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SENATE~ 

FRIDAY, February 17, 19~~. 
The Chaplrtin, Rev. •J. J. 1\fuir, D. D., offered the following 

prayer: 

Our Father, we want this morning to recognize thnt goodness 
and mercy ha,·e been our portion thus far along the pathway of 
life. We want tb show forth in our daily conduct oul' apprecia
tion of Thy constant favor and" seek constantly in all that we 
think and sa~r and do to honor Thy great and holy name. The 
Lord be with us this day amid its duties and its cares. and grant 
that with the enning's shadows we may be able .to feel that 
we haYe fulfilled the high obligations of serYice agreeable to 
Thy name. Tbrough Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. · 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester
day's proceedings, when, on request of 1\fr. CuRTIS and by unani
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

:UESSAGE FROM 'rHE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over

hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (H. R. 10329) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, 
and for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence 
of rhe Sen:lte. 

}.fr. 'VARREX I ask that the bill just .received from the 
House may be referred to the Committee o"n Appropriations. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 10329) making appropriations for the Depart

ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, 
and for other purposes, was :read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. LADD presented a resolution adopted by the board of 

county 'commissioners of Burleigh County, K. Dak., favoring 
retention of the Fort Lincoln Milita1·y Reservation as a perma
nent part of the l\Iilitary Establishment of the United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

He also presented the petitions of Carl H. Nelson and 51 
others, of Maddock; Otto Olson and 5 others, of Oriska ; W. C. 
Nettum and 2 others, of Kindred; Edwin Stoa and 2 others, of 
Buxton; Sam Kahler and 5 others, of Tuttle and vicinity; Jake 
Ritter aml13 others, of Clyde; and Olaf Brenden and· 48 others, 
of Sheyenne, all in the State of North Dakota, and Gomer Lewis 
and 49 others, of Mcintosh, :Morristo\Yn, and Watauga, in the 
State of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legisla
tion reyi\~ing the Government Grain Corporation so as to sta
bilize prices of certain farm products, which were referred ·to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

1\Ir. CAPPER presented ·a petition of sundry citizens of Kan
apolis, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called soldiers' 
bonus bill, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Benjamin Franklin 
Council, American Association for tlle R~ognition of the Irish 
Republic, of Topeka, Kans., protesting against the United States 
entering into any treaty or "gentlemen s agreement" with for
eign nation. which might, even to a slight degree, impair the 
sovereign independence of the Nation, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of"Lost Springs, 
Ramona, Herrington, Hope, Tampa, Pawnee Rock, and Dodge 
City, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of 
legislation r eviving the Government Gr::tin Corporation so as to 
stabilize prices of certain farm products, which were referred 
to the Committee on A.griculture and Forestry. 

LANDS OF Ir'ORT PECK AND BLACKFEET RESER\ATIO~S, MONT. 
l\fr. SPENCER. l\1r. President, from the Committee on In

dian Affairs I report back favorably with an amendment, in the 
nature of a substitute, the bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize the 
leasing for mining purpo es of unallotted· lands on the Fort Peck 
Reservation, Mont., and I ubmit a re11ort (No. 502) thereon. 
I ask for the immediate consideration of tbe bill. I do not 
think there will be any opposition to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from l\fissouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. OVERMAN. .l\lr. President, I do not object to the bill, 
but I do not think we should transact any business with so 
:few Senators present. ·I suggest the absence of a quot·um. · 

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

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following Sen
ators answered to their names: 
Borah Gooding McKellar 
Brandcgee Hale McKinley 
Bm-sum Harreld McNary 
Cameron Harris Moses 
Capper Harrison Myers 
Caraway • Heflin Nelson 
Culberson Hitchcock New 
Cummins Johnson Newberry 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Norris 
Dial Kellogg Oddie 
Edge Kendrick Overman 
Ernst Keyes Page 
Fernald King Pepper 
Fletcher Ladd Phipps 
France Lenroot Poindexter 
Gerry Lodge Pomerene 
Glass McCormick Sheppard 

Simmons 
Smith 
Spen~l'" 
Stanfield 
St~nley 
Sterling 
Swanson· 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 
Willis · 

Mr. <McKELLAR. I desire to announce the unavoidable ab
sence of my colfeague [Mr. SHIELDS] on account of illness. 

Mr. CURTIS. I was requested to announce the absence of 
the Senator from · North Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER], the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
McLEAN], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], the 
Senator from New York [1\fr. CALDER], the Senator from In
diana [Mr. WATSON], and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN], who ar.e detained at a hearing before the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senator.s having 
answered to theil· names, there is a quorum present. The Sen
ator from Missouri asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8010) to authorize the lea ing 
for mining purposes of unallotted lands on the Fort Peck Res
ervation, Mont. 

l\lr. SPENCER. I do not think there will be the sligbtest 
objection to the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

l\lr. SPENCER. In November last the Senate· passed a bill, 
at the instance of the depllJ'tment, giving the Indians the right 
to lease for mining purposes certain unallotted lands Jn the 
Fort Peck Reservation and in the Blackfeet Reservation, and 
the bill is now in the House. Since then the House pas. e1l 
practically the identical bill, but it refers only to the Fort 
Peck Reservation. l\Iy own judgment is that it was an inad
vertence. The committee thought that if we substituted the 
bill which the Senate had already passed and sent ·it back to 
the House it would work out most expeditiously and desii·ably. 
I ask that the amendment of the committee may be read and 
agreed to. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the enacting 
(!lause and to insert: 

That lands reserved for school and agency purposes and all otber 
unallotted lands on the Fort Peck and Blackfeet Indian Reservations, 
in the State of :Montana, r~erved From allotment or other disposition, 
may be leased for mining purposes under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interio_r. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amer:decl and the 

amendment ,,·as concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the hill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to authorize 

the leasing for mining purposes of nnallotted lands on the Fort 
Peck and Blackfeet Indian Reservations, in the State of Mon-
tana." • 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ·w A.RREN. I report back favorably with amendments 
from the Committee on Appropriations the bill (H. R. 102137) 
making appropriations for the legislative branch of the Gov· 
ernment for the fi~cal year ending June 30, 1923, and for other 
purposes, and I submit a report (No. 503) thereon. 

I desire to give notice that I expect to ask the Senate to take 
up the bill for consideration on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPENCER in the chair). The 
bill will be placed on the calendar. 

BILT.S AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 

time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 
A bill ( S. 3164) to amend the Judicial Code, further to de. 

fine the jurisdiction of the cu·cuit courts of appeals and of tbe 
Supreme Court, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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By l\Ir. JOHNS(}N: 
A bill ( S. -3165) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Elisha L. Bennett, jr.; and 
A bill ( S. 3166) for the rellef of Michael Sweeney ; to the· 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill ( S. 3167) granting an increase of pension to .Jane N. 

Brown; to the Committee en Pensions. 
By Mr. SPENCER: _ 
A bill (S. 3168) granting a pension to Mary 1\fullen (with ac· 

companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill ( S. 3169) to equafize pensions of retired policemen and 

:firemen of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; to 
the Committee on the District of Cehnnbia. 

By Mr. BALL: . 
A bill ( S. 3170) regulating corporations doing a banking busi

ness in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MYERS: 
A joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 163) relating to terms and con

ditions .of payment for the tuition of Indian puplls enrolled in 
the State public schools of Montana; to the ·Committee on Ind1an 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mr. McNARY submitted two amendments intended to be pro
posed by him to Senate bill 3017, the Senate river and harbor 
bill, which were referred to the Committee on Comme'l'ce and 
ordered to be printed, as follows : 

On page 8, after line 19, insert: 
" Siletz Bay, wifh -a view to im-proving channel and securing a 

depth o:t 15 feet, at average tille, across Siletz Ba1·, by the con-stl".uction 
ot a jetty or otherwise." 
nnd-

" Tillamook Bay and Harbor, Oreg., including conside1-ation of modi
fication and change of location o:t the existing 16-foot project channel 
to Bay City, with a view to securing usable channels commensurate 
with depth of water on bar to accommodate p:resent and future C(JJll· 
merce." 

INVESTIGATION OF FEBTII.IZER INDUSTRY. 

1\IT . .1\!cKELL.AR submitted the following resolution ( S.. Res. 
241), which was referred to the Committee on Agricultare and 
Forestry: 
Whereas it has been charged tllat the fertilizer industry is controlleU 
· by a combination Dl corporations and lthat such combination of cor

porations, or the individual members thereof, has employed agents, 
attorneys. and lobbyists to influence Congress against the acceptance 
of the offer of Henry Ford to buy :Muscle Shoals: Now, therefore, 
be it 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture aDd Forestry, or any 

subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized to investigate the charge 
that the fertilizer industry is controlled by a corporation or corp0ra
tions which is in fact a monopoly and has employed agentsh attorneys, 
and lobbyists to lobby a.gainst <the resolution accepting t e offer of 
said Henry Ford to purchase said Muscle ·Shoals iProject, and to investi
gate whether there is a ferb'1izer trust. 

Resolved turthe'r, That the committee is authorized to subprena wit
nesses, send :tor person-s and papers, to administer oa:ths, and to employ 
the necessary clerical assistance in the :prosecution of such investiga
tion, the expenses thereof to be paid out o:t the contingent fund of the 
Senate on vouchers authorized by the committee and signed by the 
chairman thereof. 

ILLUSTRATIONS OF FOBEJG,:'q' P0STA.GE AND REVENUE STAMPS. 

l\fr. EDGE. I ask unan:ii:nous co-nsent for the immediate -can
side-ration of Senate bill 2703, which was introduced by my ~ol
league [1\ir. F.RELINGHUYSEN]. I am quite sure the bill will not 
lead to any opposition whatever. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New .Jersey 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill named by him. Is there objection? 

l\lr. CURTIS. Let the bill be reported. 
Mr. KING. Reserving fbe right to object, I ask that the bill 

may be reported. ~ ~ 
Tl1e PRESIDil~G OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

bill by title. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. A bill ( S. 2703) amending an act 

to cod1fy, revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States. 
Mr. EDGE. I shall be very glad briefly to eXJ?lain the object 

of the bill if I may secure unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

1\ir. UNDERWOOD. Will not the Senator allow the bill to 
be read at length? We can not understand the object of the 
measure until it shall have been read. 

Mr. EDGE. I ask that the bill may be read by the Seeretary. 
The Assistant Secretary read the bill. 
l\Ir. EDGE. Mr. President, undoubtedly, as a majority of 

Senators well know,- my colleague is a Yery enthusiastic stamp 
collector. This bill simply provides an amendment to the Penal 
Code in ·order that defaced dies may be used for the FUrpose of 
reproducing stamps of foreign countries. The bill has the ap
proval of the Attorney General's Department and also of the 

Treasury officials who . are in charge of matters relating to the 
_printing of stamps. I trust the bill may receive the approval 
of the Senate. 

Mr. KING. I ·shou-ld like to ask the Serrator from New Jerse-y 
whether th:e Post Office authorities are w.illing that this measure 
shall pass~ 

Mr. EDGE. The Treasury o-fficials have announeed to the 
. Committee on the Judiciary that they have no objection what
ever to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im
mediate consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, ns in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, in the following words : 

That sections :t61, 172, and 220 of the act entitled "An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States," approveu 
March 4, 1909, are hereby amended by adding the following : "Provided, 
That nothing in said sections shall be construed to forbid or prevent 
the printing or publishing illustrations of postage or revenue stamps 
from plates so defaced as to indicate that the illustrations are not 
adapted or intended for use as stamps, or to prevent or forbid the m.::tk· 
ing of necessary plates therefor for use in phil:atelic or historical arti
cles, books, journals, or albums, or the circulars of legitimate publishers 
or dealers in such stamps, books, journals, or albums : Attd p1·ovidea 
turthe1·, That no such illustration shall be made in colors, and that no 
such illustration or plate shall be of a stamp of the United States." 

And in li-eu thereof to insert : 
That nothing in sections 161, 172, and 220 of the act entitled "An 

act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States," 
approved March 4, 1909 (35 .Stats. L., pp. 1118, 1121, and 1132), shall 
be construed to forbid or prevent the printing or publishing· of illus
tr·ations of postage or revenue stamps from plates so defaced as to 
indicate that the illustrations are not adapted or intended for use as 
stamps, or to prevent or forbid the making of necessary plates therefor 
for use in philatelic ol.' historical arti-cles, books, journals, or albums, or 
the circulars of legitimate pnbliEhi!rs or dealers in such stamps, books, 
journals, or albums; but no such illustration shall be made in colors, 
and no such illustration or plate shall be of a stamp of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the committee in the nature of a 
substitute. · 

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, 

rend th'e third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to allow the 

printing and publishing of illustrations of foreign postage and 
I-eTenue stamps from 'defaced plates." 

VALUATION OF RAILP.OAD PP.OPERTIES. 

1\lr. CUMMINS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of ordeT of busin~ss 494, being Senate bill 539. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill 
named by hlm. Is th~re objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the bill be reported in order that 
we may know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretl!rY will read the 
bill. ' . 

The Assistant Secretary read the bill ( S. 539) to further 
amend an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved 
February. 4, 1887, as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im
mediate consideration of the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not like to object to the Senator's 
request, but I was giving some consideration to the matter in
volved in the bill for whic-h he now asks consideration when I 
had to be absent from the Senate for som~ months on account 
of attendance on the Conferen~e on Limitation of Armament 
which has recently aDjourned. I think the subject matter of the 
bill is very important and that it should be considered with 
great care. I will, therefore, ask the Senator not to call the 
bill up in the morning hour. I think it sliould come up for con
sideration in its regular order on the calendar or be called up 
when it may be made the unfinished business, so that we may 
gi·ve it full consideration. I myself wish to look into it fur
ther before I give consent for its immediate consideration. 

l\1r. CUl\.fMINS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Alabama that the bill is very important. I think it is a bill 
which demands consideration before -very long. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree with the Senator about that. 
1\lr. CUMMINS. I had no thought of interrupting or prevent

ing the consid-eration of the un:Onishe<.l business, although I 
really think the bill for which I now ask consideration ought 
to take the place of the bill which has b€'en made the unfinished 
business. I do not ask for the mere formal consilleration of 
the bill, but- I think it ought to be carefully co11Sidered and 
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debated. However, I wish to present it to the Senate just as 
soon as possible. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. That is exactly my viewpoint. We have, 
~f course, spent a great many million dollars in the past few 
years in the effort to ascertain the value of the railroads of 
this country. Although I may be mistaken about it, I am appre
hensi\e that a change of existing law might scrap a g1.·eat deal 
of work that has already been done in ascertaining the raih'.oad 
•aluations; and I do not think that we ought to pass a bill of 
this importance in a perfunctory way and during the morning 
hour. 

l\lr. CUl\E\liNS. I assure the Senator from Alabama that a 
change of existing Ia w will not scrap any considerable part of 
the work which has been done by the Interstate Commerce Com
mission in the valuation of railroads. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to have that made clear. 
I do not think a bill of this importance should be hastily con
sidered in the morning hour. I shall not at all resist the Sen
ator's desire to have the bill taken up as the unfinished busi
ness when it may be fully and carefully discussed at the proper 
time. I think the Senator in a matter of this importance should 
give a full explanation of the proposed legis\ation to the Sen
ate. I therefore hope the Senator will not insist on the con
sideration of the bill at this time. 

Mr. CUl\IMINS. In view of the Senator's suggestion, in lieu 
of asking unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill during the morning hour, I now give notice that imme
-diately upon the disposition of the bill which is now the unfin~ 
ished business, I shall move that tile Senate proceed to the 
consideration of this measure. 

ACQUISITIO~ OF REAL ESTATE BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of business is the 
consideration of the calendar of bilL-s and resolutions under 
Rule VIII. 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. l\lr. President, is it in order for me to 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill at this 
time? 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 
l\Ir. 'V ADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the 

Senate proceed to the consideration of t11e bill (H. R. 7158) 
to amend the Army appropriation act approved July 11, 1919, 
so as to release appropriations for the completion of the acqui
sition of real estate in certain cases and making additional 
appropriations therefor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from New York for the immediate con
sideration of the bill named by him? 

:Mr. OVERl\1Al~. Before consent is giYen, I ask that t11e bill 
may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEH. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The reading cletk proceeded to read the bill. 
1\Ir. WADSWOUTH. l\lr. President, if I may interrupt the 

reading of the bill, I desire to say that this bill was taken 
np on a former occasion, which, as I recall, was the day before 
the Chri tmas recess, when it was reached upon the calendar; 
but it was very 1ate in the session of that day, and the ques
tion of -a quorum being raised the matter was put over. I 
think tl1e present occupant of the ch;:tir was in the chair at 
thnt time. 

The bill is designed to enable the 'Var Department to clean 
up the title to various pieces of real estate upon which the 
Government now owns Yery valuable buildings. The projects 
are listed in the bill, and the amount of money necessary to 
acquire title to the remaining small parcels or tracts of real 
estate is set forth in connection with each project. As a matter 
of fact, while the bill proposed to appropriate $4,000,000, it 
will put the Government in a position where it can save large 
amounts of money in the future, either by selling these prop
erties, in which the Government has invested such immense 
sums, or, in some instances, by leasing them to industrial con
cerns. The items of -the bill were discussed upon the former 
occasion, with the exception of one or two, in connection with 
'vhich, and in accordance with instructions of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, I desire to offer amendments. 

~lr. KING. l\lr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
the cost that will result to the Government from carrying 
out the provisions of the bill? 

l\lr. WADS WORTH. The bill shows that upon its face. The 
total cost to the Government will be $4,100,000, as I 1·ecall, al
though I have not the figures immediately before me, and it is 
divided in appropriations made for several different projects in 
connection with 'vhich at present the hands of the War De
partment are absolutely tied. 

Mr. KIKG. l\lay I inquire of the Senator whether this was 
the bill in connection with which it appeared that the Govern-

ment had now some holdings within which there were small 
private holdings to which it was desired to secure title? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes ;_this is the bill which the Senator 
has in mind. On those holdings are immensely valuable build
ings which can not be disposed of, the hands of the Secretary 
of War being absolutely tied, as· there is on the statute books 
an act which forbids the Secretary of War to purchase any real 
estate, even if it be 10 feet square. 

:Mr. KING. Were steps initiated to condemn these p1·operties 
before the law was passe-d forbidding the acquisition of further 
property by the War Department? . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In some instances, yes ; while in others 
the land is held by leases, and in others the land was about to 
be purchased when the Congress- intervened-and I think prop
erly so-and stopped all purchases until the Congress should 
look over the different projects and decide which ones the 
War Department should be permitted to complete. This bill 
represents the first list of projects passed upon by the Honse 
of Representatives, in connection with which it is urged strenu
ously by the House committee that these little parcels of land 
be acquired so that the Government will be in a position to 
deal as one business man would with another in the dispo~ition 
of these properties. ' 

l\Ir. KING. The passage of this bill and the carrying out 
of the plan which the bill contemplates will not lead to a con
tinuation of the camps which are unnecessary, but will be in 
the interest of the dimunition of the number of camps and forts 
and barracks, and so forth, now owned by the Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is most decidedly in that direction. 
fncidentally none-of these projects are camps; most of them are 
great storage depots. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think it was very unwise 
to expend millions of dollars upon land the title to which w<lH 
not in the Government? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It was done during the war, and we 
have no choice in the matter now. Buildings have already beeu 
erected, and many of them are permanent buildings. 

Mr. KING. Is it the intention of the Government to keep 
all the buildings that have been erected upon the tracts referrecl 
to in the bill? 

Mr. 'VADSWORTH. I should hope that it was the intentiou 
of the Government to sell most of these places, but they can not 
do so until they own finally the parcels of land underneath tile 
buildings. 

l\lr. KING. Does the testimony indicate that the Governmem 
will recoup much more than this bill carries? 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. Yes; it indicates that it will recoup 
much more. 

Mr. KING. The committee are unanimous in the view tilat 
the $4,000,000 proposed to be appropriated should be expenclcc1? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; in order to save a much larger 
sum, in the discretion of Congress, later on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7158) to amend the 
Army appropriation act appro\ed July 1.1, 1919, SO' as to re
lease appropriations for the completion of the acquisition of 
real estate in certain cases and making additional appropria
tions therefor, which had been reported from the Committee on 
l\Iilitary Affairs with an amendment. 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. l\1r. President, I desire to offer three 
amendments. 

The fir :::; t amendment is, on page 2, line 20, after the numerals 
"$100,000," to strike out the remainder of line 20, lineJ 21, 22, 
23, and 24, and on line 25 to and including the word "payment:::;.'' 

Th¥anguage relates to a project i~ the city -of Baltimor(>, in 
connection with which the Gov~rnment, on the leasing of some 
land, built some exceedingly valuable storehouses. The Hou~e 
bill carries an authorization to the Secretary of 'Var to sell 
these buildings to the owner of the land, the Canton Co., for 
$300,000. Since the passage of the bill by the House, the Sec
retary of War indicates that he may make a better disposition 
of it than that, and one more tO' the advantage of the Gowrn
ment. Therefore it is proposed to strike out that language ancl 
leave it in his discretion. If the language remains in, the in
ference drawn by the owners of the land will be to the effect 
that $300,000 is all they will have to pay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 2, lines 22 to 25, it is prqposed 

to strike out the following words: 
Or the Secretary of War is authorized to sell to the Canton Co., of 

Baltimore, the impr·ovements erected upon the site within 90 days from 
the enactment of- this law for the sum of $300,000, · plus interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum on all deferred payments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. WADS WORTH. On page 3, commencing on line 20, 

after the word " owners," I , move to strike out the balance of 
the page, all of page 4, all of page 5, and on page 6 down to 
and including the word -" land" on line 19. That amendment 
relates to but one project-Camp Grant, in Illinois. . 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator state the object 
of the amendment? 

1\11'. WADS WORTH. The object of the amendment is not to 
compel tl1e SecrQtary of 'Var to withdraw or dismiss actions 
now pending in court looking to the condemnation of the land 
described on these two pages. The land is not very extensive, 
but it is land upon which in large measure the very center of the 
camp is built. 

1\.Ir. KING. It leaves it optional instead of compulsory? 
l\1r. W .A.DSWORTH. It leaves it optional with him instead 

of compulsory. . 
Mr. KING. It is a long amendment for so small a subject. 
1\lr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. W .A.DSWORTH. On behalf of the committee, I present 

another amendment, which the Secretary may read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 8, after line 10, it is proposed 

to insert the following new section at the end of the bill : 
SEC. 3. That approximately 44 acres of land in Norfolk County, Va., 

adjacent to the Norfolk Army supply base heretofore transferred by the 
War Department to the Treasury Department for the use of the Public 
llealth Service, pursuant to an act of Congress, March 3, 1919 (40 
Stat., 1303), is hereby retransferred to the War Department, and the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered in making 
settlement with the Country Club of Norfolk, Va., and the New Glen
cove Links Corporation, from the appropriation herein-above provided, 
of their claims for their properties taken by the United States of 
America subsequent to April 6, 1917, to transfer and convey to said 
Country Club of Norfolk, Va., and said Glericove Links Corporation 
such portions of their properties so taken and such other properties 
or portions thereof otherwise acquired by the War Department in the 
vicinity of the Norfolk Army supply base as in the Judgment of the 
Secretary of War may be necessary and desirable in effecting such 
a settlement: Pt·oviaed, llowever, That in the judgment of the Secretary 
of War said property so to be conveyed is no longer required by the 
United States for military purposes. 

l\Ir. KING. Will the Senator state the object of the amend
ment? 

Mr. ·w .A.DSWORTH. I can best state the object by reading 
a portion of a letter from the Secretary of War : 

Of the properties for which payment is yet to be made, the parcel 
containing approximately 55 acres-

This is in connection with the Norfolk base-
was requisitioned in 1918 from the Norfolk Country Club and tho new 
Glencove Links Corporation, on which no Government improvements 
have been constructed except a railroad yard across the southerly por
tion thereof. 

The country club has been without the use of its property without 
compensation since 1917. In the spring of 1921, however, a revocable 
lease was granted to the club by the War Department for the use of 
a portion of its former golf course, and the department has recently 
received a proposition which involves the conveyance to the club of cer
tain other Government-owned land, together with a portion of the area 
formerly requ.4;itioned and the payment to the club of a cash consid
eration, in return for which ·the United States is to receive title to 
that portion of the requisitioned area on which the railroad yard is 
constructed and is to be released from payment for the use of the 
club's property since 1917. 

In other 'vords, it effects a transfer to the advantage of the 
Government and to the relief of this country club, which since 
1917 has never had a penny for the use of its property. 

1\Ir. KING. Is the maintenance of the yard necessary? 
l\fr. W .A.DSWORTH. To reach the Norfolk base it is neces

sary: that those tracks be maintained where they are. It so 
happens that I visited the Norfolk base, and it is an iinrriense 
project, built of concrete and steel-perfectly enormous. It is 
difficult to conceive the size of some of these projects; and we 
want to get it into shape where we can direct, by act of Con
gress, its sale or its lease by the department to commercial 
concerns. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 1\lr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
1\Ir. W .A.DSWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question 

a little along the same line with the question I asked him 
before. 

As I understand, this bill does not take care of those pieces 
of land that were condemned and are now in use, where the 
people have been driven from their lands and the lands have 
been taken by the Government and have been condemned by 
the courts. 

Mr. W .A.DSWORTH. There are seyeral instances of that 
kind in this bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. But there are many cases that are not in 
this bill. Does the Senator know that those caE:es are going 
to be taken care of? 

1\ir. 'V .A.DSWORTH. Yes. The House Committee on Mili
tary Affairs has made this winter and is still making a very 
exhaustive study of the whole real estate problem as now re
maining upon the hands of the 'Var Department; and it is to 
make a report, which it hopes will clean up the whole thing 
and incidentally do justice to a lot of people who have suffered. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I thank the Senator for the information. 
That is all that I desire. .A. lot of people are writing and ask
ing that certain lands be paid for. I think the subject ought 
to come up in the general bill, where it can be investigated, 
and full consideration given to the whole matter. I think i\ 
can be taken care of there better than in this bill. That iR 
the reason why I asked the Senator the question, and I am 
glad tnat he has given me the information he has. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques
tion? As I understand, the object of this bill is to appropriate 
sufficient money to complete the purchase and tllerefore com
plete the title of the Government to these different projects, so 
that hereafter they can make such disposition of the property 
as they see fit? 

Mr. W .A.DSWORTH. It frees the hands of the Government. 
There is over $130,000,000 im·ested by the Government in per
manent construction in these projects. If we will spend 
$4,000,000 now, we will get title to the last parcel that underlies 
those. buildings. Then we can do what we please with them. 
Until we get title; our hands are tied. 

1\Ir. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the chairman of 
the committee what plans are being formulated for the dispo
sition of many of these forts and camps that were acquired dur
ing the . war, and many before the war, and which it is apparent 
the Government does not need? Is there any comprehensive 
plan for the disposition of all these unnecessary military reser
vations? 

l\fr. 'V .A.DSWORTH. There is; and that is the plan which 
the House Committee on Military Affairs is studying. 

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that unless something is done. 
in regard to that, appeals will be made from municipalities 
and States and charitable organizations for grants by the Gov
ernment of many of these unused and unnecessary military 
forts and reservations and camps. It seems to me the GoYern
ment ought to formu1ute a plan, and dispose of them as soon 
as possible. 

Mr. W .A.DSWORTH. I agree with the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment offered by the Senator from New York. ' 
The amendment was agl'eed to. 
1\fr. WADSWORTH. l\fr. President, there is one committee 

amendment printed in the bill. 
The PllESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 2, line 9, it is proposed to 

strike out the words "authorized to be appropriated" a:r:d to 
insert " appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
othe.rwise appropriated." 

1\Ir. WADS WORTH. 1\h. President, that amendment is a 
matter of policy for the Senate. The House Committee on 1\Iili
tary Affairs reported this bill to the House. ·under the Hotve 
rules, the House Committee on Military Affairs may not appro
priate; they may mere1y authorize appropriations. The House 
language is : 

The following amounts are hereby authorized to be appropriated. 
The Senate Committee on Military Affairs thus far has not 

been deprived, under the Senate rules, of its power of appro
priation; and when the Senate committee encountered this lan
guage, which is merely an authorization of an appropriation, 
the Senate committee, in accordance with the custom of Senate 
committees, struck out the phrase "authorized to be appropri
ated," and submitted for it the language which makes the direct 
appropriation. It is a question of policy whether the Senate 
shall adhere to its old custom or whether it shall accede fo the 
House custom and concentrate all appropriations in the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

1\fr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
whether it would not be wiser to carry the appropriation in the 
military bill? I want the military part of the Government to 
be charged with everything that is legitimately chargeable to 
the Army and to the Navy. As far as I am concerned, I do not 
want expenses for the Army or for the Navy to be charged ln 
some other category on the books of the Government. 

Mr. W .A.DSWORTH . . The Senator realizes, of course, that 
the Appropriations Committee of the House handles all appro
priations, and no other committee may do anything of the sort. 

Mr. · CURTIS. l\ir. President, may I suggest to the Senator 
from New York that the Committee on Rules has reported back 
to the Senate an amendment to the rules. proposed by the Ser:l
ator from Wyoming [Mr. \\'.AnnExl, n·hich phtcc;;; all the appro-
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priation bills in the hands of the Appropriations Committee of 
the Senate. It is provided, however, that in the ca.~ of appro· 
priations coming from the Military Affairs Committee, three 
members of that committee shall be ex officio members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the same provision is made 
with regard to the other committees now handling appropria· 
tion bills. . 

1\fr. " 1 ADS WORTH. There is one thing that might be said: 
This committee amendment never will be agreed to by the House 
conferees. Under their own rules they can not accept a direct 
appropriation from the Military Affairs Committee; but the 
Military .Affairs Committee of the Senate believed that the Sen
ate should understand what the situation is, and therefore we 
adopted this amendment, intending, as has now happened, that 
it should be laid before the Senate as a matter of policy. 
Eventually the conferees of the Senate will be compelled to 
recede. · 

l\fr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
until the war up et the rules of the House all purchases of land 
were in the hands of the general Appropriations Committee. 
During the war the committee did not insist on those rules, 
and by comtl}on consent the Committee on Military Affairs was 
permitted to appropriate, and that condition still exists. As 
the Senator says, however, if we leave it in it will simply go 
out in conference; and it seems to me it would be better to con
form to the rules as they exist on the other side and cut it out 
now. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I simply make tllis statement. I have 
no objection to the Senate rejecting this particular committee 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

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

amendments were concurred in. 
• 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. 
REORGANIZATION OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to have read from 
tlle Secretary's desk an article which appeared in the New 
York World of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re
quested. 

The Assistant Secretary read as follows: 
[From the New York World, Feb. 16, 1922.] 

SENATORS BLOCK ECO"'O~IY SCHEME-REORGANIZATION OF DEPARTME~TS 
WILL NOT BE CONSIDERED AT THIS SESSIO:X. 

(Special to the World.) 
WAsHr ·oTo. , Feb,-uat·y 15. 

Senate leaders ha-ve decided to sidetrack the scheme for reorganizing 
the l!'ederal departments until some future session of Congress. The 
amount of work necessary before the prospecti-ve adjournment in June 
will block consideration of the recommendations submitted to th-e Presi
dent by Walter F. Brown, chairman of the Joint Committee on Reor
ganization. 

The intention to defer the reorganization work was made known by 
Senators visiting the White House. It was pointed out a number of 
the suggestions, such a.s the merger of the War and Navy Departments 
into a Department of National Defense, would be contested hotly 
and speedy action would be impossible. In addition, the joint com
mittee will require much time in taking testimony and investigation. 

The recommendations are now held up at the White House. Mr. 
Brown submitted them three weeks ago, but the Arms Conference 
treaties and the bonus have occupied the time of the President and 
Cabinet. The next step, according to Mr. Brown, is for the Presi
dent and the Cabinet to approve or return the plans with suggestions 
for alterations. 

Mr. Brown does not be~eve ~ope for. t]leir adop.tion this session if! 
lost. He said if the administratiOn and JOlDt comiDlttee can agree on a 
program, Congt·ess is so committed to reorganizing the departments that 
the bill will go through quickly. 

1\fr. Brown indicated to-day that his recommendations provide crea
tion. of a bureau of transportation in the Commerce Department. 

Mr. HARRISON. 1\.Ir. President, I have had this article read 
to the Senate in the hope that if it is the policy, as revealed there, 
to do n<~thing at this ession of Congres toward coordinating and 
reorg.unizing the departments of the Government, tllat policy will 
be changed. I lmve not had the article read in a spirit of criti· 
ci.sm, but merely to recall the history of this legislation. About 
a year ago, in March, 1921, we passed a joint resolution cre
ating this commission. Three Senators were appointed, three 
Members of the House were appointed, and then the joint reso
lution was amended so that tlle President might have a personal 
representative. We had thought at that time that there would 
be speedy action, that the commission would take up these 
questions immediately and consider them and make a report 
forthwith to Congress, so that if reforms should be recom
mended-thereby creating efficiency as well as a saving-that 

proper legislation carrying the recommendations into effect 
would be enacted. 

We have waited a year, and nothing .has as yet been done. 
As I stated before to the Senate, tlle commission had its last 
meeting· on April 6, 1921, practically 11 months ago. I had n 
letter some days ago from the President, as every other member 
of the commission did, saying tllat a report had been laid before 
him by '1\fr. Brown, and that he hoped we might get to work 
at a very early date. So -I was surprised when I read this 
article to find that it was now the policy of the administration 
to lay over this work until a future Congress. I hope it is not 
true. I trust the commission may be called together at an 
early date, begin hearings, and try to smooth out the differ
ences between these departments, so tllat some saving may be 
effected. If the differences can not be smoothed out, then let 
the commission or the Congress assume the responsibility. 

I desire to say, as a minority member of tllis commission, that 
I shall be ready at any time to meet witll the commission and 
to assist in expediting the work, so that a report may be made 
at an early date. No delay has come from tllis side. We 
have welcomed an invitation for a meeting of tlle commission, 
and we still hope it will come, and I am sure that I voice tlle 
sentiments on this side, at least, when I say fuat we hope 
the policy revealed in tllat article will not be carried out, but 
that the plans for coordination and reorganization will be pre
sented to this Congress soon. I know of no opportunity tllat 
furnishes a way to render more real service than as is pre
sented to this commission. And certainly the people are 
anxious for it to begin work and make its report speedily to 
the Congress. 

Mr. KING. l\ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from l\fissis

sippi yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 
1\fr. KING. Is it not quite apparent tllat unless the re

organization plans shall be submitted to Congress at an early 
date, prior to the passage of the appropriation bills, it will mean 
tllat we shall be compelled to go on with the same old machin· 
ery for the coming fiscal year and that it will postpone effective 
reorganization, operative reorganization, until tlle next .fiscal 
year? 

Mr. HARRISON. I tllink so. The whole trouble about this 
is that we amended the original resolution, which clothed the 
Congress with full power to investigate tllese departments and 
to make a report, as Members of ·the House and of the Senate, 
to the Congress of the United States. We amended that by 
placing a representative of the executive departments on tlle 
conuhission, and now it is tied up. They will never unravel all 
tlleir difference in the departments. The matter must come be· 
fore the connnission in the end anyhow, and we must assume. 
responsibility, together with Congress. 

Mr. KING. In view of the well known fact tllat the executive 
departments are always jealous of their authority, that they 
are very seldom \Villing to abate any of their authority and 
prerogatives, why does not the committee appointed by Con
gress, charged with the duty of forming a plan of reorganiza· 
tion, do its duty? We will have to discharge them and aet 
somebody else who will. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. They ~hould be discharged if they do not 
do something; but the trouble abo11t it was that the Congress · 
amended the resolution and c1·eated this place for Mr. Brown. 

1\Ir. KING. Is he the one who it is said is to run for the 
Senate from Ohio in tlle coming election? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think he did run for the Senate in one of 
the primary elections in Ohio, and there is some talk of" h.iE 
running for the Senate again. I do not know about that. He 
is a very excellent gentleman, and a very competent man, I am 
sure. Anyway, when the commission met they elected Mr. 
Brown chairman of the commission, and I might say it was 
over the protest of the minority Member from the House and 
myself that that was done. I thought one of the members of 
the commission representing the majority in Congress, either 
a House or Senate Member should have been made chairman, 
so that meetings could be called and hearings might be begun; 
but since the calling together of the commission is left entirely, 
I suppose, to the chairman of the commission, and since Mr. 
Brown is the chairman and the commi ion has not been called 
for a year, I am ready to believe, in view of this article, that 
it will not be called. So I do not know what a humble minority 
member of that commission can do. 

l\lr. KING. He can make a protest. 
l\fr. HARRISO"N. I am doing that now. 
Mr. CURTIS. I do not know \Yhere the correspondent got 

his information, but it was stated last week that a report was 
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about ready to be submitted by the commiSSIOn, and I under
stood that it would be ready within a day or two. There was 
nothing said about delaying action, but it was said all the 
members wap.ted to get action as soon as possible. 
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 1923 (S. DOC • 

NO. 129). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. SPENCER. in the chair) laid 
before the Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States transmitting supplemental estimates of appro
priation for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1923, in the sum of $575,000-buildings and grounds, 
public schools, for alterations· to existing buildings, and the 
erection of an addition to the Western High School to provide 
a new assembly hall, gynasium for boys and girls, and at least 
12 additional classrooms, $550,000; fire department, for two 
triple combination motor pumping engines, at $12,500 each, to 
be immediately available, $25,00Q--which, with the accompany
ing papers, 'vas referred to the Committee on .Appropriations 
and orclerecl to be printed. 

WESTERN PINE MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the chairman of the Federal 
Trade Commission transmitting the report of the commission 
on the Western Pine Manufacturers' .Association, which will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

1\lr. KING. l\fr. President, it seems to me the report just sub-. 
mitted, which is a -very voluminous and a very important one, 
might with propriety go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
This report finds that another lumber organization, or a num
ber of organizations, have conspired to violate the Sherman 
antitrust law. The Supreme Court has recently decided that a 
certain lumber organization had violated the Sherman anti
trust law, and the proceedings which were instituted were 
upheld by the appellate tribunal. This report, it seems to me, 
calls for action by the Department of Justice for the purpose 
of destroying this trust. There ought to be judicial proc~dings 
instituted against it, either criminal or civil, because the report 
indicates that tll.ere is an organization in contravention of the 
provisions of the Sherman antitrust law. 

I regret that there are not two reports, so that one could go 
to the Committee on Commerce and the other to the Judiciary 
Committee, because I think the report will be illuminating to 
the Judiciary Committee and may aid it in the work of perhaps 
improving or amending the Sherman antitrust law. 

Mr. Sl\IITH. Has not the law creating the Federal Trade 
Commission and defining its powers been amended so as to give 
them certain powers to proceed in such cases? Can the Senator 
tell me to what extent they can cause such companies to desist 
from these practices? 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
1\Ir. KING. Unfortunately, as I construe the Federal'Trade 

Commission act, this jurisdiction is to be irivoked for the pro
tection of business men against the misdeeds of business men 
as they affect each other. They are to protect business men, 
and organizations in business, from unfair practices against 
each other, but the public may be damned, if I may use such 
language, so far as the effect of that act is concerned. 

1\lr. SMITH. I asked the question because a report similar 
to the one in regard to the lumber organization was transmitted 
in reference to the tobacco combination, and my information 
was to the effect that the law allowed the commission to go to 
the extent only of issuing an order to them to desist and cease 
from such practices. 

l\Ir. KING. As I understand the law, the practices must 
affect the business men themselves, the dealers, not the public. 
I may be placing too narrow a construction upon it, but I think 
it is the view entertained by many that the practice must affect 
the business me~ rather than the public. 

l\fr. WALSH of 1\fontana. 1\Ir. President, I think the Senator 
from Utah has stated the situation quite accurately, but it 
seems to me the inference that is to be drawn from his state
ment is not well founded. The primary purpose of the Federal 
Trade Commission act was not so much to protect the dealer 
as it was to protect the consumer, the purchaser. It is true 
that it aims at repressing unfair practices in trade as between 
the dealers, but it :was contemplated that eYentually those prac
tices would, if persisted in, drive competitors out of business, 
and then the perpetrator of the improper practices would be 
left sole master of the field, and thereupon the public would 
suffer by reason of being subjected to monopolistic prices. 
The whole idea was that it was not sufiicient to aim at the com
binations which would eventually grow up alHl become violative 
of the Sherman act; that we ought to go further than that, and 
endeavor· to "prevent those practice.~, which, ven;istetl in a.nd 

successfully prosecuted, would result in driving rivals out of 
business, the purpose being to take care of the ultimate con-
sumer. · 

1\!r. KING. 1\lay I not state to the Senator, howe-ver, that 
:Mr. Stephens, who has published a book upon the Federal trade 

. act and the purposes of it, seems to indicate, as I recall, though 
it is some time since I read it, that while ultimately perhaps 
the desire was to secure what the Senator has- aid, yet that it 
was aimed directly at certain evil practices, and I think he 
enumerates eight or nine, as the Senator will recall. There
fore the Federal Trade Commission have rather employed the 
act for the purpose of preventing trade discrimination ancl trade 
practices among the tradespeople which were injurious to the 
people engaged in trade. 

1\lr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
yield? 

1\lr. KING. Certainly. 
Mr. SPENCER. I think the then occupant of the chair was 

mistaken in referring the report of the Federal Trade Commis
sion to the Committee on Commerce, because on June 9, 1921, 
a report from the same Federal Trade Commission, with regard 
to the lumber interests of the Pacific coast, was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. I suggest to the Senator 
from Utah, if it meets with his approval, that this report ought 
to go to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and then if it 
needs a reference to the Committee on the Judiciary it can be 
adjusted. 

1\lr. KING. Technically, I think that is correct. I only re
gret there is not another copy of the report which might he 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Sl.fiTH. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator 
from Utah a question following the statement made by him a 
moment ago that the act was intendecl to correct practices 
among those engaged in the trade. As I recall, the report on the 
tobacco situation, parallel to its report on the lumber situation, 
has had a disastrous. effect upon the primary market, upon the 
raw material, upon the local mill as well as upon the producers 
of the tobacco itself, in this combination, not only fixing the 
price of the finished product and determining what the output 
shall be and where it shall be distributed, but also affecting the 
purcha~e of the raw material in the primary markets in so far 
as to control the buyers in the markets, cutting out competition 
and thereby fixing the price and the amount to be purchased 
during a given season. 

In view of the widespread effect of such .a combination as i<; 
indicated in the two reports, what is the process of applying 
the relief contemplated in the Sherman Antitrust Act? I was 
of the opinion that the Federal Trade Commission, on its owu 
initiative, upon its finding, could report and recommend to the 
Department of Justice that it should take such action as the 
case warranted. Am I correct in that view? 

1\lr. KING. I think perhaps the facts stated by the Senator 
might give jurisdiction to the Federal Trade Commission for 
investigation and for an order to desist from the practices 
therein stated; but if I understand the Senator correctly, it 
would seem to me that the persons who are engaged in those 
practices, which obviously are destructive of competition and 
"tend to the monopolization of a given product, would be 
amenable to the criminal provisions of the Sherman antih·ust 
law, and ought to be indicted and sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. SMITH. The only thing I am solicitous about just now 
is, the Federal Trade Commission having found the conditions 
as presented in their report, what action do they contemplate 
taking and what power under the law have they to follow the 
matter up so that relief may be given? In other words, if after 
these findings they report to Congress, then is it within their 
power or does it rest with us, Ol' with whom, to bring an indict
ment? 

1\Ir. OVERl\IAl.'\f. 1\Ir. President, I think the machinery is 
sufficient in the act for the commission to notify them to desist 
from these practices. If they do not desist, the commission are 
authorized to go into court and stop it. 

l\lr. -KING. But not crimina1ly. 
l\lr. OVERl\1Al'\f. Oh, no; not criminally. 
Mr. KING. They might perhaps obtain an injunction. 
1\lr. OVERMAN. Th-ey can go into the courts and ask for 

an injunction or any other relief that is necessary to stop it. 
The machinery is provided for in the act itself. 

l\lr. Sl\IITH. That is the point I wanted to get light upon
whether or not the Federal Trade Commission had the power, 
after its findings, to proceed in such way as to cause them to 
d.esist. 

l\Ir. OVERl\IA..J.'\f. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. KING. I think in a matter which comes within the 

jurisdict'ou of the Federal Trade Commission, when they dis-
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cowr an evil cognizable unde-r the statute creating the~ then 
they may invoke the power of the court for the purpose of 

. termina t ing the evil. But it seems to me, if the Senator. will 
pardon me. that the sta te of fads which he has given would 
indicate a conspiracy in restraint of. tr.ade and that the criminal 
provisions. of the Sherman antitrust law would be niore e:IIective 
in ending the activity so injuricms to trade and competition. 

Mr. SMITH. Then· is· it within· the power. .. of the Federal 
Trade Commission to bring- the indictment? Does the law eon
template tllat they shall bring an indictment against the 
offenders even in a criminal court? 

1\!r. KING. No; it is my understanding that it would have 
to be left to the Department of .Justice to put into operation 
the Sherman antitrust law. · 

Mr. SMITH. They could make a. recommendati.on to that 
effect to the Department of Justice? 

Mr. KING. Oh, I think that is true. 
Mr. SMITH. That is the point I wanted to clear up. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report of 

the Federal Trade Commission will be referred: to the Com
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

THE CALENDAR; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. The Secretary will state the first bill on the cal
endar. 

The first business on the calenda-r was the bill (S. 384) to 
require judges appointed under authority of the United States 
to devote their entire time to the duties of a judge. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let the bill go over. The- Senator from South 
Carolina [1\ir. DIAL], who introduced it, is not here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The biltwill go over. 
The bill ( S. 214) to amend section 24 of the act entitled "An 

act to codify, revise, and amend' the la..ws relating to the judi
ciary," ' approved March 3, 1911, was· announced as next in 
order. 

1\lr. KING. Let the bill go ove:r. 
The VICE PRESIDEL..vr: It will go over. 
The bill ( S. 581) to repeal the act prohibiting increased pay 

under lump-sum appropriations to employees transferred within 
one ·year was announce.d as next in order. 

Mr. KING. I think my colleague [Mr. SMOOT] would like 
to be here when the bill is considered. He is engaged in a 
committee hearing. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill ( S. 582) to repeal section 5 of the act approved June 

22, 1906, entitled "An act making appTopriations for the legis
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes,'' 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over for the same reason. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1439) to amend an act entitled "An act to pro

vide for vocational' rehabilitation and return to civil employ
ment of disabled persons discharged.from the military or naval 
forces of the United States, and· for other purposes," approved 
June ~7, 1918, as amended by the act of July 11, 19191 was an· 
nounced: a:s next in order. 

Mr. KINR Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
The bill (S.1467) to carry: into effect the findings of the Court 

of Claims in fa'\"or of Elizabeth White, administratrix of the 
estate of Samuel N. White, deceased, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The VICID PRESIDENT. It will go over. 
The bill ( S. 1807) to aid in stabilizing the coal industry 

was announced as next in order. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Let the bill go over. 
The v;ICE PRESIDENT. It 'fill be passed over. 

RELIEF OF CLAIMANTS BARBED BY STATUTE, 

The bill (S. 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. KING. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There are certain little amounts due on the 
books of the Treasury to certain people who were engaged 
prior to the war in Government service. Among them were 
some ex-Confederate soldiers who were outlawed from collect
ing the claims. Congress has removed every inhibition against 
the collection of the claims and they have been collected . by 
everybody except by a few men, who belonged to the Navy.. 
There are certain amounts due those naval officers. I do not 
suppose there are 40 or 50 in all. As. we have removed the in-

hibition from all other officers of the Government except the 
naval officers, the Committee on the Judiciary thought a bill 
ought to pass applying to them also. It is a unanimous report 
of the committee. 

Mr. KING. I do not find the report in my files. 
Mr. OVERMAN. There is a full report acuompanying the 

bill. 
1\ir. KING. When the bill was up before, did not my colleague 

[Mr. SMoOT] object to it? 
1\lr. OVERMAN. He did. 
:Mr. KING. My. colleague is detained on official business 

and I feel that in his absence the consideration of the bill ought 
to be postponed until he can be present~ 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have no objection to that course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

B1LTIS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S, 1375) to · prohibit- and punish certain seditious 
acts against 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. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, the bill would cer• 
tainly. provoke long discussion and unless the sponsei· of it iS 
present and presses it, I request tha.t it may go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed· over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 67) authorizing the Committee on 

Expenditures 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. FLETCHER. Let the resolution go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 
The bill ( S. 63-} for the relief of Lester A. Rockwell was an

nounc.ed as next in order. 
1\Ir. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Th~ bill will be passed over. 

RURAL HOMES. 

The bill ( S. 491) to provide, without expenditure of Federal 
funds, the opportunities of the· people to acquire rural home-s, 
and for other purposes, w:as announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this bill was objected to the other 
day by the Senator from Oregon [1\fr. 1\fcNARY] and the· under .. 
standing was that a conference was to be held with. the Secre
tary of the futerior and the matter postponed until that confer
ence had been held. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE PRE&IDENT. It will be passed over. 
INTERNAL REVENUE COLLECTION DISTRICTS'. 

The bill (•S. 2051) to amend. section 3142 of the Revised Stat
utes, to permit an increase in the number of collection districts 
for the collection of internal revenue and in the number of 
collectors of internal revenue from 64 to 74:, was announced as 
next ' in order·. 

1\Ir. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

TREATMENT OF JUVENILE OFFENDE:RS. 

The bill ( S. 1010) to amend sections 5549 and 5550 of the Re· 
vised Statutes of the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

1\Ir. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, there was an agree
ment between the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] and 
myself that this bill should be disposed of the next time it was 
called on the calendar. I suppose we might as well dispose of 
it now. 

I requested the Department of Justice to give the Senate a 
report on the number of juvenile offenders who are already 
serving their terms. To my astoni$ment I found that those 

; offenders, duly convicted in Federal courts, had been farmed 
out to private corporations, some of them to church corpora
tions. 

In my own State for twenty-odd years I fought for the prin~ 
ciple that the State ought to retain control of her own convicts; 
that the sovereign power. of the State should never be subject 
to hire, to lease, to rental; that the State should have c.ustody 
and absolute control of her convicts. After very many yeaTS 
that principle won its way, and we abolished' the convict 
lease system in the State of Georgia. Our able:.bodied convicts 
are now at work on our roads and our bridges, doing public 
service for the benefit of the public, doing State service for the 
benefit of the State. Younger offendexs, boys and girls, are 
sent to a reformatory, where they will not be compelled to serve 
with hardened criminals and come out brutalized by the contact 
with those hardened criminals. In that way after a whole gen~ 
eration we have a system which separate.s the young offenders 
from the old and hardened criminals and puts the young of-
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fenders under benign influences calculated to reform and to 
improve. 

You know, Mr. President, that it is a well-settled prin<.iple of 
law that punishment is inflicted partly with a view of reform
ing the criminal and making him, if possible, a good citizen. 
The Federal law as it now stands is confined to juvenile 
offender . I do not know and can not as yet inform the Senate 
where these boys and girls have come under the jurisdiction of 
the United States courts. I do not understand how boys and 
girls who commit offenses in this' city and in other citie , in this 
territory and in other territories, come within the jurisdiction 
of the United States courts. It is inconceivable to me that 
the ·e boys and girls committed offenses in the military reserva
tions in my own State. I am convinced that it could not have 
been so. Where, then, under the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts did these boys and girls commit crimes? I am 
unable to tell the Senate, because I have been unable -as y~t to 
get the information. I am in pursuit of it, however; I am ask
ing for it, and I e..""'Cped to get it ·ooner or later. When l: do 
get it, I shall lay it before the Senate. I should like to know, 
and I respectfully inquire of the Senator from Montana how, 
where, and when were these boys and girls convicted of crime 
in Federal reservations? Did they commit crimes in our na
tional parks? Did they commit crimes in the terrain occupied 
by the Army? Did they offend the law in military reserva
tion ·? I should like to know, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the five-minute 1\lle the 
Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. :KING. Mr. President, I should like, in my own time, to 
ask the Senator from Georgia a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. KING. In my own time, I desire to ask the Senator 

from Georgia does this bill cover offenses that are committed 
everywhere or only in certain restricted localities; and does it 
apply to a t'ertain class of juvenile offenders or is it limited to 
any particular class? 

Mr. ·WATSON of Georgia. 1\lr. President, answering the 
Senator from Utah, I will say that this bill seek to broaden 
the statute so as to include all females, of whatever age, who 
colD.IDit acts of lewdness. 

Mr. KING. What provision <loes the bill make with respect 
to their incarceration? What discretion does it give with 
reference to places which they may be committed for inearcera
tion? 

Mr. W .. A.TSON of Georgia. Mr. President, answering the 
Senator, I will say that, as I understand the bill, it gives to the 
Attorney General absolutely unlimited power over these con
victs, to. lease them out anywhere on any terms be may see fit. 

Mr. KING. I should like to n.sk the Senator, in my own 
time, to- point out the principal objection to the bill; to visualize 
it for us. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I will do so. One is that the Fed
eral Govei'Ilment ought to retain the custody and control of its 
convicts, and not lease them out to any private corporation or 
to any church. The principle of separation of church and state 
is, in my judgment, violated by this proposed law ; and l\Ir. 
~r~sident, I do not believe that~ sovereign power, punishfng a 
Citlzen, ought to make merchandise of the convict, whether thilt 
convict be male or· female, black or white, young or old. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator think that this bill would miti
gate an evil now existing or that the method of treating those 
who would come in this category under the present law is im
proper? 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, in my judgment 
thi proposed legislation is of the most dangerous character and 
it would lead to any amount of abuse. \Vhen it is pro~ided 
that women who are guilty of acts of lewdness shall be rail
roaded into a convict pen, anywhere, on any terms I believe it 
is a violation of the spirit of our laws. The Gove;nment itself 
ought to provide a place for reformation as well as for punish
ment. 

Mr. \VALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have no de ire 
whatever to engage in any disputation concerning the merits of 
the. measure now bef?re us. I take occasion again, however, 
havmg heretofore advised the Senate, to tell Senators what the 
measure is. If the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] will ""ive me 
hi attention, I may be able to answer some of the q~estious 
which he has addre ed to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. w AT
SON]. The existing statutes, being sections 5549 and 5550 of 
the Revised Statutes, date from the years 1865 and 1872 · they 
have been in e...'~jstence aU that time, and they read as foilows: 

SEC. 5549. J"m'enile offenders against the laws of tbe United States 
being. under the age of 16 years, and who ma:y hereafter be convicted 
of c;r1me, the punishment w:hereof is imprisonment, shall be confined 
durrng tbe term of sentence ID some bouse of refuge to be designated by 

the Attorney General, and shall be transported and deliv~Ted to the 
warden or keepe~ or such house of refuge by the marshal ot tlie district 
where such conVIctiOn has occurred; or if s.u.ch. conviction be. had in the 

· District of Columbia, then the transportation and delivery shall lie by 
the warden of the jail of that district, and the: reasonable actual expense 
of the tr~sportation, necessary subsistence, and · bir.e, and' transporta
tion of assistants and the marshal or warden only shalL be paid by the 
Attorney General out of the judiciary fund. 

SEc. 5550. '1;lie Attorney General shall contract with the manage-rs 
or l)ersons- havmg control of such houses of refuge for the ilnllrisonment 
subsist~ce, and proper employment of all such juvenile offenders, and 
shall g1ye the several courts of the United States and of the District of 
Columbm notice of the place so provided for the confinement of sucli 
offenders ; and they shall be sentenced ta confinement in the house o:r· 
(fe'~~~~earest the place of conviction so designated by the Attorney 

1\fr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, will the Senator 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I have just ~eceived from my 
office the report which I intend to use in this connection. Per
haps the Senator himself would be interested to learn the facts. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will be very glad to· give place 
to- the Senator. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. The communication is under date 
of January 27, 1922, and sets forth that the· State Industrial 
School for Boys at Golden, Colo., has 8 of these juvenile 

' offenders; the State Reformatory at Cheshire, Conn. has 28 • 
the National Training School for Boys at Washingt~n D. c.' 
has 278; the National Training School for Girls Wushrncton' 
D. C., has 4 inmates ; the reformatory at Anam~sa, low; 90 
inmates; St. Mary's- Industrial School, Baltimore, 6" inmates; 
House of Reformation, Cheltenham, Md., 1 inmate· House of 
Correction, Jessups, 1\ld., 45 inmates; MassachusettS Reforma
tory, Concor<l, Mass., 3" inmates; Minnesota State Reformatory 
St. Cloud, Minn., 13 inmates; Missouri Reformatory, Boonville' 
Mo., 47; Industrial Home, Tipton, Mo., 132; State Training and 
Agricultural School for Boys, Nashville, Tenn., 5 inmates. 

l\Ir. President, if the Senator will be so obliging as to allow 
me to say it, I would not be willing to farm out to any Baptist 
church, or Methodist cbmrch, or any other church, the work and 
the service of a convict of any court, State or National. I 
would be glad to be informed how it is that 278 boys and girls 
have been convicted here in. Washington City of lewd crtmes 
that did not come under the jurisdiction· of the court of the Dis~ 
trict of Columbia instead of the Federal court. 

Mr. 'V ALSH of Montana. I continue, :Mr. President. It will 
be obserYed that the law to which I have invited the attention 
of the Senate dates from 1865, and very humanely proYides 
that instead of consigning juvenile offenders under the· age of 
16 years to confinement in some prison or penitentiary they 
shall be sent to houses of refuge or to reformatories. The Fed
eral Government, so far as my information goe~ never e. tab
lished reformatory institutions or houses of refuge for juvenile 
offend~rs. Perhaps it has been negligent in that respect, but 
you will observe--

1\Ir. ·wATSON of Georgia. Mr. President--
1\lr. 'V ALSH of Montana. .rust: a moment. Yrm will ob

serve from the information now given us by the Attorney Gen· 
eral through the Senator from Georgia that the Federal GoYcrn
ment usually avails itself of the State institutions for that pur
pose. I now yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, just for informa
tion, how did these boys and girls fall within the jurisdiction 
of the Federal court? 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. 1\lr. President, I am unable to give 
the Senator exact information upon that subject. They were 
all charged with violating some statute of the United States; 
they were all tried in the United States courts for the violation 
of some such statute; they were all found guilty of violating 
the statute. Had they been adults they would ha-ve been sent 
to the penitentiary_, but instead of being sent to the peni
tentiary they were sent to reformatory institutions. 

Without knowing anything about the specific cases, l\l.r. Presi
uent, I desiJ:e to say that it is my impression that they were all 
convicted either of some crime to which juveniles would subject 
themselves, possibly under the Mann Act, for instance, or, more 
likely, they committed some ordinary crime upon some pla-ce 
within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Government of the 
United States as, for instance, a military reservation o1· a na
tional park or a post-office building or some place within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the Government of the United States, 
so that they could not be punished under State statutes. 

The Senator from Georgia is no doubt aware that many 
places, such as .Army posts, are within the exclusive jur isdic
tion of the United States, and all crimes, no matter what their 
character may be, just as in the case of Indian reservations. 

• 
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fall within the jurisdiction of the United States and not the 1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I must say to the Senator that in 
jurisdictjon of any State. A very interesting case arose in my · my humble -opinion the matter is entirely irrelevant. I do not 
State. At one time a man was charged with murder in the know for what they were convicted, nor whether the Federal 
State court. Tlle crime having been committed in the neigh- court usurped some jurisdiction or did not; but, if it did, this 
borhood of the city of Missoula, it was alleged in the State statute was no justification for it at all. 
court that the particular place where the crime_ was com- Mr. WATSON of Georgia. But, 1\fr. President, the point is 
mitted. was within the Fort Missoula Military Reservation and this: The Senator is broadening the statute so as to include all 
the State court had no jurisdiction. The ·case went to the Su- women, of whatever age. 
preme Court, and the Supreme Court sustained the contention Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will ·pardon me, the 
and discharged the defendant. He was thereupon indicted in statute does not broaden the jurisdiction of the court at all
the Federal court. The defense was then raised that the place not in any sense whatever. It does not give the court jurisdic
was not within the Fort Missoula Reservation, but was within tion over a crime or over a person that the court had not 
the jurisdiction of the State of Montana, and the Federal court jurisdiction of before; but the court having jurisdiction over 
sustained that contention and dismissed him, and he went free. the person, and having jurisdiction over the crime, and having 

Mr. WATSOX of Georgia. Mr. President-- found the person guilty, now has a discretion to send the person 
~r. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator. to the penitentiary or to a reformatory institution. That is the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Mon- whole statute. 

tuna has expired. l\lr. WATSOK of Georgia. But, Mr. President. the statute 
Mr. 'VATSON of Georgia. Mr. President-- as it now stands puts the age limit at 16 years, and the Senator 
Mr. KING. l\Ir. President, this is quite an important matter. seeks by his amendment to remove the age limit. 

It seems to me that with the questions presented, legal and Mr. 'V ALSH of Montana. As to female offenders guilty of 
otherwise, we ought to have a little fuller discussion. I ask the first offense. 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Montana may have Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Why in the world should female 
10 minutes additional, and that the Senator from Georgia may offenders be discriminated against? Why is a lewd woman 
llave '10 minutes additional, for the discussion of this important more of a criminal than a lewd man? 
matter. Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is an argument upon the 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The · Chair merits of the matter which I do not care to engage in. 
hears none. l\1r. WATSON of Georgia. 1\Ir. President, if the Senator will 

Mr. OVERMAK. Mr. President, I want to say that I do not pardon me, this is a most important question, and I think it is 
know under what statute it is done or how the custom was a constitutional question. I should be very glad if the Senator 
established, but I do know that the Federal courts in North from Montana would take the matter under consideration, re
Carolina and other Southern States are sending these offend- fleet upon it with his great legal ability, and decide within 
ers, girls and boys, to a training school here in Washington. It himself whether it does not contravene the spirit of our Con
is one of the most beautiful places in Washington, out on the stitution, which says that the State and the church shall be 
Baltimore road. I have no doubt Senators have seen it. It ·forever separate. This turning over of criminals, whether male 
was established by the Government for this purpose. Under or female, young or old, to private institutions and church cor
,..,.hat authority they are sent there, I do not know, but I know porations, is, in my judgment, violative of the spirit of the 
that they are sent there constantly. I know that the sheriff Constitution. 
and the deputy marshal of my district have brought these Mr. WALSH of i\lontana. 1\fr. President, I do not under-· 
offenders-small boys and small girls-here for the purpose of stand that argument at all. The church feature, so far as I 
training, instead of sending them to Atlanta. - . can see, does not enter into the proposition at all. Appar-

1\fr. 'V ALSH of Montana. I suppose a juvenile offender is ently 95 per cent of those who have been sent to reformatory 
brought up before a judge, and it is a question of whether he institutions under the law as it now exists are sent to State 
will send him here to Washington to the training school or reformatory institutions, and it is a matter of entire irrelevancy. 
send him to the penitentiary at Atlanta, and he choose· to The Attorney General is authorized to make such contracts as 
send him to Washington. in his judgment will serve the purpose. Apparently in the 

1\.Ir. OVERMAN. That is the point, and he sends him to past they have found it most convenient, and most nearly in 
Washington. This school is one of the most beautiful places in accordance with the spirit to which the Senator appeals, to 
Washington, and, I understand, is a very fine institution. I do make these contracts with the State authorities. The Senator 
not know personally. is doubtless aware that the Federal Government makes exactly 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator from Georgia will the same arrangements with regard to prisoners before they are 
pardon nie for just one moment, the only purpose of this bill is tried. They are usually incarcerated in the State and county 
to make the existing statute applicable to females conYicted of jails under contracts with the Government, the female cui-
offenses against chastity whether they are over or under 16 prits as well as the male culprits. -
~-ears of age. That is the whole purpose of the bill-not to I started in, however, to try to tell the Senate what the bill 
enact a new statute but to extend one that has been in ex- purports to do, and I should like to do that. I called your at
istence since 1865 so that it will embrace girls, although they tention to the statute as it exists. Now it is to be amended by 
are over 16 years of age, who may possibly be subjected to adding ther.eto the following: 
reformatory influences. · Whenever a woman or girl shall be convicted of lewdness, prostitu-

1\Ir. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, I think the Senator I tion, or simila_r o~enses , under ' circumstances rendering such offense 
f 1\f ta d Other. Senators will be interested to know punishable b_y 1mpnsonment under t~e laws of the United Stat~s, such rom on na an woman or gul may be confined, durmg the term of sentence, m some 
that this practice of sending girls and boys, men and women, home of refuge to be designated by the Attorney General, in the manner 
from city courts to distant States has become prevalent here of provided in the case of juv~~ile «?!fenders, by said section ~549 .• when, 

. in the opinion of the presiding JUdge, that course seems JUStified by 
late. It lS a great abuse. the circumstances of the case and the intelligence and previous charac-

Somebody sent me a clipping, two or three months ago, which ter of the offender : Pt·o·t'idcd, howevet; ~hat this act .shall no.t apply 
stated that the judge of the city court of Columbus Ga had to the case of any woman who has previously been twice conVIcted of 

· 1 t t .. t · t't t' · L' · ''. similar offenses in the courts of the United States. or who, at the sentenced some gu s . o go o a pnva ~ rns 1 ~ IOn. rn OUlSiana. time of her arrest, was conducting or managing a house of prostitution. 
I telegraphed to the J.udge, Judge LeWis, askmg hun. up_on what In other words, the woman being convicted of the offense, and 
theory he se:r;tt. conncts .~r~m the State O'of Georgt!. mto .the in the opinion of the judge there being a question of her 
S~ate of. L.?UISiana .. ~unno th~ day. I 1:00~ a tele'?ram fr_om reformation, be may, instead of sending her to the Federal peni
lum, saymo that certam :welfare worl~ers In the ctty-ladtes, tentiarv· at Atlanta or Leavenworth or elsewhere, send her to 
of course--ha~ requested It, a_nd the girls them~eh-es had con: some h(m ·e of refuge or some reformatory institution. 
sented-under duress, of course--but tha~ he had made other The the next section provides that he mu:r make contracts 
urran!!ements, and would now keep them m Columbus. dl?-. 

1 
• 

~ accor mO' y · 
. Dur~g the_ trial of the celebra~ed Leo Fr!lnk case, a necessary . The At~or~ey General shall contract with the managers or persons 

g1rl Witness was brought back mto Georgia from the State of having control of such houses of refuge for the imprisonment, subsist
Ohio, and after she had testified she was sent back to a private ence, and proper employme!lt of all such juvenile or female offende~s. 
institution in Cincinnati. She had been convicted of lewdness and shall give tpe se~eral courts of the Unitec;t States and of the D1s-

. 1 . trict of Columbia notice of the places so provided fot· the confinement committed on. the streets of At anta, and she was sent to Ohio of such offenders· and they shall be sentenced to confinement in the 
for punishment. The Senator from Montana-Ql).e of our best house of refuge nearest the place of conviction so designated by the 
lawyers, a good-hearted man, a noble Senator-will be aston- Attorney General. 
ished to learn that nearly 200 of these convicts are in Missouri. So that, Mr. President, if a judge in the State of North Caro
Where is there a military reservation in l\Iissouri on which lina or in the State of Georgia sends an offender to the State 
these boys and girls may have committed offenses? of Ohio when there is a nearer place prov!ded for, the judge 
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imply disregards the law. That is all there is to that. Juuges 

do that sometimes, and iuy themselves open to impeacl1ment; 
but the law provides that the culprit must be sent to the house 
of refuge neare. t the ].}lace. 

1\Ir. President, I think the questions introduced here by the 
Senator from Georgia are very largely irrelevant. It is a mat
ter of no consequence how many of these people are amenable to 
the laws of the United States. None of them are subject to it 
at all; no. con.vict can go there, except he or she is found guilty 
of a violation of a Fede-ral statute. There may be no Fed-eral 
statute applicable; if not;, there will not be -any offenders. 

I put in the RECORD, when the matter was here before, the 
immediate occasion which prompted th-e Attorney General to 
ask for this legislation. It comes from the Department of Jus
tice in con equence of many violations of the laws during the 
war. Lewdness and prostitution were rife about the military 
camps throughout the country that were then under the exclu
sive jurisdiction of the United States. They were not amenable 
to punishment under the laws of the United States; and many 
arrests of fep1ales were made, many of them over 16 years of 
age, and all that the judge could do was to send them to the 
penitentiary. The Attorney General, prompted by humane in
stincts, I am sure, asked us to amend the law so that the judge 
could do what is proposed in this bill; and now my recollection 
is refreshed : There was a letter from one of the judges, my 
recollection is, down~ in Texas, who, much to his regret, was 
obliged to send many of these girls, who he thought might be 
reclaimed, to some penitentiary, where they mingled with the 
common criminals, and their future was a perfectly dismal one, 
with no hope whatever. For these reasons he was moved to 
ask that the statute be amended, and I sincerely trust it will be. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Montana has not put the Senate in possession of any facts as to 
when, where, and why these juvenile offenders were convicted. 
It appears from the report which was furnished me by the 
Department of Justice that nearly 200 of these convi-cts have 
been farmed out to institutions in Missouri. It appears that a 
very large number are here in the District of Columbia, and a 
large numb~r in Iowa. I have a natural curiosity to learn how 
the United States courts got jurisdiction over these boys and 
girls. 

The Senator referred to the war; but the war is over. The 
law was not enlarged during the war. Now that peace reigns 
so far as we are concerned, the Senator seeks to enlarge the 
statute. The 16-year limit would be removed by his proposed 
amendment, and all, white and black, rich and poor, would be 
subj-ect to this law if it is changed as he proposes. 

Th-e names of these institutions indicate what they are. 
Some of them are church institutions, and when a State sen
tences its convicts to be punished by a church, I say it is a 
violation of the spirit of the Constitution, and when the Senator 
fr<>m Montana says that the objection is irrelevant, I must tak-e 
issue with him. He is entitled to his opinion, I am entitled to 
mine, Senators are entitled to theirs; but I think, Mr. Presi
dent, it is a terribly dangerous thing to ha-ve the Attorney Gen
eral vested with power to lease out the e convicts to p-rivate 
in. titutions, whether lay or ecclesiastical. 

1\lr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I feel that that 
statemen.t should not g<> without some comment. The Senator 
has frequently said something in the course of the discussion to 
the same effect. There is n<> power in the Attorn-ey General to 
lease out any convicts, either juvenile or otherwise. To say 
that he can "lease out " convicts contemplates that they are to 
be let out at a compensation to private individuals, to work out 
their own purposes. Nothing of the kind can be gath-ered from 
this statute at all. They .are to be let out to houses of r-efuge 
for keeping, and they are to be kept employed there, as a matter 
of course, as all inmates of such houses are kept. The idea 
that they are to be let out to work under what is popularly 
known as the convict-labor system is too far-fetched to justify 
argument, in my judgment. · 

Mr. W AT.SON of Georgia-.' 'Mt. ' President, I think I lmow 
what the English language means, an-d the very wording of tllis 
statut~ vests the Attorney General with that very authority, 
and according to this report, he has exercised it. We need not 
split hairs about the meaning of wor-ds, but the language there 
is perfectlY,11p~a-!,n, t]lat the Attorney General is vested with au.
thority to contract for the custody and the employment of these 
convicts, and if that word " contract" does not mean exactly 
what it ~ys, then it ceases to mean what it used to mean. 

Mr. WALSH of Montan-a. The Senator will bear in mind 
that he is to contract .only with houses of reformation. 

Mr. W ATSO:N of Georgia. This report does not show that. 
Mr. WALSH of l\lontana. That is what the bill pr.Qvides. 

1\Ir. OVER1\IA.X If Senators ~·oulcl 'go out to ..:he National 
TTaining School they would fin<1 a 1ot of 'Outllful bootleggers 
from \-a.I"ious States. 

l\Ir. CARAWAY. I \\~ould like to aSk the Senator from Mon
tana a question. It seems that there is ·orne confusion. The 
bill a presented to the Senate does not create an offense? 

1\Ir. "\V ALSH of ~fontana. Not at all. 
Mr. OARA W .A.Y. It merely takes into consideration the pun

ishment which may be 1ntlicted upon people who violate a 1a w 
air dy on the statute books? 

1\Ir. W.AJ.<SH of 1\Iontana. That is all. 
l\Ir. OARAvVAY. Nobody could be convicted under this law? 
l\lr. "\VALSH of Montana. Not at all. 
Mr. CARA W .A.Y. It creates no offense. It gives courts no 

additional jurisdiction and does not change the jurisdiction of 
any conrt? 

Mr. 'V .A.LSH of Montana. :Xo; it does not. 
l\fr. C.A.RAWAY. It simply grants to a Federal judge the 

power, under an existing law, to designate a place of confine
ment for women over 16 years of age, as he now has authority 
to deal with tho e under 16, and that is the only question at 
issue? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAPPER in the chair). The 

question is on agreeing to the last committee amendment to the 
pending bill. 

The amendment wa .agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee 

of the Whole and open to amendment. If there are no further 
amendments the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
l\lr. WATSON of Georgia. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Tho e who vote for this bill must go on record. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The reading clerk cruled the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Bursum Gerry Lenroot 
Calder Glass Lodge 
Cameron Gooding McKellar 
Capper Hale McKinley 
Caraway Harreld McNary 
Culberson Harris Myers 
Cummins Harrison Newberry 
Curtis Hefiin Norris 
Dial Hitchcock Oddie 
Edge Johnson Overman 
Ernst Jones, N.Mex. Page 
Fernald Kellogg Pepper 
Fletcher Kendrick Pb:!Pps 
France King Pomdexter 
Frelinghuysen Ladd Pomerene 

Sheppard 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Sterlin~ 
Sutherland 
Trammell 
lTnderwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Willis 

1\fr. NORRIS. I have been requested to announce that the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] is detained 
from the Senate on account of a death in his family. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I desire to announce the unavoidable ab· 
senee of my colleague [Mr. SHIELDS] on acoount of illness, and 
I nsk that this announcement stand for the day. 

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

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, which 
I think will be acceptable to everyone. On page 2, line 1, 
I move to strike out "home of refuge" and insert "State 
reformatory." If this amendment is agreed to, I shall move, 
on lin-e 16, to strike out th-e words "houses of refu-ge" and in
sert in lieu thereof the words " State reformatories." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second amendment being an 
amendment to an amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, that amendment will be reserved for a separate vote 
in the Senate. The first question is on concurring in the amend
ments made in Committee of the Whole with the exception of 
the amendment reserved for a separate -vote. 

The amendments were concurred in. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend

ment -offered by the Senator from Georgia. 
The h-our of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 

the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. A bill (S. 1565) making eligible for 

retirement under the same conditions as now provided for 
officers of the Regular Army all officers -of the United States 
Army during the World War who have incurred physical disa
bility in line of duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, may I ask the 
Senator froin New Mexico [Mr. BURsUM] if he will not consent 
tbat tll~ 1.1Dfinished business b-e tempo-ra.Iily laid aside until we 
can get a vote ·on the pending bill? 
· Mr. BURSUM. Certainly. 

' 
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l\Ir. WALSH of l\lontana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Georgia offers an amendment to the pendin_g_ 
bill, which will be stated. · 

The READING CLERK. On page 2, line 1, strike out the words 
"home of refuge" and insert "State reformatory." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia offers 

an amendment to the amendment reserved, which will be stated. 
The READING CLERic In lines 16 and 17, on page 2, strike 

out the words " houses of refuge " and insert " State reforrna· 
tories." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
CLEARWATER, ST. JOE, AND SELWAY NATIONAL FOREST LANDS. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
77) for the consolidation of forest lands within the Clearwater, 
St. Joe, and Selway National Forests, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recoDl'Inend and do recom· 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend· 

ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 
REED SMOOT, 
G. W. NoRRis, 
H. L. 1\fYERs, 

Ma-nagers on the pm·t of tl!e Senate. 
N. J. SINNOTT, 
ADDISON T. SMITH, 
JOHN E. RAKER, 

Managers on the pa.rt of the House. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senate that the only change 
from the bill is that there was an amendment in these words: 

Within the 6-mile limit. 
The Secretary of the Interior asked that those words be 

. : tricken out, and therefore we receded, and the bill is just as 
it passed the Senate with that exception. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAPPER in the chair). Is 
there any objection to the present consideration of the con
ference report? The Chair hears· none. The question is on 
agreeing to the report. 

The report was agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF DISABLED ABMY OFFICERS. 

The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the con
.'ideration of the bill (S. 1565) making eligible for retirement 
under the same conditions as now provided for officers of the 
Regular Army all officers of the United States Army during the 
World War who have incurred physical disability in line of 
duty. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, in view of the history of 
the legislation and my attitude upon it in the committee, I 
think it incumbent upon me to make a few observations. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
a brief statement? · 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield. 
l\1r. Sl\fOOT. I was in hopes that I could be in the Senate 

when the pending bill was taken up for consideration. I have 
collected information in relation to retired officers and the cost 
of the same to the Gover~ment, and ·what this plan will cost and 
what it will-lead to, but it would take me some time to give 
that information to the Senate. I am compelled to leave to 
attend a meeting of the Finance Committee. Before doing so, 
however, I wish to express my sincere hope that the Senate of 
the United States will not agree to this legislation. If' we are 
o·oing to take care of disabled volunteer officers, I think we had 
better take care of the disabled volunteer officers of the Civil 
War before we do those of any other war. Not only that, but 
it seems to me we are going mad, we are going crazy, on the 
matter of placing certain classes on the retired list. It will not 
be very long, if the practice continues, until every . taX!)ayer 
of the eountry will have two or three men on his back -to take 
care of, and when that is done-- ; r • 

1\ir. NORRIS. When that is done the taxpayer himself :will 
be on the retired list. · 

Mr. SMOOT. I was just going to make that statement and 
I thank the Senator from Nebraska for making it. 

I thank the Senator from New York for yielding to me for 
a _ moment to say what r have. I do hope to have a chance 
before the bill is passed, if it ever does pass-! cim not believe 
that it will pass, because I do not believe if Senators under
sta_nd what it is that they will vote for it-to lay before the 
Senate and the country some of the information I have col
lected. 

Mr. BURSillf. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
yield for just a question? · 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I believe I have the 'floor. I yield to 
the Senator- from New Mexico. 

1\fr. BURSUM. The Senator from Utah mentions the fact 
that before we retire any more officers we should retire the 
Civil War officers. · 

Mr. SMOOT. · I said we should take care of the disabled 
volunteer officers of the Civil War. 

Mr. BURSUM. Does the Senator from Utah realize how 
many officers of the Civil War could come in under the pro
visions of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to say to the Senator from New Mexico 
that the Senate of the United States has voted time and time 
again that it would not put the \olunteer officers, even of the 
Civil War, on the retiJ:ed list. 

Mr. BURSilli. I would advise the Senator from Utah that 
91 officers would have been eligible last June, and probably a 
less number now. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator means officers of the Civil War? 
Mr. BURSU~I. Yes; under the provisions of this bill. -
Mr. SMOOT. Let the officers whom the Senato1: :propose to 

benefit by this bill wait as long as the \Olunteer officers of 
the Civil War have waited, and then we will consider the 
question. We have not yet passed a bill of this character and 
I do not believe this bill will pass. 

Mr. BURSUM. That is a matter for the con ideration of the 
Senate. 

Mr. \V ADSWORTH. Mr. President, it is ilifficult in discuss. 
inO' a bill of this sort to suppress-indeed, it i impossible to 
suppress---{)ne's sympathies for the men affected by the legisla
tion. A group of them appeared before the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs in support of the bill introduced by the Senator 
from New Mexico and stated their cases, their experiences, and 
estimated their prospects. I say \ery frankly that their state
ments inevitably make a very, "Very strong appeal to human 
sympathy . 

The bill as first introduced p]:o"Vided simply- that any person 
who served as an officer in the emergency forces during the war 
and who incurred physical disabilities in line of duty might be 
placed upon the Regular Army retired list under the same condi
tions as those which apply tC' Regular Army officers. In that 
form the legislation was first pres ed. It was finally conceded, 
at least by a majority of the committee and I think by the emer
gency officers who are supporting the legi lation, that that 
would have had a very vicious result. 

We should recollect that an officer of the Regular Army may 
be placed upon the retired list, either in time of peace or war, if 
he acquires or suffers a physical disability which renders him 
unfit for active serv~ce in the field. In other words, if the 
eyesight of a Regular Army officer were injured to the extent 
that he could not trust himself, and his superiors could not 
trust him, to command men in action or to do active field service, 
he may be retired upon the findings of a medical board. His 
retirement is brought about in the interest of the Government. 
He is given the retirement privilege as a protection to him in 
the event, as so often happens to be the case, that he has spent 
a dozen, 15, 20, 25, or 30 years in the Army and ha given up all 
.hope_ of making a fm;tune in private busines . 
. Had that same theory- been applied to emergency officers it 
would liaT"e resulted in placing -upon the retired list of the 
Regular Army any emergency officer who had emerged from 
the war .with defective eyesight or defective hearing, a stif
fened elbow or knee joint, although that same officer might 
have been entirely abl~ to r~n+n. to hi profe sion or his busi
ness and to carry it on with the same degree of efficiency as 
though he had not uffered what is comparatively a minor 
injury, but an injury, nevertheles , sufficient to incapacitate 
for active :field service. So the language of the original bill 
was stricken out and a substitute drafted, a appears on page 2 
of the pending mea ure. 

Frankly, I had_ hoped that the problem might be approached 
in a more logical and, to my mind, more proper method of leg· 
islation. I have never liked usj.ng the retired list of the 
Regular Army or the Regular Navy as a device for pay~g addi· 
tional sums of money to persons outside of those services. The 
retired list of the Army and of the Navy was not created to 
be a vehicle for the relief of persons outside of those two per-
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manent services, and it has never been so used. It has been 
kept inviolate. It was established generations ago on a well
defined and well-accepted theory. 

l\1r. BURSUM. Mr. President--
Mr. WADS,VORTH. I yield to the Senator from New 

1\lexico. 
lllr. BURSUl\1. Of course, the Senator appreciates and is 

aware of the fact that the emergency officers of the Marine 
Corps were retired, :md also that the provisional officers of 
the Army and of the Navy were retired, notwithstanding they 
bad only been in the service a very short time. 

l\lr. lf ADSWORTH. I was going to refer to that in just a 
moment. 

Mr. BURSUl\1. That is true, is it not? 
l\1r. WADSWORTH. Not entirely true. Congress promptly 

repealed it, seeing its mistake. 
1\Ir. BURSID!. They did retire them under that law, how

ever. 
Mr. W A.DSWORTH. But when Congress woke up to what 

they had done they promptly repealed the law. 
1\Ir. BURSU.l\1. After about two years. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. The Congress did not realize 

what it had done. The statement I have just made is true as 
of to-day. 

l\Ir. BURSUl\1. I would be glad to limit this law not to two 
years .but to . one year. 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. I dare say the Senator would be glad to 
limit it in any respect if he could get through what is left. 

l\Jr. BURSUl\1. I do not agree to all that. 
l\lr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
l\lr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr . . LENROOT. Is it not true that the provision to which 

the Senator refers crept into the bill and was not debated for a 
single moment on the floor? -

l\'Ir. ·wADSWORTH. Not for a single moment, and Congress 
had no idea it had gone through, and as so~n as Congress w-oke 
up to the fact that it had gone through it was repealed. 

Mr. BURSUl\I. It was a long time after it had gone through. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. We are talking in an enigmatical sort 

of way, because we have not yet even referred to what we are 
talking about; but I think we understand what the Senator has 
referred to. It is that section of the naval appropriation bill 
passed during the war without anybody knowing it providing 
that temporary officers of the Navy should have the retirement 
privilege like the regular officers of the Navy. 

Its provisions did not actually go into effect, of course, until 
toward the end of the war. Immediately thereafter, in 1919 
and in 1920, its effect began to be felt, whereupon Congress said, 
"We will stop this thing," and in the naval appropriation bill 
last passed there is. a proviso that application for such retire
ment shall not be filed subsequent to October 30, 1921. So the 
statute has been repealed; 

::\lr. WARREN. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me a moment? 

l\Ir. W A.DSWORTH. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the instance which the Sen

ator from New York [l\1r. WADSWORTH] has cited is one of.the 
instances, of which there are very many, which show the de
sirability of having somewhere some place in our system of 
appropriations where such matters may go before 'one review
ing committee, so that at the last moment they may not be 
brought upon the floor by some individual Senator and passed 
into an appropriation costing millions of dollars. The amend
ment which the Senator from New York has described, which 
applied to the Navy and, of course, to the Marine Corps, leav
ing the Army outside of its provisions, is one of that character. 

Before that time there had been an understanding-in fact 
there had been legislation to the effect-that what the Army 
had in way of favors the Na\y should have, and vice versa; 
but it seems in this case there was not turn and turnabout, 
there was not fair play, and this legislation was passed for the 
Navy alone. That is what has given rise to the pressure on 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to pass this particu-
lar bill. · · 

Mr. WADS WORTH. Mr. President, I was in error in a 
statement which I made a moment ago. I said that the naval 
legislation o~ this subject was passed during the war. I find 
it was not. It was enacted in an act making appropriations 
for the na\al service for the fiscal year ending June 3'0, 1921, 
approved on J'une 4, 1920. In some way or other it slipped 
through without anybody knowing of it. It took effect June 4, 
1920, and was repealed as of October 30, 1921. 

Mr. MYERS. I should like to ask if the law was repealed 
and the practice stopped as to future applicants, whether it 

LXII--170 

was repealed or stopped as to those who had applied in the in
terim? They continue to draw their retirement pay just the 
same, do they not? 

Mr. W ADS"\VORTH. They do, of course. Having gotten 
upon the retired list, there is no way of getting them off; but 
Congress made up its mind that it would not allow applications 
to be filed after October 30, 192.1, and the applications were still 
coming in at that time. 

Mr. MYERS. I suppose doubtless all of those who were 
eligible during the interim made application? · 

1\fr. WADSWORTH. That I can not answer. I do not know 
whether all persons who were eligible made application prior 
to that upset date, but there would have been no limit to the 
date when applications might be made in the future had not 
the Congress said, " This practice must stop." So that act, 
in so far as Congress could act upon it at the time, was in 
effect repealed. 

Mr. President, I should like to start over again anLl state 
something of my own feeling in connection with this situa
tion. I said a moment ago that I regret very much, indeed, any 
legislation which results in the use of the retired list of the 
Army as a vehicle for bringing relief to persons who are not 
members of the Arrr1y or the Navy and never have been mem
bers of any of those permanent forces for relief of whom and 
for the sole relief of whom the retired list was established 
generations ago. 

I haYe been here long enough, 1\Ir. President, to have en
countered bill after bill introduced for the relief of one person 
or a little group of persons, the relief to be provided by 
authorizing the President to appoint John Smith or a group of 
Smiths and Robinsons and J oneses to commissions in the 
Regular Army or in the Regular Navy and immediately 'place 
them upon the retired list, that being a device to secure for the 
person the relief to which his friends regarded .him as justly 
entitled. 

In many instances the person is entitled to the relief; but 
that is not the direct and logical way to go ahead and bring 
relief to people who need it and to whom it is owed by the 
country. It is open to many abuses. The precedent once estab
lished of a nonmember of the Regular Establishment being 
made a member of the Regular Establishment in order to get 
more money in the way of relief is one which will lead to an 
evergrowing list of pensioners of that kind. It is a precedent 
which I dread. 

Now, as to the treatment of emergency officers. I contended 
in the committee-I did not have my way about it; the commit
tee reported this bill by a most substantial majority after a full 
and free discussion, the members voting in accordance with 
their convictions-but I contended in the committee, as I con
tend here, that if disabled emergency officers are not being 
treated as generously as the country sl'lould treat them, their 
relief should be sought through the· compensation act, in ac
cordance with the terms of which relief is afforded to all the 
men in the great volunteer or selective draft army which was 
raised during the ·world War. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 0DDIE in the chair). Does 

the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico? 

Mr. "W ..A.DSWORTH. I yield. 
Mr. BURSUM. Does the Senator from New York feel that 

the placing of a few di abled emergency officers on the retired 
roll might in some way· contaminate the Regulars and bring 
about infection? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not at all. The Senator need not have 
asked me that question. He knows that it is a ·illy question. 

Mr. BURSUM. I am glad to hear the Senator disclaim any 
such idea. 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. I was saying when I wa interrupted, 
that Congress passed the war risk insurance act proYiding the 
method of extending relief to officers and men of the emer
gency forces who were injured in the World War in the line ot 
duty. I assume the Congress intends to amend that act from 
time to time. if, in its judgment, it is inadequate to give proper 
relief to those who suffered and sacrificed. 

As I said a moment ago, I contended in the committee and I 
contend here that if there is any group or character of former 
soldiers be they officers or enlisted men, who are not receiving 
the reli~f which they deserve and need they should receiYe it 
through an amendment or extension or improvement of the com
pensation law, and not use the retired list of the Regular Army 
and the Regular Navy in order to obtain that relief. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I have taken the attitude that 
all of the officers and enlisted men who responded to the call 
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in time of emergency, who received commissions or enlisted for 
the duration of the emergency, and in that sense corresponded 
with the aforetime volunteer armies of the United States-all 
of them, officers and men, should be treated exactly alike in the 
matter of compensation for injuries sustained. 

1\fr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? . 

Mr. WADS WORTH. I yield. 
Mr. SPENCER. The Senator has referred more than once to 

this bill being a relief measure. I ask the Senator whether 
in the hearings before the Committee on Military Affairs it 
was not the distinct contention of those in favor of the bill 
that this was in no sense a relief bill? I desire to quote from 
the testimony of one of the first -witnesses. Referring to the bill 
as being a relief bill or a bill for added compensation, he says : 

That is exactly what the disabled soldiers do not want; that is ex
actly what the American Legion is not in favor of. We are not after 
increased compensation. What we want are the same rights, the same 
privileges, accorded the disabled emergency Army .officers as are ac
corded to officers of the Regular Establishment. 

1\fr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, the declaration which the 
Senator from Missouri has read is an important one, but the 
essential thing for us to understand is, What will be the effect 
of the bill? The effect of the bill will be to give greater relief. 
I do not deny here and now that greater relief is not needed; 
but to state that the bill now before the Senate is not primarily 
a relief bill is to contradict its very provisions. It largely in
creases the amount of money which each one of these injured 
officers will receive from the Federa1 Treasury. Many of the 
witne ses who appeared before the committee contending for the 
bill pointed out the financial aspect of the case and argued in 
favor of the measure on the ground that their 1inancial status 
under the compensation law was so unsatisfactory and needed 
such improv~ment in the way of securing more money by way of 
allowance, monthly or annuallY, that their proposal was to take, 
in lieu of compensation paid under existing law, the three-

, fourths pay of a Regular Army officer of the same grade, which 
in most cases amounts to much more than the compensation 
paid under existing law. I think I am not inaccurate in desig
nating tltis as a relief measure. 

It is true that some emphasis was placed by some of the wit
nesses on the T"alue which they assigned to the honor of being 
known as a retired officer of the United States Army. I do not 
deny that an honor does attach, and if proper methods of bring
ing it about could be devised-and perhaps they may be de
vised-! would not deny them that honor. But, Mr. President, 
reverting again to the policy of the country with respect to the 
treatment of its officers and soldiers raised to meet emergencies 
in former wars and in the ·world War, this bill constitutes the 
fir t attempt on the part of Congress, if it is to be pa~sed, of 
drawing a line of dE!m.arcation in the matter of pens1ons or 
compensation to the injured between enlisted men and officers. 

Mr. BURSUl\L Mr. President-
Mr. WADS WORTH. I yield. 
Mr. BURSUl\1. Is it not true, rather, that this is the first 

attempt to obliterate the line of demarcation and discrimination 
between the emergency officers and those of the Regular Army? 

Mr. 'V ADS,VORTH. That may be said; but the question is, 
Do we want to obliterate the distinction between a purely tem
porary force and a permanent force maintained dm·irtg -peace 
and war? 

Mr. BURSUl\1. So far as the officers of the Army who are 
graduates of 'Vest Point are concerned, I should say they do 
not want to give it up. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am not speaking for them. I do not 
see what concern they have in this bill, for it does not affect 
them, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. BURSUM. They are taldng a great deal of interest in it. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I have noticed that none of them asked 

to come before the committee and none did come before the 
committee; they are not concerned in this matter. 

1\fr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me . 
for a moment? 

Mr. W .ADSWORTH. I yield. 
Mr. SPENCER. The argument of the men eeking tl1is relief, 

as I understand-and the Senator will correct me if I am 
wrong-is that in the overseas Army -of the United States there 
was but one Army without any distinction between the emer
gency officer and the Regular Army officer, and therefore if 
two officers. to use a concrete illustration, jn precisely the same 
~ngagement were wounded in precisely the same way, those 
officers ought to be treated in precisely the same manner after 
they have been incapacitated for service in civil life. 

Now I under tarul that an Army officer has an Army career, 
and may perhaps thereby cut hlm. elf off from civil careers 
and is entitled in times of peace to a distinction, to a differ-

ence, because of that fact; but when we are at war and regard 
the emergency Army o-fficer as precisely the same as the 
Regular Army officer, and each of them is incapacitated for 
life, I can not for the life of me see why one of them should 
be retired a an Army officer, with all the honor and the 
emoluments and privileges that are associated with him, as is 
the case with the Regular Army officers, and the other officer, 
injured in the same battle and in the same way, be relegated 
to a compensation that may be meted out because he has been 
injm·ed, but without any regard to his military standing or his 
military service. 

Is not that the real basis of the argument on which those 
who are in favor of the bill stand? 

·Mr. WADSWORTH. I have heard that given as a basis, 
and others. 

Mr. President, I uo not quarrel with the Senator from Mis
souri in his statement up to a certain point. I am not con
tending that the emergency officer should not receive as good 
treatment financially as the Regular officer; but I do- draw a 
distinction between the diffe~·ent grades or ranks of emergency 
officers which I would not draw in the case of Regulars. 

The personnel and make-up -of a great emergency force, 
officers and men, is very different from that of a regular force 
maintained in time of -peace, generation after generation, the 
men spending their lives at it. I do not believe that a .major 
in the emergency forces who loses an arm, who make that 
great sacrifice, should receive any less compensation than a 
lieutenant colonel in the emergency forces who loses an arm 
likewise. He has made just as great a sacrifice. He left his 
home on approximately the same day. We can sume that he 
left an equally prosperous business. We can a ume that his 
prospects in business and in life were just as good as those of 
the other man. He suffered the same injury, he displays the 
same gallantry; and it always has been the policy of this 
country to treat all those men, as among themselves, exactly 
alike in the matter of pensions. . 

This bill destroys that theory, and I do not think the policy 
of the bill is a wise one. It begins for the fi1·st time to dis
criminate in the matter of pensions to volunteer or emergency 
soldiers on the basis of rank. Ev&Ybody knows that rank in 
time of great emergency is largely a matter ·of acc;ident, and 
sometimes a matter of choice; and that element should not in
ject itself in here. When one man left a _going business which 
was prosperous and secured a commission as captain in an 
organization in which, it so happens, he cOuld not get promo
tion to major, and another man left a like business and got, by 
luck perhaps, a commission as major, and the two men suffer 
the same injury, to provide that the major is for all his life to· 
come going to get more money from the Government than tbe 
captain is something that we have never done in all our his-
tory, and I hope we never will. . . 

Mr. SPENCER. :Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield. 
Mr. SPENCER. If a major in the Regular Army has lost his 

arm in the engagement which the Senator desc-ribes, and a lieu
tenant colonel in the Regular Army has lost hi arm in the 
same engagement, there is no doubt about the fact that the lieu
tenant colonel wonld have received all the rest of his life greater 
compensation, if you like, becan e of his retirement as a lieuten
ant colonel than the major would Teceive, is there? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is true. 
Mr. SPENCER. Then the argument of the Senator from New 

York-and there is merit in the argument-re ·olves itself to 
this, if I understand him aright: That in the Regular Army 
the lieutenant colonel bas reached his position because of a long 
series of years of fitness and excellence and experience that 
have put him above the major, and that by virtue of that fact 
he is entitled to retirement at a lieutenant colonel's provision 
of money rather than at a major's provision, while in regard 
to the emergency officers there is none of that fair basis of dis
crimination; that, as the Senator puts it, it is largely accident 
that one is a major and one is a captain, not particularly be
cause one has proved himself to be a major, but because of the 
accidents and emergencies of the time, and therefore that there 
ought to be no difference between the compensation of the of!i
cers-major and captajn or major and lieutenant colonel-m 
the emel'gency army for the same injury. ' 

I can not quite agree with the Senator from New York in that 
line of argument, though I admit the merit of it, becml"Se I 
assume that the man who is a lieutenant colonel in tOO emer
gency army is a lieutenant calonel because either bi.s brav~ry 
or his experience or his fidelity or some other re" on made him 
a lieutenant colonel, while the otb.er man was a major. 

1\lr. WADSWORTH. Then the Senator mu t di ·nO'u.ifill be
tween the sergeant and the private. If you are going to begin 
to distinguish, in the matter of relief money, between colonels 
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and lieutenant colonels and majors and captains, on lhe ground 
that the colonel is a more valuable man, a braver man, an abler 
man than the lieutenant colonel, and the lieutenant colonel like
wise than the major, then, to be consistent, you must go clear 
down the line and distinguish between the sergeant and the cor
poral, and the corporal and the private. 

Mr. SPENCER. Is it done in the Regular Army in retire-
ment? . 

Mr. W A.DS,VORTH. It is entirely different in the Regular 
Army. The lieutenant colonel in the Regular Army gets a 
higher• retirement pay than the major because he has sacrificed 
more in point of time spent in the service. He has given more 
of his life to the Army as a profession. He went into it before 
the major did. The routine promotion in the 'Army runs by 
seniority. Length of service governs promotion in the Regular 
Army; and it has been the policy of the Congress for genera
tions to raise the pay of officers of the Army and the Navy in 
accordance with their increase in rank. Their increase in rank 
travels along on a parallel with their increasing years, and the 
Congress always has maintained the policy that when an old 
officer retires-an officer in the grade of colonel, we will say
he shall get a larger retirement emolument than a younger offi
cer, who has retired from the grade of captain or major, because 
he has devoted more of his life, more of his useful years, to 
the Army, and has to that extent made a greater sacrifice. But 
you can not distinguish between emergency or volunteer officers 
in the matter of sacrifice. There is no way of doing it. 

Mr. MYERS. 1\fr. President--
Mr. WADSWORTH. If you 'assume to distinguish on the 

basis of relative rank, you will do injustices by the hundreds 
and thousands, and you never will be able to explain how it 
is that "Capt. Smith and Maj. Jones, who worked side by side 
in the same law office, in the same bank perhaps, and went to 
the training camp on the same day and got their commissions 
in the emergency or volunteer forces on the same day, and 
went with the same unit, and took part in the same battle, and 
suffered exactly the same disabilities, one in the meantime 
ha\ing been promoted one grade through the accidents and 
fortunes of war-that that having been done Maj. Smiih comes 
home and for the rest of his life draws more money as com
pensation for his lost arm than does Capt. Jones for the loss 
of his arm. 

You can not do that, Mr. President. We have never done it. 
We did not do it after the Civil War. We did not do it after 
the Spanish War. We have always clung to the policy of 
treating all our emergency soldiers, officers and men, exactly 
alike iu the matter of financial relief. This bill is the :first 
attempt to destroy that parity, to distinguish between the 
private soldier and the captain who have suffered exactly alike 
in the matter of physical injury; and it opens up a vista here 
which, I confess, I view with considerable alatm. You never 
will b~ able to persuade the enlisted men how it is that they 
can not get in the days of their suffering the same financial . 
relief that is accorded to the C)mmissioned officers; and the 
passage of this bill by the Congress will inevitably bring about 
a justifiable demand on the part of the emergency enlisted men of 
this war for equal treatment so far as finances are concerned. 

Mr. MYERS. 1\fr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques
tion there? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. MYERS. It is not my understanding that all members of 

the Regular Army are promoted by length of service. Are not 
many officers in the Regular Army jumped many degrees over 
other officers who have served longer? 

Mr. ·wADSWORTH. Those exceptions are so rare as to 
prove the rule. No officer in the Army can be jumped over 
another except when commissioned a brigadier general. Pro
motion in the Regular Army goes by seniority from second lieu
tenant to colonel, inclusive ; and as of the 14,000 officers in the 
Regular Army all but about 100 are colonels or less one can 
see what an important factor length of service is in the matter 
of promotion in the Army. It is bound to be t"hat way. 

l\fr. President, it is not agreeable, at least to me, to oppose 
this bill, because my heart goes out to the men who appeared 
before the Military Affairs Committee. They made a very 
strong appeal. My contention and my only contention has been 
that they should seek relief through the channels and the 
machinery already set up by the Congress in the form of the 
compensation acts. A number of these men appeared: before 
the Military Affairs Committee and stated the amount of com
_pensation they would draw when finally discharged from their 
emergency commissions. The men who appeared before us 
were still in the emergency forces, as they were still patients 
at the Walter Reed Hospital. The maximum of medical re-

lief has not yet been attained, and they still hold their com
missions and draw the pay of their grades until finally dis
charged. Then their compensation will commence. The physi
cal condition of the mE'Jl who appeared before our committee 
was apparent ; it was distressing; and in several instances 
they satisfied me that the compensation which they are going 
to receive after they fall automatically under the compensation 
act will not be sufficient. I admit .that. My only proposal has 
been from the beginning that we should amend the compensa
tion act, and give such a man enough to support him; and I 
refuse, myself, to distinguish between him and the man next 
lower in grade or rank. I would give him enough to support 
himself, and I would give the man below him enough to sup
port himself, and all down the line. I would not distinguish 
between them. I would advocate every possible degree of 
generosity. I would go to the utmost limits in seeing that 
those men are enabled financially to lead comfortable, decent 
lives as long as they shall live. Our gratitude toward them 
should never cease, and I think it never will ; but when you 
ask me to distinguish between them on the basis of rank, I 
say" No." 

I will only distinguish between them on the basis of disa
bility. I can not support a measure which will take the re
cently arrived immigrant who takes out his first citizenship 
papers and, with a fine spirit of loyalty, enlists in the Army of 
the United States in the great emergency, and loses a leg, and 
pay that man less for the loss of his leg than the man who 
happened to be a sergeant, just over him. That is the principle 
of this bill, although the bill does not affect enlisted men at all. 
If we distinguish between offi~rs rank by rank, we will have 
to distinguish between the enlisted men grade by grade, and we 
would reach an impossible situation, and one fraught with in
justice, one which we would never be able to defend. 

There are one or two little matters which might be alluded 
to in connection with this legislation. The contention was 
made before the committee, and has been made since, that an 
unfortunate contrast was presented in an incident of this sort: 
A young man graduated from West Point, we will say, in the 
spring of 1917, and, of course, was immediately commissioned 
as a second lieutenant in the Regular Army. He was assigned 
to a unit, went to France, and was severely wounded, to such 
an extent that for the rest of his life he will be incapacitated 
for active service in the field, according to Regular Army 
standards. He went on the retired list of the Regular Army at 
three-fourths of the pay of a second lieutenant, although he 
may have been· in the Army only 6, 8, or 10 months. 

Another young man of the same age, but who did not go to 
'Vest Point and did not receive a commission in the Regular 
Army, took an emergency commission, went to France, and was 
injured in the same way and to the same extent, and he, instead 
of getting three-fourths of the pay of the grade of second lieu
tenant, falls under the provisions of the compensation act and 
receives something less. · 

The argument is made, and it is rather an effective one, that 
the young West Point boy is treated so much better than the 
other. Perhaps the picture would be more accurate if we took 
men in one grade higher-first lieutenant-where the three
fourths pay amounts to more than the three-fourths pay of 
a second lieutenant. The argument is made that because few 
contrasts of that kind can be pictured we should change the 
whole policy of the Government, dating back 70 or 80 years, 
and see to it that emergency officers and volunteer officers as a 
class shall hereafter draw more money in the way of relief 
than those who were not officers and who served in the ranks 
of an emergency or volunteer army. 

I grant the apparent injustice as depicted in the contrast 
between the young Regular Army lieutenant and the young 
emergency army lieutenant. 1\fy contention is that the in
stances of that kind are comparatively few in number, very, 
very few, and that they shoul~ not be taken as an adequate 
argument and reason for abolishing our whole philosophy of 
pensions and compensation. I think in that case we ,yould lH~ 
endeavoring to escape from a comparatively minute evil and 
rush into the arms of an evil so great and so all embracing that 
it would destroy that spirit of fair play which should follow 
after eYery war and which should dictate, and has dictated up 
to this moment, equal treatment in the way of compensation 
for every officer and man, without distinction, who leaves his 
private employment to defend his country and returns hom~ 
injured. 

1\fr. BURSUM. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kew York 

yield to the Senator from New l\Iexico? 
Mr. W A.DSWORTH. I yie_ld. 
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Mr. BURSU:M. If that be true, that there should be equal · .I have discussed it with no thought or feeling of hostility toward 
treatment in the matter of compensation after the war, was that remarkable body of ·men, the emergency o1Jiem·s, for whom 
it not equally true that we should have accorded equal treat- I have an immense respect. Their efficiency :and their gallantry 
ment during the war? were exb.'aordinary. But I can ·not help ·remembering what the 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No. policy of the. United States has be.en after .every -war we have 
Mr. BURSUl\1. Why not? ever waged, how we have always declined to nistinguish among 
Mr. WADSWORTH. In the way of pay? these men on the basis of rank, and 1 rose to express the hope 
Mr. BURSUM. Yes. we would never do ~o; that we should treat them -all exactly 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Because there are different degrees of alike. 

responsibility in Tank and in grade, from the top to the bottom, Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I am unable to quite agree 
in the Army and Navy; also, there is a greater expense imposed with the chairman of the committee_, the distinguisbed Senator 
upon officers than that imposed upon enlisted men. Enlisted from New York {Mr. WADSWORTH], with reference to what he 
men are put to no expense whatsoever. They are fed, clothed, calls the discrimination in the bill. 'It seems to me one of the 
transported, and doctored. The officer has to feed himself, great objects of this bill and one of the effe.cts of it will be to 

. clothe himself, and in many instances is subjected to other do a way with an existing discrimination. 
expenses which the enlisted man is never called upon to -meet. The purpose is to allow the emergency officer who served in 
Surely the Senator from New Mexico can not draw a paTallel the war, sacrificed, did his duty, and performed precisely the 
there. I am talking about equal treatment of men who are no same 'kind of service the regular officer performed, or the rna
longer in the Army or in the Navy, but who have made equal rine officer performed, or the Navy officer performed, to enjoy 
sacrifice while in it, and for equal sacrifice to the country I the same benefits under the s.ame conditions. If he was dis
demand, as much as one Senator may, equal treatment. That abled in the service in the discharge of his du.ty, why should he 
is the point I have tried to emphasize here this afternoon. not be allowed the same privileges, as to retirement, for instance, 

Mr. BURSUM. If the Senator fi·om New York concedes that the other officer.s enjoy? 
differences in salary are just, I assume it is for the reason that This measure i-s not a new proposition. It ·was formally sub
tllOSe t·eceiving higher salaries possess greater earning- capacity. mitted in the House and there were extensive hearings on it, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not out of milita1-y life. and it seems to have been referred to the Committee on Inter
Mr. BURSUl\1. I am speaking of ea.Tning capacity in the state Commerce in the House, f.or some reason or other, and 

service. . they sought to take care of it through some amendments to the 
Mr. WADSWORTH. In the service; yes. wax risk insurance act, to provide for this condition :under some 
Mr. BURSUM. I assume also that the Senator from New form or plan of compensation, .but that was not ,accomplished. 

York appTeciates that in all matters of compensation under any . Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
of the laws of the States the -earning capacity is an essential The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator .from Florida 
factor in determining the amount of compensation to be paid . . yield to the Senator from Nebraska.? 
That is the law in nearly every ·state in the Union. Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What so1·t of compensation? Mr. J. JQRRTS. 'lllie Senator is a member of ·the Committee on 
Mr. BURSUM. Compensation for injuries in any line. 1\filita.ry Affairs, and I want to propound a question entiJ·ely 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the Senator mean under employ- for information. I ask the Senator whether there is any clif-

ers' liability acts and workmen's compensation acts? ference between this 'bill, applying to the omcers of the Army 
Mr. BURSUM. Yes; under workmen s compensation acts, in the late war, and the legislation :which has Eever.al times been 

.any sort of compensation. . proposed, and always failed, whleh would retire the volunteer 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Surely the Senator from New Mex1co offi.ceJ.·s who served in the Civil War? 

will not contend that this bill bears any relation to a man's Mr. FLETCHER. I do not know that there is any great -Wf-
earning capacity in civil life. ference in principle in the two propositions. 

Mr. BURSUM. Not in civil 'life. The earning capacity must Mr. NORRIS. Then, Mr~ ·Presiclent--
be determined upon the basis of his earnings at the time next Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I suggest to the 
preceding the injury. Senator--

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not under this bill. Mr. NORRIS. Let me ask another ·question in .connection with 
.Mr . .BURSUM. Of course. this. If there is no difference-- • 
Mr. WADSWORTH. There is nothing in this bill in relation :Mr. BURSUM. Yes; there is a diffe1·ence. 

to -that. Mr. NORRIS. If there is no difference, then what excuse, 
Mr. BURSUM. Ther·~ is, absolutely. The officer's. injury as a matter of. justlce, can we glve for .au .act .that permits the 

w.as sustained in the service, we will say, and his retirement ~·etirement at increased pay of s.oldiers of the World War that 
is based upon his rank and pay in tpe service. will not permit oflicers .of the ·Civil ·war, 50 .sears Mter that 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. war to retire .and receive increased p~y? 
Mr. BUR SUM. Of course, that is the basis. A captain will . Mr. SHEPPARD. May I suggest to the Senator from Flotida 

receive more than a lieutenant, and a major will receive a little that the bill applies only to .disabled officers where they are rlis
more than a captain. That is the precise basis, and it is in abled to tbe extent ~f .at least 30 :per cent? 
line with the general rule of determining the proper com- 1\lr. FLETCHER. Yes; this is ·confined to the disabled offi-
pensation for injuries. cers. However, the matter to which tlle Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not believe that basis is a proper bas refened was alluded to in the .bearings, .and I might refer 
one, as I have tried to point out; but I challenge the Senator to it just briefly. One Qf the witnesses ,made refe1:ence to it. 
ftom New Mexico to be entirely consistent about it and draw Lieut. Hammitt said: 
the same distinction as among the different grades of enliflted l\Iost of the points 'that 1 was going 0 .bring up to-day hav been 
·men, and see how long any such measure as that would last. covered but thel'e are a few -things that I would like to clear up. This 
·The first sergeant of a company of Infantry draws nearly mountain, as I would term it, about the officers o! tire 'Civil ·war and 

ck " · D th S t the Spanish-American War, when diagnosed, I think will prove to be three times as .much as the " bu pnvate. oes e ena or more or less of a molehilL If the ·same percentage applied in the Civil 
from New Mexico contend that he should have three times as war to wounO.s and disabilities .and casualties as applied in this wari 

ch ti for th Same kind of inJ'nry" I think not there were 200,000 officers in this war, emergency officers, and bu mu compensa on e · · · five or six thousand are <llawing compeDsation. rrhat is 1 out of 40. 
But that is what he is attempting to do in the ease of officers. If the same ratio applies to -the ·officers left living from the Civil W;nr, 

Mr. BURSUM. That is a sepru·ate proposition. What I am about 8,000, I think, ot· 1 out of 40, then we would have 20 officers 
contending for is that those who .bappened to belong to the emer- eligible for retirement from the Civil War. 
gency army should be given identically the same treatment as That would be the effect if we extend this i.o apply to those 
officers who belonged to the Regular Army, when their injmies conditions and to the Civil 'Var retired officers. But referring 
were suffered under the same conditions. Equality is what we to the basis or the foundation of the pToposal, it eem · to me 
are contending for. the ru·guments submitted in favor of it are unanswerable. 

Mr. w ADS\VORTH. The Senator from ~ew 1\Iexico and I Mr. NORRIS. l\Ir. President, before the Senator leaves tbe 
bave discussed this thing a good many times, in committee and question I have p1·opounded, may I still make the inquiry, 'Vby 
in private conversation, and we do not seem to be able to agree not include the Civil War officers? Why are :we discriminating 
on the basis for a just system of compensation to the men who against them after 50 yea1:s have elapsed? 
go forth in defense of their country in an eme1·geucy. Mr. FLETCHER. There is no discrimination. Tber~ is no 

Mr. BURSUM. That is very apparent. proposal of that sort pending. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I have expressed my views he1·e be- Mr. NORRIS. I understand. The very fact they are not in-

cause, in the 1irst place, several Senatm:s asked me what I eluded is a discrimination against them, it seems to me. 
thought of this legislation, being somewhat disturbed concerning 1\Ir. FLETCHER. If a proposition of that sort should be 
it, thinking, ns I do, that it constitutes a very g1·ave departure. submitted, confined as this is to disabled officers, I apprehend 
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that the question which the Senator propounds ·would be 
appropos but there is no discrimination here. The bill refers 
to the officers engaged under these circumstances and, as I shall 
show a little later, the original idea of all these men was that 
they would be upon the same basis as the Regular Army officers 
in the war. . 

In the first place, the American Legion, an organ~at10n com
posed of more than a million and a qua,rter. of e~-serv1ce J?en ~d 
women, and speaking direct to the pending bill, have mdorsed 
it fully. _ 'l'hey did that at their convention OJ?- Novembe~ 11, 
1919, and passed resolutions which are set out 1.n the ~ea~gs. 
I think perhaps it would be in order to include those reSQl.!ltiOns 
as a part of my re:rparks if they have not been _incl~ded ne:eto
fore. There is a copy of the resolutions set out m the com~tte~ 
hearings, and I ask permission to have them inserted m the 
REcoRD as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered: 
The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

Whereas the officers and enlisted personnel ent~ring tlle Army from 
civil life· during the recmt war oore the same risks, the sam-e respon
sibilities and burdens under identical conditions with officers a d en
listed men of the Regular Army ; and 

'Whereas Nation.al Guard, National Army, and Reserve Corps Oiflie:ers 
have been discharged on disabilities rangin.g·trom 10 per cent to total, 
which means that they reeeive after discharge o~y from $3 to ~30 
per month, while .a Regular Army ~ffieer, if. he 1s ~t for actlve 
duty is retired on three-fourths of hiS pay, w1th addltional amounts 
for coaun.utation of heat, light, and quarters; and 

Wht>reas the present laws and regulations consti~ute n.n unjlli!t dis· 
crimination in tn.vor of a certain class of our military forees, nz,, the 
Regular Army and this diserimination being in principle un-.Amer1ean 
and unworthy' the practice of a great democracy: Be it 
Resolved by this national convention of the Amer-ican Legion, That 

the existing laws and regulations do unjustly and unwisely discrim~te 
in favor of persons wh-ose interests w~e no greater and whose sernce 
was of no greater benefit to the NatioJl, and that such discrimination 
has a tendeney to place the several branches of our military system on 
a different status, thereby causing friction and injustice; and be it 
further · L · 

Resolved, That the national conventi-on of the American eg10.n 
heartily indorses the resolution on this subject adopted by the St. LouiS 
caucus of the Le.gion, and we again request the Congress of the United 
States to amend the present laws so as to place all disabled officers 
and enlisted l)ersonnel on the same basis as to retirement for their dis
ability whether they happened to serve in the Regular Army, the 
Nation'al Guard, the National Army, or the Reserve Corp.s. 

Mr. LENROOT. ~rr. President--
1\fr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. . 
l\Ir. LENROOT. I would like to ask the Senator if he bas 

talked with any private, one who knew or understood what the 
bill does, who has expressed himself in favor of it? 

Mr. FLETCHER I will come to that in a few moments. I 
am taking up the matter in order, but I think I will sbow, 
based upon the testimony before our committee, that tbe en
listed men are in favor of the legislation. 

1\Ir. BURSUM. If I recall correctly, there was at least one 
private soldier who appeared before thB committee at the hear-
ing. . 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. I will deal with that in a few mo
ment. 

The statement was made and urged very strongly before the 
committee that those who are in favor of the bill are not basing 
it upon the ground of charity or any favoritism. They claim 
distinctly, and I think with sound basif;:!, that they are asking 
that the discrimination existing between the disabLed emergency 
officers and the officers of the Regular Establishment be re
mm·ed. Tb.at is the point they make. They say that these men 
did exactly the same work under exactly the same conditions 
as the officers of the Regular Army, and the records and the 
proofs will show that the great bulk and the tremendous ma
jority of the officers in th~ line who suffered disability from 
contact with the Army were emergency officers. 

The AmeriCH.n Legion at three conventions held in the United 
States has advocated the passage of the legislation. They 
simply want the same right of retirement accorded to the dis
abled emergency Army officers as is accorded to the officers of 
the Regular Establishment retired for disability. 

They claim further that when these officers were inducted 
into the Army the legislation providing for th~m was the 
selective service act, Public No. 12, of the Sixty-fifth Congress, 
approved 1\Iay 18, 1917, section 10 of the act being as follows: 

That all officers and enlisted nren of the forc-es herein provided for, 
other than the Regular Army, shall be in all respects ~n the same foot
ing as to pay, allowance, and pensions as officers and enlisted men of 
the corresponding grades and length of service in th·e Regular Ar!Jly. 

That was the law under which these m-en served. Hereto
fore, in construing the word "pension," the department has 
held that~ 

Retired officers are in fact pensioners, and the compensation and PaY 
giv('n to them ~onstitutes a form of ~ion. They exercise no fune. 
tion and receive no emoluments of om.ce, but are pensiQned for pa~t 

.faithful service or dlsabiHties contracted in the line of duty. • • • 
They (retired officers) are in the nature of pensioners, the compensa
tion and pay given them constituting a form of pension. 

That has been held in the ease of Yates v. United States (25 
Court of Claims, 296) , so the use of the WQrd " pensions " in 
the act of 1917 would include the retirement privilege. . , 

1\Ir. LENROOT. 1\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\lr. STERLING in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator ft·om Wis-
consin? .I 

Mr. FLETCHER. Certainly. 
1\Ir. LENROOT. When that measure was passed did the 

Senator think the word "pension" included retirement pay? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I would not say that I had made up roy 

mind fully as to that, but that is the (!}aim that is made. 
. Mr. LENROOT. Oh, yes; that is the claim. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is made with some considerable force. 
I am not so sure but that tbey are cor-rect in the claim. 

Mr. SBEPPAitD. 'l'he Court of Claims has held that it 
does. ~ 

Mr. LENROOT. No ; the Court of Claims has never beld 
that it does. The Court of Claims has never held that the 
word "pen&).on '' used in · a statute of the United States in
cluded retirement pay. While I was not a Member Qf this body 
at that time, I was a Member of the House, and I am frank to 
say the understanding of everybody was that it did not include 
retirement pay, and the words " retirement pay " were ex
pressly excluded for that reason. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I was reading from a decision set forth in 
the hearings to the effect that the retired officers in the regular 
service are in the nature of pensioners, the compensation and 
pay given them constituting a form of pension. The argume~ft 
is made with very considerable force, and it seems to be very 
prqperly urged, reading the decisio-ns and the law as it then 
e-xisted under the selective service act which was passed, and 
the emergency officers contend that they were promised~ by 
section 10, the same footing as the Regular A.rmy officers were 
then enjoying as to retirement. 

Then they referred to General Order No. 73, issued by the 
War Department on August 17, 1918. Th.:'lt general order con
tains this clause: 

This country has but one Army, the United States Army, ·which In
eludes all the land forces in the service of the United States. Those 
forces, however raised, lose their identity in that of the United States 
Army. . 

Those officers were a part of the Army, just as mueh a part 
of it as the Regular Army or the National Guard or any other 
branch Qr subdivision. Under the law as it then stood and 
under General Order No. 73, these officers had a basis for the 
assumption that they were upo·n the same footing as to CO:Ql
pensation, as to pay, as to retirement privilege, as to all other 
privileges that would follow for the benefit of the Regular Es
tablishment. 

Further than that, here are officers who rendexed faithful 
service and were wounded, some of them in a way that it is 
difficult t6 describe-and I will refer to that a little later-ac
cording to their own testimony as they appeared before the 
committee. They are now getting as compensation $57 a month. 
1\Iost of them, and most of those who appeared before QUr com
mittee, are drawing $57 a month insurance benefits fQr complete 
disability under their war-risk policies, but they do not con
sider that as a gift from the Government any more than if it 
came from some purely commercial company with whom con
tractual relations had been made. 

When they pass from the hospital, if they are graded as 100 
per cent disabled their pay will be $100 a month. But when 
an officer in the regular service is retired, perhaps not any 
worse injured and not. actually serving any more in combat 
than these men or rendering any greater service on the battle 
field he is retired with three-fourths pay. Not only that, but 
he has certain other privileges which I shall mention a little 
later. 

Some of these men, if they are graded as .100 per cent dis
abled, will receive $100 a month. Then, if they are able to take_ 
vocational training they will have $35 or $40 a month IUOre al
lowed to them for the time they are taking the training, s.ay, 
three or four years. That would bring their pay up to,_ say, $135 
a month. Some of them would get really less under this bill 
than they are now able to receive. I went so far as to suggest 
that it ought to be optional with them; that if it were to their 
advantage from a financial standpoint to come under this pro
posed law and make application for retirement and be allowed 
to retire, they should be permitted to do so, but that if. it 
were not to their advantage to do that, but rather to rere1ve 
the benefits of the compensa.tion and the vocational training 
allowances to which they are now entitled, they should be 
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permitted to do that. However, they said no; they do not want 
any advantage out of this . proposed legislat!on; they do not 
,want anything more than that they shall be put upon the same 
basis as the Regular 'ArmY. officer. IrreSpective of whether it 
,would be more to their .advantage··lo c.ontinue to take the voca
tional training and receiv~ the, __ cotnpensa.tion wh!ch _they al
reaay get than it would be.to ·reqre ~nder this bill, they prefer 
that the law shall be passed ,whicn will jet~re them and give 
them this privilege just exactly the · S!J.nie as it is given to the 
officers in the Regular Establishment. 

Mr. President. witli reference to the increa~sd cost to the 
Government, on page 18 of the i:teariog, Lieut. Hammitt said: 

While tbe question of the cost of retirement-=-the average · cost~ was 
being discussed, I totaled up the officers in the room. and found the -
number to be 20- ..... 

That is, there were 20 officers in _ the committee room at the 
time when we were holding the hearmgs-
1 major, 4 captains, 9 fi1·st lieutenants, 6 second lieutenants-and you · 
take tbeir salaries and add them together and divide by 20 and multi-: 
ply by teree-fourths you will find that it gives $1,561, the average cost 
of retiring the officers in this room, and I imagine that they are an 
average lot. 

In other words, if this bill shall pass, the average cost to the 
Government as a result of placing on the retired list the officers 
who were disabled in the service while carrying the flag of 
their country and winning the w~r will be $1,561. 

These officers make another strong point when they say that 
the Navy emergency officers are allowed the retirement privi
lege; that the emergency officers of the Marine Corps are al
lowed the privilege; that in all branches of the service except 
in the Army itself the emergency officers are entitled to just 
what this bill proposes to give them. I quote further from the 
hearings: 

The naval appropriations bill approved June 4. 1920, Pu.blic, 234, 
Sixty-sixth Congress, provides in tbe latter part of sedion 2, page 26, 
as follows: 

" That all officers of the Na:val Reserve Force and temporary officers 
of tbe Navy who have heretofore incurred or may hereafter incur 
physical disabilities in line of duty shall be eligible for retirement under 
the same conditions as now provided by law for officers of the Regular 
Navy who are retired for physical disabilities in the line of duty." 

Under that law the emergency officers of the Navy and of the ma
rines are not only eligible for retirement but are actually being retired 
to-day, as the cases come up, on a parity with the permanent officers in 
the same branches of the service. 

There is the precedent; that is what is taking place in the 
Navy. Very consistently with that and very properly, it seems 
to me, the representatives of these emergenc'Y officers argue 
that the same principle ought to apply to the emergency officers 
of the Army. They said when dealing with specific cases that 
this bill would not provide amply for the men who deserved 
additional relief. 

In response to what the Senator from New York [Mr. WADs
WORTH] says, "Let us deal with individual cases; let us take 
care of the men according to the merit in each case, and where 
a man has ~een totally disabled and can not earn a living be
eause of the wounds and injuries received in the war, let us 
provide amply for him and take care of his case without a 
general act of this kind," I desire to say that is not what these 
men want, and, in my judgment, is not the proper way to deal 
with the matter. 

In the first place, it would be a very difficult and cumbersome 
process to introduce private bills and deal with each individual 
case in a separate piece of legis1ation; and, in the next place, 
we would not be following out a broad general principle as is 
proposed in this instance-that is, to place these men on an 
equality with the officers of the ·Regular Establishment. They 
further say : 

We are convinced we would have a nearer approach to even justice 
by placing us on an equal basis with 1Jle retirement standards of the 
Regular Army, just as the disabled emergency officers of the Navy find 
marines are brought under .the requirements there. 

In some instances the bill, if passed, would not give them all 
that they really ought to have; but it provides a general rule 
and a general standard which is applicable to every officer 
and to all conditigns; and that, it seems to me, they have a 
right to claim and it is not asking too much. 

A fm·tber statement is given in the hearings as to the cost 
which this measure would involve to the Government, but I 
will not take the time to go into that now. It must be remem
bered, however, tilat most of these officers are men beyond the 
age when they can derive any benefit from the vocational trainino
privilege. Some of them are of the age of 37 or 38 or 40 year;. . 
an<l they. can not take up something new; they can not go into a 
sclfool and learn some trade or some business. In the first 
place, in some instances they are too badly disabled ; and, 
in the next place, they are too old to undertake a thing like 
that. To say that they are entitled to vocational training and 
that sort of thing, therefore, does not meet the situation. 

. .... 

With reference to enlisted men, the Sena~Jr from Wisconsin 
[~r. LENROOT] inquired whether any private soldier was in 
favor of this bill. I call his attention to the hearings at page 
31, where Pvt. Bernard Powell testified: 

I have been in four hospitals on this side, and I have talked to quite 
a few men. At Fort Sheridan we had a disabled enlisted men's 
association of about 2,000 men, and I talked to a great many of them 
and they are very much in favor of retirement tor the emergency officer 
;:s~l~fo~ _as the Regular Army officer, and they passed the following 

The resolntion, which is set out in the hearings, indorses the 
pending measure. I ask unanimous consent to have the resolu
tion printed in the RECORD at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 
Be it t·esolved, That we, the disabled enlisted men of the World War 

1\t United States Army Hospital No. 28, Fort Sheridan, Ill., at this 
tlme desire to go on record as favoring legislation to aid men disabled 
in the war· further, that we particularly indorse tbe Wason bill, now 
before the interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee of the House, 
and ·the Stevenson bill, before the Ways and l\Ieans Committee. We 
believe legislation to aid the men disabled in the war should precede 
general relief measures for war veterans. 

At the beginning of the war men signed for Government war risk 
insurance with the understanding that should they be disabled tbey 
would receive premiums. Thousands of disabled soldiers have been in 
the hospitals receiving no premiums but, instead, have been paying the 
installments monthly. The Wason bill provides that disabled soldiers 
while under treatment in the hospitals will be reimbursed with the 
monthly installments paid while under treatment, also $5.70 for each 
$1,000 insurance carried. Further, the disabled soldier will receive a 
percentage <>! monthly premiums according to the percentage of dis
ability granted by tbe disability board of the United States Army after 
discharge. 

The Stevenson bill, now before the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House of Representatives, provides compensation for- the disabled 
emergency .officer equal to tbe retirement pay provided the Regular 
Army officer retired because of disability incurred in line of duty, 

The bill does not permit retired emergency officers to draw commuta
tion for quarters, heat, and light, or buy from the ·Army commiss-ary, 
as retired Regular Army officers are able to do. 

The retired Regular Army officer may be called · back to active duty 
i! his condition permits. The bill makes the retired emergency officer 
not liable for further military service. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That resolution was adopted by the en
listed men a;t the hospital at Fort Sheridan. So I claim that 
the evidence before us is not only, that the enlisted,;men have 
no objection to this measure, but they actually and earnestly 
and cordially favor it. 

:Mr. LENROOT. 1.\-lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator.·from Wisconsin? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. The question I asked the Senator was 

whether he had fully1 explained this bill to an enlisted m·an ; and 
if so, if he had found a single enlisted man who understood it to 
be in favor of it? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have had no occasion to explain it to 
any enlisted man. 

Mr. LENROOT. I wish to say to the Senator that I have ex
plained it to many of them, and· I have not found one enlisted 
man who understands the terms of this bill who is in favor 
of it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will say, Mr. President, that I have had 
no occasion to go into the question with any enlisted man ; no 
enlist~d man has called upon me to explain it or bas asked for 
an opportunity to express his views upon it one way or the 
other. All the correspondence I ·have bad on the subject-1 do 
not recall now whether the letters have come from enlisted 
men or officers or associations or posts or what not-bas been 
in favor of this bill and has indorsed this proposed legislation. 
I have not made it a business to inquire specifically of indi
vidual enlisted men, and I have had no conversation that I re
Cilll with any of them. The only thing upon which I can base 
any sort of judgment as to their attitude . is what bas taken 
place in the hearings and the. fact that none of them have come 
to me to protest or object to it. The hearings show further, at 
page 32, in the testimony of Lieut. James G. Graham: 

The first point is as to the age of the officer at tbe time of entering 
the military service, w~ch has been averaged at 34. Many of them, 
ot course, were much older. The age of the officer on entering the 
service bad something to do with his degree ot commission. His 
age and experience were taken into account at the time he was com
missioned. For instance.!. the age of the average second lieutenant 
would probably be trom ::.::1 to 25, first lieutenant from 25 to 30, cap
tains and majors older. Consequently the method of retirement as 
applied in the Regular Army should apply to the disabled emergency 
officer, because of the fact that it covers his probable increased earn
ing capacity and his probable increased family responsibility in every 
way. 

The same argument and the same benefits that would applY, 
to the Regular officers would apply to the emergency officers. 
The benefits under retirement would be the same as in the case 
of the Regular officer. For instance, the base pay of a colontl 
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is $4,000 a year, and his retirement pay would be $3,000; the 
base· pay of a lieutenant colonel-and there are not many emer
gency officers in the higher grades-is· $3,500; and his retire
ment pay would be three-fourths of that, or $2,622. 

Mr. BURSUl\1. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 
Mr. BURSUM. I should like to mention the fact that only 

18 lieutenant colonels will come under the provisions of this 
bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I thank the Senator for the suggestion 
and in the highest grades I presume the number will be eve~ 
more limited. The Senator says that there would be 18 lieu
tenant colonels, and probably there would be fewer colonels 
who would come under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BURSUM. Only 12 colonels would frrll within its pro
VISIOns. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Only 12 colonels and 18 lieutenant colonels 
would be covered by this bill. In the case of a colonel the re
t~rement pay would be $3,000 and in the case of a lieutenant 
colonel, $2,.622; in the case of a maJor, the base pay is $3,000, 
and the retirement pay would be $2,250. In the case of an emer
gency officer who has served as a major in the Army and is 
wounded-a man with a family, for instance--a:bsolutety unable 
to go back to his original employment, whatever it may have 
been; unable to earn a living at all, disabled 100 per cent, we 
will say, I ask, in all reason, is $2,250 a year too much to 
allow an officer like· that who was crippled and maimed in 
battle? 

In the case of a captain, $2,400 a year is his base pay. His 
retirement . pay would be $1,800. In the ease of a first lieu· 
tenant, $2,200 is his base pay. His retirement pay would be 
$1,500. The base pa-y of a second lieutenant is $1,700. His re
tirement pay would be $1,275. 

If they are totally disabled these first lieutenants, for in
stance, woUld be entitled to $100 a month compensation under 
the Jaw. If they can take vocational tralning they are entitled 
to thirty-five or forty dollars a month more for the years that the 
voca tiona! training will last ; but they are entitled to $100 a month 
compensation in case of total disability now under the law. 
They give that up .. This bill does not add to what they already 
haYe under the law. They must give up their compensation if 
they accept the benefits· of this bill. If they retire they take 
the status of retired officers and stand upon that basis alone. 
There is no further compensation, no other allowance, nothing 
but the retirement pay; so that where a man is totally disabled 
and entitled to $100 a month compensation now, he would get 
only $1,275 a year, or just $75 more, under this bill than he is 
recei>ing now. 

Lieut. Graham cites this sort of a case: 

that became infected with bugs and worms, etc.. I bad n dressing on 
my arm for six weeks at one time before it was changed. 

Senator SPENCER. Was that treatment the result of negligence or 
was there n lack of medical assistance? 

Lieut. GRA?AM. The Germans· were very poorly equipped, and' there 
was a grea-t lack of personnel. We were not given the same treatment 
as the German'S. Our ration in one prison camp was one-sixth of a 
loaf of bread a day and. two bowls of sou-p. 

' Senator SP!h CER. Did' the German invalids get better treatment? 
Lieut. GitARAM. They got some solid food. 
Senator FLETCHER, Where were ·you wounded? 
Lieut. GR.A.HA..M. At the Battle of ·the Marne on the 15th of July. 

· I served' with the Twenty-eighth Division of the Pennsylvania National 
· Guard. The treatment that you received depended largely upon the 
coiDDlllndant and the staff in the hospitals. Some of the German doc
tors were, so far as r was concerned, perfect gentlemen and fine men 
in all respects, and others were simply brutes. 

Senator SP»NCFJR. Brutes to all? 
Lieut. GRAHAM. Brutes to all, including their own men. As l~om

pared with our treatment of prisoners of war it was c:li:trerent. I know 
upon my return to France I found a regiment of prisoners, of enlisted 
men with rubber boots, rubber capes, rubber rain hats and overcoats, 
overcoats, and everythin-g, and I had worn a towel tacked over the end o1 a board for a shoe from the 15th of July until the week of the 
armistice, when I received a pair of shoes from the Red Cross. 

That is the kind of treatment these officers went through. 
Here was a first lieutenant who is in the hospital yet. He 

is· getting now his insura-nce, $57.50 a month. When he is dis
charged from the hospital, if he is declared totally disabled, he 
will receive $100 a month. He is allowed to retire under this 
bill. He will receive $1,500 a year instead of $1,200. That is 
the· difference; but it amounts to quite a good deal to a ma:n 
in those circumstances. 

He says, speaking ftuther with reference to his experience : 
The Regular Army officer who is retired is permitted to purchase 

supplies from the commissary for his living necessities at actual cost. 
The discharged emergency officer can not. 

That is another privilege that these officers would have, and 
it seems to me they deserve it. 

In addition to that, i! I ha~e to go to the hospital, which I do, for 
three more operations, I have to go to a Public Health hospital. The 
Regular Army officer is permitted to go to the Army hospital and also 
his family are entitled to that treatment. I am not entitled to go into 
an officers' ward. If I wish a private room in the Publlc Health 
hospital I ha~e to pay for it myself. If my disability is 50 per 
cent and I am discharged and 1! I have to go back to a Public Health 
hospital I receive only $80, which is a "temporary total" rating dur~ 
ing the time I am in the hospital. 

Senator FRELINGHUYSE::s<. If this bill were passed, would you be en-
titled to a Regular Army hospital? 

Lieut. GRAHAM. I would. 
Senator FnELINGHUYSEN. And you could go into an officers' waTd? 
Lieut. GRAHAM. Yes, sir. 
Senator FLETCHER. The Regular retired Army officer goes to the 

Army hospital. 
Lieut. GRAHAM. Yes, sir; and his family is also entitled to treat

ment in that hospital. If his wife is sick, or gives birth to a child, 
she can go to the Regular Army hospital, for which he pays a dollar 
a day, I think. 

, Those are somewhat additional privileges to the total amount 
· of pay which the retired officer receives ; but take a case like 
this, Mr. President. Here is the statement of Capt. Robert 

This case might be cited : A colon-el of the National Guard, a man Bunge: 
60 y(lars old, had a bad skull wound and one leg gone. He was dis-
charged before the passage of the Sweet bill and received I believe In regard to the question of discrimination against emergency 
$17 a month. In the same ward at the hospital was a second lieu: officers, I might cite my own case. 
tenant, n provisional officer, who had had three months' military In the last two months before I was wounded in France I com
training. lie had been disabled in battle, but received a less severe manded a battalion. The very day I was wounded I received notice 
wound than this colonel, and. he was retired on three-quarters of the of my promoti-on to major to take command on the field. I had been 
pay of a second lieutenant, which gave him over $100 a month. Now removed wounded from the field, and when I tried to pass my physical 
that lieutenant had no family and no family responsibilities. He had examination for promotion, of course, I failed. 
~very chance to start in life again, whereas- the colonel, because of his- That is, be could not go up to major when the time came to 
mcreased years and increased capacity and capabilities and increased · h d 
service to the Government, had received absolutely no recognition and pass his ~a.mmation because e was worm ed. 
was faced with the greater difficulties of entering business. I have spent 11 or 12 years fooling around with military service, 

Numerous cases of that S"rt could be cr'ted. m-ostly in the National Guard, and I am going out just the way I went "' in. I am proud to have had the privilege of serving, but I do feel 
Lieut. Graham further testifies as follows, in response to this, that it is justice we are asking for ; to be retired: to be handled 

questions: in the same way that every other class is handled. I feel that we have 
lost, all of us, a great deal in life. I do not like to be personal in 

Senator SPENCER. How long were you in the service? my remarks, but I practice mechanical and structural engineering in 
Lieut. GRAHAM. Three years, two years of which I spent in the civil life, and I am now under the orders of the Army doct-ors to do 

hospital. Less than one month after reaching Fran-ce, after r had no studying and no work of any kind, due to the fact that I have a 
spent eight days in the line, I was wounded. I was wounded three fracture of the skull and a fractme of the spine, and I am in a steel 
times and gassed. I was picked up and was a prisoner in a German cage that I will stay in all my life. 
prison camp until after the armistice. I was shot through the shoulder and sh-ot through the stomach, 

Senator SPENCER. Did you get good treatment· in their hospitals? and I can not go back to the practice of engineering for the simple 
Lieut, GRAHAM. Not very good. I had a shell fragment in the brain reason that it is a mental strain in that ·profession, and I can not go 

~~~n~d:eturned to the United States, and it was removed after 1 , ~Tmb~~~ ~~.0~~~ cg~ru£~f£n~;rtari'J ~~~u~~~~s,be~~se m~a~h~;fc~~ 
Senator FRELINGHUYSEN. Did they make an effort to operate on you? strength will not permit it. I am told that I must avoid all excitement 
Lieut. GRAHAM. No, sir: not until about the time of the armistice' -of any kind because I am liable t-o receive a stroke and probably would 

They started to operate on me in the German camp, but an America~ never come out of it. I am in the position of just a sort of useless 
major in the Medical Corps who was in the camp refused to let them and worthless part of society, as regards my former profession. I am 
operate on me Rnd recommended my exchange, which was to be neooo~ 38 years of age, I am forbidden study, and what am I going t-o do? 
tiated through the Spanish Embassy, but the armistice came before ilty I have a family and I have a home to keep up. 
exchange was effected. 

Senator FRELINGHUYSEN. were there many Americans in this camp- There is a case somewhat typical of these retired emergency 
was it a hospital or prison camp? officers-a man who was a civil engineer and structural engi-

Lieut. GRAHAM. A regular prison camp of American officers. There neer, a strong, robust, healthy man, a captain, promoted to 
were probably 200 at the end of the war. 

Senator FRELINGHUYSEN. Did they take ca1·e of you in any way- major temporarily on the field in action, wounded, shot through 
have any doctors attending you? the shoulder and shot through the stomach. He goes about 

Lieut. GRA~AM. We were treated by Germans in some places, but now in a steel brace or frame, and he is in a hospital getting 
the treatment was very poor. I have seen men starve to death-prac- $ 
tically die from starvation, from diarrhea and dysentery. I have see'II. 57.50. a m{)nth, 38 years old, with a family on his hands. If 
men whose wounds were not treated for days and days at a time and he is pronounced totally disabled when he is discharged, he 

' 
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will receive $100 a month and that ends it. If he should be Now he is at Walter Reed Hospital. He continued: 
allowed to retire, he would get. $i,800 a year instead of $1,200. I am in Walter Reed Hospital uow, and I have been all over the 
Unquestionably he will be declared totally disabled. He · has country. I was first at the Polytechnic Hospital in New York from 
nothing of that kind yet. When he comes out, he will be there to Fort McPherson, Ga., and from there to Fort Sheridan Ill 
classed a. totally disabled and entitled to the maximum com- R~~d.finally, when Fort Sheridan was closed, I was sent to Walte~ 
pensation of $100 a month. That will mean $1,200 a year upon I Tb~ CHAmMAN. Do you expect to get .a hundred dollars when you 
which be must support this family that he has and feed him- are .discharged? 
self. Under this bill he would receive $1,800 a year, as I gef~~~~: BARTRAM. Yes; unless my disability is reduce<l so that 
say, instead 9f $1,200. Is be not" entitled to it? . . . . . 

This man had to do with the National Guard for 11 or 12 m~~u:~i IS ?-.first. lieutenant. . If h~ IS discharged With a 
years before the war came on, and when the time came when 

2 
. ~bility, ~18 ~om~ensatiOn Will be _$100 a month, or 

he was called to sene his country be went boldly to the front ~l,. OO a yeai. ynd_er this bill he .would receive $1!50~ a ye:;tr 
and was wounded in battle on the field, just as he has stated reb~e.ment pay, m he~ of all. other .allo'!ances. This IS not m 
here. Now be is an absolute wreck, wounded, disabled perma-, additio.n to comp.ensation he 1s. getting, rnsurance, or ~nyth.ing 
nently and fore>er in line of battle. Why should he not be else. He must give up everythmg else and stand on his retire
permitted to retire ju!';t like a captain of the Regular Army? ment stat?s ~ole1!· He woul~ get $1,000 a year as ~etirement 
He was performing the same service in the same way and re- pay .under this bdl. As I ~aid, he would have the r~ght to be 
ceived these injuries disabling him for life. He is simply ask- adnntted to an Army hospital and be treated there m case he 
ing that he be put ~pon the same basis that any other officer, had. to have further treatmell:t. . 
whether in the Navy or the Marine Corps or in the Army, Lieut. John J. Redfield testified· 
would be entitled to under tho Ne circumstances. I am attached to the ·Air Service. I have two older brotbers-()ne is 

Th l ~ graduate of the Naval Academy and the other of West ·Point. I was 
ere are numerous other ca es. He saic , very forcefully: 10 college when war was declared, and I went in from college. Both of 

I think there is a li t tle moral siue of this thing that perhaps has my brothers, of course, were already in the Army and Navy. 
slipped the minds of most Members who are het·e to-day. The emer- Senator FLETCHER. From what State are you? 
gency officer, whether a Reserve officer, National Guard, or from the Lieut. REDFIELD. New Jersey. · It either one of my brothers bad been 
training camp, received his disability because be was sent into a posi- disabled, he would have been retired. It is the same family and we 
tion wher e be received it by the orders of a man who was entitled to were in the same war, and I was the one that was disabled.' I went 
th~ privil eges of retirement bould be become injured. to the first training camp at Fort Myer, Va., and was commissioneu in 

the Field Artillery. I was stationed there for a while and then :>ent 
The man who ordered him in would be entitled to these privi- overseas. I was trained in England for air service and transferre(} to 

JeO'es. the Air Service and went to France with the Royal Air Force. I se1·ved 
Can that man, no matter whether a colonel, a major, or what rank in 

the Regular Army, sati fy himself in his own mind that he was doing 
the right thing in sending men out thel'e who did not have the same 
pt·ivileges that he had if be should become wounded? I can not believe 
that the men in the Regular Army had any other idea than that we 
were to be taken care of in the same way that they were. I think there 
is that moral side of this thing. We have received our wounds because 
we were sent into a position to get them by men who had the .privilege 
of retirement, while we did not have. I think that is somethmg that 
probabl:y should have a little weight. 

There bas been a great deal of talk here this morning about the 
Army officer making it his life calling. Well, we made it our life 
calling. There was nobody who could s tipulate whether our life 
was to be one day, two days, or three weeks when we were over on 
the other side. Therefore I contend that it was our life calling while 
we were over there, because we wet·e ready to give our lives if we 
bad to. 

This law applies only to officers who were disabled in line of 
dnty, and, as he yery properly aid, it was a life calling to 
them. 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. They must be di ·abled to the extent of at 
leaRt 30 per cent. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. Yes; that is true. Mr. Patrick F. Shea, 
second lieutenant, testified as follow : 

Mr. SHEA. I went to France with the Twenty-sixth Division. I 
was sent back from the Jines to the school and got my commission 
ancl was a ssigned to the Eighty-ninth Division. I was wounded in the 
Mcuse-Argonne offensive on the 21st of October, 1918. Since then I 
have bad 18 operations and 7 blood transfusions, had my leg taken off, 
and have de;eloped a kidney condition, and they are not through yet. 
I stm l1ave chronic osteomyelitis of the hip. · 

Senator FLETCHER. Where were you wounded? 
Mr. SHEA. I got a bullet hole in the hip joint. 
The CHAIRlllAN. What was your occupation before the war? 
1\lr. SHEA. I was a policeman. 
The CHAIRMAN. What were you getting then? 
1\Ir. SHEA. Thirty dollars a week. 
The CHAIRMAN. Have you any family? 
1\Ir. SHEA. I lost my mother lately. I was her support · until she 

died the 1st of November. 
Senator FLETCHBn. Where was your home? 
Mr. SHlilA. In Waterbury, Conn. 
Senator FLETCHER. What is your age? 
Mr. SHEA. Twenty-eight. 
Senator FLETCHER. You get a hundred dollars a month, I suppose? 
Mr. SHEA. I expect to get a hundred dollars a month on my dis-

charge. 
He is . till in the hospital, poor fellow, and when he is dis

charged, if he is declared totally disabled, the maximum be 
can get will be $100 a month. Being a ·econd lieutenant, under 
this bill he would get $1,275 a year, $75 more than he would. 
get under the compensation act, with the privilege of hospital 
treatment in an A.rmy hospital if he should need it. That is 
another <'ase. Lieut. Alfred J. Bartram testified: 

Lieut. BARTRA.l\L I went to the first training camp .at Fort Snelling, 
Minn. , and being a Yankee myself, I joined the Yankee Division just 
after the expiration of the first training camp and was sent over as n 
casual officer attached to the Twenty-sixth Division, overseas, in October, 
1917. I wa.s attached to that division in October and I went into the 
lines in February, and I was there until September 26, when I was 
wounded in the Meuse-Argonne offensive. The wound I received then was 
a shrapnel, high-explosive machine-gun bullet wound ; one broke my left 
arm, another piece of shrapnel cut through my left foot, still another 
piece cut through my left band, and a machine-gun bullet broke my left 
hip. Outside of that, I am all right. 

The CHAilll£AN. What was your occupation before the war? 
Lieut. BARTRAM. Just before I entered the service I was in college. 

I was at that time preparing myself for. the medical profession. 

with them at long-distance bombing on the different Rhine Cities and on 
the 22d of August, on a bomb raid on Mannheim, we were attacked by 
27 German planes. I was brought down and received a bullet in the 
left leg, shattering the shin bone. I was a prisoner in Germany until a 
month af!er the a~mistice.t..getting out on the 8th of December. I was 
at the pnson hospital at H.astadt in the Province of Baden. I lost 50 
~~y1n~tf~ :~~ght there, and my leg got in very bad condition, which is 

Then he spoke about trouble with his leg, and said : 
I have osteomyelitis of the bone. I have been in hospitals ever since 

and have submitted to 16 operations. 

If anything had happened to his two brothers, they would 
have been permitted to retire and enjoy retirement status. He 
is not permitted to retire. He can take his insurance, he (·n n 
get his compensation, whatever it may be, but he can not ha Ye 
these privileges which an officer serving in the same war. one 
of his own brothers, would be entitled to if he liad bad a imilnr 
disability. I can not see .the justice of discriminating against 
this man. It seems to me this bill is intended to and uoes 
accomplish a discontinuance of a discrimination in the r<'tire
ment of officers. That is the purpose of it. So far from en
acting a law that will provide for a djscrimination, the I a w 
would do away with a discrimination which now exists. 

He spoke about his experiences, bow he was operated on \our 
times in Germany, one time without any anesthetic at all. He 
said: 

I do not know exactly what kind of a leg I am going to have until 
it is determined, but it will be safe to say that I won't get over :JO 
per cent. 

In that case be will get $40 a month compensation, if Ile is 
declared 50 per cent ·disabled. Under this bill he would be 
allowed to retire on three-quarters of the pay of a first lieu
tenant. 

Lieut. P. D. Hopper stated: 
When I came back from the Philippines, before my enlistment ex

pired, we had trouble with Mexico. 
This man had been formerly enlisted in the Regular Army, 

and his term had expired. He had some twelve or more years' 
experience -in t'he Regular Army. His term expired, but he 
reenlisted. He said : 

I went to the Philippines and served over there and intended to ~et 
out of the service and go into the import and export business with 

' my father. When I came back, before my enlistment expired, we 
had trouble with Mexico and the majority of the Army was moved 
to the Mexican border, so that I kept going rather than get out when 
it looked like there might be something doing. I reenlisted and be-

ofore that enlistment expired the present war came on-the 'murOllean 
war. Then I 'vas given a temporary commission in the Regular .\rmy 
and sent to the training camp at Plattsburg. There I was a ssi" ned 
to duty with the Saventy-seventh New York Division and served over
seas w'ith that division. I was wounded in the Argonne on September 

. 28, and I have since been in the hospital 
Senator SPENCER. What noncommissioned rank did you have in the 

Ref~~r i[~:r,~n. I was first sergeant, sir. 
Senator FLETCHlllR. And how were you wounded? 
Lieut. HOPPER. I was wounded by a piece of high explosive going 

through my femur, knocking out about four and a hal! inches of the 
bone and necessitating a 7-inch inlay of the bone, and it also severed 
the sciatic nerve. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you expect to receive $100 compensation wllen 
you are discharged? 

. 
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Lieut. HOPPER. Hardly, sir. I will be rated upon the possibility of 

my case at the time of discharge. The surgeon has not just yet been 
able to determine what functioning I will be able to get out of- my 
leg at the time of discharge. 

Under this bill he would be eligible to retirement at three
quarters pay. He was asked: 

Senator FLETCHER. Then you went into the emergency army? 
Lieut. HOPPER. Yes, sir. I am disabled to such an extent that I 

can not reenlist after discharge and get back and serve my remaining 
14 years and be eligible for retirement as an enlisted man or as a war
rant officer. 

Lieut, GnAH.BI. There was one point mentioned by a gentleman here 
bearing on the question of a man entering the Army as a "life profes
sion," as an enlisted man. Perhaps be has served nearly his full time 
and has been disabled. Although he may have served as a sergeant 
and would have been entitled to a sergeant or warrant officer's pay 
upon retirement normally, he is discharged as though he were a simple 
private-

That would be the effect of the law as it stands now, in the 
case of this officer. He continued-
His wounds have disabled him to such an extent that he can not reen
list in the Army and serve out his normal time as an enlisted man. He 
has servert as an officer perhaps during the war, but he can not reenlist 
and get advantage of his retirement status. Simply because he was an 
emergency officer during the war and was discharged for disability he 
is cut oft' from his Regular Army retirement status and it bas made it 
impossible for him to get the advantage of it. 

That is where Lieut. Graham cites the instance of Lieut. Hop
per as illustrative, and that would be the situation without this 
legislation. 
' I do not feel that we could do less for these emergency officers 
than to grant this relief. Some of them it will not help at all; 
others it will help very materially. It is not playing favorites 
\vith theljl. It is not giving them any advantage whatever over 
any other class of officers in the service. It does not favor them 
over other officers of the Navy or the Marine Corps or the Army 
in any respect. It simply places them upon an equal footing 
·with the other officers who rendered the same service, in the 
same Army, under the same conditions, and who are affected 
as they are as the result of that service. I think the bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. LENROOT obtained the floor. 
Mr. 'VADSWORTH. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. 
l\Ir. "\V ADSWORTH. In view of the importance of this dis

cussion I think the paucity of attendance has been very unfair 
to · the Senator from Florida, as it would be to others. I sug
gest .the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
.Brandegee Harrison McNary 
Bursum Heflin Moses 
Cameron· Hitchcock Myers 
Capper .Johnson Nelson 
Dial .Jones, N, Mex. New 
Edge Kellogg Newberry 
Ernst Kendrick Norris 
Fernald Keyes Oddie 
Fletcher King Overman 
France Ladd Page 
Gerry Lenroot Poindexter 
Gooding Lodge Sheppard 
Hale McCormick Simmons 
Harris McKellar Smith 

Spencer 
Stanfield 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
TralllJb.ell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 
Willis 

· Mr. NORRIS. I wish to state that the Senator from Wis
consin [l\Ir. LA FoLLETTE] is detained on account of a death in 
his family. 

l\lr. MOSES. I was requested to announce that the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCUMBER], the Senator from Kansas 
[l\lr. CURTis], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], 
the Senator from Utah [l\lr. SMoOT], the Senator from New 
York [l\lr. CALDER], and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
McLEAN] are detained at a hearing before the Committee on 
Finance. 

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

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, in opposing the bill I am not 
animated by . any spirit of hostility to the emergency officers. 
As the Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] said, they 
have my admiration and respect, as I believe they have of all 
of the people of the country. My opposition to the bill is based 
principally on two propositions-first, the disctimination -against 
the private soldier, and, secondly, the discrimination against 
officers of lower rank in favor .of officers of higher rank. At 
the very beginning I wish to impress upon the Senate exactly 
what the ~ill does in the way of discrimination. 

Repeating what I said Jast night, if the bill shall become a 
law, a colonel with a 30 per cent disability will receive com
pensation for life of $3,000 per year, while a private with the 
sumP. disability will recei\:e a compensation of $360 per year, 

the colonel receiving almost .ten times as much compensation as 
that of the private. · 

A colonel, as I have said, with a 30 pe1· cent disability, will 
receive a compensation of $3,000 per year, while a ' second lieu
tenant with the same disability will receive a compensation of 
$1,255 per year, the colonel receiving almost three times as 
g1·eat compensation as would the second lieutenant. 

1\Ir. BURSUl\1. Mr. President, does not the statement which 
has been made by the Senator · from Wisconsin apply precisely 
and identically and in' the same way to officers of the Regular 
Army? 

Mr. LENROOT. Has that anything to do with the statement 
I have just made? I am U!awing the distinction between what 
a private or a second lieutenant would receive, if the bill be
comes a law, and what a colonel would receive. Does the 
Senator deny it? 

Mr. BURSUl\1. Oh, ·well--
l\1r. LENROOT. Does the Senator deny the statement I have 

made? 
Mr. BURSUl\L No. 
1\Ir. LENROOT. Very well, then, I do not yield further. 
Mr. BURSUM. But I also ask--
Mr. LENROOT. I do not yield further to the Senator. The 

Senator admits the accuracy of my statement. 
l\ir. BURSUl\:1. Why does not the Senator compare the 

emergency officers with the officers of the Regular ~.u-my? 
Mr. LENROOT. I am going to do that if the Senator will 

be patient. The Senator admits the statement I have made. 
The Senator admits that he is willing to go before the private 
soldier of New Mexico and say that he favors and was the 
author of a bill that PI'Oposes to give to a colonel $3,000 a year 
for what the private soldier in his own State will get only 
$360 a year. The Senator may take that position. I will not, 
and I can not see how any Senator can face the private soldier 
in his own State and take any such position as that. 

Mr. BURSUl\f. Mr. President, the private is a very intelli
gent man. He is a good citizen, as well as a broad-minded 
man. He understands these questions possibly as well as, if 
not better than, any of us in the Senate. He has expresse<l 
his opinion in conventions assembled all over the United States. 
The American Legion has indorsed this legislation and asked 
Congress to pass it. 

1\fr. LENROOT. The Senator will have . an opportunity to 
make his statement. I do not yield further for the Sen a tor to 
make a speech. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for ju1>t 
a suggestion? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield for a question. 
Mr. MYERS. The statement which the Senator from Wis

consin has made I take to be undoubtedly true, but I wish to 
call attention to the fact that he bases his statement on a 30 
per cent disability. If a colonel were 100 per cent disabled he 
would still only get $3,000 per year, but if the private were 100 
per cent disabled he would then get $1,200 per year, would. 
he not? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; he would. 
Mr. MYERS. So the statement of the 30 _per cent basis does 

not include all the compensation the private would get. 
Mr. LENROOT. Certainly not; but I compare the 30 per cent 

disability for the private with the 30 per cent disability for the 
colonel. I use the same disability in both cases, and my state
ment is correct. Now I desire to ask the Senator from Montana 
whether he is willing to go to the private soldier of his State 
and saY that he voted for legislation providing that where the 
private soldier, having a college education, making the same 
sacrifices as the colonel, will only get $360 a year for a 30 per 
cent disability the colonel will get $3,000 a year for the same 
disability? . 

Mr. MYERS. Yes; on a 30 per cent disability, but on a -100 
per cent disability he would get $1,200 a year. I have had no 
remonstrance against the bill from my State from private sol
diers. Open public hearings were held by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and I believe no private soldier appeared. to 
protest against the bill. Nor have I had a protest' from any 
private soldier anywhere. . 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senatoi· is correct. The American Le
gion has indorsed the proposition. The propaganda has been 
conducted by the officers. I undertake to say there is not one 
private soldier in 10,000 who voted to indorse the bill who 
knows what the bill is. 

Mr. \V ADSWORTH. The bill was not drafted at the time 
they indorsed it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Ever since tlle bill has been before the 'com
mittee on l\Hlitary Affairs I have taken occasion, whenever 
opportunity has offered, to explain the provisions of the bill to 

-
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p1'ivate soldiers, and after it has been e:x:plained in exactly the 
way that I have just now stated its terms, J have not found one 
priva te sofdier to indorse it. One private soldier .appeared b~ 
fore the committee. I could not be present at that hearing, but 
it is worthy of rrote that in the short statement made by that 
prh=a te soldier-and it was very short and did not attempt to 
go into detail-he disclosed that he knew nothing about the 
details of the bilL Wl1at did he say? He said : 

This was brought to my attention just a few days ago by Maj. 
Stewart . 

It is very clear how this private soldier came to appear be
fore the Committee on Military Affairs. I am very sorry that 
I did not ha.ppen to be present; I am very sorry that som~body 
on tllat occasion did not explain to that private soldier who 
appeared before the committee just what the bill would do. 

l\lr. BURSU:M. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\lr. STERLING in the chair). 

Does the · Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
New Mexico? 

l\1r.. LENROOT. I yield. 
Mr. BURSUM. Does not the Senator think that Maj·. Stewart 

had just as much right to interview private soldiers about this 
bill aN the Senator from Wisconsin has to give expression to his 
opinion of the bill? 

Mr. LENROOT. I am not complaining about Maj. Stewart; 
I am not criticiziilg him for wanting this bil1 passed. 

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator appears to wish to capitalize 
that fact. 

1\Ir. LE!\TROOT. There was nothing illegitimate in any officer 
trying to get a private to come before the committee; the officers 
want the bill passed; but when the. Senator from New Mexico 
called attention to the fact that a private soldier came before 
the committee and pleaded for the passage of the bill, it is very 
pr011er to call attention to the manner in which the private 
solll ier's attention was brought to the bill. That is all that I 
have done. 

I nm going to take this opportunity to make another observa
t ion. })fr. President and Senators, consider the rei)ort of the 
committee on this bill. One would suppose that the War De
partment, which is presumed to pass its opinion upon all meas
ure. · of policy as to the Army, had never said anything con
cerning this bill. Read the hearings befo1·e the committee, 
and. you can not find anything either in the report or in the 
hear ings showing that the Secretary of War has ever expressed 
an r opinion upon the bill; yet the distinguished Senator from 
New :Mexico when he made the report knew that there was a 
report of the Secretary of War adverse to his bill. Just why 
thnt information was kept from the Senate, I do not know. 

Mr. BURSUM. The fact that the Secretary of War had made 
a report adverse to the bill was wen known by the committee. 
It wns considered and passed upon. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; but the Senators who are not mem
bers of the committee did not know it and could not ascertain 
it from the report which the Senator from New Mexico has 
made on the bill. 

1\Ir. BURSUl\f. Everybody knew it; the reports were pub
lished and every Senator in the Chamber might have had a 
copy of them. 

1\.lr. LENROOT. ·where were they published? 
:!.\fr. BURSUM. -They were printed by the Committee on Mili

tary Affail's. 
1\Jr. LENROOT. I beg the Senator's pardon; they have never 

been printed by the Committee on Military Affairs, and for 
some reason they were not printed in connection with the hear
ing upon the bill. 

1\Ir. BURSUM. I am sure, so far as I am concerned, that I 
ha Ye no desire to prevent the presentation of the report of the 
War Department. It is well known that the War Deparment 
is opposed to this bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. Why did not the Senator from New Mexico 
include the report of the Secretary of War in his report upon 
tl1is bill, which is the custom in all such cases? 

Mr. BURSUl\1. Why did not the distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin, who is opposed to this bill, and who tried to defeat 
the bill all through its consideration by the committee. and 
up to the present time, if he was interested in it, submit a 
minority adverse report~ 

Ir. LENROOT. Oh, 1\fr. President--
1\lr. BURSUM. Oh, the Senator from New Mexico is not 

interested, of course, in defeating his own bill, as is the Senator 
from Wisconsin interested in defeating it. 

MP. LENROOT. ~ow, of course, Mr. President, we get the 
facts. The Senator from New Mexico certainly is not interested 
in defeating his own bill; and therefore he was not interested 

in the Senate having the information that is usually furnished 
by a committee report. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wis
consin yield to me?. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 'Wis
consin yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 
Mr. KELLOGG. If there is such a report of the Secretary 

of War as that to which the Senator from \Visconsin alludes~ 
will he not put it in the RECORD? 

1\fr. LENROOT. I a:m about to read that report now. 
-lUr. President, the Committee on Military Affairs did have a 

report upon this bill by the Secretary of War, and because I 
may take occasion to comment upon it as I go along, I shall 
take the liberty of reading it myself. It is dated June 13, is 
add:ressed to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and is signed by Secretary Weeks. It is as follows: 

Sm : I have the honor to aeknowledge the receipt of s. 1565---
Being the bill now under consideration-

a bill making eligible for retirement under the same conditions as now 
provided for ofiicers of the Regular .AJ:my all officers of the United 
states Army during the World War who ha-ve incurred disability in 
line of duty, with indorsement thereon requesting that the Senate Com
mittee on Military Affairs be furnished with the views o! the War 
Department relative to this measure. 

In reply I beg to advise you that prior to the receipt of your re
quest for report on this bill I had occasion in my letter to you dated 
May 9, 1921, to invite;! the attention of your committee to the opinion 
of the War Department concerning any measures of this character, 
and with that end in view I forwarded copies of my letter dated May 
4, 1921, to Capt. Victor Heintz. 

As the enactment of this bill would have far-reaching effects of an 
unfavorable nature, I gave this subject most careful coasideration 
when my attention was called to it by Capt. Heintz, and in reply to 
his letter I covered the subject in considerable detail, setting forth 
therein the views of the War Department, as well as my own con
cerning :rny legislation such as is contemplated in the bill herein re
ferred to. 

In connection with the letter to Capt. Heintz I have received a letter, 
a copy of which I inclose, from Mr. William H. Gilmore, a discharged 
soldier now undergoing treatment at Seneca Lake, which will, I believe, 
be of some value to your committee. For ready reference and for the 
use of your committee I also inclose herewith a copy of the Jetter to 
Capt. Victor Heintz, as it fully sets forth my reasons for believing that 
S. 1565 should not be favorably reported upon, and I earnestly recom
mend that no legislation be enacted such as is contemplated in S. 1565. 

Before I read the report, howeveT, Mr. President, and be
cause there is now quite ·a goodly attendance of Senators in the 
Chamber, I wish to read the letter addressed to Secretary 
Weeks by a private soldier to which the Secretary refers, and 
which IetteT he submits to the committee, because it gives the 
view of the average private soldier concerning this legislation. 
·I want to say that I do not agree with all of the statements 
contained in this letter with reference to the emergency officers, 
for I do think that they were high-class, patriotic men. The 
letter was written on 1\fay 5 last from Saranac Lake, where 
this private soldier evidently was undergoing treatment :for 
tuberculosi , and is as follows: 
Hon. JOHN WEEKS, 

Secretary of War, Washington. 
SIR : Permit me to express my appreciation of your attitude in re

gard to the retirement of disabled emergency offi.cers, as stated in your 
letter to Capt. Victor Heintz printed in the New York Times. As one 
of the many disabled ex-service men here at Sar·anac Lake undergoing 
treatment, I feel that you have expressed the feelings of every man 
who served in the ranks during the war. 

Many of us who arc now totally disabled were only too glad of t he 
opportunity to serve the country in any capacity during the emergency, 
without wasting much time hunting for commissions ; others were 
either physically or mentally unable to quality for commissions. We all 
served in an emergency citizen army and some of us gave up positions 
in civil life superior to those held by the officers commanding us. 

If we must have discrimination, and I beli~ve that any such legisla
tion is absolutely -on-American and violates every principle of democracy, 
let us have it on the proven worth of every man disabled on the basis 
of his earning power before entering the service. That would be more 
al-ong the lines of justice than any legislation having for its purpose 
the idea of perpetuating an officer caste, something that is distasteful 
to every man who served in the ranks. 

The men who did the real fi~hting, the dirty work, and who suffered 
every conceivable form of indignity for the good of the country were 
the men who served in the ranks. The officers had every advantage 
while in the service ; were looked upon by the public as very superior 
persons and had the power of life and death over the men under their 
command. If any of our disabled should have legislation passed for 
their benefit it is the second-class private who suffered every incon
eeivable indignity. (I was several grades above .that rank, thank God.) 

The idea of retiring professional soldiers who are ofllcers is abso
lutely right, as it is only just to pension men wbo devote their entire 
:U.ve to the service of the country; but the placing of emex·gency officl:lrs 
on th€ same footing with permanent officers is nothing more or less 
than another effort to loot the Treasury. 

Although the Amffl:ican Legion is pushing this discriminatory 'legis
lation in fa-vor of disabled ex;-officers, I feel that the rank and file who 
are members of the legion a .re absolutely opposed to the idea.. After 
attending a few legion meetings I find that practically every re.solutiem 
proposed by a good talker is adopted unanimously and without consid
eration by the members present. 

If you want the real opinion of the disabled ex-service men in r egard 
to this disabled officer legislation, why not ~ake a quiet canvass of tll~ 
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men at the Walter Reed Hospital? I would suggest that the man 
making this canvass first qualify for the job by doing 100 yards jn 
10 fiat. He will need his speed on his way out of the hospital. 

I bad a ~ot of. these emergency officers working for me before enter
ing the set·vice ; bad to put up with a lot of their airs when in the 
ranks, but now that I am down and out I don't feel lik~ havin~ a. lot 
of recently hatched college boys who happened to get commiSswns 
strutting around and starting that superior stuff all over again. 

That paragraph, Mr. President, I think, is uncalled for and 
unjust to the emergency officers, because I do not believe that 
is their general attitude at all. , 

Since the disabled second lieutenants have been getting their $80 per 
month compensation, the same as a rear-rank private, they've become 
quite bearable and almost human. For heaven's sake, don't elevate 
them again! Let them all have a chance to get well enough to go out 
again in civil life, both officer and private, and prove which is the 
better man. 

Respectfully, WILLIAM H. GILMORE. 
I am glad to read that letter, because it is exactly the reaction 

and response that I have gotten from every private soldier to 
whom I have explained the details of this bill. I want to sug
gest to Senators present" that if they vote for this bill they will 
ha>e something to explain to the private soldier in their States 
when the pri>ate soldier finds out that a commissioned officer, 
we will say a lawyer, who lost an arm, but is able to go back 
to the practice of his profession and make as large earnings 
as he did before the war, gets $3,000 a year from his Govern
ment, while the private soldier with both feet off, living, per
haps, next door to him, gets $1,200 per year. 

This is the letter of the Secretary of War to Capt. Heintz 
referred to in his report. The letter is dated l\Iay 4 last: 

MY DEAR CAPTAIN : I have before me your letter dated April 20, 1921, 
concerning the proposal to obtain retirement privileges for disabled 
emergency officers who served during the World War. Before proceed
ing with a reply thereto I desire to tell you that I am sorry I did not 
see you when you called and assure you that I hope to be less pressed 
for time at the next opportunity you. may have to come to my office. 

In connection with your letter, I wish to assure you that I have 
made a careful study of the contents thereof and the problem involved, 
which required a thorough investigation as to the viewpoint of the War 
Department pertaining to the proposed legislation to which you refer. 
As a result of my perusal of this subject I am convinced that the 
remedy to be sought in this matter does not properly pertain to a 
question of retirement, but it does fall under one of adequate compen
sation. I am not prepared to admit that the war risk insurance act 
does ~ot provide adequate compensation to all disabled officers and en
listed men who come within its provisions, but I feel that if the war 
risk insurance act and subsequent acts amendatory thereto do not pro
vide adequate compensation our efforts should be devoted to securing 
a further amendment to that act, as it is the law which was designed 
to meet the needs of all who served in the Army or Navy during the 
World War, as well as the temporary officers to whom you refer. On 
the other hand, the laws pertaining to retirement are separate acts 
necessary and essential to the War Department if it is to secure suitable 
types of officers for the Regular Army and induce them to continue per
manently in the profession of arms by providing an inducement that it 
will care for them should misfortune overtake them and will assure 
adeqgate protection during their old age. · 

In this connection I want to indorse all that the- Senator 
from New York has said with reference to any additional relief 
that is necessary; and I think additional relief is necessary. 
It should be given, however, through amendment of the com
pensation act, and I, as a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, am perfectly willing so to amend that act as to give 
to these disabled soldiers who are seeking this relief all proper 
relief, but at the same time give the same kind of relief to a 
private soldier who is situated 'exactly as the officer is situated. 

Mr. WILLIA1\1S. 1\Ir. President-- · 
Mr. LENROOT. I want to finish this letter, and I can not 

yield now, if the Senator please. 
It is the opinion of the War Department, with which I concur, that 

the cost of a measure such as has been proposed and is now under con
sideration would b€ fat· in excess of the figures that you conclude to be 
maximum. In this connection, it must be borne in mind that the avail
able field from which it is possible such retirement might be drawn is 
about 200,000 officers alone, and if such legislation pertaining to officers 
is enacted it is apparent to me that the enactment of such legislation 
would with equity eventually necessitate the enactment of further leg
islation providing for a like increased compensation for all enlisted 
men who served during the World War, as otherwise undoubtedly 
there would exist unjust discrimination against such enlisted men and in 
favor of the emergency officer; in fact, many enlisted men apparently 
feel themselves entitled to retirement and retired pay as officers. In 
some cases the War Department has been urged to give noncommis
sioned officers appointments as officer and to place them on the retired 
list as such. 'l'be basis of such claims is, in general, that due to 
casualties the noncommissioned officer was thrown into the position and 
command of an officer, and while so serving incurred wounds or dis
ability. Such occurrences are common in active operations; in fact, 
many cases have been presented in which privates have assumed com
mand of platoons and companies. The claims of such men, or the 
expense incident to them, can not be overlooked if a principle is to be 
adopted of basing retirement and retired pay oil the rank or office held 
in the Army. Equity in this matter would also eventually necessitate 
the enactment of some legislation such as is contemplated in S. 991, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, which has for its objects the ·appointment and 
retirement of those persons who served in the volunteer armies of the 
United States in the Civil War, the War with Spain, and the Philip
pine insurrection in the ranks held by them during such service. 

In connection with this- question, due consideration should be given 
to the unsuitability of the retirement laws for the purpose. For reasons 
which you can easily appreciate, the retirement law applicable to the 

professional soldier of the Regular Army causes his retired rank, and 
consequently his pay, to be proportional to his length of service. It 
takes no account of the degree or nature of his disability. Essentially, 
and in theory, the ex:i,sting scheme of retired pay for officers of the 
Regular A'rmy constitutes, in effect, a system of deferred payments 
for and in consideration of a lifetime of military service under a life 
contract between the officer and the Government, payable after in
ception of the statute-fixed period of unfitness for military duty and 
in the relaitvely small number of cases of premature disability retire
ment, payable in equitable specific performance by the Government of 
its monetary obligation in consideration of the aforesaid life contract of 
officer, in the performance whereof the disability occurred. 

It is not believed that the retirement proposed would be a fair sys
tem of compensation for persons who were in the military service but 
temporarily during the war. All such persons come into the military 
service practically on an equality. The remuneration which they should 
receive for disability should be in accord with the degree of their dis
ability and the extent to which it impairs their earning power, rather 
than to be based upon accidents of the service. The proposed .Johnson 
bill would not only create an unjustifiable discrimination between offi
cers and enlisted men who served during the war, as I have pointed out 
in the foregoing, but would alSo discriminate among the officers them
selves. These officers were given varying ranks when they came into 
the Army, and such rank was subject to change due to accidents of 
promotion. It does not appear, for example, just that two officers of 
the same length of service and suffering from equal disability, one of 
whom happened to be a major and another who happened to be a first 
lieutenant, should receive different compensation for their disabilities. 

It should be well understood in this matter that the War Department 
ls in no way opposed to proper and adequate compensation to persons 
who served during the war. It is merely opposed to the manner in 
which it is proposed to grant such compensation, this matter placing a 
burden of expense upon the Army which does not behmg there in addi
tion to making unjust. discriminations among the persons who came 
in for temporary service during the war. The War Department realizes 
the necessity for economy in making appropriations and it also realizes 
that appropriations for the pay of retired officers will always be con- · 
sidered a charge against the Army. 

It is only fair to say that with the amendment that has been 
proposed by the committee, the money necessary will not be a 
charge against the Army. I will therefore omit the balance of 
the paragraph relating to that subject. -

Concerning the law which provided for the retirement of officers 
of the Naval Reserve Force and the temporary officers of the Navy to 
which you refer, I see, of course, the point you make; but in this 
connection the number of officers retired under the provisions of that 
la~ is by comparison so small in connection with the number that 
would ultimately become eligible to retire under the provisions of the 
.Johnson bill or similar bills-

Referring to a bill in the House of Representatives-
that the War Department, in view of this fact and the other impor
tant considerations which I have touched upon, is firmly of the con
viction that legislation such as that herein discussed is not legisla
tion which will be for the best interests of the Government should it 
be enacted. 

It should be remembered when comparison is made between the 
emergency officer and the Regular officer during this war that prac
tically all of the junior officers of the Regular Army were commissioned 
in advanced grades as temporary officers during the war. In fact, 
some first lieutenants held the temporary grades of colonel; yet under 

· the existing law for the Regular Army when such officer was disabled 
he is retired not as a colonel but as a first lieutenant. 

It should also be remembered that the law relating to compensation 
for emergency personnel, which was enacted before the emergency 
officers accepted their commissions, makes no distinction between com
missioned officers and enlisted men of the emergency forces as to disa
bility compensation. .The commissioned officers understood these con
ditions when they accepted their commissions, and as a matter of fact 
they were apparently glad to accept them under these conditions. Most 
of them, especially the junior officers, ~ere subject to the draft, and 
many of them would have been drafted as enlisted men had they not 
volunteered and qualified as commissioned officers. It is, then, a ques
tion about which I have in my mind a great deal of doubt as to 
whether any distinction should be made in regard to benefits that 
should be given to the temporary commissioned officers from that 
which is given to the temporary enlisted men. Certainly it was per
fectly clear in the minds of Congress when it enacted the laws that 
there should be no distinction. 
. My view of the matter is that the Government has entered into con
tracts with the personnel of the Regular Army as well as with the 
officers to whom you refer.~. and that these contracts vary in character, 
but that under them the uovernment has performed its full duty with 
respect to the personnel of both classes when it has fulfilled these 
contracts. I believe that the Government can afford to be generous 
toward any special cases concerning which it is shown that the rights 
accruing under such contracts have not been fulfilled, and; as I have 
herein indicated, the War Department will look with favor upon any 
reasonable and necessary modifications of the ~ar risk insurance act 
as amended if the law established thereby does not provide the gen-
erous compensation I have mentioned. , -

Sincerely, yours, .JOHN W. WEEKS, 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. President, that is the attitude of the War Department; 
and it does not seem to me that after the very clear and con
clusive statement made by the Secretary of War as to the dis
tinction between the Regular Army officer and the emergency 
officer we should hear again on the floor of the Senate that 
there ought to be equality between the two classes with refer-
ence to disability compensation. • 

1\fr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from ~ew Mexico 
(Mr. BURSUM] a question. In a colloquy had last night the 
Senator from New Mexico undertook to state what this bill 
would cost. He made the· statement that the total cost would 
be $1,600,000. 

Mr. BURSUM. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. LE.NROOT. And I asked the· Senator· this question: 
The Sel\ator can not refer to any official estimate of that kind? 

· Mr. Bu.nSUl\1. O.h, yes. 
Now, I ·should like to have the Senator from New Mexico 

furnish to the Senate the official estimate ot which be speaks. 
.1\lr. BURSUM. I bave the f4,o-ures---estimates frop1 the 

Veterans' Bureau made up last summer. We llad them before 
the rommi ttee. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is it a statement of the Veterans' Bureau
an official estimate? 

Mr. BURSUM.. It was taken from the Veterans' Bureau. 
Mr. LENROOT. Taken from it? I want to know whether 

there is an official ·statement over tbe signature of somebody 
in authority. 

Mr. BURSUM. If the Senator means to say over the signa
ture of Mr. Forbes, no. 

1\!r. LENROOT. Well, anybody that is in authority? 
.1\fr . . BURSUM. It was taken from the ·veterans' Bureau. :I 

have a menwrandum of it h~re. It was used during the h-ear
ings. 

1\!fr • .LENROOT: I shall be very glad indeed if we can have 
it. [A pause.] 1\1r. President, while the Senator is :finding 
those figures I · want to can attention to another ifeatnre before 
I discuss the question <)f cost. 

A great d~al has been said about the .age of the.se emergeney 
officers, they ·being .on the a Yerage 10 years -older than the 
enli ted men. That is true, no doubt ; :but it must be remem
bered that when a 1 compari on is made between the -emergency 
officer and the Regular Army officer the very fact that the 
emet:gency officer is · .of an aT"erage age of 36, I believe, means 
that be :bas had at least 10 years of opportunity to ·establish 
himself in eivil •life, where the Regular Army officer ]las had 
no such opportunity at all. 

It .means that the .emergency officer, if hls age w.as 38, bas 
become established in his profes ion, tand unl-es there be a 
total disability he will be able, presumably, to return to that 
profession, where a Re.,oular Army o:fticer when he is disabled is 
not fitt-ed fo-r -any yocation in pri-vate life, whieh makes .a ry-e.ry 
clear distinction between the two classes. 

Another distinction must be borne in mind. While this bill 
proposes to give these emergency .officers all the privileges of 
reti-rement which Regular officers have, it .does not propose to 
plac.>e upon them the obligations which retired o:fficerE of the 
Regular Army bear. Under the general Tetirement law 
Regular Army officers are .subject to be re~d to duty under 
certain circumstances, but under this bill, while getting the 
same pay .as a retir.ed 'Regular Army -officeT, none of these 
emergency officers will be subject to call to duty as a 1·etired 
officer of the Regular Army is -subject to such eall. 

l\lr. BURSUl\L Is it not 1:r:ue that when the emergency 
officer took .his ().ath and proceeded to th-e :hattie :field, be was 
obligated to either ·bring back victory <>r to come back in a 
coffin? · 

l\fr . . LENROOT~ Certainly . 
Mr. BURSU:M. Was not that ·an obligation q.uite .as ·serious 

as any officer of the Regular ·Army had? 
l\ir. LENROOT. "The Senator evidently misunderstood what 

I said. I did n-ot say that the emergency officer wns under no 
obligation to his Government while in tbe ser-vice. I have 
repeatedly said that the emergency officer is entitled to the very 
highest praise and to the very great.est credit. What I did 
say was that ,under the Senator's bill, while he proposes to .give 
them the compensation of iretired Regular Army officers, he · 
does n-ot propose to also carry v.ith it the obligati-on whieh a 
retired Regular Army ,<>filcer has. 

l\1r. BUR Sill!. l\1r. President, does not · tile Senator from 
Wisconsin appreciate :a difference between a service retit·ement 
or compensation and a ·retirement on accotmt of disability 
suffered in acti0n? Service retirement, I take it, is on account 
of the length of service or on account of age. Th-et>e is no 
principle involved' in this bill which contemplates any such 
compensation to emergency officers on account of length of 
service or on acconnt of age. It is purely on account of in
jUTies, ·WOunds suffei:ed in action. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator know that under tb.~ 
retirement act applying to Regular Army officers an .officer' 
may be retired for disability, but under certain circumstances 
he is subject to call for some active duty which he may be able 
to perform? 

Mr. BURSUM. If. he is not able, he can not. 
:Mr: LENROOT. That begs the questrion. I said if be was 

able. 
Mr. BURSUM. Under this bill no .officer is eligible to retire

ment unless he has a permanent disability rated at not l~ss than 

30 per _cent, much higher than is requii·ed in tile ease of a Regu-
lar Army -officer. · 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is 10 per cent. -
1\fr. LENROOT. The Senator means for compensation. 
l\fr. BURSUM. No; for retirement . 
·Mr. LENROOT. ,n is 10 per cent for retirement. 
l\Ir. BURSUl\f. No; under the bill it is 30 per cent. 
Mr. LENROOT. Ten per cent for retirement. 
Mr. BURSUl\I. Not under this bill. 
Mr .. w· ADSWORTH. Under this bill. , 
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator must be familiar with his own 

bill, eertainly. 
Mr. BURSUM. It is 30 p-er cent. 
Mr. LENROOT. No; 10 per cent for retirement and 30 per 

cent for compensation. 
Mr. ·WADS.WORTH. Will th~ Senator from Wisconsin allow 

me to T-ead the language to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. . 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Commencing with line 12 page 2 the. 
~~~~= ' ' 

That such officers of the United States Army as shall have incurred 
disability of less than 30 per cent and more than 10 per cent perma
nent disability as. may have _been, or may ~hereafter be, rated by the 
Bureau of Wa~· .R1sk Insurance. ~hall, on application, be retb:ed under 
the same conditions as now provtded by law for o:fficers of the Regular 
Army. 

That is in the Senator's O'\Vn bilL 
Mr. LENROOT. I hope we will not get into any controversy 

with the Senator fr-om New Mexico as to what the bill contains. 
I am sure the Senator from New Mexico will find, upon investi
gation, that that is in his bill, as stated by the Senator from 
New York. 

Now, I want to ask the Senator whether he has found th-e 
official estimates to which be referred? 

MT. BUTISUM. No; I have not. 
Mr. ·LENROOT. I shall, then, defer any discussion of the 

co t to the Government if this bill shQuld pass until the Senator 
has produced the ·estimate which he stated he had. 

Mr. BUTISUl\L I stated I -bad an estimate taken from the 
figures of the Veterans'-B.nreau. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the SenatOT state what figures those 
~? • 

l\Ir. BUllSUM. I stated to the Senate last night .and to-day 
that the n-et result of those statistics was that .1,906 officers. were 
affected by this bill. 

1\lr. LENROOT. Did the Senator get all the f4,oures whicn 
led him to that conclusion ftom the 'Veterans' B:m·eau'? 

Mr. BURSUM. Yes; from the -veterans' ..Bureau. 
1\1r. LENROOT. Does ·the Senator still insist that those fig-

ures will show the total cost of this bill? · 
.Mr. "BURSIDL Yes; approximat-ely. Tlley do not give the 

figures accurately ta a man. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator know we still have a 

great many emergency officers .in hospitals, who are still upon 
the active list, who are not drawing compensation at all, and 
whose names ·are not in the Veterans' ' Bureau"? 

Mr. BURSUM. That is true. ' 
Mr. LENROOT. Sa the Senator does admit that his figures 

are not accurate as. to the cost& · 
Mr. BURSUM. We can not tell to a man, tbat is very true. 
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator last night gave the number of 

men down to the odd fi.gures-1,906-and be undertook to state 
to the Senate that the tot-al cost of this bill would be $1;600,000 
a year, and now the Senator admits that he knows ther-e are a. 
great many emergency officers still in hospitals on the nctive 
list. The Senator knows that every one of those will come un
der the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BURSUM. But those estimates were based upon the dis
abilities which fuey were dTawing money for. The ch.'lnces are 
-that there will be ,a decrease in that number, and not .an in
crease. 

1\lr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator know that those upon 
the active list are not drawing that disability compensation 
now? 

·Mr. BURSUM. Yes; I suppose that is true. 
·.Mr. LENROOT. They m:e drawing the pay of their grades. 

So -the Senator will admit now that he must revise his esti
mate, because the l.ast iigures I can find in the hearings show 
that there were 1,200· of these office1·s in .hospitals. That was 
over a year ago, and "I assume · there :are not so many now. I 
do not Jrnow where th-e SenatO"r got his figures, but when the 
hearings ·were had, which was last swnmer, the officers of •the 
Ameriean Legion estimated, · instead of 1,906, somewhere rarountl 
4,.000; and they ,stated, .. by the w.ay, that •they bad .. -ewle.avored 
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to gecure fignres but were uttedy unable to secure any figures 
from any uepnrtment of the Government · 

Mr. BURSUl\1. That was on the basis of the bill as first 
introduced. 

Mr. LENROOT. I understand that. 
1\Ir. BURSUl\1. The total number of officers who were d.I·aw

ing di ability compensation at that time was 6,300, of all 
grades. 

IYir. LENROOT. Which, with the 1~00 in the hospitals, 
made 7,500. . 

Mr. BURSUM. No; that included the 1,200. 
Mr. LENROOT. Tbe Senator is mistaken about that. 
Mr. BURSUl\1. I may be, but I think not. It is estimated 

that out of the 6,300 there would be 1,906 who would fall within 
the 30 per cent rnting. 

Mr. LENROOT. I have a letter by the author of the House 
bill, Mr. STEPHENsoN, and he stated on May 10 last that on 
June 30, 1920, there were 6,786 officers drawing compensation·; 
on March 8, there were 1,261 emergency officers in Army hos
pital , which makes about 7,500. 

However that may be, .Mr. President, if we could have an 
estimate from some official source, we would find that this bill, 
instead of costing $1,600,000 a year, as stated by the Senator 
from New Mexico, would cost at least twice that sum. In 
addition, if we are going to do this for the emergency officers 
in the late war, how can we decline to do the same thing f<:rr 
all of the Spanish 'Var officers, and bow can we decline to do 
the same thing for all of the Civil War officers? 

Mr. BURSUl\I. Mr. President, the Senator must know that 
it would be of no serious consequence to this country if we per
mitted every Civil War officer who is suffering from a dis
ability incurred in the service to share in the benefits of this 
bill. There are only 91 pensio-ns being drawn by officers of the 
Civil War on account of disability. 

l\lr. LENROOT. How many Spanish War officers? 
Mr. BURSUM. We would have about 400. I can give the 

Senator tbe exact number if he desires. I have it here. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think they should be in

cluded? 
Mr. BURSU:M. I have no objection. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think they should be in

cluded? 
M1·. BURSUl\1. Yes; I am perfectly willing to have them in

cluded. 
1\lr. LENROOT. So that the Senator would at once increase 

his estimate of what this bill ought to cost, on his own :figures, 
by at least $600,000? 

Mr. BURSUM. I should say that was about right. 
Mr. LENROOT. I am very sorry to find any Senator speak

ing so lightly of millions of dollars. Of course, if the Senator 
belonged on the other side of the aisle it might not be so sur
prising, but he does not belong there. 

Mr. BURSUM. Pension money is the best money in the world; 
the most sacred money. It does more good than any other dis
bursement of the Government. It helps more needy people ; it 
permeates a greater area all over the land. There iS nothing 
like pension money for doing good. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the Senator if he is willing, 
if this bill shall beco.IIJle a law, to favor legislation that will 
give private soldiers the same rate of compensation which this 
would give to the officers? 

1\Ir. BURSUl\1. We will take that question up when we get 
to it. 

Mr. LENROOT. It is very important in connection with tbis 
bill. 

1\ir. BURSUl\1. Would the S~ator from Wisconsin be willing 
to repeal the law now on the statute books retiring Regular 
Army officers? 

1\Ir. LENROOT. No; of course not. 
Mr. BURSUM. Would the Senator from Wisconsin be willing 

to give the enlisted men of the Regular Army the same com
pensation which the officers get? 

M.r. LENROOT. No; of course not. 
Mr. BURSUl\I. The Senator from Wisconsin desires to draw 

llis lines between the officers and men in the Regular Army, but 
whenever it comes to the emergency officers, the men who came 
from civil life and who bared their breasts to the enemy on the 
field of battle, and made it possible for this country to be 
supreme in the recent great crisis, be is not willing to give them 
nn equal chance with the men who happened to come from West 
Point, or who happened to belong to the Regular Army. 

Mr. LENROOT. Now. let us see what the Senator wants us 
to do. The Senator wants to take the case of two men from hjs 
own State of .r "ew Mexico who go from the same office. One of 
them enters an officel·s' training camp. The other one says, "I 

do not want any special honors,. I am . going to enlist as a pri
vate, and I will go into the trenches." The one gets a position 
down here in the department in 'Vashirigton throughout the 
war, and is promoted, we will say, to the office of colonel, pos
sibly in the Judge Advocate General's office. The other, with 
the same education, receiving the same income before the war, 
goes through battle and is wounded in the trenches or going 
over the top. The one in Washington has the " flu " during the 
"1lu" epidemic. 

They each have a 30 per cent disability. They go home to 
New Mexico. They go back to the same office and hereafter 
pursue the same work. The Senator from New Mexico says, 
" I want the private to get $360 a year, but I want the swivel
chair officer to have $3,000,. and that is what my bill does." . 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wiscon
sin yield ta me to make a request? I ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate adjaums this afternoon it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The VICE PRE"SIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I am not going to pursue the 
matter further. With reference to the bill, I understand the 
embarrassment under which some Senators rest when it comes 
to a vote upon it. I can understand how some Senators, the 
measure being indorsed by the American Legion, committed 
themselves to it without understanding it, Hs effect, a'lld its 
discriminations. But I want to say that no Senator can afford, 
in my judgment, to vote for the bill, either from the standpoint 
of the Treasury of the United States, from the standpoint of the 
private. soldier~ or from the ~tandpoint of the officer of lower 
rank as against the officer of higher rank. 

TJ1e bill is grossly discriminatory. It can not be justified. 
There will be only one thing that Congress can do hereafter, 
if the bill shall become a law, to rectify the error it has made 
in its enactment, and that would be to give to all private sol
diers the same compensation this bill will give to officers. 

Mr. President, I think there are thousands of disabled sol
diers, officers and privates, who are not receiving anything like 
what they ·ought to receive to-day. Some of these officers came 
before the committee, disabled for life and crippled. They 
ought to receive more than they are getting, and r a:m willing 
to vote for legislation that will give to every man a. higher com
pensation where be has made a greater sacrifiee or has lost 
earning power, but I should want to treat the ftrst and second 
lieutenants, the captains, and the colonels all alike. If there is 
a private who makes the same sacrifice as did the officer, who 
is- disabled to the same extent as the officer, I want that private 
to get the same compensation that the officer recei-ves. Then 
we will do justice to botb. officer and private aliker but the bill~ 
it seems to me, can not be defended before the private soldiers 
of the United States or before the American people. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, this is not. a bill to advance 
the officer before the private soldieJ:. It has nothing in the 
world to do with that question. That may. or may not come up 
later. When it does come up, if it ever shall come up, we will 
deal with it. This is me1-ely a bill-

Malting eligible for retirement under the same conditions as now pro
vided for officers of th.e Regular Army all officers of the United States 
Army during the Woild War. who ha..ve ill(!urred physical disability in 
line of duty. 

That is all. The J.:Jalance of the talk of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [J\.lr. LENROOT], if one would call it a talk, has been 
broadspread in the wrong direction. He attempted to arouse 
the animosity of the Senate toward some sort of future pension
ing of private soldiers that might be proposed. This is merely 
a bill to put upon equal footing with disabled Regplar Army 
officers the Army officers of equal rank who are not Regular 
Army officers, but who were in the service as commissioned 
officers. That is alL The balance of the Senator's talk is a 
mere camouflage charge to that part of the world that is willing 
to listen to it. 

Mr. President, there ha.s been a long, long row going on in 
the United States, from Andl:ew .T.ackson's day down to now, 
between the officers of the Regular Army and the officers of the 
Volunteer Army, who have presumably done equal service to 
the Republic. My old friend John Williams long ago left the 
Jeffersonian Democracy and went into the Whig Party because 
he thought that Anch·ew Jackson and the Regular Army officers 
received some benefits the others did not r~eh-e; I mean, that 
as a Regular Army officer he had not received a benefit which 
the Volunteer Army officers had received. At the battle of 
Horseshoe Bend J'ohn Williams was in command of the Regu
lars and Andrew J'ackson was in command of the Volunteers. 
The Volunteei·s got au the credit and the Regulars were left 
outside as usual. 
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Mr. President, the bill before the Senate right now, and we 
have to come back to the bill, is for the purpose of-

r ..• - ...:.... 

them u on an equal footing witl;l equal rank, and to say that all 
officers of the United States Army who served in Europe, fight~ 1 

ing for civilization and for the democracy of the world, should Making eligible for retirement-= 

For retirement-
under the same conditions-

Under the same conditions-

. stand upon an equal footing in the Congress of the United 
States and in the legislation of the United States. Can the 
Senator from 'Visconsin give me one single reason why a Regu
lar Army officer ought to obtain a higher retirement pay than 

us now provided for officers of the Regular Army all officers of the 
United States Army during the World War who have incurred physical 
disability in line of duty. 

Let us keep that in mind, notwithstanding the camouflage of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, which is a curious camouflage, a 
camouflage appealing to the private soldier in behalf of the 
Regular Army officer against the officer who did an equal duty 
with an equal disability outside of the Regular Army. 

I l1ave no prejudice against the Regular Army. On the con
trary, I have a prejudice in its favor. From the revolutionary 
times down to now I have a family interest in favor of the 
Regular Army. But this is a bill-

Making eligible for retirement-

And please rem·ember that it is for retirement
und~r the same conditions-

And please remember it is 1mder the same conditions-
a now; provided for officer of the Regular Army all officer of the 
United States Army· during the World War who have incurred physical 
di, ability in line of duty. 

Let us suppose the case of two men who went to France. 
One happened to be a Regular Armr officer who had been edu
cated at the expense of the United States Government, noble and 
brave and true, as they nearly all have been, including Robert 
E. Lee and ffiysses S. Grant. Another happened to be a man 
who got exactly the same position in exactly the same Army 
but who came out of civil life. The purpose of the pending bili 
is simply to put them both upon the same footing. Now, why 
i there any reason, or where is there any reason why a West 
Point graduate-and I have no prejudice against them, but on 
th .. e contrary I have an immense love for them-equipped at the 
expense of the United States Government, should ha\·e anr ad
vantage in retirement from the Army over the man who was not 
graduated at the expense of the United States Government, but 
who graduated at his own expense and went to France and 
went to Flanders and fought, and, Mr. President, was disabled
now, do not forget that-was disabled. 

I am the last man ifl the world on either side of the Chamber 
who would contend for a service pension to reward a man 
merely because he had worn the uniform. But when a man 
has been disabled, why should not the man who 'vent out of 
civil life and served with equal credit in the Army of the 
United States, and who was equally disabled, receive exactly 
the same retirement pension as the man ·who was educated at 
the expense of the United States at ·West Point and who re
ceived the same disability? 

I can not understand the circumlocution and the crooked 
route of the argument of the Senator from Wisconsin. It may 
be my fault in receptivity. It may be his fault in initiation. 
I do not know which it is. At any rate, I can not understand 
why, if two of my boys went out in the service of the United 
States and one of them had been a graduate from We. t Point 
or from Annapolis and the othei' had entered the service from 
civil life, and both had done equal duty and both had incurred 
equal disability, that the one should not receive exactlv the 
same pay on retirement as the other receives. · 

I may be a fool; I sometimes think I am ; but I can not 
understand that distinction. Why should a man who did not 
graduate from We t Point or from Annapolis but who served 
in the Army or the ~avy and suffered exactly the same "-ounds 
and incurred exactly the same hospital disabilities as the West 
Point or Annapolis graduate be required to come to thi body 
and ay. "Somehow, I do not understand how. I nm inferior 
to this other fellow, and while he is to receive a ·retirement pen-
ion of -- dollar , I ought to receive a retirement pension 
of-- minu.s dollar~.'' How can that be true? How cnn that 
be ju t? How can that be really patriotic? 

Oh, tile Senator tells me that perhaps following all this thE:-re 
may be ome other legislation. Yes; and I see all the other 
legislation, too, as well ns he doe . I see the bonus bill star
ing me in the eyes and I see a "·hole lot of political cowards 
who are going to vote for it in order to be reelected to the 
House of Representatives or to the SenatE:-. That does not make 
any point with me. 

This bill is simply designed to put upon an equal footing all 
the officers who went to Flanders or to France and who, while 
they did not die, were willing to die and were disabled; to put 

an emergency officer who went to France outside the Regular 
Army and performed equal service and incurred equal disa· 
bility? 

Mr. LE!'-.TROOT. The Senator from Mississippi was nodding 
in his chair when I discussed that very completely, and I do not 
care to take the time of the Senate to go over it again. 

lHr. WILLIAl\fS. I heard the Senator's attempted or alleged 
discussion of the question, and I have asked him this question 
·with a view to getting him to give a real discussion of it. 

Now, I again ask, is there a Member of this body who can 
give a single, valid reason why a graduate of West Point in the 
Regular Army should receive higher retirement pay for exactly 
the same disability than another officer of equal rank in the 
Army of the United States who served in Flanders or in France? 
The Senator tells me that he has discussed that and he declines 
to discuss it any further. 

Mr. President, I remember that soon after the Spanish-Ameri
can 1Var somebody stated in some newspaper in the United 
States that a woman went into a hospital and saw a man with 
one a-rm off and a leg off, and she said, " My dear hero, I love 
you so and I want to help you." She further asked, "l\ly dear 
hero, what is your name?" The soldier said, "1\!y dear child, 
I am not a hero; I am a Regular." [Laughter.] 

If I have a prejudice in the world in the pgbt between the 
Volunteers and the Regulars, I have it on the side of the Regu
lars, because, even in the ·Revolutionary Army, we were the 
Continentals and not militia. Later on in the Mexican War we 
were Regulars, and later on in the war between the States, 
while we were not United States Regulars, we were at least 
Confederate RE:-gulars; but I have no sort of sympathy with an 
nrgument that says that because a man is a graduate of West 
Point and is a Regular Army officer he should, upon retirement, 
receive a higher degree of pay than the man who performed equal 
service and incurred equal disabil' y, 

1\Ir. President, moreover I want to call your attention and 
the attention of the Senate and the attention of the country 
to the fact that the pending bill does not affect anybody except 
tho ·e who have incurred disability. Two men went to France; 
one went as a Regular Army officer and the other went as an 
emergency officer of the American Expeditionary Forces. They 
were each shot in the left arm or they were each shot in the 
right arm or they were each shot in the leg and each of them 
recovered, but they are now disabled. Will you tell me why 
the man who had the advantage of being educated at the ex
pense of the United States Government should be retired on 
account of exactly the same disability at a higher rate than the 
man who happened not to be appointed to West Point as a 
cadet by a Representative or a Senator? Oh, Mr. President, what 
absurd nonsense that is; that nrere political favoritism away 
back yonder in the past, making' a man a cadet at West Point, 
is to be the reason why he should now receive a larger amount 
of mon£>y upon retirement tl1an a maUt who happened not to 
enjoy the favoritism of a Representative or a Senator, when, 
perhaps, he applied to be appointed to West Point or when he 
did not apply-and most of the good people of the United States 
never diu apply; most of them never wanted to go to West 
Point or to Annapolis and never asked to go there. Yet when 
the tocsin of war sounded they responded to the call. 

1.\Ir. President, from the early days of the Roman Empire 
and during the succeeding days of the monarchies of Europe 
down to the American Republic the most magnificent picture 
in the world is the picture of the English-speaking race-de
rided and denounced br German junker a being degenerate, as 
being in old England merely degenerate and as being in the 
United States of Ainerica merely dollar hunters-·wheu the 
time came all going to the front, 5,000,000 of volunteers from 
England and 4,000,000 of conscripts from the United Stntes, a 
great part of whom would have been volunteers, anu facing 
the world. 

Are you going to tell me now, 1\lr. President, that amongst 
those of my sons and other people's ons who faced that music, 
the Regular Army officer who happened to be a graduate of 
'Vest Point is to receive a higher retirement pay than the man 
who, without that obligation, still went to tile front as a volun
teer? By the way, ~ll of the commissioned officers went as 
volunteers; many of the privates went as conscripts; but the 
commissioned officers went as volunteers. Are you going to tell 
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me that merely because a man never happened, by the fayorit- . 
ism of a Representative or a Senator, to be appointed to West 
Point, therefore he has got to sink to a lower level than the man 
who without any obligation from West Point or elsewhere faced 
the music and lost his leg or his arm. or his eye? Mr. President, 
I can not understand the position which the Senator from Wis
consin assumes, unless I believed-and I do not believe it-; I 
deny that I believe it-that it is merely appealing to a future 
demagogy in favor of private soldiers; and I can not believe that 
without losing my respect for him. 

This bill does not affect any private soldier. It bas noth
ing to do with him. When future legislation shall present itself 
to do justice to him, I think I shall be ready to do it, whatever 
the future justice may be. This bill merely implies the idea 
that a boy who volunteered-my son or yours-and lost his leg 
or his arm after good service in Flanders Ol" France, w bo· came 
back to the United States and was retired from the Army on ac
count of his disability, shall receive exactly the same .pay that 
a man of equal rank and equal disability in tlte Regular Army 
shal1 receive. Is there anything else to it? And, by the way, 
I ask the Senator from Wy·oming [ltir. WARREN], who knows 
more about this sort of legislation than anybody else in this· 
Chamber, if there is any other distinction. [Applause.] 

After a sacredl.v private conversation between the Senator 
from Wyoming and me, I am willing to quit talking right now; 
but I now say, I now announce, I now declare, I now challenge 
the Senator from Wisconsin or anybody else to tell me any ob
jection he has to this bill except an objection to a bey who 
went to France or to Flanders without West Point rank and: 
without Regular Army insignia receiving the S3ime pay, with 
equal' disability and' with equal service, that a boy receives who 
went with a West Point appointment. 

Mr. President; I do not want to be misunderstood. I have no 
prejudice against the Regular Army. On the contrary, I have a 
very high prejudice in its favor. One of the very first things 
in the history of the Williams clan in the State of Mississippi 
was the fact that th-ey thought Andrew Jackson. got the credit 
of winning the Battle of Horseshoe Bend because he wis. a 
volunteer,. while Col. John Williams, who commanded the only 
Regulars there, really won the battle. I am not talking about 
that. I looked into all that latex on, and I thought the battle 
was really won by the strategy of Andrew Jackson~ and not 
by the courage of CoL John Williams; but I merely want to 
cite a fact showing that I have no prejudice against the Regula:~: 
Army. I love Regular Army men, from Robert E. Lee down 
to J. E~ B. Stuart, and all the others who illustrated to all the
world how brave and bow true was the education given at 
West Point to the man who took his place to fight for his coun
try ; but as far as I can see through this bill-and I have an 
intellect at least equal to. that of the Senator from Wisconsfu; 
I would not say it was greater, because that would mighty 
nearly amount to blasphemy in this body as at present organ
izetl.-I can not see any reason in the worrd why a man of the 
Regular Army doing the same duty, incurring the same ·risks,. 
su1!ering the same disability, ~J':tould receive a higher retire
.QJ.ent pay than should be ,reeeiV:ed by his fellow standing right 
by his side in the charge upotr the Germans or in the resistance 
to the Germans. I can not understand for the life of me,. Mr. 
President, why any man pretending to represent peculiarly the 
common people of America should appear resisting a bill which 
merely puts upon an equal . footing the men of equal service 
and of equal disability, facing our enemies in Europe in a war 
which would have resulted, if they had been victorious, in the 
destruction of civilization and o.f democracy. 

It is so hard for me to see what the Senator from Wisconsin 
means that I am at a loss to ru-gue against him; so I close up 
what I have to say by sajing this, and this in one sentence: 1 

TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. LENROOT. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably House bill 10009, to authorize the State of Ala
bama through its highway department to construct and main
tain a bridge across the Tombigbee River at or near Moscow 
Landing; in the State of Alabama, and I submit a report (No. 
505) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the bill? 

l\lr. BURSUM. Will it lead to any debate? 
Mr.. LENROOT. No; it is just a formal bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol-
lows~ · 

Be it enacted> etc., That the State of Alabama through its highway 
department be, and is hereby, autharized to con.struct and maintain a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Tombigbee River at a point 
suitable to the, interests- of navigation at or near Moseow Landing, 
about 14 miles south of the city of Demopolis, in the State of Alabama, 
in accordan-ce wit)}, the previsions of the act entitled "An act to regu
late the construction of bridges over navigable wateTs," approved 
March 23, 1906. · 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amerul, or repeal this act is hereby 
e.xpressly reserved. 

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

WACCAMAW RIVER BRIDGE, 

Mr. LENROOT. From the Committee on Commerce I re
port back favorab-ly House bill 9.386,. to grant the consent of Con
gress to the vVhiteville Lumber Co. to construct a bridge across 

i the ·waccamaw River at or near Pireway Ferry, county of Co
. lumbus, N. C. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT', Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to considel" the bill, which was read as fol
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Whiteville Lumber Co., and its successors and assigns, to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
th~ Waccamaw. River at a point suitabl~ to the inte11ests ot navigation, 
at or near Pireway Ferry in the county of Columbus, State of North 
Carolina, in accordance with th~ provisions of the act entitled "An act 
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," approved 
March 23, 1906. 

SEC; 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate witho-ut amendment, or
dered tO' a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BBIDGE.. 

Mr. LENROOT. From the Committee on. CommeTce I report 
back favorably Bouse bill 8818, granting the consent of Con
gress to the- city of Pittsburgh, a municipal corporation of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Mono~gahela River at or near its 
junction with the Allegheny River in the city of Pittsburgh, in 
the county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
and I submit a rePort (No. 504) thereon. I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the- bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is. there objection? 
There being no obj_ection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read., as fol
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby. granted to 
the city of Pittsburgh, a municipal corporation of the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, and its successors and: assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge, with approaches thereto, across the Monongahela 
River at a point suitable to the interests of na-vigation, at or near its 
junction with the Allegheny River, in the city of Pittsburgh, in the 
county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in accord
ance with the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the con
struction of bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to altel', amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

I say, and I defy any man to deny, that there is no reason. 
in law, in right, in equity, or in justi.ce-why· the man who went 
to Europe and fought our battles without a W~st Point com
mission, who suffered equally, who had exactly the same dis
ability and exactly the same "length of service as the man with 
a West ]?oint commission, should not be entitled to exactly_ the 
same pay. 

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

BLANCHE WINTERS. 

THE M"USCLE SHO.ALS PLANT. 

Mr. HARRIS. l\1r. President, in January I offered a resoln
tion, Senate resolution 227, to investigate the lobbying- activities 
against the Muscle Shoals power plant on the part of the Fer~ 
tilizer Trust and the Power Trust. I asked that the :resQI.u
tion might lie on the table. Since tll.at time the Muscle Shoals 
matter has been referred to the, Cnmmittee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and I now request that the resolution, as modified by 
me, be referred to that eommitte.e. 

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

Mr, STANFIELD. I ask unanimous consent for the recon
sideration of the vate whereby Senate bill 2024, for the relief 
of Blanche Winters, passed the Senate, and that the Secretary 
of the Senate be instructed to request the House of Representa
tives to return the bill to the Senate. It is a claim bill that 
was ame-nded on the fleor· here hur-riedly the other day, a»d 
those interested in it would like to hav:e it further considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Th~ Senator from Oregon requests 
that the Seere.tar~ of. the. Senate be requested to secure the 
1·eturn of the bill from the House o:f Representatives. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered·. 

..... 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
lUr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

siuera tion of executive business. 
Tlle motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

con.:il1erntion of executive business. AfteP five minutes spent in 
executi,·e ses ion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
43 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously made, 
adjourned until Monday, February 20, 1922, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 

Exemt-ti've nominations 1·eceived by the Senate February 17, 1922. 

UNITED STATES .ATTORNEY. 
Charles F. Cole, of Arkansas, to be United States attorney, 

eastern district of Arkansas, vic;e June P. Wooten, resigned. 
UNITED STATES 1\l.ABSHAL. 

Roy B. William , of Kentucky, to be United States marshal, 
~astern district of Kentucky, vice Henry 1\i. Cox, whose term 
will. expire March 4, 1922. 

PosTMASTERS. 

Elmer l\1~ French to be postmaster at Hersey, Mich. O~ce 
became presidential April 1, 1920. 

Edna A. Gorton to be postmaster at Lexington, Mich. Office 
-became presidential July 1, 1921. 

Hercules Rice to be postmaster at 1\Iuir, Mich. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1921. 

Russell S. Kendrick to be postmaster at New Ha\en, 1\Iich. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1921. 

George H. Poskitt to be postmaster at Prescott, l\Iicb. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1920. 

Herbert T. Trumble to be postmaster at Elkton, l\Iich., in 
place of George Arthur, resigned. 

Claude B. Van Wert to be postmaster at North Adam , 1\Iich., 
in place of 1\1. N. Wolcott, resigned. 

MINNESOTa. 
Samuel A. Terrell to be postmaster at Elysian, 1\Iinn. Office 

became presidential April 1, 1921. 
James J. Lannon to be postmaster at Prior Lake, Minn. Office . 

became presidential April 1, 1941.. 
Erick L. Slindee to be postmaster at Adams, 1\linn., in .place 

of E. L. Slindee. Incumbent's commission expired February 16, 
1~22. 

ALABAMA. MISSISSIPPI. 
Leander Isbell to be postmaster at Albertville, Ala., in place James C. Reddoch to be postmaster at Quitman, 1\Iiss., in 

of A. M. Espey. Incumbent's commission expired January 24, place of C. B. Wier, removed. 
1922. MISSOURI. 

CALIFORNIA. :Morris ,V. Ledbetter to be postmaster at Marble Hill, 1\lo, 
Miriam I. Paine to be postmaster at Mariposa, Calif., in place Office became presidential July 1, 1920. 

f l\I. I. Paine. Incumbent's commission expired July 21, 1921. James P. Scott to be postmaster at K11hoka, Mo., in place of 
coNNECTICUT. S. S. Ball. ~ncumbent's commission expired January 24, 1922. 

William J. Phillips to be postmaster at Woodmont, Conn., in Thomas G. Buxton to be postmaster at Seneca, 1\Io., in place 

I
1lace of C. F. Farren. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- of J. E. Shepherd. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 

1921. 
n ry 13, 1921. 

GEORGIA. 
Jessie I. Crichton to be postmaster at Camp Benning, Ga. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1921. 
IDAHO. 

Charles A. Johnston to be postmaster at Cottonwood, Idaho, 
in place of J. V. Nash. Incumbent's commission expired March 
16, 1921. 

ILLI OIS. 
William B. Rasplica to be postmaster at Glen Carbon, Ill. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1921. 
Arthur J. Mollman to be postmaster at Millstadt, Ill. Office 

became presidential January 1, 1921. 
Robert M. Farthing to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Ill., 

in place of J. J. Baker, resigned. 
Isaac D. Gum to be p-ostmaster at Pocahontas, Ill., in place of 

J. H. Knebel. Incumbent's commission expired August 7, 1921. 
INDIANA. 

Guy F. Johnson to be p'ostmaster at Ewing, Ind. 
become presidential January 1, 1921. 

Dean W. Whit-e to be postmaster at Yallonia, Ind. 
became presidential April 1, 1921. 

IOWA. 

Office 

Office 

Vellas L. Gilje to be postmaster at Elkader, Iowa, in place of 
A. J. Palas, resigned. 

Boyd W. Smith to be postmaster at Waukon, Iowa, in place 
of E. F. Medary. Incumbent's commission expired July 15, 1920. 

KANSAS. 
K. Lea.nor Lee to be po tmaster at Portis, Kans., in place of 

E. n. Lemon, resigned. 
KENTUCKY. 

Oscar W. Gaines to be postmaster at Oakland, Ky. 
became presidential January 1, 1921. 

LOUISIA.N A. 

Office 

Nathan n. Funderburk to be postmaster at Wisner, La. Office 
became presi_9.ential January 1, 1921. 

MAINE. 
Charles A. Robinson to be postmaster at Portland, Me., in 

place of 0. R. Wish. Incumbent's commission expired January 
24,1922. 

MARYLAND. 
Charles D. Routzahn to be postmaster at Mount Airy, Md., in 

place of R. L. Runkles, resigned. 
MICHIGAN. 

Charles Dufty to be postmaster at Caseville, Mich . 
became presidential July 1, 1921. 

. Office 

:MONTANA. 
Ro~e l\1. Sargent to be postmaster at Nashua, Mont., in place 

of R. M. Sargent. Incumbent's commission expired February 
5,1922. 

1\farie I. Moler to be postmaster at Reedpoint, Mont., in place 
of S. J. Guthrie, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY. 
William A. Tripp to be postmaster at Millington, N. J., in 

place of W. A. Tripp. Incumbent's commission expired April 
24,1921. 

Robert J. Vanderhoff to be postmaster at Newfoundland, N. J., 
in place of E. T. Vnn Horn. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 6, 1921. 

NEW MEXICO. 
Gertrude Warrender to be postmaster at Logan, N. 1\lex. 

Office became presidential July 1, 1921. 
NEW YORK. 

Wilfred D. Cheney to be postmaster at Newton Falls, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1921. 

Horace B. Fromer to be postmaster at Hunter, N.Y., in place 
of A. B. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired July 21, H)21. 

NORTH CARQLINA. 
Judson D. Albright to be postmaster at Charlotte, N. C., in 

place of J. H. 'Veddington, deceased. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Catherine Ross to be postmaster at Arthur, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1921. 

Flora Walker to be postmaster at Kathryn, N. Dak. Office be
came presidenti~ January 1, 1921. 

OKLAHOMA. 
John K. Miller to be postmaster at Apache, Okla., in place of 

C. w. Amspacher, resigned. 
James ,V. Hinson to be postmaster at Fletcher, Okla., in place 

of J. w. Hinson. Incumbent's commission expired February 4, 
1922. 

PEN ~SYLVANIA. 
Harry A. Bucher to be postmaster at Ca. ·llt')wn, Pa. Office 

became presidential July 1, 1921. 
Wharton M. Oswalt to be postmaster at Clarence, Pa. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1920. 
Ethel 0. Lakin to be postmaster at Gra flat, Pa. Office be-

came presidential January 1, 1921. 
William C. Hunter to be postmaster at 1\Iea.dville, Pa., in 

place of A. J. Palm, resigned. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

1\Iark D. Batchelder to be postmaster at Frogmore,- S. C. 
.Office became presidential April 1, 1921. 
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' SOUTH D.A.KO'fA., 

Chris Wittmayer to be postmaster at Eureka. S. Dak., in 
place of G. C. Knickerbocker, deceased. 

Robert C. Van Horn to be postmaster at Kennebec, S. Dak., 
in place of Agnes McCue, resigned. 

TENNESSEE. 

Robert H. Hurst to be postmaster at Grand Junction, Tenn., 
in place of L. E. Stroup. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 4, 1921. 

TEXAS. 

Sam H. French to be postmaster at Purdon, Tex. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1921. 
· Michel Abdelmessih to be postmaster at Seminary Hill, Tex. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1921. 

Fred P. Ingerson to be postmaster at Barstow, Tex., in place 
of F. P. Ingerson. Incumbent's commission expired July 21, 
1921. 

_Horace H. Watson to be postmaster at Orange, Tex., in place 
of J. J. Ball. Incumbent's commission expired July 21,01921. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations con{irrned by the Senate February 11, 

1922. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John W. Scott to be receiver of public moneys, El Centro, 
Calif. 

COA.S'f AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Charles Henry Wright to be aid, with relative rank of ensign 
in the Navy. . 

Albert J. Hoskinson to be aid, with relative rank of ensign 
in the Navy. 

Frederick Estill J oekel to be hydrographic and geodetic engi
neer, with relative rank of lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy. 

POSTMASTERS. 

.ARIZONA, 

Charles A. Nan-am~re, Buckeye. 
COLORADO. 

Albert Neuman, Elbert. 
CONNECTICUT. 

James E. Usher, Plainville. 
FLORIDA, 

William B. Wingate, Callahan. 
.Effie 1\f. Robinson, Coleman. 
Elmer J. Roux, Fernandina. 
Pearl E. Graham, Orange City. 

GEORGIA. 

;Jackson C. Atkinson, Midville. 
H.I.INOIS • 

. L'lllian M. Dilg, Morton Grove. 
KANSAS. 

Isabel Brown, Lansing. 
MICHIGAN~ 

E. Harold Ormes, Marenisco. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Charles F. Harris, Bentonia. 
Fred E. Brister, Bogue Cllitto. 
George H. Holley, Booneville. 
l\1att Sheppard, Braxton. 
Georgia A. McCuen, Brookville. 
Edward 1\1. Fant, Coahoma. 
Andrew l\1cD. Patterson, Como. 
Clara L. Wright, Enterprise. 
1\Iary U. Dollins, Glendora. 
Richard K. Haxton, Greenville. 
Mable C. Brashears, Gunnison. 
Edward A. Kernaghan, Hattiesburg. 
Suggs S. Matthews, Hazlehurst. 
Maude D. Montgomery, Hermanville. 
Elizabeth Connelly, Lexington. 
William X. Casanova, Logtown. 
Hammond H. Hinton, Lumberton. . 
Charles J. Hyde, 1\leridian. 
Lottie S. Smith, Pittsboro. 
Henry Boswell, Sanatorium. 
Dora McCurley, Stephenson. 

LXII-171 

Monroe L. Lott, Sumrall. 
Charles P. Chappell, Tupelo. 
Lemuel S. Jones, Yazoo City. 

MISSOUJ:I. 

William H. Lerbs, Berger. 
Colrnore Gray, Billings. 
Louis E. Meyer, Bowling Grccn. 
Elias K. Horine, Cassville. 
Alfred G. Neville, Eldon. 
Glen Kingen, Ellsinore. 
Oliver M. Silsby, Flat River. 
Archie C. Witt, Gower. 
Leonard Ancell, Higbee. 
Archie P. Myrick, Hunter. 
Julia Durham, Jacksonville. 
'Villiam S. Tabler, Jasper. 
Carl F. Sayles, Laclede. 
Charles B. Genz, Louisiana. 
John H. Jones, Marshall. 
Frank J. Black, Meadville. · 
Herbert H. A. Redeker, MorrisoiL 
Mattie Deball, Pomona. 
James D. A. Hood, jr., Republic. 
Harland F. Kleppinger, Rockville. 
Estella Marquis, Shell City. 
Zack R. Baskett, Summersville. 
Benjamin F. Northcott, Sumner. 
Knox G. Thomas, Verona. 
Charles 0. Vaughn, Weaubleau. 
Horace P. Bassett, Wheeling. 

NEBRASKA, 

Henrietta Andrews, Bellwood. 
Donald D. Price, Gothenburg. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Jeanette H. Claypoole, Cedarville. 
James H. Fullerton, Fords. 
Charles J. Draude-, Laurel Springs. 
Ross E. Mattis, Riverton . 

OHIO. 

Helen M. Roley, Basil. 
Myrtle M .. McCreery, Brecksville. 
Edwin E. Cook, Huron. 
Benjamin S. Dillehay, Waterford. 

U'f.AII. 

Frank M. Shafer, Moab. 
WYOMING, 

John W. Hullett, Chugwater . 

WITHDRAWAL. 
EJxecutive nomination withd1·awn {'ram th-e Senate February 11, 

1922. 
POSTMASTER. 

John W. Sample to be postmaster at Marble Hill in the State 
of Missouri. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 17, 19~~. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera .Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
Glory be to Thee 0 Lord most High! Vouchsafe to keep us 

this day without sin. Open up the wells of human conscious
ness and may there come help divine. 0 Light of _Life, shed 
upon our homes and our loved ones a way the blessings of good 
health and comfort, and give the fullest cup of earthly cheer. 
If any must walk the shores of life in sorrow, or thread the 
shadows all alone, or endure the aches which can not be re
vealed, give them the WJfailing secrets of a happy life. In our 
conduct and in our duties manifest Thy wisdom and give direc
tion to all problems of legislation. Extend the blessings of 
good will and the spirit of cooperation throughout our broad 
land, and more and more teach men everywhere that the paths 
of patient labor lead to the paths of peace and prosperity 
and that it is righteousness that exalteth a nation. Through 
Christ. Amen. 

The 3"ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
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APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INTERIOR DEPABTMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the motion of 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [1\.fr. CARTER] to recommit the 
a11propriation bill, which motion the Clerk will repo1·t. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. CARTER ID'Oves to recommit the bill to the Comm!ttee on Appro

pt·iations. with instructions to report the same baek forthwith, with 1 

tbe following amendments : On page 13 strik.~ out lines 8, 9, 18, 19, 
22, 23 1 24, and 25, said lines providing appropriations 'for the sur
veyors general in the States of Colorado, Oregon. Wash1.ogton, and 
Wyoming. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina) there were 13 ayes and 43 noes. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I m.ake the 
point that no quorum is present. 

Tile SPEAKER. The gentleman _from South Carolina makes 
the point that no quorum is present. Evidently there is no 
quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were--yeas 102, nays "218, 
answered ' present " 2, not voting 108, as fallows: 

A swell 
Bankhead 
Barldey 
Dell 
Black 
B land, Va. 
Blanton 
Bowling 
Box 
Brand 

Drane 
Drewry 
Duprl! 
Favrot 
Fisher 

YEAS~102. 

'Lanham 
Lar en, Ga. 
Lazaro 
Lee. Ga. 
Logan 
London 
Lowrey 

Rankin 
Rayburn 
Rouse 
lluclier 
8abath 
Sanders, Tex. 
Band lin 
Sears i 

ANSWERED ... , PRESENT "...:.....2. 
Coclnan Cramton 

NOT VOTING--1.08. 
Almon Faust 'Lankford 
Anderson Fields Lawrence 
Ansorge Focht Lee, N.Y. 
Bird Gensman Lineberger 
Boies Gould Linthicum 
Bond Graham, Pa. Little 
.Brennan Hadley McKenzie 
llrin on Harrison McLaughlin, Pa. 
Britten Hays Madden 
Burke H ersey M:ansfield 
Cannon Hill Michaelson 
•Carter Hogan Miller 
Chandler, N. Y. Houghton Mudd 
Chandl~r. Okla. .Hukriede Nolan 
Chi11dblom Husted O'Brien 
Codd Ireland Ogden 
Col Ohio .James Paige 
Co.nnolly, Pa. .Jefferis. Nebr~ Parker, N.J. 
Cooper, Ohio Johnson, Ky. Pauish 
Coughlin K ahn Patterson, Mo. 
Crowther Keller Perlman 
Curry K elley, .Mich. .Rainey, Ala. 
Dea:l Kennedy Reber 
Driver Kitchin Riddick 
Dunbar Kni~ht Riordan 
Dyer Kreider .Rogers 
Edmonds Kunz Ryan 

.So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced : 

Schall 
Shaw 
Siegel 
Speaks 
Stiness 
Strong, Pa. 
Sullivan 
Tague 
Taylor, Colo. -
Taylor, T enn. 
Temple 
Ten Eyek 
Thompson 
•.ru on 
Tinkham 
Up haw 
Vare 
Volk 
Ward, N.C. 
Ward, N.Y. 
Wheeler 
Win low 
Wise 
Wood, Ind. 
Woods, Va, 
Wurzbach 
Yates 

Mr. CARTER (for) with Mr. CRAMTON (against). 
Mr. RIORDAN (for) with Mr. 'VINSLOW (against), 
General pairs: 
.Mr. PATTERSON of l\1is ouri with l\!r. O'BRIEN. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr·. FIELDS. 

Brigg 
Buchanan 
Bulwlnklc 
Byi'nes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Can trill 
Carew 

Fulmer 
Gallivan 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gil bert 
Goldsborough 
Griffin 
Hammer 
Hardy, Tex. 
Hawes 

Lyon 
McClintic 
McDuffie 
McSwain 
Martin 
Mead 

Sison 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Stoll 

i Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania with Mr. TAGUE. 
~ .Mr. COUGHLIN with l\fr. LANKFORD, 
I Mr. REBER with Mr. P ARIUSH. 

Clark, Fla. 
Collier 
Collins 
Connally, Tex. 
Cri p 
Cullen 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dominick 
Dough ton 

Ackerman 
Andrew, Mass. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Appleby 
Arentz 
Atkeson 
Bacharach 
Barbour 
Beck 
Beedy 
Begg 
Ben.bam 
Bixler 
Blakeney 
}{land, Jud. 
Bowers 
Rrooks, Ill. 

· Brooks, Pa. 
, Brown, Tenn. 
· Browne, Wjs. 
. Burdick 

Bur-rou"'hs 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Cable 

· Campbell, Kans. 
Campbell, Pa. 

. Ci.Jalmers 
: Christopherson 

Clague 
Clarke, N.Y. 
Cla son 
Clouse 

. Cole,lowa 
Colton 
Connell 
Cooper, Wis. 
CopJpy 
Crago 
l.}al 
Dailln.ger 
Darrow 
Davi , Minn. 

· l~Jnps y 
. Denison 
: Dickinson 
: Dowell 
· Dunn 

Echols 
, Elliott 
I Ellis 
· Evans 

F.airchlld 

Hooker 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Humphreys 
Jacoway 
Jeffers, Ala. 
Johnson, Miss. 
Jones, Tex. 

"Kincheloe 
Kindred 

Montague 
Moore, Va. 
O'Connor 
Oldtl.eld 
Oliver 
Oversb.'eet 
Padgett 
Park, Ga. 
.PArkS, Ark. 
Pou 
Quin 
'Rainey, 'III. 
Ramseyer 

Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Taylor, Ark. 
Thomas 
Tillman 
Tyson 
Vinson 
Weaver 
Wilson 
Wright 

N.A.YS-218. 
Fairfield 
Fenn 
Fess 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Fordney 
Foster 
Ft·ear 
Free 
Freeman 
French 
Frothingham 
Fuller 
Funk 
Gahn 
Gernerd 
Glynn 
GoodykooJltz 
Gorman 
Graham, ilL 
Green,Jowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haugen 
nawley 
Hayden 
Herrick 
Hie key 
Hicks 
llimes 
Hoch 
HuU 
I;£ u tcbin.son 
Johnson, • . Dak . 
1ohn on, Wash. 
Jone, P:a, 
Kearns 
Kelly, Pa. 
'Kunda II 
.Ketcham 
Kiess 
King 
·Kinkaid 
Kirkpatrick 
Kis el 
Kleczka 
Kline, N.Y. 
Kline, Pa. 
,Knutson 
Kopp 
Kraus 
Lampert 
Langley 

Larson, Minn. Roach 
Layton Robet'Uion 
L ea, Calif. llobsion 
L eatherwood Rodenberg 
Lehlbach Rose 
Longworth Rosenbloom 
Luce Rossdale 
Luhring Sanders, Ind. 
McArthur Sanders, N. Y. 
McCormick Scott, Mich. 
McFadden Scott, Tenn. 
McLaughlin, Mich.Shelton 
McLaughlin, Nebr.Shreve 
McPherson Sinclair 
MacGregor Sinnott 
Magee Slemp · 
Maloney Smith, Jd.aho 
Mann Smith, Mich. 
Mapes Snell 
Merritt Snyder 
.Michener Sproul 
Mills Stafford 
lHllspa.ugh Steenerson 
Mondell Stephens 
Montoya .Strong, Kans. 
Moore, IlL Summers, WaBh 
Moore,.Ohio Sweet · 
Moores, Ind. Swing 
Morgan Taylor, N.J. 
Morin Tim.bedak:e 
Mott Tincher 
-uurphy Towner 
Nelson, A. F. {freadway 
Nelso.n, J. M. Und~rhill 
.Nc.wton, Minn. V-a.ile 
Newton, Mo. Vestal 
Norton Voigt 
OlpJl 'Volstead 
Osborne Walsh 
Parker, tl. Y. Walters 
Patterson, N.J. Wason 
Perkins Watson 
Petersen Webster 
Porter 'White, Kans. 
Pringey White, Me. 
Purn~u Willtllnlil 
RadcJUfe Wllliarn.son 
Raker Wingo 
Ransley Woodruff 
Reavis Woodyard 
Reooe Wyant · 
Reed, N.Y. Young 
Reed, W. Va. Zihlman 
Rhodes 
Ricketts 

! 
I 
l 
i 

i 
l 
1 

1\Ir. THo:M:PSON with . Mr. JoHNSON of Kentucky. 
1\ir. V ABE with Mr. DEAL. 
Mr. Woon of Indiana with Mr. WISE. 
1\Ir. Conn with Mr. LINTHICUM. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM with Mr. KITCHIN. 
Mr. KELLER with 1\Ir. ALMON. 
Mr. HUKRIEDE with Mr. TEN EYCK. 

Mr. Bmn with Mr. Wooos of Virginia. 
Mr. TILSON with Mr. DRIVER. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania with Mr. KuNz. 
Mr. CHANDLER of Oklahoma with Mr. LEA of California. 
l\1r. FAUST with. Mr. BRINSON. 
1\.fr. OGDEN with Mr. RAINEY of Alabama. . 
1\lr. LAWRENCE with Mr. '!'AYLOR of Colorado. 
l\fr. PERLMAN with Mr. UPSH~W. 
Mr. BRENNAN with 1\Ir. '\V ARD of North Carolina. 
l\Ir. IRELAND with l\fr. l\IA SFIELD. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. HoGAN with Mr. HA1UUSON. 
Mr. CRAMTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I voted "no." I am pairell 

with the gentlE>rnan from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. I wish to 
withdraw my vote and answer ''-present." 

l\fr. CRAMTON answered " present" as above recorded. 
Tl:le result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
A quorum being present, the doors we~e opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question .is on the passage of the 

bill. 
The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. CRAMTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 

1 whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
of the following title: 

H. R. 5659. An act for the relief of Ellen .M. W-illey, widow 
of Owen S. Willey. 

. The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
' bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
, House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 2993. An act authorizing a modification oi the adopted 
project for Indiana Harbor, Ind. ; and 

S. 2024. An act for the relief of Blanche Winters. 
SEN ATE RILLS REFERilED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
; titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 

their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 
S. 2024. An act for the relief of Blanche Winters; to the 

' Committee on War Claims. 
S. 2993. An act authorizing a modification of the adopted 

project for Indiana Harbor, Ind.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and H!!rb~!:S. - · · I 

-
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ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO TilE PRESIDENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. RICKE'.rTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that February 16 they had presented . to the President of 
the United States for h!s npproYal the following bills: 

H. n. 1268. An act for the relief of the Six 1\linute Ferry Co., 
of Vallejo, Calif.; 

H. R. 1362. An act for the relief of l\1. Fine & Sons ; 
H. R. 1370. ·An act for the relief of Col. Herbert Deakyne, 

Corps of Engineers, United States Army; 
H. R. 1372. An act for the relief of the l\1. Feitel House 

Wrecking Co.; 
H. R.1721. An act to authorize the refund of a part of the 

purchase price of Camp Mills to the Buffalo Housewrecking & 
Salvage Co. ; 

H. R.1733. An act for the relief of W. R. Grace & Co.; 
H. R. 2144. An act for the relief of the owners of the schooner 

Charlotte W. 1ll iller; 
H. R: 3249. An a("t for the relief of certain employees of the 

Bureau of Lighthouses; 
H. R. 5597. An act granting an increase of pension to N. May 

Jernegan; 
H. R. 6437 . . /U1 act for the relief of the Cleveland Trinidad 

Paving Co., of CleYeland, Ohio; 
H. R. 6622. An act for the relief of Gaetano Davide Olivari fu 

Fortunato; 
H. R. 8217. An act to authorize the payment of $872.96 to the 

Government of Italy for the relief of the heirs and assigns of 
N. Ferro; 

H. R. 9931. An act to extend the time for completing the con-
struction of a bridge across the Delaware River; 

H. R. 2373. An act to authorize association of producers of 
agricultural products ; 

H. R. 9724. An act making appropriations for the Treasury 
Department for the fiscal year end!ng June 30, 1923, and for 
other purposes ; and 

H. R. 7077. An act to increase the force and salaries in the 
Patent Office, and for other purpose;:;. 

BONUS LEGISLATION. 

Mr. GARNER. 1.\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fi·om Texas asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARNER. l\Ir. Speaker, it was not my purpose during 

the preliminary consideration of the bonus bill to mention the 
subject in the House of Representatives, but a matter has oc
curTed this morning wllich I think the House is entitled to 
know about, and against which I for one want to protest. · It 
is all right, so far as I am concerned, and I think so far as the 
country is concerned, for the Republican membership of the 
Committee on 'Vays and l\Ieans to have their executive sessions 
without the Democrats being present. That has been done and 
will be done as long as we are organized as parties in this coun
try, but what I want to call the attention of the House to and 
protest against is the Republicans haYing an executive session 
and calling witnesses before them in order to determine upon 
legislation pending before the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I say frankly that that ought not to exist, and that the House 
ought to take some action to prevent it, if need be. The Re
publicans of the Ways and l\leans Committee, if I am correctly 
informed by gentlemen outside of the committee, and the gentle
men of the committee are here and they can tell me whether I 
am ~orrect or not, held a meeting this morning at \Yhich they 
called before them representatives of the American Legion to 
advise them concerning the report of the so-called bonus bill. 
If that information is correct, it is an outrage on the House of 
Representatives. It is not fair play, because you will under
take to quote on the floor of this House, as you diU touching 
another bill, what they said touching the measure which you 
may report. If I am correctly informed, you called before 
you the representatives of the American Legion, the legislative 
members of the American Legion, whose duty it is to adYise 
Congress, and they are undertaking to advise you in secret ses
sion ·without giving the country or the entire membership of the 
House of Representatives an opportunity to know what is goinu 
on with reference to information upon which you are going t~ 
base legislation. I do not object to them being called, but the 
minority members have a right to be present. You have a right 
after you get all of your information to go into :-:ecret session. 
It is your business to do that, if you see proper to legislate in 
that manner, but you have not the right to haYe secret sessions 
and invite representatives of the American Legion or repre
sentatives of any other class before you and have them under-

take to tell you the character of legislation that you shall report 
without having anyone else there or at least having a steno
graphic report of it, so that this House may have the benefit 
of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MONDELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I am a little surprised at the 

statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. The 
gentleman is generally moderate and reasonably accurate in his 
statements, but I think the gentleman bas been neither moder
ate nor accurate this morning. The gentleman admits that it 
has been the practice for a very long time and will be so long 
as party responsibility is recognized in the House for the ma
jority members of committees to meet to discuss matters pend
ing before the House, proposals of legislation. It is not only 
usual but it is entirely logical that at those meetings they shall 
bear anyone they may desire to bear on matters pending before 
the House on legislative suggestions. Those are not official 
meetings of the 'Vays and Means Committee to which be refers. 

l\Ir. GAR~ER. Mr. Speaker, will U~e gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. In just a moment. They are unofficial 

meetings of the majority members of the committee, seeking 
information with regard to propositions and problems before 
the House, and it is entirely proper, it is usual, that they shall 
seek such information and expression of op:nion as may seem 
wise and proper to them to get. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. GARNER. The .gentleman speaks about my inaccuracy. 
He has been here for nearly a quarter of a century. I ask the 
gentleman to name one single instance in that time where the 
partisanship of a committee has :-:ummoned witnesses before 
it to cons:uer legislation in executive session. · 

Mr. l\fONDELL. Oh--
l\Ir. GARNER. Name it; name it. The gentleman says that 

I am inaccurate, and he also says that it is usual to do this 
very thing. Kame a single instance in a quarter of a century. 

1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. I do not happen to remember the particular 
occasion, the particular hour or the particular day, but I 
know there have been many such occasions. 

1\Ir. GARNER. Name a single one. 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. The gentleman from Texas knows--
1\Ir. GARNER. Oh, name a single one. 
Mr. l\IOI\""DELL. Oh, the idea of asking we to recall some 

hour of some particular day when a thing of that kind might 
haYe occurred! I know that the majority members of com· 
mittees of which I have been a member, of committees of which 
the gentleman himself is and has been a member, haYe had -
people before them asking their opinion with regard to legisla
tion. Tlle Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ieans did that in the preparation of the Underwood tariff bill. 

l\Ir. GARNER. Never since I have been a member of that 
committee lla>e the Democrats in secret session summoned evi
dence tC\ make up a bill. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman must have been absent. 
1.\Ir. GAUNER. No; I was not absent. 
l\Ir. l\IO"NDELL. The gentleman's memory is Yery convenient. 
:Mr. G~\.RNER. Oh, my memory is correct. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 

has expired. 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for hvo minutes more. 
The SPE~\.KER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1.\Ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman ·yield? 
1\lr. 1\IONDELL. Yes. 
1\Ir. FORDNEY. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 

was a member of the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans when the 
Underwood bill was being prepared and the rates being fixed, 
he will recall that the Democrats, in executive session, called 
in a man from New York to give them information on lemons 
and that they took his advice and wrote it into the bill: 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

l\Ir. GARNER. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. 1\IONDELL. Since the gentleman has been handed that 

lemon, I am perfectly willing. 
1\Ir. GARNER.. l\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from 1.\Iichigan 

is ju~t about as accurate in that statement as he ·was touchino
the prices that Field & Co., in Chicago, paid for certain article;, 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I challenge 
the gentleman from Michigan to show . by a single member 
that~-

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, well, Mr. _Speaker-- . 
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1\lr. ·GARNER. Oh, wait a moment. There never has been 13. 
man befere .a secret ses ion of the Democratic members of the 
Committee ()ll Ways and 1\leans since I have been a member 
of that committee, and I was a member of the committee when 
it mmle up the Underwood bill. 

Mr. M:ONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I -do . not know what ·the 
gentleman refers to as secr-et sessions, but it is a well-known 
fact, and I think the gentleman will not deny it, that in their 
ronferE>nces on the tariff and other bills the Democratic Mem
bers had -experts or o-cal.led ex~rts fl!om the Treasury De
partment and others before them, giving them their o-piinion 
and testifying with :regard to matters before the committee. 

That was done repeatedly, and it is entirely proper that it 
should 'be done. The majority is 1·esponsible, and un-der its 
respon ibility the majorities on the Ways and Means Committee 
on both ide· of the Hou e have made a practice of having cer
tain matter first considered by the majority m-embers of 
•Committees, and they haTe he.ard ·an)'one they thought could 
give them useful information in regal'd to the matters before 
them. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again -ex
pired. 

Mr. ~,ORD~~Y. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous c.onsent to 
address the House for tw.o minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there -objection? IAfter a pause.] The 
Chair ltears none. 

'Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speak-er, I wish to say to gentlemen of 
'the House that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GAR ~EB], at the 
time we had hearings upon the bonus bill, freely and fully 
expre ed himself in ·oppo ition to a bonn bill. T·he Bepuali-can 
member of the WaFS ~nd Mean -committee bave not thought 
it wi e to call int.o their eonfidenc men to help to prepUTe that 
bill whom we knew w-ere unalterably opposed to a bonn bill. 
[Applau e.] W.e judged so fr.om their expression. And the 

. Ways and Means Committee and other committees of this House 
have always had. '!'rea ury experts and -other officials before the 
committee when the majority members of the cgmmittee were 
considering tlle malting of :rates in a revenue bill. The Republi
can metnbe1·s of the Ways and Mean Committee ~re doing that 
.same thing now.. We had before us thi morning u man con
·nected with the Ameri-can Legion .and asked him for expert 
information, \Yhich he gave. And I will ay to the gentleman 
from '.l'ex.as the Republican membe~:s of the Way and Means 
C.ommittee are at work every minute preparing a bonus bill. 
1Uld we will !Pre ent that measure to a conference of Republican 
Member of this House within tlle next 10 days, in my opinion 
{applause], ·and the Republican Member.s of this Houl:ie will 
. pass a bonus bill. That is what we will do, b-ut will give gentle
men 'On the Democratic .side <>f tihis Honse a chance to vote for 
or against that bill. [Appla:u e.] We .are using every .honor-
1.lble effort to prepare that bill o that when it is presented to 
the Hou e the Republicans of this House will agree ·with the 
committee ; if not, we want the Republican Members to direct 
RE-publican members of the Ways and Means Committee how 
to prepare that bill and how to bring it in here for final action. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Ji>RINTING OF THE REPORT OF NATIONAL AGltiCULTURAL CONFERENCE. 

l\Ir. HAUGE...."'T. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Agriculture I ask ynanimous consent that the report of com
mittees and resolution and the report of the National Agri
cultural Conference, held January 23 .te 27~ be printed as a 
public document. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not .hear the last :few 
words. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That the report of the National Agrieultural 
IOonference 'be printed as a public document. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks .unanimous 
eon ent that the rE:'port .of the National Agt·icultn:ral Conference 
be print d as a public <locument. Is the1·e objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Ml·. Speaker, reserving the l'ight to object, how 
many of these will be available? It is quite :a voluminous 
volume. 

l\1r. HAUGEN. If 'Printed as a <J.ocument, it will make 280 
:pages, 1,340 copies will be .available, and will cost $954.87. 

Mr. 'V A.LSH. One thousand three :hundred copies will not 
give .the :men representing agricultural districts very many. 
Why does mot the gentleman ·offer a resolution and let it go to 
.the Committee on ftinting .in the ordinary course? 

.Mr . .HAUGEN. W.e m·e pursuing the ordinary course, and if 
his request is granted I intend to request that the additional 

copies be printed. The limit of cost on additional copies, I 
understand, is fixed at $500~ wiU eost $92.24 .a thousand. 

J.Ir. HUMPHREYS. Reserving the right to object, I ·could 
not hear the answer of the gentleman from Iowa. How many 
of these reports are going to be printed? 

.M:r. HAUGE...."f. Under the rule we will have 1.,370 copies, 
and if the r.equest is agreed to I will ask ·unanimous consent 
that additional copies be printed, costing $92.24 a thousand. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The gentleman will ask to have them 
distributed through the folding room ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is tb~re "Objection? 
1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1\lr. Speaker, for the time be

ing, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

OnDER OF BUSINESS TO-MORROW. 

Mr. GARRETT ·of Tenne see. Mr. Speaker, T ask unnnimous 
consent to proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair bears none. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. :Mr . . Speaker, I would like to 
nsk the gentleman from Wyoming about the program for to ... mor
row. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we hope to take up for consid
eration to-day bills on the Private Calendar unobjected t<>. 1\fy 
thou-ght is ii.f we make good progress ,to-day, if the majority of 
the gentlemen seem to desire it, we might stand in recess to
morrow and give gentlemen an opportunity to catch up with 
.committee Wi'GTk and their correspondence. I think it is highly 
important tllat we shall give careful consideration to tile Private 
CaJencla:r. 1ft bas not been consid-ered for quite a long time. If 
we make very good progress on the Private 10alenda.r, I am 'in 
"hopes we may stand in recess for to-morrow. 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of cour e, the Priv.at.e Calen
da.i· could <>nly come up to-morrow by unanimous consent, · o I 
do n()t see why to-morrow's program should be depend nt upon 
the progress made to-day. 

Mr. MONDELL. Possib1y not. 
Mr. GARRE'l'T of Tennes ee. So :far as I know ther.e is no 

disposition to obstruct consideration 'of bills on the Private Cal
endar to-day. There is a very general desire, I think, that there 
hall not be a se ion of the House to-morrow, and I had hoped 

the .gentlem&n coul<l see his way clear to ask unanimous consent 
now. 

1\l·r. 1\!0NDELL. We are always anxious to know the view of 
the minority leader, and the view he has just expressed will 
very largely influence me with reference to to-morrow's pro
gram, and I hope we may see our 'Way clear to stand in recess 
to-morrow. I do not particula1·ly care to submit that request 
now, Mr. Speaker . 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennes E:'e. Mr. Spea.Jrer, so far as that is 
concerned, it is not the minority request, let me uy to the 
gentleman. If the gentleman has impoTtant 'business that be 
·wants to pursue to-morrow, the minoTity wil.l throw nothing in 
the way, but there is a feeling among Members generally, on the 
gentleman's side as w·ell as on 1hls, that it might be very de
sirable to have a :reeess to-morrow. 

Mr. MONDELli. If the gentleman will allow, I will submit 
a 'tlllanimous-eon ent reque t, Mr. Speaker, that we consider 
to-day in the House, as in Committe of the Whole, bills on the 
'Private Calendar unobjected to, and that when w adjourn 
to-day we adjom·n to meet on 1\londay. 

The ..SPEAKER. 'The gentleman from W-yoming asks unani
mous eonsent that to-nay bills on the Private Calendar unob
jeeted to be con ·idered in the House us in Committee of tbe 
Whele, and that when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to. meet 
·on 1\10'nday next. I there objection! 

Mr. SEARS. Reserving the right to object-! object. 
The .SPEAKER. The aentleman from Florida objects. 
Mr. MON'DELL. Mr. peake.r, I ask unanimous consent to 

take up for consideration in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole bills on the Private Calendar unobjected to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani· 
mous consent to take up for consideration in the House as 'in 
.Committee of the Whole bills on th.e Private Calendar unob
jected to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. SPROUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask ·unanimous eansent that 
indefinite leave of :R:bsence be gra·nted my colleague, Mr. <(JHIND
BLOM, who is at hom.e ~n account of iJlness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani· 
mons consent that his colleague, Mr. CHINDBLO:M, be given in· 
definite leave of ab ence on account of illness. Is there o'bje.c· 
tion? 

.There was nP obj~tion. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on M,onday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani · 
mou consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to m~t on l\Ionday next. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. SEARS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
what i the request? 

The SPEAKER. That when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. SEARS. I objeet for the present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects for the present. 
Mr. MANN. That will not pass your Florida bill. [Laughter.] 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
· Private Calendar. 

LUKE RATIGAN. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2614) for the relief of Luke Ratigan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of this bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I believe this bill is of more than local concern, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

DR. 0. H. TITTMANN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6245) for the relief of Dr. 0. H. Tittmann, former superintend
ent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of this bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. • 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 

the next bill. 
LLOYD E. GANDY. 

The next bu. iness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
l861) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to Lloyd E. 
Candy, of Spokane, Wash., his heirs and assigns, the right to 
overflow certain lands on the Fort George Wright Military Res
ervation, at Spokane, Wash., on such terms a may be pre
:&cribed by the Secretary of War, and for other purposes. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\fr. WALSH. 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

nave objected .to · this measure heretofore when it was up previ
ously, and unless there is some other information beyond what 
is contained in the report, I feel that I must insist upon my ob
jection. If the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WEBSTER] bas 
additional arguments in support of the matter or any further 
information, I will be glad to hear him. 

Mr. WEBSTER 1\lr. Speaker, the history of this measure 
very briefly is this: It bas been before the Congress for a num
ber of years. It has been referred to several Secretaries of 
War. It has been approved by all of them. It has twice passed 
the Senate. It was passed there very recently in the exact 
form in which it appears in the House bill. 

The purpo e of the legislation is to permit the development 
of a valuable water-power site on the Spokane River. The In
terests of the Government are amply safeguarded. The Secre
tary of War has plenary power to enforce compliance with any 
conditions that he may see fit to impose. 

It is not a private enterprise in the sense of its being alto
gether free of public interest. The public is vitally concerned 
in the development of these water powers, and it will enable 
this gentleman to develop a water power which will come tn 
competition with a large company that now enjoys a monopoly 
in Spokane and that vicinity. I am persuaded that every pos
sible and conceivable interest of the Government is protected 
by the bill. If it were not so, I certainly would not be advocat-
ing its pa sage. • 

Mr. \V ALSH. Well, of· course, I appreciate the fact that the 
gentleman from \Vashington would not be urging a matter 
which be felt was detrimental to the interests of the Govern
ment. But it is rather a new departure in permitting a Govern
ment reservation, set aside for military purposes, to be over
flowed, and structures to be erected there upon it or adjacent 
to it by a private enterprise. 

Mr. WEBSTER. If the gentleman will permit me, it is 
hardly fair to characterize this as a private enterprise. It is 
an enterprise to develop a valuable water-power site and devote 
it to a beneficial use by generating electrical energy for the 
benefit of the public. The land involved here is a precipitous 
bank of the Spokane River, upon which there is a growth of 
a small amount of timber valuable only for firewood. 

The land involved, which will be utilized if this bill passes, 
is a steep bank on the Spokane River, so precipitous as to make 
it impossible to reclaim the few trees that are now growing on 
it for any other purpose except for firewood. The bill requires 
the grantees to convey to the Government suitable land of the 
Government's own selection to be added to the reservation to 
compensate for the portion that is flooded, and the Secretary of 
War has the privilege of selecting the land and to impose upon 
these men any conditions which he thinks are requisite to pro
tect the interests of the Government, and these men stand ready 
to convey to the Government any amount of land which the Gov
ernment may say is fair and right to compensate the Govern
ment for the privilege of overflowing this river bank. 

1\fr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman's in
terest in the matter, and realize that to the extent which he has 
suggested it is not a private enterprise; but I do not believe that 
we should establish the precedent in this particular instance, 
and highly as I regard the gentleman--

1\Ir. WEBSTER. I understand--
Mr. WALSH. And his interest in the matter--
1\Ir. ·wEBSTER. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 

for a moment? There has already been invested in developing 
this water-power site a considerable amount of money, involv
ing perhaps $250,000, and the whole enterprise is now stopped 
because of the inability to get this right to flood the banks of 
this river. It does seem to me that the development of a water
power site should not be held up under these conditions. This 
is not a case where we are taking from the Government some 
valuable land on a military 1·eservation. This involves the 
granting of an easement to flood some land on a precipitous 
river bank, and the necessity for doing this is obvious. It is 
absolutely essential that this privilege be granted. You are re
tarding and holding up the development of this enterprise alto
gether, because we all know that the construction of the dam 
proposed will floQd this property, and unless the Government 
grants this concession it mak.es it absolutely impossible to devote 
to a beneficial use a valuable water-power site almost within 
the city limits of a city of more than 100,000 population. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. If this were private property 
they would condemn it and go ahead with their enterprise? 

Mr. \VEBSTER. Undoubtedly. If--
1\fr. SANDERS of Indiana.. But being Government property 

and happening to be within the area affected by the improve
ment, they can go no further unless the Government is willing 
to allow them to make the slight damage that will be made. 

Mr. WEBSTER. That is the situation, and I want to say 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I do not in any way 
consider his objection as personal. I have no doubt that he 
is guided by what be considers to be his duty, but I am con
vinced that if the gentleman knew this situation, knew it in 
its details as I know it, being right on my doorstep as it is, he 
would not object to it. I am certain that every interest of the 
Government bas been protected by the provisions of the bill. 
I have recognized throughout my service here that my first 
duty is to the Government, and I do- not believe any Member 
of this Congress will attribute to me an effort to " put over " 
anything in this body. I am interested in this bill because it 
is essential to the development of a great water-power site 
near my home city in which some of my people have invested 
large sums of money in order to enable them to go into tile 
making of electrical energy to compete with what is now a 
monopoly in that city. If this were land in private ownership, 
it would be subject to condemnation for a public use. Obviously 
that can not be done when the title is in the Government. 
These men stand ready now to do anything that the Secretary 
of War may say is reasonable and proper to be do-ne . to compen
sate for the privilege of flooding this river bank. I hope the 
gentleman will not object. 

Mr. WALSH. I trust the gentleman did not find in anything 
that I have stated any reason to suppose for a moment that I 
felt that he was trying to put over anything in the way of legis
lation. 

Mr. WEBSTER. No; I did not. 
1\lr. WALSH. I know that the gentleman would not endeavor 

to do anything of that sort. Is it a fact that there is no place 
in this immediate vicinity where this development can be under
taken under the general water power act? 
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Mr. WEBSTER. Tlutt is precisely the situation, for the 
reason that others haYe acquired a monopoly of these water
power sites and are now in the enjoyment of a practical mo
nopoly in supplying electrical energy to that community, and 
this will tend to break it up. I hope "the gentleman will not 
object. This bill is really meritorious. It has had a tremen
dously rou{J"h \oyag . On two or three occasions it has been 
submitted to the Wa r Department, both under the former ad
ministration and the present administration. E\ery Secretary 
who has had his attention directed to it bas approyed it. It 
has been t·eported unanimously three times by the House Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 
1\Ir. MAl\TN. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

undet·stood the gentleman to say that the Senate has passed an 
identical bill. 

1\II·. WEBSTER. It has. 
Mr. MANN. ':fhen, why are we fooling with the House bill? 
Mr. '' EBSTER. I was going to try to get unanimous consent 

to substitute the Senate bill, which is. precisely the same, but 
I ha\e got to get the right to consider my bill first, I assume. 

l\1r. MAl\'N. No; tb~ gentleman could make both requests at 
the same time, but I have no objection to having two requests 
made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

take from the Speaker's table the Senate bill, which is identical 
with the House bill, to discharge the Committee on Military 
Afl'airs from the further consideration of that bill, and substi
tute it for the House bill now on the Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. MAl\~. The question is, Where is the bill? The gen
tleman first asks unanimous consent to take it from the 
Speaker's table and then to discharge the Committee on Military 
Affairs from further consideration of it. It is not before the 
Committee on Military Affairs if it is on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The Cl1air is informed that it is in the Com
mittee on Military Affairs although the bill physically is here. 
The gentleman from Washington asks unanimous consent t.J 
discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from the furth~r 
consideration of the bill S. 29, and that it may be considered 
in lieu of the House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ~ar be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and empowered to grant an overflow I1ght and easement to 
Lloyd E. Gandy, of Spokane, Wash., as grantee, his heirs and assigns, 
to raise the waters of the Spokane River along the east shore line of 
the Fort George Wright Military Reservation at Spokane, Wash., to 
such an extent, in such mannet·, and on such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary of War may prescribe : Provided, That the Secretary of 
War may require, in his discretion, as a condition precedent to the over
flow of the said lands, either that the said Lloyd E. Gandy, the grantee 
under the act, shall fill the overflowed lands to such an extent as may 
be necessary to permanently establish the target range above high
water level in its present location on the reservation, Ol' that he shall 
convey to the Umted State. in exchange for the said overflow right 
and easement other lands for a target range for the reservation of 
such area and extent and in such location as in the -judgment of the 
Secretary of War may be satisfactory for the said purpose, and the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept on behalf of the 
United States title to such lands as may be conveyed: Provided ft~rlhet·, 
That the grantee, the said Lloyd E. Gandy, shall construct to the satis
faction of the Secretary of War, or such officer or officers as he may 
designate, either on the lands filled in on the reservation, or on the 
lands conveyed to the United States in exchange for the overflow right 
and easement gt·anted by this act, as the case may be, such target 
butts, pits, buildings, and other necessary accessories as may be re
quired to replace the existing Government range on the reservation : 
And provided further, That the Secretary of War be, and he is het·eby, 
authorized to condemn, at the expense of the grantee herein. and so 
far as may be found expedient, any land advantageous or desirable for 
target-range purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a ·third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was pa sed was laid on the table. 

~lr. 1\.IANN. I gsk unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 
2861 be laid on the table. 

The request was agreed to. 

GEORGE VAN DEBBURGH BROWN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3057) for the relief of George Van Derburgh Brown. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the l>ill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
l wish to inquire of some membe'r of the committee upon what 

is predic-ated the statement in the bill that this accident was 
the result of the gross negligence on the part of the driver? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. If the gentleman would read the report 
he would see that the driver went on a different street from 
that which he was directed to go on and that he did not have a 
light only on one side of the truck, a small kerosene lamp, and 
that he turned the corner without blowing his horn. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to ay to the gentleman from North 
Carolina that I ha\e read the report in full. I read it some 
months ago, and my impression is that I came to the conclusion 
that the driver was not gros~ ly negligent. Emphasis is laid on 
the statement in the report tliat the truck had kerosene lamps. 
It is known by · any person acquainted in the sli"hte t degree 
with the motor industry that motor trucks do not have electric 
lights; they have kero ene lamps. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. This was a side light, and the other had 
no oil in it and, of course, was not lighted. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to inquire of some gentleman pres
ent whether there is a sidewalk on Garden Street leading across 
l\fason Street, where the accident occurred? 

l\Ir. LUCE. l\ly recollection is tllat there are sidewalk on 
both sides. 

l\1r. STA.FFORD. Is there any pathway on the street proper 
llistinguisbing the place where pedestrians are to walk? 

1\Ir. LUCE. I do not rE>member any such. 
1\lr. STAFFORD. The report says that the locality where 

the woman was killed as a result of thi motor-driven post-office 
vehicle was poorly lighted. There is nothing in the report so 
far as I hilv-e been able to find showing that this driYer of the 
motor truck was gro sly negligent. 

There is nothing to show that the person killed or her hus
band was E':Xercising ordinary care nnd that the · accident might 
not be due to some negligence on their part-getting confu ed 
by eeing an approaching truck. The speed that the truck was 
going was not so tremendously out of the ordinary. 

Mt·. LUCE. 1\lr. Speaker, the questions which the gentleman 
raises have been threshed out in two of our 1\fas achusetts 
courts. In the lower court the chauffeur was found guilty and 
upon appeal to the superior court. that couxt came to the arne 
conclusion nn<l the penalty was imposed. 

Mr. STA]'FORD. What penalty was imposed? 
Mr. LUCE. A fine. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 1\fN.'ely a fine; if he hnd been grossly negli

gent he should ha"\"e been convicted of manslaughter, but there 
was only a minor fine. 

Mr. LUCE. I agree with the gentleman. I am one of those 
who believe that while WE' are coming slowing to the point of 
adequately punishing reckless automobile drivers and while I 
am almost tempted to criticize our courts in this particular I 
recognize the fact that apparently as yet public opinion does 
not justify the imposition of punishment proportionate to the 
misery wrought by the carele s and indifferent driYers. So I 
am obliged to tflke the situation as I find it and recognize that 
there may be gross negligence and yet not a penalty such as I 
personally believe ought to be imposed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit .me to call the 
attention of the Honse to this testimony of the driver who 
noticed the two pedestrians approaching the crossing and stated 
that he figured that if be sounded the horn it would naturally 
cause them to walk fastet· , leaving him ample room to pass 
behind, but in some manner they became confused, did not go 
forward, stopped, and the next thing he knew the left front 
wheel of the truck pa sed ov-er the woman s body. Now, this 
driver apparently was exercising ordinary care. Where is there 
anything in the report to show that the pedestrians, one of 
whom was unfortunately killed, were exercising rea onable 
care? 

Mr. LUCE. The t~stimony before the court pro\ed that con
clusiv-ely. The gentleman has giYen the dri•er's statement and 
naturally he made it to his own advantage as far a · he could 
make it. 

It is disproved by the testimony of all of the other who had 
anj·thing to do with the affair, or who were in the neighbod10od, 
and the court evidently believed that t11e contention of the de
fendant was untrue. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Where is the testimony, as shown by the 
report, wbich shows that tbe pede trians were using reasonable 
care? 

Mr. LUCE. While I am not speaking for the committee, I 
presume they did not think it wise to embody in a report all ot 
the testimony in the case. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. This report is rather extensive, consisting 
of 12 pages of finely printed rna tter. 

1\fr. LUCE. Of course, it is not my function to explain the 
gross negligence of the defendant in the matter, but there bas 
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just been handed to me the testimony which I have previously jured by bci:n~ struck by a mail truck in use in the Boston postal 
examined, and if the zenUeman thinks it worth while to go into district and operated by the Post Office Department, as a result o! 

~ grass negJi.,.ence on the part O'f the d:l·iver, on the night of Sunday, 
tlle matte1· and try th~ case over again-- Janll1.WY 2., 1921, the sum ot $12,000 from a.ny money in the Treasury 

l\lr. STAFFORD. Oh, I am not seeking to try the case again. not otherwi-se appropriated. 
I am eeking information whieh I assumed the geDtleman With the following committee amendment: 
would have, as to whether these pedestrians were using ordinary Line 10, strike out the figures" $12,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
can~·. not basing my conclusion upon the- finding of the trial the figures " $5,000." 
court , which merely fined this man $200 for killing a woman. The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com· 
There i nothing in the report to show that these persons were mittee amendment. 
using oroinary care in crossing this poorly lighted street in The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Cambridge. ' Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the word 

l\lr. BULWINKLE. On the other hand, there is no evidence "gross" in line 8. 
to how that the pedestrians did not use ordinary care. They The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 
were on the sidewalk, where they had a right to be; they went offered by the gentleman from illinois. 
across the street, where they had a right to go; there was the The Clerk read as follows: 
automobile truck with no light upon it. Amendment. ofrere.d by Mr. MANN~ Line 8, strike out the W()rd 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, there was a kerosene light. " gross." 
l\lr. BUL,VINKLE. It was a small kerosene light, and it was The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

on the left side of the car, the side opposite from which they ment •. 
were~ The amendment was agreed to. , 

l\lr. STAFFORD. Of course. the truck was not going noise· Mr. S.A.c DERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move: to strike 
lessly. out the last word. I do this for the purpose of asking if in 

l\Ir. BULWINKLE. They heard the truck. It turned the the sixth line the use of the words "and he was severely in· 
corner without blowing the horn. That was the evidence in jured " should not be changed. Should it not read in this 
the case. The woman was struck down and killed. If it had way, .. who was severely injured and wh-ose wife was killed "? 
been as the gentleman contends, does he think. that the court If the gentleman were not fi·om l\Iassachusetts, I would oot 
in Ma sachusetts would have convicted this man? make that suggestion, but since 1\lassaehusetts has taken charge 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, while the court convicted him, he was of the grammar of the Post Office Department, I do not want 
fined only $200. Think of itr $200 for killing a woman! Tlte anything like this to go through. 
action of that superior court in the classical town of Cambridge Mr. LUCE. The gentleman being from Massachusetts hesi· 
does injustice to the gentleman in compelling him to say that tates to oppose any such suggespon. 
it was a conviction. Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Then I move to strike out in 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. What is the rule as to the burden line 6 "and he was severely injured" and to insert after the 
of proof on contributory negligence in Ma sachusetts? -Is it word "l\1assachusetts," in line 5, the words "who was severely 
with the plaintiff? injured and." 

1\lr. LONDON. In a case like this it is up to the defendant The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offeTs an. 
to prove that the plaintiff was guilty of gross negligence. amendment, which the Clerk will repor-t. 

1\fr. L UCE. Oh, it is the other way around. 'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
M:r. LONDON. The plaintiff, who was dead. could not prove p~ge- r, line 5, after the word "Massachusetts, .. insecrt the- word 

that she was free from negligence. It is the estate that is suin~ " who was severeiy injw·ed and,." and in line 6 strike ()Ut the words 
here, is it not? " and b~ was severely inju.rc.d." 

Mr. LUCE. No; the husband and wife were struck. Tlle The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
wife was ki1led, and the husband is petitioning by reason of the ment. 
death of his wife. The amendment was agreed to. 

:Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. The burden of p-roof on contrib- The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
utory negligence is on the defendant in Indiana. I do not third 1·eading of the bill. 
know how it is in the gentleman's State. The bill was o-rdered to be engrossed and read a thlrd. time, 

Mr. LUCE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I want now to read the testimony was read the third time, and passed. 
from the trial. 1\fr. Brown was asked what the conditions werC' Olll motion of ~Jr. LuCE, a motion to· recon.<rtder the vote by 
that evening, and be answered that it was absolutely dark at which the bill was pa.ssed wa.s laid on the table. 
that Corner. STEVENS INSTITUTE OF 'JIECHNOLOGY. 

Q. Did you hear anything before it struck you ?-A. Absolutely noth- The next business fn order on the Private Calendar was the 
in g. bill ( S. 52) for the relief of the Stevens Institute of Technol-

The person who was nearest to the scene of the accident at 0gy, of Hoboken. N. J. 
the time was asked the same question, and as to wllether the 'l'he Clerk read tne title of the bill. 
ho-rn was blown. He neither heard the horn nor did he ee The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the- present consiuera· 
the truck. There is no shadow or indication in the testimony, tion of thi bill? [After- a pause.] The Chair hears none~ 
I assure my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD}, that the The Clerk read as follow ' : 
chauffeur was not gilllty of the grossest negligence. I have Be it en~cted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
examined the testimony very carefully in order to find if the1·e autborillled nnd directed to pay to tile tru tees- of tbe Stenns lnstitnte. 
were an iota of defen e fo1~ the chauffeur, and none whatever of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J., out of any money in the Treasury 

not otherwise ~ppropriated, the sum ef $45,'Z50, being the sum paid to 
appeared in the te timony as of record. the United States January 28, 1879, as a collateral inheritance tax 

l\lr. STAFFORD. l\1r. Speaker, I am somewhat in doubt as upon the b(>quest which provided for the establishment and endowma1t 
to whether the claimant and his wife were using the care that of said institute. 
reasonable persons sho"Qld use, but I am certainly positive that Tbe bill: was O.Tde:red to be read the third time, wa read the 
there ·as not any gross negligence upon the part of the driver. third time. 'alld passed. 

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? On motion of l\lr. LEHl:..BA.CH, a: motion to reconsider the vote 
Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. by which the biii was passed was laid on the table. 
1Ur. LONDON. I believe- that the gentleman should not meaS· - :&JUTISH STEAMSHIP "CLEARPOOL." 

ure this case by the test of gross negligence. It is an ordinary The next business in order on the Pri"rate Calendar was the ' 
case, and it is our common experience with drivers of· mail bill (H. R. 6G28} for tile relief of tile owners of the British 
trucks that they are rather careless. steamship 01-earpool. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I intend to withdraw my objection, but I The Clerk read the title of the !Jill 
intend to move to stri"ke out the word "gross" if somebedy else The SPEAKER~ Is there objection to the present considera-
does not, because I do not think that the· record shows that there tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
was gross negligence on the- part of the driver. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MANN. I think it ought to go out. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The report does not show that he was 

guilty in that particular. 
The S'PEAKER. Is there ob.je~tion? 
There was no objectio-n. 
'l'he SPEAKER. Tb~ Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary <>'c the Treasury be,. and he & 

hecreby, author-ized and directed to pay to George Van. Derbw:gh Bro-Wlll, 
of Brookline, Mass., whose wife was killed and he was severely in· 

Be it euactecl, etc., That tne claim of the Pool Shipping Co. (Ltd.), 
owner of the British stcfl.ID hip- ClearpaaZ, againl'lt the United Sta.trs fo t· 
damages allege.di to ha v:e ~n caused by ~ollision between. the said 
steamship and the United States Coast Guard cutter Apache in Ckesa
peake Bay on the 13th day of November, 1914, may I.Je su.ed for by the 
said' Pool Shipping- Co. (Ltd.) b1 tbe District Court of the United States 
for the SoutheL-n District; of New York, sitting as a eourt oi admiralty 
and acting under the rules go-verning sucb court, and said com·t shall 
have jurisdiction to heru· and determine such suit and to enter a judg
men-tl or deeree for the amo\Ult o~ such damages and costs, if any, :ur 
shall be found to. be. dne: against tbe. UBited States in f:lvor of the. PoQ 
Shipping Co. (Ltd.) or against the Pool Shipping Co. (Ltd.) in favor 
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of the United States, upon the same principles and mea ures of liability 
as in like cases in admiralty between private parties and with the same 
right. of appeal: Provided, That such notice of the suit shall be given 
to the Attorne,v General of the United States a may be provided by 
o1·der of the smd court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney General 
to cause the United States attorney in such district to appear and 
defencl for the United States: p,·o~;ided fuf'ther, That said suit shall be 
bt·ou~bt and commenced within four months of the date of the passage 
of this act. 
. The bill was or<lered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of 1\fr. MoNTAGUE, a motion to recon ider the vote 
by which the bill was pa sed was laid on the table. · 

EDW ABO J. SCHAEFER. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1723) authorizing the payment of compensation to 
Edward J. Schaefer for the death of Ruth Stone Schaefer 
through an unlawful shot fired by a soldier in the service of the 
Upite<l States at Camp Ale~ander, Va. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

l\fr. S~"'ELL. Let the bill be reported o we may know 
about it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money not otherwise 
appropriate<], to Edward J. Schaefet· the sum of $5.000 in full ettlement 
<>f damages for the death of llis wife, Ruth Stone Schaefer, who was 
accidentally shot by a soldier in the ervice of the united States at 
Camp .Alexander, Va., on July 7, 1919. 

The committee amendments were read, as follow : 
On page 1, line 6, strike out " $60,000 as com pen a tion " and insert 

in lieu thereof " 5,000 in full ettlement of damages.'' Page 21 line 
2, strike out the word "unlawfully" and insert the word ' acci
dentally." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. SNELL. 1\fr. Speaker, resening the right to object, I 

think the principle of thi 'legislation is a very important one 
and I think it should be carefully conshlereu at this time. I 
am especially interested in these matters because we haYe 
several claims of a similar character before the Committee 
on War Claims at the present time, and I think the House 
should be very careful in what it does, especially what it intends 
to do in regard to these claim ·, this being the first one. I 
would like to hear some explanation from orne gentleman. 

1\fr. l\IAcGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I find on the la t PriYate 
Calendar day as far as any precedent is concerned we estab
lished it by passing a bill for the payment of damage by rea on 
of a per on in the Na,·y throwing a per on oYerboard and 
drowning him. 

1\fr. SNELL. If the gentleman will yield just a moment, I 
want some man on the Committee -on Claims to giYe the House 
the information in regard to the policy of the committee in 
regard to claims of this character because we are going to 
haYe a great many of them before the House during the pre ·ent 
session. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit, the bill 
cited by the gentleman from New York wa not considered 
at all. I think the gentleman's position i well taken. that the 
House should establish a policy to be followe<l in all of these 
bills rather than merely take orne bapnazard action on a bill 
that goes through to reward the widow of a dead Chinaman 
in the sum oft I think, $100. 

l\Ir. SNELL. I am specially interested becau e we have a
great many of these claims to consider before the Committee 
on War Claims at the p-resent time. 

1\Ir. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman 
the hairman of the committee is not here to-day, but my un
derstanding of the policy is that where the claimant was in
jnre(l by orne act of any employee of the United States Gov
ernml'nt, some act bordering on negligence or negligence itself, 
through no fault of the claimantt th~n it has been the policy 
of the committee since I ha Ye been on it to allow them certain 
amounts dependent upon whether death ensued or they are 
''ounded or disabled. 

1\fr. SNELL. What is the amount that the committee has 
allo'\\·ed in the case of death? 

l\Ir. BULWINKLE. Five thousand dollars, not exceeding 
that amount; that is the maximum. 

1\Ir. SNELL. To allow any one killed through any Fe<leral 
auency regardless of negligence or anytliing el e in case of 
dea~? 

l\Ir. BULWINKLE. '!'here are two cases like this. and the 
case of another one of this kind. The other case is where a 
man was sitting in a dining room in New York City, and the 
sentry, evidently through carelessness, no one knows, be and 
two girls were at one of the posts, and his rifle _went off and the 

bullet went through the window and killed the man who was 
eating his upper. In that case we allowed $5,000. 

1\lr. SNELL. I want to get this matter before the House, 
and I think the House should adopt ·ome policy o that every
one should be treated alike. I do not want it disallowed fo1· oue 
claimant who lost hi· life where others are granted relief. 

Mr. STAFFORD. W oulll it not be possible before the House 
commits itself to the policy to hold a conference with the 
chairman and the other member of the Committee on Claim. ? 

Mr. S~"ELL. I am very anxious to adopt orne polic-,r of 
some definiteness. · 

Ur. STAFFORD. As far as this bill i concerned, the occu
pant of the automobile passed by against the objedion of the 
sentry, and I would feel con 'trained, if I am correct in · that 
position, to object to this bill, but I think it is a good policy 
to ha Ye the chairman of the War Claims Committee confer 
with the chairman of the Claim Committee and determine on 
a policy which the Cono-re .· hould follow. 

1\Ir. MAN~. You had better get at the fact· fir t. In this 
ca e it i apparent that the occupant of the automobile did 
not know that the entry made any objection, traveling OYer a 
road where people frequently travel, with nothing to indicate 
either from the sentry or by notice that there was any objec
tion to people traYeling there. The sentry evidently diu not 
desire to kill the people, but it may be po sible that h did de
sire to cripple the automobile. At any rate, he fire<l a shot, 
contrary to the regulations, and killed the per on. The per on 
is dead. Now, I apprehend that if myself or the gentleman 
from \Visconsin walked into any camp of the country and 
received no notice that there wa any objection to our going 
over the road, at any time before or after the armistice, and 
there was nothing to keep u ·· from going over the road or the 
path, we would not expect that orne entry would shoot u 
<lead; and where he doe . i it not the reasonable thing for 
the Government to pay something? 

Mr. COOPER of Wiscon in. l\lr. Speaker, will the gentle
man permit an interruption? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Surely. 
Mr. COOPER of Wiscon .. in. This was 1 months after the 

armi tiee. It was not in wat· time at all. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Ye ; and during that time they had much 

trouble, as will 9e seen if my colleague will read the report, 
?O'ith disturbers about that place. -

I think, Mr. Speaker, that under the circum ·tances this 
matter should go O\er, and for the time being I object, largely 
for the rea on that the chairmen of the re pective committees 
should get together. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore· C~lr. WALsH). The gentleman 
from \Visconsin object . The Clerk will report the next bill. -

OLD DOJIUNION PIER A. 

The next bu iness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
369) for the relief of the owner of Old Dominion Pier A. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There wa. no objection. 
The PEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the legal owner or owners of 

the Old Dominion Pier A at :Xewport News, Va., alleged to have been 
injure<] by collision with the U. . S. West Oo1·um on or about June 7, 
1919, be refened to the Court of Claims to hear and determine the 
same to judgment with the right of appeal as in other cases: Pro'L'ided, 
That no suit shall be brought under the pt·ovisions of this act after six 
months from the date of the passage thereof. 

With a committee amenument, as follows .: 
On page 1, after the word "judgment," in line 7, in ert " upon the 

same principles a.nd mea ure of liability as in like case in admiralty 
between private parti es." 

Mr. 1\l.A....NN. l\lr. Speaker, I do not know just what the policy 
of the Committ(>e on Claim· may be. I think it has not any 
policy on this subject. Probably this bill was reported by orne 
subcommittee that i not familiar with the practice of the 
Committee on Claims. It certainly has not been the policy of 
the committee to refer admiralty ea es to the Court of Claims. 
What does the Court of Claims know about admiralty · law? 
Not a thing. It has beeu cu tomary, however, to put in the 
names of owners who have a right to ue. 

1\Ir. BLAND of Yirginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. Yes. 
1\lr. BLAND of Virginia. I introuuced this bill. I will ay 

to the gentleman that when I introduced it it had been pre
pared by the attorney repre enting the owner of the pier. There 
is no objection to inserting the name of the owner of the pier, 
the Old Dominion Land. Co., a corporation exi ting under the 
laws of Virginia. I asked the attorney why the matter had 
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been referred to the Court of Claims. He said he had looked 
up the precedents and found admiralty cases had been referred 
to the Court of Claims. As a matter of fact, I am advised that 
it will suit the convenience of my people a great deal better if 
the matter should be referred to the United States District 
Court for the Eastern District of Virginia. 

Mr. ~IA.."l\"N. That is where it should be referred. We have 
not for years referred these claims to the Court of Claims. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. Perhaps the Committee on Claims referred 
it to the Court of Claims because there is no dispute as to the 
liability of the GoYernment for this accident.. 

Mr. MANN. There is no provision for referring it to any 
court. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. When this bill was last up for considera
tion on the Unanimous Consent Calendar I suggested that we 
vote an outright amount instead of putting the Court of Claims 
to the expense of considering it, but there was an objection to 
that policy by a distinguished Member of this House, an_?, of 
course, I did not press it any further. 

l\1r. BLAND of Virginia. If the gentleman will yield further, 
I would like to say that I understood from the attorney that 
it might be more convenient for the Government to have the 
matter passed upon by the Court of Claims than by the United 
States district court. Howevei·, I do .not think that he said 
t.hat the question of jurisdiction for suit had been consid
ered by the Government at all. 

Mr. l\IANN. We have had a great many of these claims in 
recent months and years, and all of them have been referred to 
the district courts, admiralty courts, and generally to distl'ict 
judges along the coast who are familiar with admiralty law. 
It may be there i no contest about this, but it is not a good 
precedent to set to send it to the Court of Claims. The Court 
of Claims is not constituted for hearing admiralty cases. 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I desire to make it clear to the 
gentleman from Il-linois that there may be a contest. So far 
as the Government is concerned, it may defend on the ground· 
that the collision was an unavoidable accident. Mr. Roose
velt, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, says in his letter 
set out in the report that it was an unavoidable accident. My 
people claim that it was negligence on the part of the operators 
of the steamship. so that that question is to be determined by 
the court. I think that question will arise. 

Mr. l\IANN. If the gentleman will offer an amendment to in
sert the name of the owner and also insert the district court 
of Virginia, I shall have no objection. 

Mr. BLAl.~D of Virginia. The gentleman is well skilled in 
parliamentary law, and if he is satisfied that it is in order for 
me to move an ameadment whe.reby this matter will be re
ferred to the United States district court I am entirely agree
able to offer it. 

Mr. l\1ANN. It is in order right now. 
Mr. BLAND of VJrginia. The committee amendment is 

pending. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the com

mittee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. BLAND of Virginia. l\1r. Speaker, I offer the amendment 

which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 

offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by l\fr. BLA!\D of Virginia : On page 1, line 6, strike out 

the words " be referred to the " in said line and the rest of the bill, and 
insert in lieu thereof : 

"May be sued for against the United States by the Old Dominion 
Land Co .. a corporation created by and existing under the laws of the 
State of Virginia, legal owner of said pier, in the District Court of the 
United States for the Eastern District of Virginia, sitting as a court of 
admiralty and acting under the rules governing such court, and said 
court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to 
enter a judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and the 
costs, if :my, a shall be f_ot!nd to be due agaiust th!:l United States in 
favor of the said Old Domm10n Land Co., a corporation, upon the same 
principles and measut·es of liability as in .i1ke cases in adJLiralty be· 
tween private parties and with the same rights of appeal : Pt·ovided, 
That notice of the suit shall be given to the Attcrney General of the 
United States as may be provided by order of said court, and it shall 
be the duty or the Attorney General to cause the United States attorney 
in such district to appear and defend for the United States: Provided 
{ut·th e1·, That said suit shall be brought and commenced within four 
months of the date of the passage of this act." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 

out in line 3 the W6rds ~>or owners." 
The SPE-AKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

offers an amendment, n·hich the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered by Mr. SANDERS of indiana : Page 1, line 3, strike 

out the words "or owners." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bilL 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BLAND of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 

the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FRED H. GALLUP. 

The ne.xt business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6966) to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint Fred H. Gallu{f' major of Field Artillery in the 
United States Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. KEARNS. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold his 

objection a moment? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. I reserve it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

reserves the right to object. 
Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, this officer entered West Point 

Military Academy in 1885 as a cadet, and graduated from that 
school and was in the service for 31 years. In 1904 he was 
sent back to West Point as· a teacher of mathematics. In 1916, 
"·bile attending the Army Service School at Fort Leavenworth, 
it is claimed that he overworked himself and became very 
ne1·vous. While in this condition he was given a map to study 
and then reproduce it from memory. He did reproduce this 
map, or did the greater part of the. work, and when ~e had 
it nearly done and being in a hurry to finish up, he copied the 
rest of it, copied possibly a fourth of the map. Of course, this 
ueceit was very apparent on the face of the work, and was at 
once detected. · Two other officers did the same thing. The 
next day when he was confronted with this charge he immedi
ately acknowledged his guilt. · There were two other officers 
charged with the same offense. One of them denied that he 
had practiced this deceit and demanded a court-martial. He 
was court-martialed and fotmd guilty. That was Capt. Gra
ham. Some two years ago this pongress passed a law to 
reinstate Capt. Graham, and he is now a major in the United 
States Army. This man Gallup acknowledged his guilt, and 
all of the officers who outranked him there have united in 
asking for clemency and that he be restQred to the service. 
During the war he performed valuable services for his country, 
and in view of the fact that this Congress has reinstat~d 
Capt. Graham, who denied that he had done this when it was 
claimed tllat guilt was apparent upon the face of the work 
itself, it see.ms to me that both are not receiving like treat
ment if you deny him reinstatement. In view of the fact that 
we have reinstated one of these men it seems to me we ought 
to reinstate the other. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Did the officer admit his guilt? 
l\Ir. KEARNS. He did the next morning immediately upon 

being accused. 
Mr. KNUTSON. And Gen. Green, who was commandant at 

the school at the tirue, recommended that he be restored? 
Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 
Mr. KNUTSON. As also did Gen. Menoher? 
Mr. KEARNS. Yes. . 
Mr. KNUTSON. He had a splendid, unblemished record? 
Mr. KEARNS. Yes. 
Mr. KNUTSON. We have already done the same thing for 

another officer who denied it? 
Mr. KEARNS. ·Yes; and who was found guilty by court

martial. 
Mr. DICKINSON. It was on account of the denial made by 

the man who has since been restored. that this severe penalty 
was imposed upon these men. Otherwise it would have been a 
matter of slight punishment of some kind; but when it was 
denied by one man, all of them were dismissed from the 
service, and this is the only man who in the sentence of the 
court·martial was recommended for clemency. 

Mr. ·MANN. Do I understand from the gentleman from 
Iowa that wliere a man is required to copy a map from memory 
and instead of that uses the map itself to make a copy it is a 
slight violation of the rules? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I would not say it was a "slight" viola
tion. 

Mr. MANN. I am glad the gentleman modifies his state· 
ment. 
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Mr. DICKINSON. I do not think he e:ught to be dismissed 
from the service-~ 

Mr. KEARNS. I would like to add this one statement. I 
have no interest in the case, but r ha:ve become eonvinced-

Mr. MANN. They have sUT11ounded· the gentleman. 
Mr. KEARNS. I do not think anybody has· s-urrounded me. I 

have studi-ed the case carefully and I came ro a conscientious 
conclusion. Now here. is another thing: This ma:n was t01 be 
graded upE>n this map that he. ma:de,. and if he had made a. per
fect map. from memo-ry it would not ha:ve. advanced him one 
point in the grade. 

Mr. 1\-f.ANN. What has that got to do with stealing the map? 
Mr. KEARNS. If bas this effect on. the case .. He knew at 

the- time he was doing. :i:t that he was nnt defrauding anyone 

while we are intending to decrease the officerS' in the- Army. 
He is out. Very tfkely Ire weould make a good Army officer, but 
we have to put a lot out who are now in the Army, I think. 

The- SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker; I object. 

CONSOLIDATION OF CERTAIN FOREST LANDS •. 

l'ifr. SINNOTT~ Mr. Speaker, l submit for printing unde.r the 
rule the confexence report upo-n the hill (B. R. 77} for the con
solidation of forest lands. within the Clearwater, St. Joe, and 
Selway National Forests~ 

. THE PJllVATE c.u.ENDA.:R. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill on the Private Calendar~ 

else. And' if he had made an entire failure he would not have- TOBAHACHI UBATAKE. 

gone below anyone else. Tfie next business on the Private Caienda.r was the biJl 
Mr. :MANN. Suppese that is truer what was he mald:ng the ( S. 1077) to authorize the payment of $5~000 to the Government 

map for-because he was directed to? And then after he stole of Japan for the benefit of the family of Torahachi Uratake, a 
the map or the knowledge of it, the gentleman says it would Japanese su'bjeet, killed at Scofield Barracks, Hawaii, on 
not have made any difference. :Many a man. Wh"O" has been a November 25, 1915'. 
thief nas said that same thing. I do not say that this man waS" The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection tp the pres-
a thief. ent consideration of this. bill? 
Mr~ KEARNS~ When a man steals lJ.e takes something of Mr. SNELL. :Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

value. Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the ri-ght to object,. 
l\1r. MANN. Not always. and I would like to know something about tile bill. Let us 
1\f:r. KEARNS. This man did not take anything of value ha'lle the bill reported. 

from anyone- else. He did not take anything of value because The. SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
if the map had been perfect it would not have raised him above The Clerk read as follows: 
anybody. else, and if it bad been an. entire. failure it would not Be u· enacted', etc., That there is authorized to. be paid. out of any 
have put him below anyone else. money in the- Treasury not otherwise appr opriated, a·s a matter of grace 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?. _ and without reference to the question of liability the-ref~ to- the 
l\fr: KE "'RNS Yes Government of Japan, $5 000 for the- ben~t and aoll8ol-ation ol the· 
.u: • A~ • • ' family of Torahachi Uratake, a Japanese subject killed on November 25, 
Mr. STAFFORD. I recall tfiat one- of these offenders · made , 1.915, at Sehoti'el'd Barracks, ~rs set forth in the letter !rom the Acting-

application when the war was on, when we were hard p.ll'essed SC'<U'etary at War dated February 19, 1916, and printed as Hou-se Doeu~ 
for officers, and applied to Congress to be reinstated. 1 have ment No~ 785, Sixt;!l-fuurth Congress, first sessiun . . ' 
given more than the ordinary consideration to this bill.. Will Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speake-r, I reserve the right" to object. 
the gentleman state why this man did not apply for reinstate- Mr. HERRICK. Mr. Speaker, it appe TS' t~ me that the: 
ment when we were in. need o.f officers.. during the World War1 House of Representatives of the United States Co:ngress has to-

Mr. KEARNS. I think his case has been pending. . day been engnged in the historiC: and la.u.d.ibie; or otherwi~l 
Ur. STAFFORD. No·; he was engaged. in .civilian employ- shall not unde!'~ to say whiCh-business of definitely, con

ment and did not make application wfien the co.un.try needed , elusiveLy, irrevocably setting a financial estimate. upon the value 
officers the most. - of the life of a white person, male or female-and that is 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the- gentleman yield? irrelevant and immaf:.el"ial-and in '9"iew of the fact that a 
Mr. KEARNS·. Yes. , .Japanese can subsist on ·one-fou:rtn, of what it ta·kes to- sustain 
Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Sveaker, in justice to Maj. Graham I. a white person, I feel, if this hill is pa:ssed at all,. tbat it ought 

am sure the gentleman from Ohio does not intend to re:ffect ' not to be passed. for any sum to exceed $1,.600. 
on the character of Maj. Graham. 'l'he SPEAKER pro· tempore. Is there objection?" 

Mr. KEARNS. No. Mr. JOHNSON o:fi Mississippi. Mr .. Sp.eaker,. l object. 
l\1r. 1\fcKENZIE. This should be sai.d in justice to Maj. 1\.fr. BLANTON. I object:. 

GraJurm. When accused he asked for a trial on the charges. Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlemen re$erve the ob-
He took tlie position that he should be acquitted or dismissed. j~tion for a moment? 
and demanded a court-martial. Our good friend Gordon, of. · llr. BL~ON. l reserve the right to· object. . 
Ofiio, said tha:t they. did not fiave enough evidence to insult him, Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know, in the first 
and on that ground I took the position that Maj. Graham should :placer why a bill of this kind is not refel'red tO' the Committee 
be reinstated', and I am always glad of it, This case I am not on War Claims? 
familiar with except that this man admitted that he was guiltjr. Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker~ I do not believe we ought to 
Maj. Graham maintained from the beginning that he was not waste time in discussing that question. I ob-ject. 
guilty. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. gentleman from Texas ob-

Mr. KEARNS. I have no censure te make of Maj. Graham. jects, and the Clerk wiLl report the next bill. 
But I do thin.k both should ·:receive a like treatment at. the,hands 
of Congress. I think one is as deserving as the other, and we 
have corrected the record of one already. 

Mr. MANN. If that is the case does not that prove t.hat the 
reinstatement of men in the Army by the House of Represent
atives, which knows very little about it, ought nevez to be done? 
It is the duty of the Army to reinstate men. 

TATSUJT ef.AIXO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
1078) to authorize the payment of $2.000 tOJ th.e Government: of 
.Japa:n for the benefit of ill~ family O'f Tatsuji Saito,. ·a .Japanese 
snbiect, killed at Camp Ge-ronimo, Mexico, l\Iay 25" 1916. 

The- SPEAKER :pro tempore~ Is there 0bjectio.a? 
Mr. B:L.A~"TON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. KEARNS. Here is a man who admitted that he had. com-
mitted this wrong, if, indeed,. it is a wx:ong at. all-- J. w. LA BAR~ 

1\Ir. MANN. We have need to reduce the number of officers The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
in the Army. Does my friend from Ohio think it a wise- policy 4845) fo:r the relief of J'. W ~ La Bare. . 
to put men out of the Army who are.. now officers. in the Army, The> SPEAKER pro. tempo-re. Is the-re objectum? 
who never did anything di~eputable, in order to :pu.t men. back , ~Ir. STAFFORD. R.eserving ~he .right to object , I wouid. li.ke 
in the Army wbo are certainly subject. to criticism? to have some exphmat10n of thiS biD, as to the reason why we 

Mr. KEARNS. No. grant a pensionable status to tbis soldier who bas been guirtY. 
Mr. MANN. That will be the result of this. . of desertion in: the Civil War. Nobody seems to respond, Mr. 
Mr. KEARNS. No; we need officers-- Speaker,. and I ob.ieet. 
Mr. MANN. We do not need any Army officers of the grade HOneRATION. 

of major. Yon propose to reinstate this man, who. very likely , Mr-~ .JOHNSON of Washin.,otoDI. Ml'. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
did something foolishly-and I suppose he would not be th~ consent that I may have tmtil midnight. to-night to. file a report 
first man tfiat ever cheated in examinations. If every, man who on House joint resolution 268. 
cheated in examinatiOils were punished, there. would be· less 'The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The gentleman from Wash-
men in high places. ington asks unanimous consent thal he may file at any time 

Mr. KEARNS. You do not reinstate him;, yott give the. Presi- before: midnight to-night a report upon House joint resolution 
dent the right to appoint him in his discretion. . 268. Is there objection.7 . 

Mr. MANN. That is the same thing as reinstating him. as Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is that the immigration 
far as we are concern~. I do not th!~ :we ought .to d~ th!tt ~eas~re? · · · 
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l\Ir. JOHNSON of Washington . .Yes. The reason I am ask
ing for the extension is that I am anxious to appear before the 
Committee on Appropri-ations this afternoon, and also anxious 
to get the report in within the time of adjournment of the 
House, if possible. 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has the gentleman conferred 
with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box] in regard to this 
request? 

l\lr. JOHNSON of Washington. Not in regard to the request. 
Howeter, I have the views of the gentleman froU} Texas [Mr. 
Box] in my possession, ready to attach to the report that I 
shall make at the earliest possible moment this afternoon or 
to-night. 

l\lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has the gentleman conferred 
with the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]? 

1\fr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. If the House 'should not 
be in seRsion to-morrow, it would be necessary for the informa
tion of 1\lembers to have the report in print in case action should 
be taken l\Ionday, and for fear I shall -be too busy this after
noon, I make the request, in which I am sure the gentleman 
from California shares. 

l\Ir. GARRE.TT of Tennessee. It is satisfactory to the gentle-
man from Texas and to the gentleman from CaHfornia 1 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill on the Private .Calendar. · 

BENJAMIN R. BUFFINGTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3425) for the relief of Benjamin R. Buffington. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection. (After :1 

pause.) The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 

Benjamin R. Buffington, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer tnfantry, and honorably discharged therefrom February 24, 
1863, and later, October 27, 1863, enlisted as a private in the Twenty
fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from which the records of the 
War Department do not show that he has been regularly discharged, 
nor is he marked as a deserter, being absent from his regiment when it 
was mustered out of service, June 18, 1866, shall hereafter be held and 
considered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 
of the U&ited States on the 18th day of June( 1866: Prot·ided, That no 
pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act, and no pay nor 
bounty shall become due or payable by virtue thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross
ment and third reading of the bill. 

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

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

HERBERT LANGLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7415) to correct and amend the service and military record 0f 
Herbert Langley, United States :Marine Corps. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

1\!r. ST.A..F'FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
when this bill was last under consideration some informatiOn 
was furnished to the House as to the physical disability under 
which this marine was laboring at the time of his disappear
ance from the post at Santo Domingo. I wish to make inquiry 
of the gentleman from l\lissouri as to whether the purpose of 
this bill is to enable the heirs to obtain war-risk insurance? 

l\1r. 1\lcPHERSON. Originally that was not the pur
pose of the bill. The family of this man are right well-to-do 
people, and they feel keenly the humiliation of the unjust charge 
that the soldier is a deserter. He did not desert, but died in 
the line of duty in February, 1919. The soldier carried war-

- risk insurance, and that insurance may be collected whether 
this bill becomes a law or not. The object of this bill is to re
move the charge of desertion. The bill was introduced by me 
in the Sixty-sixth Congress, and the circumstances and facts 
wen~ shown and the Secretary of the Navy and the commandant 
of the Marine Corps were convinc{>d that on the facts and cir
cumstances concerning the disappearance of this man that he 
had committed suicide while insane, or that he had accidentally 
fallen off the sea wall and was drowned. In either case, he died 
in the line of duty and was not a deserter. When this bill 
was reached before, an objection was made to its consideratiOn. 
I have taken up the matter with the Bureau of War Risk Insur
ance and tried to find some direct cut to relieve this soldier of 
this stain which the · farpily believes· unjust, and I have pre-

sented the matter to the court down in Missouri, which has 
jurisdiction of the case on an application for letters of admin
istration, and the _court has rendered judgment that this marine 
died from accidental causes on February 24, 1919, while in the 
line of duty at Santo Domingo City. He very likely committed 
suicide while insane, and suicide under such circumstances is 
an accident within the meaning of the law. Suicide by the in
sane is an accident which matures an accident insurance policy, 
as all courts and law writers hold. A soldier who dies by his 
own hand while insane dies in the line of duty. He is not a 
deserter within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the House if a 
soldier during enlistment in the World War having war-risk 
insurance committed suicide, whether sane or insane, the 
beneficiaries would, under the law, be entitled to the principal 
of the policy? 

1\fr. McPHERSON. He would be if he was insane. I doubt 
if he would be if he were not insane. In other words, if a sol
dier who was sane should commit suicide, his beneficiary could 
not likely collect his w-ar risk insurance. Recovery in such case 
would perhaps be precluded by the act. But in this case the 
insurance carried by this soldier is clearly recoverable under 
the facts and circumstances of the death of l\fr. Langley, for 
the proof shows and the Missouri court has adjudged that 
Mr. Langley died of accident. The pPoYisions of the war risk 
insurance act bind the GoYernment to pay the insurance car
ried in this case. The right arises out of the contrac-t of insur
ance without regard to the passage of this bill. I have taken 
the matter up with the general counsel of the Veterans' Bureuu 
and have filed there a certified copy of the judgment of the 
Missouri court. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. Of course, if the Veteran~· Bureau in the 
administration of the war risk insurance act considered that 
the beneficiaries are entitled to the prineipal when a person 
commits suicide, then I have no objection. 

1\lr. MANN. There is no proof of suicide in this case. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. That is the position I took the last time, 

that there was no proof of it. The gentleman from Missouri 
expressly controverted that proposition. 

l\Ir. McPHERSON. The proof shows the man is dead either 
from falling off the sea wall or from suicide, probably the 
latter. That fact has been determined judicially by the only 
court that had jurisdiction, and in a proper proceeding. 

1\lr. SANDERS of Indiana. If there is death, the presump.. 
tion is it was accidental and not suicide. 

l\Ir. l\IANX What is the meaning of this language: 
And that the charge of desertion was erroneously entered upon said 

service and military record, and the same shall be hereaft{'r disre
garded. 

What is the meaning of the last sentence? 
1\Ir. McPHERSON. The meaning is that this man disap

peared from the island.under circumstances that exclude every 
other theory but that of death by accidental means. In some 
way he fell into the sea and was drowned and hls body carried 
out to sea so that it was never found. · 

l\1r. l\f.A..;.~N. I know what the facts are. 
l\lr. McPHERSON. Now, then, the military authorities treat 

the question of absence as desertion. If a man is abSfnt so 
many days they mark him a deserter. 

Mr. l\IANN. But what is the purpose of this clause? What. 
effect will -it have--" and the same shall be hereafter disre
garded~'? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It will be disregarded because it is not 
true. Congress finds the fac'ts--

1.\lr. l\f.ANN. You can not chauge it; it is here. 
Mr. McPHERSON. They can disregard it. 
Mr. MANN. How? 
l\fr. McPHERSON. In the administration of the law. This 

is the substance of every one of these bills that remove the 
ch:trge of desertion. 

Mr. 1\I.Al-."'N. That is evid~ntly where the gentleman is mis
taken. The substance of those bills removing ch'n.rge of deser
tion specifically provides that in the construction of certain 
laws the same shall not be considered to have had a dishonor
able discharge. Now, the gentleman introduces new language. 
I am sure I do not lroow what it means. I think if the gentle
man is going to pass his bill for a <'ertain purpose it ought to 
be fixed to do what he wants to do if it is to have wlutt he 
de~ires to effect. 

l.\fr. l\IcPHERSON. I . want to state further that the bill is 
not in the language I introduced it. But this bill as now re
ported by the committee was prepared by the Navy Department. 

· 1\Ir. 1\IANN. And they suggested some changes from the 
original bill? 

Mr. McPHEllSON. The comiQittee substituted the bill pre
pared by the department for the bill ! -introduced. 
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Mr. l\IANN. The gentleman has not been here quite as long 
as I have, but be ought to know that he should never trust any 
department in the prepar~tion of a bill. They do not know 
how to draw a bill particularly welL They make good staggers 
at it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I went before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with my bill, and the committee substituted for the bill 
that I intro<luced a bill that the department bad submitted in 
lieu of it. 

Mr. UANN. They probably will not veto it; but if I recollect 
correctly, President Roosevelt vetoed bills of this kind that had 
been substantially prepared by the War Department in accord
ance with the practice that had been carried on for years. It 
would not be the first time that a President has vetoed a bill 
prepared by a department. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas . . Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the 
gentleman from Missouri that in order to get unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill it be amended so that the lan
guage will make it clear that the soldier did not desert. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Tbe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it e11acted, etc., That the cbarg~ of desertion upon the service and 

military records of Herbert Langley, late a private in the One hundred 
and fifteenth Company, Second Provisional Brigade, United States 
Marine Corp!'!, and also I ate of headquarters detachment, Third Regi
ment, Seeond ProviAional Brigade, United States Marine Corps, shall 
henceforth be treated fliiQ considered as removed, and tbe Secretary of 
tbe Nav;r is bereby ordered and directed to correct and amend the said 
sr·rvice :md military recot·d of the said Herbert Langley by entering 
upon the said service and military record of said Herbert Langley.;. in 
appropriate words, tbf\ fact that said Herbert Langley died on .ti·eb
ruary 24, 1919, at Santo Domingo City, Dominican Rep.oblic, by accident 
while in the line of duty, and that the charge of de~rtion was errone
ously entered upon said service and military record, and ·the same shall 
be hereafter disregarded. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reauing of the bill 

l\.ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an 
amendment, if tbe gentleman from Missouri does not.. 

The SPEAKER. '£be gentleman from Kansas offers an 
amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend 
tbe bill, on line · 5 and 6, so that it shall read " and hereafter 
the charge of desertion shall not be considered as entered against 
the marine." 

Mr. McPHERSON. I accept that amendment, 1\lr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. After the word "record," strike 

out " and the same shall be hereafter disregarded ., and insert 
in lieu thereof the language I have given. 

'l'lle Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Page 2, lines 5 and 

6, strike out " and tbe same shall be hereafter disregarded " and insert 
in lieu tbe-reof tbe following : " and ba-eaiter the charge of desertion 
shall not be considered as entered against the marine." 

Mr. 1\IANN. I suppose that requires an honorable discharge 
or death in tbe service. I am not sure. Neither the original 
bill no1: the amendment covers that. 

Mr. CAltfPBELL. He will be presumed to bave had an hon
orable discharge. 

Mr. MANN. No; be wm not. Our form of bill is that in the 
consideration and construction of certain laws the soldier shall 
be considered to have received an honor-able discharge. That 
is necessary in order to get a pension. It is not sufficient to say 
tba t he did not desert. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, may we have tbe amend
ment reported again? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think the whole contro
versy about the amendment is unnecessary. The bill provides 
that thi soldier, against whom this charge of desertion is 
entered, shall hereafter be considered as having died in the line 
of duty at Santo Domingo City on a certain day, and that this 
charge of de ertion against him shall be dis1·egarded. I think 
the amendment is unnecessary, but I do not think it changes the 
provision in any respect. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Well, if the gentleman from 
Missouri i satisfied, and the bill was prepared by the Navy De
partment, it might be that it would raise some question when 
the bill was referred by the Executive to that department for 
a report, and I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas withdraws 
his amendment. The question is on tbe engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

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

On motion of Mr. McPHERSON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The Clerk will :report the next bill. 
ALBERT HAMILTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5820} to place Albert Hamilton on the retired list of the United 
States Marine Corps. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideratiqn ot 

this bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 

the next bill. 
CAPT. D. H. TRIBOU. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TI. R. 
3509) for the relief of Capt. D. H. Tribou, chaplain, United 
States Navy. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera· 

tion of this bill? 
Mr. 1\IANN. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, this is a case in which Capt. 

Tribou was appointed March 29, 1919, as a Victory loan o-fficer 
for the Naval Home at Philadelphia, Pa., by the governor of 
the home, with the request that be take the necessary steps to 
inaugurate a detailed campaign with a view to obtaining as 
large a subscription as possible for the loan. In the course of 
the prosecution of the campaign for the fund in connection with 
the home it became necessary for the officer to keep a consid
ei·able sum in bonds in an iron safe, which was located in his 
quarters at the home, and while he was temporarily absent in 
Washington with tbe Board of Award the safe was broken into 
and the bonds and other funds deposited therein were stolen. 
An investigation was held at the Naval Home in Philadelpllia 
by order of the commandant of the fourth naval distiict to in
quire into the tl1eft of the Liberty bonds and cash that had been 
taken from the safe. It was found that this officer was in 
no wise liable for the theft. Yet he insisted that he be per
mitted to make restitution in the amount of the Victory bonlls 
and funds deposited therein by the beneficiaries of the home and 
others. He made this restitution, and in furnishing the money 
to do so it was necessary for him to mortgage his home, and, 
I am told--

Mr. MANN. I bad read the report previously. Why did the 
committee propose to strike out the word " bouds " and insert 
the word " notes "? There is nothing in the report about notes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose that ought to be " notes " in the 
report. 

Mr. MANN. It is not "notes" in the report. What notes does 
a man get in getting bonds? · I never l1eard of any, although I 
have subscribed for bonds. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I presume it was just simply a matter of 
opinion as to whether the bonds were considered as note ·, or 
whether they were aqditional security. 

1\lr. MANN. Victory bonds and Libe::.·ty bonds are bonds. 
They are not notes. Now, I am curious, and I want to learn 
something. Why did the Committee on Naval Affairs change 
the word " bonds " to " notes "? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not know why they changed it. 
Mr. P.IAl~N. The gentleman made the report. Who would 

know? The gentleman introduced the bill and made the re
port. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I presume it is simply a matter of opinion 
·as to whether Liberty loan bonds would be ea.lled Liberty loan 
bonds or Liberty loan notes. 

Mr. 1\-IANN. It is not a matter of opinion. E:verybody who 
knows anything about it knows that they are not notes. They 
were called bonds when they were issued. · 

1\lr. STEPHENS. I presume there bad been some notes and 
other securities and also cash. They were not all Victory loans. 
Some of the securities perhaps were notes and some were cash. 

Mr. MANN. That is covered by the word "funds" and would 
not be covered by the word "notes." 

Mr. STEPHENS. We might say that he had Victory notes, 
Victory bonds, ca h, funds, and othe~r ecnrities. We could in
corporate all of them if we wanted to cover it all. 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to objeet. I haYe a curious and 
inquiring mind, and it bas not been satisfied yet. 

The SPEAI{:ER. Is there objection 'l 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill. 
The blll was read, as follo\vs: 
B e it etwoted, eto., Tbat the Secretary of the Treasury i hereby 

authorized and dit-ected to pay to Capt. D. H. Tribou, chaplain, United 
States Navy, out of any funds in the Trea.sw·y not otherwise appro-
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priated, the sum of $2,66'7', said sum being the amo:unt of l'estitutl?n 
made by the said chaplain out of his . private funds on account of ·VIc
tory loan bonds and other funds .stolen fi·om the safe in the .said cb!lP
lain's quarters at the naval home, Philadelphia, Pa., without collusiOn 
on the part of said chaplain, which bonds and other funds bad been 
depo.·ited in said .safe by beneficiaries of said home, and nt4ers, for 
safe-keeping. 

With the following committee ~mendment : 
·Page 1, line 8, strike out the word "bonds" and insert the wor.d 

"notes." 
'Page 2, line 1, strike out the wot'd "bon:ds" :and insert •the word 

"··notes." 
The amend~nt was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordinglyTead the third time and passed. 
On motion of Ur. STEPHE~- s, a motion to reconsider .the vote 

by whieh the bill \>Vas passed was laid on the table. 
Bl<.:QUEST 'fO ADDRESS THE HOUS£, 

1\lr. RAINEY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, .I ask unanimous con
sent to speak out of order for three minutes. 
Th~ SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois asks unani

mous consent to proceed out of o1·der for three .minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, what is the 
gentleman going to discuss? 

1\ir. RAINEY of Illinois. 1 just wanted to submit an observa
tion to the Ways and 1\IeailS Committee on their next visit to 
the White House. 

.Mr. \V ALSH. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. Tpe Clerk will report 

ihe next bilL 
CORNELIUS DUGAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill.(H. R. 
1290) for the relief of Cornelius Dugan. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
'The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present -consmera

tion of this bill? 
Mr. 'M.A.NN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will ·report 

:Mr. 1\IcKENZIE. I will say to my colleague that the form 
that we agreed upon ·when I was a memb'er of fuat committee 
ran somethiJig like this, that in the administration of the pen
sion laws 1\Ir. So-and-so shall be held to have been honorably 
discharged on such a date, and that no back pay, bounty, or 
emolument shall accrue . . 

1\fr. 1\IA.l.'IN. .:That ·:is not ,my question. That is already cov
ered lin the bill ; and then it goes ahead and · says-

That the Secretary of War be, and be is hereby, auth-<>rized and di
rected to issue to tlle sai.d Alvah ~ . .. Doble . .an .honorable dis~harg~ as of 
that date-
which is .a date .during the Civil War. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I think that should be stricken from the 
bill. 

1\lr. 1\IANN. I do .not think we should pass bills like that. 
1\Ir. McKENZIE. Furthermore when a soldier loses his origi

nal discharge he simply gets a certificate in lieu thereof. 
l\Ir. MANN. He does not get a second discharge. 
Mr. McKENZIE. And that direction to the Secretary of 

Wru·, 'it seems to me, would be improper. 
.Mr. STAFFORD. I object to the consideration of this bill 

because of the fact called to the attention of the House by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is ·made. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. · 

OLIVER A. CAMPBELL. 

The next business on the Priv.at~ Calendar was the bill (H. R . 
5125) for the relief of Oliver A. Campbell. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 1 
There ·was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill -as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 

rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers 
Oliv.er A. Campbell, who was a second lieutenant of Company E, 
iEigbtieth .Regiment New Yor.k Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be 
held. and conSidered to have been discharged honorably from the military 
service of tbe United States as a member of said company and regi
ment on the 9th day of January, 1863. 

'With the following committee amendment: 
the next bill. On page .1, line 10, strike out the period and insert a col{)n and insert 

LTh'U'f, COL, HENRY C. DAVIS. the -following: 

Tile next bu"rn' ess on the Pri'vate rv.lendar was the bill ·(H. R. 'Pro'Vided, Tbat no pensi-on pay or bQunty shall be held .h) .have .a·c-
"" vu •erued .Prior to the passage of tbis .act." 

"5210) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Henry C. Davis. The bill was ordered .to •be engrossed and read a third time, 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is ther-e objection to •the present considera- ' was-read the · third time, -and passed. 

tion of this bill? 
1\Ir. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 

the next bill. 
ALVAH B. p<)BLE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5768) to amend and correct the military record of Alvah B. 
Doble. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. • Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill? 
1\fr. STAFFORD. l\fr . . Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, the bill certainly should .be amended so that no pension . 
should accrue to this soldier prior to the passage of this act. 
The bill as reported does not mntain the customary phraseology 
limiting the pension to take effect after the passage of the act. 
I assume there will be no objection to that suggested amend
ment . 

. M:r. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, this bill in its 
pt:esent form is designed to prevent any pay or bounty for serv
ice which might otherwise be due to the man. I think, as a 
matter of fact, no pension can accrue back of the date of the 

,application for pension, anyway. 
Mr. STAFFORD. No; but suppose this soldier made an ap

plication . for a pension many years back, and now we grant 
•him a pensionable status under this bill? 

Mr. MANN. Who has charge of this bill! 
Mr. McKENZIE. 1\fr. Speaker, a number of these bills re

pO'rted from th~ Committee on .lUilitary Affairs have been re
ported by members of the subcommittee in charge of desertion 
cases and the correction of mill tary records, and, as you all 
know, the Oommittee on :Military Affairs are having a . hearing 
on the Muscle Shoals proposition, .and that accounts for the 
absence of the members of tllis committee. 1 am sure if they 
were present they could explain these matters. I have not 
had an opportunity to look into them, because they have not 
come under my jurisdiction. · 

Mr. MANN. Will my colleague from Illinois explai ~1 to me 
as to whether we hav.e ever passed a bill in recent ye-a.rs which 
provided f~ the granting of an honorable discharge of a date 
during the Civil War? 

..AUTHORIZING THE SECBET.A:BY OF THE INTERIOR TO SELL CERTAIN 
•LANDS ON THE WIND .RIVER RESERVATION, WYO. 

-The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
14069) authorizing th~ Secretary of the Interior to .sell certain 
lands on the Wind 'River Reservation, Wyo. · 

The SPEAKER. Is·there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? 

1\fr. STAFFORP. •'Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to inquire of the ·gentleman .from Wyoming if this .is mineral 
land? 

'lUr. l\IONDELL. It is not. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. No mineral or oil of al)Y character. What 

are the rights of the trading company to this land 1 
Mr. l\101\TDELL. r.rhe Arapahoe subagency was established 

•many years ago, -and in those days it was common to have 
-traders in the vieinity of Indian agencies. This was a trading 
camp. There was a log ce:ual and the ordinary log building of 
a frontier trading establishment, also a place where travelers 
were entertained as they came through the country. They h-ave 
kept those premises for at least 35 years. In · the course of time 
towns were built up in ·the vicinity and ·the trading business 
fell away so that it did not amount to much. These people oc
cupied 7 or 8 acres of land upon the high land above the agency 
where th~y have their buildings, a store, a corral, and :a cottage 
or two. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Are they occupying the land under a leas
ing syste·m at present? 

l\Ir. :MONDELL. I do not know under what plan the. lands 
have been occupied. They were established there by the consent 
of the Ihdian office many years ago, and have been there::all this 
time. I do not know whether th~y have been paying rent or not. 

1\ir. STAFFORD. Why do we not carry a proyision in the 
bill requiring them to pay a nominal amount or an appraised 
value? 

Mr. MONDELL. 011, they will pay more tl:ian a nominal 
amount; they will pay what the lands are worth, and I should 
imagine · that they will sell for quite a little sum. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I ·withdraw the 1·eservation of the objec
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ubjection? 
There was no objection. 
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'l'he Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, P.fc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized. In hiR discretion, to sell to the Arapahoe Trading 
Co., Yellowstone Sheep Co., and Patrick A. McGovern, bishop of the 
Catholic Chm·ch for Wyoming, !or an adequate consideration,' not to 
exceecl 40 acres of land on which is located valuable improvements at 
the Arapahoe Rubagency, on the Wind River Reservation, Wyo., being 
the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter, section 23, townl':hip 
1 north, range ~ east, Wind River meridian, and to convey the same by 
pat<'nts in fee to the interests herein named, the said patents to in
clude the lands on which the improvements are located. 

The following committee amendment was read: 
On page 2, line 3, aftet· the colon, insert: Provicled., That the cost 

of any Rpecial survey required for issuing the patents shall be paid by 
the purchaser. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SNYDER. Ar. Speaker, I offer the following amend

ment: 
On page 1. line 11, after the word "one" strike out the word 

"north " and in ert the word "south." 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 1, line 11, after the word "one" strike out the word 

"north " and insert the word "south." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

tllircl time, wu read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of l\lr. SNYDER, a motion to recomdcler the vote 

whereby the bill was pas eel was laid on the table. 
ALBERT H. RA. YNOLD • 

The next busine~ on the Prh-ate Calendar was the bill (S. 
901) for the payment of certain money to Albert H. Raynolds. 

The SPE .. <\.KER. I tllere objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

l\Ir . • TAFFORD. Re ening the rigllt to object, I think we 
ought to have some explanation here why the Go-vernment 
should b ar the responsibility of cashing these vouchers when 

· the banks ineur that liability. 
l\lr. LEATHERWOOD. l\lr. Speaker, in the spring of 1877 

Albert II. Raynolcl. was engaged in conducting a mall trading 
store at Sidney, Nebr., ancl a contractor by the name of l\IcCann 
wa engaged in the tra11sportation of upplie to Indian and 
military po~ t in the s;tate of Nebra ka. 1\IcCann, a was the 
custom of conductinO' the business, issued two vouchers to pay 
the team ·ter for material which had been hauled to certain 
Indian agencies in Nebraska. The regularity of the vouehers 
neYer was que tione<l. They were certified to as being correct 
by Lieut .. Tohn. on, who had charge of the Red Cloud and 
Spotted Tail Indian Agencie and al o had supen-ision of the 
tran portation of upplies from Omaha, Nebr., to the agencie . 
In the course of the bu ines · the two voucher that were cashed 
by Raynolds found their way back to Wa hino-ton to one of the 
bank.. I think, as hown in the report, they were presented in 
May, 1877, to the department here in Washington. 

l\lr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
-1\fr. LEATHER\YOOD. I will. 
l\lr. ST.AFFORD. Were these vouchers merely order. that 

certain work hu<l been performed and calling on the Go\ern
ment to 11ay that money to the contractor? 

1\Ir. LEATHERWOOD. The vouchers were that certain sup
plie had been received, and tlle amount set forth ; the charge 
for hauling wa conectly set forth and practically amounted to 
an order on the department for payment. 

l\Ir . .l\U.J.'X l\lr. Speaket·, vdll the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Yes. 
l\lr. l\lAl\'N. The bill sa·y : 
Which voucher were is ued on the 26th day of :\larch, 1817, to 

Dwight J. McCann. 
The report also ~ays that Raynolcls-

cashed and paid two nited State Indian vouchet·s in the sums. re
spectiv Iy, etc., is ueu to Dwight J. McCann, a Government contractor. 

Does the g~ntleman claim that is a correct tatement either 
in the bill or in the report? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. The fact--
Mr. MANN. Oh, that is easy to answer. I want to · a k 

another question. 
Mr. LEATHER\VOOD. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Who i ·~ned the vouchers? 
l\ir. LEATHERWOOD. Dwight J. McCann i ·ue<.l the 

vouchers. 
l\lr. l\1Ai{N_ That is ju. t it. They were not issued to him 

at all. This gives a very enoneous impre. sion in the hill and 
in the report to say that the voncllers were L sued to the con
tractor. One naturally assumes at once that tho. e vouchers 
were issued to him by some Government official. Nothing of that 
kind happened. He igned the receipts, that is all lle did, an<l 
the gentleman calls it a voucher. Is not that right? 

l\Ir. LEATHERWOOD. No; it is not exactly right. 
Mr. MANN. He signed a receipt as we sign a 1·eceipt clown 

here at the Sergeant at Arms' office to draw our pay. He Lli<.l 
it in a different form and had to pnt ce.rtain certificates to it. 

l\ir. LEATHERWOOD. The voucher, as it is called, \Yas 
drawn, as a matter of fact, in favor of McCann by Lieut. John
son in payment for services rendered by teamsters under the 
employ of McCann, who was the contractor. The only way 
they had to get money out in that country at that time was 
througll these trading posts. Erroneously the report says that 
Raynolds was a banker. I was not aware of that at the time 
the matter was before the committee or at the time that I pre
pared the report_ Since then I have corresponded with ome 
of the old residents out in the West who knew him, and they 
confirmed these statements that lle was simply running a ·mall 
trading po t there. 

l\Ir. 1\lA.l'lN. The gentleman refers to Raynol<ls? 
l\!r. LEATHERWOOD. Yes. A a matter of con-.;-enience to 

the Government that this contrnctor could get the money. llay
nold took orne sa -.;-ings that be had there and ca ·bed these 
check or vouchers, and he paid out his own mone~-. There is 
no dispute but that it wa due and owing for the hauling of the 
supplies. No claim has ever been made that there was any 
irregularity about it. 

l\Ir. 1\IANN. If it bad been a voucher, in the ordinary sense 
of a voucher is!'\ued. by the Government, there would be no 
trouble about its being paid, but this was a voucher that the 
contractor furni hed, a voucher in order to secure partial pay
ment~ on his contract, and he made certain certificate , signed 
certam paper , to be presented to the d(>partment for payment. 
They may have been approved by somebody; I do not know. 
In this ca e he took them over to a man lle wa doing busine. s 
with and got the money for them and the man tood in his 
shoes. Then he defaulted and owed money to the Go-.;-ernment, 
and th(> Government eeks to off et it, and the gentleman \vnnts 
to off:::< the offset. 

1\lr. LEATHERWOOD. I want to be heard ju t a moment 
upon thnt. 

l\fr. MANN. Of course, I am trying to get information, and 
if. the gentleman has infot·mation which is not in the report, I 
Will be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I have the ame limitation in fur
nishing information that every gentleman has, and that tlle 

enate bad. The original document. were de tro~- ecl. I have 
een what purports to be a photogruvllic copy of part of one of 

the e documents. I understand. that the voucher wa · drmnt by 
Lieut. Johnson, certifying that certain UI>Plies, spt•<:ifyiug 
tllem, had been tran .. porte<l, ancl fuat it was i sued to .McCann, 
in the course of busine: , and tlle thing that the Gon'mment is 
~eeking to take advantage o:E is that that wa not assignable, 
and that it was a violation, I think. of sections 3737 un<l 3477 
of the ReYised Statutes of the United State . However, the 
cu tom had been to handle these vouchers away out there on 
the plain~ at that time in exactly that mannet·. The, e voucher::,; 
came clown here to the bank in 'Vashington ancl were pre-
ented to tlle department. Tll(> department 0. K'<l them. Then 

tlley were hel<l off for nearly two years, when finally ~orne 
auuitor in the Tren nry De1)nrtment raised ome objection to 
it. The matter lnicl dormant for another t\TO yenr . ~enrly 
five year elapse<l from the time the vouchers were recei,·e~ 
by the department before anything wa clone one way or the 
other about it. Everyone uppo eel tllat it wa regular, and that 
they would be paid. Ifinally tlle bank wa notifie<l here in 
" ' a bington that the Government ha<l refused payment for the 
reason tllat tllere had been "Ome irrc;-gularities, because of tlle 
violation of some section of the tn tu te to whieh I have re
ferred. Had the Go\ernment gone ahead an<l paid these orders 
or vouchers in the ordinary course of bu ine , everything 
would. have been all right. McCann, the contractor, would ha\e 
been solvent. It \VUS only after fise ~-ears that l\1c nnn became 
in. olvent. He was solvent at the time o"f the tran action, but 
later he became insol\ent, a lonO' period of time haYing elap~ecl, 
and then the Government applied this account \Yhicll Ra~-noltls 
had t.aken against tlle claim, which the Government hall against 
~IcCunn at the time that be became insoh·ent anu when he had 
defaulted upon some contract with the Government. If the 
Go\er1iment had actecl one way or the other within a reason
able time, this man might have bad some recour e and some 
reme<ly. 

l\lr. ~BNN. The gentleman's report and the bill st.ate that 
the e Youchers were iRRued to this contractot·. The letter from -
the Secretary of tlle Interior suys tbnt they were issued by this 
contractor. There is quite a little difference between a voncb€Jr 
that is just is. uecl by a contractor to get money and a voucher 
tllat is issued by a Government official to a contractor. 
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Mr. LEATHERWOOD. If I am able to· understand' the · Eng

lish language, they were issued by Lieut. Johnson to .1\IcCann. 
1\Ir. MA...l~. Then, I call the attention of the gentleman to 

the language in the letter of the Secretary of the Interior
which had been issued by Dwight J. McCann, a Government contrac
tor, in payment of transporting- supplies from Omaha, Sidnt!y, and 
Schuyler, in the State of Nebr-aska, to the Red Cloud Indian. Agency in 
said State. Tbe delivery of the goods and the correctness of the 
vouchers were ce rtified to thereon by Lieut. A. C. Johnson, United States 
.Army. 

There is quite a. difference between an officer of the Army. 
issuing a voucher, which is practically a draft for the- payment 
of a certain sum of money, and certifying that certain goods 
hav-e been delivered . 

.Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I concede all that the gentleman 
from Illinois says with reference to the- effect of that I want 
to sny further that I myself was misled, perhaps by indefinite 
langua~·e, with reference to the history of this bill in the 
Senate. 

I assumed at all times until within recent days that Raynolas 
was a banker. He is 1~eferred to as a banker. As a matter of 
fact he was not a banker, but simply a man conducting an 
humble little business who happened to have some ready cash 
and paid it over to satisfy a Claim against the Government. 

l\Ir. ~L-\NN. I have great reverence for the Senate of the 
United States and all of the Senators, but the reverence of the 
gentleman for the Senate far exceeds mine, if he believes all 
the statements that are made in the Senate in order to pass a 
bill. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am wholly unaware 
of having uttered any word which \Vould indicate whether I 
have reverence or not for the Senate. I meant to say to the 
gentleman, and I think I did. say ro him, that there may be · 
inadvertent expressions in the report. It was only by personal 
investigation by writing a great number of letters myself not 
only to Raynolds but to old-time westerners who knew Raynolds 
that I gut what I believe to be the facts with reference to this 
tJ:ansaction. Just one word further. At various times this mat
ter has been presented for consideration. It has been considered. 
It has now been passed by the Senate. Raynolds is an old man, 
nearly 87 years of age. For three yea-rs p.ast he has been an ob...
ject of charity. Nobody denies but what tbe Government had 
the benefit and use of his money. I trus-t that no gentleman on 
the floor of this House now will object t-o the consideration of this 
bill, because the only question raised is a technfeaUty in. refer
ence to the statute referred to. r want to say: with. due defer
ence to the gentleman from Illinois that I ha-ve carefully ex
amined the. statutes. I ha"\"'e gone. over them -v-ery carefully, 
and I believe had the matter been taken up in court within the 
period allowed by the statutes that he would have recovered in 
a court of competent jurisdiction the amount duB him upon this 
instrument. While such instlmments are not recognized by the 
United States courts as negotiable instruments, yet the co.urts 
have held that they are evidence- of indebtedness. 

1\lr. 1\IA._NN. He dld not have a show in: court~ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]' 'l'he 

Chair hears none. 
1.'1Jle Clerk read as follows: 
Be ;t enacted, etc., That the Seeretacy o:f_ tbe. T.reasuryt be, and he. is 

hereby, authorized and · directed to pay to Albert H. Raynolds, or his 
personal representatives, out of any money in the Treasury not other
wis~ appropriated, the sum of $2;290.49, tor· and on account of two 
United States Indian vouchers in the amounts, respectively, or- $901.98 
anrl $1,38.2.51, which vouchers were issued on th~ 26th d.ay of March, 
1877, to Dwight J. McCann, an Indian fi·eight contractor, and cashed 
by the said Albert H. Raynolds, and which said vouchers- were allowed 
for payment by the Commissioner·of Indill!l A1fairs on the 2d day of. 
May, 1877, and afterwards refused. 

The· bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read tfie 
third time, and pas ed. 

On motion of Mr. LEATH'ERWoon; a motion t:D reconside:c the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on tlie table. 

NA.SH MOTORS CO. 

The next business:- in order on the Private Calendur- was·· the 
bill (H. R. 3279) to refund certafu duties paid by the· Nash 
Moto.rs Co. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is· there objection. to the present considera~ 

tion of this bill? 
:Mr. WALSH. l\1r. Speaker, reserving the right to object, l 

notice that the Treasury Department are not very enthusiastic 
about the passage of this measure. I would like. to know how it 
beeomes necessary that legislation is required? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I w<mld be v-ery 
glad to explain it; and while the gentleman :from J.ia.ssa.chusetts 
may not be enthusiastic in his· support of the measu.re, I hope 
he will not object to its cons!deration • 

. ' 

Mr. Spea:1.--er; tlie Nash Motors Co., as gentlemen know, has a 
very fine national, indeed an international, reputation. It is 
the successol" of the Thomas B. Jeffery Co., which in the spring 
of 1915 had sent a chassis to its representative iri. London. It 
remained there: for about a year · and was untouched and un
changed in any way. It came back to this country in the spring 
of 1916 consigned to T. P. Reeve, who was a clerk in the office 
of some customs brokers in the city of New York, employed in 
business by the Nash ?lifotors Co. That chassis having been 
of American manufacture, unchanged in any way, was entitled 
to free entry under section 404 of the tariff act; but when an 
article of that kind arrives unchanged and subject to free entry, 
a certificate of its export is required before it is allowed to come 
in. For some reason these brokers did not supply the certifi
cate. It was carel~snessJ of course, but the Nash Motors Co., a 
thousand miles away, knew nothing about this at the time. As 
soon as they were notified, however, they furni hed the evi
dence. Then, it having been too late when the evidence was 
supplied, the Government' took possession and· assessed the duty, 
and the Nash l\fotors Co. protested; but the protest required 
payment of a fee, and then occurred a most extraordinary event. 
That fee was not paid within the time required by the Govern
ment, but was delayed by only one day. Again somebody in this 
broker's e 'tablishment was grossly- careless, .so that the com
pany paid $1,223.30 duty on goods which were entitled to rree 
entry under the statute, American-made goods coming back to 
this country. Ever since that time the Government has had the 
use of that money, whieh if these brokers had done their duty 
would not have had to be paid. Now, an. identically similar 
bill passed the House in the last Congress and went to the Sen
ate, but failed there. I have in my hand a copy of a letter 
written by the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury to my prede
cessor in Congress, and here is what the Government official 
said concerning this"" shipment and payment: 

While American goods are entitled to free entry under tl:re provisions 
of paragraph 404- of tbe tarifT · act, if" returned · to th-e United States 
without bnving been advanced in value or improved in eond1tion while 
abraad, this prh·ilege is dependent upon compliance with regulations 
adopted undec said paragraph for the establishment of· the identity of 
such artic1es as of- American manufact11re. The regulations wel"e not 
complied with at the. time of entry in th.e present case ·and a bond was 
given for the prodaction or· the missin.g evidence. 

Now, 1\ft'. Speak-er, I want to interpolate here the statement 
that the Nash Motors Co.f a thousand miles· away, knew nothing 
about the giving of this bond. These brokers gave it without 
any authority whatever. I r-ead now : 

The entry was held unliquidated by tbe collector for some time after 
the expiration of the bond. in order that the requirements ot the regu
lations might be fUlfilled. The entry was finally liqu.idated with the 
aSS(>Ssment of duty and a protest filed Within the statutory period, but 
as the protest fee was ncrt paid within the- time specified in paragraph 
N of. section 3 of the tariff· act, the . protest was necessarily deemed 
abandoned. 

I stop here to r-ead from a letter written by David A. Son<fel, 
assistant United States attorney in 1\iilwaul\.ee.. He says..: 

A written protest was filed against such liquidation and was ther-e
after abandoned and waived, no fee having been deposited until one 
day afrer the expiration· or· the time therefor. 

r characterize negligence of that kind, three times re})eated 
by the officials or-clerks-: of these brokers, as extraordinary, and 
when ruse the word "extra:ordin-ary" I curb my desire to use 
language much more forceful than that. I read now, 1\fr. 
Speaker, from a letter of' a · Treasury official, and I ask the 
particular attention of the gentleman from Massachusetts [1\lr. 
w·usH}. I shall read later from the letter of 1\fr. Uellon, the 
Secretary of th~ Treasury. I call the attention of the gentle
man from Massl'l.chusetts especially ro this : 

While there ls no doubt that the automobile truck was of the manu
factnre of the United States and- entitled to free entry under paragraph 
404 of the tariff act on compliance witb the regulations, the entry hav
ing been Jiquidated with the assessment of duty .. the &:cretary of the 
Treasury was predudM' tiy the provisions of paragra-ph N, section 3 
ot the tariff act, fr.o·m. ordering a reliquidation of" the entry in tne. ab
sence of protest. It appears that it was a hardship for the Nash 
l\fotors Co. to be required to pay the duty· as the assessment of duty 
was due to tbe carelessness of the- brolier who represented the ultimate 
c-onsignee, but the d«:>p:u-tment could not take ' any other action in the 
ease than that outlined in its letter_ of 1\iay 7., 1916, addressed to- the 
Nash l\fotors Co., a. copy of wh.i.ch is inclosed. 

In reply to yQur inquiry as to wbet1ler there is any ma-chinery that 
o::an be set in motion whereby this• duty may be returned to the Nash 
Motors Co., I have tQ · say that the only way in which the duty paid 
could be refunded would be by a special act of Congress authorizing the 
Sect'etll ry of the Treasury to refund to the Nash Motors Co. the sum 
of $1,22.3.30. 

·V-ery truly, yours, JOUFYl'T SHOUSlll, 
Assis.tant Secretary. 

Mr. Speakerr I have in. my hand also a letter, wr.ltten on- tlie 
7th of May la~ by. the present Secretary of the TreaSUJ."Y. 

M.t<. WALSH .. 1 have· read that. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. wm. the gentleman permit me 

to read just one paragraph of it? 
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l\[r. WALSH. I have read the letter, and the Secretary 
states that no greater reasons for relief exist in the present 
case than in numerous other cases. Here is a case where, 
tlJrough t11e negligence or failure of accredited representatives 
of this firm, as I suppose, who did not comvly with the rules 
and regulations--

J.Vlr. COOPER of 'Visconsin. It was a clerk. 
Mr. WALSH. Whether it was a clerk or one of the firm, he 

did not comply with the requirements. If we are going to 
enact legislation in a case where there has been a failure to 
comply with tile requirements of the law, we might as well 
repeal the law and have no requirements, and let them send it 
in here just as they want to, and say, "If you miss it by a day 
or a week, all right." 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not think the alternative 
is quite as broad as that suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. It does not mean to repeal the law where 
there has been a failure on the part of a clerk to observe the 
law. But here is a case where the Government of the United 
States has money in its possession to which it is not entitled, 
in so far as the action of the Nash Motors Co. is concerned, 
due to gross neglect of duty by somebody or other; and 1n 
using the word " neglect" I am putting it mildly; but there 
was gross neglect of duty, and the . failure to perform duty 
three times on one shipment. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, it seems to me if the Nash Motors Co. 
after the first neglect still trusted to these brokers, and they 
made another error and neglected their clients, and the clients 
still trust-ed them, the Nash Motors Co. can not be entirely 
blameless in the matter. 

l\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I put it to the gentleman him
self, if he were 1,000 miles away and a clerk of a firm in which 
the gentleman had entire confidence was attending to business 
for him in New York City, and a protest fee was to be paid, 
the gentleman would assume, of course, that the payment 
would be made within the 30 days, and that that payment 
would not be withheld until one day after the expiration of 
the 30 days. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not know whether I would assume that 
or not. If they had failed to produce evidence of the exporta
tion of the chassis from the United States in accordance with 
t11e law prior thereto, I am inclined to think I might have been 
looking around for one of my personal representatives to be 
on the job there. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. These brokers were their per
sonal representatives, in whom they had implicit confidence, 
and they have implicit confidence to-day in the firm itself. 

Now, l\lr. Sp~aker, I want to ask the gentleman from Massa
chusetts if he thinks that the irrelevant statement in the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, that there are other claims 
like this which might be allowed, should in any way be per
mitted to defeat a just claim, a claim which the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself in his letter says is an equitable claim, a 
proper claim to be paid, the Government haYing money in its 
possession to which in honor it is not entitled? If there are 
five or six or eight other claims-and I do not know of another 
like it; never heard of one-but suppose there should be five 
or six or more, if they are absolutely just they ought to be 
paid, and payment of this claim ought not to be denied because 
other claims may be in existence. It ought to be paid, because 
Secretary Mellon says : 

It is shown by the correspondence that the failure to furnish the 
evidence of outward shipment in this case was due to the careJ.ess
nef's of the brokers, and that the ultimate consignee, the Thomas B. 
.Jeffrey Co., did not authorize the brokers to give a bond in the case. 

While the equities in this case are apparent, in that the Nash Motors 
Co. was r equired to pay duty on an importation belonging to the fixm 
which they succeeded, which importation was clearly entitled to free 
entry under paragraph 404 of the tariff act-

Even the ·secretary himself says that the equities of the case 
are with the Nash Motors Co.; that the Government has $1,200 
which that company ought to be allowed to receive; and a 
similar bill passed the House in the last Congress. 

Mr. WALSH. I remember when it was up . . Of course, Con
gress passed the original law and included this requirement 
with · reference to protest within 30 days. The Treasury De
partment drew up the regulation under that law. Now, if people 
are not going to comply with the law and every time there 
is a miss by a day· or a week there is going to be special legis
lation here right in the face of a previous statute which Con
gTess passed, I can not see how we are going to help along the 
proper administration of the laws which we pass. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand the attitude of the 
gentleman; but I think it is based on a wrong premise. The 
gentleman says " in cases where the parties are negligent." 
The Nash Motors Co. were not negligent. If they had been !n 

New York they could have attended to this, and if they hau 
not done so they would have been negligent; but they were a 
thousand miles away, and the Treasury Department itself has 
twice said that the equities were with tl1e company. Had the 
company themselves been negligent, the equities would not have 
been with them, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for there can not be any equity in favor of people who are negli
gent. The department bas twice in official letters said that the 
equities were with the company. Negligence destroys equity. 

Mr. MANN. Whose negligence was it? It was not the negli
gence of the Government. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Have not the Nash Motors Co. a claim against 

the brokers? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not at all. 
Mr. MANN. Why not? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Because it was a cl'irk who 

without authority of law at all gave the bonu. They knew 
nothing about it. 

1\!r. MANN. The brokers did all this. The brokers neglected 
to file the original papers. The brokers neglected to file the 
fee for the protest. If I were a lawyer and did that, I would 
certainly think I was caught. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose that the brokers can 
not be made to pay; and even suppose you get a juugment 
against them and they are execution proof, then what is going 
to happen? Then we have this situation: The Government of 
the United States has possession of this money against the 
equities, as admitted .twice in written communications by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The Treasury Department has 
stated that it was not the fault of the Nash Motors Co., but 
that it was the fault of this clerk in New York. 

Mr. \V .A..LSH. If the gentleman will permit, it was the fault 
of an employee of the customs brokers who were the representa
tives of the Nash Motors Co. and acting in their name anu for 
them, with their consent and with their due authority. 

l\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Government has twice re
ported that the giving of this bond was entirely without the 
knowledge or authority of the Nash Motors Co. This clerk 
acted entirely outside of any authority given him or given to 
the firm of brokers by the Nash Motors Co. 

1\ir. WALSH. If this bond had not intervened, the duty 
would have been assessed much earlier. 

1\fr. COOPER of 'Visconsin. And they would have been 
notified and would have attended to it very promptly. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield 
I wish to say that I dissented from this report of the Committee 
on Claims because it is clearly the fact that this large conccr!l 
with all the equipment and paraphernalia for properly carrying 
on business has either inadvertently or otherwise broken one 
of the laws laid down for the government of all the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What law did it break? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. It failed to follow out certain require

ments imposed by law upon the people of the United States with 
reference to customs dues. If a company of that size, with all 
of its equipment, can come to Congress and get special legisla
tion after it has made errors through its own fault or the fault 
of its agents, I do not know what some of the poorer people are 
going to think who come here with just as good claims ami do 
not get anything. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
l\1r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Here is the Nash Motors Co. 

Its financial standing in the business world is absolutely irrele
vant and in my judgment has no proper place in the discussion 
of this case. If it had been a poor man a thousand miles away 
from the city of New York who had been obliged to pay $1.200 
against the equities of the case, as the Government admits, 
would the gentleman contest this claim? 

1 rely upon the fact that the Government twice, through its 
United States Treasury officials, has admitted that the equities 
of the case are not with it but with the Nash Motors Co. If 
the Government can twice admit that the equities are with the 
company and that the Government relies. upon a mere quibblinJ 
technicality, in the face of gross negligence proven to have beeu 
committed by a clerk a thousand miles away, if the Govern
ment is to take advantage of a technicality like that, in my 
judgment it will tend to confirm the impression which has be
come spread broadcast, that as a debt payer the Government 
of the United States is the meanest in the world. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Well, Mr. Speaker, · the gentleman, of 
course, tries to m!lke out a good case for the Nash Motors Co. 
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and I do not take issue with him on the ,equity of the case, but 
I do take issue with him on the fact-that the Nash Motors Co. 
was properly informed and equipped, but handled this business 
contrary to the rules and regulations laid clown by the customs 
department. It was no fault of the GoYernment and there is 
no reason why the Government sl10ulu make an exemption in 
their ca e. If, on the other hand-and perhaps I am wrong in 
the premises-if some poor man was put in the same position 
without the best of equipment, without knowledge of the law or 
the regulations or the rules, there might be some necessity for 
relie\ing l1im. These people knew the rules and regulations 
and had all the paraphernalia to properly conduct its business, 
but through carelessne s and neglect they failed to take advan
tage of the rules and regulations-they would have received the 
money back if they bad-and then they come to Congress and 
claim that they are entitled to special consideration. 

l\1r. COOPER of Wisconf';in. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman says that thi~ 

company, through neglect and failure to observe the law, diu so 
and so. It did everything that it could do to observe the law. 
It supposed that the brokers on whom it relied complied with 
the law, and tllis protest which was in the hands of the Govern
ment before the expiration of that time was for some reason 
held up until one day after the rights of the company had ex
pired, and that was a matter for which the motor company were 
not neglectful in the slightest. They supposed that the law had 
been complied with. 

l\fr. U!'I.'DERHILL. Then I agree with my colleague from 
Massachusetts that they ought to sue the broker and not 'Come 
to Congress for relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk reatT the bill, as follows : 
Be it et1acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Nash Motors Co., a 
corporation organized under the laws of the Rtate of Maryland, the 
sum of $1,223.30 as full payment to the said Nash l\Iotors Co. of all 
duties levied upon an automobile chassis, the property of said company, 
o! .American manufacture and entitlro to free entt·y under the provi
sions of _paragraph 404 of the tariff act, and paid b:v the said Nash 
Motors Co. upon the importation of the said automobile chassis into 
this cou_ntry. 

The following committee amenj.ment was read : 
Page 1, line 4, after the word " pay " insert " out of any money in 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 

:Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
committee amendment. I have explained to the House my op
position in the matter. I was the only member of the committee, 
howeYer, who dissented from an otherwise unanimous report. 
Rather than take adYantage, if it would be taking an advantage, 
of the gentleman from 'Visconsin in objecting to the considera
tion of the bill, I think I haYe giYen him all of the help that 
he is entitl ~d to and now will leave it to the membership of 
the House whether they want to pass the bill or kill it here. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ord~red to be engrosseu, anu read a third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

WALSH) there were-33 ayes and 7 noes. 
So the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. CooPER of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider 

the vote whereby the bill was passeu was laid on the table. 
ARTHUR J. BURDICK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.. 
4.356) for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to· the present considera
tion of the bill? 

Mr. l\1ANN. Reserving the right to object, I notice that the 
former Secretary of the Interior in reporting upon this bill 
says that there are many cases similar to this. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from California a question. 'Ve have a 
whole lot of cases-the House ;just passed a bill of tbe . arne 
sort-making a law, and if a man does not comply with it, be 
he poor or rich, they have an exception made in his case. Does 
anybody propose general legislation coYeriug all these cases? 

Mr. SWING. Not that I know of. 
Mr. MANN. It depends largely on leg work of the Members 

of Congress themsehes. 

LXII--172 

l\fr. SWING. I think each Congressman should call the at· 
tention of the committee ·and the House to those cases which 
he thinks without attention would result in injustice being 
done to a citizen of the United States. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. Suppose some man does not enjoy the ac· 
quaintance of a Member of Congress. Suppose a Member of 
Congress is not very active in his leg work. I take it that the 
gentleman does not think that citizen ought to receive relief. 

l\lr. SWING. I think the gentleman from Illinois, whose ex· 
perience bas been very long with this body, recognizes that there 
are always exceptions to every general law where it does not 
operate equitably and equally. · 

Mr. MANN. I think that is true. The department writes 
that there are many cases similar to this, and it may be they 
ought all to be relieved-! do not know. 

l\lr. SWING. I asked them if they had a case ·in mind 
exactly like this, and they could not cite a case. I directed the 
attention of the members of the committee to it and asked tb~m 
whether there had been any claims like this, and they said 
they did not lrnow of any. 

I think this is an unusual case . . There are cases of mistakes 
by officers of the land department, mistakes of law and fact, 
but I think this is unusual, and in my experience in the western 
country, where there is a large amount of land for settlement, 
I never heard of a case like this-where an entryman in good 
faith went to the land office, a ked if land was open near a 
certain town, and they opened the books and lilaid "yes; here 
is a half section open to entry," and he said "I will get my 
witnesses, view the land, and come here to-morrow and make 
the eufry, if it is still open." 

That be does, and they accept his entries, and he goes upon 
the land. He acts upon their acceptance, and it seems to me 
that that is a case where an injustice is done him, when subse
quently the land office tells him, after he bas spent money on 
the place in trying to make it his home, that he must move off. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it is a very common case_ 
1\lr. SWING. I have not heard of exactly that case. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Ob, I have heard of a good many cases since 

I haye been here where through an error of the land office 
a man settles on a piece of property. 

Mr. SWI::\G. The most common case in my country is where 
a man at his own risk undertakes to settle upon the proper 
land which has been granted to him and gets on the wrong 
piece of property, but here the man goes on the piece of propetty 
for which the Government bas given him a certificate of entry. 

l\lr. 1\IANN. It bas happened a good many times with refer-
ence to these railroad lands. 

1\Ir. UNDERHILL. 1\Ir. Cllairman, will the gentleman vielu? 
Mr. 1\IAXN. Yes. ~ 
Mr. U:KDERHILL. There have been other cases presented 

to the committee this year of a similar character. It seems 
that in thi · case a great injustice has been done. There haYe 
been cases presented to the committee where we did not find that 
an injustice had been done, because the settler had gone in 
after he hau been informed by some agent of the Government 
that there w·as a question as to whether the land was open. I 
think the committee has turned down several cases of that 
kind, and they now repose in pigeonholes in the office of the 
committee. Here tbe man went on the land in good faith. 
The mi take was at the hands of, or was caused through a Gov
ernment agency. He made improvements on the land. He 
was establishing a homestead. He spent a great deal of time 
and considerable money, and it seems to rue that he bas justice 
on his side. , 

Mr. 1\IAI\'N. All be did on the land was to sink a '\Yell, as 
far as that is concerned. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. He cleared some land. 
1\Ir. 1\IANN. Oh, he cleared enough lan<l to sink this wdl, 

and that is about all. It is not as meritorious in that sens~ as 
it would be if he had constructed a home on the land. 

l\1r. UNDERHILL. He had to have water fir t. 
l\Ir. l\lA~N. And yet we have refused to pay a man back the 

cost of a borne where he constructed a home on land that did 
not go to him. 

Mr. KNUTSON. How deep do they have to go for water in 
that couutr:r? 

.Mr. SWING. Oh, several hundred feet. That is quite au 
item. 

l\1r. KNUTSON. Yes. 
1\fr . .MANN. Of course, it is. The well cost nearly $2,000. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider· 

ation of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPE-<\KER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The Clerk read the bin as follows: I was made, which now -remains to the Cl'edit of Oklahoma, arrd 
Be it enacted, etc., That the se.c1·etary of the Trea.sury be, a_nd he . it i_s available only by act of Congress for the payment 'Of this · 

bereby i , authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys m th~ chnm. 
Trea~ury o~ the. United States not other":ise S;PP"ropriated, to Arthur J. The man did the work upon a contract with the State officers 
Burdtck1 R1ver tde County, State of Callforma, the sum of $1,981.68, . . . ' 
in full compensation for the amount expended by snid Bur<lick in com- With the al)Ilroval of the War Department, and has now waited 
pliance· with law l!pon his desert-land enfl:y numbered 07331, allowM by eight or nine yeru.•s for pay which be fully expected to receive 
the lo a1. la.n~ offi<:e at Lo-s Angeles, Calif., and. sobs~uently canceled when be acted upon the assurance of the 'Var Departm~nt. 
for conillct ':lth tbe grant to the ~out~ern- Pa-ctfic Railroad Co. Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, because he acted upon the a surance 

?'he SP~A..EER. T~e question 1s on the engros ment and of tate officials, the State adjutant general. There is nothing 
third re?-dmg of the blll. . . in the re})ort, so far as I have been able to ascertain, that war-

The b1ll was <;>rder_ed to be engro sed and rea<l a thtrd ti~e, rants the statement that this contractor acted at the suggestion 
was read .the th1rd time, and pas ~- . . of any official of the National Government. 
~ nmt1o~ of Mr. SwrKG, a m?hon to reconsider the vote by l\lr. BOX. W1ll the gentleman read the letter of E. M:. 

which the b1ll was passed was laid Oil the table. W-eaver colonel, Coast Artillery Corp , chief of divi:sion, fo1" 
GEORGE CISZEK A ~D A..~NA CISZEK. tl\-e War Department, of April 21, 1910, assuring the disbru·sing 

'l"'he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. officer that this would be a proper charge against this fund? 
6686) for the relief of George Ciszek and Anna Ciszek. 1.\Ir. STAFFORD. Where is the gentleman reading? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- l\lr. BOX. On page 3. The contract was thereafter made, 
tion of the bill? the work was thereafter done and accepted, and· the fund was 

There was no objection. found to be erllau ted, and it could not be paid because it was 
'l"'he SPEAKER. '.rhe Clerk will report the bill. exhausted, and a subsequent fund i available; not available 
'.rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: for other purpo ·es, however. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hE> is Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield, howeYer, I notice 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- they refer to fhis fund as a balance to the credit of the State -
u'ry not otherwise appropriated, to George Ciszek and Anna Cisz-ek the of Oklahoma. What does that mellil? They can not draw the 
sum of $2,000 for damage done to their dwelling bouse on July 1, 1919, t th ? Th b'll "' 
due to the explosion of the United States Navy dirigible balloon C-8 at money ou • can ey · ey can net pay any 1 s out 0.1. it, can 
a point near Ca.lllp Holabird, Md. they? 

'\Yith trie following committee amendment: Mr. BOX. I understand that it is the fact th'at they can not 
in lieu th~rer.Jf pny bill~ out of it. Line G, strike out the figures " $2,000 " and insert 

.Mr. l\l~""N. How can a ftmd remain to the credit of a State the figures " $1,500." 
'.rhe SPEAKER. 

mittee amendment. 
The question is on agreeing to the com- that can not withuraw it and can not use it? 

1\fr. BOX. I wonder, though, if it was money covered into 
the Trea ury--The coilllllittee amendment was agreed to. 

1\fr. l\1A)lN. I wondered when I looked at this whether th~re 
was such a fund or not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bilL 

Mr. BDX. My information i it is the unexpended balance 
remaining for the equipping of the militia under the act passed 

the vote prior to 1918. 

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

On motion of Mr. HicKs, a motion to reconsider 
whereby the tiill was passed was laid on the table. 1\:lr. 1\lAl~N. The National Guards' apportionment to the 

Stutes at that ·time, and the Secreta1~y of War refers to that as 
though it ~--et'e available. It may be, but when I saw the bill 

the bill I doubted whether there was such a fund on the books, 
FRANE CARPENTER. 

The next busines on the Private Calendar was 
( S. 1247) for the relief of Frank Cal·penter. 

The SFEAN:E'R. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bilL 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speak~r, re erving the right to object, 
what obligation is there upon the part of the National Gov
ernment to pay for the installation of a rifle I ange for the 
use of State troops? 

Mr. PRINGEY. Mr. Speaker, the title is in the Government, 
and since the work was dune, authorized by our governor, an 
appropriation has been made and we are simply asking to be 
allo"\led to pay it out of our own funds. It is indor ed by The 
Adjutant General, by· the governor, by the Secretary of War, 
and it has passed the Senate and is indorsed by the Claims 
Committee. 

Mr. ST.AFFO:ftD. Where does the gentleman get authority 
for the statement that it is indorsed by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. PRL.~GEY. In the report I think the gentleman will 
find that Secretaty Weeks indorsed it. 

1\lr. STAFFORD. I notice in the report, which consists of 
eight pages, tliat most of th€ recommendations are on the part 
of State official·, but I do not find any direct recommendation 
on the part of the Secretary of War. The Secretary's letter is 
to be found on page 7. Will the gentleman call my attention 
to where in that letter he recommends the payment of this 
claim? 

1\Ir. BOX. ~lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Yes. 
1\lr. BOX. Can the gentleman imagine any eason why it · 

should not be paid? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to call th.e attention of the gentle
man from Illinois to section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, which 
provides a continuing appropriation of $200,000 for the purpose 
of proviuing arms and equipment for the whole bully of the mili
tia. There are some appropriations whieh are continuing--

1\lr. MA~"N. I understand that, and I assume the appropria~ 
tion are all available for the payment of ce1tain bill", but here 
i an a.ppropi·iation which apparently can not be used. The Sec
retary says it can be used for any biUs occurring since 1919. 
Ha thi bill o-ccurred prior to this time? 

l\1r. BOX. Yes; 1910. 
Mr. MANN. Evidently it may ha-ve been u ed to pay bills 

prior to that time, but if it can not be drawn out and can not 
be n ed, what is the use----

Mr. BOX. .Am,-wering the question of the gentleman from 
'\Viscon in, I desire to call attention to the letter of SeCl'etary 
Week , on page 7, in which he sta-ted: 

There would appear to be no objection on the part of the Wa'r De
partment if such e:xpcnditure is favorably viewed by Congre s. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. I read that. I withdraw t11e reservation. 
The SPlDAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it e1zacted, etc ., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and tlir cted to pay to Frank Carpenter. out of tbe 
unexpended balai1Ce in the Treasury of $14.813.33 now to the credit of 
the State o~ Oklahoma under the appl"opriation "Arming and equipping 
the militia." under section 1661, Revu·ed Statutes, which iR no longer 
availablr: tor expenditur s incurred since July 1, 1~1 tlie sum or 
$3 700, in full payment fol' work done in the construction of a rille 
range at Chandler, Oklo.:, in accordance with the proYi ions of a con
tract entered into by the said Carpenter with the State of Oklahoma 
December 31, 1910. 

The bill '\HI. • orde1·ed to be r ad a third time, was read the 
third time, and pa ed. 

On motion of Mr. PRINGEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

l\lr. STAFFORD. We are departing on an entirely new policy 
since we have nationalized the National Guard than formerly in 
the purchase of property and the title to State rifle ranges. 
\Ve now equip them, but "\le do not pay for the establishment 
of the rifle range. This work was undertaken some years 
back, I assume, before we attempted to nationalize the guards 
when the States were appropriating money for the mainte
nance of their OWn State militia. That is a policy of the past. TIMBER IN '.fHE STATE OF ARIZONA. FOR AGJUCULTURAL, MI ING, AND 

l\lr. ·BOX. But before this contract was made tlle di bursjng OTHER DOMESTIC PURPOSES. 
officer inquired of the War Department if this charge, the cost The next bu ines in order on the Private Calendar was the 
of doing this work, was a proper charge against the fund. The bill (S. 561) to grant citizens of Washington and Kane Counties, 
disbursing officer acted upon it and the man did the work. That Utah, the right to cut timber in the State of Arizona for agri· 
particular appropriation was exhausted, so that the work could cultural, mining, and other domestic purposes. 
not be paid for out of that fund. A subsequent appropriation. .. The Clerk read the title of the bilL 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conside~a-
tiou of the bill? . 

l\Ir. WALSH. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to obJect, I 
would like to have a little explanation of why we should pass 
legislation of this sort. 

1\lr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, under the law as it now obtains, 
citizens of one State can not, under the general provisions of 
the law, cut and remove timber from an adjoining State. 
The strip of land affected by this bill lies north of the Grand 
Canyon of the Colorado in Arizona. It_ iS_ accessible only_ fro~ 
the Utah side. The land is covered w1th a growth of timber, 
not merchantable timber but used principally for fuel, although 
there is some used for mining purposes. This bill would au
thorize the citizens of Utah living adjacent to this timber to 
secure a ~ permit, upon proper application and notice, to cut 
timber in Arizona and remove it to Utah, where it can be used. 
The gpvernor of Arizona joins with the governor. of. Utah in 
recommendin(J' this legislation, the county commissioners of 
both counties::. in Arizona are pet1ectly willing that it shall be 
enacted, as tbe wood will simply decay unless jt is used. . 

Mr. wALSH. Was it because it happened to be a State lme 
that national legislation is required? 

Mr. COLTON. Yes. 
Mr. LONDON. If the gentleman will yield, is this timber to 

be cut for commercial purposes? 
Mr. COLTON. No; for domestic purposes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair bears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted etc That section 8 of an act entitled "An act to re

peal the timber 'cult{;re laws and for other purposes," approved March 
3, 1891. as amended by an 'act approved March 3, 1891, chapter 559, 
page 1093, volume 26, United States Statutes at t:-arge, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the followmg: . 

"That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Intenor to grant 
permits under the provisi()lls of section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891, 
to citizens of Washington County, and of Kane County, Utah, to .cut 
timber on tbe public lands of the counties of. Mohave and Cocomno, 
Ariz., for agricultural, J?ining, ~nd other domeshc purposes, and remov~ 
the timber so cut to sa1d Washmgton County and Kane County, Utah. 

1\lr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to stlike 
out the last word. I notice the act refers to two other provi
sions which seem to have been passed on the same day. Is 
that accurate, or was there an error in designating the date? 

1\lr. COLTON. It has not been called to my attention before, 
and I can not answer the gentleman's question just now. 

1\lr. SANDERS of Indiana. It says: 
That section 8 of an act entitled "An net to repeal the timber cul

ture laws, and for other purposes," approved March 3, 1891, as amended 
by an act approved l\larch 3, 1891. 

Of course it might well be. 
1\lr. COLTON. I was wondering if the chairman of the Com-

mittee on Public Lands could answer. 
1\11· . MANN. He was not here then. 
1\lr. COLTO~. I am unable to answer. 
1\lr. SANDERS of Indiana. The question is whether the 

amending act was passed on the same day. 
:Mr. SINNOTT. I think I looked that up once. The singular 

coincidence of the two dates struck me, and I think I looked ~t 
up. I think that is the situation, although I am not clear on 1t 
now. 

hlr. SANDERS of Indiana. Of course, if the addition is to 
section 8, and it is a part of section 8, then line 10 should not 
recite that it is under the provision of section 8. 

1\Ir. SINNOTT. I haYe the act here. It is "An act to amend 
section 8 of an act entitled 'An act to repeal the timber culture 
laws, and for other purposes.' " That is the title o~ it. . . 

1\fr. SANDERS of Indiana. Well, 1\lr. Speal;;:er, If this 1s the 
amendino- act. then the language that is added is still in section 
8, and there should be an amendment to line 10 in the reading 
of this section. · 

Mr. COLTON. I did not catch the gentleman's suggestion. 
1\Ir. SINNOTT. That act has been amended a number of 

times in that same way. 
J.\Ir. SANDEHS of Indiana. Well, if that language has been 

followed I shall not make the point. But it seemed to me that 
' when yo'u are amending the section you ought not to refer to 

section 8. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 

SenatP bill. 
The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 

WALTER I . SMITH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
2649) to extend the benefits of se~tion 260 of the Judicial Code 
to Walter I. Smith, United States circuit judge. 

The title of the bill was read. . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill? 
1\Ir. W .ALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 

think the beneficiary of this act has deceased recently. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill lie on the table. Is there objec
tion? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

:RELIEF OF OWNERS OF THE SCHOONER " HORATIO G. FOSS." 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the hill (H. R. 
4367) for the relief of the owners of the schooner H omti.o G. 
Foss. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of this bill! 
Mr. l\IAN:N. Reserving the right to object, 1\ir. Speaker, I 

notice that tl1is bill carries compensation for the detention of · 
the schooner in addition to damages by collision. Of course, I 
know that where there is an authorization to sue in court they 
get demurrage. What is the purpose of putting that in? 

· l\fr. UNDERHILL. I suppose the .question of demurrage 
,...-ould be settled by the court, as well as the question of 
damages. · 

1\lr. 1\l.ANN. I suppose it would without that language in. 
l\lr. UNDERHILL. I do not think, for one, that I would 

object to an amendment of that character. 
Mr. 1\IA.l'\'N. \\'here we have forms of bills of this kind I 

think we should adhere to them. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
'The Clerk reads as fojlows : 
Be it e11acted, etc., That the claim of the owners of the schooner 

Horatio G. !loss, arising out of a collision bet)Veen said schooner and 
the United States collie1· J!'p-ita oii Winter Quarter Light Yessel on 
the 18th day of :\lay, 1918, for and on account of the losses alleged 
to have been suffered in said collision by the owners of said schooner 
Horatio G. Fo.~s by reason of damages to and detention of said schooner, 
may be submitted to the mted Rtates Court for the District of :Massa
chusetts, under and in compliance with the rules of said court. sitting 
as a colll·t of admiralty; and that the said court shall have jurisdiction 
to bear and determine the whole controversy and to enter· a judgment or 
decree for the amount of the legal damages sustained by t·eason of said 
collision. if any shall be found to be due, either for or against the 
United States. upon the same principle and measure of liability, with 
costs as in like cases in admiralty between private parties, with the 
same' right of appeal: P1·ov'ide(l, That such notice of the suit shall be 
o-iven to the Attorney General of the United States us may be provided 
by ordet· of tbt' :o;aid comt, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney Gen
eral to cause the United States attorney in such rlistrict to appear anu 
defe11d fot· the l.'nited States: Provided turtller, 'l'hat said suit shall be 
brought and commenced within four months of the elate of the passage 
of this act. 

1\lr. MANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill, on page 
1, line 9, by striking out, after the word " to," the words " and 
detention of." 

The SPEA.KER. '.fhe Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk rea<.~ as follows : 
Amendment o!Iered by :\-Ir. l\Uxx: Page 1, line 9, strike out, after 

the word •· to," the words " and detention of." 
The SPh'A.KBR. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. S.Al~DEUS of Indiana. l\lr. Speaker, I move to amend 

by inserting, on page 1, line 12, after the word "court," the 
word" of." 

The SPEAKER. There is the same omission in line 4. The 
Clerk will report the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: Page 1, line 4, after 

the word "out" insert the word "of," and on line 12, afteL· the word 
" court," insert the word " of." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CoLTON, a motion to recons:der the vote 
whereby the bi11 was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed · and read: a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of 1\lr. Ul'IIJERHILL,. a motion. to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill wa passed was laid on the table. 

measure of .. liability witl:t costs as in like cases of admiralty between 
private parties with the same rights of appeal: Pt·ovided,. That such 
notice of the suit shall be given to the .Attorney General of the United 
States as · may 1>e provided by order of tbe :;;aid court, and it shall be 
the duty of the Attnrney General to cau e . the United . States attorney 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

ROBERT RUSSELL. 

The ne~t bu iness on the Private Calendar was the bill {H. R. 
5791.) -for the relief of Robert Russell. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the IU:esent considera
tion. of this bill? 

1\lr. WALSH. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. S'IAFFORD. Reserving U1e right to object, l\!r. 

Speaker--
Mr. KI\'UTSON. I wish the gentleman from Wisconsin would 

withhold his objection. · 
1\fr. STAFFORD. I will withhold mi objection if the gentle

man wishes. 
1\lr. la\"UT ON. On what ground can the gentleman object? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. I am not acquainted with the law in Min

nesota as to the liability of the pr.operty owner where he refuses 
to remo>e snow and an inJury results. I know that in Wiscon
sin there is no liability on the part of the property owner for 
an injury received unless the party is actively at fault. There 
is n.o actionable negligence here on the part of the Government. 
If we pass this bill, it will be held as a pr.ecedent. in many, 
many cases. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota to state 
for what. rf'a on we should pass this bill. 

l\1r. KNUTSO~. The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 
I will sav to the genUeman that it is my understanding that the 
laws of i\nnne ota hold property owners responsible in a case 
of this kind. The circumstances of this case are substantially 
as follows : Two years ago yesterday l\fr. Russell slipped on the 
icy steps of the Federal building in St. Cloud, l\finn., and fell 
qown and suffered a compound fracture of his right hand, whi~h 
has rendered him a cripple for life, in so far as the use of his 
hand js concerned. 

The city of St. Cloud has an ordinance which provides for 
the removal of ice and snow from sidewalks '""itbjn a specified 
time. The custodian of the Federal building at St. Cloud.failed 
to ob erve this ordinance, and I contend that through the 
negligence of the custodian of the Federal building the Govern
ment is liable for the injuries sustained. by l\lr. Russell. 

Mr. W A..LSR. Wil[ the g.entleman yield? 
l\Ir. KNUTSON. Yes. 
Mr. \V ALSH. Doe the gentleman contend that the United. 

States is bouml by the city ordinanc <1f St. Cloud, Minn., with 
r.eference to the removal of snow and ice from the Feeeral 
building sidewalk? 

l\fr. KNUTSON. I would say morally so; yes. 
Mr. WALSH. The gentleman thinks that the United StateN 

of· America i:s subordinate to the city council of St. Cloud, 
Minn.? 

l\h·. KNUTSOX I do not see why the United States Gov
ernment should be permitted to allow snow and ice to remain 
in front of its property any more than a private owner: hould. 
This idea that the Government can do no wrong does not make 
much of a hit with me. 

1\lr. 'V ALSH. l\I1-; Speaker, I do not tl1ink we ought to have 
that doctrine elaborated very much. I thin~ we ought to have 
the regular order. 

Tlie SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 

the next bill. 
BARGE "HAVANA." 

The next busine s on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
43G8) for the relief of the owners of the barge Havana. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEA.rilln. Is thm:e objection to the present considera-

in such district to appear and defend for the United States: Provided 
ftu·th er, That said suit shall be brou~ht and commenced within four 
months of the date of the passage of this act. 

l\1r. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I move in line 10, page 1, 
after the word "to," that the word "and detention of" be 
stricken from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. · 

The· Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by 1\lr. U~DERH1LL : On page 1, line 10; after 

the word •· to," strike out the words "and detention of." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

WILLIAM MALONE. 

The next busine~s on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1463) for the relief of William Malone. 

The Clerk read the title of· the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is thm·e objection to the present considera· 

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 

to pay, out of any money of t he United States not· otherwise appropri· 
ated, to William Malone the sum of $75, being the cost ot. an abstract 
of title sent . to the Commissioner of. the General LaJld . Otlice in .August. 
1916; and lost· by .·orne employee ot that office. 

The SPEA.R'ER. Tho question is on the engrossment and' 
third I:eading of- the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and \Vas accordingly read the third time and passed: 

E'ORllEST. R.. BLACK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H! R. 
314 ') fo1 the relief of Forrest R. Black. 

The Clerk read the title of the bi1I. 
The SPEA .. KER. I· the1-e objection to the present consi<lera

tion of the bill? 
l\11·. SANDERS of Indiana. Reserving the right ta object, I 

think we ought to ha>e an explanation of the bill. 
1\lr. BEGG. l\Ir. Speaker, this claim of Ironest R. Black is for 

jewelry and. money. 'Vhen he volunteered fo1: e.u.listment tn 
the ~avy he checked hi valuables with the man who was desig· 
nated to receive them. They were ru ·hed for help, and while · 
one of the men went out to get his lunch during the noon hour 
the man who had charge of the checkin<Y left the cheaking booth 
and went to assist in ta king the measurements of the men. 

When l\fr. B1ack came back from his ph.ysi0al examination 
these valuables were gone. Tlle Na\ry Department, both under 
the previous admini tration and under this ad.ministration, has 
recommended the payment of this claim. Th re i no question 
at all that these valuables were stolen while in the custody of 
the Government a"'ent. 

Mr. SANDERS· of Indiana. Has · the GoYernment been pay
ing for such lost valuables? 

l\1r,. BEGG, Always. 
Mr~ l"'"EWTON of Minnesota. As I understand it, the man 

·: who was up for examination left his valuables ,-vith the ID'an 
designated hy the officer in charge? 

l\.11~. BEGG. De ignated by tl)e Gov-ernment. 
1\lr. NEWTON of l\linnesota. And immediately following the 

. examination the property was gone ·1, 

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 

I 1\li·. BEGG. When he turned in his check calling for his 
valuables they could no find them. They called in a.policeman, 
locked the doors, and searched everybody, but evidently the, 
thief had gone, because they. did not find these valuables. 

l l\11:. NEWTON of Minnesota. And in placing his money and 
jewelry with this particular person he wa following out the. 
request of the department•? 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the Staples Tra.nsportation Co., 
a corporatiQn existing under the laws of tbe Commonwealth of Mas
sachusetts, owner of the barge Havana, arising out of a collision be
tween the United States steamship Qui noy and said barge Havana at 
Hampton Roads, Va., on February 4, 1920, for and Qn account of the 
losses alleged to have been suffered in said colllsiQn by the owners of 
said barge by t·eason of damages to and detention of said barge, may 
be submitted to the United States District Court for the Distl'ict ot 
Massachusetts, under and in compliance with the rules of said court 
Hting as a court of admiralty; and that the said court shall have 

jurisdictiQn to hear and determine the whole controversy and to enter 
a judgment or decree for the amount of the legal damages- susmined 
by reason of aid collision, if any shall be found to be due, either for 
or against the United States of America, up-on the same principle and 

Mr. BEGG. Not only the request but the orders of the de-
J2artment. 

l\fr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. Gladly,. 
Mr. l\fANN. I was so impressed with the statement in thi& 

case that I thought the gentleman from Ohio [M:.t:. BEGG] had 
made a mistake in introducing the bill for only $142, when it. 
appeared that the man had lost under the e exceptional cir
sumstances property of the value of $190. What was the $50. 
of which we rob him? 

Mr. BEGG. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
Mr. Black makes the statement that be did not put in a claim 
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for all he lost, for instance, his fraternity pin. He did not put 
in a claim for things of that kind. 

Mr. MANN. He did put it in. 
Mr. BEGG. There were some items t11at he did not include. 
Mr. MANN. Here is his claim for $192. 
1\Ir. BEGG. It is $142. · 
Mr. MANN. What part did the gentleman from Ohio jew 

him out of? 
Mr. BEGG. I did not jew the gentleman out of anJYthing, I 

will say to the geptleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. 1\Ir. Speaker, I withdraw my 

reservation. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay t.o Forrest R. Blaek, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $i4.2, in 
reimbursement for money and valuables lost while they were properly 
in the custody of the United States Government. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of tl1e bill. 

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

On motion of 1\fr. BEGG, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEO BALSAM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was tlle bill (H. R. 
6251) for the relief of Leo Balsam. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the conside1·ation of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk .read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to Leo 
Balsam, of Plattsburg., N. Y., the sum of $1.282.50, in full compensa
tion for repair at contract price of 950 pairs of shoes destroyed by 
fire when the gymnasium at Plattsburg Barracks, N. Y., was destroyed 
on November 28, 1917, said payment being due the said Leo Balsam 
ln the opinion of the Acting Judge Advocate General of the Army. 

Mr. MANN. l\1r. Speaker, I move to amend the bfll by strik-
ing out all after the figures 1917 in line 10. 

The SPE-lliER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. MANN: Page 1, line 10, after the figures "1917" 

strike out the remainder of line 10, all of line 11 and line 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. S ELI., a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BERTRAM GABDNER. 

The next bu iness on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1543) for the relief of Bertram Gardner. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\1r. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I would like 

to ask the gentleman from New York how many of these stamps 
there were. 

Mr. HICKS. Sixteen hundred, worth 10 cents apiece. 
l\1r. WALSH. The bill says 600. 
Mr. IDCKS. There were 1,628. 
1\fr. WALSH. That would amount to $162.80. Does the gen

tleman intend to offer an amendment? 
1\lr. HICKS. If it is thought necessary. 
1\lr. WALSH. The report says 1,628, and the bill which was 

introduced before the report says there were 600. It is im
material, but if yon have the number in the law it ought to 
be the correct number. If this is going to be corrected I will 
withdraw tbe reservation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report tile bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc. , That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to credit the account of Bertram Gard
ner, collector of Internal Revenue Service, first district of New York 
$162.80 for the loss of 600 export distillery spirit stamps which wer~ 
destroyed by fire. 

Mr. UNDERHILl.. Mr. Speaker, in line 6, after the word 
"of," I move to strike out the two words " six hundred." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 6, after the word "of," strik<:! out the words "six hundred." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

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

On motion of Mr. HicKS, a motioh to reconsider the vote: 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ANNIE M. LEPLEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4504) for the relief of Annie M. Lep.ley. 

The SPEAKER. Is ther.e objection to th~ consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enactecl, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to credit Annie M. Lepley, as postmaster 
at Plymouth, .Amador County. Calif., on her account as postmaster of 
said place, In the sum ot $2,055.83, the same being the amount of certain 
moneys, money orders, and postage stamps taken and stalen by burglars 
from tbe post office at Plymouth, Amador County, Calif .• at nighttime at 
about 10 minutes past 1 o'clock antemeridian on March 13, 1915, by 
unknown persons, and that the said Annie M. Lepley be, and she is 
hereby, relieved and released from payment to the Treasury of the 
United States of .the said sum of $2,055.83, and every part thereof, as 
such postmaster, and tbat her account be credited as postmaster with 

aid amount of 42.,055.83 by reason of said loss caused by such 
burglary. 

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

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I thought the bill was under con
sideration. I would lil;:e to ask the gentleman from California 
as to the form of the bill. I suppose it is desirable to make the 
thing certain, but the bill first directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to credit Annie M. Lepley with the sum of $2,055.53 
on account of this loss. I should think that would be sufficient. 
Then tlle bill goes on and says., "said Annie M. Lepley is het~eby 
relieved and released from tbe payment to the Treasury of said 
sum." Having done it twice, then it goes on and provides again 
that her account as postmaster be credited with this sum. 

Mr. RAKER. Let me say to tlle gentleman that the matt~r 
was taken up with the Treasury Department and the Post Office 
Department. and the Post Office Department has made an orde:r 
that until this legi lation is disposed of they can not relieve h~r 
from making that report. The statement was, as I gathered 
from them, that she would have to be released from the Treas
ury account and then her report would be credited with this' 
amorn1t, so as to clear her record in the Post Office Department. 

Mr. MANN. If they credit her account with $2,055.53., that 
would close up the transaction. If we relieve her from the 
payment of $2,055, that of itself would close up the transaction. 
Then her account Js to be credited with $2,055. That of itself 
would close up the transaetion. Why do it three times? 

:Mr. RAKER. I took the advice of the Post Office Department 
and the Treasury Department, and these matters were sub
mitted to them, and we have had them before them a great 
many times. 

Mr. MANN. We have passed a great many bills of this kind. 
Mr. RAKER. This was their judgment, and I took it because 

of the fact that the Treasury had to be credited, and then her 
account had to be credited in making the report to. the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. 1\IANN. It is not necessary to do a thing three times, 
even in the statute. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. RAKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which tbe bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MONROE B. SHEALY. 

The next business on the PI·ivate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7272) for the relief of Monroe B. Shealy. 
Th~ SPEAKER. Is there objec-tion to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and dlrected to pay to Monroe B. Shealy, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$1,083.36 for damages to his automobile by an A-rmy truck belonging 
to the Government. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 6. strike out the figures " $1,083.36 " and insert in lieu thereof 

tbe figures "$414.66." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPIDA.KER. The question is on the engrossment and 

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

was read the tl1ird time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. FULMER, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the t~ble. 
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-RUPERTO V1LCHE. 

The next business on. the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5251) for the relief of Ruperto Vilche. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendmoot. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. RAKER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask nnaniruous consent that the 

Clerk be permitted to correct the spelling of the word " inter
sects" on line 22, page 2. 1\fr. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill is of the same class 

as bills which have been passed over in order to permit the 
committee to determine a policy in respect to accidents result
ing from the discharge of .guns in the hands of soldiers. I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. . 
TAHOE NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8832) to provide for the exchange of certain lands of 
the Unite<l States in the Tahoe National Forest, Calif., for 
lands owned by William Kent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk reported the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inter~r be, and hereby 

is, authorized to accept on behalf of the United States title to certain 
lands owned by William Kent and situate in the county of Placer, 
State of California, in section 24, township 15 north, range 16 east, 
Mount Diablo base and meridian. and within the Tahoe National For
est, free and clear of all encumbrances, more particularly described as 
fol1ows: 

Beginning at a point on the shore of Lake Tahoe, said point being 
the northeast corner of that part or parcel of lot 55 as delineated and 
designated upon that certain amended :'Jlap of Sunnyside tract entitled 
"Sunnyside tract, propet·ty of N. D. Rtdeout, part of sectiOn 24, town
ship 15 north, range 16 east, and part of section 19, township 15 
north, range 17 east, Pl11.cer County, Calif.," filed in the office . of the 
county recorder of the coUitty of Placer, State of CaUfornia, on toe 
18th day of November, 1907, conveyed by Hulda S. and Chris Nieltien 
to M. L. Effinger by deed dated September 24, 1906, and recorded in 
the county recorder's office in said Placer County in deed book No. 
105 page 221 ; thence- west from said point along a line parallel to the 
south line of said lot 55, 220 feet more or less, to a point on the east 
line of Sunnyside Avenue where said line intersects said east line of 
Sunnyside Avenue; thence north on said east line of Sunnyside Avenue 
145 feet more or less to a l:ioint on the north line of section 24, town
ship 15 north, range 16 east, Mount Diablo meridian, where said east 
line of Sunnyside Avenue intersects said section line; thence east 
along said section line 220 feet more or less to the shore of Lake 
Tahoe; thence in a southerly direction along the shore of Lake Tahoe 
145 feet more or le s to the place of beginning. 

Beginning at a point on the west line of Sunnyside Avenue 100 feet 
north of the point of intersection of the extended south line of lot 
55 as delineated and de. ignated upon that certain amended map of 
Sunnyside tract entitled " Sunnyside tract, property of N. D. Rideout, 
part of section 24, township 15 north, range 16 east, and pat·t of sec
tion 19-, township 15 north, range 17 east, Placer County, Calif.,'' filed 
in the office of the county recorder of the county of Placer, State of 
California, on the 18th day of November, 1907; filed in the county 
records of the city of Placerville, State of California, on the 18th 

· day of November, 1907 ; thence west on a line parallel to said extended 
· south line of said lot 55. 300 feet more or less, to the east line of a 
. tract of land deeded by William Kent to the United States of America 
on February 28, 1920, said deed being recorded in the records of said 

' county of Placer in book 175 of deeds at page 381; thence north on 
aaid east line of said tract ·deeded by William Kent to the "Cnited 
States of America to the north line of section 24, township 15 north, 
rano-e 16 ea t, Mount Diablo meridian; thence east along said section 

. line"' to the point of intersection of the west line Qf Sunnyside Avenue 
' with aid section line; thence south along said west line of Sunnyside 
· Avenue 150 feet more or less to the point of beginning. 

And in exchange therefor may issue patent for certain lands owned 
r by the United States within the Tahoe National Forest and situate in 
the county of Placer, State of Cali.fornia, in section 24, township 15 
north, range 16 east, l\:fount Diablo base and meridian, more particu
larly desct"ibed as follows : 

Lot 51 and the south half of lot 52, as delineated and desi~nated 
upon that certain amended map of Sunnyside tract entitled " Sunny
si<le tract, property ot N. D. Rideout •. pact of sectio!l 24..! township 15 

· north range 16 ea t, and p:ut of section 19, township 1a north, range 
, 17 ea'st, Placer County, Calif.," filed in the. offic~ of the county re
corder of the county of Placer, State of Califorma, on the 18th day 
of November, 1907; also all that tract of land in the not·theast quar
ter of section 24, township 15 north, range 16 east, Mount Diablo 
base ant1 meridian, and more particularly described as follows : Begin
ning at a point on the westerly side of Sunnyside Avenue as laid down 
and delineated on that · certain above-mentioned amended map as 
Sunnyside tract, which point is 65 feet west of the southwest corner 
of lot 51 of said Smmyside ti·act, and ft•om said point of beginning 
running parallel to the north boundary of the tract of land conveved 
to Alice M. Schmicdell by cteed dated the 23d day of March, 1908, 
and recorded in the office of the county recorder of Placet· County, in 
book 110 of deeds, at page 261, said boundary being pamllei to the 

' south line extended of lot 42 of said Sunnyside tract ; running thence 
westerly 300 feet ; thence north 1 degree 37 seconds east 150 feet to 
a point on the southerly line of a parcel of land conveyed by William 
Kent to William McFadden by deed dated the 12th day of September, 
1912 and recorded in the office of the county recorder of said county in 
book' 137 of deed. at page 201, said point being 300 feet west of the 
west line of Sunnyside A >enue; thence soOth 88 degrees 28 seconds 
east 300 feet more or les along said southerly boundary of the lands 
so conveyed to William 1\IcFadrlPn to the west boundary of said Sunny
side A venue ; thence south 1 degree 37 sec::onds west 150 feet m~re or 
less along said west boun<lar·y of Sunnyside A >enue to the pomt of 
beginning. 

With the following committee amendment: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was rel'ld the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ROBERT E. DANFORTH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6196) for the relief of Robert E. Danforth. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

1\fr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker reserving the 
right to object, are there any precedents for a~ action of this 
kind? 

Mr. VAILE. There are a number of precedents ,vhere a 
homestead entr·y has been taken and for some reason or other 
the entryman does not fall quite \yithin some of the provisions 
of la\v. I do not remember any precedent for this particular 
case. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. There are precedents, however, 
for specific congressional ac-tion in the granting of a paten£? 

1\Ir. 'l' AILE. Oh, many of t.hem. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. l\1r. Speal,er, I withdraw the 

reserYation of objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk reported t~e bill, a!; follows: 

Be it e11acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au
thorized and directe<l to issue :1 patent to Robert E. Danforth convey
ing the south blllf of the northca ·t quarter and the northeast quarter 
of the southeast quarter of section 10, and the southwest quartet· of the 
north.west qua_rt_er of section 20, township 15 south, range 78 west, sixth 
prmc1pal mend~an, Colorado, and the north hal! of the north half of 
section 20, town ·hip 15, range 78 west, sixth principal meridian. Colo
rado, being lands embract>d in the homestPad entries of , aid Robert E. 
Danforth, Lead>Ule, serial Nos. 02846 anu 02845, made April 5, 1920. 

Mr. V .AILE. 1\fr. Spe<lker, I mo;e to amend the bill, on page 
2, line 1, by striking out the comma after the word "Lea<l
ville." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 1, sh·ike out the comma after the word "Leadville." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment was ngreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engt·ossment an<l 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engro ed and read a third time, 

was read the third time. and passed. 
On motion of 1\Ir. VAILE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was pns..:ed was laid on the table. 

HENRY 1'. HILL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5385) for the relief of Henry T. Hill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, re erYing the right to ob
ject, why iR not the customary resen-ation carried in the bill 
that no pension shall accrue to this man prior to the passage of 
the bill? 

1\fr. KEARNS. We have provided that no pay and allowance 
due him shall be allowed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is the invariable practice in bills of this 
kind to incorporate the feature I peak of. 

Mr. KEARNS. That no· pension in the future should be 
allowed. 

Mr. STAFI<'ORD. No; that a pension ·hould not. accr·ue to 
him prior to the passage of the bill. 

l\ir. KEA...RNS. Would there be any way for him to get it? 
Mr. STAFFORD. If be applied for a pension. 
l\fr. KEARNS. He has n"t applied. 

Page 5, line 6. stt•ike out the word " forty-two" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word " fifty-two." 

1\fr. STAFFORD. We no not know whether he has or not. 
if he applied, and we giYe him this right, it will <late back. 

Mr. KEARNS. If the gentleman \\ill offer the amendment, 
I have no obj~ction to it. 
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Mr. ·sTaFFORD. Very well, 1\fr. Speaker; I withclxaw the 

reservation of objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of rm-y laws conferriDg 

rights, privilegC's, and bene1its upon honot:ably discharged soldiers, 
Henry T. Hill, formerly a private of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry shall hereafter be held and consideTed to ha'Ve 
been discharged honorably from the military service of the United States 
as a member of said company on the 19th day of May, 1902 : Proviiled, 
That an pay and allowances <Jue him on said date shall be allowed him. 

-With the follo\,ing committee ·amendment~ 
Line 9, strike out the word " all " and insert iD lieu thereof t'he 

word" no." 
The SPEAKER. The question is on aireeing to the com

mittee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
J.\.1r. STAFFORD. :Mr. Spea~er, I move to amend by striking 

out the period after the word " him " in line 11 and inserting 
the words" and that no pension shall accrue to him prior to the 
passage of this act." 

'Ihe S-PEAKER. The Clerk will Tepo-rt the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out the period after the word " him " in line ll roid inse1·t 

"and tbat no pension shall accrue to him prior to the passage of this 
act." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment SJnd 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reaa. a third time, 

Wfts I'eaa the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. KEARNs a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passeu was laid on the table. 
GEORGE W. POSEY. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 4894) for the relief of GeoTge W. Posey. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. I there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

this bin shows that thi soldier was not only guilty of one deser
tion, but of two desertions, and did not seem to have any regard 
whatsoever for the rules of the Army as far as enlistments we.re 
concerneu. I object for the time being. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
W. W. M'GRA.TH. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretaty of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, antharized and directed to convey to the city of Canon City, 
in the State of Colarado, tb.e south half of fhe southwest quarter, the 
northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 5; the southeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 6 ; the north half of the 
nortneast quarter of section 7 ; the norfheast quarter of the southeast 
quarter, and the north half of section 8, to-wnship 17 soutb, range 70 
west, sixth principal meridian ; to ha:ve and to hold said lands for use 
as a public park : Provided, That the grant hereby made is, and the 
patent issued thereunder shall be, subject to all legal rights heretofore 
acquired by any per.son or persons in or to the above-described premises 
or any part thel"eof, and now existing under and by virtue of the laws 
of the United States: Pt·o1Jided ftvrthcr, That tb.m:e shall be reserved 
to the United States all coal, ·Oil, or other mineral deposits that may be 
found in the lands so granted and all necessary use of the lands for 
extracting the same: And provided further, That the lands hereby au
thorized to be conveyed. as hereinbefore set :forth, and all portions 
thereof shall be held and used by or for the said grantee for the pur
pose herein specified, and if the la.nds shall cease to be so used for a 
period of three years at any one .time, they shall revert 'l:o the United 
Sta.tes, a:nd this condition shall be ex:prE:ssed in the patent to be issued 
under the tel'IDs ot 'this act. 

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

On motion of Mr. HA.Bn~ of .Colorado, a motion to reconsider 
the vo~e by which the bill wa~ passed was Jaid on the table. 

.PERRY H. KENNERLY. 

The next business in order ()D the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 8256) antllorizing the issuance of a patent in fee to 
PetTy H. Kennerly for land all<1tted to him on the Blackfoot 
Reservation, .1\Iont. 

The Clerk .read the title of the ·bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion df the 1Ji11? 
Mr. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I wiSh to inquire of some member -of the committee why the .com
mittee did not follow the recommendation of the department 
and incorpo-rate the suggested amendment as 'found in the last 
paragraph -of the letter ef the Assistant Secretary of the In
terior as follows : 

Said patent to •be issued upon .approval of said allotment and schedule 
containing the same. 

I hear no ~response, and under the circumstances 1--
1\Ir~ M.ANN. Do not object ; let us pnt the amendment in. 
1\lr. STAFFORD. If the committee wishes to adopt the com

mittee .amendment, l ;shall withdraw the reservation. 
1\Ir. MA.l\TN. It is simply· an inadvertence in making the 

report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : The next business in torder on the Private Calendar was lhe 

bill (H. n. 2722) for the relief of W. W. McGrath. 
The Clerk read the title of .the bill. Be i:t enacted, etc., That the 'Secrettu:y of the InteTior b"e, and be is 

hereby, authorized a.nd directed to <issue a patent in fee to Perry H. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection. to the present considera- Kennerly, allottee No. 772, on the Blackfoot Reservation, Mont., for 

tion of this bill? the '80 acres of land allottt>d to him on ~;aid reservation unde-r the pro-
Mr. ·sTAFlT'ORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ·object, visions of the act of J1llle 30, 1919 (4ol Stat. L., p. 16). 

I would like to have an explanation from some member ·of the Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer tile following amend
committee as to why we should adopt a precedent in this case ment : In 1ine 9 C4ange the period to a -comma and add the fol
of payJng a claimant an amount practically for demnrrage, lowing, " said patent to be issued upon the approval of said. 
for the expenses he was put to in hiring a car when ·he was allo.tment and the schedule containing the same." 
engaged in exchanging his old car for a new car. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. 1 do not know what the .usual practice The Clerk .read as follows: 
is and it would ill become me to try to explain something I .Amendment offered by Mr. STAFFORD: In line 9, after the parentheses 
do not believe myself, and I will leave that to some other mem- I strike out the period, insert a comma, and add the following langua~e: 
ber of the committee. . "said patent t!> _be issued upo,1;1 the approval of said allotment and the 

1\fr. GLYNN. It was the opinion of ,the committee that this schedule contammg the same. 
physician's car was damaged and for 90 days he was depriveCf The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
of the use of his car, and the committee felt that an allowance The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
of $3 a day for those 90 days would be reasonable. a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I believe the report in this case shows 
. that the damage was occasioned by .an Army truck running 
into a Maxwell seuan, and that the Government offered to the 
claimant through departmental officials an amount which they 
considered a full amount o-f the damage, but the c1aimant de
clined to receive it because he wished to have incorporated in 
his awa.rd an allowance for the use of another car while his 
damaged car was out of commission. The report shows that 
he exchanged this damaged car for a high-priced new car. I 
question whether there is much merit in this bill and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is Inade. 
GRANTING CERTAIN LANDS IN FREMONT COUNTY, COLO., FOB A 

PUBLIC PARK. 

The next business in order ·on the Prrva:te Oalenaar was the 
bill (H. R. 7033) to grant certain lands in the city of Canon 
City, ·Colo., for u public park. 

The ·Clerk r~.ad the tttle •of the ,bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

JEROME KENNERLY • 

Tbe next business in orde.r on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 8669) authorizing the issuance of a patent in fee to 
Jerome Kennerly for land allotted to him on the Blackfoot Res- · 
ervation, Mont. 

The Cle.rk read the title of the bill. 
"The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of this bill? (After a pause.) · The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read .as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to issue a patent in fee to Jerome Ken
nerly, a]lottee No. 773, 'On the Black"l'oot Reservation, Mont., for ;:_he 
80 acres of land allotted to htm on -said <reservation under the provi
sions of the act of June 30, 1919 (41 Stat. L., p. 16). 

.tt-Ir. STAFFORD~ Mr. Speaker, I offer the following .amend
ment: In line 9 change the period to a comma and insert the 
fullo-"'"'ing: "-said patent to be issued upon, the approval of said 
allotment and the schedule containing the same." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amen~ent. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Line· 9, after the parenthesis strike out the period, insert a comma, 

and add the following language : " said patent to be issued upon the 
approval of said allotment and the schedule containing the same." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
~'he bill as amended was ordered to he engrossed and read 

a thin1 time, \Yas read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES T. F A.RRILL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. n. 1482) for the relief of James T. Farrill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. · 1\Ir. Speaker, I object. 

BUILDING AT FORT DAVIS, ALASKA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar wa.s the resolu
tion (H. J. Res. 249) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to donate and grant certain buildings in Alaska to the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 

The title of the resolution was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clei'k read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That tlle Secretary of the InteJ;ior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to donate and grant to the Woman's Home 
Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church not exceeding 
three of the ft·ame buildings on the abandoned For·t Davis Military Res
ervation in or near Nome, Alaska, the material so donated to be used 
for the erection of a hospital by said ·society for the use of white and 
nati ve residents of the Nome district, Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the resolution. 

The resolution w:!S ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read tb.e third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURRY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
KETCHIKAN POST, NO. 3, AMEBICAN LEGION. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8460) to authorize the occupation and use of certain lands in 
Alaska by Ketchikan Post, No. 3, American Legion, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of this bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, does anybody have 
cl1arge of it? 

1\lr. STAFFOHD. The Delegate from Alaska [Mr. SuTHER
LAND]. 

Mr. MANN. This is to give permission to a post of the 
American Legion to erect buildings on public lands. I notice 
that the committee proYides that in case the lands shall cease 
to be used for that purpose, they may revert or come back. It 
provides: 

That the title of all buildings ~;~-nd improvements e~ected on sa!d 
lands by tlie permittees sball rem am on them at all times, and said 
permittees may rep:tove said buildings or improvements at any time. 

Tiley might build a sewer there, perhaps. Is it not ridiculous 
to snv that if they erect a building with a sewer there, they own 
the sewer if tbe land comes back to tlie Government? 

1\fr. SUTHERLAND. I will explain to the gentleman that 
tbat is tideland, with tidewater. There is no possibility of a 
sewer being built there. 

Mr. MANN. What could be constructed there except the 
buildings? 

1\lr. SUTHERLAND. Nothing. It is buil!.lings constructed on 
piles. 

Mr. MANN. What necessity is there for this language? 
Mr. CURRY. It was inserted by the committee. 
Mr. 1\IANN. It has no business t11ere. There is no objection 

to the removal of the buildings, but if they had something on 
the ground that is to remain there, they ougllt not to own it. 

l\£r. CURRY. An amendment can be offered to cover that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill? 
There was no objection. ' 
The SPEAKI!.;R. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
B e it enacted, etc., Tbat ~he Sect:etary of the Interior. be, and. he 

hereby is authorized to permit Ketchikan Post, ' o. 3, A.mencan Legwn, 
to et·ect 'a building upon :;tnd use and occupy, for post purposes, so 
much of that certain tract of l!in~ adjacent to Tongass .Na_rrows, 
Alaska, described as follows: Be~mnmg _at c_orner No. 1, Withm ~he 
corporate limits of the town .or city ~f ~etchikan, Alaska., from which 
a s tone marking the intersectiOn of l\llsston and Stedman Streets bears 
not·th 16 degrees 16 minutes east 22 feet distant, and United States 

locating monument No. 4 bears south 37 degrees 15 minutes east 
1,289.27 feet distant; thence soutlt 49 uegrees 7 minutes east 100 feet 
along the southwest side of Stedman Street to corner No. 2; thence 
south 81 degrees 39 minutes west 165.30 feet to corner No. 3; thence 
north 8 degrees 21 minutes west 75.74 feet to corner No. 4, on the 
south side of Stedman Street; thence north 81 degt·ees 39 minutes east 
100 feet along the southerly side of Stedman Street to corner No. 1, 
the place of beginning; containing 10,046.91 square feet. 

With a committee amendment as follows: 
A mend, page 2, line 17, after the word " feet," by inserting the fol

lowing: 
"Provided, That the permit hereby authorized may not l>e assigned, 

shall be subject to such terms and conditions as to occupancy and use 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and sball be 
revocable by the Sec•retary of the Interior, after due notice to the per
mittee, "·hen, in his opinion, the public interests so requit·e: Pt·ovided 
furthet·, '.rhat the title t& all buildings and improvements erected on 
said lands by the permittees shall remain in them at all times, and 
said permittees may remove said buildings or improvements at any 
time; and if the permit be lawfully revoked, a period not exceeding 
one .rear shall be allowed for removal of buildings or improvements." 

l\fr. MANN. 1\fr. Speaker, I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out, in lines 23 and 24, on page 2, the 
words " and improvements." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment to the committee amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MANN to the committee amendment: On 

page 2, line 23, after the word " buildings," strike out the words "and 
improvements." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. I move to amend, on page 3, line 1, by striking 

out the words "or improvements." 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois to the committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 3, Jiae 1, of the committee amendment, strike out the words 

"or improvements." 

The SPEAKER The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. 1\Ii.·. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

Clerk spell correctly the word " exceeding," in line 2 of page 3, 
and on line 3 what is supposed to be tl:ie word "buildings." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the spelling will be 
reformed. 

There was no objection. 
The SPE.~KER. The question is on agreeing to the com

mittee amendment as amended. 
The committee amendment a ~ amended was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of fbe bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was Tead the third time, and passed. 
On motion of 1\lr. CuRBY, a motion to reconsider the ·vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
OUDER OF BUSINI<:SS. • 

Mr. 1\IANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. ' 

The SPEAJ<:ER The gentleman from Illinois makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. 

l\Ir. KINKAID. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will defer 
his point until I can call up ami have cousiderecl No. 147 on the 
calendar. 

l\Ir. MANN. On the Private Calendar? 
1\Ir. KINKAID. Yes; on the PriYate Calendar. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman will ltave to wnit. 
Mr. FROTHINGHAM. I have one before that. 
l\Ir. MANN. I will withhold temporarily. 
Mr. MOJ\TDELL. Mr. Speaker, I thin]( it would be a most 

excellent thing if it were possible to go through the PriYate 
Calendar and finish it to-motTow, taking up the bills that are not 
objected to. Gentlemen on both sides are interested in having 
that done. If we can do that, in all probability we can adjourn 
quite early to-morrow after!loon, and nothing else would be 
taken up. 

I ask unanimous consent, · Mr. Speaker. that to-morrow we 
may consider bills on the Private Calendar that are unobjected 
to in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKEJR. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani
mous consent that to-morrow, in continuation of the Private 
Calendar, we may consider bills unobjected to in the Hou e as 
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. l\IANN. Reserving the right to object, will the gentleman 
agree, if the House should by accident find itself without a quo-
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rum some t!me to-morrow and discovers it, the House would 
then ndjourn? 

1\Ir. l\IONDELL. I doubt if it would be just the thing to call 
the ::\fembers here to-morrow if the point of no quorum should 
be made; but my hope is that we can begin at noon and go 
through the remainder of the Private Calendar without the 
point of no quorum being made. 

1\Ir. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 

to the gentleman from Florida? 
l\Ir. l\lONDELL. I do. 
l\1r. SEARS. l\1r. Speaker, for the first time in seven years 

I hm·e objected twice to-day. In justice to myself I feel that I 
should make a brief statement. 

l\1r. MANN. I object. 
l\lr. l\10:NDELL. I do not think any explanation is necessary. 

The gentleman was within his rights. ~ 
Mr. SEARS. I make the point of no quorum present. 
The SPEA.KER. The gentleman from Florida makes the 

point of no quorum present. 
l\lr. MO~DELL. 1\lr. Speaker, if the gentleman will withhold 

that a moment, I will ask the Chair to submit my request for 
una1~imous consent. 

The SPEAKEJR. If the gentleman from Florida will with
hold it. the Chair will put the gentleman's request. 

l\lr. SEARS. 1r. Chairman, I think the ~entleman from Illi
nois--

l\Ir. l\lONDELL. What objection has the gentleman fi·om 
Florida to our going on with the Private Calendar? 

Mr. SEARS. All I wanted was to explain, but the gentleman 
from Illinois did not seem to care-

l\lr. l\IANN. I do not care a bit. The gentleman need not 
explain his actions in the House. His actions speak for them
selyes. 

Mr. l\10NDELL. I tt:ust the gentleman will withhold his 
point of no quorum long enough to allow the Speaker to submit 
my request. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida insist on 
h is point of no quorum? 

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, following out my usual custom, 
notwithstanding my genial, smiling friend from Illinois, I will 
withhold it. I wish to be more fair to him than he is fair to 
me. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from 'Vyoming? 

l\Ir. \V ALSH. Reserving the right to object, we have made 
mor~ progress to-day on the Private Calendar than we have 
made at -any time before during this session or the last session. 
I do not see what the great emergency is that would 1·equire 
two (].ays' continuous consideration of bills on the Private Cal
endar. There will be another Friday coming a little later, when 
this \Yill be in order. 

l\Ir. l\10NDELL. I doub-t if we will find time for some weeks 
to come, and if I may remind my friend from Massachusetts, 
this is the first time we have taken up the Private Calendar 
since we recon\·ened. 

l\h·. 'V ALSH. Yes; but formerly we had a very good cus
tom of having e\'ening sessions for the consideration of the 
Pri-rate Calendar. 

l\lr. l\10NDELL. And the gentleman has his opportunity to 
object to any measure. There are some very meritorious meas
ures tbat have been waiting a long time. I trust the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not object. 

l\Jr. REED of New York. There are soldiers' claims that have 
beep waiting for months and months to be adjusted-claims of 
soldiers of the World War. 

The SPEAKEH. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from \\·yoming? · 

l\lr. \V ALSH. I object. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By tmanimous consent, lea-re of absence was granted
To l\lr. GE ·s:MAN, indefinitely, on account of illness; and 
To l\lr. TA):"LQR of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of im

portant business. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

l\fr. l\IONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. SEA.RS. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
wllen the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

l\1r. M.Al\TN. The gentleman bas twice prevented that to-day. 
l\lr. l\10N:PELL. l\lr. Speaker, I have a motion pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 'Vyoming moves that 
the House do now adjourn. ' 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House 

adjourned until Saturday, February 18, 1922, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

EXECUTIVE COl\11\IUNICA.TIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
540. A letter from the Public Printer, transmitting a list of 

u~eless papers with request that authority be granted him to 
d1spose of same; to the Committee on Disposition of Useless 
Executive Papers. . · 

541. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1922, in the sum of $31,500 (H. Doc. No. 185) ; to the Commit: 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
. 542. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriatio~ 
for the Department of Commerce for the fiscal ~year ending June 
30, 1923, in the amount of $10,000 (H. Doc. No. 186) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITJrEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
_RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, . 
l\lr. KINKAID: Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

H. R. 9606. A bill to autllorize the Secretary of the InteriOl' 
in his discretion, to extend the time for payment of construe~ 
tion charges on reclamation projects, units of reclamation proj
ects, or in indiYidual cases, for not exceeding three years and 
for other purposes; with an amendment ( Rept. No. 709).' Re
fen·ed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. -

.Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. J. Res. 268. A joint resolution extend
ing the operation of the immigration act of l\lay 19, 1921; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 710). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole ~ouse on the state 9f the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, Ai'l'D MEl\lORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. GOODYKOONTZ: A bill (H. R. 10477) fixing the fees 

necessary to be paid by ~pplicants for admission to the bar of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and providing tbat 
funds so derived shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States; to the Committee ori the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAl\ISQN: A bill (H. R. 10478) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
. By l\Ir. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 10479) to amend the Judicial 

Code and to further define the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of appeals and of the Supreme Court, and for other purposes· 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . ' 

By 1\lr. 1\lcCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 10480) to amend section 
4 of the act to regulate commerce, appro-..·ed February 4, 1887, 
and subsequent amendments thereof; to the Committee on Inter
state and JJ.,o1:eign Commerce. . 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 10481) to incorporate the 
National Association of American World 1Var l\lothers; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. • 

By l\Ir. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 10482) to increase the 
salary of the United States marshal for the eastern district of 
Virginia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\lr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10483) to authorize the pur
chase of a suitable painting or portrait of Abraham Lincoln, 
within the limit of the appropriation herein named, to be 
placed on (he House side of the Capitol; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of . Rule XXII, private bills and r esolutions 

were introduced and severally rE;!ferred as follows: 
By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 10484) granting a pension to 

Effie Edwards ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FAUST: A bill (H. R. 10485) for the relief of Edgar 

B. Willoughby, deceased; ta the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By l\fr. KENDALL: A ·bill (H. R. 10486) .granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob H. Martz; to the 1Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\fr. KIN~: A 1bill ('H. R. 10487) for the relief nf Ab"r.aham 
Lincoln Harper; to the Committee on Claims. . 

By 1\fr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 10488) for the relief .o.f 
Peter Swartz; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\lr. REEOE: A bill {H. R. 10489) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan J. Garla~d; to the Committee. on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049D) .granting -an increase of pension to 
William F. Rogers; to the .Committee 001 Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.l0491) granting a pension to Jesse Kivette; 
to the Committee on Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. W492) gr.anting an increase of pension to 
Roy Elrod ; to the Committee on Peru;ions. 

_By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 10493) .granting an increase ·Of 
pension to Peter McVay ; to the -committee .on Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bi11 (H. R. 10494) for the relief of 
W.illiam Knourek .; to the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. KNUTSON: Resolution (H. Res. 288) providing for 
pn~ment "Of $900 to Fannie Arminda Cordell; to the Committee 
on Accounts. · 

PETITIONS, -ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, wetttiuns ·and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and ,referr·ed as ffo:llows: 

4133. By the SPEAKER (by request): Resolution adopted 
by the Builders' Association of the Borough of Manhattan, 
New York City, urging that the Sherman antitrust .act be 
amended so that upon convicti"On for a violation of the -said 
statute the punishment therefor shaH ·be imprisonment; to the 
Committee on the J11cHciary. 

4134. By Mr. ANSORGE: Petition of the Chamber of Oom
merce of the State of New York, opposing the -pending bonus 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and· Means; 

4135. By Mr. BURROUGHS: Petition of the following mo
tion-picture theater owners of New Hampshire, affiliated with 
motion-picture th-eater owners of America: Arthur M. Twom
bly, Opera House, Alton; 1\Ioore-& Varney, Broadway Theater, 
Dover; G. M. Yeaton, manager Ioka ·Theater, Exeter; Couture 
Bro~ .• owners of the Crown 'Theater, Manchester; Flora Ken
dall Edmond, Empire Theater, Manchester; W. S. CanniJ?g, 
Palace Theater, Manchester-; Edward W. Fullerton, Prermer 
Theater, Meredith ; Philip L. Randall, Masonic Hall Theater, 
North Conway; Fred A. Couture, Scenic and Co-1Dn1a1 Theat-ers, 
Rochester; Peter .J\1. Gagne, Somersworth and Strand Theat~rs, 
Somerswmth; and Joseph M. Slater, New Opera House, Sun
cook, all in th-e State of New 'Hampshi're, urging the runend
ment of the .copyright law of the 'United States prohibiting the 
payment of the so-called ·music tax; to the Committee on 'Pat
ents. 

4136. By Mr. CULLEN: Resolution adopted by Brooklyn 
Lodge No. 22, Benevolent Protective Order of Elks, relativ-e 
to a r~solution adopted by Utica Lodge urging the permission -o'f 
the manufacture and sale _ of light wines and beer; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. - ' 

4137. By Mr. DENISON: Petitron to so amend the Volstead 
Act permitting the .manufacture "3.nd sale of · beer and l1ght 
wines under strict regulations, the tax on which to -provide for 
a bonus for ex-service men; to the Committ-ee on Ways and 
~eans. · 

4138. By Mr. GALLIVAN; Petition of the Walw<Jrth Manu
facturing Co., of Boston, Mass., requesting early consideration 
and definite action on House bill 9908; to the O,ommittee on 
Interstat~ and Foreign Commerce. 

4139. Also, petition of the Boot & Shoe Reco-rder Publishing 
Co. of Boston, 'Mass., and 'Sleeper & Hartley (Inc.), of Wor
cester, Mass., urging the appropriation as requested by the 
Bureau .of Foreign and Domestic 'Commerce; to ·the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

4140. By Mr. GREE~ of Massachusetts: T~egrams from 
T. N. Paquin and others, of Massachusetts, relative to the pro
posed tax on automobiles and gasoline ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

4141. By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: Petition of Mothers 
of DemocraCY! of .Swissvale, P.a., favoring the p.assage of .an 
adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee on Ways and 

· Means. 
. 4142. 'By Mr. KlESS: Ibsolution of Washington Camp, No. 
637 Patl'iotic Order of S~1s -of America, of Mainesburg, Pa., 
fav~ring adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. · 

l 

4143. Ey Mr. KING: Petition of Adams County (Ill.) Farm 
Bureau, urging the passage of the bill standardizing fruit and 
vegetable containers ; ·to the Committee ·on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

4144. By Mr. 'KISSEL: Petition of James P. Kohler, of Brook· 
lyn, N. Y., ·opposing the enactment of Senate bill 745; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

4145. Also, petition -of the Consumers' League of the Ridge· 
wood-Bushwick section, Brooklyn, 'N. Y., urging the exemption 
from taxation of the income derived from mortgages upon 1·eal 
estate; to the Committee on Ways and 'l\ieans. 

4146. Alsu, .tretition of Murcott & Campbell, of Brookl.rn, N.Y., 
urging the revision of the present tariff on impol'ted articles; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

4147. By Mr. MEAD: Resolution adopted by the City {Jouncil 
of ·streator, TIL, indorsing the Rill bill (H. R. 9691) ; to the 
Committee on ·ways and Means. 

4148. Also, petition of the VanDusen Motor Sales Co. (Inc.), 
of Buffalo, N. Y., {)pposing any more tax for the motor indus
try; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

414'9. Also, resolution adopted by the Glass Bottle Blowers' 
Association of th-e United States and Canada, urging the auop
tion of the Hill bill (H. R. 9691) ; to the Committee on Ways 
and l\1eans. 

4150. By Mr. ~lORIN: Petition of 100 citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., for beer anu light wine, the tax on which to go for the 
soldiers' l;lonus; to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

41T51. By '1\Ir. SINCLAIR: Two petitions by citirens of Co
rinth, Wildrose, and "Berg, -N. Dak., urging the 1•evival of the 
Unit-ed States 'Grain Corporation and stabilized prices for farm 
products ; to the Committee on A.gricrrlture. 

4152. Also, petition of 26 faTmers in Shepherd Township, 
Wa1sb County, N. Dak., urging the -revival 'Of the United States 
Grain Corporation and a minimum price on grain; to the Com
mittee :on Agriculture. 

HOUSE OF REPRE'SENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 18, 19~~. 

The House met st··l2 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the followi::n.g prayer : 

Gracious Lo.rd., with our waiting lleaTts we move toward 
Thee with reverence. ln our :unworthiness we have only joy, 
gratitude, and wonder to express. When we .are weak we know 
tlle so1uce of strength; when we stumble we know the hanrl that 
lifts. for our hope and trust are in Thee. Spirit ·divine keep us 
joined obediently and patiently to all our tasks, and always 
make Thy will effectual. Persuade us to accept Thy chastise
ments, and may they help us to a nobler life. Continue to arm 
us with truth, honor, and virtue, .and thus sustain the ideals 
of a free people. In the name of Jesus. Arne!!. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was xead and 
approv-ed_. 

CALL OF TIIE HOUSE. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the . point that no quo
rum is present. 

'The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point 
that no quorum is present. 'l'he Chair will count. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the point. 
Mr. 'BLANTON. I renew the point, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPE..V{ER. Tbe gentleman from Texas renews the point 

of no quorum. Evidently there is no quorum })resent. 
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 : 
Anderson 
Ansorge 
Bacharach 
Bird 
rBla'keney 
!Bond 
.Bowers 
!Brennan 
'Brinson 
:Britten 
!Buchanan 
:Cam11bell, Pa. 
·cannon 
rCantrill 
iCarew 
I Carter 
Chandler., Okla. 
'Cliindblom 

Classon 
Codd 
Cole, Ohio 
Connolly, Pa. 
Coughlin 
Crago 
Crowther 
Dempsey 
.Dr-ewry 
Driver 
Dunbar 
Echols 
Edmonds 
Ellis 
Faust 
Fi.sh 
Focht 
Free 

Gensman 
Gernm·d 
Goldsbor-ough 
Gould 
Graham, Pa. 
Hardy, Colo. 
Hawes 
Hays 
~ffikey 
Hogan 
IEiook-er 
Houghton 
Hukriede 
Husted 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
_James 

Jefferis, Nebr. 
J oh:nson, Ky. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Kahn 
'Keller 
K-elley, >Mich. 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kiess 
Kitchin 
Knight 
Kreider 
Kunz 
La:nkford 
LawrE'nre 
Lee, N.Y. 
Lyon 
'MeCorm-ick 
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