consideration of the bill and it will go
over,

VESSEL “ MARIA ARTAU.”

The bill (H. R. 5965) for the relief of the owner of the ves-
sel Maria Artauw was considered as in Committee of the Whole,
and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directod to pay, out of any doney n the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,901.33 to the
owner of the vessel Maria Artau as compensation for and In full
satisfaction of all claims of such owner for any damages to said
vessel sustained as a result of a collision between said vessel and
the United Btates ship Kitfery on August T, 1017, in Banto Domingo
waters, the responsibility for soch collislon having been placed on
the United Btates ship Kittery by a naval board after Investigation,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed
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NAVAL SUPPLY CORPS OFFICERS,

The bill (8. 2390) to redistribute the number of officers in
the several grades of the Supply Corps of the Navy was an-
nounced as next in order, :

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over.

ALMOND 8. ROOT.

The bill (S. 2654) for the relief of Almond S. Root was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill be transferred to the cal-
endar under Rule IX,
* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks
that the bill be transferred to the calendar under Rule IX,
Without objection, it is so ordered.

DAMAGES FOR COLLISIONS WITH NAVAL VESSELS,

The bill (8. 2674) to amend the act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Navy to settle claims for damages to private prop-
erty arising from collisions with naval vessels was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. SMOOT. I forget just what is to«day the amount of
claims which may be settled in this way, but I think it is $500.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is $500; but the depart-
ment very strongly urges the passage of the bill. The com-
mittee have reported it unanimously.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think it would save a lot of trouble in
coming to Congress with small claims to be adjusted if we
would raise the limit to $5,000, as proposed. We passed a bill
Saturday allowing the heads of departments to settle claims
up to the amount of $1,000. That gives the heads of the de-
partments general power to settle claims, and such an arrange-
ment should include, of course, this department. The only ques-
tion is whether the limit of $5,000 is a little high.

Mr. SMOOT. I think it is a little too high. I think the $500
limit ought to be increased, but $5,000 is quite a claim.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the
Senator propose an amendment.

Mr. SMOOT. On page 2 in line 11, T move to strike out
“$5,000 " and to insert in lieu thereof “ $3,000.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, line 11, strike out
% $5,000 " and insert * $3,000,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provision contained in the act entitled
“An -act making appropriation for the naval service for the fiscal
year ending June 80, 1911, and for other purposes,” ‘i‘{,‘“’“’d June
24, 1910n71’uhlic No. 261, 61st Cong., sess,), Authorizing the
Becretary of the i\invy “to consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine
the amounts due on all claims for d'amages, where the amount of the
claim does not exceed the sum of $500, hereafter occasioned by col-
lision, for which collisions vessels of the Navy shall be found to be
responsible, and report the amounts so determined to be due the
claimants to Congress at each session thereof through the Treasury
Department for payment as legal claims out of appropriations that
may be made by Congress therefor,"” be, and the same is hereby, amended
to read as follows, nameli:

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to consider, ascer-
tain, adjust, and determine the amounts due on all claims for damages,
where the amount of the claim does not exceed the sum of $3,000,
oceasioned since April 6, 1917, and hereafter, by colliglons or accidents
jncident to the operation of vessels for which collisions or accidents
vessels of the Navy or vessels in the naval service shall be found to
be responsible, and report the amounts so ascertained and determined
to be due the claimants to the Congress through the Treasury De-

artment for payment as legal claims out of appropriations that may
{::e made by Congress therefor.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BENJAMIN ¥. BPATES.

The bill (8. 1352) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates was
announced as next in order.

Mr. ODDIE. My, President, that bill has been before the
Senate for some time, Objections to its consideration were
made the other day, which I understand have been withdrawn,
It is a very meritorious bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment on page
1, line 6, after the words “sum of,” to strike out *“$2,000"
and to isert “$1,000"; so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to }my to ‘Benjamin F. Spates, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of

LXII—178 -

Is there objection to the

$1,000 for a personal injury received h{y him on September 17, 1885,
without fault or negligence on hls part, while in the service of thas
United States Government, performing labor at the Capitol. -
’ The amendment was agreed o,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed,

LOUISE SAINT GEZ,

The bill (8. 403) for the relief of Loulse Saint Gez, executrix
of Auguste Ferré, deceased, surviving partner of Lapene &
Ferré, was announced as next in order. :

Mr. RANSDELL, Mr, President, this bill was before the
Senate several days ago, but it was objected to because as
drawn it provided for the payment of whatever judgment the
court might find.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr desires to state
to the Senator from Louisiana that the bill has been reported
to the Senate from the Committee of the Whole, Is there ob-
jection to the consideration of the bill?
th'.l‘ll;fiwﬂe being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider

e ;

Mr. RANSDELL. I move to amend the bill by striking out
all after the enacting clause and inserting what I send to the
desk. The amendment is in the usual form and provides that
the claim shall be referred to the Court of Claims for an adjudi-
cation of the law and the facts under the act of Congress of
March 12, 1863.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Louisiana will be stated,

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all
after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the claim of Louise Saint Gez, executrix of Auguste Ferré, de-
ceased. surviving gartuer of the late firm of Lapene & Ferré, for the
net proceeds of the cottom purchased or own by them, taken by
United States officers, sold, and the net proceeds thereof placed in the
United States Treasury, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the
Court of Claims for determination of the law and the facts under the
act of Congress approved March 12, 1868 (12 Stat. T. B20), any stat-
ute of limitations, or the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Stat. 876), and all
other nonintercourse laws to the contrary ootwithstanding, and report
to Congress,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF ALPHONSE DESMARE, DECEASED,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
consider the bill (S. 404) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others,

Mr. RANSDELL, That is a bill of very similar character to
the one which has just been passed, and I move a similar amend-
ment to it referring the case to the Court of Claims for a
finding of facts. I ask that my amendment may be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Louisiana will be stated.

The AssisTanT SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out all
after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the claim of the legal representative of the estate of Alphonse
Desmare, deceased, and the claim of the legal representative of the
estate of Cyprian Dupré, deceased, surviving partner of the late firm
of Desmare & Dupré, for the net proceeds of the cotton purchased or
owned by them, taken by the Uni Btates officers, sold and the net
proceeds thereof placed in the United States Treasury, be, and tha
same is herebg. referred to the Court of Claims for determination of
the law and the facts, under the act of Congress approved March 12
1863 (12 Stats. L. p. 820), any statute of limitations, or the act oé
July 2, 1864 (13 Stats. p. ﬁTBJ. and all other nonintercourse laws to
the contrary motwithstanding, and report to Congress,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS PASSED OVER.

The joint resolution (S§. J. Res. 133) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States was announced
as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let that joint resolution go
OVer.

The bill (8. 14) providing for the election of a Delegate to
the House of Representatives fram the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Let that bill go over,




12332

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

SEPTEMBER 11,

The bill' (8. 2092) authorizing the Secretary of War to fur-
nigh certain information for historical purposes to the adju-
tants general of the several States and the District of Columbia,
and making an appropriation therefor, was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that on
April 8 last thig bill was considered as in Committee of the
Whole and was amended and passed. On April 5 the senior
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumaaxs] entered a motion o re-
consider the bill and the Secretary was directed to ask for the
return of the bill from the House of Representatives, and the
bill has been returned from that body.

Mr. FLETCHER. The bill does not appear on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Cumaans] is interested in this measure, the Chair will
suggest that it be passed over without prejudice, and, if he
desires, it may be taken up when he returns to the Chamber.

Mr. FLETCHER. I suggest that the calendar be corrected.
The bill does not appear on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bhill does not appear on
the calendar, because it has passed the Senate and gone to the
House and been brought back on a motion to reconsider, as the
Chrir understands.

BOARD OF ASSISTANT ASSESSORS OF THE DISTRICT.

The bill (8. 1739) to amend sections 5 and 6 of the act of
Congress making appropriations to provide for the expenses of
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year
ending June 80, 1903, approved July 1, 1802, and for other
purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
chairman of the committee to state just what it is proposed to
accomplish by the proposed amendment to sections 5 and 6 of
the act referred to in the bill. I should like to know what the
purpose of the measure Is.

Mr, BALL. Mr. President, the existing law provides for five
assistant assessors in the District of Columbia, but the District
appropriation bills have for some time been providing for one
additional assessor. Under the provisions confained in that
bill, however, the sixth assistant assessor can only be employed
in connection with the making of the assessments. Under the
bill now before the Senate the board of assistant assessors is
constituted of six members, and the sixth assistant assessor
may act on the board of review and in other respects just as
the other five assistant assessors may be employed. For a
number of years there have been six assistant assessors.

The bill also provides that the board of personal tax appeals
ghall meet in January instead of Febrnary, the provision
reading: :

That hereafter the board of personal-tax appeals shall convene on
the first Monday in January of each year and continue in session to
and including the second Monday in February of each year.

Section 2 fixes the status of those who reside in the District
of Columbia so far as taxation of tangible and intangible prop-
erty is concerned. There have been people living in the District
who have refused to pay taxes in the District on the ground
that they held citizenship in other States. The attorney for the
Distriet claims that many of those people should be taxed, and
there has been some dispute concerning the matter, the law
not being specific upon that point. This bill proposes to estab-
lishh who shall be considered residents of the District of Colum-
bia so far as their being subject to taxation in the District is
concerned.

Mr. FLETCHER. How will the bill affect Members of
Congress?

Mr. BALL. It exempts Members of Congress or those elected
for a definite term, the provision being—

That Cabinet officers, Members of Congress, and persons in the sery-
ice of the United States Government elected for a definite term of office
shall not be considered as residents of the District of Columbia for
the purposes -of tl}ls act.

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the passage of the bill add very ma-
terially to the expenses of the District government?

Mr. BALL. It will not add to them at all, but it will permit
the District government to use the sixth assessor for other
duties than now develve upon him.

Mr, FLETCHER. Very well, I have no objection to the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The bill as passed is as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That section 6 of the act of Congress making
;ﬁpro riations te vide for the expenses of the government of the

strict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 1903, approved
July 1, 1802, Is hereby amended so as to provide that the permanent

board of aseistant assessors referred to rein shall’ consist of six
members instead of flye members, and the assessor of the District of

Columbla shall designate three of the members of said board for the
assessment of real estate, and the three other members of said board
to assess personal pmim-t{ in accordance with law; all mempers of
eald board, r:ﬁet‘her with the assessor of the Distrlet of Columbia, as
chairman, shall constitute the board of alization and review of real
estate assessments, and also the board of personal tax appeals. That
hereafter the board of personal tax appeals shall convene om the fivst
Monday in January of each year and continue in session to and includ-
m% the second Hondag in February of each year,

BC, 2, That, for the purposes of this act, an Person maintaining a
lace of abode in the D ¢t of Columbia on fny 1 of any year and
or six months or more prior thereto shall be comsidered a resident

of the Distrlet of Columbia, and shall be taxable on his mniléﬂe per-
sonal property if located in the District of Columbia during the period
of his domi therein or for any fractional part thereof; sald person
ehall also be taxable on his intangible personal praperty wherever
located umless evidence shall be submitted to the assessor of the
Distriet of Columbia, satisfactory to him, that such intangible personal
P is taxed to sald person in some other jurisdiction for rne
geer od hereinbefore referred to: Provided, That Cabinet officers, Mem-
rs of Congress, and persons in the service of the United States Gov-
ernment elected for a definite term of office shall not be considered as
residents of the District of Columbia for the purposes of this act.

Sec, 3. That section 5 of the act of Congress hereinbefore referred
to is hereby amended by providing that In addition to the anmual
assessment of all real estate made on or uBrior to July 1 of each year
there shall be added a list of all new buildings erected er under roof
rior to December 1 of each year In the same manner as provided by
aw for all annual additions; and the amounts thereof shall be added
as assessments for the second half of the then current year. The
board of equalization and review, hereinbefore referred to, shall hear
such complaints as may be made in respect of said assessments and
determine said complaints between the first and third Mondays of De-
cember of the game year,

SEC., 4. That paragraph 32 of sectlon 7 of the act of 8 ap-
proved July 1, 1902, above referred to, is hereby amended by Inserting
after the words “ fortune tellers” the word * phrenologists,” so that
said paragraph shall read as follows:

“That mediums, clairvoyants, soothsaye fortune tellers, paren-
ologlsts, or palmists, by whatsoever name called, conducting business
for profit or igluin, direettllf or indirectly, when permitted to practice
their calling the District of Columbia, sihall ‘E‘ay a Ncense wx of
$25 per annum: Provided, That no license sh be issued without
the approval of the major and superintendent of police.”

Sgc. §. That hereafter mo deed, except deeds of release, deeds of
trust, or other deeds not involving the transfer of title to real estate,
shall be recorded among the land records of the District of Columbia
unless it is accompanied by a sealed statement, addressed to the assessor
of the Distriet of Columbin, giving the information hereinafter referred
to; and the recorder of deeds of said District is directed to receive smnch
segaled statement and transmit it to the assessor of said District without
breaking the geal. ]

Said sealed statement shall be made by the grantee, and shall be on
a form approved by said assessor, and shall contain the names of the
grantor and grantee, together with their addresses, the full nature of
the transaction, together with the true amount of all moneys paid or
received, and any other consideration in addition to said moneys shail
be given and certified to by the grantee or an authorized afent.

The information contained in the sealed statement shall be riled
as confidential by said assessor and shall be used by him or by the
said board of assistant assessors for the ization of assessment of
real tmtafu; in the District of Columbia in accordance with the require-
ments of law.

If any such grantee or his authorized agent shall fail to make any
statement or ghall make any false statement of the nature of the trans-
action, or as to the amount of money actually invelved, he shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable to a fine of not
less than $5 and not more than for each offense, Buch offenses
shall be prosecuted in the police eourt of the District of Columbia in
the name of said District by the corporation counsel or any of his
assistants,

ANNIE M. LEPLEY..

The bill (H. R. 4504) for the relief of Annie M, Lepley was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to credit Annie M. Lepley, as post-
master at Pl uth, Amador County, Calif., on her account as post-
master of sald place, in the sum of $2,055.83, the same being the
amount of certain moneys, money orders, and postage stamps taken
and stolen by burglars from the post office at Plymouth, Amador County,
Calif,, at nighttime at about 10 minutes past 1 o'clock a. m. on March
13, 1915, by unknown persons, and that the said Annie M. Lepley
be, and she is hereby, relieved and released from o&m@t to the
Treasury of the United States of the snld sum of $2,055.83, and every
part thereof, as such postmaster, and that her account be credited as

stmaster with said amount of §2,055.83 by reason of said loss caused
y such burglary.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have almost come to the con-
clusion that the only way we can stop the Introduction and ton-

sideration of measures of this kind is to pass some law which.

will require postmasters to carry some kind of insurance.
Since we began the payment, by special act of Congress, of
claims for reimbursement on account of robberies of post
offices the stealing of postal funds has increased, I presume, 100
per cent, or perhaps even more than that, and so long as we
continue to pay every dollar that is stolen in any way, whether
the postmaster is responsible or whether he is not, we will
never stop post-office robberies, for there will be no incentive
at all for those in charge to take care of the money intrusted
to them. I do not want to object to this bill; but really I

| should like to say to the chairman of the Committee on Claims

that if we contimue to reimburse sters on account of
funds stolen from their offices: we will never stop the robbing
of Government post offices, It used to be a rare thing that we
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ever had a case of this kind; it was very seldom that such a
claim was ever paid, and it never was paid unless the Govern-
ment of the United States was responsible, in that it failed to
furnish a safe place in which to keep the money; but now
every postmaster who loses a dollar in any way, whether it is
stolen by friend or foe, immediately comes to Congress and
Congress provides the money to reimburse him. I think the
policy is bad. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HUNTER-BROWN CO.

The bill (8. 820) for the relief of the Hunter-Brown Co. was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been
reported from the Committee on Claims, with an amendment
on line 6, after the words *sum of,” to strike out $2,423.08"
and insert * $1,198.08,”" so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author-
ized and directed to pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to the Hunter-Brown Co., Chattanooga, Tenn., the sum of
$1,198.08 as settlement in full for loss incurred h failure of the
War Degartmmt to recelve 192 cords of wood delivered by the Hunter-
Brown (o, at Camp Forrest, Ga., under the terms of a contract with
the War Department entitled * Quartermaster Corps contract,” which
represents the sum of the amount ed to be paid for the wood so
delivered and expenses incurred b{ the Hunter-Brown Co. by reason of
delayed delivery occasioned by the refusal of the agents of the War
De?artment to receive the shipments of wood and in prosecutingh:ta
claim for the payment of the contract price, the War Department hav-
ing since refused to approve or settle such claim.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER, .

The bill (8. 3254) to encourage the development of the agri-
cultural resources of the United States through Federal and
State cooperation, giving preference in the matter of employ-
ment and the establishment of rural homes to those who have
gerved with the military and naval forces of the United States,
was announced as next in order.

Mr, McNARY. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (3. 1843) granting relief to persons who served in
the Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the OCivil
War was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that that bill may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3326) to readjust the pay and allowances of the
commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Ma-
rine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Pub-
lic Health Service was announced as next in order.

Mr., SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 1345) to amend an act entitled “ Interstate com-
merce act,” approved February 28, 1920, was announced as
next in order.

Mr, McNARY. Mr., President, the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. NEw] was called from the Chamber, and he has asked me,
in his absence, to request that this bill and the next one on the
calendar might go over,

The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Senate bill 1345 will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 1346) to amend an act entitled “ An act to regun-
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts
amendatory thereof, including the safety appliance acts and
the act providing for the valuation of the several classes of
property of carriers subject to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, approved March 1, 1913, was announced as next In
order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the re-
quest of the Senator from Oregon, this bill also will be passed
over.

The bill (8.2921) to amend an act entitled “ An act to estab-
lishi a uniform system of bankruptey throughout the United
States,” approved July 1, 1898, and acts amendatory thereof
and supplementary thereto, was announced as next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8.2371) to further amend an act entitled “ An act
for making further and more effective provision for the national
defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 8, 1916, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 188) creating a committee to
investigate existing conditions of industry and commerce in the
United States for the purpose of recommending to Congress
legislation defining the rights and limitations of cooperative
organizations as distinguished from illicit combinations in re-
straint of trade was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

THE CORNWELL CO,

The bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of the Cornwell Co., Sagi-
naw, Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, we had that bill up the
other day. It was called on Saturday and I think it went over
then because we wanted some little explanation about it.

Mr. SMOOT. It ought to go over to-day.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think it had better go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over
at the request of the Senator from Florida.

DAVID B. LANDIB, DECEABED, AND JACOB F. BHEAFFER, DECEASED.

The bill (8. 1599) for the relief of the estate of David B.
Landis, deceased, and the estate of Jacob F. Sheaffer, de-
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole and
was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the estate of David B.
Landis, d'eceased, late of Lancaster, Pa., the sum of $11,112.22, and
to the estate of Jacob F. Bheaffer, deceased, late of caster, Pa.,
the sum of $84,055, bei%ﬁethe amounts found due sald estates by the
Court of Clalms under act of Congress approved March 3, iss‘r
commonly called the Tucker Act, for taxes and penalties collected
on distilled spirits that had been destroyed by fire.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER,

The resolution (8. Res. 269) authorizing the appointment
of a committee to report the facts and reasons relative to the
removal by order of the President of responsible officials of
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over.

The resolution (8. Res. 2T1) requesting the President to in-
form Congress as to alleged demotion, dropping, and discharge
of honorably discharged sailors and soldiers from the service
since March 4, 1921, was announced as next in order,

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 8136) to amend the act entitled “ An act to fix
and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other
employees of the Board of Education of the District of Co-
lumbia,” approved June 20, 1906, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

HENBY T. HILL.

The bill (H. R. 5385) for the relief of Henry T. Hill was

considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER,

The bill (H. R. 8475) to relieve enlisted men affected thereby
from certain hardship incident to the operation of the proviso
of section 4b of the mational defense act of June 3, 1916, as
amended by the act of June 4, 1920, and to protect disbursing
officers in connection therewith, was announced as next in

.order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

The bill (8, 3565) relating to the collection of taxes in the
District of Columbia was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask to have
that bill passed over.

The bill (8. 8384) authorizing an appropriation to meet pro-
portionate expenses of providing a drainage system for Paiute
Indian lands in the State of Nevada within the Newlands ree-
lamation project of the Reclamation Service was announced
as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
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The joint resolution: (H. .J. Res. 270) authorizing the “Secre-
tary of the Treasury to establish ‘a credit with the United
States for the Government of Liberia was announced as mext
-in order,

‘Mr. FLETCHER. That is the unfinished business,

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; thatis the unfinished business. -

The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The joint resolution will be
passed Over. )

The bill (H. R. 5349) to amend the act authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Navy to settle claims for damages to private
property arising from collisions with naval vessels was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 171) to extend the provisions of the act of May
11, 1912, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. 'Let that go over too.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

BEFUND OF TAXES.

The bill (8. 8716) ‘to define a period in which certdin ¢laims
may be presented for determination to the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue for refund of taxes erroneously collected
from certain estates .of decedents under color of section 29 of
the act of Congress approved June 13, 1898, entitled “An act.to
provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for
other purposes,” and amendments; and to authorize payment of
amounts allowed in the determination of such claims was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is
hereby anthorized and directed to receive, consider, and determine, in
aceordance with law but without regard to amy 'statute of limitation,
any claim filed not later than six months after the dpnmge of this aet
by the personal representative of any estate of a decedent for money
il{egnlly collected Trom such estate under color of section 20 of the
act of Congress approved June 18, 1898, entitled “ An act to provide
ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other purposes,”
amendments, where and when and only when it be found and de-
termined that such illegal collection was upon the erroneous interpre-
tation of the law passed upon and condemned by the United States Su-
preme Court in decision rendered in 1815 in the case of United States
v. Jones, ungtln the mﬁ of MeCoach, collector, v, Pratt, reported in
‘236 United States (Reports.

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, to the personal representatives of any such decedents any
amounts allowed in the determination of any claims so defined and
shich shall have been presented in accordance with this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

an

'BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 11872) to amend sections 7, 8, and 9 of the
Panama Canal act; to amend sections 288, 280, 342 843, 868,
and 461 of the Penal Code of the Canal Zone; and section 2 of
the Executive order of July 9, 1914, establishing rules and regu-
lations for the opening and navigation of the Panama Canal and
approaches thereto, including .all water under its jurisdiction;
to amend section 6 of an act entifled “ An act extending cer-
tain privileges of canal employees to other officials on the Canal
Zone and authorizing the President to make rules and regula-
tions affecting health, sanitation, quarantine, taxation, public

roads, self-propelled vehicles, and police powers on the Canal

Zone, and for other purposes, including provision as to certain
fees, money orders, and interest deposits,” approved August 21,
1916 and to regulate divorces in the Canal Zone, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

RIVER AND HARBOR PROJECTS.

The bill (H. R. 10766) authorizing the construction, repair,
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors,
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has been heretofore
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the whole, and
all except two of the committee amendments have been agreed
to. The Secretary will state the cmendments passed over.

The first amendment passed over was, on page 2, after line
22, to insert:

Inland waterway from Norfolk, Va,, to Beaufort Inlet, N. C.: The
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to purchase, as a of said
waterway, the existing Lake Drummond Canal, together with all prop-
erty rights and franchises appertaining thereto, at a price of not to

exceed $500,000, in accordanee with the report submitted in House
Commitiee Document No. 0, Bixtyv-seventh Congress, second session.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment passed over was, on page 14, beginning
‘with line .24, to insert the Tollowing:

Sec, 12. That the contract dated July 29, 1921, execnted the
‘Boston, Cape Cod :& New York Canal Co., and transmifted to c“hysrm
E{ the Becretary of War .and printed in House Dotument No, 139,

xty-sevenih Congress, second session, is hereby ratified on eondition
‘that such mmgany files with the Secretary of War its consent in writing
Tt i entic i smended o ead o lons

B amount herein ag 0 be or-any part
of same, to the said canal co! ¥ is to be upon the epx.‘press €O| a tion
that the 'Boston, Cape Cod & New ‘York Canal Co. waives, in writing,
any and all claims of any nature whatsoever that it -may have against
the Pr the Director General of Raﬂ%’“ United States,
and ppon such release the Director General of ads shall release

to];% - edemlﬂﬁ gf”ewm or demand .against the company growing

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr, President, I offer the amendment which
1 send to the desk. y

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AssSISTANT BECRETARY. On page 7, at the end of section 1,
after line 19, it is proposed to insert:

Tennessee River and tributaries in North Carolina, Tennessee, Ala-
ba and Kentucky.
ook DU, 18 B St o e i

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels that he should
ask that this bill go over temporarily, because the ‘Senator fromn
South Carolina [Mr. SanarH] has a survey amendment that be
desires to offer, and the Chair does not know what it is; so, if
there is no ohjection, it will be passed over temporarily, It has
reached the Senate, and the amendments made as in Committee
of the Whole have been to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER subsequently said: The Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. SyitH] informs the Chair that his
matter is already covered in the bill. The guestion is on the
g:i]ﬁmssment of the amendments and the third reading of the

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. JONES of Washington subsequently ‘said: Mr, President,
this afternoon the BSenate passed the river and harbor bill. I
move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask for
a conference with the House, and that the Chair appoint {he
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the ‘Presiding Officer (Mr.
Oppi in the chair) appointed Mr. JoNEs of Washington, AMr,
Nersow, Mr. Carper, Mr. Frercues, and Mr., RANSDELL eon-
ferees on the part of the Senate,

BILLS, ETC,, PASSED OVER.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 227) rejecting bids for the
acquisition of Muscle Shoals was announced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. I ask that that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, JoNes of Washington in
the chair). The joint resolution will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 13) to assure to persons within the jurisdie-
tion of every State the equal protection of the laws and to pun-
ish the erime of lynching was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 385) to amend section 5 of :the United States
cotton futures act approved August 11, 1916, as amended, was
announced as next.in order,

Mr. SMOOT. That will have to go over.

Mr. McNARY. In the absence of the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. Diar] I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3146) to amend section 5 of the United States
cotton futures act was announced as next in order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill will be passed over
for the same reason, ;

The resolution (8. Res, 330) authorizing a special committee
to report to the Senate the results of its investigation concern-
ing the financial interest of Senators in matters affected by the
pending tariff bill was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT, Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over. !

The bill (8. 2388) for the relief of Augusta Reiter was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California
[Mr. SHorTRIDGE] asked that that bill might go over when it was
reached. It will be passed over.
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The bill (8. 3858) to define butter and to provide a standard
therefor was announced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I spoke of that bill Saturday,
and expressed a hope that it would be considered to-day; but the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. SterLing] advised me that he
would like to have it go over for the day. So I ask that it go
over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 835) directing the Federal
Board to require the Federal Reserve Banks of Atlanta, Dallas,
St. Louis, and Kansas City to report to the Senate the rates of
interest charged by them on loans and discounts in 1920 and
1021 was announced as next in order,

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (H. R. 11843) for the prevention and removal of
obstructions and burdens upon interstate commerce in grain,
by regulating transactions on grain future exchanges, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order,

Mr. McNARY. As I stated a few days ago, that bill has a
fixed status, and I ask that it may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 211) to extend the provisions of the pension
act of May 11, 1912, and May 1, 1920, to the officers and en-
listed men of all State militia and other State organizations
that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil War
for a period of 90 days or more, and providing pensions for
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. NEW. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

ENFORCEMENT OF PROHIBITION IN PORTO RICO.

The bill (H. R. 9270) to confer upon the Territorial courts of
Porto Rico coneurrent jurisdietion with the United States courts
of that district of all offenses under the national prohibition
act and all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, conferred upon
the Territorial magistrates and courts of Porto Rico jurisdiction
concurrent with the commissioners and courts of the United States
for the said Territory of all offenses under the act of October 28,
1019, known as the national prohibition aet, and all acts amenda-
tory thereof and supplemental thereto, the jurisdictiom of said Ter-
ritorial magistrates aund courts over said offenses to be the same
which they now have over other criminal offenses within thefr
jurisdiction.

The bill was reported to the Benate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That completes the calendar.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Overhue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House dis-
agreed to the amendment of the Senate fo the bill (H. R.
12472) to declare a national emergency to exist in the pro-
duction, transportation, and distribution of eoal and other
fuel, granting additional powers to the Interstate Commerce
Commission, providing for the appointment of a Federal fuel
distributor, providing for the declaration of car-service priori-
ties in interstate commerce during the present and any suc-
ceeding emergency, and to prevent extfortion in the sale of
fuel; agreed to the conference requested by the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr,
Winsrow, Mr. NEwtoN of Minnesota, and Mr. RAYBURN were
appointed managers on the part of the House at the con-
ference.

The message also announced that the House had di
to®the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12377)
to establish a commission fo be known as the United States
Coal Commission for the purpose of securing information in
connection with questions relative to interstate commerce
in coal, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference re-
%uested by the Senate on the disagreeing vofes of the ftwo

ouses thereon, and that Mr. Winsrow, Mr. HocH, and Mr.
RaysurN were appointed managers on the part of the House
at the conference.

The message further announced that the House disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6507) granting
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of
soldiers and sailors of said war, agreed to the conference re-
quested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr. Furrer, Mr. Braxnp of Indiana,
and Mr. Davis of Tennessee were appointed managers on the
part of the House at the conference,

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions:

8.2199. An act to provide for the marking of anchorage
grounds in waters of the United States;

5.2460. An act to extend the provisions of section 18a of an
act approved February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. p. 437), to certain
lands in Utah;

8.8618. An act to amend the Judicial Code in reference to
appeals and writs of error;

§.8659. An act to ereate the White House police force, and
for other purposes;

H. R.1274. An act for the relief of Maude H, Mosher;

H.R. 1948, An act for the relief of Virgil O. McWhorter;

H. R. 2866. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to sell and patent to parties named herein certain lands in
Lonisiana ;

H. R.10361. An act aunthorizing the sale and patent of cer-
tain alleged public lands in Louisiana;

H. R.11590. An act to amend sections 34 and 40 of the or
ganic act of the Territory of Hawali;

H.R.11901. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Benwood, W. Va.,,
and the city of Bellaire, Ohio;

H.R.12493. An act amending the act of June 30, 1922, mak-
ing appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities
of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928,
and for other purposes;

S.J. Res. 23. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of
War to grant revocable licenses for the quarrying and removal
of stone from the Mariveles Military Reservation, Philippine
Islands; and

S. J. Res. 156. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to grant a permit to erect and maintain a hotel upon the
Fort Monroe Military Reservation in Virginia.

LIBERIAN LOAN.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the unfinished business, H, J.
Res, 270, be laid before the Senate and proceeded with.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
270) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a
credit with the United States for the Government of Liberia.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Boran] wants to be here when the joint resolution is con-
sidered. So I suggest the absence of a quorum.
rd'{he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seeretary will call the

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered fo their names:

Ashurst Gooding Nicholson tanfield
Borah Hale Odiie terling
Broussard Harrison Phipps Bwanson
Bursum Heflin Ransdell Trammell
Cameron Jones, Wash, Rawson Walsh, Mass.
Capper K Robinsen Warren
Cummins MecCormick Shanﬂrd Watson, Ga,
Curtis MeCumber Bhiw Willicans
Diilingham McNary Shortridge Willis
Fietcher Mores Simmons
France Nelsen Smith

inss New Smoot

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. The Secre-
tary will call the names of the absentees.

The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senators,
and the following Senators answered to thelr names when
called :

du Pont

Ball
Culberson Ernst

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I am due at a conference
at this hour but will take just a few minutes to make a general
statement in reference to the Liberian loan.

Authority was given by one of the Liberty loan acts under
which credit was given to Liberia in the sum of $5,000,000,
Like all such credits, there were conditions that had to be
worked out. The Liberian Government immediately accepted
the conditions, but the conditions had to be arranged for under
which the money was fto be advanced. Some of the conditions
were that the Liberian Government should get rid of the
French-British control of her finances and make some other
arrangements, so that the control of her finances would be
under the United States rather than France and Great Britain,
but before final arrangements were concluded the war ceased.
Our Government then took the position that although the credit
' had been given and although it had been drawn upon, I think,

Harreld McLean
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to the extent of $26,000, we had no authority to go ahead and
complete the loan and turn over the balance of the sum. The
matter had been under consideration. Possibly actuated by
this intention and expectation, the Liberian Government de-
clared war upon Germany. She suffered considerably by having
her ports blockaded and also by having vessels attacked which
were loaded with produce from and to Liberia. She performed
everything in accordance with her arrangements so far as she
had been able to go within the time which had elapsed between
the arrangements for the loan and the closing of the war.

Mr, BORAH. Mr. President, would it interrupt the Senator
if I asked him what evidence or proof or data he has that
Liberia declared war against Germany becaunse of the prospect
of this loan?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I could not say, except as I under-
stand from the Treasury Department that it was in the expecta-
tion that we would make the loan. I have no definite informa-
tion myself, and I do not know that we have the record of that
information.

Myr. SHIELDS, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr, SHIELDS. If Liberia did declare war against Germany,
as suggested by the Senator, and of which Ianderstand there is
no evidence, did Liberia do anything, did it change its status
in any way, or was it a mere paper declaration?

Mr, McCUMBER. Certainly the declaration of war changed
her status with the German Government. Connected with that
was the understanding, as I am informed, that we would
assist her financially and as a condition of that assistance we
were to control her finances. =

Mr, SHIELDS. Did Liberia take any part in the war?

Mr. McCUMBER. She furnished no army, but she did a con-
siderable part. She excluded the German econtrol of some of
her financial interests and she also did everything that an
independent nation declaring war would do with reference to
the nationals of the enemy in her territory.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. McCUMBER. T yield.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I did not understand what the
Senator gaid that Liberia did during the war. What did she do?

Mr, McOCUMBER. I will read it as set forth in the com-
mittee report, if the Senator desires me to do so:

The Government of Liberia- declared war against Germany on
August 4, 1917. Concurrently with this declaration the Liberian
Government, at the instance of Great Britain, France, and the United
Btates, closed all German business houses in the Republic, liquidated
‘the property, and deported all German subjects. Since approximately
85 per cent of the trade and commerce of Liberia was under the control
of Germans, their deportation as a war measure very adversely affected
the economic situation of the country. Germany meanwhile declared
the territorial waters of Liberia to be prohibited areas to all mer-
chant vessels, including the vessels of neutral nations, and served
notice that aug merchant vessels frequenting these waters were liable
to be torpedoed.

In an attempt to make this deelaration effective German submarines
attacked, and in several cases sank, merchant vessels en route to
and from Liberian ports, On April 10, 1918, the wireless station at
Monrovia, the capital of Liberia, was attacked and partlally destroyed
and other damage done by German submarine gunfire. - Under these
circumstances neutral vessels refused to call at Liberian ports and
the calls of vessels of the allled nations became infrequent and un-
certain. A severe trade depression inevitably ensued.

I do not think that I need go further than that mere state-
ment to show that Liberia did suffer.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Oppig in the chair). Does
the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from
Virginia?

Mr. McOCUMBER. 1 yield.

Mr. SWANSON. T understand from the report that suffi-
cient property belonging to Germans was seized in Liberia to
discharge all the claims for damage done by Germany t
Liberia. :

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; they seized German property in
Liberia.

Mr. SWANSON. And they held it to pay the damages. I
would like to have the Senator answer this question: This is a
$5,000,000 loan. My experience and investigation have shown
that when such loans are made to some governments they are
generally made for the purpose of paying the creditors of that
government who have loaned it money and who are not able to
collect it from the government and who simply desire to un-
load the debt upon us. Does the Senator know whether the
$5,000,000 is owing to certain creditors of Liberia and will be
appropriated to discharge the debts due those creditors?

-
-

Mr. McCUMBER. My understanding is that the $5,000,000
will be so used under the control of American agents as to
relieve the Liberian Government from the control now exer-
cised over that little Republic by both Great Britain and
France, and that a8 soon as the loan is made the control will be
through American agents, which naturally would be to the ad-
vantage of the United States.

Mr. SWANSON. Of what advantage to the United States?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly there would be an advantage in
the diversion of trade, possibly, to this country, the same as it
léar?t}:iegn an advantage to the other countries, France and Great

Mr. SWANSON. We get no tariff advantages. We get no
advantages at all except that we loan the $5,000,000 and then
have to go to the expense of collecting the customs in order to
have the debt repaid.

Mr. McCUMBER. There is some advantage in that respect,
and there is another reason in which I think we have a just
pride. Liberia is more or less a child of this Government. It
was started by free negroes as such and under the control, to a
great extent, of the American Nation. We have looked after her
interests, and our dominant control of that country has gener-
ally been recognized by other countries.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President—

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to say to the Senator that I have
but a few moments and I desire to close a few remarks that I
have to make and then allow others to take charge of the joint
resolution.

Mr. SWANSON. I am only asking the Senator for informa-
tion. Has the Senator a list of the creditors of Liberia to whom
this money would go, even under the direction of representa-
tives of the United States?
fqu. McOUMBER. I think the Treasury Department has a

11 list.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may I suggest that the record
shows that there is between $1,500,000 and $2,000,000 due to
France and Great Britain.

Mr. BORAH. And about $1,500,000 due Morgan & Co., of
New York.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator
from North Dakota a question? The Senator from Kansas has
accounted for about $1,800,000 of the fund which it is now pro- '
posed shall be loaned to Liberia. What is it contemplated shall
be done with the remainder of the loan?

Mr. McCUMBER. It is contemplated, I understand, that
there are many internal matters to be looked after, and that it
will be devoted to the building of railways or what else may be
needed for the internal rehabilitation of that little country.
All of these matters are to be worked out under a commission
which is to be appointed by the United States in case the loan
is made.

Mr. ROBINSON, If I understood the Senator correectly, it
can not now be stated definitely what disposition ghall be made
of the remainder of the fund after the $1,800,000, accounted for
by the Senator from Kansas, has been paid.

Mr., McCUMBER. Except that the disposition of it will be
under the control of an American commission.

Mr. ROBINSON. That statement has been repeatedly made,
but before Congress authorizes the appropriation of moneys
which are collected by taxation from the American people—

Mr. McCUMBER. May I remind the Senator that the con-
ference committee is waiting for me and has been waiting for
10 minutes, and I would like to finish my statement and then
return to the conference.

Mr. ROBINSON, I shall detain the Senator but a moment,
I was about to say that the Congress is now asked to appropriate
$5,000,000 to pay debts which Liberia owes other Govern-
ments——

Mr. McCUMBER. A small proportion of it is for that pur-

pose.

Mr., ROBINSON, And perhaps some debts which ghe owes
American citizens. The statement is made that the authoriza-
tion of $5,000,000 is justified on the ground that some American ,
agents selected by this Government will have control of the
dixposition of the remainder of the fund. I think that Congress
when asked to appropriate money contributed by American
citizens, in view of conditions that exist in this country, should
have definite and full information. We ought to know in ad-
vance just how the money will be expended. It is admitted
that there is no legal obligation upon the part of the Govern-
ment to make the lonn. It is claimed that it grows out of an
alleged 1moral obligation assumed by this Government in in-
duecing Liberia to declare war upon the German Government.
After the digning of the armistice, in advance of what was sup-
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posed 'to be the conclusion of the ‘war, terminating' the negotia-
tions—— o

Mr., MeCUMBER. 1 again ‘ask ‘the Senator if he ‘will mot
allow me to complete my statement? ]

Mr. ROBINSON, Yes, I will, in just a 'moment.

Mr. MCCUMBER. The Sendtor will have all 'the afterncon |
to mmke his speech on the subject, 3

Mr. ROBINSON. 1 :'do not want to ‘make a ‘speech. I:am
trying to get information. “There were a number of other gov-’
ernments, including the Russian Government, as I remember, to
which the United States had comniitted -herself sin a policy
of extending credits. There was the Grecian Government, ‘as’
suggested by my friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr, Swax-
sox]. If we are now entering upon-a policy of 'taxing the
Americ¢in people to ‘earry out arrangements that were “never
effected, entered into for the prosecution of the war, ‘to estab-
lish credits by governments which were cooperating with the |
United States in the conduct of fhe wir, the subject matter of
the joint resolution miglit be extended ‘to comprehénd all ‘gov-7
efnments with which those same arrangements were dt 'one’time
in progress. At leakt our country ‘ought to !have full informa-
tion respecting the purposes of the loan #nd 'the 'suhjects “to
which ‘it was to be apiplied. 'We can not tax ‘the American peo-
ple in a spirit of generosity for the benefit 6f Tiberia. .

Mr. MCOUMBER. I have no doubt that the Senator from'
Virginia '[Mr. 'Grass] cotild ‘possibly ansiver ‘the ‘question of
the Senator from ‘Arkansas. The ‘whole Liberiin Tean matter’
was hiherited from a previous administrition, and the giestion'
arises whether under all ‘the éircumnstances ‘théve is ‘or is ‘not |
a moral obligation ‘on the part ‘of this'Government ‘to proceed’
to carry ‘out the 'provisions 'of the agreement ‘notwithstanding
the Tact that the war ‘cloged—— k

Mr, SWANSON and Mr. ROBINSON rose.

‘Mr. McCUMBER. I am not ‘going to yield wintil T ‘firish’
this statement—notwithstanding 'the faét ‘that the swvar ‘closed ’
béfore the money ‘was drawn or all ‘of ‘the ‘conditions ‘precédent |
had been complied with by Liberia. :

Mr. ‘GLASS. Mr. President, ‘may T interrupt ‘the 'Senator
from North Dakota for just a ‘momenit? j

Mr. McCUMBER. I will yield for a question; but really T/
wish Senators would allow me ‘to finish 'my statenent, bécause,
while they have all the afternoon to @iscuss this matter, 1}
liave mot. g

Mr. GLASS. I 'will-say to the Senator that ‘the statement T,
wish ‘to ‘make will ‘not consume the!time of an érdinary ques-i
tion. ‘T 'mote that in the Teport of ‘the committee reference is)
made to the fact that the Secretary of Stdte, in a letter ad-
dressed to me as Secretary of the Treastry, urged that this
Governmment was under a ‘moral obligation to miake 'this Toan.,
I think I have a right to say that I did not concur dn that)
opinion.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I read from the report.the,
statement that after more than a year's delay 'diplomatic.nego-;
tintions with France and England ‘having terminated, -and -a|
definite program having been announced as.to what Liberia was ;
o do, ‘Secretary of State Lansing, in a letter to the then Seere-
tary iof the Treasury, Mr. Guass, stated:

"Not 'to ‘carry ‘throngh ‘this program ‘would be simply disastrous 'for!
our position in Liberia and would cast a blemish on our ‘mame in
international relations. I can not toostrongly emphasize the embarrass-
ment which would result to fhis Government from ‘such ‘a eourse, an

embarrassment ‘'which would not be ‘limited to ‘our !Interepurse Avithi
Lilieria ‘but would 'be reflected in our Jarger relations svith France and;

Britain. :
Great ‘matter the most serfous 'COnil_ldémit’i;:, ‘and T very

I have given this :
strongly feel thit 'to avold ‘being ‘gravely conipromised Government:

j% ‘in homor bound ito live up to the agreement 'mate in -this instance,
and to earry through the Smsmm of economic rehabilitation. I hope,
very earnestly that you will accept my point of ¥iew.

It may be that the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr, Presi-
dent, did not aecept that point of view, but that was the point,
of wiew of the then Secretary of State. )

Again, in his letter of July 20, 1921, addressed to the
Senate-=— |

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, it is that statement of the See-r
retary of State which I desire to repeat I did mot .aceept. I,
totally dissented from that wiew. Not only that, .but I.thought
the *$26,000 which had already been advanced :to :Liberia was:
the only iitem in -all of the credits -established by this Govern-
ment that could mot be justified.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from North Dakota per-
mit me to ask him a question? 1

Mr, McCUMBER. The Benator's questions are genérally:
gpeechies, but T will yield to him for.a gunestion. i

Mr. ROBINSON, The Senator from North Dakota under-
stands the 'diffienlty of asking a ‘question :sometimes wwithout:

s

o

|
1

prefacing it by a statément, but I will confine Ty ‘statément

to'a question as ‘to 'the agreement. What were the terms of
the .alleged agreement referred to by the ‘then Secretary of
State, ‘Mr, ‘Lansing, under which he claims that the Govern-
nterit ' was 'mordlly obligated to ‘make this loan ‘to Liberia?

Mr. McCUMBER. The agreements, ‘I .suppose, were both

with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of Stafe,
but the conditions that were carried out by fhe Liberian Gov-
ernment and the position in which ghe placed herself with the
expectation of being able to draw upon .this sum of money, in
my opinion and according to my view 0f the case, imposed a
moral obligation upon-this Government to make good its prom-
ises to make her that loan, even after fhe war had closed.
_ Mr. ROBINSON. Nir. President, ‘throughout the -report,
throughout ‘the statement of 'the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. McCusser] and 'in ‘the letter quoted by 'him, which it is
alleged was addressed by the then Secretary of State to the
then Secrétary of .the Treasury, reference is made to an agree-
ment. ‘Now, was the agreement written or was it verbal, and
what were the terms of the agreement? Congress ought to be
permitted to judge what the obligation of the agreement is by
& consideration .of the terms of the agreement.

Mr, 'McCUMBER. T ‘think, Mr, President, that the agree-
ment will be found in the report of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, I have It not before me. Again, however, I plead with
Senators to.allow me to finish my statement.

Mr. SWANSON. T simply wish to make a suggestion .to the
Senator. As T understand from what the Senator has read
and from the report of the committee the loan was delayed
because it had not been made safe and certain conditions had
not-been complied with.

Mr. McCUMBER. All of the conditions under which the
loan was to be made had not been fully complied with,

Mr. SWANBON. That is, so as .to make the loan safe .and
to insure that the Government would-not lose anything. That
fwas during time of ‘war. What has been:done since to change
that aspect of the situation?

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Norfth Dakota allow me-to interrupt him for a moment?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield.

Mr. McCORMICK. Did the -Senator from Virginia say a
“gafe loan"?

-Mr. SWANSON. I said *‘to make it safe.”

Mr. McCORMICK. ‘Does the Senator from Virginla regard
‘the - billion .and .a half dollars which were loaned to foreign
‘powers after the signing of the armistice as.a “safe loan "?

Mr, SWANSON. .If we made any unsafe loans, we ought not
‘to make any more. However, T am talking about the moral
obligation referred .te in the .report from which .the Senator
‘from North Dakota [Mr. McCumger] has read, and frem that
very report it appears that the delay was occasioned on ac-
count of the desire to make the loan safe.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. #President, I shall -liave to resume
'the floor dand insist on holding'it. Other Bendtors have dll'day
lin which 'to discuss the pending subject, 'but ‘I have mot. I
lhave stated and tried to make las clear as I could that there
‘were certain: eonditions preécedent with ‘whith ‘it was neeessary
'that the Liberian Government -should comply before the money
'was paid to it. Although ithe “Liberian Government was (pro-
‘ceeding -to comply with the -requirements, all ‘of ‘them rhad not
|been fulfilled when .the war clesed, but nearly .all of the condi-
‘tions precedent had been complied with, or.at least i .sufficient
number of those of greater importance, to .place upon our
shoulders the moral obligation to make good.

Now, Mr. President, I wish to read from another letter. In
his letter of July 29, 1921, addressed to the Senate, transmit-
ting a letter from Secretary Hughes recommending the re-
‘establishment of the loan credit, President Harding declared:

_* It is impossibleto-escape the convietion that-we have an gbligation
which the executive branch of the Government ean not discharge with-
lout the properly expressed approval of Congress."” ;

A 'fimuneélal Iplan ‘was drafted by the Stute Department dand: by
the Secretary of State and the representatives of the Liberian (Govern-
ment in Washington on Oectéber 2§, 1921, This plan was agproved.
without ¢hinge, ‘by the 'Legislature of 'Lideria on January 20, 1922,
All of the papers relating therdto -were seént ‘to ‘the Foreign Affuirs
Committee of the House by Secretary Hughes and in turn referred ‘to
the Committee on Ways and Means, §

Representatives ‘of the State 'Department appedred before the com-
mittee on March 22 and 24 and April 19, 1922,

In “his statement -before the ‘eommittee Secretary -Hughes safd:

“1 ean not bring myself to believe that under the circumstances of
this particular and important situation Congress would not '‘reallze
holwed eeply ‘the ‘honor ‘and godd faith of ‘the Umited Beates are in-
Yo .

In a letter to the Ways and Means Committee, dated -April 1, 1922,
President ‘Harding safd :

“ The simple truth about this loan situation is that our Government
is mnable to deal with-the Repuhlic of TAberla in. that igood faith which
is becoming a great Republic like ours. This loan was pledged to the
i Republic of Liberia by the previous administration and the funds woulfl
‘long since have 'been ‘furnished (hat Government ‘except for ‘the ‘de-
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lay incident to the making of arrangements to guarantee its wise
expenditure and certain repayment. Pending these arrangements our
Government has stood in the way of the grant of the loan by any
other nation and we find ourselves in the position of denying financial
assistance from others and unable to keep faith in the pledges made
for ourselves. I do not believe your committee or the Congress wishes
to put the Government in this position.”

I think, Mr. President, this substantially presents the only
real issue there is in the case. I think undoubtedly the Ways
and Means Committee of the House have all of the papers,
including the agreement, which I think is further referred to,
though perhaps not in full, by the Treasury Department.

I now ask the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris] if he will
kindly take charge of the joint resolution during my absence.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, before the Senator
takes his seat, if he will allow me to ask him a question, What
nation on earth could have loaned Liberia any money? They
all borrowed from us, and they have not paid the money back.

Mr. McCUMBER. Unless there is a moral obligation rest-
ing upon us to make good the agreement which we made to
loan Liberia the money, providing she did certain things, which
she has done in large part, we can not extend her any loan
at all. I think, however, we are morally obligated now to
loan her the money, or withdraw all claims, and allow France
and Great Britain again to take charge of Liberian finances
and look after their own interests,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. But, Mr. President, the Senator
has not answered my question. He said that our failure to
lend to Liberia had prevented other nations from lending.
What nations had money to lend and would bave loaned any-
thing to Liberia?

Mr. McOUMBER. I do mnot know what nations had the
money to loan; but Liberia was already indebted to certain
other nations, which other nations had control of her economic
affairs, and the expectation and understanding was that if
we were to take charge of her affairs to the extent, I suppose,
that she was indebted to other nations, their interests would
be taken care of.

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor.

Mr. ROBINSON., Mr. President, I think there ought to be
a fuller attendance of the Senate here to hear the remarks
of the Senator from Idaho. If he will yield to me for that
purpose, I should like to suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. BORAH. I think the Senate ought to know what is to
be said, but I doubt if they will stay to listen.

Mr. ROBINSON. Unless the Senator objects, I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Borah Glass Nicholson Btanfield
Broussard Gooding Oddie Bterling
Bursum Hale y Phipps Swanson
Cameron Harreld Ransdell Trammell
Capper Harrison Rawson Walsh, Mass,
Calberson Heflin Robinson Warren
Curtis Kellogg Bheplpard Watson, Ga.
Dillingham MecCumber Shields Willis

du Pont McLean Simmons

Ernst McNary Smith

France New Smoot

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. The Secre-
tary will eall the names of the absentees.

The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senators,
and the following Senaftors answered to their names when
called :

Ball Fletcher
Cummins Jones, Wash.

After a little delay,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may we have a statement of
the number present?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is not present.

Mr, CURTIS. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be directed
to request the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will
execute the order of the Senate.

Mr., SHORTRIDGE entered the Chamber and answered to
his name.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having
answered to their names, a quornm is present.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, is the joint resolution now open
to amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is open to
amendment.

Mr. BORAH., I offer the following amendment.

McCormick
Moses

Nelson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The Resping Crerk. The Senator from Idaho moves to
amend by adding the following new section:

Sgc. —, That to expedite the completion of Government reclamation
projects heretofore begun and extensions thereof and to take up new -
gmjects under the national irrigation law, being the act of June 17,

002 (32 Stat., p. 888), and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary
thereto, there 'is hereby ar]i:\pro riated, out of an oney in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000,000, and the Secre-
tary of the Treasury is authorized, upon request of the Secretary of the
Interior, to transfer the same or any part thereof from time to time
51')1 n\‘;hel ?cria’tz of the reclamation fund created under the said act of

The said sum of £20,000,000, or so much thereof as shall have been
transferred to the reclamation fund, shall be reimbursed to the general
funds of the Treasury by transferrfng annually the sum of $1,000,000
from the reclamation fund to the general funds of the Treasury, be-
ginning July 1, 1940,

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, the basis upon which the
Liberian loan is supposed to rest is a very difficult one to dis-
cover. It rests in certain undertakings apparently arising
from correspondence, none of which is direct or conclusive upon
any particular proposition involved in this matter. I have
endeavored to go through the record and the correspondence
and the hearings, and I think I have covered them all, and I
fepeat that the basis upon which the loan rests is difficult to
ocate.

That there is no legal obligation to make the loan is con-
ceded, If there were a legal obligation there would be no
occasion for this legislation. But it is contended on the part of
Liberia that there is a claim upon our conscience, that we are
under a moral obligation, by reason of certain circumstances
and conditions, to make this loan. Of course, if there is a
moral obligation we must fulfill it. But I venture to say that
if it be deemed to be a moral obligation, it rests upon the slight-
est evidence upon which anyone ever undertook fo establish
that kind of an obligation. In addition to the slight evidence
of the moral obligation it is necessary to establish that
obligation in the face of a statute. I am going to review briefly
some of the facts connected with the supposed moral obligation
to see upon what proponents of this measure rest their argu-
ment,

In the first place, the second Liberty loan act, approved
September 24, 1917, provided as follows:

That for the etpnrpose of more effectually providing for the national
security and defense and prosecuting the war * * * the Secretary
of the Treasury, with the a %roval of the President, is hereby author-
ized, on behalf of the Unit tates, to establigh eredit with the United
Btates for any of the foreign governments then engaged in war with
the enemies of the United States.

But with this distinet limitation :

With the limitation that this authority shall cease u
tion of the war between the United States and the
Government.

Now, there was no loan made to the Liberian Government
during the war. There was no contractual obligation completed
for the loan during the war. What happened was this: The
President of the United States, through his Secretary of State,
notified the Liberian Government at one time that upon its com-
plying with certain conditions it would have a credit of
$5,000,000. Those conditions were specifically set forth in a
letter by Mr. Lansing, to which I shall call attention in a few
moments.

I need not argue to either lawyer or layman that if I tender
a loan upon certain conditions there is neither a legal nor a
moral obligation until those conditions are substantially com-
plied with. I make the statement that the conditions were
never complied with; that it has been conceded they were not
complied with. Long after the war closed this Government
notified the Liberian Government that the credit was with-
drawn. There the entire affair might have ended. The slate
was washed clean. No obligation had arisen. They were noti-
fied that the credit theretofore to be extended was withdrawn.
There was no chance thereafter to comply with the conditions,

Another thing which I desire to impress at this time is that
the first essay at a loan was for war purposes supposedly to bring
into the battle line this puissant nation of Liberians, who had
neither a soldier nor a gun. There might have been a sitnation
developed there which would warrant the statement that it was
for war purposes, but now as the new loan was taken up it was
stated that it was for commercial purposes, for the purpose of
building up our commerce upon the coast of Africa, a wholly
different proposition from the original proposition as it was sub-
mitted to the Liberian Government. This fact alone, that the
initiation was for the purpose of establishing a war credit, and
that it is now for the purpose of a commercial credit to be used
for entirely different purposes under an entirely different scheme
and wholly different program, shows that the thing did not
initiate and does not intiate in the old original transaction.

n the termina-
mperial German
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. Here is what Mr. Lansing said:

The Treasury has established credit of $5,000,000 in favor of Liberia.
Before an;; art of the money is available, however, department must
have the following:

Copy of portion of Liberian constitution providing for legislation
authorizing the Liberian Government to borrow money.

Copy of law authorizing loan enacted In accordance with said pro-
vision of constitution.

Cogy of proceedings on the part of the executtive branch of the
. Liberian Government in accordance with sald law,

Copy of full powers given Liberian representative in United Btates
authorizing him to sign such obligations as may be necessary and to
receiive the advances or take such other steps as the Liberian law may

uire.

ou are instructed to inform Liberian Government immediately of
the establishment of this credit and the legal formalities this Govern-
ment considers necessary. AT

Those were the conditions which were imposed in the notice
of extension of the credit, conditions which could have been
complied with fully, it would seem, but which never were com-
plied with.

Let me here correct what I think is a mistake upon the part
of the able Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McOUMBER].
He seemed to be of the opinion that it was by reason of the ex-
tension of this credit that Liberia came into the war or de-
clared war. I asked the able Senator if he had any facts or
circumstances to show that, and he stated frankly that he did
not have, but that he so understood. I understand to the con-
trary. The extension of that credit had nothing to do with
Liberia declaring war against Germany. The declaration of
war arose out of these circumstances. Germany had practi-
cally taken possession of the waters surrounding Liberia.
Liberia was unable to trade, unable to send out goods or to get
in goods, and therefore it was stated that if she would exclude
the Germans, Great Britain and France, the United States as-
gisting, would protect her ports, as it were, and enable her to
trade with the other nations of the world. That she did and
that those nations did. The transaction or the understanding
which was to bring Liberia into the war was another transac-
tion, and was completely fulfilled upon the part of the other
nations. That is my understanding. I think that is clearly
borne out by the records. The loan had nothing to do with ac-
tually causing her to declare war.

The Lansing cablegram stated:

You are instructed to inform Liberlan Government immediately of
the establishment of this credit and the legal formalities this Gov-
ernment considers necessary.

Long after the war closed, after the armistice had been
signed and hostilities had ceased, these prerequisites were still
uncomplied with. At a later date, a date to which I shall call
attention in a few moments, by reason of this fact, our Govern-
ment officially notified them that the loan was withdrawn.
What possible obligation could arise under those circum-
stances? What moral obligation could arise under those clr-
cumstances? Liberia had gone into the war for a different rea-
gon. The conditions which had been agreed upon to take her
into the war had been complied with. She was then extended
credit upon certain conditions. Those conditions she never
complied with, and we later withdrew the credit.

In the hearings the Secretary of State said:

We should make the loan—

Mind you, he does not place it upon the grounds which seems
to apply here—
for the protection and promotion of American commercial interests on
the West Coast of Africa.

That is the ground on which the loan is now being made,
The question is not whether the Senate of the United States
wants {o make a loan which it is not in honor bound to make
nor in equity bound to make but whether we want to enter
upon the enterprise of loaning 5,000,000 for the purpose of
building up our commercial interests upon the coast of Africa.
tI:Itl is a pure business transaction, and wery bad business at

at.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course, if the Government should em-
bark upon a policy of that character, trade conditions and the
conditions of our commerce as they would be affected by the
arrangement would be the governing consideration and not an
alleged moral obligation growing out of war relations.

Mr. BORAH. Precisely so, and if there is any business in it
it ought to be revealed here. If there is any commercial advan-
tage, it should be revealed. I have been unable to find it.

Under date of November 8, 1921, F. M. Dearing, Assistant
Secretary of State, wrote the President of Liberia as follows:

N 5
fion. C. D. B, Kixo i B

President of Liberia.
-MyY DeAR MR. PRESIDENT: In vlew of the execution of the flnancial
agreement of October 28, 1921, in terms of a proposed new credit of

,000,000, subject to appropriate action of Congress, 1 have the
onor to inform you, in keeping with previous verbal expressions
of the Department of State, that the balance of the credit established
in favor of Liberia with the United States Treasnry September 12,
1918, but not deemed available, has therefore been w!tzdrawn.

I am, my dear Mr. President,

éincerely FOUTS, F. M. DrARING,

Now, let us take up another feature of the loan business. I
do not think it is very difficult to find out why the loan is being
urged. I have before me a copy of a financial plan and de-
positary agreement signed by the Secretary of State and the
Liberian commission on October 28, 1921, It is to be found in
the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee of the
House, at pages 124 and 125.

: tz_«l{r. "ROBINSO_N. The hearings on the pending joint reso-
ution ?

Mr. BORAH. Yes. On page 125 they specify what is to be-
come of the money, or a large portion of it, which is to be
loaned to Liberia. Among other things it is said:

(b) A new arrangement for that hall be. de betwe
the &overmnent of Eleherin agali- the GE?EEME gf the {J['lr?iéd St:fg}

8. Two hundred and thirty-three thousand dollars, or such less
amount as shall be sufficient to enable the Government of Liberia to
pay its internal funded debt and the interest due thereon.

I have been informed by a party who has investigated the
matter and who is, I think, wholly reliable—I know he is reli-

able so far as his information goes—that the claims which were

taken care of in this way were claims which had been bought
up for 10 to 20 cents on the dollar, and that they are now be-
ing turned in and taken care of by the Government of the United
States and the taxpayers of the United States on the basis of
dollar for dollar. I think before the joint resolution becomes
a law that the Government of the United States should know
what kind of claims it is that we are proposing to pay, whether
they are the claims of speculators, those who have taken advan-
tage of the Liberian people, or whether it is really to the benefit
in some way of the Liberian people themselves,

I continue the reading:

4. Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or such less amount as
shall be sufficient to enable the Government of Liberla to pay its inteﬁ-—
nal floating debt.

One million six hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or such less
amount as may be necessary for the purpose of enabling the Govern-
ment of Liberia to purchase or redeem all of its bonds now issued and
outstanding representing the 5 per cent sinking-fund gold loan, due
July 1, 1952, under the agreement for refunding loan dated March T,
1012, between the Republic of Liberia, of the first part, and J, P. Mor-
gan & Co.; Kuhn, Loeb & Co. ; the National City Bank of New York;
and First National Bank of New York, acting for themselves and for
Robert Fleming & Co., Banque de Paris et des Pays Bas; M. M. War-
burg & Co.; and Hope & Co., and for others, of the second part, includ-
ing such payments of Interest, costs of notices and other payments or
deposits, a8 well as payments which may be due from the Government
of Liberia under the fiscal agencf agreement dated March T, 1912, be-
tween the Republic of Liberia, of the first part, and the National City
Bank of New York, of the second part, as shall be necessary to terminate
all obliintions of the Government of Liberia under all of said bonds or
under the agreements for refunding loan or the 1 agency agreement
above mentioned, as shall entitle the Government of Liberia in aceord-
ance with the terms of sald agreement to the cancellation and destrue-
tion of all said bonds held by the fiscal agents in the ginking fund men-
tioned in said agreements. Advances for this purpose shall be made at
such times and in such amounts as shall be defermined by the Secretary
of State of the United States. It is understood that the Secretary of
State of the United States may determine the best method for acquiring
part or all of the aforesaid bonds, but in no event shall more than par
and accrued Interest be paid therefor.

So it appears, Mr. President, that this money is to be utilized
in large measure in the first instance to take care of certain
internal debts and certain other floating debt, which I have
stated has been purchased, as T am informed, and is held by
speculators, and by taking up a bonded indebtedness of $1,650,-
000 which is due to certain bankers in New York City.

Mr. SHIELDS, Mr, President

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee,

Mr., SHIELDS, I desire to ask the Senator from what he
has been reading?

Mr. BORAH. I have been reading from a contract which has
been entered into between the Secretary of State of the United
States and the Liberian Government. That contract is dated
October 28, 1921, and is found in the hearings before the Ways
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, at page
125.

The President has written a letter in which he says the
executive department finds itself a little embarrassed because
of this agreement. I should think the Congress of the United
States would feel considerably embarrassed if it should O. K.
that agreement simply because it had been negotiated unless
there was solid foundation for the loan in the first instance.
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In other words, Mr. President, the Secretary of State can not |
bind the Congress, and I do not presume he intends to bind the
Congress, by making an agreement with the Liberian Govern-
ment a8 to what shall be done with the money. He ¢an not
thereby bind the Congress to loan the money. It was, perhaps,
a matter of foresight and a matter of good judgment for the
Secretary of State in advance to provide how the money should
be used in case Congress should grant it, but that agreement
ought not to be utilized for a moment as establishing a moral
obligation upon the part of Congress to make the loan. If that
were true, the entire proposition of leaning money to foreign
Governments could be taken over by the executive depart-
ment, and all we should have to do would be to ratify that
which had been provided for. I say, therefore, that while I
have no criticism of this agreement having been made in ad-
vance, it is not proper for Senators here to refer to it as bind-
ing upon Congress. It was simply negotiated on condition that
the Congress should make the loan, and for no other reasom, I
presume.

However, let us look further into thisz agreement and see
how much Liberia is going to get out of the proposed credit of
$5,000,000, We are relieving these who have made investments
in Liberian obligations, but hew much is Liberia going to get?

ARTICLE V.

The Government of Liberia further engages:

1. That, for the Hurpoae of securing the United States loan, the
control auring the life of the United States loan of the collection,
application, and administtation of all ‘the ed revenues and re-
ou:ists in mceordanée with the present plan shall be vested in ‘the finan- |
cial commission, the administration of which shall be under the
direction and conmtrol of the finaneial commissioner or, during his
abgence, of the next ranking member of the financial commigsion. The
filnancial commission shall be composed of u financidl commissioner, at
a salary of $15,000 per annum; a deputy financial commissioner, at

,000 per annum ; an auditor, at $6.000 per annum ; three adminis-
trative assistants of class I, at $6,000 per ahoum, to be assigned
respectively, as controller gemeral of customs, vemmnissioner generai
of the interior, and director general of sanitation——

Mr. McCORMICK. From what is the Senmator from Idaho
reading?

Mr. BORAH. 1 am reading from the agreeément which Mr,
Hughes made with the Liberian Government. The agreement
continues:

10 ndministrative wssistants of elass 2, at $2,000 per annum, to de |
assigned, respectlvely, as follows: Three controllers of customs, three
district commissioners, two technical advisers (roadls and porfs), an |
accountant, anfl wn agricultural adviser; and two administrative
assistants of ¢lass 8, at $3,000 per annum, to be assigned, respec-
tively, as follows: One postal-revenune officer and one clerk assistant.
All members of the fnantial commission shall be designated by the
President of ‘the United States, to serve during his ‘pleasure, and shall
be appointed by ‘the President of TLiberia. The administrative assist-
ants shall be undeér the direction and s sion of the financlal com-
mission, which ‘shall be organized and function I‘%ﬂ)l‘ﬂiﬁ! to meth

of procedure 'to be approved by the Secretary of State of the Uni

States,
The financial commissioner, the deputy financial commissioner, and
on &% may be ¢

such other members of the financial co
the collection, application, or administration of moneys under the provi-
stong of the present plan shall glve udefuate bohd. Al premiums on
bonds executed by the aforesaid officials shall be considered a part of
the expenses of the financial commission,

Mr. McOORMICK. Mr, President. is what the Senator from
Idaho is reading a contemplated treaty?

Mr, BORAH. It isan agreement which is to take effect when
we get ready to advance this money.

Mr. McCORMICK. But suppose that a year after the agiee-
ment had gone into effect one of the parties to the agreement
declined to go emn with it, would the agreement have any legal
validity?

Mr. BORAH, None at all. ;

Mr. McCORMICK. If Liberia undertook to overthrow the
agreement at the end of 12 months, would the agreement be
binding?

Mr, BORAH. Not at all.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Semator?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr. CURTIS. As I understand, the Liberian Legislature has
indorsed the agreement concerning the loan?

Mr. BORAH. Yes; that is correct, But suppose the Liberian
Government should repudiate it at the end of six months or at
the end of a year, we should be perfectly helpless,

Mr, McCORMICK. I was wondering if it might not be bet-
ter for us to vote the momney outright rather than to lend it to
then?

Mr. BORAH. I had rather go down into the Treasury of the
United States and take out $5,000,000 and hand it to the Presi-
dent of Liberia than to turn it over in this way. Then, if the
Liberian people could not administer it, it would be their fault;
but I"am not in favor of taking over Liberia and bringing her
under our protection and control, establishing our authority

upon the West Coast of Africa, becoming a part of this imperial

scheme of finance, which is now one of the curses which are
leading the world into another war. I would rather give them
the money outright than to get messed up in African affairs
‘which will cost us many millions to get away from.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator how
much Liberia will get of the $3,000,000, as he has estimated it,
if that amount shall be credited to her? I should like further
to ask does not the agreement require that about $2,000,000 of
the total amount of $5,000,000 shall be used to pay those who
have made loans to Liberia?

Mr. BORAH. One million six hundred and fifty thousand
dollars would go to bankers in New York City.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, does the agreement say any-
thing with reference to the indebtedness of Liberia to France
and Great Britain?

Mr. BORAH. I have not discovered that it does.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, the Senator referred to the
officials constituting the membership of the financial commis-
sion.

Mr. BORAH. Yes,

Mr, STERLING. There are a good many of them.

Mr. BORAH. And there wil be more,

Mr. STERLING. I wonder if any of them will be officials
or representatives of America.

Mr. BORAH., They will likely all be Americans,

Mr, STERLING. Does it so provide in the agreement? From
what I heard the Senater read I did not understand the agree-
ment 80 to provide. -

Mr. BORAH. It says the President of the United States
shall name the members of the financial commission.

Mr. STERLING. I did not hear that portion of it.

Mr. BORAH. I presume if we ever expect to get any part of
tl;ti: money back, we will send Americans over there to look
after it.

Mr. STERLING. Is it not provided in the agreement that
the custonss duties, and so forth, shall be devoted to the lignida-
tion of this indebtedness?

Mr. BORAH. Exactly. What the agreement really provides
is for our taking charge of Liberia and administering it. So
far as finances, revenues, customs, and so forth, are concerned
practically they are turned completely over to the United States,

Mr. STERLING. Then the agreement with Liberia ih a way
corresponds to the arrangement made with the Haitian Govern-
ment in regard to the collection of customs, and so forth, for
the purpose of paying the debts of Haiti?

Mr. BORAH. I suppose, in a general way, it does,

Now, Mr, President, observe thus far, before the credit of
$5,000,000 ever remches the Liberian people at all, some
$2,000,000 of it are disposed of to those who are said to hold
the “bought up” loans of Liberia and to those who hold the
bonds of the Liberian Government. Speaking in round numbers,
that represents about §2,000,000, $1,650,000 of it going direct
to New York bankers, and then it is estimated that the other
flbating indebtedness, and so forth, will make up the balance of
the $2,000,000. So there will be about $3,000,000 left vet to be
disposed of.

In connection with that sum I want the Senate to contem-
plate the force and the cost thereof which is to be appointed to
administer to the Liberian people $38,000,000. A battalion of
officials at exorbitant salaries are provided to administer tie
remaining amount, assuming that the Liberian people will get
the balance, amounting to $3,000,000.

Mr. NELSON. Mr, President, will the Senator be good
enough to read the officials and their salaries again?

AMr. BORAH. 1 will read the statement again for the Sepator,

The financial commission shall be composed of a finantial commiss
sioner at a salary of $13,000 per annum—— -

Mr. ROBINSON. How much?

Mr. BORAH. Fifteen thousand dollars—

A deputy financial commissioner at $10,000 per anoum ; an auditor at
36,0‘5‘0 per annum ; three administrative assistants of class 1 at $6,000

T annum, to be assigned, respectively, as comtroller eral of cus-
oms, commissioner general of the interior, and r genera] of
sanitation; 10 administrative assistants of class 2 at $4,000 per
annum, to be sssigned, respectively, as follows: Three controllers of
customs, 3 distriet commissioners, 2 technical advi (roads and
ports), an accountant, and an agricultural adviser ; and 2 administrative
assldtants of class 3 at $3,000 per annum, to be & ’ vely,
as follows: One postal-revenue officer and 1 clerk asslstant. All mem-
bers of the finaneial commission shall be designated by the President
of the United States to serve during his pleasure.

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, will the Senator yleld to a
question?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr, ROBINSON, In the event the expenses and salaries of
the officials appointed to administer the remaining $3,000,000
exceed that sum, how is it proposed that the balanee shall be
paid? By another appropriation from the Treasury?
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Mr. BORAH, Of course, Mr. President, I think it logical; I
think it inevitable that if we once enter upon this enterprise
this is merely the first step. It is not possible to rehabilitate
Liberia with $3,000,000; Liberia will be no better off when
she gets the loan than she was before, in my judgment. If we
are going to rehabilitate Liberia, if we are going to put Liberia
on her feet, establish her agriculture and build roads, $50,000,000
will not be a cent less than we will appropriate.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr, President, has the Senator any data
about the income of Liberia now—the entire revenue of the
Republic?

Mr. BORAH. It is really nil

Mr, SHIELDS. I understand, from the evidence heard be-
fore the Judiciary Committee on the subject some time ago,
that in 1920 and 1921 it was about $163,000—just a little over
half of 6 per cent interest on the loan that we propose to make.

Mr. BORAH. It is practically nothing.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
an inguiry? It would seem, from the size of the organization
that it is proposed shall be established to administer this small
balance of the loan which is to go to the Liberlan people, and
the very large salaries to be paid, that the arrangement con-
templates a permanent organization, and, as suggested by the
Senator from Idaho, the advancement of other sums in the
future by this Government to Liberia; and, as said by the
Senator from Idaho, certainly $5,000,000 would prove inade-
quate for any general plan of rehabilitation.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I suppose it is on account of
the climatic conditions that the salaries are put so high; and
I suppose that has something to do with the number of em-
ployees, because it is contemplated, no doubf, that owing to
climatic conditions some of them may be sick, and it is de-
sired to have a reserve force there to perform the functions.

Mr. BORAH. I think the Senator's construction is likely
the correct one. You see, there we have 10 administrative
assistants.

Mr. NELSON. But suppose half of them get the fever there?

Mr. BORAH. Yes, and suppose the other half of them
are guilty of defalcation, and have to get out of the country?
That is what happens in these administrations abroad. There
is not any form of government so ealculated to be corrupt as
the administration of another people's Government 3,000 miles
away from the source of authority. It has been a source of
corruption from the time of Rome until to-day, and it does not
make any difference what kind of men you try to select; it
always results in dissatisfaction to the people who are having
the government administered for them, and dissatisfaction
for the people who are administering the government, If there
is not actual corruption, there is the charge of corruption, and
the people lose faith in the government, and the result of it
is that it proves unsatisfactory to everybody. It is a vicious
system, and speaking for myself, I do not want any interests
in Africa. I am perfectly sure from all the facts it will not
prove beneficial to either Liberia or the United States. This
money will all be consumed in high salaries, bureaucratic
waste, and the common people of Liberia will be no better for
the amount which the taxpayers of the United States have do-
nated.

I am opposed to this loan, then, for three reasons, among
others:

First. There is no legal obligation for the loan.

Second. In my judgment there is mo moral obligation for
the loan.

Third. I am perfectly satisfied that the loan pever will
benefit the Liberian people a particle, and it never will benefit
the United States. What will result in the end is that we
will have to go in there and practically take possession of
Liberia and ultimately claim it as our own territory, and in
my judgment that would be a very great misfortune,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
if he does not think it will result in our being somewhat in
the same situation that we are in with reference to San Do-
mingo and Haiti? We will have the same trouble arising
hereafter as to Liberia that has arisen in connection with both
San Domingo and Haiti.

Mr. BORAH. 1 think that is true; but, Mr. President, at-
tached to this discussion there is a far more important ques-
tion than the mere question of loaning $5,000,000 to Liberia.

At this time in this country you can hardly find money for
the purpose of starting any new enterprise. The able Senator
from North Dakota [Mr., McCumBer] read an editorial in the
Washington Post a few days ago to the effect that untold bil-
lions were locked up in New York City banks, using the lan-
"guage of the Senator, “ crying out for investment.” Mr. Presi-
dent, if that be true, why is it that you scarcely ever hear of
a new enterprise in this country, of a development of any

kind out of the ordinary? If that be true, why is it that the
railroads that are pleading for money with which to rehabili-
tate themselves, with which to reconstruct their tracks, with
which to buy cars and put themselves in condition to do the
transportation work of the country, can get no money? One
reason is that not merely millions but billions of money each
and every year are going from the United States into foreign
investments, going into exploitation of some people, and the
United States is expected to do precisely what we are doing
here. When the loan gets a little bad, or the situation gets
critical, the United States steps in and becomes a collector for
the loan agents who have made the loan abroad.

We went into Nicaragua and practically took possession of
Nicaragua. The financiers of New York City exploited Nica-
ragua to the tune of billions. There is practically no limi-
tation upon theéir profits in such enterprises. There is prac-
tically no limitation upon the amount which they make, the
interest which they may draw, and that which they may
realize. Then we went into Haiti, and practically at the
point of the bayonet we forced upon the Haitian people a
loan of from $10,000,000 to $14,000,000 which they were ob-
jecting to taking.

Why did we force it upon them? Is it not an anomalous
condition that a nation will be forced to take a loan when it
says it does not need it and does not want it? If you will read
the prospectus of that loan, which I have here in my possession,
there will be no difficulfy in arriving at why it was forced
upon them. It was because when the commissions were paid
and the exorbitant interest was paid the loan realized for those
who were loaning it far beyond anything that could possibly be
realized in this country. The same was true with reference to
Santo Domingo. And this is but another step—a small one,
indeed, but reaching into a vast region of country into which
I do not desire to go. I should prefer to see this money invested
in our own country unless it can be demonstrated beyond per-
adventure that it is to be directly beneficial to the people who
are to receive it abroad.

Mr. President, I have introduced here an amendment provid-
ing for a loan to the reclamation fund. I am opposed to this
bill upon policy and upon principle; but out In the \West there
are vast tracts of arid land upon which settlers moved—some
of them 8 and 10 years ago, some of them 20 years ago. In some
instances there was an express obligation on the part of the
Government to reclaim those lands and to give those home
hunters an opportunity to build homes. In other instances
there was the strongest possible moral obligation, because the
Government advertised that within certain periods and under
certain conditions the lands would be reclaimed; and people
came from all parts of the United States hungry for land and
settled upon these lands, and there they have remained for
years and years under the most adverse circumstances waiting
for the Government to redeem its pledge. The war came on,
and among other things which had to be put aside and had to
suffer was home building throughout this region of country.
So these people have been there, under circumstances and con-
ditions which it would be difficult to describe, waiting month
after month and year after year for the Government to fulfill
its express or its implied obligation to bring the water to their
lands that they might build themselves homes.

I am wondering if there is any stronger obligation resting
upon this Government to rehabilitate the agricultural conditions
of Liberia than there is to build homes upon these western
deserts, where the citizen moved years ago, waiting for his
Government to fulfill its obligations. If the money is at hand
to extend foreign credit, to take up foreign loans of bankers,
certainly we ought to be ready to help take care of our own
obligations here at home, While I do not propose to discuss this
measure in detail this afternoon, I call attention to it, that the
Senate may reflect upon it before they come to vote upon it.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if he
expects to discuss the amendment to-morrow?

Mr. BORAH. T do.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I think we are all agreed that
there is no legal obligation growing out of this transaction,
and the question as to whether or not the Government of the
United States is under a moral obligation to carry out this
loan depends largely upon the feeling of every Senator. Each
must settle that gquestion for himself. The former Secretary
of State, Mr. Lansing, thought there was a moral obligation.
The present Secretary of State thinks there is a moral obliga-
tion. I believe a careful review of the facts will convince
those who have not studied the question that there is a moral
obligation.

On August 4, 1917, Liberia declared war against Germany.
It is admitted by Secretary Lansing that that was done at
the request of the United States, Great Britain, and France.
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After Liberia declared war against Germany she needed finan-
clal assistance, and in January, 1918, a request was submitted
to the United States, through the President and council of
Liberia, for a loan of not less than $5,000,000. That proposi-
tion came to the Secretary of State and by him was submit-
ted to the President of the United States, with a recommenda-
tion that the loan be approved. The President did approve
the loan and authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to notify
the Liberian Government that they had been given a credit
of $5.000,000. The Secretary served that notice upon the Gov-
ernment of Liberia and asked for certain infermation, certain
documents, and certain agreements.

But the Government did not stop there. The distinguished
Senator from Idaho overlooks the fact that immediately upon
the Government of Liberia being notified that $5,000,000 had
been placed to the credit of Liberia, this Government, through
our Secretary of State, informed Great Britain and France
that that amount had been placed to the eredit of Liberia.

It is true that the propesition first submitted was not ac-

" cepted, but the Liberian Government did not give up its de-

sire for the money; it did not withdraw its applieation, and
this Government did not at that time, and not until long after-
wards, withdraw the loan which it had placed to the credit
of Liberia. It advanced $30,000 on that loan to that Gov-
erniment. '

Mr. WILLIS. When?

Mr. CURTIS. In 1019.

Mr. BORAH. It advanced $26,000 to enable the Liberian
delegates to attend the peace conference at Paris.

Mr. CURTIS. No matter what it was for, it advanced that
much money, and thus recognized the loan.

AMr. SHIELDS. The advance of that $26,000 was after the
armistice was signed, was it not? :

Mr, CURTIS. Probably after the armistice was signed, but
not before the war ended, so far as the United States was
coneerned.

Mr. SHIELDS. That $26,000 was to pay the expenses of the
delegates to the Peace Conference?

Mr, CURTIS. That I do not know.

Mr. BORAH. That was the purpose, Mr. President.

Mr. SHIELDS. They could not even raise funds to pay the
expenses of their delegates to the Peace Conference.

Mr. BORAH. I wish the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
were here. He knows all about the loan of the money for that
junketing trip. The money was loaned after the war was over,
advanced to them, and they used it for making a trip to Paris.

Mr, ROBINSON. If the Senator from Kansas will permif——

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON. In comnection with the remark just made
by the Senator from Idaho, as I understood the Senator from
Virginia, he stated en the floor that the $26,000 which was
advanced was advanced without auntherity.

Mr. CURTIS. It was advanced, the advance was recognized
by the Liberian Govermment, and they are willing to pay it
baeck when we loan them the $5,000,000.

It seems to me that if a government in need of money nego-
tiates with another government, and the latter government in-
forms them in writing that the loan will be made, and then
notifies other creditors that it has established a credit, there
is a moral obligation at least to carry out the undertaking.

The Senator from Idaho very adroitly said that all the nego-
tiations under the agreement were abandoned, and that this last
proposition is entirely new. The Secretary of State does not
agree with the Senator from Idaho on that question. In a
letter under date of April 5, 1922, the Secretary of State said:

Beeause of unaveidable delay,.a plan to control the I.:&pﬂcaﬂon and
administration of this credit was not submitted to the rian Govern-
ment until June 15, 1920.

The application was made in 1918,

Certain modifieations were requested in this loan plan by the Liberian
Legislature, but there was no qhuestion of the withdrawal of the offer of
the money already promised, the time when the credit should be made
tt;.;':él‘:)agle depending on satisfactory agreements as to details of adminis-

Buch an agreement was concluded on October 28, 1921,

That is the agreement from which the Senator from Idahe
has read, and I need not repeat what he said in reference to it.

I may add, however, that in giving the figures, a few were
overlooked by the Senator from Idaho; of course, not inten-
tiomally. First, the return of the $30,000 advanced by this Gov-
ernment was provided for; then a payment of certain obliga-
tions of $560,000; then an obligation to take care of the funding
of a debt of $233,000; then the settlement of a debt of $350,000,
which I judge was a floating debt; then the repayment of
$1,650,000 owed to the bankers in New York and France, and
I think probably in Great Britain. I believe, if the matter

were looked into, most of the $1,650,000 could be traced to the
bonds issued by the Government and held in France and Hng-
land, and afterwards purchased by the New York bankers.
Then there was $348,000, as read by the Senator, making in
all $3,171,000 accounted for, As I understand it, the balance
of the money is to be used in making internal improvements.

I know nothing about conditions in Liberia, and I was not in
the committee when this question was presented, but I am
told the Liberians have resources which, when developed, will
be ample to repay this money. It does seem to me, in view of
what has been said by the former Secretary of State, Mr,
Lansing, and the present Secretary of State, Mr. Hughes,
that there is a moral obligation to make this loan, that this
money should be advanced, and this agreement carried out.

Mr. HARRELD. Mr. President, when this money was put
to the credit of the Liberian Government, who authorized it?
Did Congress ever authorize it?

Mr, CURTIS. The President had authority, under the second
Liberty loan act, to make the loan. There is no question about
that; I do not think anyone will dispute it.

Mr. HARRELD. What became of the credit? If the money
was deposited to the credit of Liberia, how was that action
set aside?

Mr. CURTIS. T do not think the money was really deposited
to their credit. They were notified that a credit had been
established in that amount, and that, of course, the money
would not be appropriated and deposited until the contracts
referred fo were sent in properly approved by our Government.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. CURTIS. I yield.

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Idaho distinctly stated,
in reading the Liberty loan aect, the specific purposes for which
the Government could make those loans. This is an entirely
different purpose from those contemplated under the second
Liberty loan act. As that Senator well sald, if this loan be
for an entirely different purpose from those enumerated in the
second Liberty loan act, how could there be a moral obligation
to make a loan entirely different from what that act provided
for?

Mr. BORAH. The second Liberty loan act provides, after
providing for the authority of the President to extend credit
upon behalf of the Governments engaged in the war with Ger-
many :

With the Hmitation that this authority shall cease the termina-
tion of the war between the United States and the Imperial German
Government.

If the Senator from Kansas will permit me——

Mr. CURTIS. I yield. We want to get all the facts,

Mr, BORAH. This is what happened. The Liberian Govern-
ment was notified that a credit had been established with this
Government for $5,000,000, upon certain terms and conditions
to be complied with before it could be drawn upon. Those terms
and eonditions, as we contend and as I think the correspond-
ence shows beyond guestion, were never complied with. That is
the way it ended.

Mr, CURTIS. Baut the Senator will no doubt admit that ne-
gotiations were going on between the two Governments all the
time, and it was like any other proposition submitted, even be-
tween individuals.

Mr. BORAH. No, Mr. President—

Mr, CURTIS. An examination of the facts bears out that
statement, because the Governments were in eontinual negotia-
tion, correspondence passed, and at last a new agreement was
drawn up.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, no negotiations continued dur-
ing the time in which the President had aunthority under the
act to complete the loan. When the war with Germany eeased,
the negotiations had te end for want of authority, and that is
the reason why those seeking to make the loan are here, They
would not be here if they had the authority.

Mr. CURTIS. Does the Senator hold that the time expired
upon the gigning of the armistice or upon the passage of the
resolution declaring that war no longer existed between the
United States and Germany?

Mr, STERLING. If the Senator from Kansas will yield for
a moment, I do not believe this statement from the report of
the Secretary of the Treasury for 1921 has been brought to
the attention of the Senate; at least, I have not heard it. This
is the statement in regard to Liberia:

The credit in favor of Liberia was established omnly for specifie pur-
gg;alu. The balance of this credit was withdrawn on November 4,

Mr. CURTIS. That was read by the Senator from Idaho,
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Mr. STERLING.,
Senator,

Mr. SHIELDS,
make this loan?

Mr. CURTIS, The last agreement?

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes.

Mr. CURTIS. October 28 of last year.
dated September 12, 1918,

Mr. SHIELDS. In view of the inquiry of the Senator from
Oklahoma, I would like to ask the Senator from .Idaho if he
read the statute setting forth the purposes for which such.a
loan was to,be made?

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I read it.

Mr, SHIELDS. 1 think it avould be well right in that connec-
tion to.read a few words, if the Senator from:Kansas will yield.

‘Mr. CURTIS. I am perfectly willing to have it read.

Mr, SHIELDS. Just a part of it. It provides:

That for the purpose of more effectually providing for the national
security and defense and the prosecution of War,

I understand 'this loan ‘was made after the war was prac-
‘tically over, and, of course, the Liberian Government knew
that, .and _knew whether or not.the Secretary.of War.or any-
body relse was:acting by authority of law.

Mr. 'CURTIS. ‘Application for the loan ‘was made in Jann-
ary, 1918, ‘The loan was placed to their credit or the eredit
was established on ‘September 9, 1918, and notice to that effect
‘was sent to them on September 12, 1918,

Ar. SHIELDS. To be used, of course, for the purposes ex-
pressed in - the statute, but ‘the war stopped before' they could
even get the money, much less use it for those purposes.

AMr, CURTIS. I . have ealled to the attention of the Senate
what Secretary :Lansing sald with réference ‘to the moral-ob-
ligation ‘and ‘the matter is presented mow, as I said a moment
ago, wholly upon the question that there is a moral obligation.
‘When Secretary Hughes appeared before the Commitiee on
Ways and Means of the House, he said:

I think it.a point of homor that this loan should be made, and 1
shall briefly endeavor to explain why I think that the ‘question of
grlmaxy importance, that {s to say, the moral obligation of the United

tates-is iovolved.

I am not going to read all his testimony, but he said further:

TLiberia had entered the war, you might say, at the instance of .the
United States and came within the deseri%tim; ‘of these governments,
Liberia had greatly :suffered by reason :of her relation 'to the war,

.

- AL - * .

Now, 'what is the basis of .a moral obligation? 1 take it to be/a
promise on which another has acted, We told the Liberlan Govern-
ment that, assuming that the proper provisions ‘for the protection of
the lean was provided, this t was open,

We avent further than that. And now I.mmust refer to a confidential
paper which I hope will not be put UPon‘the.mlnnte_s, but  whieh I
think ‘you should closely study, and which 'is ‘found on page 58 of the
confidential print,

I have referred to those letters and one of them has been
iread by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. It'is unneces-
gary 'to 'read the letters. It all comes back to one-point, and
that is that the 'credit was 'established, the Liberian Govern-
ment was notified, and England and France were 'notified,
‘Some money ‘was advaneed, ‘and the Liberian Government is
asking us to advance the balance of the loan. T think clearly
‘there is'a moral obligation existing, and I hope the joint reso-
Tutien will be passed.

1 wish ‘to say 'that to-morrow, after the Senator from Idaho
has discussed his amendment in regard to irrigation projects,
I shall probably have something te say upon ' that subject.

AMr, MOSES. Mr. President—

Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire,

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask the Senator if he knows of
other claims of a gimilar nature which may be pending?

Mr, CURTIS. T read in the report this morning, which was
the first time I had an opportunity to read it, that there is no
rother similar claim pending and that this does not establish a
precedent.

Mr. MOSES. Members of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions will readily reecall that former Secretary of the Treasury
Houston appeared before the committee in confidential session,
‘shortly before his exit from office, and set’ forth several credits
whieh he averred were not only moral obligations, but in one
case, involving some $33,000,000, as 1 recall, a complete legal
obligation, @ written contract having been-entered into for the
payment of certdin military expenses incurred by ome of the
nations engaged in'the war upon our side, and awaiting merely
a vouchering of the aecounts in order to secure its payment, 'I
wondered why this particular claim had been singled out on
the basis of moral obligation ‘if there ‘were ‘others'involving
-actually validated legal obligations which had been overlooked.

Mr. CURTIS. A question similar to the one ‘askéd by the
Senator from New Hawmpshire was asked Secretary Hughes,

I did not know it had been Tead by that
May I ask the:date of ‘the agreement to

The first one was

and my recollection is that he answered that there: was no

'similar-case and that this would not establish a precedent.

Mr. SWANSON, My, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. CURTIS. I yield.

{Mr. SWANSON. The: Senator said that the resources of
Liberla are sufficient to pay the debt. I have looked into the
testimony (given before the 'Ways and Means Committee of the
House and it seems there are only 40,000 civilized negroes ‘in
Liberia and about 1,000,000 uncivilized negroes. The revenues
last year were §446,000 and the iexpenses of ‘the Government
were §500,000. The additional $300,000 annual payment wauld

Jdeave a deficit annually of $350,000. Where does the :Senator

expect to get the money from those 40,000 people to.pay any
such deficit?

Mr. CURTIS. A few.daysago I had occasion to:'read several
articles upon Liberia ;and I became convinced, after reading
those articles, that Liberia is a very rich country indeed and has
many resources whieh, if properly developed, can be used for

ithe payment of these obligations and also to pay the expenses

of the Government.

‘Mr, SWANSON., Iwwould like to know where those resources
are and where the sources of revenue are to be found. I have

looked everywhere.and I'have not been able to learn where they

ever had any revenue, The indebtedness of the country mow
existing was contracted in 1912, prior to ‘the 'war, and it
amounts to over $1,000,000,000.

Mr. BORAH. The best evidence of the fact ‘that there is
nothing there to satisfy the keen financial appetite of Morgan &
Co. ‘and Great Britain is that they are trying to get out and
they want us to pay:so that'they ean get out, ‘

‘Mr. CURTIS. As T understand the testimony, the Govern-
ment of the United ‘States 'under a former administration
avanted to get France and 'Britain out so that we could get in.

. -Mr."BORAH. ‘I do-not care anything about which adminis-
tration did it. 'That'is wholly immaterial to me. 'I'know that
if Great Britain and 'France were satisfied with their presence
in Liberia they would stay there. T know that if Morgan'& Co.
and the other bankers were satisfled ‘with their security they
would not be endeavoring to get us to take it up.

‘Mr. NELSON. The hearings before our committee on this
matter were not printed, but my impression is that the origin

-0f these debts was through a German or French syndicate
~which agreed to make certain improvements in Liberia, They

falled to do it. They have bonds or Liberian securities, and
‘the New Yorkers became the residuary legatees ¢f those debis
and took them over from the French or German syndicate. 'I
think upon investigation that will be found to be the case,

Mr, BORAH. 1 think that is correct.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I would like fo inquire how
getting France and Great Britain out and getting ourselves in
was conducive to the security of this Nation and to the prose-
cution of ‘the war? Only for those two purposes could any
loans be made or credits established.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator will have to ask some one else,
because I can not tell him.

Mr. GLASS. I was asking the Senator from Kansas how
getting Great Britain and France out and getting ourselves in
was atall eonducive to the security of this Nation or to the
prosecution of the'war. Thatis:what I would like to know. ‘As
a matter of ‘fact, there is not one particle of '‘merit in the con-
tention here. ‘As I'have said, the payment of the $26,000 pend-
ing the negotiation was the only item in all the war loans which
in my judgment can not be justified. The $26,000 was paid for
what ‘purpose? ‘Was it ;paid for any purpose connected with
the security of this Nation, for any purpose that related to the
prosecution ‘of the war? No; it was paid to: afford the repre-
sentatives of Liberia a junket to the Paris peace conference,
-and that was all.

AMr. BORAH. Precisely 'so. Mr. President, if this is a moral
‘obligation there is a moral obligation to other governments
‘resting upon much  stronger evidence covering some millions
or hundreds of millions. We owe a vast amount of money to
Russia upon this basis. 'We established a tremendous eredit for
Russia. 'She had only about one-third of it. Now the evi-
dence is the same precisely. We pald to Russia $186,000,000
upon ‘that credit. Russia would have a right as a moral propo-
'gitlon ‘to come and ask us to complete the payment. T have
forgotten the exact figures, but they are very large, because
Russia comprises a very large territory and was deemed to be
wvery important at that time.

'‘Mr. GLASS. 'I'would like to ask the Senator from Tdaho, who
is a distinguished lawyer, if a ‘moral obligation may be in-
curred in the face 'of the express language of a statute govern-
Ing“fiscal transactions?
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Mr. BORAH. Certainly not.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, the Senator referred to the
credit established with Russia. In the report of the Secretary
of the Treasury the credit was stated to have been $187,729,750,
and that eredit was exhausted just to the cent. That was the
only Russian credit, I think.

Mr. BORAH. I can furnish to the Senator to-morrow, I am
sure, a statement of the credit established and the amount
which was actually paid out.

Mr. STERLING. In the last report of the Secretary of the
Tyeasury, as well as in his previous report, he gave the full
amounnt of the credit and then gave the amount advanced on
that credit. I remember the report of 1920, in which that
amount was given as the credit established for Russia, and that
amount was given as the amount drawn.

Mr. BORAH. T do not remember that particular report, but
I am quite sure that a very much larger sum in the way of
credit was established. I know that Russia had about $186,-
000,000, but that was only a small portion of the credit which
was first established.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland
[Mr, France] desires to make a few remarks on the pending
joint resolution, but does not want to do so at this time, If there
is no one else who desires to talk on the unfinished business
this evening, I shall ask to have it temporarily laid aside, I
would like to have the measure disposed of this evening, but
that I presume is impossible.

Mr. FRANCE. I desire to submit some remarks before the
measure is finally acted upon, but prefer not to do so this
evening because of the condition of my throat.

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished
business may be temporarily laid aside.

Mr. FRANCE. I would only consent to that with the un-
derstanding that it is impossible to finish the measure to-night.
I would much prefer to have it finished fo-night.

Mr. CURTIS. It is perfectly apparent, with the amendment
of the Senator from Idaho pending and other amendments
which I have been informed will be offered, that it is impossible
to dispose of the joint resolution to-night. I would not care to
attempt to hold the Senate here very much longer. There is
barely a quorum in the city, and we would have a hard time to
get a quorum here at this time in the afternoon. I renew my
request for unanimous consent that the unfinished business may
be temporarily laid aside.

Mr. FRANCE, To be taken up to-morrow as the unfinished
business?

Mr. CURTIS, Yes.

Mr. FRANCE. I have no objection. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily
laid aside, Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. FRANCH. I ask leave to offer an amendment fo the
Liberian loan joint resolution. I ask that the amendment may
be printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

DAMAGES FOR COLLISIONS WITH NAVAL VESSELS.

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr, President, the Senate this
afternoon on the call of the calendar passed the bill (8. 2674)
to amend the act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to set-
tle claimg for damages to private property arising from colli-
sions with naval vessels. An amendment was made to allow
the settlement of claims in the sum of $3,000 or less. I find
that order of business T41, the bill (H. R. 5349) to amend the
act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to settle claims for
damages to private property arising from collisions with naval
vessels, is a House bill identical with the Senate bill passed
this afternoon. The Kouse bill has been reported from the
Committee on Claims. The committee recommends the settle-
ment of claims for damages to the limit of $5,000 instead of
$1,000, as passed by the House. In order to get results it would
be better for us to pass the House bill with an amendment in
accordance with the action of the Senate this afternoon, and
then the matter could go to conference. So I ask unanimous
consent for the consideration of House bill 5349 with the under-
standing that I shall offer an amendment to make the amount
of claims $3,000 to correspond with the action of the Senate on
the Senate bill this afternoon.

Mr. ROBINSON. What was the action of the House?

Mr. JONES of Washington. The action of the House was to
fix a maximum of $1,000, while the Senate bill as passed pro-
vided a maximum of $3,000.

Mr. ROBINSON. I recall the circumstances now.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should like to make the bill
conform to the action of the Senate,

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the request of the
Senator. I think it is a very reasonable one.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the House bill referred to by the Senator from
Washington ?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5349) to amend
the act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to settle claims
for damages to private property arising from collisions with
naval vessels, which had been reported by the Committee on
Claims with an amendment, on page 2, lines 10 and 11, to strike
out the words “ occurring after the passage of this amendatory
act,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words * occasioned since
the 6th day of April, 1917 "; and, on page 2, line 18, after the
words “sum of,” to strike out “$1,000” and insert * $5,000,”
50 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the provision contained In the act entitled
“ An act making appropriation for the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes,” approved June 24, 1010
(Public, No. 261, 81st Cong., 2d sess.?. authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy “to consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine the amounts due
on all claims for damages where the amount of the claim does not ex-
ceed the sum of $500, hereafter occasioned by collision, for which colli-
slons vessels of the Navy shall be found to be responsible, and report
the amounts so determined to be due the claimants to Congress at
each session thereof through the Treasury Department for payment as
legal claims out of appropriations that may be made by Congress there-
fol;," be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows, namely :

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to consider, ascer-
tain, adjust, and determine the amounts due on all elaims for dam-
:ges occasioned since the 6th day of April, 1917, where the amount of

e claim does not exceed the sum of $5.600 occasioned by collisions
or damage incident to the operation of vessels for which collisions or
other damage vessels of the Navy or vessels in the naval service shall
be found to be responsible, and report the amounts so ascertained and
determined to be due the claimants to the Congress through the Treas-
ury Department for payment as legal claims out of appropriations that
may be made by Congress therefor,”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move to amend by striking out
“$5,000 " and inserting * $3,000.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate, and the amendment was
concurred in,

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the votes
whereby the bill (8. 2674) to amend the act authorizing the
Secretary of the Navy to settle claims for damages to private
property arising from collisions with naval vessels was ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed will be
reconsidered, and the bill will be indefinitely postponed.

REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE IN THE DISTRI(CT,

Mr. BALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of the amendment of the House of Representatives to
Senate bill 3086, in order that I may move to concur in the
House amendment,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to con-
gider the amendment of the House of Representatives to
the bill (S. 3086) providing for the removal of snow and ice
from the paved sidewalks of the District of Columbia, which
was, on page 3, line 10, after the word * State,” to insert * ex-
cept the Capitol buildings and grounds and the Congressional
Library building,”

Mr. BALL. I move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ment of the House,

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr., Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5214)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers
and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
of such soldiers and sailors; agreed to the conference requested
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr. Kxvrson, Mr, Roesion, and Mr, RANKIN
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the
conference.

The message also announced that the House disagreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11212) to amend
an act entitled *An act for the retirement of employees in the
classified civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May
22, 1920; requested a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. LEHL-
BACH, Mr. FairrFierp, and Mr, Boack were appointed managers
on the part of the House at the conference.
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The message further announced that the House agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H, R, 10248) authorizing the sale of surplus power
developed under the Salt River reclamation project, Arizona.

The message also announced that the House agreed fo the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 9103) for the appeintment of additional district judges
for certain courts .of the United States, to provide for annual
conferences of certain judges of the United States courts, to
authorize the designation, assignment, and appeintment of
judges outside their distriets; and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10193) ex-
tending time for allotments on the Crow Reservation; protect-
ing certain members of the Five Civilized Tribes; relief of
Indians occupying certain lands in Arizona, New Mexico, and
California ; issuing patents in certain cases; establishing a re-
volving fund on the Rosebud Reservation; memorial to In-
dians of the Rosebud Reservation killed in the World War;
conferring authority on the Recretary of the Interior as to
alienafion in certain Indian allotments; and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
322) favoring the establishment in Palestine of a national home
for the Jewish people.

. The message further announced that the House had passed
without amendment the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 169) au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to receive for imstruetion
at the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis Mr. Willem
van Doorn, a subject of the Netherlands. !

RETIREMENT OF CIVIL-SERVICE EAMPLOYEES,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11212) to amend an act entitled
“An act for the retirement of employees in the classified civil
service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, and
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. STERLING. I move that the Senate insist on its amend-
ments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, and that
the Presiding Officer appoint the conferees,

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap-
pointed Mr. STERLING, Mr, Ommms, and Mr, RAXSDELL con-
ferees on the part of the Semate.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. Affter five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened.

RECESS,
Mr. CURTTS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 12
o'clock noon to-morrow.
* The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, Sep-
tember 12, 1922, at 12 o'clock meridian,

CONFIRMATIONS,
Ezxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 11,
1922.

POSTMASTERS,
ARKANSAS,

Fred E. Marble, Carlisle.
Harry L. Kelley, Holly Grove.

FLORIDA.

Fannie P. Reeves, Avon Park.
KANSASR,

Rosa M. Harmon, Oil Hill
LOTUISTANA.,

William L. Galloway, Arcadia. !
David Dunn, Columbia.
Artlar J. Richard, Lafourche,
Wilson Ardoin, Meridian.
Anna M. Shadow, Sibley.
NORTH CAROLINA.
Ella E. Meshaw, Couneil.
John G, Frazier, jr., Guilford Cellege.
Fred H. \Inrris, Kernersville,
John L. Dixon, Oriental.

PENNSYLVANIA,

Lawrence G. Weller, Bechtelsville,

Arthur R. Lovell, Blandburg,

Everett E. McBride, Dravosburg,

John Stephenson, Elmora.

Charles W. Goss, Expedit.

Mary AL Arrison, Mount Morris,

Frank H. McCully, Osceola Mills,

Horace H. Hammer, Reading.

Henry Daugherty, Red Hill

James 8. Fennell, Salina.

Roy L. Kalbfus, Shohola.

Howard C. Shenton, Slatington.
TENNESSEE.

Edward C. Roberts, Harriman,

TEXAS,

James E. Shelton, Bowie,

William E. Bogle, Fort Davis.

‘Oscar B. Acton, Jasper.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxbax, September 11, 1923.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Thou art all in all, our heavenly Father, and each passing
day may it be a source of joy and strength to us. May we
strive to serve Thee in our daily duties by a high standard of
thinking, feeling, and living, - Give rich blessing and strength
to our President as be waits in anxious silence above the
stricken companion of his years. O God, in yonder chamber,
press not the cup of death to their breathless lips. O Lamp of
Life, shine forth and linger there and leave them mot alone.
From the gloom let come the morning’s glow of hope and prom-
ise. Tenderly, graciously, may Thy grace to bear, Thy spirit
to bless, and Thy power to heal never fail. Give wisdom and
skill to those who love to serve. Come to this assembly and
give strength to those who may be under burdens, hope to those
who may be despondent, and pardon to all. Increase our faith
and continue to sweeten the somg of life, Through Christ.
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read
and approved.

IMPEACHMENT OF ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY,

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Minnesota rise?

Mr. KELLER. I rise to a question of the highest privilege,
1 impeach M. Daugherty——

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. There are a great many important matters
to come up to-day, and the Senate has not yet messaged over
the eoal bill. I think it would be a good idea to have a quorum
present. I make the point that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point
that no quorum is present. BHvidently a quorum is not present.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Ackerman Cockran Foeht James
Ansorge Colier iy Jonumen: 5.5
nsorge Johuson, 8. Dak,
Arentz Connally, Tex. Freeman Jones, Pa.
Barkley Counell Frothingham Ke!ley. Mich.
Connolly, Pa, Fulmer Kennedy
B&g oofer. Funk Kiess
B ‘Cop g Gallivan Kirkpatrick
Brand Cramton Garrett, Tenn. Kitchin
rennan Crisy Gensman Klime, N. Y.
ritten Dallinger Gernerd .{ntfht
Brooks, T11, Deal Gllbert Kreider
Brooks, Pa. Dempsey Goldshorongh Kunz
Browne, Wis. Dickinson Gould Langley
Bulwinkle Dominick Graham, Pa. Larsen, Ga.
Burronghs Doughton Green, Iowa rson, Minn.
Burton Drewry Griffin yton
Byrnes, 8. C. Dunbar Hammer Lee, Ga.
g}'rn;.i'lrm B’l:ml'.l:né Hawal L»es.i t‘:le X
‘ant upr: Lineberger
Carter Bdmonds Her:i{:k dnthicum
Chandier, Okla, Fess Hersey Little
‘Clark, Fla. Fields Hooker Logan
Classon Figher Humplireys Luce
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Lubring Nolan Rouse Ten Eyck
Lyon O'Brien Rucker Thompson
cArthur Oldfield Sabath Tincher
cDuffie Olpp Sanders, N. Y. Tinkham
cLaughlin, Pa, Overstireet Schall nderhill
McPherson Pa!ie Beott, Mich, Upshaw
McSwaln Parker, N. Y, Bears are
MacGregor Patterson, N, J, Shaw Volk
Maloney Perkins Shelton Walters
Mann Perlman Sisson Ward, N. Y,
Mapes Petersen SI“‘{E Ward, N. C,
Mead Porter Smith, Mich, Wason
Michaelson Pou nell Webster
Michener Prin tafford White, Kane,
Miller Radcliffe teenerson White, Me,
Mills Rainey, Ala, itevenson Williamson
Montague Rainey, I11, Stiness ise
Montoya er Stoll Wood, Ind.
Morin Ransley Strong, Pa. Woodruft
Mott Reber ullivan Va.
Mudd Rhodes ummers, Wash, Woodyard
Nelson, Me, Riordan weet right
Nelson, A, P, Robertson Tague Wurzbach
Nelson, J. M. Rogers Taylor, N. J.
Newton, Mo. Rossdale Temple

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and thirty-two Members have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

AMr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call,

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were opened.

Mr. KELLER. Mr, Speaker, I impeach Harry M. Daugh-
erty, Attorney General of the United States, for high crimes
and misdemeanors in office.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask recognition on that high privilege.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already recognized the gen-
tleman.

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, because of the privileged char-
acter of this proceeding I shall object——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that
he ought first to prefer his charges.

Mr. KELLER. I will do that in due time.
= The SPEAKER. But the gentleman ought to do it now.

Mr. KELLER. I thought that in the memorial I might
present the charges,

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman rises to a question of
this high privilege he ought to present definite charges at the
outset.

Mr, KELLER.
Attorney General?

The SPEAKER, Yes; definite charges.

Mr. KELLER. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will do so.

First. Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General of the United
States, has used his high office to violate the Constitutlon of
the United States in the following particulars:

(1) By abridging freedom of speech.

(2) By abridging the freedom of the press.

(8) By abridging the right of people peaceably to assemble.

Second. That, unmindful of the ‘duties of his office and his
oath to defend the Constitution of the United States, and un-
mindful of his obligations to discharge those duties faithfully
and impartially, the said Harry M. Daugherty has, in his
capacity of Attorney General of the United States, conducted
himself in a manner arbitrary, oppressive, unjust, and illegal.

Third. He has, without warrant, threatened with punish-
ment citizens of the United States who have opposed his at-
tempts to override the Constitution and the laws of this Nation.

Fourth. He has used the funds of, his office illegally and
without warrant in the prosecution of individuals and organi-
zations for certain lawful acts which, under the law, he was
specifically forbidden to prosecute.

Fifth, He has failed to prosecute individuals and organiza-
tions violating the law after those violations have become
publie secandal.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will state it.

Mr, BLANTON. I make the point of order that the recita-
tion of generalities does not under the rules of this House
constitute an impeachment of a public official; that this recita-
tion is nothing but generalities, no specific charge of mal-
feasance in office, no specific charge of improper conduct in
office, but a mere recitation of generalities which -could be
lodged against any official of the United States. I make the
point of order that it does not come within the rule,

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not hear the gentleman
from Minnesota very well, but the Chair thought that there
were definite charges. [After examining the written charges.]
The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. KELLER. Sixth. He has defeated the ends of justice
by recommending the release from prison of wealthy offenders
against the Sherman Antitrust Act,

The Chair means such charges as acts of the

Seventh. He has failed to prosecute defendants legally in-
dicted for crimes against the people.

Mr, Speaker, from all precedent in impeachment cases, the
House can not refuse to consider an impeachment brought
publicly and seriously on the floor of this Chamber against a
public official.

I offer, therefore, the following resolution and am prepared
to appear before a committee of the House, there to produce
evidence and witnesses in proof of my charges.

Mr, Speaker, I offer this resolution, and I would like to have
the Clerk read it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers a
resolution which the Clerk will report.

The Olerk read as follows:

House Resolution 425.

Whereas impeachment of Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General
of the United States, has been made on the floor of the House by
the Representative from the fourth district of Minnesota : Be it

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judic be, and they hereby
are, authorized and directed to inquire into the officlal conduct of
Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General of the United Sta and to
report to the House whether, in their oplnion, the said arr{ M.
Dmgherl[:f has been gullty of any acts which in contemplation of the
Constitution are high crimes or misdemeanors requiring the interposi-
tion of the constitutional powers of this House; and that the said
committee have power to send for persons and papers and to administer
the customary oaths to witnesses,

Mr. KELLER. Mr, Speaker, I move the adoption of the
resolution.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I move the reference of the
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves the
reference of the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is in accordance with the
usual practice of the House in matters of this sort to have a
resolution of impeachment considered by the Committee on the
Judiciary. While it is true in some cases there have been
special committees appointed, the usual practice is otherwise,
I move the previous question on my motion.

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp.

Mr. SNYDER, Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Wyoming to refer the resolution to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr., WINGO. I suggest to the Chair the gentleman from
Minnesota has the floor, and if he wishes to discuss it before its
reference under the rule he has the right to point out what the
specific facts are which he charges. It is true he did not
object when the gentleman from Wyoming made his motion, but
he did not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker. I think it is not very
material in this instance, but in a matter of this kind we cer-
tainly ought not to set a precedent by which a man can be |
taken off his feet in the midst of his proceedings.

The SPEAKER.. The Chair will state the facts. The gentle-
man addressed the House and offered a resolution, and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota then moved the adoption of that resolu-
tion, and, of course, he yielded the floor—

Mr. WINGO. I beg the Speaker's pardon, but if the Speaker
will listen for just a moment. The motion to refer to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary by the adoption of the resolution is
purely incidental and ancillary to his action. The gentleman
had obtained the floor on the impeachment charge.

Now, it was his duty, having the floor, and it was his right
to make one of two motions. Now, he made a motion that
he had a perfect right to make. He could have waited until
he had finished to make the motion, but the better practice
would have been to make the motion and then address him-
self to the disposition of the impeachment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas states the
facts accurately, The gentleman had the floor and the Chair
had recognized him and he was addressing the House. He
then moved the adoption of the resolution. The Chair was
entirely in ignorance as to whether the gentleman desired to
further address the House. But he made the motion. There-
upon the gentleman from Wyoming moved, as he had the right
to do, the Chair thinks, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
Kerrer] having made a motion, that the whole matter be re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and upon that he
has moved the previous question. The Chair thinks he had

the right to do so, and that that is the proper practice,

Mr, WINGO. Does the Speaker hold that a Member having
the floor and has not indicated his intention to yield, can of
right be taken off the floor by some one making a privileged
motion?_
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think he could unless
he had made his motion.

Mr, WINGO. The gentleman had made it. And the protest
is not so much with reference to this instance, but a man in
any solemn proceeding like it could be taken off the floor

. while making serious charges.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman made a motion for the dis-
position of the matter and thereupon the gentleman from
Wyoming [Mr. MoxpELL] made another motion, and upon that
the previous question was ordered.

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Wyo-
ming for the previous question.

The question was taken, and the previous question was or-
dered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Wyoming to refer the resolution to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I again ask unanimous consent
to address the House for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for 10 minutes, Is there
objection?

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I object. However, I withhold
it for a moment in order to ask the gentleman on what subject
he wishes to address the House?

Mr. KELLER. On the impeachment proceeding,

Mr. KEARNS. I object.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested :

8.1282, An act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart,
deceased ;

S.3169. An act to equalize pensions of retired policemen and
firemen of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes;

8.2140. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue patent in fee simple to the University of Arizona, State
of Arizona, of Tucson, Ariz., for a certain described tract of
land;

8.8472. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the re-
tirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for
other purposes,” approved May 22, 1620;

$.8356. An act to commission Capt., William Rees Rush as
a rear admiral on the retired list of the Navy;

8.2610. An act in reference to writs of error;

S.J. Res.169. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
the Navy to receive for instruction at the United States Naval
Academy at Annapolis, Mr. Willem van Doorn, a subject of the
Netherlands;

S.685. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Albert F. Smith, deceased;

8.8413. An act for the relief of the city of New York;

8.463. An act for the relief of Charles Hurst;

8.38118. An act for the relief of Herbert E. Meilstrup;

8. 3630. An act to amend an act entitled * An act to amend an
act entitled ‘ An act for making further and more effectual pro-
wision for the national defense, and for other purposes,’ approved
iunezg, 1916, and to establish military justice,” approved June

1920;

8.171. An act to extend the provisions of the act of May 11,
1912;

8. 2568. An act to amend section 196 of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbia;

8.3704. An act to amend an act entitled “An act making
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes”;

5. 3710. An act regulating the allotments heretofore paid to
designated allottees;

8.3350. An act for the relief of Alice M. Gorman:

8.8351. An act for the relief of G. Dare Hopkins;

8.2580. An act for the relief of Michael Sweeney ;

S.3632. An act to amend section 128 of the Judicial Code,
»elating to appeals in admiralty cases;

8.8702. An act providing for the acquirement by the United
States of privately owned lands situated within certain town-
ships in the Lincoln National Forest, in the State of New
Mexico, by exchanging therefor lands on the public domain also
within such State;

8.8799. An act for the relief of Louis A. Hogue:

8.3800. An act for the relief of (. Pateras & Sons and
g. tLamos, owners of the Greek steamship Constantinos

ateras;
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S, 3862. An act fixing the rank of the officer of the United
States Army in charge of public buildings and grounds:

8. 2595. An act for the relief of Lewis Myshrall ;

8.8617. An act to fix the salaries of the auditor and deputy
auditor of the Philippine Islands;

8, 8202. An act for the relief of Dr. C. Le Roy Brock;

S. 3614. An act relating to the official bond of the United
States marshal for the southern judicial district of the State
of New York;

S. 8633. An act to authorize the coinage of a 50-cent piece in
commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the birth
of the late President Rutherford Burchard Hayes at Delaware,
in the State of Ohio;

8. 8048. An act for the relief of L. D. Riddell and George W,
Hardin, trustees of Milligan College, Tenn.;

8. 8611. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of War
to abrogate a contract lease of land and water power on the
Muskingum River;

8. 8570. An act for the relief of the United Dredging Co. :

S.2060. An act for the relief of Arthur A, Padmore;

8.3424. An act to provide for the reclamation of the United
States Military Reservation, Fort De Russey, Honolulu, Hawaii ;

§.2204. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims
to ascertain the cost to the Alaska Commercial Co., a corpora-
tion, and the amount expended by it from November 5, 1920,
to April 18, 1921, in repairing and rebuilding the wharf belong-
ing to said company at Dutch Harbor, Alaska, which wharf was
damaged and partially destroyed on or about November b5,
1920, through collision therewith of the U, S. S. Saturn,
United States Navy, and to render judgment therefor:

8. 3419. An act for the relief of James B. Fitzgerald;

S.163. An act for the relief of Francis L. Flanders;

§.162. An act for the relief of Sarah Shelton:

S.528. An act for the relief of the widow of Rudolph H. von
Ezdorf, deceased;

8. 3738. An act authorizing the Court of Claims of the United
States to hear, determine, and render final judgment In the
claim of Elwood Grissinger;

S. 3800. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act for making
further and more effectual provision for the national defense,
and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, as amended
by the act of June 4, 1920; ,

8. 2582, An act for the relief of George Hewitt Myers:

S. 8609. An act for the relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee for
Ed Fletcher;

S. 8918. An act to amend section 51 of chapter 4 of the
Judicial Code;

S, 470. An act for the relief of Emma Kiener;

8. 2262. An act for the relief of Franklin A. Swenson;

S. 2794. An act for the relief of Rosa E. Plummer;

S, 8540. An act fixing the fees of the examining surgeons in
the Bureau of Pensions;

8. 2854, An act for the relief of Oakley Randall:

8. 8709. An act fo provide for an examination and report on
the condition and feasibility of a reclamation project at Hope,
Eddy County, N, Mex.;

8. 3780. An act authorizing a credit in certain accounts of
the Treasurer of the United States;

8. 375. An act for the relief of Louis Leavitt;

8.2083. An act to regulate the practice of undertaking and em-
balming in the District of Columbia, and to safeguard the public
health ;

S.3448. An act to validate an agreement between the Secretary
of War, acting on behalf of the United States, and the Wash-
ington Gas Light Co.;

S.8483. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia to appoint as special policemen such District em-
ployees as they may deem necessary for the protection of prop-
erty of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes;

S.38154. An act for the relief of (. M. Reives;

8. 3235. An act validating certain applications for and entries
of public lands;

8.1672. An act for the appointmeni of William Edward Tid-
well as first lieutenant in the United States Army ;

8. 99. An act to correct the military record of Edgar Durfee;

8.38565. An act relating to the collecticn of taxes in the Dis-
trict of Columbia ;

8.3461. An act to amend the act of February 28, 1020, so as to
authorize the acquisition of additional land and the disposition
of certain lands already acquired at Camp Knox, Ky.;

8. 3279. An act to provide for the payment of one-half the cost
of the construction of a bridge across the San Juan River,
N. Mex.; ;
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§.2714. An act for the improvement of a wagon road on- the
Colville Indizmn: Reservation;

8. 3123, An aet to amend section'1l of the act entitled “An act
providing for the location and purchase of ' publie’ lands for
reservoir sites,” approved January 13, 1897, as amended ;

8. 2467. An act to provide relief for the victims of the airplane
aceident at Langin Field;

S0 830400 An act to amend section 206, chapter 11, of the Judicial
Code;

£. 83802, An act for therelief of the Indians of the Gila River
and Papago Reservations; in the State of Arizona; and

S.3308. An: act for 'the relief of the heirs of Israel Folsony,.
deceased.

§. 3332, An act'to provide for a.grant to the city of Boise, in
the State of Idaho, of the use:of a:ce
Barracks Military Reservation, under certain conditions;

The message also. announced that the. Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R. 4368, An aet for the relief of the:owners of the barge
Haovana ;

H. . 5634. An act for the relief of Frank William: Brown: and |

Clara Bryan. Brown ; _ :

H. R.7923. An act for the relief of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Co.;

H. R. 7984.. Au. aet for the relief of James Kelly;

H. R.70. An.act to allow-credit for husbands’ military service:
in case of homestead. entries- by widows, and.for other pur-

poses ;

H. R, 7109, An act to accept the cession by the State of
Arkuansas of exclusive jurisdiction. over a.tract of land within
the Hot Springs National Park, and for other purposes;

H. RR.8675. An act torauthorize. the Secretary of the Interior
to accept a certain: tract of land donated. as .a.site for an
administration building for the Rocky Mountain National Park;

H. R.9499. An act to authorize the State of Idaho to ex«
change certain lands heretofore granted for public-school pur-
poses for other Government lands;

H. . 10443, An act to repeal sections 2453 and 2454, and to
amend sections 2450, 2451, and 2456, Revised Statutes of the
United States; ! :

H. R, 2620, An act for the relief of Welch, Fairchild & Co,
(Inc.) ; _

H. R. 8628. An act for the relief of the owners of the British
steamship CTearpool; 3 +

H. R.7968. An act granting to the city of Sf. Andrews, Fla,
the right to remove shells, sand, and gravel from certain public
lands for road-building purposes;

H. R. 4356. An act for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick;

H.R.5125. An act for the relief of Oliver A. Campbell;

H. R.8754. An act for the relief of Rear Admiral Livingston
Hunt, Supply Corps, United States Navy; ;

H. I, . An act for the relief of Rear Admiral J. 8. Car-
penter, Supply Corps, United States Navy;

H. R.1949! An act for the rellef of Richard J. Easton;

H. R.1764. An act for the relief of J. A, Leslie;

H. R.8374. An'sct for the relief of ‘the estdte of Frank W,
Knight ;

H. R. 50668, An act for the relief 'of Cora T. Dering;

H. R.9069. An act for the' relief of William H. Slaine;

H. R.7544. A’ act’ authorizing 'the Postmaster General to
teémporarily reduce the pay of rural carriers for diseiplinary
purposes instéad of suspending them without pay ;

H. R.1723. An act for the relief of Edward J. Schaefer;

H. R, 7695, An act for the relief of James H. Connors.

H. It. 6966, An act to authorize the President of the United
States to appoint Fred H, Gallup major:'of Fleld Artillery in'
the United' States Armiy;

H. R.6258) An act to exempt from taxation’ certain property’
of téae Daughters of the American Revolution in ‘Washington,
D. C.p:

H. R. 2874. An act’ to authorize the estublishment of & Coast
Guard station on the coast of Green Bay at or in'the vicinity
of Strawberry Passage, in Door County, Wis.;

H. R. 9528; An act previding for the retention by the Govern-
ment of the property in Nome, Alaskid, known as the' Deten:
tion Hospital Building, and' its use by the Bureau of Educa-
tion, Department of the Interior;

H. R. 478. An act for the relief of Aaron Kibler;

H. R. 80669. An act' autliorizing thé' issuanee of ‘> patent in
fee to Jerome Kennerly for land allotted to'him on'the Blacks
foot Iteservation, Mont.;

H. R. 82506. An act authorizing the issuance of ‘a: patent in
fee to Perry H. Kennerly, for land allotted to him.on:the Black-
foot Reservation, Mont, ;

part of the Bolset:

H. R. 5684. An act' to authorize the purchase by the city of
Medford, Oreg,, of certain lands formerly embraced in the grant
to- the Oregon' & California Railroad Co. and revested in the
United Btates by the'act approved June 9 1018;

H.' R. 7862, An act authorizing the Seecretary of the Interior
to sell and patent certain lands to William'S. N. Calhoun and -
Zgidee Boatner Calhoun, residents of Catahoula Parish, La.;

H. R. 8358." An act for the relief of Israel Butis;

H. R. 9495,  An act for the protection of timber owned by the
United States from fire, disease, or the ravages of beetles or
otlier insects;

H. R. 10461, An act to add certain lands to the Siskiyou
Nhational Forest in Oregon’

H. R, 6323. An act for the relief of Frank M. Stewart;

H. R. 8119. An act for the relief of certain persons, their
heirs or assigns, who heretofore relinquished lands inside na-
tional forests fo the United States;

H, R. 10554. Ao act authorizing, the Secretary of the Interior
to issue patent to Lassen County, Calif., for certain lands, and.
for other purposes;

H. R. 6512.. An:act for the rellef of and purehase:of lands for
certain of the Apache Indians of Oklahoma lately confined as
prigoners of -war at Fort Sill Military Reservation, and. for
other purposes;.

H. R.11589. An act to provide:fer the transfer of the lands
and buildings:of the: Federal leprosy investigation' station’ at
Kalawao, on the island of Molokai, in the Territory of Hawaii,
to the Territory of Hawaii, and for other purposes;

H. R. 513, An act for the relief of George R. Campbell, Milton
B. Germond; and Waltér D, Long;

H. It. 862. An act for the relief of Vivian Hood

H. R. 8143, An act for the relief of Fitzcharles Dry Goods Co.

H. &9472. An act for the relief of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Co.;5

H. R.10544. An act for the relief of Louis Cayet: .

H.R.2003.' An act for the relief ‘'of Hubert Reynolds:

H. R.9886. An.act authorizing the Pan American Petroleum
& Transport Co. to sue the United States to recover damages
resulting from collision;

H. R. 1965. An act for the relief of Mrs. D. Montgomery ;

H. R.12022. An aet relative to the naturalization. and: citizen-
ship of married women ;

H.R.243. An act providing for the: censtruction. of a spillway
and drainage ditch: to:lower and. maintain the level of Lake
Andes, 8. Dak;

H. R. 6863. An act granting to: certain claimants. the: prefer-
ence right to purchase unappropriated public lands in:the State
of Arkansas; and:

The message also announced that the Senate had. agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the di
votes of ‘the two Houses on the amendments of the Sensate to
the bill (H. R. 9103) for the appointment of additional district
judges for certain courts of the United States, to provide for
annual conferences of certain Judges of United States courts,
to authorize the designation, assignment, and appointment of
judges outside their districts, and for ‘other purposes:

The message -also' announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 12472) to deelare a
nuational emergeney  to: exist in the produetion,. transportation,
and distribution of coal and other fuel, granting additional
powers to the Intérstate Commerce Commission, providing for
the appointment of a Federal fuel distributer, providing for: the
declaration of car-service priorities in interstate commerce dur-
ing the present and any succeeding emergency, and to'prevent
extortion in the sale of fuel, had: requested a conference with
the House thereon, and had' appointed Mr, Comains, Mr, Ker-
1066, and Mr. SmiTH as the conferees on the part of the Senate,

The message also: announced that the' Senate had insisted
upon its amendments fo the bill (H. R. 6507) granting pensions
and increase'of pensions fo certdin soldlers and sailors. of the
Civil War and certain 'widows and dependent children of sol-
diers and sailors of said war, had requested a conference with
the House thereon; and had appointed’ Mr. Bursum, Mr, Mo-
Cunser, and Mr. WaLsH of Montdna as the’ conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message aldo’ announced: that the Senate: had insisted
upon the amendments’to’ the billl (H. R. 12377) ‘to establish' &
commission for' the' purpose of securing: information' in’ con~
nection with questions relative to interstate commerce: in' coal,
and for other: purposes,” had reguested a conference with the
House thereon; and had appointed My, Boram, Mr. STERLING,
and Mr. Warse of Massachusetts as the conferees on the part
of the Senate.
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The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 5214) granting pen-
gions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
Civil War and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, had re-
guested a conference with the House thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. Bursus, Mr. McCumper, and Mr. Warsa of Mon-
tana as the conferees on the part of the Senate,

The message also announced that the Senate had passed,
with amendments, bills of the following titles, in which the
concunrrence of the House of Representatives was requested:

H. R. 9275. An act for the relief of Frances Kelly;

H.R.7053. An act to grant certain lands to the city of
Canon City, Colo., for a public park;

H. R. 2722, An act for the relief of W. W. McGrath;

H. R. 3034. An act for the relief of Lizzie Askell;

H. R. 5918. An act for the relief of the Michigan Boulevard
Building Co.;

H. R. 6929. An act for the relief of Horace E. Walker;

H, R.7T967. An act granting certain lands to Escambia County,
, for a public park;

. R.8073. An act for the relief of Kineo Trust Co.;
.R.8173. An act for the relief of Mrs. E. H. Jackson;
.R.9275. An act for the relief of Frances Kelly ;

H. R. 10672. Ax act to amend the act of July 24, 1919, entitled
“An act making appropriations for the Department of Agricul-
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920 ";

H.R.11212. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for
other purposes”; T i

H. R. 243. An act providing for the construction of a ‘spill-
way and drainage ditch to lower and maintain the level of
Lake Andes, 8. Dak.;

H.R.T7912. An act to provide a method for the settlement of
claims arising against the Government of the United States in
sums not exceeding $1,000 in any one case;

H. R.10419. An act validating certain applications for and
entries of public lands;

H. Con. Res. 66. Concurrent resolution to provide for the ex-
termination and banishment of insects from the House Office
Building, the Capitol, and the Senate Office Building;

PENSIONS.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table H. R, 6507, an omnibus pension
bill, disagree to all the Senate amendments, and agree to the
conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table and disagree
to Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked for,
a bill, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 65607) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldlers and sailors of said war.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
if I recall, in looking over the proceedings in the Senate, they
took one of the House bills and put in a lot of Senate bills as
amendments, and then put in general amendments applying to
the pension system of the country. I do not know whether the
minority members of the Pension Committee have been con-
sulted as to sending this to conference or not, but it is a mat-
ter of importance in sending bills to conference that have in
them provisions which affect the general pension policy of the
counfry. I would like to ask the gentleman to withhold his
request until I can talk with some of the Democratic members
of the committee.

Mr. FULLER. All the Democratic members who are in the
city—two, I think—were at the meeting this morning, and it
was unanimously agreed to fake this course. The Senate had
eight of our bills, and they put them all in one omnibus bill,
and included also some Senate bills.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?
Chair hears none,

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Fur-
LER, Mr. Branp of Indiana, and Mr. Davis of Tennessee,

COAL FACT-FINDING COMMISSION.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 12377, with Senate
amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments, and agree to
the conference requested by the Senate,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusefts asks
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill
H. R. 12377, with Senaté amendments, disagree to the Senate

Fla.
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[After a pause.] The

amendments, and agree to the conference requested by the Sen
ate. The Clerk will report the bill by title,

The Clerk read as follows;

A bil SR inow
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mation in connection with questions relative to interstate commerce
in coal, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
is it in order to make a motion to concur in the Senate
amendments?

The SPEAKER. This is a unanimous-consent request, und
the matter is only before the House so far by unanimous
consent. Therefore it would not be in order now.

Mr. LONDON. May I ask the Speaker if, when it is in such
condition, I may be recognized for that motion?

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees only one way that the
gentleman can do it. The Chair does not see how he could
consent conditionally, but the Chair thinks the gentleman
gould obtain the same relief my moving to instruct the con-
erees,

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts
to indicate what are supposed to be the real questions in con-
troversy, if there is any controversy. I do not ask the gentle-
man to discuss anything immaterial, but questions that he con-
giders material.

Mr. WINSLOW. There are a number of them. The ques-
tion propounded by the gentleman from Virginia is a perfectly
natural and orderly one, but in view of the considerable cut-up
of the bill on the part of the Senate, it is a difficult matter to
explain.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I may say to the gentleman that
I do not care about the matter of controversy, but he knows
what are the substantial questions at issue.

Mr. WINSLOW. One of the particular questions is a modi-
fication of the number of commissioners from nine to five,
Another one is the separate report to cover the anthracite
business as contrasted with coal and fuel business. .

Then comes a suggestion as to different dates of making re-
ports. The amount of money to be appropriated to meet the
expenses of the work is reduced from $300,000 to $100,000, and
there are other matters of no great importance. If the gentle-
man- would like to look at this for a moment I shall be
pleased to show it to him.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. I had assumed that perhaps the
most fundamental question is the question as to whether the
inquiry shall extend to the proposed nationalization of the coal
industry.

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes. That is here, and it should be em-
phasized. It makes it a very different proposition.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LONDON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the conferees
when appointed be instructed to concur in the Senate amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that
the conferees when appointed be instructed to concur in the
Senate amendments. The question is on agreeing to that
motion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that
the ““ noes " seemed to have it.

Mr. LONDON. Mr, Speaker, I ask for a division.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks for a
division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 117.

So the motion was rejected. :

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees
on the part of the House: Mr. Wixsrow, Mr. HocH, and Mr.
BARKLEY.

DISTRIBUTION AND BALE OF COAL.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 12472, with Senate
amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments, and agree to
the request of the Senate for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill
H. R. 12472, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate
amendments, and agree to the request of the Senate for a con-
ference. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 12472) to declare a national emergency to exist in the
production, transportation, and distribution of coal and other fuel,

granting additional powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission,
providing for the appointment of a Federal fuel distributor, providing




. CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—HOUSE.

SEPTEMBER 11,

Afor /declaration of car-service rities in. interstate -commerce:dur-
f;g tt%i %:glsent and any samdin%ersenc:. and to prevent extortion
in the sale of fuel.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts
to give his conception of the real guestions in controversy.

Mr. WINSLOW. I do not wish to-start out with:an apology,
but I wish to say to the Members of the House,that this in-
formation did not come to hand until this very morning in
form to be compared.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If it will embarrass the gentle-
man. to answer the question, I will not press.it.

Mr, WINSLOW. No. It may be a little slow, but I have
been over the ground several times with others.

One of the important features is the. elimination of the
penalty clauses,

Another is the elimination of any allowance to be made for
expenses incurred. in taking down this coal trouble previous
to the passage of this bill,. dating back to May 15,

The Senate bill has limited in some respects the power of
the Interstate Commerce Commission in respect to car service,
It has limited the time during which the.bill .shall be con-
gidered in force to July 1, 1923, if I am not mistaken, rather
than  to January 21, 1924, The termination wof the act on
July 1, 1928, appears -to carry with it the elimination of the
right of the President to bring it up to the rest of the unex-
pired period.

These are the important features, but there is a.great deal of
phrasing of a different kind but much fo the same purpose.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may.I make an inqguiry of the
genfleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. WINSLOW. XYes, indeed.

Mr. GARNER. I am advised.from the office of the gentle-
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Bagxrey] that he is now in Kentueky.
As I understand . it yon.are going to work as conferees to-day
or to-morrow. I-ask that the next imember ranking on the
committee be substituted for the gentleman from Kentucky,
not only in this conference but in the other one. also.

Mr. WINSLOW. _Mr, Speaker, if it is in order, I would
like to ask the gentleman from Texas if it is agreeable fo the
next man on the committee to serve on the conference?

Mr. GARNER. I assume that if he is & Democrat, he is
willing to do his duty, and that he will serve. [Applause,]

Mr, WINSLOW. That is a hopeful suggestion. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that the next ranking minority member on .the: com-
mittee be substituted in place of the.genfleman from Kentucky
[Mr. Baggiey]. Will the gentleman suggest the name?

Mr. GARNER, Mr. RayBurN.is the next one.

The SPEAKER. That Mr,.RAYBUEN be appointed instead of
Mr. BArrey. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will. appoint as conferees on the
part of the House Mr. Wixnsrow and Mr. NewroN .of Minnesota ;
and Mr. RAYBURN on both bills,

'ADDITIONAL- FEDERAL 'JTUDGES—CONFERENCE BEPORT.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Mr. Speaker, I.call up the conference re-
port on the bill (H. R. 9103) for the appointment of additional
district judges for certain courts of the United States, to pro-
vide for annual conferences of certain judges of United States
courts, fo authorize the designation, assignment, and appoint-
ment.of judges ontside their districts, and for other purposes,
and ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lien
of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
.mous consent that the statement berend in lien of the report.
Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The statement.accompanying the conference report was read.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
“two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
09103) for the appointment of additional district judges for cer-
tain courts of the United States, to provide for annmal confer-
ences of certain judges of United States courts, to authorize the
designation, assignment, and appointment of judges outside their
-districts, and for other purposes, having met, after full -and free
‘conference ‘have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to
their respective Hgouses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
sment rof the Senate,iand agree to thesame with an amendment
:as follows: 'In leun of the matter inserted by said amendment
.insert, the following:

"#That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap-
‘point, by=and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the
following number of district judges for the United States dis-

‘triet courts in the districts specified in addition to those now au-
‘thorized by law:

“For the district of Massachusetts, 2 for the eastern district
of New York, 1; for the southern district of New York, 2; for
the district of New Jersey, 1: for the eastern district of Penn-
‘gylvania, 1; for the western district of Pennsylvania, 1; for the
northern district of Texas, 1; for the southern distriet of
Florida, 1; for the eastern district of Michigan, 1; for the
northern ‘district of Ohio, 1; 'for the ‘middle district of ‘Ten-
nessee, 1; for the northern distriet of Illinois, 1; for the eastern
district of Illinois, 1; for the district of Minnesota, 1; for:the
eastern distriet of Missouri, 1; for the western distriet-of’ Mis-
souri, 1; for the-eastern distriet of Oklahoma, 1; for the district
‘of "Montana, 1; for the northern distriet of California, 1; for
the southern district of California, 1; for the district of New
Mexico, 1; and for the district of !Arizona, 1.

“A vacancy occurring, more than two years after the passage
of this act, in the office of any district judge appointed pursuant
to this act, exeept for the middle district of Tennessee, shall not
be filled unless Congress shall:so provide, and if an-appointment
is made to fill such a vacaney occurring within:two years a
vacancy thereafter occurring in said office ghall not be . filled
wunless Congress -shall so provide: Provided, however, 'That in
case a vacancy occurs in the distriet of New Mexico at any time
after the passage of this act, there shall thereafter be but: one

“judge for-said distriet until otherwise provided by law.

* Every judge shall reside in the district or circuit or one of
the districts-or circuits for which he is appointed.

“8Eec. 2, It shall be the duty of 'the Chief Justice of :the
United States, or in case of his disability, of one-of the:other
Jjustiees of the Supreme Court, in order of their seniority, as
‘soon -a8 may be after the passage of this act, and -annually
thereafter, to summon to a conference on :the last Menday:in
September, at Washington, D. C., or at such other time and
place in the United States as the Chief Justice, or, in :case
of his disability, any of said justices in order of their:seniority,
may designate, the senior circnit judge of each ‘judicial eir-
cuit, If 'any eircuit judge ‘is ‘unable to 'attend, the Chief
Justice, or in case of his disability, the justice of the Supreme
Court calling said conference, may summon any. other circuit
or district judge in the judieial circuif whose senior ecircuit
Jjudge is unable to attend, that each circuit may be adequately
represented at said comference. "It shall be the duty of every
Jjudge thus summoned to atiend said conference, and to re-
main throughout its proceedings, unless excused by the Chief
Justice, and to advise as to the needs of his circuit and as to
any matters in respect of which the administration of justice
in the couris of the United States may be improved.

“The senior district judge of each United States district
court, on or before the 1st day -of August in each year, shall
prepare and submit to the senior cirenit judge of the judicial
circuit in which said district is situated a veport setting
forth the condition of business in said district court, including
the number and character of cases on the docket, the business

Jin_arrears, and cases disposed of, and such .other facts perti-

ment to the business dispatched and .pending .as said district
judge may deem proper, together with recommendations as
to the need of .additional judicial assistance for . the.disposal
of business for the year ensuing. Said reports shall be lald
before the conference herein provided by said senior circuit
judge, or, in his absence, by the judge representing the cir-
cuit at the conference, together with such recommendations
as he may .deem proper,

“The Chief Justice, or, in his absence, the -senior Associate
Justice, shall be the.presiding offieer of the conference. :Said
conference shall make a comprehensive survey of the condi-
tion of business in the courts of the United States and. pre-
pare plans for assignment and transfer of judges.to or from
circuits or districts where the state of the docket.or.condi-
tion of business indicates the need therefor,.and.shall submit
such snggestions to the various courts as may seem in the
interest of uniformity and expedition of business.

“The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chief
Justice, report to said conference on matters relating to the
business of the several courts of the United States, with
particular rreference to causes or proceedings in rwhich the

- United States may be a party.

“The Chief Justice and -each justice or judge summoned
and attending said conference shall be allowed 'his  actual

-expenses 'of travél and his mecessary -expenses for subsistence,

mot to exceed $10 per. day, which: payments shall be made:by
the marshal of the: Supreme Court of ‘the United Btates mpon
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the written certificate of the judge incurring such expenses,
approved by the Chief Justice,

“ Qpe. 3. Section 13 of the Judicial Code is hereby amended
to read as follows:

%1 8Ec. 13. Whenever any district judge by reason of any dis-
ability or necessary absence from his district or the accumula-
tion or urgency of business is unable fo perform speedily the
work of his district, the senior circuit judge of that eircuit, or,
in his absence, the circuit justice thereof, may, if in his judg-
ment the public interest requires, designate and assign any dis-
trict jndge of any district court within the same judicial cir-
cuit to act as district judge in such distriet and to discharge
all the judicial duties of a judge thereof for such time as the
business of the said district court may require. Whenever it
is found impracticable to designate and assign anether district
judge within the same judicial circnit as above provided and
a certificate of the needs of any such district is presenied by
said senior circnit judge or said circnit justice to the Chief
Justice of the United States, he, or in his absence the senior
associate justice, may, if in his judgment the public interest
g0 requires, designate and assign a district judge of an adjoin-
ing judicial circuit if practieable, or if not practicable, then of
any judicial eircuit, to perform the duties .of district judge and
bold a district court in any such district as above provided:
Provided, hoicever, That before any such designation or as-
signment is made the senior cireuit judge of the cirenit from
which the designated or assigned judge is to be taken shall
consent thereto. All designations and assignments made here-
upnder shall be filed in the office of the elerk and entered on the
minutes of both the eourt from and to which a judge is desig-
nated and assigned.’

“ Kge, 4. Section 15 of the Judicial Code is hereby amended
to read as follows: .

“48gc. 15. Eaeh district judge designated and assigned under
the provisiens of section 13 may hold separately and at the
same time a distriet eourt in the distriet or territory to which
stich judge is designated and assigned and discharge all the
judicial duties of the district or territorial judge therein.'

“ 8ec. 5. Section 18 of the Judicial Code is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“*R8gc, 18, The Chief Justice of the United States, or the cir-
enit jnstice of any judicial cirenit, or the senior circuit judge
thereof, may, if the public interest requires, designate and as-
sign any cirenit judge of a judicial cirenit to hold a distriet
court within such ecirenit. The judges of the United States
Conrt of Customs Appeals, or any of them, whenever the busi-
ness of that court will permit, may, if in the judgment of the
Chief Justice of the United States the public interest requires,
be designated and assigned by him for service from time to
time, and until he shall otherwise direct, in the Bupreme Court
of the District of Columbia or the Court of Appeals of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, when reguested by the chief justice of eithér
of =aid courts.

“fDuring the period of service of any judge designated and
assigned under this act he shall have all the powers and rights,
and perform all the duties, of a judge of the district, or a jus-
tice of the court, to which he has been assigned (excepting the
power of apffointment to a statutory position or of permanent
designation of newspaper or depository of funds): Provided,
hotcever, That in case a trial has been entered upon before
such period of serviee has expired and has not been coneluded,
the period of service shall be deemed to be extended until the
trial has been concluded,

“‘Any designated and assigned judge who has held eourt in
another district than his own shall have power, notwithstand-
ing his absence from such distriet and the expiration of the
time limit in his designation, to decide all matters which have
been submitted to him within such district, to decide motions
for new trials, settle bills of exceptions, certify or authenticate
narratives of testimony, or perform any other act required by
law or the rules to be performed in order to prepare any case
so tried by him for review in an appellate court; and his
action thereon in writing filed with the clerk of the court
where the trial or hearing was had shall be as valid as if sueh
action had been taken by him within that district and within
the period of his designation,’

“Bec. 6. Section 118 of the Judicial Code, as amended, is
hereby further amended to read as follows:

“!8Ec. 118, There shall be in the second, seventh, and eighth
circuits, respectively, four circumit judges; and in each of the
other eircnits, three eircnit judges, to be appointed by the
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
All circuit judges shall reeeive a salary of $8,500 a year each,
payable monthly. Each cirenit judge shall reside within his
circuit, and when appointed shall be a resident of the circuit

for which he is appeinted. The circuit judges in each cirenit
shall be judges of the cireuit court of appeals in that eircuit,
and it shall be the duty of each eircuit judge in each eircuit
to sit as one of the judges of the circuit court of appeals in
that cirenit from time to time according to law: Provided,
That nothing in this section shall be construed to prevent any
circuit judge holding district court or otherwise, as provided
by other sections of {he Judicial Code.

“ SEc. 7. All laws or parts thereof inconsistent or in confliet
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.” -

And the SBenate agree to the same.

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

“An act for the appointment of an additional circuit judge
for the fourth judieial circuit, for the appointment of addi-
tional district judges for certain distriets, providing for an
annual conference of certain judges, and for other purposes.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

A. J. VOLSTEAD,
L. C. DyEg,
Managers on the part of the House.
ALBERT B. CUMMINS,
THOMAS STERLING,
Lee 8. OVERMAN,  _
Managers on the part of the Senale.

STATEMENT.

A conference report was made on June 27, 1922, by 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. 9103. A like report was submitted
by the managers on the part of the Senate. This report when
taken up for consideration in the Senate was objected to upon
the ground that it violated a Senate rule against omitting
matters agreed to by the two Houses and adding new matters
not contained either in the House bill or Senafe amendment
thereto. The objection was sustained and the report re-
Jjected upon that ground. The bill and amendment were there-
upon resubmitted to the conferees on the part of the two
Houses and a new conference report has been agreed upon
and is submitted herewith. The following statement shows
the effect of the action agreed upon by the conference com-
mittee :

The Senate struck out all after the enacting clause of the
House bill (H. R, 9103) and inserted a new bill.

The conferees have written a new bill, embodying the sub-
stance of the original House bill and of the Senate amendment,

The effect of the bill as submitted by your conferees is to
increase the number of judges from 22, as provided by the
House, to 24, Two districts not in the House bill are pro-
vided with an additional judge each, namely, New Jersey and
New Mexico. The additional judge for the northern and south-
ern districts of Georgia has been eliminated.

The provision for an annual conference of judges to be
called by the Chief Justice of the TUnited States has been
rewritten, and certain clarifying changes in phraseology have
been adopted, but otherwise the provision remains practically
the same.

The amendments to sections of the Judicial Code have also
been rewritten, with no substantial change in effect.

The provision for designation and assignment of judges of
the Court of Customs Appeals has been retained, but the author-
ization for designating and assigning a district judge to sit in
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia has been
dropped. An additional ecircuit judge has been provided
for the fourth judicial circuit, as carried in the Senate amend-
ment.,

The matter omitted in the former conference report, namely,
the requirement that every judge shall reside in the distriet
or circuit, or one of the districts or circnits for which he is
appointed, and the further provision that the Attorney Gen-
eral shall, upon request of the Chief Justice of the United
States, report to the conference of judges provided for in the
bill on matters relating to the business of the several courts
of the United States, have been added, and the provigion in
that report eliminating the jurisdiction of the judge of the
eastern and middle districts of Tennessee, over the middle
district of Tennessee, has been omitted.

The title has been amended to conform to the text as agreed
upon in eonference,

A. J. VorLsTRAD,
L. C. Dyer,
Managers on the part of the House.
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Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr, Speaker, the statement which has just
been read covers in a general way the changes that have been
effected by Senate amendments and in the conference. It is
substantially the House bill, somewhat modified in phraseology.
It adds two district judges to those provided for in the House,
one in New Mexico and another in New Jersey. A judge pro-
vided for the northern and southern districts of Georgia by
Senate amendment has been eliminated. The provision with
reference to the judges of the Court of Customs Appeals has
been retained.

There has been one circuit judge added to the fourth judicial
cireuit. There are only two in that circuit, while in others there
are three or more judges. It was believed that there ought to
be another in that circuit, and the House conferees agreed to
accept that provision,

I do not know that there is anything further that I care to
add, because otherwise the bill is practically as adopted by the
House. I will yield to the gentlemen on the other side of the
House, if they desire.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr., VOLSTEAD. 1 yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DENISON, I call the attention of the gentleman to
section 2 of the conference report, the second paragraph, where
it provides for making a report to the court of the condition
of the business in the different circuits, and it reads as follows;

The senior district judie of each United States district court, on
or before the 1st day of ust In each year, shall prepare and sub-
mit to the senior cirenit judge of the judieial clrcuPt in which said
district is situated, a report setting fo the condition of business in
gald distriet court, including the number and character of cases on the
docket, the business in arrears, and cases dis of, and such other
facts pertinent to the business dispatched and pending as sald district
judge may deem proper, together with recommendations as to the need
of additional judiclal assistance for the disposal of business for the
year ending.

Is that a misprint, or is that the way the conferees intended
it should read? Should that word be “ending?” I think it
should be “ ensuing’ If it is a mistake it ought to be corrected
now,.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It would not be very material one way or
the other. He makes a report on what has taken place in the
year prior to the time the report is made.

Mr. DENISON. No; but this is a recommendation as to what
should be done for the year “ending.” That does not mean
anything. I think it ought to be the year * ensuing.”

Mr. VOLSTEAD. When do you figure that the year begins?

Mr. DENISON, What did the conferees intend that word to
be? Did they mean it to be “ending” or “ ensuing ”?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It may perhaps be a mistake, but it is
immaterial anyway. This will take care of the situation or
it ean be corrected later on. :

Mr, DENISON. I see the word used in the same paragraph
in the Senate bill, and I think also in the House bill is “ ensu-
ing,” and I think this is clearly a misprint that somebody ought
to correct.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. We can not correct it now, anyway.

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr,
CHANDLER].

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr., Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes out of

order. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes out of
order. It there objection?

There was no objection. ;

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr, Speaker, a few months
ago President Harding delivered before the Vaughn Bible class
of the Calvary Baptist Church of Washington an address on the
proper relations of the citizen to the state. In the course of
his remarks he used the following language :

“There is no relationship here between church and state.
Religious liberty has its unalterable place, along with civil
and human liberty, in the very foundation of the Republie,
Therein is shown the farseeing vision of the immortal founders,
and we are a better people and a better Republic because there
is that freedom.

“1 fear it is forgotten sometimes. In the experiences of a
year in the Presidency there has come to mé no other such
unwelcome impression as the manifest religious intolerance
which exists among many of our citizens. I hold it to be a
menace to the very liberties we boast and cherish.”

The fears and anxieties entertained by the great, patriotic,
liberal-minded Chief Magisirate of the Nation are those also
entertained by many Members of Congress and by every patri-
otic citizen who loves his country and its most sacred national
tradition, that of freedom of conscience and of worship. In no
period of our history since the proclamation of the Declaration
of Independence and the adoption of the Constitution has the

menace to religious freedom been so great as it is to-day. Race

prejudice, religious bigotry, and lawlessness of every kind are

running riot in the.land. The alarm sounded by the President

should be heeded by patriots everywhere and friends of freedom

:qn every State should rally around the Constitution and the
ag.

The propaganda of prejudice and persecution now in progress
in the United States is sometimes open and sometimes insidi-
ous, but is always aggressive and perpetually malignant. At
times we hear its utterances from the pulpit or from the politi-
cal rostrum, at times we get it through the press or read it In
books and pamphlets, and again it conceals itself in Ku-Klux
garb of mask and gown and does its dirty and destructive
work in mob action under the cover of night,

The leaders and champions of this un-American propaganda
are almost without exception designing and unserupulous men
whose motives are mean and mercenary and whose bank ac-
counts appeal more powerfully to them than do the guaranties
of religious freedom in the Constitution of their country. Its
votaries and victims are generally the most ignorant, narrow-
minded, and lawless of our countrymen,

Mr. Speaker, the President in his address to the Baptist
Bible class referred to the “ unwelcome impression " of * mani-
fest religious intolerance” that had come to him during his
first year in the Presidency. This same impression, it may be
added, has come to every Member of Congress in many ways,
and very vividly and pointedly through the books, pamphlets,
and newspapers containing anti-Catholie and anti-Jewish litera-
ture that have been thrown upon his desk with alarming fre-
quency in the last two years. Reference to just a few of these
publications will be not only illustrative but entertaining and
instructive as well.

In the month of November, 1921, T received at my office in
Washington a Texas newspaper entitled “ Pure Democracy.”
It was dated “ Elgin, Texas, November 5, 1921, On the first
page, in big, black letters, was the heading:

READ
Prre DEMOCRACY
Get The Dope, Sign The Petition, And Kill The Pope!

Following this big, black letter caption came this announce-

ment on the front page:
The Letter Below
Goes This Week to
Your Congressman
And Senator.
Get His Answer.

DeEar Sir: We are respectfully requesting answers to the
questions inclosed here, which are the same that occur in the
current issue of “ Pure Democracy " being sent you.

We desire the answer to these questions for publication. In
desiring the submission of an amendment, forbidding office
holding and voting as a penalty against those under foreign
papal allegiance, direct or indirect, please bear in mind that
we want your commitment on the principle involved. The
wording of such an amendment will necessarily be fixed by
those officials who submit the same for ratification.

Qur petition is clear enough to let you know eur aims, and
we will thank you for giving us your stand on this question,

Truly,
Doxarp B. ALLEN,
Editor of “Pure Democracy.”

ELciN, TEX.

In another place on the front page of this paper was the fol-
lowing petition addressed to its subscribers for signature:

“ We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, of voting
age, petition the submission for ratification of an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States (also to our State con-
stitution) forbidding voting or office holding, appointive or
elective, by any person under direct or indirect allegiance to
any foreign political potentate, such as the Papacy of Rome,

“ Signature s

You will note that the very modest request of the editor of
Pure Democracy is for the disfranchisement of Roman Catholic
citizens of the United States by constitutional amendment.

This puny publication, I understand, has passed out of ex-
istence, having died in early infancy, probably from lack of
brains or want of nourishment and I feel that I should apolo-
gize to the House for using a corpse as an exhibit, Neverthe-
less its editor, I have been informed, is still spreading the
gospel of hate and dissension among his fellow citizens in
Texas wherever he can find an audience low-browed enough to
listen to him in the following lectures:

1. Darkness from the Pit, or Rome Robbing the Records of
History.

Z, Babylon’s Fall, or Rome must be Destroyed.
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8. Ruling with Reds of Iron, or Amending the Constitntion
Agninst Foreign Papal Treason.

No wonder that Mayfield and the Ku-Klux Klan flourish in
the Lone Star State, where propaganda of this kind is per-
mitted and encouraged. But there is no reason for despair as
long as the Dallas Morning News, one of the greatest and most
ably edited newspapers in America, continues to wage ruthless
warfare against the traiterous brood and the cheap and cow-
ardly peliticians who bend the knee to them.

Again, a few weeks ago, I received from Seattle, Wash., a
pamphlet entitled “ The Heretic Circular,” edited or prepared
by one Baron Dudley, The front-page caption was this:

Strong Reasons
Why
Roman Catholics
Should Not Hold
Civie or Federal Offices
In The
DUnited States of America.

Then followed statements, references, and allusions, founded
in ignorance and bigotry, that should have shut the dirty sheet
from the mails of the United States. I need not discuss the
contents of this cirecular with you, my colleagues, sinee it is
doubtless true that copies of it have been thrown upon the desk
of each Member of the House,

During the last two years scarcely a week has passed that
1 have not received at my office in Washington, from every
section of the country, north, east, south, and west, trashy
and treasonable literature of this kind, intended to execite
prejudice and hatred against Jews and Catholics, and generally
patterned in cheap and imitative fashion after The Menace
and the DPearborn Independent. Up to the present time I
have not thought it weorth while to pay any serious attention
te these various anti-Catholic and anti-Jewish circulars, pam-
phlets, and newspapers that have been sent to me. I judged it
best to treat them with the silent econtempt that they deserved.
This course seemed to me to be all the more proper and ex-
pedient since I was not persomally or politically involved in
any way.

But recently I received a pamphlet, sent by whom I do not
know, that mentions me personally, makes charges against me,
and threatens me with political punishment. The impudent
and belligerent eharaeter of the booklet challenges my serious
consideration, all the mwore so since it contains a charge and
a threat.

This pamphlet is entitled “Rome in Congress,” and was
prepared by one Gilbert O. Nations, who deseribes himself as
a “Ph. D.” This gentleman seems to be the editor and pub-
lisher of a monthly magazine entitled “ The Protestant,” with
offices at 639 F Street NW,, Washington, D, C. This maga-
zine is a violent anti-Roman Catholic publication, and is about
a year and a half old.

In order to acguaint myself thoroughly with the views of
Mr. Nations, and to determine how much consideration he and
his magazine deserved, I sent to the Congressional Library
and secured all back numbers of The Protestant. I have spent
nearly a week, at odd moments, examining them. T find that
they contain an amazing amount of literary trash and rubbish,
and that their pages are filled with ludicrous citations from
canon and other laws and with grotesque réferences to liter-
ary works that have not the remotest connection with the
subject discussed or the thesis proposed. A perusal of this
magazine convinces the reader that the editor of The Protestant
is a literary paranoiac with a strong propensity to mendacity
and a distinet predilection for hypocrisy.

Nearly every issue of this magazine from the first to the
last publieation devotes considerable space to an appeal for
subscribers and a cry for financial help, In more issues than
one: the alarm is given that the ship is about to sink and that
the lifeboats arve being made ready to be lowered. Through-
out the publication are strong suggestions of strained financial
circumstances as well as mental and moral bankruptey, and
from the whele enterprise we feel justified in eoncluding that
the author of The Protestant has prostituted his meager talents,
not for love of Protestantism or solicitude for the Republic
and its free institutions, but rather from a sordid desire for
mercenary gain. The motive at the back of the publication
of this magazine is the same as that at the back of the publi-
cation of The Menace and all others of its kind, a desire and
a determination to make money, even if truth is outraged at
every turn and the Constitution of the country is trampled
under foot, even if religious freedom is ruthlessly struck down
in her own temple, even if good-fellowship among the citizens
of a common country is utterly destroyed.

But let us revert to the pamphlet styled “ Rome in Congress.”
On the cover of this booklet, beneath the words “ Rome in Con-
gress,” are the two words “A handbook,” and beneath these
there are the words “ The record of national Senators and Rep-
resentatives on issues of vital interest to Protestant voters.”

On the first page of the pamphlet is a kind of preface, entitled
“ The political situation,” and under this caption the author has
grouped and discussed certain pelitical problems and economie
guestions that in his mind indicate friendliness or hostility to
the Roman Catholic Church. These political problems and eco-
m:f;isc questions may be grouped as follows, under varying
ti .

1. The Burnett and Johnson immigration bills.

2. The Gallivan Irigh petition and the Borah Irish resolution,

3. Prohibition.

4. Woman suffrage.

5. The Towner-Sterling bill.

In the opinion of this man Nations, the author of the booklet
entitled “ Rome in Congress” and the editor of the magazine
called The Protestant, a Congressman or Senator who voted
for eertain of these measures or against others should be
branded as Catholic or Protestant, as the case may be.

His contention is that those who voted for the Burnett immi-
gration bill were Protestants and those who voted against it
were Catholics who desired the rule of Rome in America. He
seems to forget that 3,000,000 Jews in America are opposed to
the Burnett immigration bill, and that Jews are neither Prot-
estants nor Catholics. He also seemingly forgets that three
Protestant Presidents of the United States, Cleveland, Taft,
and Wilson, all vetoed the Burnett immigration bill or similar
bills because of the “literacy tests” that they contained. Ae-
cording to the reasoning of Mr. Nations these men should be
characterized in history as papal Presidents or presidential
Popes, notwithstanding the reasons assigned in their veto mes-
sages that were not even remotely related to any religious
consideration. .

Again, it is contended that those Congressmen or Senators
who signed the Gallivan Irish petition or voted for the Borah
Irish resolution are friends of Rome and enemies of America.
It matters not if they were prompted by love of liberty and by a
belief in right of self-government for the Irish people; never-
theless they are to be classed as friends of Rome. The record
shows that more than a hundred Representatives and Senators,
Protestant and Catholie, Jew and gentile, Democratic, Repub-
lican, and Socialist, from the North, South, East, and West,
signed the Gallivan Irish petition. Nevertheless, they are all
Catholics, friends of Rome and enemies of Ameriea, according
to the editor of The Protestant.

According to the reasoning of the author ef this pamphlet
those who voted for prohibition are Protestants and patriots;
those who voted against prohibition are Catholics and traitors.
The queer-headed, addle-brained man who makes this conten-
tion seems to have forgotten that the Germans of America, most
of whom are Lutheran Protestants, are violently opposed to
prohibition, and that the 3,000,000 Jews of America, who are
neither Protestants nor Catholies, are also violently opposed to
prohibition. If he had an ounce of gray matter in his head and
were capable of a moment's serious and intelligent reflection,
he would know that the antiprohibition ranks number millions
of Protestants of all denominations—Methodists, Baptists, and
Presbyterians, amen-corner brethren, and backsliders alike,
He would also know that a very considerable percentage of
Catholics in America are in favor of prohibition. The late
Archbishop: Ireland, of St. Paul, a distingnished Roman Cath-
olic prelate, was an avowed prohibitionist.

In the recent primaries in Texas ex-Gov. James E. Ferguson,
a fallen politieal angel, who had been removed from the gov-
ernor's chair for malfeasance and misfeasance in office, ran on
a light wine and beer platform. He received nearly half the
votes cast, more than 200,000, in a run-off primary. His chief
source of popularity was his light wine and beer program. Now,
the Catholics of Texas do not number more than 10 per cent of
the population of the State, and a large majority of those who
voted for Ferguson must have been good Protestants, who do
not object to taking a little light wine and beer “ for the stom-
ach’s sake.”

The absurdity and imbecility of attempting to identify a par-
ticular church organization with an economie problem that
affects all the people, or even with a certain question of
morals, may be easily shown by considering the matter from a
world-wide viewpoint. To identify the Protestant Church and
Protestant teachings with prohibition and then be compelled
to stare Germany in the face would be something that only a
fool and fanatic like Nations could stand without embarrass-
ment and a blush, for we must remember that Germany is the
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land not only of Martin Luther and thoroughgoing Protestant-
ism but of beers, wines, and whiskies as well.

Since the days of Gustavus Vasa, Sweden has been densely
Protestant, and yet only a few weeks ago Protestant Sweden
voted overwhelmingly against prohibition, And to give a touch
of mingled humor and pathos to the scene, we need only men-
tion that * Pussyfoot” Johnson was ridden on a rail and lost
an eye while trying to convert Protestant England to prohi-
bition. So much for the ludicrous attempt of the editor of The
Protestant to identify the Roman Catholic Church and anti-
prohibition.

Under this heading I wish only to relate a matter of personal
experience that may be both instructive and entertaining. A
few years ago I spent a summer in Scotland. I was the guest
of a merchant prince of Glasgow who had a summer home on
Loch Long, an arm of the River Clyde. I remember that this
excellent Scoteh family and I would spend each day fishing,
rowing, and swimming. After dinner in the evening the beauti-
ful and charming daughters of the Scotchman would give a
concert of piano and violin music. After the concert we would
eat cheese and crackers and drink Scotch whisky., Then fol-
lowed family prayers and sweet sleep, undisturbed by the
fanatical prohibition agitations of * Pussyfoot” Johnson, Gil-
bert O, Nutions, and their kind. This all took place, please
remember, in Protestant Presbyterian Scotland, the land of
John Knox and the Covenanters.

In the fourth place, the man who prepared the booklet,
“ Rome in Congress,” makes woman suffrage a test of Prot-
estantism and Catholicism. He insists that the Catholic
Church was opposed to woman suffrage and that those Mem-
bers of Congress who voted against woman suffrage were
friends of Rome and therefore enemies of the Republic and of
free institutions. But here again the reasoning of the im-
becile and bigot strikes a snag. In a lucid interval he remem-
bers that the Catholic Church is not strong in the South. He
also recalls that southern Senators and Representatives very
generally voted against woman suffrage. Then half whiningly
and at the same time with brazen impertinence he adds in this
connection :

“In justice it should be stated that sentiment in favor of
woman suffrage was not strong in the South, and therefore
votes of southern Senators and Representatives against the
nineteenth amendment were not necessarily inspired by Rome.”

But if non-Catholic reasoning and sentiment inspired south-
ern Senators and Representatives to vote against woman suf-
frage, what evidence have we that northern, western, and east-
ern Senators and Representatives were inspired by different
motives or guided by different principles from those that infla-
enced the conduct of southern Senators and Representatives?
Only a man lacking in mother wit, blinded by fanaticism, undis-
ciplined in debate, thirsting for cheap notoriety, and over-
powered by greed could be entangled in a mesh or caught in a
trap of this kind.

And, lastly, we are told by the editor of The Protestant in
his preface to his booklet called “ Rome in Congress” that the
Catholic Church is opposed to the Towner-Sterling bill, and
that those Members of Congress who vote for this bill will be
Protestants and patriots because their votes will be opposed
to the will of Rome. On the other hand, those Members whaq
vote against the Towner-Sterling bill will be friends of Rome
.and at the same time enemies of the Republic and of free in-
stitutions. But here again the dear Mr. Nations finds his dif-
ficulties. It is an admitted fact that a large majority of
southern Senators and Representatives will vote against the
Towner-Sterling bill because of their peculiar State rights
theories and without any reference whatever to the Catholic
Church or its teachings. When the vote has been taken what
will then be left to the editor of The Protestant but to make the
same idiotic observations that he made in connection with
woman suffrage and thereby become entangled in the same mesh
and fall into the same trap of ludicrous inconsistency and con-
tradiction?

If he should find after a canvass that a majority of the New
York State Representatives, both Republican and Democratie,
will vote against the Towner-Sterling bill because they do not
believe it just and right that New York State, only 1 in 48,
should pay one-third of $100,000,000 annually to educate the
illiterates of other States, would the editor of The Protestant
then give them credit for sincerity or would he still insist that
the Pope has them under his heel and that they are slavishly
dominated by Rome and the canon law?

In the booklet called “ Rome in Congress” every Member of
the House is classified by States as a friend or enemy of Rome
by indicating his votes on the subjects that I have just dis-
cussedl. And it is interesting to note that this is the closing
paragraph of the preface:

“Scan the list with care. See how your Members voted in
order that you may know how to vote when they ask reelec-
tion at your hands, If their records are clean, give them your
active support, If unclean, defeat them in the primary if
possible, and if not possible to defeat them there then support
the candidate of the other party in the general election pro-
vided he is any better. They are arranged in this handbook by
States and districts. Here is the list.”

Then follows the classified list of all the Members of the Honse
and Senate, beginning with Alabama and ending with Wyo-
ming. Each of you, my colleagues, is listed as a friend or
enemy of Rome according to your votes on the subjects here-
tofore mentioned, and you are notified that fhe pamphlet to
which I have so frequently referred is to be used as a campaign
document against you among the Protestant voters of your
district or in your behalf, as the case may require. As for
me I gladly accept the issue.

Under the New York subdivision my name is written thus:

“Warter M. CHANDLER; voted against Burnett immigration
bill and prohibition, and signed Gallivan Irish petition.”

The statement is correct, and I have no apologies to make for
my vote in any single case, and I am not ashamed that I signed
the Gallivan Irish petition.

I voted against the Burnett immigration bill for the very
same reasons that caused Presidents Cleveland, Taft, and Wil-
son to veto this and similar bills. In my speech of March 25,
1916, against the Burnett immigration bill I stated my reasons
in the following language:

“I voted against the Burnett immigration bill during its
passage through the Sixty-third Congress. I shall vote against
it again at this time because it contains an unjust, undemo-
cratic, and un-American provision, the so-called literacy test.

“I am convinced that the humanitarian traditions of our
country should still be observed, and that foreigners of sound
body, mind, and morals, of good and patriotic intentions toward
ounr country and its institutions, and of sufficient means to
Justify the assumption that they will not become public charges
should be welcomed into our midst, made to feel that they are
at home, and extended all the blessings of law and liberty that
our Constitution and our flag afford.”

This was the real reason of my vote against the Burnett im-
migration bill, although I called attention in the same speech
to the anti-Catholic tendencies of the bill and denounced the
attempt to accomplish covertly in Congress by restricting
Catholic immigration what it- was feared could not be accom-
E”,fhfd in the columns of a free press or in the forum of

ebate,

Yes; I voted against prohibition also, but I did not have the
Catholic Church in mind when I voted. I voted against report-
ing the eighteenth amendment because I did not believe it either
right or expedient to take the police power from the States
where it had rested for more than a hundred years and place
it with the Nation. I resisted with all my might the attempt to
bring about a constitutional innovation of this kind. I voted
as I did because my prophetic vision foresaw the bootlegging
operations of this day and the contempt for law and order that
would result from the adoption of this amendment, I also fore-
saw the Volstead Act against which my better judgment re-
belled from the very beginning.

I am in favor of law enforcement of all State and Federal
statutes., Antiprohibition may be bad and prohibition worse,
but disregard and contempt for law are worse than either. A
dead law upon the statute books is a stench in the nostrils of
all good citizens. Believing this, I shall vote at the very first
opportunity for a modification of the Volstead Act that will per-
mit light wines and beers, within the limitations preseribed by
the Supreme Court of the United States defining the extent of
the jurisdiction of Congress in regulating the alcoholic content
of beverages.

I believe that the saloon is gone forever, and I shall shed no
tears because of this fact, but I am convinced that light wines
and beers may be had without any violation of law, and that
these slightly exhilarating beverages would greatly lessen and
cool what Shakespeare Is pleased to call * life's fitful fever.”

It is a well-known fact that an abundance of liquor may be
had almost anywhere in the United States, either in town or
country, under bootlegging operations, by the wealthy who can
afford to pay the price, but our laborers and workmen who
create the wealth of the country in the sweat of the brow and
who return to their homes at nightfall tired and exhausted
with the toil of the day are denied even a single glass of re-
freshing beer because the law forbids the brewing of a drink
that is reasonable in price and not an insult to the taste. This
inevitable discrimination in the operation and effect of the Vol-
stead Act has a direct tendency to embitter the minds of the
masses of the people, to fill their hearts with rebellion against
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the law, and to drive them to lawlessness and anarchy as a
refuge.

Yes; I also signed the Gallivan Irish petition, and I am glad
and proud that I did. I signed it, however, as other Congress-
men did, without any reference to the Roman Catholic Church,
I signed it because I believed then as I feel now that the mag-
nificent race of Celtic people who inhabit the Emerald Isle, who
have fought bravely on all the battle fields of the world for the
liberties of other peoples, are entitled to freedom for themselves.

I have never failed to cast my vote and to raise my voice
in behalf of this proud, spirited, and gifted race that has con-
tributed so much to the freedom and civilization of other nations
and that has received so little from them in return. I shall
continue my efforts in their behalf with the ardent hope that
peace and happiness may return soon to the people of the
stricken island and that all may yet be well with the children
of Erin.

Furthermore, I want the narrow-minded, bigoted editor of
The Protestant to understand that I do not have to show my
sympathy for races or religions covertly in votes upon economie
problems and political questions. Thank God, I have never
once been charged by my bitterest enemies with cowardice or
camouflage in politics, and whether my life be long or short
in public office I am determined never once to attempt to de-
ceive by trickery or evasion my constituents or my countrymen.
As proof of this, in the matter of having signed the Gallivan
Irigh petition, I wish to submit at this time for insertion in the
Recorp the following leading editorial from the Gaelic Ameri-
can of Saturday. February 18, 1918, entitled :

ONE CONGRESSMAN WHO IS NOT EVYASIVE.

“ The resolutions indorsing Miss Rankin's resolution for Irish
independence passed by the John P, Holland branch of the
Fricnds of Irish Freedom, New York, were forwarded to the
Mewbers of Congress, and Father John H. Dooley, of Corpus
Christi Church, president of the branch, has received several
replies. With one exception these replies are the usual per-
functory, stereotyped kind which say nothing at all except
that the matter has been received and will be given considera-
tion. Such replies are always followed by inaction. The Con-
gressmen do nothing because they believe that they can afford
to ignore the wishes of their constituents, or think the men
who write to them have no influence and can do them no harm
in the next election. Until Irish citizens convince them by the
vigor and determination of their action that they mean what
they say and will not submit to be trifled with this state of
things will continue.

“ Father Dooley has sent us copies of the replies he has re-
ceived from the Congressmen, and we find that only one of them
is from an Irish-American—Representative Peter J. Dooling.
Mr, Dooling simply says, ‘T will give this matter my most care-
ful attention when it is brought before the House for action.'
As Miss Rankin's resolution is mow buried in a pigeonhole
and will not come before the House for action until it is forced
out by a vigorous demand, this promise amounts to nothing.
What is wanted is an insistent demand that the resolution be
reported by the committee which has smothered it.

“ None of the other Irish members from New York City, who
all owe their elections to the votes of Irish citizens, have
thought it worth while to reply. They apparently think it is
not necessary to be even polite with the people to whom they
owe their political existence; and these people have stood so
muech of that kind of thing in the past that there is some ex-
cuse for treating them with contempt. The only Representa-
tive from New York who has promised whole-hearted support
of the Rankin resolution is Mr., WaArTER M. CHANDLER, and he
is a native American, without, so far as we know, any Irish
blood in his veins. Mr., CHANDLER writes as follows to Father
Dooley :

“¢MyY Dear FATHER DoorLEY : This is to acknowledge receipt
of yours of February 2, containing the resolution recently
adopted at the Star Casino. It is needless for me fo write you
that T am in favor of the resolution of Miss Rankin or any
other resolution looking to Irish independence. You may de-
pend opon me to do anything I ecan to realize this grand ideal
of the war,

“*1 was the orator of the evening at the Academy of Music
in Philadelphia January 31, when the Ancient Order of Hiber-
nians had their annual meeting. T there proclaimed and now
declare my intention fo do everything I can to make possible
Irish independence as the result of the world struggle in which
we are now engaged,

*“*1 hope that you will do me the kindness to let my attitude
be known, as far as you can, to all the friends of Irish free-
dom in New York City." (February 4, 1918.)

“ What are the constituents of the Irish Congressmen in New
York doing to make them feel that they have a duty to per-

form and an obligation to fulfill? Evidently little or nothing.
These gentlemen ought to be got after without delay. Some
of them seem to think that Ireland is no longer on the map and
that only Belgium, Poland, Serbia, Montenegro, Lithuania, and
Mesopotamia are worth bothering about. It is time to let these
gentlemen know that the claims of Ireland antedate and out-
weigh those of all these countries and that the Irish people in
America will insist that Ireland shall not be ignored. They
must put themselves on record so that we may know our friends
from our enemies at the next congressional elections.”

The world seems to have forgotten, Mr, Speaker and my col-
leagues, what Catholic Ireland has done for the uplift of man-
kind and the civilization of the earth. When the night of the
Middle Ages fell upon the human race, priests in her monas-
teries and schools held high the torch of learning and re-
ligion, sent her missionaries throughout Europe, and gained
for her the merited title of the *“Isle of Sages and Saints.”
To the monastic schools of Ireland flocked students from Scot-
land, England, Germany, and Gaul in numbers so great that
St. Aldheim declared that they were as “ numerous as bees.”
Throughout the seventh, eighth, and ninth centuries her schools
of learning were the most illustrious in the world. Her mis-
gionary spirit is shown by the fact that she maintained 7 mon-
asteries in France, 13 in Scotland, 7 in Lotharingia, 9 in Bel-
gium, 11 in Burgundy, 10 in Alsatia, 16 in Bavaria, and 12 in
Armoric Gaul.

Too frequently we hear from the lips of the light-headed and
the flippant the remark that Ireland is nothing but a land of
tragedy and ruins. Before they begin to mock and jest, let
such men and women read and ponder the brilliant verses of
Father Abram J. Ryan, the poet laureate of the Southern Con-
federacy:

A LAND WITHOUT RUINS.

“A land without ruins is a land without memories; a land

withont memories is a land without history. A land that wears
a laurel crown may be fair to see; but twine a few sad cypress
leaves around the brow of any land, and be that land barren,
beautiless, and bleak it becomes lovely in its consecrated coro-
net of sorrow and it wins the sympathy of the heart and of
history, Crowns of roses fade—crowns of thorns endure.
Calvaries and crucifixions take deepest hold of humanity; the
triumphs of might are transient, they pass.and are forgotten;
tln:_ sufferings of right are graven deepest on the chronicles of
nations."”

Yes, give me the land where the ruins are spread
And the living tread light on the hearts of the dead;
Yes, give me a land that is blest by the dust
And bright with the deeds of the downtrodden just.
Yes, give me the land where the battle’s red blast
Has flashed to the future the fame of the past;
Yes, give me the land that hath legends and lays,
That tell of the memories of long-vanished days;
Yes, give me a land that hath story and song,
Enshrine the strife of the right with the wrong;
Yes, give me a land with a grave in each spot
And names in the graves that shall not be forgot;
Yes, give me the land of the wreck and the tomb—
There is grandeur in graves, there is glory in gloom;
For out of the gloom future brightness is born,
As after the night comes the sunrise of morn;
And the graves of the dead with the grass overgrown
May yet form the footstool of liberty's throne,
And each single wreck in the warpath of might
Shall yet be a rock in the temple of right.

—Abram J. Ryan.

But let us not go too far afield and forget our good friend
Nations and his precious publication called The Protestant.
Mark you, my colleagues, that this man by the very title of his
publication is assuming to speak for all the great Protestant
denominations of America and the world. To play such a role
properly and successfully a man should be strong and cul-
tured in mind, noble and charitable in disposition, powerful in
debate after the manner of St. Paul, merciful in conduct ac-
cording to the teachings of the Sermon on the Mount, and
truthful in character after the spirit of the commandment,
“Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbor.” A
paladin of the church should be armored with all these weapons
for the battles of Christianity, but the editor of The Protestant
is clothed with none of them. He is as naked as a new-born
babe, He is above all things a liar and a hypocrite, and I
am going to prove it to you at once by a single illustration.

There is an old saying that a half truth may be a whole lie,
and that a suppression of the truth may be the worst kind of
falsehood. Let us apply these tests to this fellow Nations
and his magazine,
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In the issue of The Preiestant of date November, 1921, on
page 142, appears the following article:
WAR DEFPARTMENT AND PRIEST,

“A good patriotic friend has written the following note,
which deserves the thoughtful reflection of every good citizen:

* ¢ Dear Sme: I would like to: call your attention to an article
in the New York Evening Telegram of Oectober 15, headed
“ Father Kelley named to: conduct unknown gervices.”

“{Was there no Protestant clergyman available who served
overseas that it was neeessary for Secretary Weeks to seleet a
Roman Catholic priest to econduct the services over the body of
the unknown soldier at Arlington Cemetery on Armistice Day?

“iThe inquiry is timely. You should ask Mr, Weeks. It is
time for the people to arrange things at the ballot box, so
members of the President’s Cabinet will not seek every oppor-
tunity to peddle favors to the alien hierarchy and clergy of the
Vatican throne.”

The *“good patriotic friend” who wrote the editor of The
Protestant asking for truthful information received a sup-
pressed truth that is a lie in answer. The facts were these, as
I have learned them sauthoritatively from the War Depart-
ment.. Secretary Weeks invited a Protestant preacher, Doctor
Brent; a Catholic priest, Father Kelley; and a Jewish clergy-
man, Rabbi Lazaron, all of whom had been chaplains and had
seen overseas service, to officiate at the ceremonies conducted
over the body of the unknown soldier at Arlington Cemetery on
Armistice Day. All of them accepted the invitation. Two of
them, the Protestant preacher, Doctor Brent, and the Jewish
clergyman, Rabbi Lazaron, were present and officiated. Father
Kelley was unavoidably kept away. These were the facts, and
Gilbert O. Nations doubtless knew them, or could easily have
learned them, when he wrote that dirty lie and libel against
Secretary Weeks and the contemptible and sneaking little
diatribe against the Catholic Church,

Nations is a miserable little pedant. He delights to quote
Latin, doubtless to impress his ignorant readers with his learn-
ing and importance. In this connection, and in the matter of
the Arlington Cemetery ceremonies, this Latin phrase is pecu-
liarly applicable to him, falsus in uno falsus in omnibus; that
ig, having been caught lying in this case, we are justified in
assuming that he is a liar in all cases,

Seeretary Weeks'played a fine and manly part. Feeling that
the oceasion was truly national and that the unknown dead
soldier might have been a Catholie, a Protestant, or a Jew, he
acted with exquisite tact and taste and invited to officiate at
the ceremonies representatives of all the great religious
organizations of America. Nevertheless, the petty pamphleteer
got in.his dirty work of falsehood and of libel

The Protestant elergymen of America, like the clergymen of
the Cathoelic and Jewish faiths, are in the main men of educa-
tion, earnestness, and piety, and are sincere seekers after truth.
The large majority of them would seorn to subscribe for a
magazine that disseminates falsehoods and seeks to destroy
character by libelous innendoes. If the real character of this
magazine were known to them not a dozen clergymen in Amer-
ica would be subscribers to it.

Occasionally he is called down by some indignant citizen
who has been the vietim of his lieg, and then it is vastly amus-
ing to hear him apologize and wateh him crawl and whine. In
the characteristic recklessness of his irresponsible journalism,
Nations called Colonel MacNider a Roman Catholic and attrib-
uted his appointment as head of the Ameriean Legion to the
political machinations of what he is pleased to call the Roman
hierarchy, The following brave and manly letter .of Colonel
MaeNider to Nations should be read every day for a full month
to every class of every public school in the Republic:

Fesrvuary 19, 1922,
To the Epitor oF Tue PROTESTANT,
Washington, D. C.

Sim: Your article “ Rome Heads the American Legion” has
just come to my attention, When you ealled to apologize, it
wis my impression that you had simply mistaken my religions
affiliations and that your statement was entirely personal. I
told you that I was not coneerned with what you had sald
about me, but your article is an attack upon the Ameriean
Legion, and it can not go unanswered, foolish asg it is.

The American Legion is an organization of returned service
men and women holding together in an endeavor to continue
their serviee to their country in peace as well as in war as con-
structive citizens. Religion in Legion membership is no more a
question than it is in Ameriean eitizenship, nor can it be
brought into Legion affairs,

It was not a question when a man stepped out to join the
colors and to defend his eountry, It will never be a question

in ‘our serviee as Legion men. This country was formed by
men who sought religious tolerance, and it was in that spirit
that it was made free and worth living in, T happen fo be a
Protestant and to attend a Protestant church, but as a member
of many Masonie bodies, of which T have taken a more or less
active part, I have great admiration for that institution—the
Roman Catholic Church, Its'stand and teaching for the preser-

vation of the integrity of our lawful Government were well

exemplified in the hercic deaths of men who served in my com-
mand. And might T add that chaplains of that faith gave a
human touch to their splendid service which made them beloved
by all—Jew, Protestant, and Catholic alike.

Such propaganda as you are spreading is a menace to Amer-
fea and America’s institutions. How a man worships his God
is his own business and not yours,

The Constitution of the United States of America gives every
man the right to choose his own religion, and it was to uphold
that Constitution that the American Legion was formed.

Yours very truly,
Hanrorp MACNIDER,

The editor of The Protestant was seized with convulsions
when he learned that Colonel MacNider was a Protestant and
a Mason and still had “ great admiration for that institution—
the Roman Catholic Church.”

In his reply which was published in his magazine he went
soaring into the empyrean of absurdity and bombast. One
paragraph of his letter was this;

“But until the Roman hierarchy expiates the terrible ruin it
has heaped on Mexico, South America, Spain, and Hungary
during the long and dismal centuries of its dominion in those
lands [ am utterly unable to share in your expressed admira-
tion of that hierarchy and institution. The tragedy of the
whole matter is that popery vascillates before the world, feign-
inzizi tl;eligion. but practicing the most venal and despotie kind of
polities.”

He meant by all this that until conditions changed in Mex-
fco, South America, Spain, and Hungary he was not willing to
stop lying about MacNider, Weeks, and others. He meant also
that the constitutional guaranties of religious freedom in
America must be suspended until the religious status of these
couniries formed itself to his liking. The language of this
paragraph proves conclusively thatas a word-monger Nations is
a glittering success, but as a logician and disputant he is a dis-
mal faflure. It proves also the truthfulness of the saying of
Lowell that “the vulgar intellectual palate hankers after the
titillation of foaming phrase.”

An examination of the various mumbers of The Protestant
ghows that its editor iz wholly without any sense or sentiment
of propriety, modesty, shame, or fitness of things in his desper-
ate drive for subscribers and “long green ™ with which to line
his pockets. He is one of those fools that deliberately rush in
where angels fear to tread. In his feverish desire for notoriety
and ‘cash he has not hesitated to attack, in a mean and lying
manner, the characters and careers of the greatest and most
beloved of medern American statesmen, who have been voted
for and admired and loved by millions,

Of ex-President Wilson he has this to say:

“The constant secret gravitation of President Wilson
toward popery is one of the mysteries of American his-
tOFS’- & % ¥

“Why a great Presbyterian scholar, born in the mountains
of Virginia of Presbyterian parents, his father being a minister,
should seek every opportunity to enthrone popery in the White
House and every department of the Government and shonld
then go out and join a Roman Catholic Club established by a
Jesuit priest passes understanding. It is time to annihilate
that kind of secret plotting in high official life

All this probably because Yilson had a Catholic secretary,

"| Mr. Tumulty.

Of Ex-President Taft he has this to say:

“Rome and Wall Street rejoice at the appointment of ex-
President Willilam Howard Taft to the office of Chief Justice
of the United States Supreme Court. Well may they rejoice,
No politician in this country ever served them better, * * #
His whole administrative policy favored political popery at
every opportunity.”

All this beeause Taft was independent enough and American
enough to appoint Mr, White;, a Catholie, Chief Justice,

The editor of this magazine in one of its issues describes Mrs.
Taft as a Catholic, a statement that he subsequently had fo
retract. From this and the MacNider incident we learn his
methods of journalism, first to lie and, if eaught up with, then
to retract; if not detected, to let the lie stand in the name of
many subscribers and much eash,
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“Not content with attacking ex-Presidents, the editor of The
Protestant insults the present President of the Republic by
showering him with his slimy slander and abuse. The following
appears in the issue of his magazine of June, 1922 -

THE PRESIDENT PRAISES GIBBONS.

“The Associated Press exploited generally throughout the
country a letter which President Harding is alleged to have
written March 20 to Rev. Albert E. Smith, a Roman priest and
editor of the Baltimore Catholic Review, praising the late Car-
dinal Gibbons in connection with the approaching anniversary
of Lis death. The Baltimore Roman paper mentioned of course
published the letter very conspicuously in a heavy border and
under great headlines on the front page of the paper March 25.
It reads as follows:

Tae Wuaite HoUsE,
Washington, March 20, 1922,
Rev, Argert E. SMITH,
The Baltimore Catholic Review, Baltimore, Md.

My Dear-FarHer SmiTH: It is hard to realize that almost a
vedr has passed since the death of Cardinal Gibbons. He was
one of the men whom the Nation could ill spare, for his long
and earnest service for both church and country had made him
one of the most useful and wise counsellors in a wide realm of
public concerns. He possessed in a marked measure the gual-
ities of the statesman as well as the churchman, and his in-
fluence was invariably exerted in favor of the best conceptions
of America, its institutions and its destiny. Like others who
have borne a somewhat extraordinary burden in the publie
service, I have learned fo appreciate and rely upon his sin-
cerity and breadth of vision in many matters of public concern,
and his death was a very real loss, I am sure the same feeling
was entertained throughout the Nation, regardless of creed.
His liberal views had earned for him a high place in the esteem
of all Christian citizens, and his services and leadership will not
be forgotten.

Very sincerely, Wazrres (. Harpixe,

“Why did our Baptist and Masonic President of the United
States write such a letter? Why did a great Baptist and great
Mason, at the head of the greatest Protestant and democratic
Nation in the world, thus exfol the memory of an enthroned
prince in the one government inevitably hostile to Baptists and
Masons and demoeratic institutions? Was there any canon of
propriety that called for such a letter from the White House
to a priest of Rome in Baltimore? "

Why did the President write such a letter? The answer is
easy to anyone not inflamed by fanaticism or blinded by bigofry.
Warren G. Harding is the big, brainy, great-hearted, Christian-
minded President of a great Republic of more than 100,000,000
of people, whose citizenship is made up of all races and all
religions of the earth, and whose constitutional guaranties of
religious freedom constitute the most sacred right and the
most precious heritage of Americans everywhere. It is the duty
of this great President to see that the laws of the Nation are
properly safeguarded and duly executed in maintaining the
rights, civil and religious, of men and women of every race and
creed, and in every act of his public life he has shown a fine
sense of conscionsness of this duty and of the solemn responsi-
bility that rests upon him of being President of all the people
and not a part of them, of all races and of all creeds and not
of certain races and certain creeds. This sense of propriety,
this consciousness of lofty political duty, caused him to pay the
tribute to the memory of Cardinal Gibbons, a distinguished
Roman Catholie prelate, the spiritual gulde and leader of some
16,000,000 Catholic American citizens, whose civic were as great
as his ecclesiastical virtues, and who left at his death a problem
for his countrymen to solve, whether in life he was greater as
a priest or a patriot.

President Harding might have paid his fine tribute to Cardinal
Gibbons because Gibbons once uttered these patriotic senti-
ments: ;

“As the years go by I am more than ever convinced that the
Constitution of the United States is the greatest instrument of
government that ever issued from the hand of man. Drawn up
in the infancy of our Republic, and amid the fears and sus-
picions and oppositions of many patriotic men, it has weathered
the storm period of American public life, and has proved elastic
enough to withstand every strain put upon it by party spirit,
western development, world-wide immigration, wars with little
and great, far-reaching social and economic changes, inventions
and discoveries, the growth of individual wealth, and the
vagaries of endless reformers; that within the short space of
100 years we have grown to be a great Nation, so much so
that to-day the United States is rightly regarded as the first
among the nations of the earth, due to the Constitution, the

palladium of our liberties and the landmark in our march of
progress.”

Again President Harding may have had in mind these words
of the great patriot and priest :

“ Fifteen millions of Catholics llve their lives in our land
with undisturbed belief in the perfect harmony existing between
their religion and their duties as Americans. It never occurs
to their minds to question the truth of a belief which all their
experience confirms. Love of religion and love of country burn
together in their hearts, They love their church as the divine
spiritual soclety set up by Jesus Christ, through which they
are brought into a closer communion with God, learn His re-
vealed truth and His holy laws, receive the help they need to
lead Christian lives, and are inspired with the hope of eternal
happiness, They love their country with the spontaneous and
ardent love of all patriots, because it is their country and the
source to them of untold blessings. They prefer its form of
government before any other. They admire the institutions and
the spirit of its laws. They accept the Constitution without
reserve, with no desire as Catholics to see it changed in any
feature. They can with a clear conscience swear to uphold it.”

Gilbert Nations, the bigoted editor of The Protestant, will
never forgive Cardinal Gibbons for having uttered those
splendid patriotic sentiments, for they brand him forever as a
liar and a slanderer of the Roman Catholic Church in America
when he says that Catholicism is identical with monarchy and
that the Catholics of America are enemies of the Constitution
and of our free institutions,

The closing sentences that I have just quoted seem to have
been intended by the great priest and cardinal to confound
the enemies of his church and to serve as a mighty breakwater
against floods of false accusation that future enemies of his
people and of the Republie, such as the Ku Klux Klan, might
cunningly and designedly create.

The trouble with the mentally afflicted man who edits The
Protestant is that his diseased imagination cgnjures up papal
images in connection with everything that he considers evil
in the heavens above, the earth beneath, and the waters down
under the earth. He probably honestly believes that liquor is
a very bad thing, and it then follows as the night the day that
the Pope must be at the back of antiprohibition. He is prob-
ably an anglomaniac and honestly believes that self-govern-
ment for the Irish is a bad thing. He has no doubts, then, that
the Pope inspired the deviltry of which was born, in his opinion,
the Gallivan Irish petition. He feels that war is the scourge of

“the race, and that the Great War was the greatest of all

scourges, and he has not the slightest doubt that it was ereated
by what he imagines to be the greatest of all evils, namely,
the papacy of Rome, and he does not hesitate, in more than one
issue of The Protestant, to charge the Pope with having brought
about the war,

The insane delusion that some god or pope or other religious
agency or power is working infinite harm or boundless good
in the universe, along a multitude of lines and involving a
multiplicity of detail, is a striking peculiarity of a certain kind
of lunatic. The psychopathic wards of our great insane
asylums are filled with unfortunate creatures of this kind.

If you will go back and consult the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORDS
containing the debates on the war resolution, my colleagues,
vou will find that the ablest of our statesmen in Congress,
both Senators and Representatives, reached their loftiest flights
of eloguence in bitter denunciation of the Kaiser and his
imperialistic designs to extend his empire from Berlin to Bag-
dad and to crush the liberties of the world with the mailed first
of imperialism, absolutism, and despotism.

We all felt perfectly assured that the assassination of an
Austrian grand duke by a simple-minded fanatical Serbian
youth was the beginning but not the cause of the Great World
War; that it was simply the match that lit the flame that
threw the world into conflagration. We believed that the ele-
mental causes of the war were to be found deeply embedded in
German military philosophy, in Prussian despotism and desire
for world dominion, in a false and fraudulent diplomacy handed
down from the days of Frederick the Great, and in the belief
of the German Kaiser that he was the annointed of God, and
that the German people were the chosen seed. These intellec-
tual principles, we thought, were the spiritual elements that
formed the fertile soil in which was germinated the world
catastrophe and from which it received its budding and its
blossoming. We have reason to believe that President Wilson
had these thoughts in mind when he asked us to declare war
against the Kalser and the Germans in order that the world
might be made safe for democracy.

The strongest brains of the greatest statesmen of the allied
powers spent all their energies and falents in all kinds of
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books—blue, yellow, and others—in demonstrating that the
Kaiser caused the war, The finest minds among the greatest
statesmen of the German and Austrian Empires, in their white
and red books, spent their supreme intellectual forces proving
that the Kaiser and Franz Joseph did not cause it, but that it
was brought about by the jealousy of the surrounding nations
of the industrial greatness and the military power and prowess
of the Germanic peoples.

But poor, ignorant, deluded statesmen of both the Allied and
the Central Powers! Poor fools in the Congress of the Unifed
States, both House and Senate! Everybody was wrong. The
world was laboring under a strange and incomprehensible de-
lusion, The Kaiser did not cause the Great War. It was the
Pope, the very man whom nobody had ever suspected, and the
editor of The Protestant is now dealing out this dirty stuff,
this poisonous misinformation, to the poor dupes and igno-
ramuses who have nothing else to do but to read his magazine.

Another characteristic method of the fanatie, who is both
stupid and dishonest, is to claim for his friends or his cause
virtues or excellencies that the facts of history show are also
possessed by his enemies, or to ascribe crimes and vices to his
enemies which it is apparent to every intelligent mind are also
to be justly attributed to his friends. The real polemie, the
sincere friend of truth, the man who is too conscientious and
courageous to permit himself to degenerate into a pettifogger
and special pleader, is not afraid or ashamed to make damaging
statements or confessions if his object is to enlighten and nof
to deceive.
- We are deeply impressed with these considerations while

scanning the pages and studying the headlines of the various
issues of The Protestant. Everywhere there is evidence of an
attempt to deceive the mind of his readers and to inflame their
passions against the Roman Catholic Church by telling only
half truths or by suppressing truth altogether. A few illustra-
tions will suffice to prove my point.

In one number of his magazine Nations speaks with horror
of the attempted®or threatened burning of Dante by the Church
of Rome, but is strangely silent everywhere in regard to the
actual burning of Servetus by Protestants with the appreval
and at the instigation of John Calvin himself.

In another place he sgpeaks sneeringly of *alien names of
Roman hierarchy,” and his patriotic soul shudders when he
hears mentioned the names Pope, Cardinal, and Archbishop,
but that same dear soul is filled with heavenly music by the
entrancing sounds of the werds Invisible Empire, Imperial
Wizard, Grand Goblin, Kleagle, and King Kleagle, terminology-
of the Ku-Klux Klan, an organization that he praises through-
out his publication, calling it in one place that “ mighty patri-
otic organization,” whose principles, methods, and conduct are
very dear to him,

The editor of The Protestant takes great delight in crowding
the pages of his magazine with accounts of the removal from
office and disbarment of the Roman Catholic district attorney
of Suffolk County, Mass., Joseph C. Pelletier, but is again
strangely silent in regard to the removal from office and dishar-
ment of the Protestant district attorney of Middlesex County,
Nathan A. Tuofts, who was involved in the same scandal that
brought about both the personal and professional ruin of him-
self and Pelletier. Neither has mention ever been made, as far
as I have been able to learn, of the impeachment and removal
of William Sulzer, Protestant Governor of New York, or of
James E. Ferguson, Protestant Governor of Texas. In other
words, if a Protestant is convicted of corruption in public office,
it is in the mind of Nations probably a miscarriage of justice
or at worst only a slight manifestation of human depravity,
I1f a Roman Catholic commits a erime in public office it is, to
hear Nations tell it, a diabolical offense, not only because it
violates a eriminal statute of the State but because it is also a
dastardly assault upon the Republic and our free institutions
through the papacy.

In another issue of his magazine the editor of The Protestant
rails against the Knights of Columbus for alleged distortion of
the faets of American history, but fails so far as I have been
able to find, to mention the fact that the Knights of Columbus
recently awarded a capital prize of $3,000 for the best essay on
American history to a professor in a Protestant college.

It is a favorite pastime with papers like The Menace and The
Protestant to describe in every detail of horror and execration
the atrocities of the Catholic Bpanish Inquisition, but they
doubtless contemplate with merry indifference or even with
silent satisfaction the tortures and ecruelties of the English
Court of Star Chamber and the Court of High ,a kind
of double-barreled judicial organization, a Protestant tribunal
that corresponded to the Spanish Inguisition and that did the

same bloody werk, but upon Catholics this time, A contributor

to the New International Encyclopedia, writing of Whitgift,
archbishop of Canterbury, as head of the High Commission,
says:

“He established practically a new commission with enlarged
powers and administered the oath with such rigor that his in-
quisition was comparable to those of Rome and Spain.”

Describing a judgment of this court, an English writer says:

“In 1637 Mr. Pickering, for saying that the King was recon-
ciled to Rome and for having built a pigsty on ground belonging
to a churchyard, was fined £10,000, pillory, ears, whipping,
branding with a hot iron, boring his tongue with an awl, and
imprisonment for life.,”

While writing about the Catholic Spanish inquisition why not
manifest the true spirit of American fair play and tell some-
thing about the English High Commission? Why suppress one-
half the truth and thereby tell a lie? Also, while condemning
the massacre of St. Bartholomew for the purpose of creating
prejudice against the Catholic Church would it not be truly
American and brave and righteous to tell the other half of the
story and let the world know that Oliver Cromwell slanghtered
every man, woman, and child in the Irish garrison of Drogheda
?n}('! then had the impiety and inhumanity to write about it as

ollows ;

“It hath pleased God to bless our endeavors at Drogheda.
* % * ]I believe we put to the sword the whole number of its
defendants. * * * This hath been a marvelous great mercy.”

In this connection Green, the Protestant historian of Eng-
land, says:

“Religion had been turned into a system of political and
social oppression.”

The pharisai¢ hypocrisy of the editor of The Protestant is so
monumental that it makes us dizzy and fairly takes the breath.
When Colonel MacNider charged him with being intolerant he
calmly replied:

“I am as uncompromisingly opposed to anything even border-
ing on religious intolerance as you or anyone could be., The
provisions of our National Constitution on that and all sub-
jects have my profound and unqualified approval.”

The most cursory perusal of any number of his magazine
would convince any sane and disinterested reader that only a
liar and hyprocite could have written that sentence.

As the journalistic motto of The Protestant he has taken a
sentence from St. John 8-32;

Ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free.

This sentence is the only suggestion of truth in the whole
realm of his journalistic activity, as far as I have been able to
find. Its only service, as he sees fit fo use it, is to remind us
of the imp who stole the livery of heaven to worship the devil in.

Throughout his publication he is fond of quoting celebrated
writers and historians to show the intolerance and bigotry of
the Catholic Church. If he is sincere in his desire that his
readers shall know the truth concerning the history of intoler-
ance, why does he not occasionally quote from standard Protes-
tant historians showing the intolerance and bigotry of the
Protestant Church? If he will not do it, in the name and inter-
est of truth, I will do it for him, Protestant though I am.

“ Persecution,” says Hallam, “is the deadly original sin of
the reformed churches; that which cools every honest man's
zeal for the cause, in proportion as his reading becomes
;lio;'e extensive,” (Constitutional History, Vel. I, Ch, II, p.

“The spirit of Calvinistic Presbyterianism,” writes Green,
“excluded all toleration of practice or belief. The absolute
rule of bishops, indeed, Cartright denounced as begotten of the
devil; but the absolute rule of presbyters he held to be estab-
lished by the word of God. For the church founded after the
fashion of Geneva he claimed an authority which surpassed the
wildest dreams of the masters of the Vatican. Not only was the
rule of ministers to be established as the omne legal form of
church government but all other forms were to be put down,
For heresy there was the punishment of death. Never had
the doctrine of persecution been urged with such blind and
reckless ferocity.” (History of the English People, Book VI,
Chap. V.)

“It must be admitted,” writes Buckle, “that in Scotlamd
there is more bigotry, more superstition, and a more thorongh
contempt for the religion of others than in France. And in
Sweden, which is one of the oldest Protestant countries in
Europe, there is, not occasionally but habitually, an intolerance
and a spirit of persecution which wounld be discreditable to a
Catholic country, but which is doubly disgraceful when pro-
ceeding from a people who profess to base their religion on the
right of private judgment.” (History of Civllization in Eng-
land, Vol. I, p. 264.)
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Mark you, my colleagues, these historlans just cited are all|
Protestant historians, whose historical writings constitute inte-|
gral and important parts of English literature,.the greatest.and
most brilliant of all literatures, with Shakespeare, the intellec-
tual erown of ‘the world, as'the most splendid ornament. “Why,
4t may be asked, (if Nations wants to have his readers know !
‘the ‘truth, ‘in order that ‘they ‘may be made free, does 'he not
give some of these quotations to his readers? ‘Does he fear that!
he would lose his subscribers overnight and 'be mobbed by the
Ku-Klux Klan besides? !

Tnstead ‘of writing ‘long discourses on ‘the canon laws of:
Rome, why does he not give 'his readers a brief ‘history of
Protestant Puritan life in early colonial days? If he were a
‘truthful historian he would tell the whole truth about the
Massachusetts Puritans—how ‘they fled from England.to Amer-|
Hea, braving the storms of the seas in coming and ‘bloodthirsty|
-gavages on arriving, in order that ‘they might worship God
“Almighty as they saw fit. ‘Being a truthful historian, he would,
then tell his readers how the Puritans, as soon.as they became|
thoroughly established in the complete enjoyment of unbounded!
religions. freedom for themselves, began ‘to persecute and im-|
prison and murder the Baptists and Quakers, their Protestant|
brethren, who were bold, 'brazen, :and imprudent -enough to.
claim the same rights as'those enjoyed by the Puritans,

He might tell them the story of how the Rev. Cotton Mather,
tried to kidnap William Penn and the:Quakers:and sell them as’
:glaves /in Barbados for -rum :and sugar. JHis historieal sketch.
might be illuminated :and /be :made quite entextaining by the!
dnsertion of the following letter by Cotton Mather:

‘BepTEMBER YET15, 1682, |

To vE AcEp Axp'Brroven 'Me. JoBN Hicernson :'There is mow!
at sea a ship cadlled the Weleome, which has on board -an'hun-
‘@red -or ‘more of the hereties and ‘malignants called - Quakers,
with W, Penm, who ‘is the chief scamp, at the head of them.,

The ‘general eourt has accordingly given secret rorders ‘to
‘Master Malachi Huscott, of ‘the -brig Porpoise, to waylay ‘the
said Weleome slyly, as near the Cape of Ced as may be, and make
-eaptive 'the said Penn ‘and his ungodly crew, so ‘that the Lord
‘may be glorified and not mocked on‘thesoil of thismew ecountry
‘with the heathen worship of 'these people. Much -spoil can be
‘made by selling the whole 1ot 'to ‘Barbados, where slaves fet¢h
good prices in rum -and sugar, and -we shall ‘not only do 'the
‘Lord great service by 'punishing the -wicked but we shall make
great good for His minister and people.

Master Husecott feels hopeful, and T will set down the news
when the ship comes back. b

Yours in ye bowels of Christ, '‘Corrox MATHER.

Furthermore, ‘he ‘might devote a special chapter to ‘Roger
Williams, . a refugee from the Puritan colony, and ‘the truths
of history would compeél him to say that the voice of ‘the Baptist
.in the wilderness of Rhode Island proclaiming religious freedom
was a protest not against Catholic persecution but against the
“Protestant persecution of his Puritan brethren whom he had
left behind when he fled for life from Massachusetts.

But it would .be too mueh to ask Nations to do anything of
that kind. A delegation of the Ku-Klux Klan would come all
the way from Texas to put him ‘to death for a base betrayal of
their cause; that is, for telling the truth just once in the col-
umns of his magazine,

If he intends to'be fair why does not 'the editor of The Prot-
estant cite tributes'to the Catholic Chureh as -well as criticisms
of it? He delights 'to quote ‘the great British statesman and
orator, William E, Gladstone, ‘against the Catholic Chureh.
“Why ‘dees he not also tell his readers things'that Gladstone has
said that are favorable to the ‘Church of Rome? “Why does ke
not quote this parvagraph :

“A eentury ago we began to relax that system of penal laws
-against Roman:Catholics, at once pettifogging, base, and eruel,
‘which 'Mr. 'Burke ‘has seathed ‘and blasted -with his ‘immortal
+eloquenee.”

Why does he not quote for -the pleasure -and instruetion of
“his readers this beauntiful and eloguent passage from the 'writ-
ings:of Mr, Gladstone on the Catholic Church:

“ She has marched for fifteen hundred years (since the days
-of Constantine) at the head of ecivilization, and has harnessed
‘to her chariot as'the horses of a trinmphal ‘car the chief ‘intel-
lectual and material forces of the wworld; ‘her -art, the art of
‘the world ; ‘her genius, the genius of ‘the ‘world ; her greatness,
‘glory, ‘grandeur, ‘and ‘mmjesty ‘have been almost, though not
absolutely, all that in these respects the world has 'had to
‘boast .of. ‘Her children ‘are more numerous ‘than all the ¢hil-
“dren of the sects combined; she is every day enlarging the

“boundaries of her vast empire; her altars are raised in every
elime ‘and ‘her ‘missionaries are to be 'found wherever there are

men to'be ‘taught the evangel of immortality and souls to be
‘saved. /And ‘this wondrous chureh, ‘which is as old ‘as Chris-
tianity and-as:-universal as mankind, isito-day, after its twenty
centuries of age, as fresh and vigorous and as fruitful as on the
day when the Pentecostal fires were showered jupon the earth.”

'Why not also give his comrades and compatriots: of the Ku-
‘Klux Klan the benefit of the estimate of Macaulay, who, in
‘his essay on Ranke, paid the following eloquent tribute to the
Church of Rome and to its history of nineteen hundred years:

“There is not, and there never was on this earth, a work of
‘human policy so well /deserving of examination as the Roman
Catholie Church., 'The 'history of 'that church joins together
‘the two great ages of humancivilization. No other institution
is left standing -which carries the mind back to'the times when
ithe smoke of sacrifice 'rose 'from the Pantheon, ‘and when
‘camelopards -and ‘tigers bounded /in !the Flavian -amphi-
theater, 'The prouidest royal houses are but of yesterday when
compared with rthe line of supreme Pontiffs. ‘That line we
‘trace ‘back in ‘unbroken series from ‘the Pope ‘who crowned
Napoleon in the mineteenth eentury to the ‘Pope who crowned
-‘Pepin/in the eighth ; and far beyond the time of Pepin the august
‘dynasty extends till /it is lest in the twilight of fable. The
Republic :of Venice came mnext in antiquity, But the Republic
«of Veniee 'was modern when:compared 'to the papacy, and ‘the
Republic of ‘Venice is gone and the ‘papacy remains, The
‘papacy remains, not in decay, not a mere anfigue, but Tull -of
‘1ife :and youthful vigor, The Catholic Churech 'is siill sending
“forth to the 'farthest ends: of ‘the ‘world missionaries -as zealous
‘s 'those ‘who landed in Eent ‘with Augustine, ‘and 'still eon-
Aronting hostile kings with ‘the same spirit with -which she
rconfronted ‘Attila, The number of her ¢hildren is-gredter than
in any former age.

“ Her ‘acquisitions ‘in the New ‘World have more ‘than ‘com-
'pensated for vwhat she 'has lest in the old. Her spiritual as-
cendancy extends over the vast countries which lie between
the plains of ithe Missouri .and Cape Horn. Nor do we see
any sign which 'indieates ‘that ‘the iterm of her long dominion
is ‘approaching. She saw the commencement of all the govern-
ments and of all therecclesiastieal establishments that now exist
in the world ; andwe.feel no assuranee -that:she is not destined
to:see the-end of them all. She was great and respected before
the Saxon had set foot on Britain, before the Frank had passed
the Rhine, when ‘Grecian eloguence. still :flonrished at Antioch,
when idols were still worshiped in the temples of Mecca, and
she may still exist in undiminished vigor when some traveler
from New Zealand shall, in the midst of .a vast solitude, take
his stand on a'broken arch of London Bridge to sketch the ruins
of St. Paul's”

'This 'was the judgment of ‘Macaulay, Protestant historian of
‘England—statesman, -ordtor, and -essayist—one of the great
-ornaments. of ‘the thistory and 'literature of ‘his country, ‘a man
whose fine brain was grandly 1it with leaniing and -with ‘truth,
‘whose courage was too gplendid to permit 'him to-aecuse filsely,
“whose gootness was ‘too moble 'to 'tolerate even the thought -of
persecution. What a contrast between Macaulay, the states-
man, orator, and writer, and 'the ‘peanut politiclans and petty
pamphleteers of America who are swilling to barter their souls
for a little ready cash and sell their birthrights of religious
freedom for a miserable mess of pottage of the Ku-Klux ‘Klan!
‘What a dangerous and dizzy descent from Maeatilay ‘to one ‘of
‘the candidates for dffice of 'this traitorous vendetta'!

Mr. Speaker, T have been told recently by different Members
of 'this House that the members of the Ku-Klux ‘Klan are still
reireulating at their secret meetings ‘in 'the South and West re-
ports of the.existenee of a terrible -oath which it is-nlleged 'is
taken by ‘members of the Knights of ‘Columbus, an oath too
«dirty and filthy to ‘be-spoken or printed, ‘-an ‘oath ‘said to be
directed at 'the destruction of Protestantism and free ‘govern-
?Snt.-an oath that has'been repeatedly shown 'to be bogus and

B,

The poor dupes and ignoramuses who allow ‘themselves to ‘be

:misled 'by lies of ‘this kind are doubtless ignorant of the fact

“that this ‘alleged -oath of the EKniglits -of Columbus has ‘been

shown to 'be false not only by commissions of Protestants ap-
pointed for the purpose but by court trials as well, at-which Prot-
estarit judges presided and Protestant juries convicted. 'In‘the
dinterest of truth and justice I wish ‘to cite several ‘instances,

‘On January '29, 1915, 'Hon. William HKettner, formerly a
Member 'of Congress from ‘California, a Protestant, and a
thirty:third ‘degree Mason, eauzed to be inserted in ‘the Cox-
‘GRESSIONAL ‘RECORD a report of a committee of ¥Free Masons - of
Los Angeles which read as follows:

“Wa ‘hereby certify that by authority of ‘the highest officer
of the Knights of Columbus in the State of California, who
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acted under instructions from the supreme officer of the order
in the United States, we were furnished a complete copy of all
the work, ceremonies, and pledges used by the order, and that
we carefully read, discussed, and examined the same. We
found that while the order is in a sense a secret association, it
is not an oath-bound organization, and that its ceremonies are
comprised in four degrees, which are intended to teach and in-
culeate principles that lie at the foundation of every great reli-
gion and every free state, Our examination of these ceremoni-
als and obligations was made primarily for the purpose of as-
certaining whether or not a certain alleged oath of the Knights
of Columbus, which has been printed and widely circulated, was
in fact used by the order, and whether, if it was not used, any
oath, obligation, or pledge was used which was or would be
offensive to Protestants or Masons, or those who are engaged
in cirenlating a document of peculiar viciousness and wicked-
ness. We find that neither the alleged oath nor any oath or
pledge bearing the remotest resemblance thereto in matter,
manner, spirit, or purpose is used or forms a part of the cere-
monies of any degree of the Knights of Columbus. The alleged
oath is scurrilous, wicked, and libelous, and must be the in-
vention of an impious and venomous mind. We find that the
order of Knights of Columbus, as shown by its rituals, is dedi-
cated to the Catholic religion, charity, and patriotism. There
is no propaganda proposed or taught against Protestants or
Masons or persons not of Catholic faith. Indeed, Protestants
and Masons are not referred to dirvectly or indirectly in the
ceremonials and pledges, The ceremonial of the order teaches
a high and noble patriotism, instills a love of country, incul-
cates a reverence for law and order, urges the conscientious
and unselfish performance of civic duties, and holds up the
Constitution of our country as the richest and most precious
possession of a knight of the order. We can find nothing in
the entire ceremonials of the order that to our minds could be
objected to by any person.
“ MortLEy HUGHES FLINT,
“ Thirty-third Degree, Past Grand Master
of Masons of California.
“DaNA ReEmp WELLER,
“ Thirty-second Degree, Past Grand Master
of Masons of California.
“ WM., REODES HERVEY,
“ Thirty-third Degree, Past Master and
Master of Scotiish Rite Lodge.

“ SAMUEL E. BURKE,
“ Thirty-second Degree, Past Master and
Inspector of Masonic District.”

Let it not be forgotten, my colleagues, that the committee
that framed this report and the Congressman who introduced it
in the Recorp were all Protestants and Free Masons and were
actuated in their conduct only by motives of truth and justice.

Mr, Speaker, I wish now to tell briefly of two eriminal trials
in which the bogus character of this alleged oath was conclu-
gively shown.

The first was a Philadelphia case and was legally styled
“Commonwealth of Pennsylvania against Charles Megonegal
and Clarence H. Stage.”

Megonegal and Stage were indicted for malicious libel, and
were charged with printing and causing to be printed libelous
matter—the bogus Knights of Columbus oath—thereby willfully
and maliciously exposing the Knights of Columbus as a body
and certain individually named men, members of the order, who
were complainants, to public hatred, contempt, and ridicule, to
their great damage, disgrace, scandal, and infamy.

At a preliminary hearing before the trial Megonegal stated
that he had bought copies of the bogus oath in bulk from The
Menace before starting to print it on his own account.

On Friday, January 80, 1914, Megonegal and Stage appeared
in the quarter sessions court before Hon, Robert N. Willson,
presiding judge, to answer the indictment against them. Me-
gonegal pleaded guilty and Stage nolo contendere, meaning
that the truth of the charge was not denied, the district attor-
ney having previously agreed that sentence be suspended in
consideration of these pleas.

Attorneys MacLaren and King, counsel for the defense,
joined in the request to the court for suspended sentence, plead-
ing good faith on the part of their clients, who, they said, had
received the “oath” from The Menace, of Aurora, Mo.

As evidence that their clients had been deceived, they pre-
sented to the court a copy of a letter sent to The Menace by
Mr. King, asking the paper’s aid in the defense of Megonegal
g;ld Stage, and the original of the reply received from The

enace,

The text of Mr. King's letter follows:
PHILADELPHIA, February 27, 1918
MENACE szusamo Co., Aurora, Mo.

GENTLEMEN : Mr. Peter M. MacLaren and myself are asso-
clated in the case of libel and conspiracy brought by the
Knights of Columbus against Clarence H. Stage and Charles
Megonegal, of this city.

We notice in your issue of March 1 that you are prepared to
print and distribute the complete ritual and secret work of the
Knights of Columbus, and we desire to obtain an authentic
copy of said ritual and secret work for use in the trial of our
clients, since the prosecution alleges that there is no oath taken
by ecandidates for any of the Knights of Columbus degrees,
Can you supply us with what we desire and need?

Our clients have no knowledge of the authenticity of the
Knights of Columbus oath, having received them in the first
instance from your company, and they naturally rely upon you
to aid them in their present difficulty.

An early reply will be greatly appreciated.

Yours very truly,
Leroy N. Kine.

The answer of The Menace was as follows:

AURORA, Mo., March 5, 1913,
Mr. Leroy N. King,
Philadelphia, Pa.

Dear Sik: Replying to your letter of February 27, we wish
to state that we are not in possession of the ritual and secret
work of the Knights of Columbus, but we believe we are in fair
way to get it; and the statement in a recent issue of The Menace
which led you to believe that we had it in our possession, while
somewhat of a bluff on our part, was based on the fact that
we know that it can be had. You will note that we printed
in our No. 99 the ritual and secret work of the Hibernians,
and we are positive that it is authentic. The alleged oath
which your clients in Philadelphia were arrested for distribut-
ing. was circulated in practically every State during the late
campaign, and the demand upon us for this document was
something great, and we had received copies of them from so
many sources we simply printed and handled them as we would
any other job of printing—to supply the demand—and while
we have no apologies to make for so doing, we do not have any
evidence that the oath is the one which is taken by members of
the Knights of Columbus.

We feel sure that it would be folly for you to undertake to
base your defense on the authenticity of this document.

We note that some of the officials are claiming that it is not
an oath-bound order, which, of course, is a subterfuge and un-
true. You can depend on them resorting to any method which
they can contrive to bluff away their critics, and if they are
s0 bent on vindicating themselves, why not ask that they pre-
sent in court the obligations which they do take? This would
be tlie quickest way to clear the matter up in the minds of the
people.

We are filing your letter and will be on the lookout for any-
thing which we think will aid in the defense of these men.

Trusting that this will be satisfactory, we beg to remain,

Yours sincerely,
THE MENAceE PuBLisHING Co.

In suspending sentence under the agreement, Judge Willson,
a prominent Presbyterian layman in Philadelphia, said :

“1 think that these cases have reached a very proper con-
clusion, and it is, in my judgment, quite suitable that, in ac-
cordance with the desire of all parties concerned, sentence
should be suspended in the cases.

“ @reat care ought to be taken that no injustice should be
done by written or spoken words to either individuals or in-
stitutions. It is not at all strange that the prosecutors in these
cases should not have been willing that the opprobrium which
would naturally arise if the publications complained of had
been founded in truth should be allowed to exist.

“1 am personally glad to hear from the head of the order or
society referred to what he has said in regard to the matter.

“Though not of the same faith, I realize fully and without
reluctance that the church with which that society is affiliated
accomplishes a vast deal of good. Its activities should be pro-
tected from misrepresentation.

“I may add that my personal acquaintance with Mr,
Flaherty, the head of the order in question, leads me to accept
his statement without hesitation.”

The distressing conclusion to be drawn from this trial, Mr,
Speaker and my colleagues, is that there are publications in
this country which are permitted to pass through the mails
that shamelessly admit that they lie and bluff, and unblush-
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ingly confess that they ship these printed lies: and bluffs in

job lots and carloads to the detriment of the character and to

the destruction of the good names of American cltizens:
Another case of the greatest interest in this regard was that

entitled “ State of Minnesota against A. M. Morrison and Gar-

field E. Morrison, editors and publishers of the Mankato

(Minn.) Morning Journal.”

This was an action of criminal libel brought by one H. M.
Lawless, editor of the Waterville: Sentinel, against two men—
A. M. Morrison and G. E. Morrison, father and son, editors and
publishers of the Mankato Morning Journal, of Mankato, Minn.
The' Hbel consisted, as alleged, in the charging of Lawless with:
having taken: the bogus Knights of Columbus oath.

After a long and sensational trial the jury returned a verdiet,
of guilty, which was read by the foreman, Rev. Thomas Billing,

. & Methodist minister, and the court imposed. a jail sentence of
30 days on each of the defendants, from which aw appeal was
taken.

An interesting correspondence regarding this trial between
the Reverend Mr. Billing and Mr. Fred Bierman, publisher of
the: Decorah (Iowa) Journal, was as follows:

DecorsH, Tows, August 1}, 191).
Rev, TroMAs Broriweg,
Pastor of Methodist Church, Waterville, Minn.

Dear Sir: I have noted with interest that you were a juror
in the prosecution of A. M. and G. H. Morrison, of Mankato,
for eriminal libel by R. M. Lawless, of the Waterville Sentinel.

The reports are that the jury unanimously voted for the con-
viction of A. M. and G. E. Morrison. May I not ask you to
write: me a line or two, stating whether or not this report is a
fact? And also give me any bit of information that may be
of interest in the case.

This anti-Catholic agitation, in my judgment, is very dis-
creditable to all the Protestant Churches that do not seek in
the spirit of Christian charity to quiet it. Furthermore, it is
a menace to the best conduct of political affairs and breeds a
very regrettable bitterness and suspicion among people who
otherwise would be friends.

If you have no objection, I should thank you very much for
the privilege of publishing, your reply in the Journal..

Sincerely yours,,
Frep BIERMAN,

The answer:
WATERVILLE, Minx., August 15, 191}
Mr. Frep BierMAN, Decorah, Iowa,

Dear Sir: Yours of the 14thi received. And while I do not
care for publicity, must admit that either by the irony of fate
or by the hand of Providence I found myself upon the jury
empaneled to find a verdict in the E. M., Lawless criminal
libel case against A. M. and G, H. Morrison, of the Mankato
Journal. I did not know until I reached the court room of the
case. Had I known what awaited me that day I would pruob-
ably have been absent when the sheriff came three-quarters of
an bour before the trial te summon me. But when summoned,
did npot inquire how or learn for what purpose, However,
never having run away frem that looked like duty,
and not being challenged by either party, I stood my ground,
and notwithstanding much adverse local criticism, am glad to
have had the privilege of helping to nail down: so ngly and dia-
bolical a lie as the pseudo oath so widely published and at-
tributed to Ed Lawless was proven to be.

Furthermore, my district superintendent and ether of my
ministerial brethren: (all of whom I have hitherto met) have
expressed themselves as being perfectly at one with me.

The case was very simple.

L The publication of the so-called oath in the defendant’s
paper was proven.

2. Its diabolical character was proven,

8. Its. cirenlation in Waterville was proven by Rev. H. P.
Chapman, pastor of the Congregational Church of that city.

4, Its utter and complete falsity was proven by two wit-
nesses of the highest standing in the order, viz, Doctor Buck-
ley, of St. Paul, by whom or in whose presence the fourth de-
gree was conferred on complainant Lawless, and also by Wil-
liam' J. McGinley, of New York, supreme secretary of the
order and custedian: of all the written and oral work,

The first ballot stood 9 to 3 for conviction. The second
ballot stood 10 to 2 for conviction, and the third was onauni-
mous for conviction. The verdict was followed by a sentence of
30 days fer each of the defendants in the county jail, The
case, however, is appealed to the district court in September.

The case was the result of an anti-Catholic spirit (which has
had other deplorable results), stirred up by the advent of

Amnie Lowry, the pseudo nun, whose trail across the State is
quite visible and certainly not enviable. Such things exhibit
the strange anomaly of a religion of love producing the keenest
haters and a gospel of peace engendering strife and animosities
more bitter than the disputes and rivalries of the most profane.
Yours for the peace of Zion,
(Rev.) THOMAS BILLING,
Foreman of Jury.
Thanks for letter:
DecoraH, Towa, August 17, 191},
Rev, THoMmAS BILLING,
Waterville, Minn,

My DeAr Sm: I thank you very much for your letter of
August 15 and for the promptness of your reply,

I want to compliment you on the position you take in the
matter and to say that, in my opinion, if the Protestant clergy-
men in general took this position they would be held in higher

-esteem by the general public.

If I can do you a favor at some future date; I hope that you
.will not hesitate to call upon me.

. Sincerely yours, FrEp BrErman,

And lastly, Mr. Speaker, not only have Protestant committees
‘and the courts of the country branded the alleged “oath” as a
‘lie but an election ecommittee of this House, after careful ex-
amination of the subject, has done the same.

In the ConeresstoNAL Recomp of February 15, 1918, pages
'8215 et seq., appears a report of the Committee on Elections
No. 1 of this House, in the contested-election case of Eugene (.
‘Bonniwell against Thomas 8. Butler, The contestant alleged
'that the circulation of the “oath”™ against him was libelous
‘and had influenced the election to his disadvantage.
©  After reciting the “oath,” which is too indecent to be quoted
here; the committee in its report said:

“This committee -can' not condemn too strongly the publica-
tion of the false and libelous article referred to in the paper
‘of Mr. Bonniwell, and which was the spurious Knights of Co-
Iumbus oath, a copy of which is appended to the paper. It
also candemns the publication of editorials to excite religious
‘prejudice in a political campaign. No man should be perse-
cuted for his religion, whether he be Catholic or Protestant,”

Notwithstanding the indisputable proofs of the falsity of this
alleged “oath” by Protestant committees, by the courts, and
by the Congress, anti-Catholic publications and the Ku-Klux
Klan still continue to poison the public mind with this in-
famous lie and libel,

The latest form of persecution directed by fanatics against
the Knights of Columbus is to accuse them of misappropria-
tion of war funds intrusted to them for the benefit of Ameri-
can soldiers of the Great War. Recently I received at my of-
fice in Washington from one Jay W, Forrest, alleged supreme
grand master of the so-called Sons and Daughters of Washing-
ton, Albany, N. Y., a card which read, in part, as follows:

“Tg the Congress of the United States:

“We demand that the Knights of Columbus, a secret Roman
Catholie organization, be investigated by a committee to ascer-
tain what they have dene with the millions of dollars raised
by the American people for the benefit of the American sol-
diers, turned over to them by the invisible hand in Washington
the latter part of 1918.”

Then following this on the card are statements, allegations,
and insinuations that are doubtless as baseless as those con-
cerning: the bogus Knights of Columbus oath.
~ I have in front of me, my colleagues, the printed “Report
of the Supreme Board of Directors, Knights of Columbus Edu-
cational and Welfare Work,” for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1922. This report is certified as correct by Mr. Emanuel
Engel, a member of the New York bar and a certified public
accountant, with offices in the Woolworth Building, New York
Oity.

Mr, Engel is a non-Cathelic, and there is no reason whatever
to believe that he has certified a false aceount. On the con-
trary, there is every reason to believe that the aceount is abso-
lutely correct. The receipts and disbursements, the assets, lia-
bilities, and reserves are given systematically and in great de-
tail, in such detail and at such length that I do not deem it ex-
pedient to insert them in the Recorn. I will gladly submit the
printed report to any Member of the House who wishes to
examine it. It was evidently issued by the Knights of Columbus
for the inspection and examination of the general public,

I will merely state that the aceount shows that the Knights
of Columbus receivéd from the two sources, (1) Knights of
Columbus' drive & 1otal of $15,280,508.76, and (2) from the
united war-work campaign a total of $26,862 502,69, making a
grand total of $42,008,006.45.
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When the disbursements are subtracted from the receipts,
the amount shows a balance of $7,879,104.11, and the printed
statement concludes with this paragraph:

DISFOSITION OF BALANCE UNENCUMBERED.
Balance unencumbered as of July 1, 1922_______ $7, 116, 870, 51

Estimated budget for fiscal year
beginning July 1, 1922_________
Estimated requirements for con-
tinuation and extension of ae-
tivities for five years beyond
June 30, 1923, for hospital serv-
ice, correspondence courses, gen-
eral administration, sundry re-
guirements (chaplains, insur-
5, 022, 000. 00

$2, 004, 370, 51

ance, ete.), and contingencies_.
7,116, 370. 51

It affords me great pleasure, Mr. Speaker, to call atten-
tion to this accounting, which is doubtless correct to a cent.
It affords we pleasure also to testify personally to the mag-
nificent work of the Knights of Columbus during the Great War
in France, Belgium, and Germany. I was myself a member of
the faculty of lecturers of the American Expeditionary Forces
University at Beaune, France. I had occasion and opportunity
to study the fine work of all the great religious and charitable
American organizations. Many times have I stood and watched
agents of the Knights of Columbus, standing in front of their
booths, huts, or tents inviting soldiers to come in for refresh-
ments, and never once did I hear even a suggestion of religion
or denominational adherence. The doughboys were given sand-
wiches, chocolates, or drinks, and were then sent away with a
blessing and a Godspeed, without question or comment con-
cerning any religious or denominational profession. And the
very last thing that I remember when our train pulled into
Brest from Paris loaded with American soldiers homeward
bound was the presence of Knights of Columbus men, together
with representatives of other welfare organizations, shouting
welcome to the happy doughboys and showering them with
sandwiches, chocolates, and candies.

I remember, too, that there was no mention of religion there,
Such a thing would have been despicable and mean, for every
train from Paris brought Protestants, Catholics, and Jews,
indiseriminately mingled; great, strong-limbed, ruddy-faced
youths in khaki, with brows crowned with laurels of victory
fresh from the battle fields of France where they had covered
themselves and their country with glory at Chateau-Thierry
and in the Argonne Forest. And when I think of those splendid
days of national exultation, of magnanimous and generous self-
forgetfulness, of distinctions in politics and religion buried in
supreme patriotic enthuslasm and emotion, and then am com-
pelled to consider and contemplate the meanness and degen-
eracy of the race prejudice and religious bigotry of this
day and time, I am alternately angered and made sick at
heart,

Mr. Speaker, I am neither Catholic nor Jew. I am a Preshy-
terian Protestant, and I hold the tenets of my faith as dearly
as does any man. But I despise racial intolerance and re-
ligious bigotry, and I hate persecution as I do the spirit of the
devil and all his ways. I believe that the best hope of this
Republic lies in the maintenance forever of the groundwork of
religions freedom upon which the fathers founded it. When
that foundation ecrumbles I believe that the Republic will crum-
ble with it.

Civil liberty was not born in Ameriea. It was born in Catho-
lic England, at Runnymede, in 1215, more than 800 years be-
fore Protestantism appeared upon the earth, when Catholie
barons wrung from King John the famous Magna Charta, the
foundation of all Anglican and American civil freedom.

America’s distinct and priceless contribution to the political
civilization of the earth was in the gift of religious freedom
to mankind; in other words, in the framing of a government
that separated church and state forever, and made individual
Jjudgment and conscience the test of man’s rights of faith and
worship in matters of religion.

Excepting a few years in the reign of Constantine, beginning
in the year 313 of our era and ending with the death of that
monarch, there was no religious freedom upon the earth until
the adoption of the American Constitution and the founding of
the American Republic, That is, there was no separation of
church and state and no legal religious freedom.

The founders of the Republic who gathered at Philadelphia
in 1787 had the history of mankind before them for inspiration
and instruction. They were deeply familiar with all the bloody
religious wars that had cursed the human race. They knew

that Protestants and Catholics had been equally guilty of
religious persecution and oppression. They also knew that
both Catholics and Protestants had fought the battles of the
Revolution successfully side by side, had suffered together at
Valley Forge, had both upheld the arms of Washington at every
turn, and together had triumphed gloriously at Yorktown.

These reflections impressed the framers of the Constitution
with a holy magnanimity, imbued them with a divine gener-
osity; and blending their patriotic counsels, they said: In
building our Constitution, the great instrument of our new
Government, we will forget the horrors and barbarities, the
cruelties and atrocities of the religious persecutions of the
past. We will forget the burning of Savanorola by Catholics
and of Servetus by Protestants. We will forget both the Cath-
olic Spanish inquisition and the Protestant English Court of
High Commission. We will only remember that almost simul-
taneously Roger Williams, a Protestant, in the forests of Rhode
Island, and Lord Baltimore, a Catholic, in the wilderness of
Maryland, proclaimed religious liberty to the world, based upon
the sublime declaration of the Nazarene, the divine author of
their common faith, when he said: Render therefore unto
Ceesar the things which are Cemsar’s, and unto God the things
that are God's.

Washington, the immortal first President of the Republic, ex-
pressing his own views as well as indicating the sentiments of
his compatriots of the great convention, once said.

“If I could have entertained the slightest apprehension that
the Constitution framed in the convention, where I had the
honor to preside, might endanger the religious rights of any
ecclesiastical society certainly I would 1ever have placed my
signature to it, and if I could now conceive that the General
Government might be so administered as to render the liberty
of conscience insecure I beg you will be persuaded that no one
would be more zealous to establish effectual barriers against
the horrors of spiritual tyranny and every species of religious
persecution.”

Thomas Jefferson, expressing the same patriotic sentiments
in condensed form, once wrote:

“T have sworn upon the altar of God eternal hostility against
every form of tyranny over the mind of man.”

In the same tone and tenor James Madison wrote:

“ Religion, or the duty which we owe to our Creator, and the
manner of discharging it, can be directed only by reason and
conviction, and not by force or violence, The religion, then, of
every man must be left to the conviction and consclence of
every man to exercise it as these may indicate. This right is
in itself an inalienable right.”

Line upon line and precept upon precept this cumulative
creed of religious freedom has come down to us from the lips
and lives of all our statesmen, heroes, and patriuts, and has
marked every step of our progress toward a marvelous and
magnificent destiny.

But, Mr. Speaker, all this js to be now reversed if the Ku-
Klux Klan can have its way. Protestants are to be secure, but
Catholics and Jews insecure, in their rights of religious free-
dom. We are to return to those days of bigotry and persecu-
tion that the fathers in their wisdom believed they had blotted
forever from the minds and memories of men. God forbid!

Roman Catholics, I respectfully submit, Mr, Speaker and my
colleagues, are entitled to complete religious freedom as a
matter of *inalienable right,” in the language of Madison,
But aside from this inalienable right, of which no human
agency can legally rob them, Catholics have earned this con-
stitutional right as statesmen in the councils, generals in the
tents, and soldiers in the ranks of freedom.

Time does not permit and the occasion does not demand a
calling of the roster of Catholic great names in the annals of
the Republic. Nevertheless, Catholic deeds and achievements
enrich the pages of all our history.

Charles Carroll of Carrollton, the Irish Revolutionary pa-
triot, was a signer of the Declaration of Independence and a
bosom friend of Washington.

“ Sauey Jack Barry, father of the American Navy,” whose
monument adorns one of the parks of the Capital, was, like
many of the seamen under him, an Irishman and a Catholic.

Gen, Stephen Moylan, appointed by Washington, was a
Catholic and the first quartermaster of the Revolutionary Army,

It is a well-known fact that the Friendly Sons of St. Patrick
met the revolutionary bankrupt Government's appeal for finan-
cial aid with a subscription of over a half million dollars.
Thomas Fitzsimmons, a Catholic merchant of Philadelphia,
made an individual subsecription of $25,000, a vast sum at that
time,

Our later military history has been adorned by the illustrious
names of Meagher, Ewing, Sheridan, and Rosecrans,
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The Supreme Court of the Nation has been ably presided
over by two great Catholic jurists, Taney and White, Chief
Justices.

The Senate of the United States has been adorned by the
brilliant statesmanship of many Catholic Senators, notable
among them being General Shields, whose statue stands in
Statuary Hall, who was the hero of two wars—the Mexican
and the Civil—and that had the peculiar distinction of belng a
United States Senator from three -States—Illinois, Minnesota,
and Missouri.

Every grammar-grade pupil in the public schools knows the
history of Catholic activity and achievement in the discovery,
exploration, and settlement of America. The first names taught
him are those of Columbus, Americus Vespuceins, De Soto,
Balboa, Cortez, Champlain, Joliet, Marquette, Cartier, La Salle,
and Iberville, all Catholic heroes and explorers. He no sooner
learns of the discovery and settlement of America than his
teacher tells him of the great aid of Catholic France and
Catholic Poland In the establishment of the independence of
his country. He is thrilled with the mere mention of the
names of Lafayette, Rochambeau, Fleury, Count de Gras, Pu-
laski, De Kalb, and Kosciusko, all Catholic comrades of Wash-
ington and champions of American independence.

1f the grand goblins and king kleagles of the Ku-Klux Klan
could gather in Lafayette Square in front of the White House
in Washington and be reminded that of the four heroic figures
in bronze and marble that adorn the four corners of this square,
three of them—those of Lafayette, Rochambean, and Kos-
ciusko—are statues of Catholic heroes, they might be slightly
mollified in their hatred of Catholicism. They might even be in-
clined to allow a few Catholics to remain in the country undis-
turbed in the enjoyment of the civil and religions liberty that
these men with their swords helped to establish.

The names of Lafayette and Rochambeau, Mr. Speaker, Te-
mind us that brave and brilliant and beautiful Catholic France
has more than once in a supreme crisis of human history stood
in the breach for liberty and civilization.

They were Catholic knights under Karl Martel at the nine-
day battle of Tours that stopped the advance of Mahomet's
empire, that preserved western Christian civilization, and that
gave to Europe Bibles instead of korans and cathedrals instead
of mosques. They were Catholic youths at Verdun who, with
faces lit by the eternal Gallic smile and with hearts beating
wildly to the trumpet calls of La Marselllaise, went, like bride-
grooms to a marriage feast, to death and dust for liberty,
humanity, and eivilization.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make vigorous and earnest
protest against the anti-Catholic propaganda in many sections
of the country that is becoming a menace to the peace of the
Nation, that is furnishing a solemn mockery of our boasted re-
ligious freedom, and that would destroy the corner stone of the
TRepublic if allowed to become effective. As a Presbyterian who
believes that there can be no religious freedom for the Protes-
tant unless there is equal religious freedom for the Jew and
Catholie, T protest against the widespread anti-Catholic agita-
tion in America.

It is not possible, my colleagues, that the nature and char-
acter of this propaganda are unknown to you. The purposes
are seriously and solemnly proposed and proclaimed by certain
anti-Catholic organizations and anti-Catholic newspapers to re-
strict the political rights of Catholics in America by denying
them, as far as possible, the privilege of holding public offices
under the Government. Could any proposal be more undemo-
cratic and un-American? Could a more dastardly project be
suggested to undermine the spirit of the Comstitution and to
destroy religious freedom in our country? And do you know
that these agitators advocate this religious discrimination in
spite of the fact that Article VI of the Constitution provides
that—

““ No religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to
any office or public trust under the United States.”

And in spite of the fact that article 1 of the Bill of Rights
provides that—

“ Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of
religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”

Do you know that they strangely contend that such a dis-
crimination is needed to preserve free institutions and as a
means of perpetuating public liberty? Have you stopped to
consider that they seriously contend that Catholicism and des-
potism are identical and interchangeable and that Catholic
domination would be the destruction of free institutions in the
United States? These anti-Catholic propagandists tell us that
if Catholies reach a numerical majority in the country and get
control of the machinery of government, the Pope, instead of
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the President, the Congress, and the courts, will rule us. They
boldly assert that we are even now threatened with Catholie
domination, and they point with alarm to numerous offices held
by Catholics under the State and Federal Governments, as if
Catholics were not constitutionally entitled to hold offices if
the people see fit to elect them.

In their fear and trembling that Catholics will seize the Gov-
ernment and overturn the Republie, they do not seem to under-
stand that Catholics do not now hold and that they have never
held public office in America, except in a few large cities, in
proportion to their percentage of the general population. There
are approximately 106,000,000 Catholics in the United States,
about 17 per cent of the whole people. But, except in a few
cities, like Boston, New York, and Chicago, they do not hold
public positions in proportion to their numbers.

On a proportional basis Catholics would be entitled to about
76 Members of this House. They have only about 30. They
would be entitled to 17 Members of the United States Senate.
I understand that they have only five. And what is true of
Congress is true of nearly every other branch of both the State
and Federal Governments of this Union. How we are seriously
threatened with Catholic domination, then, it is impossible for
me to comprehend.

The silly and preposterous charge that Catholicism is hostile
to free institutions and identical with a union of church and
state is made in the very face of comparatively recent radical
democratic developments in the histories of two of the inost
powerful Catholic countries in the world, of Italy and France,
where the separation of church and state is as positive and
pronounced as in our own country.

What support for their arguments, may I ask, do these anti-
Catholic agitators derive from the outcome of the Garibaldian
revolution, from the separation of church and state in Italy,
and from the imprisonment of the Pope in the Vatican by
Italian Catholics themselves? What support have they in the
separation of church and state in France, the beautiful and
brilliant among the nations, whose chivalric sympathies sent
Lafayette and Rochambean as ambassadors of freedom to our
shores, whose school children presented to our Republic the
Liberty Goddess in the harbor of New York, and whose * Lib-
erty, Equality, and Fraternity ” of her famous revolution has
reverberated like a splendid anthem around the earth for more
than a hundred years?

What have these anti-Catholic propagandists, who charge
that Catholicism is a menace to free institutions, to say when
they are told that nearly every Republic on this earth, more
than 20 in number, excepting the pagan Republic of China and
the United States, is overwhelmingly Catholic in population?
Far from being antagonistic to free institutions, is there not a
strong suggestion in this fact that Catholicism and republican
government are identical? TIs there not a further suggestion
of republican heredity when we consider that nearly all the
Catholic races of modern times are direct descendants of the
people of the ancient Roman Republic?

Are the anti-Catholic agitators, we may ask, ready to declare
that Catholies of other Republics are advocates of freedom and
are friendly to free institutions, while the Catholics of the
United States are hostile and unfriendly? Would not such a
charge be a gratuitous insult to the patriotism and an nun-
grounded slander upon the heroic econduct of American Catho-
lies in every crisis of our history? Is it not a matter of com-
mon knowledge that Irishmen, chiefly Catholics, have always
been foremost as defenders of American liberty? Has there
ever convened a single Congress of this Republic in which
Irish Catholic Members were not present and ready to defend
American constitutional freedom if occasion arose and neces-
gity required defense? Has there been a single battle field of
this Republic npon which their blood has not richly flowed in
defense of liberty and of the Union? Then why this unfounded
calumny, these ungenerous insinuations, these ecruel attacks
upon their religion and their patriotism?

Let me remind my colleagues, in closing, of their exalted
character and of the sacred and solemn obligations resting upon
them as national representatives of the foremost Republic of
the earth. If ungenerous and un-American impulses and fierce
and unbridled passions must kindle the fires and stir the hatreds
of religious bigotry among the people at large, let us here, at
least, in the sacred confines of this Hall, preserve a dignified
and patriotic equanimity, a statesmanlike composure, and a
courageous attitude as the legislative guardians of ecivil and re-
ligious freedom on this continent. Let us above all things not
forget that this Republic was not designed by the Revolution-
ary fathers to be Protestant, Catholie, or Jewish, but was in-
tended as a perpetual asylum of religious freedom, where Prot-
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estant, Oatholic, and Jew might each worship Almighty God
after the dictates of hisg own conscience and in his own way.

The founders of the Republic designed the Constitation to be
perpetual, the generations that followed proclaimed if an im-
mortal document, and ‘it is our sacred and solemn' duty to help
fo transmit it untarnished and undiminished' in beauty and in
strength’ to all the generations that come aftér' us. Any as-
sault upon it should be accounted an accursed act. He who
would despoil it should be execrated as we would loathe the
profaner of a temple or the desecrator of a shrine,

There i8 positively no place for race prejudice or religious
bigotry beneath our flag. In vain did Washington, marching
in Liberty's vangunard, “lead freedom's eaglets to their feast";
in vain the proclamation of the Declaration of Independence
and the adoption of the Constitution at Philadelphia more than
a hundred years ago; in vain the bonfires and orations of the
Nation’s natal day, if our boasted liberties are to exist in theory
but not in practice, in fancy but not in fact. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend 'my remarks in the Recorp.

Mr; JOHNSON of Washington. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, what is the subject, in detail?

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. I desire to extend my re-
murks along the lines of what the President has said on this
particular subject.

Mr. Speaker, I remew my request to extend my remarks in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York renews his
request to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the
genftleman from Texas [Mr. Suanees]. :

Mr., SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, I hope that the. Members of this House appreciate the
importance of this judgeship bill. By one act of Congress we
are increasing the number of Federal judges of this country by
24. I dare say that never in the legislative history of this coun-
try, with perhaps one exception, has a similar addition been
made fo the Federal judiciary at one time. I believe every
Member of this House, regardless of which side le may sit
upon, will agree with me that one of the highest duties which
this Congress owes to the country is to see to it that neither
the Tact nor the suspicion shall rest against the Federal judi-
clary that political considerations have entered into the crea-
tion of the positions or the clothing of ‘an individual with judi-
cial authority. Is not that a sound proposition? If it is not,
then I do not understand the duty and responsibility which
rests upon Members of the American Congress.

I call your attentfon especially, gentlémen, to one particular
judgeship in this bill, and incidentally I shall refer to some
others ; and upon facts which can not be controverted, I respect-
fully challenge the right of a Member of the American Con-
gress to vote for this sort of legislation.

Gentlemen upon the left-hand side of this Chamber have the
responsibility with regard to legislation now. You have pro-
claimed 'to the country that this is an administration of econ-
omy. Those were words, and words only; by your deeds you
ghall be judged. But, gentlemen, there is something far more
important involved in a bill touching the Federal judiciary than
the mere matter of dollars and cents. The man who wears the
robe of a Federal judge tries the citizens of this country for
their lives and their liberties and adjudicates property rights.
The citizenship of this country have no power, directly or indi-
rectly, broadly speaking, to choose their Federal trial judges.
Now, let us see. I am referring now to the new jndge for the
State of New Mexico, The record shows that the judge now pro-
vided for the State of New Mexico—the jundge already there dur-
ing the fiscal year covered by the last report of the Attorney Gen-
eral—tried only 44 cases, criminal and civil together—44 cases
only—and yet this administration is putfing in a new judge
there, Why? Politics! The rankest sort of polities! I hate
to say that, but it'is a palpable fact,

Now, gentlemen on the Republican side of the House, T am
not claiming any superior merits for the party of which I am
a member. I am speaking to you now because you have the
responsibility. We must not be Democrats and Republicans
when we face a question of this sort.

I tell you that in a time like this, when there are grave ques-
tionings in the hearts of many of the people of this country
with regard to the integrity of their officials, the honesty of
governmental administration generally, we can not afford to
have the suspicion rest agninst the judge or against the position
which ke holds that his job was created for the sake of poli-
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tics; because, gentlemen, if the facts justify the suspicion that
the job has been created for political considerations, you can
not make the people believe that political consideration stopped
short of filling the position. That is why you create the posi-
tion—to put the man' in it. When yon go before the tax-
burdened people this fall with these unnecessary judgeships,
you may be able to help some individual Members of Congress
who have gotten these judgeships for their respective districts
and for their States, but you must face the people of the coun-
try as a whole, who are required to pay the taxes for their
maintenance, and you must face the people of the country as a
whole, whom, I 'believe; do not favor and have virtue enough
to resent “playing politics” with Federal judgeships, The
people of this country are not going to indorse a policy on the
part of this administration to make secure the reelection of its
adberents by such a price as this.

This New Mexico judgeship which is provided in this bill
is not the only judgeship which is provided where no judge
is needed. In my opposition to this bill when it was before
the House originally I called your attention to a number of
others, but this New Mexico judgeship is the rawest deal of
them all. It illustrates the lengths to which you are appar-
ently willing to go; it demonstrates the lengths to which you
are going in " playing politics ” with Federal judgeships. It
is not fair to you; it is not fair to the country; it is violative
of one of the highest duties which you owe to have regard for
the sanctity of these judicial positions and to keep them free
from the fact and free from the suspicion of political jockeying,
No Member of Congress, in the House or in the Senate, has a
right to ask the Congress to lay the hand of politics—cheap,
palpable, jockeying politics—upon the Federal judiciary in order
to make sure his reelection. I believe in party loyalty within
proper limitations, but there are duties which men owe which
are higher than the duties which they owe to their party, I
challenge any man on this floor to defend this judgeship, the
honorable chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. VOLSTEAD]
included. I want to say to his credit that he opposed the cre-
ation of this position. The only criticism that I have with him
is that he ever consented to it. Forty-four cases tried in one
year and we create a new judge for the district. Think of it,
gentlemen; we had already added a new judge to each of the
districts of California, a new judge to Arizona, one for the
eastern district of Oklahoma, one for the northern district of
Texas, and one for the district of Montana, absolutely sur-
rounding the district of New Mexico with new judges and most
considerably oversupplying that western territory. And now
you are sending an. additional judge to New Mexico! What
for? Let us behonest about if. Is he needed in that district?
No. . Nobody can seriously contend that; I assume nobody here
will contend that he is needed there. Is he needed in any of
the territory: frem the Pacific Ocean straight through to the
Atlantic, in .any of the Western or Southern States? Nobody
can contend that he will be needed there. He can not be used
anywhere without transporting him across the continent at
Federal expense for transportation and $10 per day additional
for each day that he is out of his district. Then why is this
new. judge provided for New Mexico, for a district where he is
not needed and in a terrifory where he can not be used?
Simply, gentlemen, to help out the New Mexico delegation in
Congress, or some member of that delegation, you are asked to
contribute as a matter of politics this Federal judgeship with
its added burden upon a tax-burdened people. I say with all
respect, gentlemen, it is a. disgrace to the American Congress.
You can not defend. it and you can not afford to do it

Mr. YATRS. This judgeship for New Mexico came from the
Senate. did it not?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes: it was put on by the Senate,

Mr, BUTLER. The gentleman knows that the House con-
ferees objected to it

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. I objected to it.

Mr. BUTLER. Was the gentleman one of the conferees?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes; and I never signed the con-
ference report and never will.

Mr, BUTLER. I know the gentleman very well, and I know
he: will not stultify himself by doing what he does not want
to do, What I want to know is, how this judgeship got in. I
want to know the reason of it.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. I wish I could tell you how it

in,

Mr. BUTLER. I'voted for the bill originally, thinking thers
was occasion for some of these additional judges, and I think
my friend did.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; I voted against the bill then.
I have always conceded that there is need for some additional
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judges, but we must not permit that need to be taken advantage
of, and this bill turned inte a pork-barrel affair.

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not a case of gimply having to take this
judgeship or have no bill at all?

Mr., SUMNERS of Texad. I think not. But I take the posi-
tion, and regard it as fundamental, that in the creation of Fed-
eral judgeship positions, it can not be compromised or sacri-
ficed for any other consideration on earth, that it must be so—
that every man that wears the robe of a Federal judge shall
not have attached to him or his office the suspicion that he
was given the job as a matter of political consideration at all.
I think that is fundamental. How can you if you make the
American people belleve that the job has been created for the
sake of politics—how in the name of common sense are you
going to make them believe in the integrity of the man that
will take a job of $7,500 from the taxpayers, the people of this
country, hard up as the people are, put that money in his
pocket, loaf around, and make them believe that he is the
right sort of man to try the issues of life, property, and liberty
in this country? If you will defeat the conference report we
will get the judgeship bill back this session of Congress, and
one that will not stultify a man when he votes for it. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words
in answer. I am very glad of one thing, It has been gener-
ally charged in the newspapers that this bill was a pork
barrel bill that provided for a great many unnecessary judges.
When the bill is here for final passage the gentleman from
Texas has only been able to stress one instance where he thinks
there is anything wrong.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas, I voted against the bill originally
in the House. I cited the instance of New Mexico as illustrat-
ing what I believe is the general character of the bill fouching
not only New Mexico but a number of other judgeships.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. An examination was made by a commis-
sion selected by the Attorney General, composed of three judges
and two district attorneys, for the purpose of determining
how many judges were needed. They concluded that 30 new
Jjudges were needed if we should clean up and take care of the
business as it is coming in.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Yes,

Mr, CHINDBLOM. Were these 80 judges who were recom-
mended to be rotated?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. They recommended that 18 should be
rotated, and that we put in other judges so as to make up the
number of 30, ;

Mr. CHINDBLOM. And did that recommendation contain
a judge for New Mexico?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It did not; the House conferees were not
in favor of a judge for New Mexico. But this bill provides for
a conference of the senior circuit judges of each circuit, to be
called here at Washington annually, for the purpose of deter-
mining where judges are needed. If judges have not sufficient
work in their own districts, they will be assigned to a place
where they can work.

Mr. BUTLER. That would include any district, any of the
northern districts?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It would.

Mr. BUTLER. Then this judge of New Mexico could be sent
to Maine?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes; and he will be sent where he is
needed. That was one of the chief arguments used by the Sen-
ate conferees to convince the House conferees that the amend-
ment for this judge ought to be accepted, It seems clear to me
that all of these judges are needed, and that it is only a ques-
tion of where they ought to be located. It perhaps is unfor-
tunate that one of these judges should be located in New
Mexico, as he might have been located where it would have
been more convenient. But there is nothing in the contention
that because this man is appointed from New Mexico he will
have nothing to do, because we provide in this bill that these
judges shall be assigned for work elsewhere when it is neces-
sary to keep the work current everywhere, and there is no
question but that there is a great deal more work to do than
the judges can clean up in the next dozen years to come. In
all probability there will be more business than all of these
judges can care for as the business of the country increases.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. 1Is the gentleman from Minnesofa per-
sonally convinced that there is enough work for all these judges
to do if properly assigned?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. There is no doubt about it; there will be
more business for the Federal courts to do for years to come
regardless of the fact that we have these 24 new judges.

Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes,

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Would the gentleman object to stat-
ing his judgment as to why they located the judge In New
Mexico?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I do not think that is material one way
or the other. The Senate insisted on having the man appointed
from New Mexico, it voted for it, and their conferees insisted
that we ought to allow it.

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Yes,

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman state to the House what
the expenses in the way of per diem and subsistence are
allowed for a district judge when he is holding court in a
place other than where he resides?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Not exceeding $10 a day for malntenance,
besides mileage.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman spoke of the judge who is
not needed in New Mexico being sent to Maine. If that should
occur incidentally and he was sent to Maine, we would allow
him §10 a day and mileage from New Mexico to Maine, because
he is holding court in a place other than his residence.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I do not think I mentioned Maine or send-
ing the New Mexico judge to Maine.

Slr. BUTLER. I mentioned Maine myself to make a rather
extravagant supposition,

Mr. BLANTON. I know the State of Maine was mentioned,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The State of Maine is on everybody's
lips to-day.

Mr. BLANTON. It is to-day.

Mr. BUTLER. And will be to-morrow. Let me ask the gen-
tleman the objection is not to the number of judges that are
created by this bill but it is the error or misfortune in the
location?

Mr., VOLSTEAD. Even if we agree that it is an unfortunate
thing to locate one of these judges in a place where we believe
he ought not to be appointed there is no reason for finding
serious faunlt with a bill of this kind, We can not expect to
get all the things we may want; compromise is necessary; we
have to be reasonable. So long as we do not provide unneces-
sary judges, it does not seem to me that we should oppose the
bill or take serious exceptions. We have done the best we
could, and the bill on the whole is a very good one, I move
the previous question on the conference report.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
will withhold his motion, I desire to ask unanimous consent to
revige and extend my remarks.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I withhold my motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dowerr)., The gentleman
from Texas asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his
remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. The gentleman from Minnesota moves the previous
question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the
adoption of the conference report.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the
yeas and nays.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I ask for a division, and I
make the point that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
demands the yeas and nays. Forty-six Members have arisen, g
sufficient number, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 139, nays 78,
not voting 210, as follows:

YBAS—139.
Ackerman Clague Goodykoontz Kelig;i Pa.
Andrew, Mass. Clarke, N.Y. Gorman Eendall
Andrews, Nebr. Clouse Graham, I11, King
Anthony Colton Green, Iowa Kissel
Appleby Coughlin Greene, Mass, Kline, Pa.
Atkeson £0 Greene, Vi, Knutgon
Barbour Crowther Hadley Kraus
Benham Curry Hardy, Colo. Lawrence
Bird Dale Haugen Lehlbach
Bixler Darrow Hawley MeCormick
Blakeney Davis, Minn, Hayden McFadden
Boles Denison Hays McKenzie
Bond Drane Hickey McLaughlin, Nebr.
Bowers Dyer Hicks Madden
Brennan Echols Himes Magee
Brown, Tenn. Elliott Hogan Merritt
Burtness Ellis Hudspeth Millspaugh
Butler Fairchild Hukriede Mondell
Cable Faust Husted Moore, 111
Campbell, Kans. Fish Hutehinson Moore, Ohlo
Campbell, Pa. Fitzgerald Ireland Morgan
Cannon Fordney Jefferis, Nebr, Murphy
Chalmers Foster Johnson, Wash. Newton, Minn.
Chandler, N. ¥ French Jones, Pa. Newton, Mo,
Chindblom Fuller Kearns Norton
Christopherson Glynn Keller Ogden
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Osborne
Parker, N. J
Pattemn. Mo.

Almon
Aswell
Bankhead
Beck
Black
Bland, Va.
Blanton
Bowling
Box

Bucﬂnnnn
Bulwinkle
Burke

Carew
Collins
Cooper, Wis.
Cullen
Davis, Tenn.
Dowell
Driver

Anderson
Ansorge
Arentz
charach
darkley

Beedy
Bpfg
Bland, Ind.
Brand

Britten
Brooks. I11.
Brooks, Pa,

Connally, Tex.
Connell
Connolly, Pa.
o er, Ohio
pley

Cramton
Cris
Tallinger
Deal
Dempsey
Dickinson
Dominlck
Doughton
Drewry
Dunbar
Dunn
Dupré
Edmonds
Fenn
Yess
Fields
Fisher
Focht

, r

S0 the eonference report was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On

Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.

the vote:

Free (for) with Mr. Martin (against).
Knight' (for) with!Mr, Wilson (against).
Burton (for) with Mr, Oldfield (against).
Thompson (for) with Mr. Tague (against).
Patterson of New Jersey (for) with Mr, Garrett -of

Tennessee (against).

Myr. Kahn (for) with Mr, Oantrill (against).

General pairs: 1
Mr.'Cooper of Ohio with'Mr. Ward of North Carolina.
Miss Robertson with Mr. Logan,
Mr, Fess with Mr. O'Brien.
Mr. Gernerd with Mr. Lee of Georgia.
Mr. Mann with Mr. Stoll.
Mr. Lace with Mr, Mead.
Mr. Edmonds with Mr, Barkley.

Mr.:Brooks of Pennsylvania with Mr. Fields.

Mr. Langley with Mr;Clark of Florida,
Mr. Henry with Mr. Upshaw,

JRy=an "Westal
Scott, Tenn, Swank Volstead
Shaw Bwing ‘Watson
‘Rhreve Taylor, Tenn, “Wheeler
‘Binnott ‘I‘i}Lm Williams,
Smith, Idaho Timberlake Wyant
g::’léhwlck .%om{tler -‘{lus
3 er Treadway “XYouug
“Sproul ‘Vaile

'NAYS-T8,
Evans Lanham 'Rieketts
Fairfield JLankford ‘Robsion
Favrot Lazaro ' Rose

Gahn Lea, Calif, Sanders, Tex.

‘Garner ‘Leatherwood Sandlin

- Garrett, Tex, ' London ‘Binelair
‘Hardy, Tex. lmrey Smamll
Harrison MeClin
Hill "Mcl.euﬁdnn S Mich. Btephm
Hoch Summers, Tex.
Huddleston Moore, Va. Taylor, Colo.
Jacoway Moores, Ind, Thomas
‘Feffers, Ala. Oliver Tillman
Johmson, - ; G, Tucker
Jones, Tex, Parks, Ark. (Tyson
Kincheloe Purnell Vo 3
Kindred Quin Williams, Tex
Kleezka ‘Ramseéyer Wingo
Kopp Rankin
Lampert Rayburn

NOT VOTING—210.

Free McLaughlin, Pa. ‘Schall
Freeman McPherson “Scott, Mich
Frothingham MeSwain “Bears
i i 1o~ gy

n aloney 2
gﬂ.ll [v;atnT i;ann gllgson
arrett, Tenn. apes “Blem
Gengman Martin Smith, Mich.
PR T
chaelson

‘ol TMHE Btafford
Gould Miller Stevenson
Graham, Pa. Mills 8
Griest "Montague Stoll
Griffin Montoya 'Strong; Kans
Hammer Morin Strong, Pa
‘Hawes Mott Sullivan
Hen Mudd Bummers, Wash

g k =l'h{ahnn.-1{ep Tweet

ersey elson,. i 'ague

Hooker “Nelson, J, M TTaylor, Ark.
'Hull Nolan 'Taylor, N.J.
Humphreys ‘I’emﬁ;

nmes 0'Connor Ten Eyck

Johnson, Ky. Oldfield ' Thompson
Johnson, 8. Dak. ''Olpp Tincher
ooy, e “Tnderhill

elley, nder’

‘Kvm}]edy Purﬁr;ﬁ. § > Vamre w

etcham ergom, N.J.
Kiess Perkins Vinson
Kirkpatrick Perlman “Volk
Kitehin n “Wal
Kline,IN.'Y. Porter 'Ward, N. Y.
s ) dm i

Te a

Kunz ‘Raﬂcﬁ;ﬂ "Weaver
Langley Rainey, Ala, Webster
Larsen, Ga. ‘Rainey, White,

- EEL e

‘TLayton Ransley
Mey,tGa. T Wilson
‘Lee, N. Y. Rhodes ‘Winslow
Lineberger Riordan Wise
Linthicum Robertson Wood, Ind
Little ogers Woodrft
Logan Rosenbloom Woods, Va.
Longworth Rossdale :Wond}‘ud
Lmee Rouse Wright
Luhring Rucker Wursbach
'.%?sn “Sabath an

cArthur Banders, Ind.

‘McDuffie Sanders, N.Y.

.| certain soldiers and sailors o
|| widows of such soldiers and sailors.

| the pension policy of the country.

Mr.’ Griest ‘with' Mr, McéDuffle,

Mr. Kiess with'Mr, Deal.

"Mr,"Frear with'Mr, Connally of Texas,

Mr. Kirkpatrick with Mr. Johnson of Kentucky.

“Mr, Longworth with 'Mr, ‘Kitchin,

“Mr.'Graham of Permsylvania with Mr. Linthicum.,
"Mr. Tincherwith Mr. Byrns of Tennessee.

‘Mr. 'Strong of ‘Pennsylvania with Mr. Kunz,

‘Mr. 8nell with Mr.
“Mr. ‘A.'P. Nelson -‘with Mr. Do'ught.on

'Mr. Little with Mr, Humphreys,

‘Mr. Burdick with Mr. Larsen of Georgia.

Mr. ‘Kennedy with Mr. Béll.

‘Mr. Nolan with'Mr. Byrnes of South Carolina.

'Mr. Paige with Mr. Sears,

‘Mr.'Burroughs with Mr. Cockran.

‘Mr. Lineberger with Mr. Dominitk,

"Mr. Porter with Mr. Rainey of Alabama.

‘Mr. Schall with Mr. Pou.

‘Mr. Maloney with Mr. Gallivan,

‘Mr. Morin -with Mr, ‘Sullivan.

‘Mr. Taylor of New Jersey with 'Mr, Crisp.

Mr. Rhodes with Mr. Fulmer.

“Mr. Bland of Indiana with Mr. Collins,

‘Mr. Cramton with ‘Mr. Carter.

‘Mir. ‘Webster with Mr, Overstreet.

‘Mr, Volk-with Mr, " Wise.

“Mr."Wood of Indiana with' Mr. 'Sisson.

"Nr. Winslow with Mr. Riordan.

Mr. Brooks of Illinois with Mr. O'Connor,

Mr, Funk with ‘Mr, Goldshorough.

Mr. Wason with Mr. Taylor of Arkansas.

‘Mr. ' Krieder with Mr. Vinson.

‘Mr. McPherson with ‘Mr. Montague.

“Mr. Perkins with Mr. MeSwain.

Mr, Dickinson -with Mr. Woods of "Virginia.

Mr. Radeliffe with ' Mr, 'Griffin,

‘Mr. Johnsen of 'South Dakota ‘with Mr, Rainey of Tllinois.
‘Mr.'Bacharach ‘with Mr. Hammer,

'Mr, Connolly of 'Penmsylvania with Mr. Pisher,

Mr. Anderson with'Mr, Brand.
Mr. Mudd with Mr. Dupré.

Mr. Wurzbaéh with ‘Mr. Gilbert.
Mr. Dallinger with Mr. Hawes.
‘Mr. Oole'of Ohiowith Mr. Hooker.
Mr. White of Maine with Mr. Raker,
Mr, ‘Stiness with' Mr, ‘Rabath.
Mr. Siegel with Mr, Lyon.

Mr. Begg with Mr, Rucker.
‘Mr. Temple 'with 'Mr."Ten Eyck.
Mr. Codd with Mr, Wright.
The' result of ‘the vdte was announced as above recorded.

PENSION. BILL.

Mr, 'KNUTSON. 'Mr. Speaker, I move to tuke  from 'the
‘Spedker’s table ‘the bill H, R. 5214, 'disagree to ‘the :Senate

ramendments, -and .agree !to the conferenee asked 'for: by the

Senate.
b. Ttl;flﬁPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report'the bill
y title,

The Clerk read as follows:

CA bill (H.:R.:5214) ‘granting pensions: nnd increase of pensions to

wars other than the Civil War, and

The SPEAKER .pro tempore.  Is:there objection?

‘Mr, CANNON. ‘Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to reconsider
the vote by which the judges bill was passed and to.lay that
motion on the table,

“The motion was agreed to,

‘Mr. GARNER. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object,

| I would like to.ask . the gentleman from Minnesota whether or

not he has eonsulted with ithe minority members of the com-
mittee about sending this bill to conference?

Mr, KNUTSON. I will say to the genfleman that I.spoke.to
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, UpsEAW] possibly two weeks
ago and told him that I hoped to get the bill to conference just
as .soon 88 fhe Senate had acted upon.it, and he said that it
was perfectly .agreeable to him, I do.not know whether the
gentleman is in the city or not.

Mr. GARNER. Well, Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Geor-
gia [Mr, UrsHAW] could not have known what is in this bill
because it was added to in the Senate, very materially changing
-It .is ‘not .a .mere -private
pension .bill. granting . pensions .to private individuals, but the
Senate has . broadened .the scope -of the pension laws of the
country. .Ido not think a bill like that should go to conference
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by unanimous consent, but should be considered by the mem-
bership of the committee, and for the present I shall object.

Mr. KNUTSON. I think this is just merely an omnibus bill,
I will say to the gentleman. I do not think there has been any
legislation attached to it. It is nothing but an omnibus bill.

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman if he is certain that
his statement is correct, that it is nothing but an ommibus pen-
gion bill and has no legislation in it? 1If he takes the responsi-
bility .of making that statement, I will not object, but my im-
pression is, in looking over the proceedings of the Senate, that
there is general legislation in the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. For the present, Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, KNUTSON. I am informed by the parliamentary clerk,
Mr, Speaker, that there are no amendments such as the gentle-
man 'suggests.

Mr. GARNER. Then I withdraw my objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. S8peaker, I was out of the Chamber when
this matter was brought up. I would rather have the chair-
man of the committee withdraw the request for the present,
until members of the committee have an opportunity to look
over this bill. I am not one of the conferees.

Mr. KNUTSON. I will say to the gentleman this is about
the last opportunity at the present session to dispose of .the
bill, and if it goes over now it will go over until next winter,
It has been before one House or the other since last winter,
and I think we ought to dispose of it. I will say to the gentle-
man that if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, UpsHAW] is not
here, of course it would be perfectly proper to sunbstitute the
name of the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr. RANKIN].

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am not asking to go on the
conference committee,

Mr. ENUTSON. I make the suggestion in order to expedite
this legislation. Otherwise it will go over until next winter,
and there are some very meritorious cases here for which
Members on both sides are anxious for consideration at this
time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RANKIN. I shall not object. "

There was 1o objection.

SURPLUS POWER, SALT RIVER RECLAMATION PROJECT,

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re-
port on the bill H, R. 10248,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 10248) authorizing the sale of surplus power devel-
oped under the Salt River reclamation project, Arizona,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

[For conference report and statement see House proceedings
of August 30, 1922.]

CADET FROM THE NETHERLANDS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY.

Mr, STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
‘take from the Speaker’s table Senate Joint Resolution 169 and
ask for its consideration. Z

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio ealls up a Senate
resolution. Has it been passed by the House?

Mr. STEPHENS. It has been passed by the House and
passed by the Senate.

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate resolution similar to a bill
that has already been passed by the House. The Clerk will
report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Benate lJoin‘l: resolution (8. J. Res, 169) autho
the Navy to receive for

instruction at the ted States Naval

Academy at Annapolls Mr, Willem van Doorn, a subject of the

Netherlands.

Resolved, efe., That the Becretary of the Navy and he hereby is,
guthorized to it Mr. Willem van Doorn, & su of the Nether-
lands, to 've instruction at the United States Naval Academy at
Annapolis : Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the United
Btates thereby, and that the sald Willem van Doorn shall agree to
comply with ah regulations for the police and discipline of the acad-
emy, to be studious, and to give his utmost efforts to accomplish the
course in the various departments of instruction, and that the said
‘Willem van Doorn ghall not be admitted to the academy until he ghall
haye passed the mental and physical examinations preseribed for can-
didates from the United Btates, and that he be tely
withdrawn if deficlent in studies or conduct and so recommended by
the academie board.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object
in order to ask a question, may I ask the gentleman how many
countries are given this privilege by the United States Gov-
ernment?

Mr, STEPHENS., I can not answer the gentleman, but it is
customary to give countries this privilege when they make ap-

the Secretary of
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plication, and they are granted the privilege of sending to our
Naval Academy some one whom they desire.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will remember that there
was a measure before the House to increase the present mem-
bership in the Naval Academy, and the proposition was turned
down. I was just wondering whether or not we were going to
(eprive our own American boys from entering the academy
and then at the same time permit various countries to send
boys there?

Mr, STEPHENS. Not at all. There was a disposition to
reduce the Naval Academy numbers because we did not need
80 many of them for the future. But this is not an expense to
our Government, and it does not take the place of any boys
from our own country that need a place, and it is a courtesy
that has always been extended.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the Netherlands grant a reciprocal
privilege to the United States?

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not believe they do, because there is
never any application from the United States to attend any of
their naval or military academies in the Netherlands.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman advise us why this
privilege should be granted by the United States to any
country?

Mr, STEPHENS. I probably could if I had the time to go
into a lengthy discussion of the custom that has been followed
here in our country for years and years to grant this conrtesy
to different nations in order to give their representatives ap-
pointment in either our Naval Academy or our Military
Academy,

Mr. BLANTON. The only reason for my taking up the fime
of the gentleman by asking this question is this, that when we
are in war we seek to overcome our enemy by reason of having
better trained soldiers and sailors. Now, if we are going to
give every country the right to the same knowledge and train-
ing that our soldiers and ssailors receive in this country, what
is our hope of being able to outdo them in strategy or in any
other way in war time?

Mr. STEPHENS. We are only going to give one representa-
tive,

Mr. BLANTON. Baut that representative can go home and
tell his country every single item that is connected with the
training that our naval officers receive in this country.

Mr. STEPHENS. They can get that anyhow. That is not a
secret. It is open to all countries, the whole publie, as to the
character of the instruction they receive at the Naval Academy.
There is nothing secret about that,

Mr. BUTLER. Anybody can get that.

Mr. BLANTON. I doubt very seriously the wisdom of it.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate resolution,

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and having
been read the third time, was passed.

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, a motion to reconsider the vote
by ‘which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.

EXTENSION OF ALLOTMENTS ON CROW RESERVATION, ETC.

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, T move to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 10193 and concur in the Senate
amendments,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls from
the Bpeaker's table and asks to coneur in the Senate amend-
ments, a bill which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 10198) extending time for allotments on the Crow

ecting certain

Reservation ; prot members of the Five Civilized Tribes:

relief of Indians occup{lng certain lands In Arizona, New Mexico, and
California ; issuing patents in certain cases; establishing a revolvin
‘fund on the Rosebud Reservation; memorial to Indians of the Rosebug
Reservation killed in the World War; conferring suthority on the
Becretary of the Interior as to alienation in eertain Indian lﬁotments.
and for other purposes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, TmsoN). The Clerk will
report the Senate amendments. <

The Senate amendments were read.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, may I ask the gentleman from New York if any ab-
jection has been made to the amendments?

Mr, SNYDER. No. I have conferred with members of the
committee on the other side and there is no objection. These
amendments simply clarify the language in the House bill,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendments, r

The Senate amendments were agreed to.

On motion of Mr. SxyYpEr, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the Senate amendments were agreed to was laid on
the table,

Mr. FISH rose.
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NATIONAL HOME FOR JEWISH PEOPLE IN PALESTINE.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman from New York rise?

Mr. FISH. I desire to call up from the Speaker’'s desk
House Joint Resolution 322.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
calls up from the Speaker's table House Joint Resolution 322.
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 322) favoring the establishment in
Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, may I ask the gentleman to explain the change that
has been made in this resolution by the Senate?

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Senate
amendment simply struck out the preamble—not all after the
preamble,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All of the preamble.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Then the resolution remains ex-
actly the same as when passed by the House?

Mr. FISH. Yes; except the preamble, -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

ADDITIONAL FEDERAL JUDGES.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay on the table
Senate bill 1288, for the purpose of clearing the calendar. I
have a number of them that I would like to lay on the table,
because they are embodied in the general bill which has just
been passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 1288) to provide for the appointment of two additional
B.ldges of the District Court of the United Btates for the Bouthern

istrict of New York.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I also move to lay on the
table the bill 8. 2089.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 2089) authorizing the appointment of an additional judge
for the distriet of Minnesota.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I also move to lay on the table Senate
bill 1254.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

oviding for the appointment of an additional
di:?t.rlgiruju(ﬁsée 11?:5121(19;” thegmtern disﬂﬂ(c’t of Michigan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr., VOLSTEAD. I also move to lay on the table the bill
H. R. 2261.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

‘A bill (H., R. 2261) providing for an additional judge for the dls-
triet of Montana.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota,

The motion was to.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I also move to lay on the
table the bill 8. 395,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Jilm bill (8. 895) providing for an additional judge for the district of

na.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota to iay the bill on
the table.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr, Speaker, I also move to lay on the
table the bill H. R. 6648.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report it.

The Olerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 6648) authorizing the appointment of an additional
judge for the district of Minnesota,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
moves that the bill lie on the table, The question is on agreeing
to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

BUBPFENAS FOR WITNESSES,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill 8. 8917 in lien of the
bill H. R. 12355, reported by the Committee on the Judiciary
of the House, being a similar bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 8917) to amend section 576 of the Revised Statutes,

Be it enacted, ete., That section 876 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows :

“ 8Ec. 876. Subpenas for witnesses who are required to attend a
court of the United States, In any district, may run into any other
district : Provided, That in civil cases no writ of subpena shall issue
for witnesses living out of the district in which the court is held at a
greater distance tﬁnn 100 miles from the place of holding the same
without the permission of the court being first had upon proper applica-
tion and cause shown.”

Mr. MOORE of Virginia., Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, am I correct in understanding that this bill, if the
Housg proceeds with its consideration, will be open for amend-
ment

Mr, VOLSTEAD. This Is open for amendment,

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There is at least one important
amendment that ought to be adopted. With that understand-
ing, I shall not object.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I think we have the right under the rule
to bring it up, anyhow.

Mr, Speaker, the only change that is made in this bill from
the present law is found in the last two or three lines, with
respect to permission to bring a witness more than 100 miles,
provided the court gives consent. Heretofore you could only
get them across the district line if the distriet was within 100
miles of the trial court. This bill gives discretion to the trial
court to determine whether he shall be brought or not, It is
not an arbitrary power given, but it is to be controlled by the
court,

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., VOLSTEAD, Yes,

Mr. LONDON. I assume that the permission can be granted
lt)g' tim; court, on an ex parte examination, to the party desir-

g it

Mr., VOLSTEAD., That may be true on proper application
on cause shown. Of course, that would be within the discre-
tion of the judge, if he would require the witness. It natu-
rally would have to be granted on notice to the opposite party,
I presume. There are two parties to the suit—that is, if the
defendant has appeared.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man allow n.e?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, The danger of this kind of
legislation, as I understand it, is that some court trying a case,
I do not care where, may make an order holding that some
prominent man in New York is a material witness, and that he
should be brought from New York to some distant State. I
will not name any State. There is a great deal of prejudice
against the power to take a man out of his State an uncon-
scionable distance to be kept until the trial is over., This is
not being done by unanimous consent, is it?

Mr, VOLSTEAD, No.

Mr, PARKER of New Jersey. I think this is a dangerous
bill in its present form. There ought to be consent of the
court in the jurisdiction from which the man is to be taken as
well as of the court in the jurisdiction to which he is to be
taken.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. This is asked for by the Attorney Gen-
eral for the purpose of enabling him to try these war-fraud
cases.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It will be used in ordinary
small civil cases. It is one of the most dangerous powers in
the world to allow a judge who wants to make a reputation
to summon all the big bankers of New York to attend his
court.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. The gentleman is afraid for New York,
is he?

Mr., PARKER of New Jersey. No; I do not come from
New York. I will take it from the gentleman's own State.
Suppose all your big millers were ordered to come to some other
State.

Mr. LONDON. Why not confine it to actions where the
Government is the plaintiff? That would do what you desire.
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It would give the power to the Attorney General in the cases
that he wishes to apply it in. If we confine this extraordinary
right to cases where the Government is a plaintiff, that will
satisfy the Attorney General

Mr. YOUNG. To cases where the Government is a party,
either plaintiff or defendant.

Mr. LONDON. Where the Government is a party.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Did net the gentleman from
Minnesota ask unanimous consent to substitute the Senate
bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. Trsox]. The gentleman
from Minnesota called up the bill for consideration.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, T object.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. The gentleman can not object.

The SPEAKER pro teipore. The gentleman from Minne-
sota called up the bill as a matter of right.

Mr, PARKER of New Jersey. The gentleman had on the
calendar his own bill. He moved to substitute the Senate
bill for it. That has to be done by unanimous consent.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I called up the Senate bill because it is
substantially the same as the House bill that has been re-
ported and is on the House Calendar.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. But that ean not be dome
except by nmanimous consent, and I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The rule is clear that bills
of similar substance may be considered in this way. The
Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Is there no difference in the
bills? .

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; except that the word “frial™ is
stricken out; but it must be the trial court anyway. I yield
five minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixneco].

Mr., WINGO. Mr. Speaker, this bill embodies part of the
provisions that were in the motion of the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. VorstEAp] the other day. to suspend the rules and
pass a bill which he made up by adding together parts of two
bills, as I recall,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. AIll of two bills. :

Mr. WINGO. Two bills. I objected to that procedure at
that time because I thought a serious matter like this ought
not fo be passed by suspension of the rules, but that it eught
to be passed only after full consideration and with the right of
the House to amend the bill

Here is what the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, VorsTEAD]
wants to do. He wants to give the Attorney General the right
in the war-fraud cases to subpeena witnesses and bring them
to Washington, although they may be more than 100 miles
away. Of course, I do not think this bill is going to do that
without the amendment which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr,
Moore] will suggest or offer. I think he has got to amend his
bill by referring specifically to the courts of the District of
Columbia; but, anyway, that is what he was trying to do.
Now, it not only does that for this extraordinary purpose, but
it makes it permanent law, and I do not think it.-ught to be
made into permanent law. But we all hate fo be put into the
attitude of doing anything that will stand in the way of the
Attorney General prosecuting these war-fraud cases. My can-
did judgment is that what the Heuse ought to do is to give the
Government the special right for 12 months, in these ecivil
cases, to subpena witnesses, upon the approval of the court,
where the distance is more than 100 miles, and te bring the
guits here in the District of Columbia, as the gentleman seeks
to do in the other bill. That would give the Atterney General
thie extraordinary remedy in order to meet this extraordinary
situation. But the gentleman does not do that. Let me say a
word to my Democratic friends. We all appreciate the danger
of this, just as I do, but we are up against this proposition,
that from the standpoint of the Government we do not want
to put one stone in the way of the Attorney General in prose-
cuting these war-fraud cases. He has made first one excuse
and then another for mot deing it now for nearly two years.
You remember in the last campaign, two years ago at this
time, gentlemen upon the Republican side went upon the stump
and led the voters to believe, “ If you will just put us in power
and give us charge of the Department of Justice, we will have
these war-frand criminals in Federal jails so thick that their
feet will be hanging out of the windows.”” Time has passed
on, and where are they? Name the men that they have put
in prison. They have offered first one excuse and then another.

Finally, Republicans upon that side, patriotic men, got after
their own Department of Justice some months ago and threat-
ened impeachment, and then Mr. Attorney General got busy,
and he said, “Oh, yes; just give me an extraordinarily big
fund. Let me employ a whole lot of lawyers and I will get
busy.” The House said, “All right; we will let you do that.”
8o he stuck upon the pay rolls a bunch of high-priced lawyers.

Then next he said, “ Give me a special grand jury and T will

carry out the pledge we made.” We gave him the special grand
Jury, and now here in the closing hours of this session, just be-
fore the campaign, he comes along and says that the United
States Government can not afford to use the ordinary processes,
even in these civil cases of war frauds, but that the United States
Government is so discredited in the outlying districts of the
United States that he proposes to bring the suits in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and that you must give him the right to
bring witnesses from any part of the Nation. That is what is
proposed by this bill. Then going further, he says, “ We de-
sire not ‘to bring suits in any other district in the United
States, but we want the right to join two or more citizens of
the United States in a civil war-fraud action, and not to bring
the suit in the domicile of either one of them, not to bring it
where you may find them, but to bring it where the cause of
action may have arisen on the war contract, in the District of
Columbia.” That is what the Attorney General of the United
States mow says. That is his last excuse. I think it is ex-
traordinary. I have told representative Republicans, “If you
will limit this to 12 months or even to 8 years, I will be will-
ing to stand out of the way.” I am going to stand out of the
way. 1 do not want any excuse for this Attorney General
Give him what he now asks, For two years he has played
ping-pong with this matter. It is a disgrace to you as well
as to us. I know the humiliation of good Republicans. Youm
have got to give him this extraordinary remedy; buf let us
hope that when we give it to him he will do more than he has
done so far. [Applause.]

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I do not yield for that purpose. What is
the amendment?

Mr. LONDON. I want to offer an amendment to include
after the words “civil cases” the words “in which the Gov-
ernment or any officer thereof is a party.”

Mr. VOLSTEAD. That would limit it beyond the present
law and as to anybody else,

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman

‘yield to me a few minutes?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes. Will five minutes be sufficient?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, I yield to the gentleman from Virginia
five minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am not antagoniz-
ing this legislation. I suppose if the Attorney General believes
he needs additional power in order to carry on this business
of his office, we ought to give it to him. I do agree, however,
with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, Winco] that it would
be very unwise fo pass the bill without attaching a time limit
to its operation. I think, furthermore, that it would perhaps
be proper to amend the bill so as to vest in the courts discre-
tion as to the allowance of compensation to witnesses from a
very great distance. But there is a further matter to be econ-
sidered. The hearings on the bill have not been printed, but
I have read the typewritfen report of the hearings, and the
confessed purpose of the bill is to locate proceedings in
the District of Columbia. I think it is fairly clear from the
provisions of existing statute that to pass the bill in its present
form would not serve that purpose. The bill should be
amended, and a very simple amendment will accomplish what
I have in mind, so as to make it relate specifically to the Dis-
trict of Columbia. It is true the bill refers to * districts.”
That means judicial districts, and while the District of Co-
lumbia is a geographical district it is not a judicial district
within the meaning of the Judicial Code. In order to clear
up any doubt and surely effect the purpose in view, I am going
to suggest to the gentleman that this language be added as an
independent sentence at the end of the bill:

The word “ district” and the words * district court” as used herein
ghall be construed to include Lhemmsuict of Columbia and the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia.

If that is done, no doubt will exist, If that is not done, the
provision will be left open to construction upon the question
being raised by counsel in the cases that will be brought here.

Mr, ?VOLSTEAD. Will the gentleman hand his amendment
to me

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
Speaker.

Mr, VOLSTEAD, If the gentleman will give the amend-
ment to me, I will offer it. I do not want to yield the floor.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. I will hand the amendment to the
gentleman.

Mr., VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

I offer the amendment, Mr,
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Tha Clerk read as follows:

Apendment offered by Mr. VoLsTeEAD: Page 1, line 12, after the
word ‘“shown' and the period insert a comma and the follawluq
sentence : * The word * district’ and the words ' District of Columbia
as used herein shall be construed to include the District of Columbla
and the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia."”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and amendments to the final passage.

Mr, JONES of Texas, Mr. Speaker I understood when the
bill was first brought up the gentleman from Minnesota made
the statement that the bill would be open to amendment,

Mr. VOLSTEAD, It is, just the same as any House bill is
open to amendment.

Mr. JONES of Texas, Does not the gentleman think it would
be well to put a time limit of three years on this, so that it will
not be enacted into permanent law? After the war-fraud cases
are disposed of it will be a serious matter to require witnesses
to cross the continent in general civil cases. I do not see
any provision made for payment to witnesses outside of the
usual fees, Are they to pay anything for the extra travel of
a witness coming from San Francisco?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Oh; they have got to be paid their fees;
you have to fender them the money.

Mr. JONES of Texas. You do not have to tender them mile-
age in advance; you do have to tender them the fees for at-
tendance, but youn are not compelled to tender them the mile-
age. DUnless they make affidavit of their inability to pay they
can not collect the mileage in advance. I think the gentleman
should consent to this being limited to a three-year term. I
understand the Department of Justice does not object to a time
limit. I would like to see them begin on these fraud cases and
prosecute them to the limit. It may be that such a limitation
will cause them to begin sooner, and the sooner the better,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. What form of an amendment does the gen-
tleman suggest? It does not seem to me that this proposition
ig at all dangerous, and I see no reason why we should cover
it up with any such amendment. »

Mr. JONES of Texas. Let me make this suggestion. After
this has run along a while and it becomes a customary thing
to take a witness across the country and application is made
to have a witness brought from a certain place, the witness
will not be there to show why he can not attend. The attor-
ney that represents the litigant will go to the court and show
that it is an important case and that here is a witness in Mon-
tana, or California, or Wyoming, or Colorado, and they would
like to have him in attendance. They present one side of the
case and the court makes the order and the witness is dragged
clear across the continent. I am in accord with the stated pur-
poses of the gentleman’s bill, but I do think there ought to
be this time limit.

Mr. VOLSTEAD.
to these things.

Mr. JONES of Texas, The gentleman has heard complaints
of witnesses being dragged great distances and forced to leave
their business and attend court. and at any rate if he makes a
permanent law, applying to all civil cases, he will hear many
complaints.

Mr. HILL. Will the genileman yield?

Mr. YOLSTEAD. Certainly.

Mpr. HILL. Suppose there is an ordinary patent litigation
in the district of Maryland, if this act is passed could a witness
be summoned from any district in the country?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. 1 presume so.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOLSTEAD, I will

Mr. BLANTON, Suppose a citizen of Minnesota was sum-
moned to attend a Federal court to be held in El Paso, Tex.,
and he did not obey the subpena: Suppose he was under a
contempt charge and punished as seriously as a Federal judge
can punish a witness who refuses to obey a summons. Does
the gentleman from Minnesota want his constituents to be pun-
ished down in El Paso, Tex., for refusing to obey a civil sub-

nn 7

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Oh, you can apply that to a person inside
the district. You do not want him punished any more than
yvou do a man outside, If the man has not got the money to go
to Texas, he could show that and probably he could get out of
it. The same argument applies to every summons, it makes
no difference whether it is one district or another or the dis-
tance traveled. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion.

The previous question was ordered.

I have not heard any complaint in regard

The bill was ordered to be read a third time and was read
the third time,

AMr. BLANTON, Mr, Speaker, I move to recommit the bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment
to the motion to recommit. I move to amend the motion by
recommitting it to the Committee on the Judiciary with in-
structions to report the same back forthwith with the following
amendment: At the end of the second section insert the fol-
lowing :

This amendment shall be effective for a period of three years after
the date of the pnmg;e of this bill, after which time sect{on Bi6 of
the existing law shall be and remain in full force and effect.

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I have not the amendment reduced to
writing, but will do so immediately.

Mr. WINGO, Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield while
th:1 [ger;tleman from Texas is reducing his amendment to
writing ;

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Yes.

Mr. WINGO. As I understand the gentleman’s motion to
recommit and the amendment he has offered, it is simply that
this extraordinary right shall exist for a period of three years,
at the expiration of which time the present existing law shall
be revived and be in full force and effect?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes; and I have no objection to it.
not think it is necessary, but I have no objection.

Mr. WINGO. And the gentleman will accept the amendment?

Mr, VOLSTEAD. I will accept it. i

Mr, WINGO. Wil the gentleman yield for another question?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. This is one of the bills which the gentleman
embodied in his motion to suspend the rules the other day.
The other bill is 8. 3918, that passed the Senate on Saturday.
Is it the gentleman’s intention to call that up to-morrow?

Mr. VOLSTEAD, I intend to call it up immediately.

Mr, WINGO. Baut it has just been reported.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is on the Speaker's table.

Mr. WINGO. I doubt if the gentleman can call it up to-day,
but I may be in error about that.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to the
motion to recommit offered by the gentleman from Texas, Mr,
JoxNES,

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Jones of Texas moves to recommit by inserting that the bill be
recommifted to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to
regort the same back forthwith, with the following amendment:
“This amendment shall be effective for a period of three years after
the date of the passage of this act, after which section 876 as it exists
in the present law shall be and remain in full force and effect.”

Mr, VOLSTEAD. On that I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered. :

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the
motion to recommit,

The amendment to the motion to recommit was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit
as amended.

The motion to recommit as amended was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I report the bill back with
the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amended.

The Clerk read the bill as amended.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, as reported is it in order to offer
an amendment to this bill?

The SPEAKER. It is unless the previous question is moved.

Mr. HILL. I therefore offer the following amendment——

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mryr. Speaker, I move the previous question,

Mr. HILL. Add to the last line——

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman from Minnesota is
entitled to prior recognition if he demands it.

Mr. HILL. I thought I was recognized.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Chair must always recognize the gentle-
man in charge of a bill if he desires it. The gentleman from
Minnesota talked so low the Chair could not understand just
exactly what he said.

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of
the bill if he would object to an amendment limiting it to these
war-fraud cases.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I shall object because it is impossible to
distinguish between classes of cases and other cases. I move
the previous question on the bill and amendment to final

I do

ssage.
The previous question was ordered.
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The question was taken, and the bill as amended was passed.

On motion of Mr. VoLSTEAD, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill will
lie upon the table.

There was no objection,

RETIREMENT OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES,

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill
H. R. 11212 and ask that it be sent to conference,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R,
11212, to disagree to Senate amendments, and ask for a con-
ference. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows: »

A bill (H. R. 11212) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act for the re
ment of employees in the classified civil service and for other purposes,”
approved May 22, 0.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, has
the gentleman consulted with the ranking member on the
committee?

Mr. FAIRFIELD. T have. ;

Mr, WINGO. And this meets the joint wishes?

Mr. FAIRFIELD. It is the joint wish that it shall be sent
to conference.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, still further reserv-
ing the right to object, will the gentleman state briefly what
are the points of difference between the Senate and House?

Mr. FAIRFIELD, The House fixed the age at 60. The Sen-
ate fixed the age at 55 as the age at which the employee might
be able fo have the benefit of compensation under the retire-
ment act.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. As I recollect, that was the main
question of the subject of debate in the House when the bill
was up here.

Mr. FAIRFIELD. The bill as originally introduced con-
tained the age of 50. The committee amended it and raised
it to 60, The Senate has put the age at 55. That is the only
material amendment to the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

The Clerk announced the following conferees: Mr. LEHL-
BACH, Mr. Famrrerp, and Mr, BLACK.

VENUE IN CASES OF THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (8, 3918), the Committee on the Judi-
ciary having reported a bill substantially the same which is
now on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up
* the bill, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

6 oﬁe bill (8. 3918) to amend section 51 of chapter 4 of the Judicial

[After a pause.] The

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. I may be in error, but I understood the gen-
tleman from Minnesota to say the bill was “substantially ™
the same. There is a “substantial” difference in the bills,
and I am going to raise the question and state to the Speaker
there is a very substantial point of difference, and if I am
in error I desire the gentleman from Minnesota to correct me.
In the House bill authority is given for joining the parties
bringing suit in any district where the defendant or any one
of the defendants may be found. That is not in the Senate
bill. That is the most substantial change that is made in
the law.

One of the substantial objections to the bill the Senate cut
out. Now, would the Speaker hold that a Senate bill which
changed in some other minor ways a law would be substantially
the same as a House bill?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota stated they
were practically the same,

Mr. WINGO. As I say, I challenge the accuracy of the
judgment of the chairman, Page 2, lines 14 and 15, these are
the words that are stricken out in the Senate, as I understand—
or in any district wherein the defendants or any one of the defendants
may be found.

And the Senate inserted this language—
belng a necessary party, or being jointly, or jointly and severally, liable.

But I do not know that the latter language would make any
difference. But the substantial major change that was pro-

gﬁalsed In the law, or one of them, was left out of the Senate

St i A

Mr. VOLSTEAD. The entire proviso, from line 7, on page
1, down to the end is the same in the two bills. And the only
change occurs in lines 13, 14, and 15. It is one of the pro-
visions as to the place where & suit may be brought. Now, it
seems to me clear that the entire purpose of this legislation is
the same in both bills. Now, some years ago—quite a number
of years ago—a bill was brought in for the purpose of limiting
immigration, and in the Senate bill, which was put upon the
Speaker's desk and was taken from the desk and considered,
there were quite a number of changes; changes, it seems to me,
that were very much more material than this change would be.
I think it is referred fo in fourth Hinds, and the Speaker can
refer to it. There are quite a number of minor changes of this
kind. There are three or four different provisions here as to
where a suit may be brought, and we have simply stricken out
one. And the object of the Speaker at that time was to advise
the House as to things that would likely be brought up. Our
bill advises as to all of it, every item, including the thing that
was stricken out, because we put upon the calendar a bill in
exactly the same form as the Senate bill, with the exception of
these changes. -

Mr, WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? And
I would like to ask the Speaker-to follow me. Under the exist-
ing law it is covered by the part before the proviso:

No elvil sult shall be brought in any district court against any
gon by any o al process or pro
that whereof he is an inhabitant.

Now, the House bill proposed several substantial changes.
One of them was that you might bring it where any one of the
defendants might be found, or wherein the cause of action, or
any part thereof, arose. In other words, that part of it with
reference to being an inhabitant is now in existing law. The
substantial change is to bring the suit wherever he may be
found or where the action arises.

Mr, VOLSTEAD, In any district where one or more of the
defendants may be found. Under the old law you can only
bring it where he is an inhabitant,

Mr, WINGO, The House bill permits you to bring a suit
where you may find either one of the several defendants that
are joined, and it makes a substantial difference and leaves in
the words—
any district wherein the eause of action or any part thereof arose—
whether they are inhabitants there or have been in that dis-
trict.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. That is in both bills,

Mr, WINGO. In the Senate bill the Senate cuts out—
or in any district where the defendant or any one of the defendants
may be found.

If you will examine at the desk you will find the Senate
adopted the amendment of its committee, Is not that true?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes. :

Mr. WINGO. The amendment of the committee, on page 2.
line 14, strikes out the words—
or in any district wherein the defendant or any one of the defendants
may be found.

The Senate cut that out, but the House bill has it in.
the minds of some people it is the one substantial change,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. The only change that is in this bill is this,
that you can bring the suit against two or more persons living
in different districts. That is the real substantial change made
in this bill. The Senate has only cut out a part of what our
House bill provides for, We are asking to the extent at least
that we have reported it.

Mr. WINGO. My contention is that that is a substantial
point.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. And we ought to be permitted to take up
the Senate bill and pass it, because it seems to me it is sub-
stantially the same thing.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr., VoLsTEAD] moves to pass the Senate bill as

er-

In

it stands?
Mr. VOLSTEAD, Yes.
The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that that is in order.

Speaker Reed stated that the purpose of the rule that they
should be substantially the same, was in order that the House
might not be taken by surprise; that a Dbill shall not be
brought in under the guise of being the same and yet have
matter in it which the House would have no reason to expect.
In this case it seems to the Chair that the Senate amendment
restricts instead of enlarging the operation of the bill,

Mr. WINGO. There is no doubt about that.

The SPEAKER. Therefore anybody who objected to the
House bill would object less to the Senate bill, A person might
oppose the House bill and support the Senate bill, but a person

ing in any other district than -
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conld hardly oppose the Senate bill without opposing more
earnestly the House bill. There can therefore be no surprise,
becanse the Senate bill does not accomplish as much as the
House bill does. It seems to the Chair that it comes within the
rule that it is substantially the same.

Mr, WINGO. I never did appreciate that decision of Speaker
Teed, to the effect that a party to a suit should not offer a
demnurrer because he was not surprised by the allegation of the
complaint,

1 ask for the bill to be reported in full, because it is not
printed.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia, Mr. Speaker, for the sake of ae-
curacy, the gentleman from Mimnesota referred to this bill, when
he culled it up, as 8, 3917. Should it not be 8. 39181

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The (Mlerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 3918) to amend section 51 of chapter 4 of the Judicial Code.

Re it enacted, eto., That section 51 of chapter 4 of an act entitled
“Anact to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating ‘to the judiciary,”
approved March 3, 1911, be amended so &s to read as follows:

* 8ec, 51, Exeept as provided in the five su ng sections, no per-
son shall be arrested im ome district for trial in another in any eivil
action before a district court; and, ex as provided in the suc-
ceeding sections, no civil suit shall be ught in any district court
against any person by any original process or proceeding in any other
ilistrict than that whereof he is an inhabitant ; but where the jorisdic-
tion is fornded omly on the fact that the action is between citiwens of
different States, suit shall be brought only in the district of the
residence of either the plaintiff or the defendant: Provided, however
That any civil suit, action, or proceeding brought by or on behalf of
the United States, or by or on behalf of any officer of the Unlted States
aunthorized by law to sue, may be, breught in any distriet whereof the
dvfendant is an inhabitant, or where there be more than one defendant
in any district whereof any one of the defendants is an inhabitant,
orin any district wherein the defendant or any one of the defendants
may ‘be found, or in any district wherein the cause of action or any
part thereof arose; and in any such suit, , or proceeding process,
summons, or suh?@na agﬂ.lnxt any defendant issmed from.the district
court of the distriet wherein such suit is brought shall run in any
other {district, and serviee thereof upon any defendant may be made in
any district within the United States .or the territorial or insular
possessions thereof in which any such defendant may be found with
the same force and effect as if the same had been served within the
distriet in which said suit, aetion, or proceeding is brought.”

Mr. VOLSTEAD., Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco].

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, this is the companion bill I re-
ferred to in the consideration of the other bill. Now, here is
what the House nnderstands you are proposing to do. Up to
1885, I believe it was, you permitted, I think, this kind of a
proceeding by either the Government or by individual citizens,
It was so abused, especially by citizens, that Congress changed
the law.

Now, here is what is proposed by this bill: That the Govern-
ment of the United States may jein two or more citizens who
live in different districts in the United States in these civil
actions, these war-fraud cases, for that is what it is. You by
thig bill authorize the Government to bring the suit, not neces-
sarily in the district where one or both of the defendants reside
or of which they may be inhabitants, not necessarily where
you may find one of the defendants, but you may bring the
suit in a district where the cause of action arose. That means
in these war-fraud cases that the Government intends to make
this litigation take place right here, under the control of ihe
Federal Government and under the eye of the Federal Govern-
ment, in a ferritorial jurisdiction that is strange to the citizens
who will be haled into that court, and the Government, under
the bill you have just passed, will have the power to bring wit-
nesses from Maine to California, from Florida to Oregon, and
keep those citizens here in the District of Columbia.

What is the necessity for that extraordinary change in the
law—a permanent change? The only plea that was offered was
that in these war-fraud cases the Attorney General finds him-
self helpless, confessing that this Government had sunk to such
a low estate that it dare not sue a citizen of Philadelphia in
the State of Pennsylvania; that it dare not sue a citizen of
Tennessee in the city of Nashville; that it dare not sue a
citizen of San Francisco in the courts of California; but the
Government of the United States can trust itself only in its
own courts here. Nowhere on earth can it trust itself except
within the shadow of the Capitol dome and aided by the pres-
tige and the power and the influence that go with the seat of
government, That is what youn propose.

"You Republicans may do as you may. We Democrats do not
care to be put in the attitude of standing in the way of these
war-frand cases, but I regret that you feel the necessity, and I
suggest that this be limited to one or two or three years and
that it be provided for the Government's use alone in these war-
fraund cases, I accept the conditions, that the Attorney Gen-
eral says the only way that he ean do anything is in this way.
I agree to give him that temporary power, although it is vio-

lative of the very spirit of our institutions. He has had one
-excuse ‘after another for two years past. Now his last excuse
is this. You have given him hundreds of thousands of dollars.
‘You have given him a barn full of lawyers. He has raked and
scraped the highways of the country, and yeu have given him
a special grand jury; and now, forsooth, he says you have got
to give him a special jurisdiction, in which nene of the defend-
ants reside. If that is the only way for the Attorney General
to commence action, much as I regret it, we will have to stand
for it, but I hope you gentlemen will limit it to a specific period
of years. [Applause.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Joxes].

Mr, JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. Vorstesn] will offer an amendment
limiting the time. -

Another limitation, it seems to me, should be adopted, and I
have drafted it in the form of an amendment, and I wonld like
for the gentleman from Minnesota to give consideration fo it.
That Is to provide at the end of the bill, “ Provided further,
That the provisions of this act shall not apply to inecome-tax
levies, suits, and assessments.” As the bill 4s drafted, the Gov-
ernment in an income-tax matter might force a man to cross
the continent to defend a tax claim, thus entailing great ex-
pense and hardship upon him.

For instance, just to give a personal illustration, I have a cat-
tleman living in my home town who sometimes ships his cattle
to Kansas for faftening just before finally shipping them to
market. He has.other men to work for him there, and he finds
ke can get better work from them by paying them a percentage
of the profit on the cattle rather than specific wages.

They are simply employed by him in Kansas, When they
rendered income-tax reports the Government took the attitude
that these men were all partners of this man, and it threat-
ened to file proceedings at that time. Of course, if this bill
passes, they would probably in such a case file suit in Kansas,
where these men were working, whereas the real party at
interest awould live in Texas, and would be forced to go up
in Kansas to defend the suit.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Spedker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes.

Mr. HILL. Dees the gentleman think it would be proper to
add to this bill a provision to the effect that it will apply only
to war-fraud cases?

Mr, JONES of Teaxs. I thought of offering an amendment
to that effect, but the department has suggested that that would
raise another question of fact reguiring proof on the part of
the Government and would make it very difficult. That a man
prosecuting the case would not only have fo prove the facts
ordinarily necessary to sustain his contention but would also have .
to prove that it was a war-fraud case, which would be a diffi-
cult thing to do. I do not want to do anything to interfere
with the prosecution of war-fraud cases. On the contrary, I
want them prosecuted most vigorously. Now, I think the only
other cases that the United States is likely to be interested in
to a very great extent, or very extfensively, are income-tax cases,
Then, by saying that it will not apply to them, it will not put
the burden of proof on the Government to show that it was
a war-fraud case. In this particular case that I speak of, an
income-tax matter, there were two men in the State of Kansas
working on a commission or percentage basis. They did not
share in the losses. If there were any losses, he paid the
losses, and he rendered a return as-an individual. When it
eame to reviewing the income-tax claims the Government levied
an additional assessment, because they claimed he was a partner
with these other men. The thing ran along for about three
years and finally they held jthat they were not partners; but
if they had held that they were partners, and this act had
been in force, unamended, as I have suggested here, they could
sue the man in Kansas and make him go all the way to Kansas
to defend the suit. I'de not think that is right. I simply wish
that this shall not apply to income tax levies and assessments.
This would leave the full machinery of the law as at present
provided for handling income-tax matters.

Mr, GOODYKQONTZ. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JONES of Texas. Yes. .

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. In the case of the Government pro-
ceeding to collect income taxes it does so in the form of an
assessment, and the process for the collection of it is placed in
the hands of the marshal, The Government does not bring the
suit, If the person taxed wishes to relieve himself he must in-
voke the law, and this statute would have no applieation.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Oh, no; when it comes to the final
analysis, if the man refuses to pay, it practically means a suit
on the part of the United States Government or on the part of
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the officer. The proposed statute applies not only to an action
brought by the United States, but by or on behalf of any officer
in any civil suit, action, or proceeding. It is not confined to
any suit. It applies to “ any civil suit, action, or proceeding,”
and even the instance the gentleman recites would be a proceed-
ing or an action if brought by the United States or by or on
behalf of any officer of the United States. It is just as broad
as the earth. I think it ought to be made broad if we are
going to pass this law, in order to give the Attorney General
full power, and I simply went into this by the back way so as
to relieve the man of the burden of proof. In other words, I
want to eliminate these tax levies and assessments from the
operation and purview of the bill, thus leaving the present law
intact in that regard,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JONES of Texas. I yield,

Mr. BLANTON. In the ease the gentleman cited it all hinged
on the question of whether the parties were partners?

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. That was decided under the law of Kansas
or Texas, was it not?

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes.

Mr, BLANTON. In neither of those States would the parties
be partners under those facts; but the gentleman realizes that
in some States there are individuals who are so powerful
politically and otherwise that it is hard to get a judgment
againgt them, Now, under such a state of facts as that does
not the gentleman think it would be proper for the Government
to bring even income-tax suits against individuals?

Mr, JONES of Texas. DMost assuredly; if a man owes a tax
which he is able fo pay and refuses the Government should
make him pay, but I think the present law gives the Govern-
ment the full power to do it in any place where it is interested.
I simply do not want them to have the privilege of running all
. over the country and taking these men away from their homes.

Mr, HILL. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of
the bill if this bill affects any suit except suits in which the
Government is a party?

Mr, VOLSTEAD. The Government has got to be a party in
one form or another, either as a corporation directly or through
an officer who brings a suit on behalf of the Government,

Mr, HILL. It would not affect any cases between private
litigants? «

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No.

Mr., BLACK. Will the gentleman yleld for a question?

Mr, VOLSTEAD, Yes.

Mr. BLACK. Are there any cases now under the general
law where the Government can bring a suit at the place where
the cause of action arose if that place is not the residence of
some one of the defendants?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I have not examined those statutes lately,
but under the law in reference to trusts and monopolies you
can bring suits just about the same as they are authorized in
this bill. The Government has been doing that for many
years,

Mr. BLACK. But that jurisdictlon is conferred specifically,
is it not—in specific langnage?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; it is a general statute.

Mr, BLACK. This general statute, as I understand it, would
open up the way for the Government to bring any kind of a

suit upon the allegation that the cause of action in the suit.

arose in the jurisdiction where the Government was seeking to
bring the action,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. In a criminal suit now the Government
has jurisdiction to bring the action where the offense was com-
mitted, and under the trust law and under the railroad law
you can bring suits in this fashion.

Mr. BLACK. Very well, Speaking of criminal cases, where
the indictment alleges that the man has violated the antilottery
law the Government has the choice of several jurisdictions in
which to prosecute him, one where he mailed the letter and
another where the letter was delivered, but that is set up
specifically in the law.

Mr. VOLSTEAD., Under the conspiracy law you may be able
to reach him in a good many different places.

Mr, BLACK. That is probably correct; but it occurs to me
that you are going a very long distance whep you open up an
avenue by which the Government can bring any kind of a
civil suit against any citizen, and bring it upon the allegation
that the cause of action arose wherever the suit is brought.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Of course, that Is a provision in a great
many States that you can bring the suit where the cause of
action arose. Unless they get the power to do specifically
what is provided for here a good many of these claims will
fail completely. The Government is completely barred by this

statute which we seek to amend from effectively prosecuting
these parties.

Mr, BLACK. The fault that I have to find with the gentle-
man’s amendment is that it is too all-inclusive.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is almost impossible to make it less
inclusive and still reach the situation.

Mr. BLACK. It occurs to me that it is going a very long
way.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. VoLSTEAD : Page 2, line 25, after the word
“brought” and the period, add the following sentence: “ The word
‘ Distriet ' and the words ‘District of Columbia' as used herein shall
be construed to include the District of Columbia and the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Mr, Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman offers an amendment which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. VoLsTEAD: Page 2, line 25, after the
amendment just ado tedy, strike out the period and insert a comma
and add the foll g: “Provided further, That this act shall be
effective for a period of three years ounly, after which said section 51,
chapter 4, as it exists in the general law shall be and remain in full
force and effect.”

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Now, will the gentleman permit me
to offer the amendment which I was talking about awhile ago?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; I am going to oppose that amendment,
Mr. Speaker. I do not believe the other amendment the gentle-
man has suggested ought to be offered or included. It seems
to me that the question whether these parties paid their income
taxes or paid the excess-profits tax is a question that ought to
be left open and ought to be reached if possible, My under-
standing is that they are going to prosecute cases of that kind.
I move the previous question on the bill and all amendments
to final passage.

Mr, JONES of Texas. I do not object, particularly after
the three years’ limitation has been put in, anyway.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous
question,

The previous question was ordered.

P The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
ill.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr, VorsTEAD, & motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PINEY BRANCH ROAD.

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to take up the bill (8. 1066) relating to the closing of
Piney Branch Road.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no right to recognize the
gentleman for that.

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS.

Mr, STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks on the coal distribution in Minnesota,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks on coal distribution in
Minnesota. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, STEENERSON, Mr. Speaker, last Thursday I called
the attention of the House to the report I had received to the
effect that the people in the towns and villages in Kittson
County, Minn,, who had early last spring ordered a sufficient
supply of hard coal for their needs had failed to receive any,
but that right across the Canadian line they had received not
only a sufficient supply for their own use but sufficient to en-
able them to sell at profiteering prices—$23 per ton—to the
people on this side of the line. The letter I received was from
Mr., P. H. Konzen, a leading citizen of Hallock, and was as
follows:

\ HALLock, MixN., September j, 1922.
Hon, H. STEEXNERSON,
Washington, D. O.
Dear Sin: I wish to call your attention to a condition that exists

here and which I think ought to be investigated with a view to ascer-
taining the reason for its existence,
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The coal shortage, as you understand, is a serious ‘menace at this
time to this section of the country. It begins to look w doubtful
that we are going to %‘ot an adequate supply to prevent great suffering
here the coming winter, ' Many carloads that: were ‘ordered by the
dealers early last spring have not been furnished yet, and we are in-
formed can not bé had owing to the miners and rnhway employees’
strike, and stress seems to be laid on the fact that if furnished at all
it will be at an excessive price. ‘This looks to me like an attempt to
holster up the priee beyond the ability of all but a few to pay. At
Emerson, just across the Canadian line, they apparently have an ample
supply of Pennsylvania anthracite coal, and are supplying not only
their own customers on that side of the line but are selling or woffer-
ing to sell to 8t. Vincent, Pembina, Humboldt, and other near-by Ameri-
can towns, and only on Saturday, last, one of the dealers was here at
‘Hallock taking, or trying to take, orders for coal and, I understand,
promised any quantity desired at $23 a ton. This coal comes to Emer-
son from Lake Superior ports, and the thing that is mystifying about
the situation is that they are able to get it and we are not.

In the fall of 1919 we had the same situation here. 'We were unable
iet coal here except in small quantities, from a few hundred vﬁ“‘“

alf ‘a ton at a time, while Emerson was supplying 8t. cent,
Pembina, Humboldt, Northcote, and ‘even seme at Hal in any quan-
tity desired. Now, to “a man up a tree"—and we are sadly up a
tree in this section of the country reg.rd.[ng the «coal situation—it
would appear that the whole coal situation is being deliberately man-
aged and engineered by the coal barons with a view to excessive-extor-
tion and profiteering.

Now, friend. STEEXERSON, If you have n:ty e.:][)lanauon to roffer for
this siturtion that is compatible with honest dealing upon the of
the coal barons as well as a " square deal” to the people of this sec-
tion of  the country, I would be wery grateful for same, If mot, do
you not. think the situation would bear investigation?

Very sincerely yours,

to
to

P. H. KoNzExN.
I immediately telegraphed Mr. Ivan Bowen, head of the Min-
nesota Coal Cominigsion, as follows: :
SepreEMeeR ‘8, 1922,
Ivax BOWEN,

Governor’s Coal Commission, Bt. Paul, Minn.:

P. H. Konzen, of Hallock, Kittson County, Minn., is my informant
and ean give yon the names of those offering to sell coal at Hallock
and other Minnesota points from Emerson and other Capadian points.

Congressman ' STEBNERSON.

I received this reply:

A 81 Paur, MisN., September 7, 1922,
HaALvorR STEENERSON,
Washington, D, 0.:

Please supply /me with .names of parties selling .coal in
prrdﬂﬁ:his in :;rma}ion 1{1 ]:J:derbto mcei#il;e m a:fm&eeck
swering your inquiry. ave been recelving ock company
of daily shipments, and same do mot disclose hard coal shipped in any
eonsiderable gquan to Canada. Very lttle hard .coal en 'dock at
Duluth, Will be glad to trace shipments if given dealers’ or consumers’
names to start on., ‘Can not understand what law is evaded by con-
signing to Canada,

estion,
re an-

Ivax BoweN.

1 also motified the Federal Fuel Administration and wrote
to the Interstate Commerce Commission and got this reply:

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION,
BuReAu oF SERVICE,
Washington, September 9, 1922,
Hon. HALYOR STEENERSON,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

MY Drip Sim: Replying to your letter of SBeptember 7, Inclosi
copy of a letter from Mr. P. H. Konzen, of Hallock, Minn., in regar
to the movement of coal to Minnesota points:

As you know, the anthracite mines have mot yet opened, but it Is
expected they will 'do so early next week. Arrangements are being
made to distribute the anthracite coal in the most equitable manner
possible. Special congideration will be given to the movement of such
coal to the upper Lake Buperlor ports,

The information offered by Mr. Konzen will be placed in the hands
of Mr. H. B. Spencer, Federal fuel distributor, for his information and
touside;ationt.ml

ery ¥ yours,
J. C..RorR, Director.

The Minneapolis Journal for the 8th instant -contains the

following :

AMERICANS VICTIMIZED IN REBUYING CoAL DIVERTED TO0 CANADA, IS
CHARGE—KBLLOGG RBADS LETTER ALLEGING FUEL TO LAER
Ports 18 SENT NORTH OF BOUNDARY AND RESOLD IN UNITED BTATES
AT PROFITEERING PRICE—BOWEN DISCREDITS REPORTS.

Hard coal ship to Lake Superior ports is being diverted to Canada
and resold to northern Minnesota counties at profiteering prices, accord-
ing to a letter received by Representative HarLvor BTEENERSON from
P. H, Konzen, of Kittson County, dispatches from the FPloneer Press
Washington burean Thursday t disclosed,

Mr. Konzen's letter follows: .

“At Emerson, just across the Canadian line, they apparently have an
ample supply of Pennsylvania anthracite coal and are supplying not
only their own cnstomers on that side of the line but are ng, or
offering to sell, to 8t. Vincent, Pembina, Humboldt, and other near-by
American towns, and only on Satarday last one of the dealers was
here at Hallock taking, or trying to take, orders for coal, and I under-
stand promised any quantity d at $23 a ton.

CANADIANS GET COAL,

“This coal comes to Emerson from Lake Superior ports, and the
thing that is mystifying about ‘the situation is that they are able to get
it and we are not.”

After calling this situation to the attention of the House and the
Federal authorities, Mr. BTEENERSON sent the following telegram to the
governor’'s coal committee in St, Paul: .

* Complaint has been received from citizens of Kittson County that
Emerson and other points across the line in Canada are receiving large
snpplies of anthracite coal from Duluth and that they are now offering
it for sale at $23 a ton to the near-by towns in Minnesota, such as Bt.
Vincent, Noyes, Humboldt, and Hallock, ' An investigation is requested

o D

to ascertain'why coal operators are supplying the Canadia ts when
none can be obtained ﬁr American pp nts. A ’parentl: ﬁ 'mﬂmplyfg
course adopted to evade the law o as to enn‘ge ‘them to profiteer on
eonl.  Please 'émrm ts." e

Charges made e letter were uted by L B g i
administrator, .Thurnd;ly night, " 72000, Bopen, Abace fanl

Mr. Bowen declared that he has not heard 'from wl}fpmentame
'STEENERSON directly g the charges, but that he investigate
o o IR Inenda S

0 reasonable that any o or would s

to Canada and then try to sell it to’ esota consumers F
expense of high freight rates both ways,”
BOME CANADIAN SHIPMENTS.

“There I8 nothing: to prevent the dealer from selling it dlrecily on
the Minnesota market atp high prices, or at least holzgnx it for g)lgh

g,

“It may be that some small Canadian dealers have foreseen the
nhow din anthracite coal and have laid in a ;‘,‘15“' which they now
:hrfppedntg(; tt?h :ﬂl ;,rt‘:} :1 lgge ri:ﬁtgi dlt also E po - [ {hattthh coal was

, e Duluth 'docks, great deal of coal goes to
Canada from ‘the Duluth docks annually,”
ORDERS ARE RECHECKED, A

A recheek of the orders filled by Minnesota dock rators in the last
B0 was made lir.-.BwenYa office, but mo re?:?:erd ‘could be found
of shipments from the head of the Lakes to Emerson -or any other
Canadian town. The only Canadian shipments were of coke and coal t
Winnipeg, the transactions being between operators in Minnesota nn3
their r r customers in IV : . o 4 Co
traffic expert of the North Dakota Railroa mmission
arrived in St. Paul Thursday to re ent that State on the Northwes

committee, irut L mnllan ¢

Dakota commission, rwho has been servin oﬁtﬁnm 3?1 S
to bis offices in Bismarck. s e o

It will be noticed that Mr. Bowen, without waiting to in-
vestigate, questions the report and tries to explain ‘why
the Canadians might have received anthracite coal from Du-
luth, and 'says “It may be that some small Canadian

the coal
or reship-
Mr, Bowen

dealers have foreseen the shortage in' anthracite coal and

‘have laid in .a supply which they new are trying to sell at

-a large profit. It is @lso possible that the coal was shipped

to them from the Duluth docks. A great deal of coal goes
to Canada from the Duluth dock annually,” But ‘the fact
is that the dealers on the American side also have foreseen the
shortage, and ordered supply in ample ‘time but failed to get
a single pound. "This is distinctly stated in the Konzen letter,
and also that they had the same situation there in 1919, when
the town across the line'in Canada got ample ‘coal supplies
not only for their own use but sufficient to enable them to
sell to the people on the American side at advaficed prices.
Let us hope that in the future the authorities of the United
States and of the State of Minnesota will see to it that this will
not occur again., This American coal should first be supplied
to our own people,

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on railroad legisla-
tion.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Nebraska asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp on railroad
legislation. Is there objection?

There was no objection. '

The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in full
as follows :

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, in 1912 the rail-
roads of this country were furnishing the best and cheapest
transportation that has ever been enjoyed by the American
people. 'That condition had been developed under Republican
legislation and administration extending through a period of
nearly 50 years.

In 1913 the Republicans were retired from both legislative
and executive branches of our Federal Government,

Between 1915 and 1921 the Democratic Party under the
leadership of Woodrow Wilson enacted legislation and adopted
executive policies that resulted in the advancement of railroad
rates to the highest point ever known in American history. The
peak was reached in 1920, Under those conditions the people
not only paid the highest transportation charges but they have
also been required to pay billions of dollars into the National
Treasury through taxes and loans to discharge the financial
obligations which the Wilson administration imposed upon the
country by guaranteeing net returns to the railroads by the
Federal control act of March 21,1918,

According to the terms of that act, that. guaranty was to
extend 21 months beyond the date of the issuance of a procla-
mation of peace with the Central Powers, That proclamation

was issued July 2, 1921. Thus the McAdoo-Shallenberger guar-
anty carried in the Federal control act would have extended
to ‘April ‘2, 1923. 'The transportation act of 1920, however, re-
pealed that guaranty to take effect on September 1, 1920, 81
months earlier than the termination of the McAdoo-Shallen-
berger guaranty, thus releasing ‘onr National Treasury from
an additional liability of $1,937,000,000.
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‘The Railrond Labor Board, appelnted by President Wilson,
afdvenced wages to their highest point in 1820, and in the same
year the Interstate Commerce Commission, also appointed /by
President Wilson, advanced railroad rates ito their highest
point. Crown Prinee McAdoo did not, however, iincrease rail-
road rates sufficiently to balamee the increase of “wages made
by 'him during his control of the roads as director general.,
Consequently the Labor Board made a larger increase in wages
in 1920 than would have been required if the crown rprince had
discharged the duties of director general properly. )

The Republican administration at Washington has been
gradually 'developing plans during recent months for the resto-
rations of the transportation business of the country toa mor-
mal peace basis, The most serious difficulties encountered in
that effort are wesults of the Democratic policies established
under the former erown prinece, William G. MecAdoo.

Every dollar that has been taken from the National Treasury
to pay those guaranties to the railroads was levied by the
Kihon -adlministration 'under the Federal control ‘act of March

1918,

‘Bome erities assert, however, that the ‘transportation act of
1920 {=ometimes called the Esch-Cummins Act) originated amd
adopted ‘the principle of guaranteeing railroad rates. That
fdea is wholly incorrect. The transportation act of 1820 re-
pealed ‘the rate guaranty of 'the Federal cortrol act to take
effect September 1, 1920. While my ‘opponernt, ¥r. Shallen-
berger, voted for the guaranty provision of the Federal eontrol
act, I voted for its repeal.

When -driven into a corner onm this point they declare with
gusping breath 'that section 15a of the transportation act of
1920 guarantees rates of 6 per cent mef. 'That section came
into the law as'a Senate amendment. While I voted against
that ‘amendment, it ‘does not do what 'the opposition alleges.
I was confident that it would convey a false impression ‘to the
country :and give the Interstate Commerce Commission an «€x-
cuse to assume control of certain intrastate business that should
be left exclusively with the 'State commissions. For ithis
reason I am supporting an amendment to repeal that :section.
Of course all well-iuformed 'persons know that the so-called
6 per ‘eent provision of that section expired en the 1st day
of ‘Mareh, 1922, by virtue of its own limitations,

Under 'that section any road that earned 5% per cent met was
authorized to retain such met gain and apply it -on stock divi-
dends. If:itearned 6 per cent netit could retain 'the additional
one:half of 1 per cent and apply it -on improvements of the
road. If it earned more it was required to divide ‘thie excess
over 6 per cent equally with the Federal Government. ‘A report
from the Interstate Commerce Commission, 'however, 'shows
that the average neét earnings of &ll the Toads approximated
8.27 per cent ‘amnuually under the terms of that section. If
within that period of time a particular road .earned only 1
per cent met, the Government did mot ‘make up fhe shortage to
B4 per cent or ‘6 per cent. Every road was left to carry its
own shortage ‘or met gain, as the case might be, within those
limitations,

Thus ‘it will appear that the 'Federal Treasury has not and
will not be responsible for the payment of a single dollar ‘to
the roatls under the terms of ‘that sec¢tion. These facts com-
pletely ‘explode the propaganda that section 15a of the trans-
portation act of 1920 guarantees net rates of ‘6 per cent from
the National Treasury to the railroads of the country, Now
let our opponents bring on another scarecrow.

All guaranties mentioned in the transportation act of 1920—
sometimes called the Esch-Cummins act—are reproductions of
like provisions of ‘the Federal control act, and were thus al-
lowed to continue for a period of six momnths to avoid a finan-
cial eollapse and general strikes throughout the -country.

The McAdoo-Shallenberger guaranties have cost the Na-
tional Treasury over $2,000,000,000 already, and if the law had
run ‘its.course to -April 2, 1923, they would have created addi-
tional liabilities approximating $1,937,000,000.

These facts clearly demonsirate two distinet propositions,
namely :

First. The principle of guaranteeing net gains to the rail-
roads of the country was adopted .and enacted into law by the
Wilson administration at the expense of the taxpayers of the
United States.

Second. The repeal of ‘that legislation and the emancipation
of the people of the country from those unjust burdens of taxa-
g::ty were secured through the wise action of the Republican

Here, again, Republicanism has demonstrated its superiority
over Democracy in the wise management of national affairs,

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the soldiers’ eompen-
sation bill,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recosp on 'the soldiers’
compensation bill. TIs there objection?

‘There was no objection.

THE M'NARY AMENDMENT TO THE ADJUSTED COMPENSATION BILL,

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, the bill providing for ad-
justed compensation for weterans of the World War as it
passed the House contained under title 8 a provision for land
settlement which was stricken out by the Senate Committee on
Finance and a provision inserted in lien thereof under the
same title which simply provides for the re-enactment of existing
law giving preference right of entry to men who served in the
War with Germany, and 25 per cent additional of the amoung
of his adjusted compensation to be used in making payment
on the purchase price of the land selected or for the improve-
ment thereof. No provision whatever is made for the reclama-
tion of land, and inasmuch as all of the public land that is
susceptible of .cultivation has been exhausted the provision for
land settlement in the bill as it was rveported to the Senate
would be of litile or no benefit to the returned service men who
desire to secure a farm.

There are millions of acres of arid and swamp lands throngh-
out the country which can be reclaimed for less than one-half
of the actual worth by the comstruction of reservoirs:and dams
for the watering of arid land or by the building of ditches and
dikes for draining swamp land which would afford the re-
turned service men '‘an opportunity to secure a farm home at
nominal cost.

The amendment adopted by the Senate, introduced by ‘Senator
MudNary, which embodies the provisions .of the Smith-McNary
bill, which has been reported favorably by the Committee en
Arid Lands in both the 'Senate and House, will make available
to the returned service men in the near future millions -of
acres of the most fertile land in the country and which will
enable the retnrned service men who secure homes thereon to
become independent.

‘The proposed legislation provides for the creation of a fund to
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior
for the building of reclamation works, the Government to be
relmbursed with interest at 5 per cent.

As an underlying capitdl for the building of reclamation
works, Congress is asked to authorize an advance, over a period
of years, .of $350,000,000, which is to be appropriated from
;lme 1to ‘time upon estimates made by ‘the Secretary of the

nterior,

The bill contemplates 'that the Secreétary of the Interior
shall contract with a reclamation @district, organized wunder
Btate laws, having power to contract with the Government
and possessing authority to issue bonds with which to pay
for reclamation works, fhe bonds to be a general charge upon
all ‘the land within a district. The ‘Becretary is to investigate
proposed projects, one-half of the cost of ‘the investigation ‘to
be advanced by the district or those interested in the lands
of ‘the district and one-half by the Government, which expendi-
ture is to form a part .of ‘the cost of the project. If a project
is found feasible by the Secretary he may agree to ‘build it,
conditioned upon the district depositing its bonds with the
Federal Farm Loan Board in ample amount to cover the esti-
mated cost of the project, the bonds to bear interest at a rate
not ‘exeeeding & per-cent per annum and to run for a period
not exceeding 40 years., 'The bonds deposited with the Fed-
eral Farm Loan Board :are to be held by the board until the
property within the district amounts to twice the value of the
ountstanding bonds, when they are ‘to be sold at private or
publi¢ sale by the board, and the proceeds used to discharge
the contract between ‘the district and the Government, or placed
in the national reclamation fund, to be used by appropriation
in the econstruction of other reclamation works, ‘as Congress
may determine. It ds believed by your committee that there
will be a ready sale of the idistrict bonds and that from this
source o very large :sum will be derived for reclamation jpur-
poses.

Before the Secretary agrees to build a project the farm unit
must be fixed by him, of sufficient :size for 'the support of a
family, ranging from 20 acres in a fruit district or one adapted
to intensive cultivation to one mot exceeding 160 acres in a
general farming section. The lands owned by private parties
in excess of the farm mnit :ave classified as excess lands; and
these lands as ‘well as all public lands within g district may
be .acquired by ex-service men under a preference right of en-
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try. Ex-service men are also to be given the preference right
of employment on all project works.

The pending measure does not modify or interfere with the
operation of the irrigation law of 1902, although it involves
the general principles of that law. The purpose is that the
proposed law shall operate in a broader field than the general
reclamation law and provides a plan to more rapidly reclaim
the waste lands of the country.

The reclamation fund under the present irrigation law is
derived from special sources, namely, the sale of public lands
and royalties on coal, oil, ete,, taken from public domain.

There was much opposition to the passage of the irrigation
law of 1902, the operation of which has proved the wisdom of
its enactment. Its opponents in the committee in a minority
report to the House declared, among other things, that “the
scheme was unwise and improvident ”; * if workable it would
add millions of acres of productive land to the national pos-
session which would diminish the value of farm lands through-
out the Union™; “it would open up new areas in the far West
to compete with production on the farms in the South, East,
and West ”; “no sane man desirous of promoting the growth
and prosperity of our whole country would consent to the plac-
ing of a great sum per annum at the disposal of one man”;
“in the mad seramble for the fund, corruption would run riot ”;
“the Secretary of the Interior has not the time to see to the
honest distribution and application of the money, and the whole
matter will necessarily be left to the management of irre-
sponsible subordinates " ; * the bill is unconstitutional, as Con-
gress has no power to provide for the irrigation of the public
lands ”; “the plan of turning operation of projects over to the
water users is impracticable and dangerous.”

None of the dire predictions of the opponents of the original
irrigation bill came true.

On the contrary, the prophecy of Hon. Thomas B. Reed, the
able Speaker of the House of Representatives, in a speech de-
livered at Pittsburgh in 1894, in which he spoke as follows, has
been more than fulfilled :

Mighty as has been our past, our resources have just been touched
upon and there is wealth beyond the Mississippi which in the not
distant future will astonish even the dwellers on the shores of Lake
Michigan. From the time my eyes first rested on the great uncultl-
vated plains which le between the Mississippl and the Pacific Ocean
my waking dreams have been filled with visions of Incaleulable wealth,
The touch of living water will bring life to those voiceless deserts.
Their wealth ean only produce wealth and man, single and alone, might
as well try to subdue the Himalayas as to cuﬁewith these wastes, but
the hand of united and associated men is already reaching forth to
grasp the great results.

The same power which wastes millions on the Mississippi can be
utilized to make the desert blossom with the homes of men for whom
and for all of us, the now blighted soll will bring forth the fruit of
the Garden of Eden.

The operation of that law has demonstrated that public
money can be judiciously expended and that even subordi-
nates of a department can be relied upon to act honestly and
with gkill.

The best possible argument in favor of the confinuance and
enlargement of the Government’s plan to make land available
for settlement is afforded by the splendid record of the United
States Reclamation Service since its organization in 1902,
During the 20 years the service has been in operation much
has been accomplished in reclamation of the arid lands and in
increasing the food supply and the national wealth.

Twenty-six projects have been undertaken in 16 different
States and many of them have been completed. Nearly 2,000,000
acres of land have been placed under a permanent water supply
and nearly 1,000,000 additional acres will soon be supplied with
water from storage reservoirs. Forty thousand families have
established homes on these lands and are happy and prosperous.
Cities and towns have sprung up on these projects, and the
national wealth created amounts to about $600,000,000, nearly
five times the amount expended by the Government in reclama-
tion work. The reclamation fund which is represented by the
receipts from sales of public land, leases, and repayment charges
is far inadequate. Nearly $50,000,000 ig required to complete
projects now under way and $100,000,000 to construct new
projects which have been approved.

Many people who have not investigated the importance to the
whole country of reclaiming the waste lands appear to regard
the question as a local one, and that the only people benefited
are those who may make homes on the land or those living in
the section of the country where the land is reclaimed. As a
matter of fact, every section of the country is benefited by land
reclamation. Every acre of waste land that is placed under
cultivation creates a market for merchandise, building material,
staple food products, clothing, and every other kind of manu-
factured article which generally come from the central and
eastern sections of the country.

The adoption of a broad and comprehensive plan to reclaim
the waste lands of the country would go far toward giving work
to those out of employment in construction work on projects,
or by reason of the need of labor on account of the increased
demand for commodities manufactured in the industrial centers,

While the work of the Reclamation Service is of the highest
order, those who have carried it forward have labored under
many trying circumstances. At no time have there been suffi-
cient funds with which to promptly complete and put into
operation the irrigation projects undertaken; and this want of
funds has entailed a very heavy carrying charge. And even
now, for want of funds to complete projects, some of the works
in which much money has been expended are unused.

There has been no disposition in the West to wholly rely
upon the Federal Government for funds with which to reclaim
lands. Fifteen million acres of arid land have been reclaimed
in the publiec-land States, of which amount the Federal Govern-
ment has reclaimed less than one-fifth. In the last 10 years,
according to official census, the amount of arid land reclaimed
by private enterprise is over 3,000,000 acres.

There is a significant factor favorably affecting the general
welfare in irrigated districts which is practically absent in
farming communities in humid sections. Sir William Willcocks,
formerly director general of reservoir studies in Egypt and
consulting engineer to the Turkish Government in Mesopotamia,
outlined this factor, as follows:

The lessons of order and method are taught so thoroughly by irriga-
tion that it is not to be surprised at that all the ancient civilizations
of the world had their birth in the irrigated valleys of the great Old
World rivers. Uncivilized men could live in woods snge(rnrtmll civil-
ized ones on desert oases, but to exist in the conunéy n mF irrigation,
men had to be diseiplined and amenable to laws and regulations. When
hundreds of thousands of families had at first to learn the laws of
nature, then apply them, and then live in accord with one another in
order to insure the irrigation and drainage of their individual holdings,
true civilization took its birth,

Is it too much to assert that cooperative marketing in the far
West, which the Middle West is now copying, is traceable in no
small degree to the necessarily cooperative efforts of irriga-
tionists? And who can believe that in the absence of coopera-
tive marketing the superior pack of western fruits and western
products would ever have taken place, with the result that
these products, in spite of distance from the market and ex-
cessive freight rates, successfully compete with what is pro-
duced under more favorable conditions?

It may be said that now is an inopportune time in which to
press legislation the result of which will be the creation of
more farms, The progressive thought of the world has always
acted upon the maxim “ Competition is the life of trade.” Run-
ning counter to this has been the voice of those who have had
an abiding faith in monopoly, either partial or complete.

A survey of the activities of the Caucasian race for the hun-
dred years immediately prior to the World War may not be
amiss, It may be that we and those who follow us must look
back to this hundred years as the Golden Age, the acme of
human achievement. During this period the Caucasian race
overran and reduced to private ownership a greater area than
ever before in any 1,000 years of its history. During this time
this race increased in numbers more rapidly than ever before in
its existence, Strange indeed, as hundreds of millions of acres
of lands in different parts of the world came under the plow,
farm products not only inereased in value but land values ‘hati
a corresponding rise. In the United States, from 1860 to 1900,
over 400,000,000 aeres of land of the public domain fell into
private ownership, or at a rate of 10,000,000 acres per year; and
from 1875 to 1914 there was almost a continuous rise in values
in every field of activity, general farm values in the United
States per acre being as follows:

1800 $11. 14
1860, 16.

1870 18. 26
1880 19. 02
1800 21.31
1900 19. 82
1910 39. 60
1920 70.98

We hear a great deal about the exodus from the farm to the
city, and unthoughtfully we say it is social. In the main it is
not social; it is economic, and it always has been economic.
We must not overlook the fact that in the growth and develop-
ment of nations there has always been three stages—agricul-
ture, manufacturing, and commerce. No new country was ever
settled through either manufacturing or commerce. Pioneers
first till the soil. As the population inereases and produces a
surplus of food and raw material, the excess laborers enter into
manufacturing, the products of which are at first consumed
locally and later the excess enters outside trade; thus a com-
merce is developed.




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

12377

It would' be folly to account for the movement of the Cauca-
slan race into Australasia, South and North America by reason
of a mania toleave the homeland, Migration has always been
an element in human nature more déveloped in some races than
in others. What gave it impetus with the white man was
first his ability to navigate the seven seas and later the in-
vention of the steam engine. The building of tlie railroads
practically revolutionized economic conditions. Cheap trans-
portation had the effect of taking manufacturing away from
the farm and placing it at centers having advantages in com-
petitive' transportation facilities. It was soon discovered' that
plows could be made more cheaply at some centrally located
competitive point than on the farm or at the four corners; and
the smme was found' troe in regard to shoes, which the farmer
Had been in the habit of making for members of his family;
and such was the case as to cloth and the making of garments,
which the housewife had been accustomed to weave and fashion
for those under her care. In fact, it became apparent that the
farmer and his wife and the members of the household could
be more profitably employed in agricultural pursuits than in
manufacturing at home. As manufacturing ceased on the farm
it went to rail centers, and'in going there it released men and
women from the farm and they found employment at the manu-
facturing points. Not only this, but’ as transportation developed
to carry the raw material from the farm to the factory and the
manufactured articles from the factory to the consumer, a
large number beeame engaged in transportation itself.

But inventive genius was not confined to transportation and
communication. It reached inmto othier fields. In a large way
it reached the farm. There was a time when people spoke of
the farmer and his tools. To-day it is the farmer and his ma-
chinery. By the use of machinery the farmer of to-day pro-
duces many times more than the farmer of 50 years ago, and
this in'turn has released ‘laborers from thie farm, sand they Have
gone to the city for profitable employment. Had they remained
upon the farm: and been idlers or omly partially employed,
farming: would present g sorry spectacle: Had' they remained
upon the farm and' all' labored assidoously, it stands to reason
that there would be'such a surplus of farm products that their
value would be almost nil.

What shall bee our national policy' from now on? Shall we
rely upon the betterment of the: land’' undér plow, or reclaim
virgin sections? Is there mot grave danger in:departing from
a'policy which has been so successfully pursued during the last
100 years? In looking over the' industrial statistics of our
country we' find' that' the produets of our farms have been a
wonderful factor in:the creation: of our nztional wealth: This
is well stated by the: Secretary of the Department of Agricul
ture in his report of 1912, wherein he says:

During the last 16 years the wealth production on' farms, according to

census items, reached the grand total of more than-$105,000,000,000;
This stream of wealth has poured out of the farmer's hern of plenty,
:neﬁlm 16 years has equaled about’ three-fourths of the present national

If we are not to reclaim our waste lands, we must, in order
that our agricultural production shall Keep abreast of agricul-
tural production elsewhere, rely upen a more intensive farming
of our present cultivated areas; Intensive cultivation of the
poil always meant and always will' mean the use of a large
amount' of manual labor. It almost excludes the idea of the
use of machinery. Ih the' thickly settled portions of Europe;
as well as those of Asia and Africa, where intensive cultivation
is practiced, there is almost a total exclusion of ‘machinery upon
the farm; and the efforts of the husbandman are largely directed’
to' the elimination of weeds in the growing crops; and garden-
ing as practiced in those seetioms: is' unheard' of where ma-
chinery: is used' for harvesting, If we limit ourselves to' more
intensive: farming, we may rest assured tHat such will not' be
the practice in the still-to-be-reclaimed areas of' South Awmerica,
Siberia; Canada, and Australasia. In those sections it is prob-
able that' farm machinery will be more extensively used in the
future than in the psast, and that cereals and other farm prod-
uets from these localities will, if' we lag, take the place: of’
ours in the markets of the world.

Some of our farmers seem to be happy in' the thought that
when our farms: shall not yleld all the food that the  Nation'
consumes they, in the nature' of things;, will recelve more for

their products. The fallkey of this idea has been demonstrated

several times in the history of the world. Through its adop-
tion Grecian husbandry failed and the glory of the State de-
parted. Its perfect absurdity was demonstrated in Italy when

Rome became the mistress of the world. The Romans insisted

that they must have cheap food, The farmers of Italy' did
not produce it. Rome went abroad for her supplies, and agri-
culture: in Italy decayed. England had' her corn laws, The

-artisans and poor of the cities cried out against them, It was

asserted that England’s hope was in manufacturing, not farm-
ing. The corn laws were repealed; manufacturing thrived and
agriculture: dwindled..

In the last few years in the United States the value of manu-
factured articles has far outreached the value of agricultural
produets. Should manufacturing reach a stage where it must
depend upon raw material—not the output of mines—and food
products' from abroad, who can doubt but that our national
policy will be to foster manufacturing rather than agriculture?
Thus, is/ it not wise to add to the number of our farms and
by degrees increase the productivity of the old ones, to the end
that at all times there shall be a surplus of farm products as
well as a surplus’ of manufactured articles to enter into our
foreign trade? There is no necessity of changing from the
old order of things, that there may be a surplus in many lines
for export. There is to-day under plow in the United Btates in
the neighborhood of 400,000,000 acres of land. There are yet
susceptible of reclamation some 20,000,000 acres of arid and
semiarid land, 80,000,000 acres of swamp land, and 200,000,000
acres of cut-over land, or a total of 300,000,000 acres. The
arid and semiarid lands are very inviting in character. They
have never been leached of their plant-life elements. When
moistened they readily give up their properties to vegetation,
They lack only one ingredient to a perfeet agricultural seil,
They are deficlent in nitrogen. This; however, can be readily
supplied by the growing of legumes. Swamp lands in the
main are wonderfully productive when' drained; for they have
received the fertilizing properties of the centuries. If we were
to place on an acre of sterile land the nutritive elements con-
tained in an acre of arid land or an acre of swamp land, it
would' probably cost over $2,000. Thus, in the reclamation of
the arid and swamp lands within the country we will tap: a
reservoir of wealth which is almost inexhaustible,

As communication and transportation: have revolutionized
industrial conditions: and’ have made all sections of our coun-
try interdependent, and: what aids one district necessarily aids
all; no land which is now waste can be put info a state of pro-
ductivity without exciting’ activity in a multitude of places.
Even to build an irrigation or drainage ditch, a dike, or a
reservor means the utilization of manufactured articles gath-
ered from a great radius; and every agriculfural community
under present condifions draws froin the manufacturing een-
ters large quantities of products essential to the life and well.
being of' the farmer.

There are attached hereto data showing the extent to which
the people of the reclaimed areas of the West are purchasers of
articles which' are not. produced within such districts and are
supplied in a large measure even by industrial plants several
thousand miles distant.

We have spoken of the danger of manufacturing far exceed:
ing in importance agriculture.. Our political institutions are
more likely to be perpetuated if a proper balance shall be main-
tained between manufacturing and agriculture, and let foreign
commerce be a feature of each of these. The surest way of
maintaining a proper relationship between manufacturing and
agriculture is to increase the number of farms, and this neces-
sarily means the reclamation of waste lands.,

While the movement from the farm to the evity has heen
economie, it involves some very serious social problems affect-
ing the national life. When the farm was not only the seat of
agriculture but of manufacturing, the members of the family
as a rule remained at home until marriage separated them
from the parental roof, and when this took place it only meant
the establishment of other homes. There is no eseaping the
conclusion' that not only is the family unit essential fo farm
life but' it is here that we find'it at its best, and the family in
its-own home is the sheet anchor of the ship of state. Those
leaving the farm for the city are as a rule single people of both
sexes, and too often in reaching and engaging in the activities
of the city they find that the marriage state i, individually
considered, less essential and less desirable than in the coun-
try, and too often a vicarious existence is the result. It is in
the city rather than in the country that the girl finds employ-
ment which either postpones or defeats her marriage, and each
gingle woman means a single man, and from this source springs
much soeial evil and mueh crime, it being estimated that a
very large per cent of all crime in the United States is trace-
able: to- unmarried adults. Occupation prior to commitment
was reported for 374988 male prisoners and juvenile delin-
quents committed in 1910, gs shown by the:Federal census; of
which number only 28,009 were farmers and farm laborers,
The necessity of rural life and the cultivation of the soil, in
the growth and welfare of a nation, have been offen voiced by
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far-seeing men, and we quote from a recent article by 0. C.
Stine, Office of Farm Management, United States Department
of Agriculture:

Webster said: * Let us never forget that the cultivation of the earth
is the most important labor of man.” By the demoralization of rural
life Greece was deprived of the means of rejuvenating her city life.
The farmers constituted the most prolifie portion of her population, but
the Hellenic element was almost entirely removed from the farms. In
the city the population declined in virility. Polybius tells us that in
his time Greece was suffering childlessness and general depopulation,
the cities were becoming deserted, and the fields were not yielding,
thou they had known neither war nor plague. The people became
greedy idlers. They did not care any longer to marry; if they did
marry they did not care to bring up more than one or two children that
they might inherit the individual fortune of their parents. The leadin
cities of Greece became absolutely dependent upon foreign supplies o
food. Cato thought highly of a man engaged in commerce, but he says:
“1t is from the tillage of the soil that spring the best citizens and
staunchest soldiers,” Varro, in his introduction to a book on live-
stock husbandry, writes; * Those great men, our ancestors, did well to
esteem the Romans who lived in the coun above those who dwelt in
town.” When the barbarlans from the north invaded Rome they found
but a feeble resistance from the State which was dylng of dry rot
through the disintegration of its agricultural life. e dawn of our
modern elvilization came with the revival of commerce from the surplus
of the products of a reorganized agriculture. Macaulay, writing to an
American correspondent 50 years ?ﬁo, points out in a striking way the
problems that would be faced by this country when our free land was
exhausted. He says: “As long as you have a boundless extent of fertile
and unoccupied land your laboring population will be found more at ease
than the laboring population of the Old World ; but the time will come
when wages will be as low and will fluctuate as much with you as they
do with us. Then your institutions will be brought to the test. Dis-
tress everywhere makes the laborers mutinous and discontented and
inclines them to listen with eagerness to agitators who tell them that
it is a monstrous 1nlquil‘f that one man should have a million and
another can not get a full meal. * * * The day will come when
multitudes of people, none of whom has had more than half a breakfast
or expects to have more than half a dinner, will choose a legislature,
Is it posesible to doubt what sort of legislature will be chosen? There
will be, 1 fear, spoliation. The liation will inerease the distress;
the distress wiil groduce fresh spoliation. Either civilization or liberty
will perish. Either some Caesar or Napoleon will selze the reins of
government with a strong hand, or your Republic will be as fearfully
plundered and laid waste by barbarians in the twentieth century as
the Homan Empire in the fifth,” The importance of the country as a
training ground for citizens can not be overestimated. Former Presi-
dent Roosevelt has said: * If there is one lesson taught by hlstory it
is that the germnuent greatness of any State must unltimately depend
more upon the character of its country population than upon anything
else, o growth of cities, no growth of wealth, can make up for a
loss in either the number or the character of the farming population.”
The rural birth rate of native Americans is about 40 per eent higher
than the urban. Farm people marry younger than urban people. he
farm home consequently has a longer life than the city home. The
family is the corner stone of civilization and on the farm the family
forms a stronger unit than anywhere else, Professor Warren, of Cor-
nell University, has well said, “ No higher elvilization can endure that
is not based on the type of citizenship on the farms.” To quote James
J. Hill: “ It is as clear as any future event ean be that the farm is the
only hope of our national galvation.” Abraham Lincoln, in his address
to Wisconsin farmers, said, ' Let us hope, rather, that by the best
cultivation of the physieal world, beneath and around us, and the in-
tellectnal and moral world within us, we shall secure an Individual,
social, and political prosperity and happiness, whose courage shall be
onward and upward, and which, while the earth endures, shall not
pass away,”

The Aryans were the tillers of the soil. They had fixed habi-
tations; they recognized individual rights in property, which
necesgitated law, order, and government. To them, and to
them only, are we able to trace civilization,

We have inherited from the World War many grave problems,
At the present hour the number of unemployed is between three
and four million, many of whom are ex-service men. There is
no economy in unemployment. Four million men out of useful
employment means a tremendous national loss. If there is any
way of restoring these men to useful pursuits, it should
be done. Putting them to work on internal improvements,
particularly in the reclamation of waste lands, will excite
activity to a wonderful degree. It will cost our people as
a whole less to furnish them employment than it will to
support them in idleness. There is no possible way in which
the lands to be reclaimed will immediately produce crops
to increase the surplus of farm products already within our
country. F

We should not be unduly alarmed over the present surplus
of farm products in the United States. As has well been said
by Dr. E. D. Ball, director of scientific work, United States
Department of Agriculture:

I1f some one possessed a matfic wand that would restore the world
to normal conditions we would suddenly be confronted with the fact
that there is no overproduction; that what the world is sufferin
from is underconsumption. There is not enough food in the worlﬁ

at present to provide for normal eons'umrtiou. f buying power could
be restored to-morrow the surpluses would almost inst: {ly disappear,

And he further states: :

The peak of agricultural production per eapita of population in the
United States was passed in 1808, nearly a quarter of a cen ago.
Agricultural production almost kept Pace with the populational increase
for some little time after that date, but in the last decade it has

steadily and even more rapidly fallen. Statisticians have estimated
that ouf)ogopulatlon at the close of this century will be more than
220,000,000, and have placed the probable time in which we shall
begin to import the st&{)le foods at from 15 to 30 or more years
Even if it should turn out to be the longer period, it is time we should
be considering the problem not only from the national standpoint but
from its effect on agriculture,

The reclamation of land by aid of the Federal Government ig
not a new idea. Wherever seriously considered it has been in-
dorsed by thoughtful men. The platforms of the two national
parties in the last campaign declared in favor of a Federal
system of reclamation, and both candidates advocated such a
policy. The Chamber of Commerce of the United States at its
annual meeting at Atlantic City in July last, by unanimous vote
of the whole convention of some 3,000 delegates, indorsed land
settlement in aid of the war veterans. Within the last few
days this chamber of commerce, through a referendum to its
members—these being the leading commercial manufacturing
organizations of our country—by over a_two-thirds vote indorsed
land settlement for soldiers, President Harding, faithful to
his pre-election declarations, in his annual message to Congress
strongly urged national aid for reclamation, and lately he
restated his position before the farmers’ conference, Organized
labor is back of this great movement. Those in opposition seem
to be limited to a class who fear competition; and, strangest
of all, competition not foreign, but at home.

The venture of the Federal Government in 1902 into the irri-
gation field has been highly beneficial. The proposal to take a
further step and aid in the reclamation of the swamp lands of
our country is not a plunge into the dark, neither is it a charac-
ter of work which has been shunned by foreign nations. Put-
ting money into reclamation projects in our country is far less
hazardous than it was for the British Empire to put millions
of money into Egypt, India, and Mesopotamia in the reclama-
tion of land there, Most European Governments have found it
profitable to reclaim their waste areas.

The law under consideration is not paternalistie. It is not
asking the Government to do that which can be done by the in-
dividual or group of individuals. The work is of such character
and magnitude that it can only be successfully prosecuted
through some governmental agency.

So far as the publiclland States of the West are concerned,
they find themselves financially handicapped through the with-
drawals from sale and settlement of extensive areas of public
land rich in timber, coal, oil, shale, phosphate, and other min-
erals. The Secretary of the Interior in his late report has
called attention to the vast wealth of the West and of Alaska
withdrawn by the Federal Government from settlement or sale
for the benefit of future generations, which has an intrinsie
value of $150,000,000,000. None of this vast wealth bears any
part of the expense of government of those States, and in the
nature of things can not be pledged by the citizenship of those
States to raise money for reclamation purposes. The people of
the older States of the Union have no conception of this handi-
cap upon western development.

Looking at our Nation as a whole, we can not cast aside the
necessities of the South. There is an industrial plight there
which should be remedied by Federal cooperation. The reclaim-
ing of the great swamp districts, particularly those skirting the
Atlantic Ocean from New Jersey to the southern point of Flor-
ida and then following the Gulf into Texas, is an improvement
of such magnitude as to be national in character. It is only by
reclamation of large tracts that the mosquito can be eradicated
and malaria successfully combated. Their settlement will mean
the social and political evolution of the South, and it will tend
to harmonize political differences.

When our swamp and dry lands are reclaimed we will have
a country far more attractive, productive, and wealthy than at
the present time, and we will have a better distributed and
more homogeneous people. It is the belief of your committee,
based upon what has been accomplished by the present irriga-
tion law, that in a short time after a reclamation project has
been built the land within the distriect and the improve-
ments thereon will have a value several times as great
as the construction cost; consequently, there should be a
ready sale of district bonds and a rapid turnover of the
amount invested. If such proves true, it should not be many
years before the dry and swamp land worth while would be
reclaimed and occupied by millions of prosperous and con-
tented citizens.

If such a great work can be accomplished it will be a erown-
ing achievement in our national life,

This bill under consideration makes provision for service
men and women. In the past those who have served us in
war have been remembered in the allotment of land from the
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public domain. The records of our Government show that some
75,000,000 acres of the public domain have been allotted to
soldiers and sailors of wars prior to our entering into the World
War. If the veterans of our late war are to receive land for
homes, it must first be reclaimed, for there is scarcely a tract
left for the public domain which would justify a soldier in
endeavoring to make his home upon it. Already upward of
200,000 ex-service men have signified a desire to acquire land
for a home, Should this bill be enacted into law and operate
ag your committee believes it will there will, in a reasonable

length of time, be enough land reclaimed to accommodate all

soldiers who may wish to become agriculturists.

Acknowledgment is hereby made to thoughts expressed in
an article written by John E., Thompson, Esq., on the “ Away-
from-the-farm movement.” :

The following statistics with reference to two reclamation
projects in the western country should convince the most skep-
tical that the benefits of the reclamation of waste lands are
national in their scope and not local.

The Yakima project in Washington is a fair example of
what reclamation has accomplished. This project is about 10
years old. The city of Yakima, in the center of the project,
confains a population of nearly 20,000. Over 300,000 acres
of the irrigated land are tributary to the city, the trade of
which is dependent almost entirely upon the products of the
soil, with the exception of one lumber mill.

Comparative statement of products on the Yakima project.

Approzimate number of carload lots of merchandise reaching Boise
anhually from various States,

Number
Commodity. of car-

State and city. or: o8
5.

Hp?l and fittings

ol HArdwool. .10 oo ianiianaes
.| Wagon wood. .. :

Products. 1017 1918 1919 1920
Fresh fruits....................... (811,524 300 $12, 081,320 303,223 | §1 540
Fruit products. ., . I vomian | 1,208 200 ml’]m,an i‘:?&?:m
Grains... 1,501,065 | 1,701,300 | 1,642,200 | 2,380,000
Hops...... 360, 000 600 | 900,000 | 1,950,000
Vegetables. .| 1,324,000 | 1,513,370 | 2,045,350 | 1,021,175
i sy s | [ | Jeen| S| Eeu
00l hides Iy p 8ot , 225, s
Livestock. . 4177750 | 8,656,500 | 4,403,500 | 3,425,720
] Ty e e e s SR S e 1,335,000 | 1,493,600 | 1,443,625 | 1,150,250
Miscellaneous weenenenrnee| 2,000,000 | 1,533,202 435,000
Lumber. .. 000 | 1,000,000 [ 1,500,000 [ 2,250,000
Bugar beets. 1,011,500 | 1,324,500 1,435,000
Hongey........ . 184,000 175, 000 180, 000
Total 32,365,200 | 45,602,576 | 37,218,795
Outgoing carload shipments:
1)1 B STANRT R i 5 P 1 (L R (LR B AT L 28,105
L T B e e, R S S o 1 ]
Value of manufactured products received on the project.
Products. 1918 1919 1920
Automobiles, tires, and accessories............ $2,105,000 | $3,225 000 | $2,600,000
it aldng ) i | e
i 600,000 | 750,000 500,000
1,600,000 | 2,000,000 | 1,500,000
§ .| 700,000 | 1,000,000 | 1,000,000
Furnifure and household supplies............. 1,000,000 | 1,500,000 [ 1,200,000
Cotton and woolen goods........coiiiuanaannn ,000 (1,200,000 | 1,000,000
Sebieaenn s dinda ot it bea st s son=sa i) 406,000 | “1,100;000: | 1,350,000
Millinery, notions, crockery, and electrical
BPPATBIUS. .- eeioonrasnsacanansnnaasassanass]| _ 500,000 | 1,000,000 950, 000
In, 08 PremiUmS. .. connneeernnncensannaeas]| 2,500,000 | 3,000,000 | 3,200,000
Totalec.ucniciuncnsnnnnnnannnnssnnanssss| 13,545,000 | 17,975,000 | 18,450,000

It is important that consideration should be given to the last
item in the above table, that of insurance. Practically all of
the insurance companies operating in this section have their
headquarters in the East, and several million dollars leave this
valley each year to build up eastern industry and commerce,
all of which would be impossible were it not for irrigation. As
a matter of fact, all of the aggregate productive wealth of this
section, now amounting to above $40,000,000 annually, with the
exception of lumber as above stated, is the product of water
scientifically applied to rich voleanic ash soil. The annual total
lumber output does not exceed $1,500,000.

BOISE PROJECT, IDAHO,

Boise, the capital of the State, is a city of less than 25,000
people, and is near the center of the project. The origin of
many commodities which the Boise merchants receive in car-
load lots per annum clearly demonstrates the interdependence
of far-separated districts in practically every State in the
Union and indicates the market developed in one city on the
Boise project is largely the result of reclamation.
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Approzimate number of carload lots of ‘merchandise, ete~—~Continued.

Number
of car-
loads

Stateand city.

S

B

-
b D e G e O

The foregoing data is but an index of what the manufacturers
of the East and South sell to the irrigationists who are en-
gaged in intensively farming irrigated land in the Rocky Moun-
tain and Pacific Coast States. There are 20,000,000 acres of
arid lapds yet to be reclaimed.

For the past 100 years the best thought and energy of the
world have been devoted to the building up of an industrial
system which now seems top-heavy. It is the view of the most
thoughtful minds in the world to-day that sweeping changes of
far-reaching effect will have to be made in our present system
in order to prevent its collapse. There are few who fail to
realize the menace to our national security which results from’

- the steadily inereasing congestion of humanity in our large

centers of population. Without doubt our social and economic

stability could be most readily strengihened by the develop-
ment of our latent land resources, converting them into living
means of production. The most valuable of all our undevel-
oped resources is the vast acreage of now unproductive land.

Its development and settlement would establish the economic

independence of hundreds of thousands of our citizens, whose

stability and. character would be assured by their footheld on
the soil.

Phoenix, Ariz., is served by two railroads—the Santa Fe
and the Southern Pacific, The latter road has furnished a
statement showing that the number of carloads of manufac-
tured products received at Phoenix over its line for the cal-
endar year 1920 amounted to 2492 cars from DMaine, Con-
necticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, West Virginia,
Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, YWisconsin, Minne-
sota, Iowa, Nebraska, and many other States. For the same
year, over the same road, there were received at Phoenix
manufactured products in less than carloads a total tonmage
of 5,734 tons, in which the manufacturing States east of the
. Misgsissippi River shared in large part. The tables furnigshed
by the Southern Pacific Railroad as to earload and less-than-
carload lots of manufactured products received at Mesa, a city
only a short distance from Phoenix, shows a volume not much
less than that of Phoenix.

The Union Pacific system has furnished interesting data
with reference to the number of cars of live stock and tons of
commodities shipped from towns located on the Twin Falls
irrigation tract in southern Idaho, one of the most successful
in the entire West, and which prior to 1905 was a great expanse
of desert country on which there lived but a few hundred people,

During the year 1921 there were shipped from the Twin
Falls project 822 carloads of stock, 15,617 tons of potatoes,
78,672 tons of wheat and flour, 4822 tons of fruit, and 5905
tons of hay and straw.

There were received on this tract during the year 1921, 166
tons of automobiles, 278 tons of agricultural implements, 13,210
tons of building material, and 8,646 tons of merchandise, all
of which eame from the industrial centers in the central and
eastern part of the United States.

Number of tons of specified commodities and the total tons of all com-
modities; also the namber of cars 0}' live stock forward and the
number of tons of specified commaoditics and total tons of’ all com-
wmodities received at stations on branch lines south of Minidoke and
east of Bliss, during the year 1921,

FORWARDED,

Total
Wheat Hay
Origin or destination. ;“gg fg.? and | Fruit. | and mm“'om
; * | floyr. smw.| tiai:
Cars. | Tons. | Tons, | Tons. | Tons, | Tons.
Twin Falla. ... ......0 eena 176 | 1,402 | 5,209 304 101 | 77,961
e e e R o4 | 4351 | 1,132 | @37 140 | 22,454
EAmbery. . o, et s be 63| 3,450 | 7,381 | 1,054 28 | 20,282

Number of tons of specified commodities and the total tons of all com-
modities, ete.—Continued, ”

FORWARDED—continued,
Wheat Som
Origin or destination. Live | Pota- | "org™ wrute. | ‘and ““'*""
stock. | toes. | gour straw.’ ?“::"l’
. | Toms.*| Tons, | Toms, | Tons. | Tons.
205 | 1,920 | 23,082 | 1,740 | 4,108 [ 44,301
43| L2%7| 683 | '355| ‘188 24,105
21 116 | 1,80 |........ 4 794
g‘uunm.. 1 :’% 1% 338 107 il.‘ﬂ
odwin., . P 8 . 33| 1,5%
Hollider.. 513
Rogerson. ... =
Pen;:gu ........................
All stations in Twin Falls
(1 e A S
Total, Twin Falls County

Automo- | ‘tural |B Merehan-| com-
Orlgin or destination. G| huple: (| maseriel | Ghoe:
ments. ties.
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons.
Twin Fals.. 150 4,58 | 6,847
B51 | 27,561
22 | 30,889
1,506 | 21,908
211 21, 506
250 1,495
21 1179
2 2
8 189
T 4, 306
145 04
640 2,019
2 m
24| 78,708
Total, Twin Falls County. 166 278 | 13,210 8,640 | 261,084

Mr. LONDON. Mr, Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the work of the Sixty-
seventh Congress.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous eonsent to extend his remarks on the work of the Sixty-
seventh Congress. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

ENROLLED EILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles:

H. R. 12493, An act amending the act of June 30, 1922, making
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of
the War Department for the fiscal year en June 30, 1923,
and for other purposes;

H. R.2866. An act authorizing the Seeretary of the Interior
to =ell and patent to parties named herein certain lands in
Louisiana ;

H. R. 10361. An act authorizing the sale and patent of certain
alleged public lands in Louisiana;

H. R.1948. An act for the relief of Virgil O. McWhorter;

H. R, 1274. An act for the relief of Maude H. Mosher ;

H. R. 11901. An act authorizing the eonstruetion of a bridge
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Benwood, W. Va.,
and the city of Bellaire, Ohio; and

H.R.11500. An aet to amend sections 34 and 40 of the or-
ganic act of the Territory of Hawaii.

The SPEAKER anpounced his signature to enrolled bills and
joint resolutions of the following titles:

8.3618. An act to amend the Judicial Code in reference to
appeals and writs of error;

8.2199. An act 'to provide for the marking of anchorage
grounds in waters of the United States;

S.2460. An act to extend the provisions of section 18a of an
act approved February 23, 1920 (41 Stats, p. 437), to certain
lands in Ttah;

8.3659. An act to create the White House police force, and
for other purposes;

8.J. Res, 23. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of
War to grant revocable licenses for the gquarrying and removal
of stone from the Mariveles Military Reservation, P. I.; and

8. J. Res. 156. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
‘War to grant a permit to erect and maintain a hotel upon the
Fort Monroe Military Reservation in Virginia,
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted—

To Mr., CuanprEr of Oklahoma, indefinitely, on account of
sickness in his family,

To Mr. ARENTz (at the request of Mr. Casre), on account of
important business,

To Mr. Vixsos, for 10 days, on account of important busi-
ness,

To Mr. MCPHERSON, indefinitely, on account of severe illness
in his family.

To Mr. RosspAare (at the request of Mr. Sieger), for five
days, on account of investigation of Veterans’ Hospital No. 81,

To Mr. LixraicuM, for to-day, on account of important busi-
{1838,

WORLD POULTRY CONGRESS.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill (H. R. 2251) authorizing an appropriation for the
World’s Poultry Congress be laid on the table. The bill pro-
vides for exhibits at the World's Poultry Congress to be held
at The Hague, Holland, on September 6 to 13, 1921.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman’s purpose is merely to clear the
calendar?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. Pending that will the gentleman
indicate as far as he can what the program is for to-morrow.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 1 am unable to say what will
be up to-morrow. There will be a session of the House and
nmatters of some importance may come up.

My, MOORE of Virginia. What does the gentleman say will
be hefore the House on Wednesday ?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, I have no doubt that.the con-
ference report on the tariff bill will be before the House on
Wednesday.

HOUSE BILL 12356 LAID ON THE TABLE.

The SPEAKER. Without objection. the bill H. R. 12356, a
similar bill to 8. 3918, just passed, will lie on the table.

There was no objection,

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I renew my mo-
tion that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
September 12, 1922, at 12 o'clock noon.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions wus discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.

12436) granting a pension to James McDonough, and the same
was referred fo the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Undeér clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memor-
inls were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr., CABLE: A bill (H. R. 12576) providing for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at
Wapakoneta, Ohio, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R, 12577) to extend the market
news service to certain States; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MALONEY : A bill (H. R. 12578) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to aunthorize the association of producers of
agricnltural products,” approved February 18, 1922, and fo au-
thorize association of producers of fishery and other sea prod-
ucts; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 12579) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a building for postal and
other Federal purposes at Cleveland, Ohio; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

3y Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 12580) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to issue oil and gas permits and leases
to persons equitably entitled thereto, and for other purposes:
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 12581) to establish a board of
railroad adjustment for the settlement of disputes arising be-
tween carriers subject to the interstate commerce act and the
employees of such carriers, to prevent the undue interruption
of interstate commerce, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Cominerce,

By Mr. KELLER: Resolution (H. Res. 425) authorizing and
directing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into the
official conduct of Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General of
the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 426) appropriating
$250 for additional clerical service in the enrolling room of the
House; to the Committee on Accounts,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

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

By Mr. BLAND of Virginia: A bill (H. R, 12582) granting an
increase of pension to Clare D. Fielding; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. BROWN of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12583) granting
a pension to Ava Pinkerton; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CURRY : A bill (H. R. 12584) for the relief of Alice
Loeber; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 12585) granting a pension to
Hannah M. Atha; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R, 12586) granting a pension to
Mary J. Kearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 12587) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Ann Cross; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill (H. R. 12588) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Holmes; to the Committee on
Pensicns,

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 12589) granting a pen-
sion to Albert E. Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 12590) granting a pension to James H.
Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. MILLSPAUGH : A bill (H. R. 12591) granting a pen-
sion to Cora May Potes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12592) to correct
the military record of William L. Million; to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

By Mr. RIDDICK: A bill (H. R. 12593) for the relief of
J. W. Cook; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. ROBSION: A bill (H. R. 12594) granting an in-
crease of pension to William G. Jones; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12595) for the
relief of the parents of Charles James Crow, deceased; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 12596) for the relief of
Frederick 8. Easter; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. SWANK : A bill (H. R. 12597) for the relief of John .
H. McAtee: to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12508) granting a pension to Antoinette
(. Constant ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, .

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 12599) granting a pension to
Elizabeth J. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12600) to correct the naval record of
Harry Aretug Walters; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12601) for the
relief of Edna Mae Baird; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12602) for the relief of Edna Mae Baird;
to the Committee on War Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

6283, By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Western
Swedish Conference of Methodist Episecopal Church, in con-
ference at Stratford, Iowa, favoring the passage of House Joint
Resolution 159, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States to prohibit sectarian appropriations; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

6284, By Mr. ANSORGE: Petition of Sailmakers' Union,
Port of New York, favoring passage of ship subsidy bill; to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

6285. By Mr. BROWN of Tennessee: Papers to accompany
House bill 12583, granting a pension to Ava Pinkerton; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

6286. By Mr. CULLEN : Petition of Central Trades and Labor
Couneil of New York, favoring the impeachment of Attorney
General Daugherty and Federal Judge Wilkerson; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

6287. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of Insecticide and Disin-
fectant Manufacturers’ Association, New York City, N. X., fa-
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voring the placing of white arsenic on the free list; to the

Committee on Ways and Means,

G288. Also, petition of Regant Co. (Inc.), New York: City,
N. Y. regarding flood waters of the Mississippi; to the Com-
mittee on-Flood Control, .

6289. Also, petition of Berger, Raphael & Wiles, New York
City, N. Y., regarding fload waters of the Mississippi; to the
Committee on Flood Control,

6290. Also, petition of William Wallace Brauer, HEsq., Wash-
ington, D. C., regarding the German debt; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

6201, Also, petition of Chas. C. Bradley, Esq., of Brooklyn,
N. Y., favoring a duty of 40 per cent en wire cloth; to the
Committee on Ways and AMeans,

6292. By Mr. LEA of California: Petition 'of 13 citizens of
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the enactment of pending
Sunday bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

6293. By Mr. SINCLAIR : Petition of :A. V. Schallern and
52 others, of Mandan, N. Dak., and vicinity, for the enactment
of legislation ‘insuring a minimum price on wheat and other
farm products; to the Committee on Agriculture.

6294, Also, petition of H. P. Hammer and 130 others. of Coop-
erstown, N. Dak., urging the enactment of a law for a set
-price on grain; to the Committee on Agriculture.

SENATE.
Tvcespay, September 12, 1922.
(Legislative day of Monday, ‘September 11, 1922.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.
2 LIBERIAN LOAN.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
‘sideration of the joint resolution (H. J, Res, 270) anthorizing
the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a credit with the
United States for the Government of Liberia.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, 'T suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
roll.

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to' their names:

The Secretary will eall the

Ashurst Edge MeCumber Sheppard
Ball Fletcher MeLean Shields
IBorah France MeNary Simmons
Broussard Glass Moses Smoot
Calder Gooding ‘Nelson _Sterling
| Cameron Hale New Sutherland
Capper Harreld Nicholson SBwanson
Colt Harrison Odiie Trammell
Culberson Heflin Pepper Walsh, Mass,
Cwnmins Jones, Wash. ‘Phipps Warren
}"?ﬁi:fgha %ﬁl i Ra ; 'ﬁ“&“’ ?:d

ML m WE0n atson, s
du Pont Mcg)rmick Robinson illis

Mr, CURTIS. I was requested fo annonnce that the Sena-

tor from Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor] is detained® by reason of
illness in his family.

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to-announce that my colleague [Mr,
OvErMAN] is absent on account of illness.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-two Senators having
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The
question is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Borag.]

AMr, KING. Let the amendment be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read
the amendment.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. Add at the end of the joint reso-
lution a new section, as follows:

SEC, —, That to. expedite the completion of Government reclamation
projects ‘heretofore begun and extensions thereof and to take up new
projects under the vational irrigation law, being the act of Junme 17,
1902 (32 Stat. p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof or supplemen
thereto, there is hereby a ptl;?ﬂated out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise a ruvrrn , the sum of 820,890.000 and the Becre-
tary. of the Treasury is autherized, upon t of the Secretary of the
Interior, to:transfer the same or any part thereof from time to time
30 thf.'“cnidgiggot the reclamation fund created under the said act of

me 5 .

The said sum of $20,000,000, or s0 much thereof :as shall have been
transferred to the reclamation fund, shall he reimbursed to the general
funds of the Treasury by transferring annually the sum of u.lﬁ)o,uoo
from 'the reclamation 'to’ the: general funds of the Treasury, be-
glnning July 1, 1840,

AMr. BORAH. Mr. President, during the debate last evening
some question arose as to credits which had been extended
-to-other nations upon the same basis as the credit to the Li-
berian Government. I stated at the time that I was of the
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“these credits the same as to the Liberian credit.

opinion that a number of eredits had been extended and that
the moral obligation, so called, obtaimed with ireference to
; I find upon
examining the record that there was a credit extended to
Russia of $450,000,000. -

Mr, STERLING. To what record does the Senator refer?

Mr. BORAH. I am examining the hearings before the House
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department and réad-
ing from the testimony of Mr. Polk, Secretary of State.

Mr, STERLING. I wonder why it is fhat the Secretary of
the Treasury in two reports has stated that a credit of only
$187,000,000 was extended.

Mr, BORAH. There were some withdrawals afterwards
which I presume justified the Secretary of the Treasury in
stating what he did, but these withdrawals were no different
from the withdrawal under the Liberian loan.

Mr, STERLING. The question then is, YWhat was the net
credit given to that Government?

‘Mr. BORAH. Then, the fact is that there was no credit
given to Liberia beyond the $26,000 to enable the Liberian rep-
resentatives to take a junketing trip to Paris.

According to Mr. ‘Polk, this was a complete Treasury state-
ment. The statement referred to was set out in the hearings,
and it discloses the following facts: Credits established, May
16, 1917, $100,000,000; May 17, 1917, $75,000,000: August 23,
1917, '$100,000,000; Octeber 12, 1917, $50,000,000; all of which
make $325.000,000.

Mr. STERLING. The Senator is reading the credits ex-
tended to Russia?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.
McFappeN said:

Mr, Polk. as I understand, the total credits established amounted to
£450,000,000 7

Mr. PoLk. Yes.

Mr. McFAppEN. And ont of that we paid in money how much?

Mr. PoLk. $187,729,7560.

Mr. McFappEN. That was the amount of the advances in eash by
this Government to Russia?

Mr. PoLk, Yes, sir.

Mr. McFappEX. The balance of the credits bave béen turned back?

Mr. PoLE. Turned back into the Treasury.

Mr. McFADDEN, You say that !181.000.0?’0 was pald to Russia?

Mr, PorLk. It was paid in installments, as 1 have them here, from
July 6, 1917—

And so forth.

What took place was precisely the same.thing that teok place
in the instance of Liberia. At a certain time Russia was
notified that the eredits were withdrawn, as in this case Liberia
was notified that the credits were withdrawn ; but Liberia was
notified that the credits were withdrawn before Liberia had
complied with the conditions which were prerequisite to the
obtaining of the loan,

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, there is this difference
between the two reports of the Secretary of the Treasury in
regard to Liberia and Russia, and especially is the report
different in regard to Liberia: The first report of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, thateof 1920, gives the entire credit
established for Liberia, namely, $5,000,000, with a withdrawal,
I think, then of $26,000; but the two reports give the credit
established for Russia as being $187,000,000.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, that is true so far as the
reports are concerned; but in order to know what was done
we must go back to the correspondence, and the correspondence
of the Secretary of State was to the effect that Liberia had a
credit of '$5,000,000.provided she eomplied with certain condi-
tions. Those conditions were specified in the notice of the
credit, but the conditions were not complied with. Later, how-
ever, the entire credit was withdrawn. 8o, Mr, President, while

Then, on page 19 of those hearings, Mr.

.a greater space of time was occupied in the transaction as to

Liberia, the transaction was precisely similar in the.one case
as in the other.

Mr. President, I also find from the record, according to my
caleulation, that the following credits were made: To Czecho-
slovakia of $61,000,000, that is in excess of any amounts paid,
These credits all rest upon the same moral obligation at the
time that the war ceased. Nobody regarded them as binding
upon the Government after the cessation of war except with
reference to Liberia, and there different circumstances and
conditions  arose, matters :to which we shall come later. A
credit was due to Czechoslovakia of $61,000,000; to Serbia ef
$14,000,000; to England still of $330,000,000; to Rumania of
$£20,000,000 ; to Italy of $45,000,000; and to Greece of $48,000,000,
The natiens named 'had been notified that they had those
eredits in. excess of the amounts drawn. 'Any claim to those
credits, according to the figures whieh I have given here, if my
investigation of the record beaceurate and correct, rests pre-
cisely upen the same basis :as the elaim of Liberia, except
that the basis of the Liberian loan is weaker by reason of the
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