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4059. By Mr. SWING: Petition of Sons of Revolution of
the State of California protesting against heavy reduction in
the personnel of the United States Navy; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs. .

4960. Also, telegram of American Legion Post of Riverside,
Calif,, urging adequate appropriation for maintenanee of Or-
ganized Reserves Army training camps; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

4961. Also, telegram of the Chamber of Commerce of River-
side, Calif., urging adequate appropriations for maintenance of
Organized Reserve Arnry training camps; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

4962, By Mr. YOUNG : Petition of the Brotherhood of Rail-
way Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express, and Station Employees,
urging the accepiance of Henry Ford’s offer in connection with
the Muscle Shoals project; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

SENATE.
Turspay, April }, 1922.
(Legistative day of Monday, April 3, 1922.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Overhue,
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 10329) making appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and for
other purposes; receded from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 47, 50, 51, 55, 72, 78, and 112;
receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 53, 54, 56, 58, 59, and 113, and concurred -therein sev-
erally with amendments; insisted upon its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 438, 70, T1, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78,
79, 80, 82, and 91; agreed to the further conference requested
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon and that Mr. Cramron, Mr. FrencH, and Mr. CArTER
were appointed managers at the further conference on the part
of the House. i

The message also announced that the House agreed to the re-
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9633) to extend the provisions of section 2305, Revised Stat-
utes, and of the act of September 29, 1919, to those discharged
from the military or naval service of the United States and sub-
sequently awarded compensation or treated for wounds received
or disability incurred in line of duty.

The message further announced that the House had passed
bills of the following titles, in which it requested the concurrence
of the Senate:

H. R.867T5. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to accept a certain traet of land donated as a site for an admin-
istration building for the Roeky Mountain National Park;

H. R.10461. An act to add certain lands to the Siskiyou Na-
tional Forest in Oregon; ‘

H. R. 10478. An aet to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to sell certain lands not longer needed for the Rapid City Indian
School ;

H. R.10554. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue patent to Lassen County of California for certain lands,
and for other purposes;

H. R.10672. An act to amend the act of July 24, 1919, entitled
“An act making an appropriation for the Department of Agricul-
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920 ;

H. R.10673. An act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to
pay miscellaneous expenses incurred during the fiscal years 1916
and 1917 in connection with the eradication of citrus canker in
the State of Alabama ;

H. R.10740. An act authorizing the use of special canceling
stamps in certain post offices ; and

H.R.10941. An act authorizing the Postmaster General to
grant permission to use special canceling stamps or post-marking
dies.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res. 160) au-
thorizing the extension, for a period of not to exceed 25 years,
of the time for the payment of the principal and interest of

the debt incurred by Austria for the purchase of flour from
the United States Grain Corporation, and for other purposes,
and it was subsequently signed by the Vice President.
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 1923 (S. bOC. 177).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, TowNsEND in the chair)
laid before the Senate a communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of ap-
propriation, War Department, fiscal year 1923, for mileage of
officers and contract surgeons, $500,000, in addition to the
$2,000,000 included in the 1923 Budget, which, with the accom-
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a memo-
rial of minority members (Socialist Party) of the Muniecipal
Assembly of Juncos, Porto Rico, remonstrating against the
course pursued by the presidents of the Senate and House of
Delegates of Porto Rico in the political and personal campaign
waged against Gov. E. Mont Reily, and indorsing the adminis-
tration of Governor Reily, whom the memorialists state is held
in high esteem by the majority of the Porto Rican people without
party distinetion, which was referred to the Committee on Ter-
ritories and Insular Possessions.

Mr. SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Hamilet, N. C., protesting against inclusion in the pending tariff
bill of increased duties on women’s leather gloves, which was
referred fo the Committee on Finance. -

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution unanimously adopted by
the Kansas City (Kans.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring plac-
ing on the free list in the pending tariff bill of vegetable oils
and fats, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CAMERON presented the following joint memorial of
the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry :

Firra SraTeE LEGISLATURE, STATE on“ AR1ZONA,
First Special Session.
Senate joint memorial 1,
To the Scnate and House of Re;rmnmtires of the United States of
America in Congress assembled:
Your memorialists, the fifth State Legislature of the State of Ari-
zona, in special session assembled, respectfully r ot ;
Whereas under the act of Congress of August 24, 1921, entitled “An
act to amend the War Finance Corporation act, approved April 5, 1918,
as amended, to provide relief for producers of and dealers in agriculs
tural products, and for other purposes,” it is provided that advances
mn‘% be made until July 1, 1922; and
hereas the cattle interests of Arizona have suffered during the
past few years in a manner whercgjy aceeptance of the én'oﬂsions of the
sald act of Congress offers material aid and relief; an
Whereas the singular climatic conditions existing throughout the
State of Arizona make it impossible to round up and count cattle in the
winter months, and of delay in forming companies to receive appliea-
tions, will prevent many worthy producers from obtaining much needed
relief by beu:f unable to make formal application en or before July 1,
1822, the final date fixed by the said act of Congress for receiving appli-
cations : It i therefore
Resolved by the Fifth Legislature of the State of Arizona, in speeial
session assembled, acling upon petition of the Arizona Cattle Growers'
Association, ying for aid and relief, That Congress be memorialized
to grant to the said War Finance Corporation full powers to extend the
time set until July 1, 1923, as vital to the life and interests of nrany of
the eattle raisers of the State of Arizona: It is further
Resolved, That suitably engrossed copies of this memorial be for-
warded to the President of the Semate of the United Stutes, the Speaker
of the National House of Reprresentatives. the Hon. Hexey F. ASHURST,
the Hon, RALPH CAMERON, United States Senators for Arizona, Hon,
Carr HAYDEN, Member of Congress for Arizona, praying them' to do
their utmost to secure, in the Interests of the eattlemen o Arizona, the
extension of time so vital to their several and joint interests, and a
copy to the chairman of the War Finance Corporation, Washington, D. C.
Adopted by unaninmus vote of genate, March 2, 1922,
3 H. B. WiLkIxsox,
President of the Senate.
Rox N, Davipsos
Reeretary of tﬁc Senate,
Adopted by the house March 3, 1922, by unanimous vote,
P. C. KEEFE,
Speaker of the House.
Oscar Zarr,
Chief Clerk of the House,

THoMAS E. CAMPBELL,
Governor of Arizona,
Filed in the office of the secretary of state of Arizona this 3d day of
March, A. D. 1922, at 3.23 p, m,

Approved Mareh 3, 1922,

ErNesT R, HaLy,
Secretary of Stale.
By Jous McK. Repmoxm,
Assistant Secretary.
BILLS INTRODUCED:

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

By Mr. TOWNSEND:

A bill (i, 3391) granting an increase of pension to Kate
Buman (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 3392) to designate a building site for the National
Congervatory of Music of America; to the Committee on the
Library.

By Mr. CAMERON :

A bill (8. 3393) for the relief of the Indians of the Gila River
and Papago Reservations in the State of Arizona; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 3394) to provide for the development of the lands
within the Colorado River Indian Reservation for the benefit of
the Indians and of veterans of the World War; to the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. NEW :

A bill (8. 3395) granting an increase of pension to Frances
Ann Weddell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. DU PONT:

A bill (8. 3396) creating the positions of Second Assistant
Secretary and private secretary in the Department of Labor;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND :

A bill (8. 3397) granting a pension to A. J. Cline; to the
Committee on Pensions.

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGES.
Mr. HEFLIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
by him to the bill (H. R. 9103) for the appointment of
additional district judges for certain courts of the United States,
to provide for annual conferences of certain judges of the
United States courts, to authorize the designation, assignment,
and appointment of judges outside their districts, and for other
purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed.
AMENDMENTS OF AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION RBILL.

Mr. JOHNSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $5,000 for the investigation and determination of the best
varieties of potatoes and the best sources of seed-potato supply
for and the most effective methods of fertilizing and cultivating
the potato crop in California, intended to be proposed by him to
House bill 10730, the Agricultural appropriation bill, which was
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$40,000 for the establishment and maintenance of a forest ex-
periment station in cooperation with the University of Cali-
fornia, to conduct silvicultural, dendrological, and other ex-
periments and investigations, and so forth, to defermine the
best methods for the conservative management of forests and
forest lands and for the protection and handling of brush or
chaparral growth on watersheds important in the supply of
water for irrigation and other purposes, intended to be proposed
by him to House bill 10730, the Agricultural appropriation bill,
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The following bills were severally read twice by title and
referred as indicated below :

H. R.8675. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to accept a certain tract of land donated as a site for an ad-
ministration building for the Rocky Mountain National Park;

H. R. 10461. An act to add certain lands to the Siskiyou
National Forest in Oregon; and

H. R.10554. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to issue patent to Lassen County, Calif,, for certain lands, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys. i

H. R. 10478. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to sell certain lands not longer needed for the Rapid City In-
dian School; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

H. R. 10672. An act to amend the act of July 24, 1919, entitled
“An act making an appropriation for the Department of Agri-
culture for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920 ™ ; and

H. R.10673. An act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to
pay miscellaneous expenses incurred during the fiscal years
1916 and 1917 in connection with the eradication of citrus
canker in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

H.R.10740. An act authorizing the use of special canceling
stamps in certain post offices; and

H. R. 10941, An act authorizing the Postmaster General to
grant permission to use special canceling stamps or postmark-
ing dies; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

ADDITION AL DISTRICT JUDGES.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 9103) for the appointment of ad-
ditional district judges for certain courts of the United States,

to provide for annual conferences of certain judges of the
United States courts, to authorize the designation, assignment,
and appointment of judges outside their districts, and for other
purposes.

Mr. FLETCHER obtained the floor.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., Towxsenp in the chair).
The Secretary will call the roll.

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

Ashurst Gooding New Spencer
Ball Hale Norbeck S?:nley
Borah Harreld Norris Sterling
Bursum Harris Oddie Swanson
Cameron Harrizon Overman Townsend
Capper Heflin Page Trammell
Caraway Hitcheock Pe];per Underwood
Colt Jones, N. Mex, Phipps Wadsworth
Culberson Jones, Wash, Poindexter Walsh, Mass.
Cummins Kendrick Pomerene Walsh, Mont.
Dial Eeyes Ransdell Warren
du Pont Lenroot Rawson Watson, Ga.
Elkins McKinley Sheppard Williams
Ernst McNary Shields Willis
Fernald Moses Shortridge
Fletcher Nelson Simmons

Mr. DIAL. My colleague [Mr. Symire] is unavoidably de-

tained. I ask that this announcement may continue through
the day. :

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was requested to announce
that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBER], the Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Satoor], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr,
La Forrerre], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DinLiNGHAM],
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean], the Senator from
Kansgas [Mr. Curtis], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WaTson],
the Senator from New York [Mr. Carper], the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. SurHERLAND], and the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. FrELINGHUYSEN] are detained at a meeting of the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. McNARY, I desire to announce the absence of my col-
league [Mr, STANFIELD] on public business. I ask that the an-
nouncement may stand for the day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-two Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. BORAH. My, President, will the Senator from Florida
yield to me for a few minutes?

Mr. FLETCHER. I am very glad to yield to the Senator
from Idaho.

THE COAL MINERS' STRIKE.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, we are again in the midst of a
coal catastrophe. It is perhaps too early to discuss the subject
matter in its entirety, because it is too large a subject to master
in any reasonable length of time, and particularly the intri-
cacies of the present situation. But there is one feature of
the situation which I think ought to be accentuated, and the
importance of which can not be overestimated, and that is the
question of the contractual relations between the operators
and the miners.

I regard the situation as a very serious one for many reasons.
It would be serious under any circumstances and under any
conditions in the country, because the public is largely at the
mercy of this industry; it can not live and thrive without the
industry ; but it is particularly serious at this time. If is said
there are from 4,000,000 to 5,000,000 men out of employment in
the country, generally speaking; that is to say, aside from this
industry. Now to throw out of employment some 500,000 or
600,000 men in addition to the already idle men makes the situa-
tion an exceedingly serious ome, It is a crisis, industrially
speaking.

The contract under which the miners were working up until
the 1st day of April of this year, last Saturday, had in it the
following clause:

Resolved, That an interstate joint conference be held prior to April 1,
1922. The time and place for holding said meeting is referred to a
committee of two operators and two members from each State herein

represented, together with the international officers of the United
Mine Workers of America.

This was a part of the contract which had been made a long
time previously and under which they had been working for
many months, This particular clause of the contract had in no
sense been abrogated, modified, or changed. It was binding
upon the parties until the 31st day of March, 1922. So we

have, Mr. President, the extraordinary situation that those
who control this great industry either can not or will not per-
form the solemn obligations of their contraet.

I am perfectly aware that there has been some contention
to the effect that the contract had been abrogated or disre-
garded by the miners themselves. I think there have been some
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changes in the contract from its original terms, but it is not
necessary to discuss those changes, for the reason that, what-
ever misunderstandings may have occurred or whatever changes
may have taken place, the contract was regarded as still bind-
ing and still obligatory. The miners continued to work under
the comtract and the mine operators continued to regard the
contract as binding. So whatever disputes had arisen or what-
ever infringement or modification had taken place, they were
not deemed to have abrogated the contract. We find, therefore,
that the contract is a binding obligation though wholly disre-
gavded in this respect by the mine operators.

Mr. President, there is another feature of this question. Sup-
pose there had been no contract; suppose that the contract, in
other words, had been wholly abrogated, and was in no sense
binding upon the operators, still the highest obligation rested
upon them to secure a conference or to avail themselves of the
benefits of a conference with the miners. The industry, Mr.
President, the mine owners, owed something to the public; they
owed it to the publie to use their utmost efforts to bring about
an understanding between themselves and the miners. If the
miners had refused to confer, the criticism would have been
upon them ; but neither the miners nor the mine owners, neither
the operators nor the workers, can, in view of the interest which
the publie has in this matter, afford for a moment to take the
position that, contract or no contract, they will decline, dis-
regard, or refuse an opportunity for a conference in regard to
the future working of the mines. So, it is immaterial, in my
opinion, in the larger aspect of the case, as to whether the con-
tract was technically binding or not. However, for fear that I
should be misunderstood, I will say that, in my opinion, it was
technically binding,

We have reachgd a point with reference to this industry where
the econtractual relation between the mine owners and the
operatives seems to have broken down; and nothing could be
more serious to the country than such a situation. If it comes
to be understood that the mine owners and the miners ean no
longer enjoy the benefit of a conference by the results of which
they shall both be bound and which in good faith they will
carry out, we have reached the point where the public, in its
own defense, must take some drastic measures in order to con-
trol the industry. That, to my mind, is the most important
feature of the controversy as it is now presented to us.

There has not been, Mr. President, very much dispute upon
the part of the operators as to the faet that they have violated
their contract. Some have offered one excuse and -some another,
some have offered one justification and some another; but that
the eontract was binding upon them and that they have disre-
garded it is practically conceded upon the part of those who con-
trol this great industry. For instance, the statement of Mr,
Penna, who is at the head of the Indiana Coal Operators’ Asso-
ciation, according to the public print, is as follows: :

I do not think the operators of the central competitive fleld will meet
the miners to make a new agreement before April 1.

.Mr. President, if the mine owners refuse to meet with the
miners to deal with the question of wages, it is perfectly ap-
parent that one of two things must follow: Either a strike is
inevifable and the miners cease to work, or the miners go back
to work for wages absolutely dictated by the mine owners them-
gelves. If there can not be consideration of and regard for each
other's rights through the medium of a conference, then it is
perfectly apparent that they must pull apart entirely or one
surrender absolutely to the other.

That is a condition in this great industry, Mr, President, to
which the American people will not submit. In my judgment
they will neither permit the men who work in the mines to con-
trol the industry, nor the men who own the mines to dictate
{:he terms upon which the men who work in the mines ghall

ibor,

The third party in this controversy is the one who is always
lost sight of, and that is the public. It does not make any
difference what the circumstances are or the causes which give
rise to the conflict, nor how long the conflict is carried on, nor
the amount of loss that ensues, the third party, the publie, is the
party which must in the end bear the brunt of the loss, because
it will finally be passed up to the public either by an increased
price of coal or in other ways.

I should read further, however, from Mr, Penna’s statement,
because I have read only a part of it, and I do net desire to de
Mr. Penna or anyone else any injustice by stating only a por-
tion of his position. Mr. Penna proceeds:

I can not answer for Pennsylvania and Southern Ohio, -unless it 1s

that the miners’ demands are so impossible that the operators of those
districts regard it a waste of time and money to meet to discuss them.

All operators share this opinion, especially in view of the fact that
we were in almost six months' continuous cdnference in 1920—discuss-
ing the same absurdities, practically all of which were denied by the
Federal Commission.

-
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the fact, and the only excuse is that a contract with the United Mine
Workers is of no value. Under the present contract we have had
more than 200 strikes in Indiana, each of which is admitted by the
miners’ officers a violation of the contract by the miners.

Whether the fault be here or there, with the miners or the
mine operators, it appears that they have lost confidence in
each other, are unwilling to meet, are unwilling to contract, and
when a contract is made they regard it as wholly worthless. If
that comes to be the settled policy with reference to this great
industry, then it devolves upon the Congress of the United
States and the Government, and particularly the party in power,
to find a remedy which will protect the public interest. It is
simply inconceivable that the industry can continue to serve the
public if contractual relations between the two factors, those
gho own the mines and those who work them, have broken

owWn.

1 am perfectly aware, Mr. President, that the public will
hesitate a great while before adopting the drastic measure of
public ownership; and there are many things which may be
done this side of public ownership in the way of regulation
which might effectuate a cure; buf, whether it be by drastic
regulation and control or by public ownership, the mine op-
erators of this country ought to understand that they are invit-
ing the public to take that step by refusing to comply with the
solemn obligations of their contract in assisting to find a solu-
tion of the difficulty.

It has been said, Mr. President, in the public prints that the
Government at this time finds itself helpless and powerless to
remedy the sitnation. It nray be that, owing to the law as it
now stands and the situation as we find it, the Government is
in a sense helpless, but certainly the Government is not going
to remain helpless; certainly we are not going fo consent to a
recurring catastrophe, which happens about once a year, all of
the expense of which is finally borne by the public. We are not
going to continue to consent to such a condition of affairs,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield
to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to inquire of the Senator
whether the investigation which was made not long since of the
conditions in the West Virginia ecoal fields, in connection with
whieh a report was submitted, as I remember, by Senator Ken-
yon, would be helpful in the present situation? Did that in-
vestigation develop any facts or reach any conclusions which
would tend to solve the present problem of which the Senator
is speaking? !

Mr. BORAH. I do not know that it threw very much light
upon the situation. Of course, beyond the question which I am
discussing to-day is the controverted field involving the question
of profits and the question of wages, both of which will af the
proper time come up for legislative consideration and discus-
sion,

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-
tion for information?

AMr. BORAH. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. Have we not provided by law a board of arbi-
tration to act in the case of such controversies as that at present
existing? My impression is that we created such a board some
years ago, I think at the instance of Senator Newlands, who was-
very much interested in the legislation.

Mr. STERLING. Mr, President——

Mr, BORAH. I yield to the Senator from South Daketa,

Mr. STERLING. If the Senator from Idaho will allow me, I
think the Senator from Minnesota must refer to the Board of
Mediation and Coneiliation,

Mr. NELSON. Yes; that is what I had in mind—the Board
of Mediation and Conciliation.

Mr. STERLING. The question is whether such a board
would have jurisdiction over the subject which the Senator
from Idaho is now discussing. As I understand—and I have

just come into the Chamber—the Senator from Idaho is re-.
ferring to the coal situation.

Mr. BORAH. Yes, sir.

Mr. STERLING. Of course, the Board of Mediation and Con-
ciliation has primarily to do with interstate cemmerce and dis-
putes between employers and employees engaged in interstate
commerce,
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Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think the Senator from South
Dakota is correct in his construction of the law.

I am not assuming to-day to place the responsibility for the
exorbitant and outrageous price which we have to pay for coal,
nor to dissect and analyze the entire coal situation. Undoubt-
edly, when we arrive at an analysis of the entire situation there
will be justification for difference of view, but I do want to
say that the mine operators of this country, the mine owners,
must take responsibility for the situation as it exists up to this
time when they refuse to carry out their contract to confer with
the men, who are willing and ready to confer with them. A
conference might not result in a solution, but certainly, until the
first step is taken and a conference is had and good faith is dis-
closed, there is no possibility of a reconciliation, and the refusal
to ¢ake that step, it seems to me, lies at the door of the oper-
ators and not at the door of the miners.

APPOINTMENTS TO AND REMOVALS FROM OFFICE.

Mr. CARAWAY and Mr. OVERMAN addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is reec-
ognized. Does he yield te the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr., OVERMAN, I thought the Senator from Florida [Mr,
FrercaEr] had the floor yesterday evening at the time the Sen-
ate recessed, and he agreed to yield to me.

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator desire to consume much
time? - .

Mr, OVERMAN, T do not care to occupy much of the time of
the Senate.

~Mr. CARAWAY. Let me yield to the Senator, then, and I
will take the floor later.

Mr, OVERMAN, The Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]
was recognized this morning, and yielded the floor to the Sena-
tor from Idaho.

Mr. FLETCHER. That is correct, Mr, President. If I am
recognized now, I am willing to yield to either of these Sen-
ators.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point
of order.

Mr. NORRIS. The point of order is that the Senator from
Florida is not entitled to the floor at the present time, He
yielded it to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. OVERMAN, I had forgotten that.

Mr. NORRIS. If he had the floor then, he lost it by that
yielding.

Mr. OVERMAN. That is correct.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Arkansas having been rec-
ognized, he is entitled to the floor.

Mr. FLETCHER. I have an amendment pending to the bill,
and I want to get fo it as soon as I can. I am perfectly willing
to accommodate other Senators, and I am not claiming any
rights,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is
recognized.

Mr. CUMMINS. DMr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry.

Mr. CUMMINS. What is the pending question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the amendment offered by
the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETcHER] to the judicial bill.

Mr, OVERMAN. I did not know that the Senator from
Arkansas desired to address himself to that amendment.

Mr. CARAWAY. I will say to the Senator that I shall be
through in a few minutes.

Mr. President, yesterday I had nearly concluded some re-
marks I was desirous of making touching the Executive order
that the President issued Friday, discharging from the public
service the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing
and 31 chiefs of bureaus of that institution, when the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] felt compelled to protect the
record of the administration by taking me off the floor. I am
conscious of the unpleasant situation, and I have, therefore,
nothing but sympathy for the Senator from Illinois, who
wanted, as far as he could, to shut off diseussion of this
extraordinary order of the President. ;

Men with services ranging all the way from 20 to 39 years,
services that had been acceptable to both Republican and Demo-
eratic administrations, men against whom no charge has ever
been made, either of inefficiency or of dishonor, were removed
from their positions and discharged from the public service by
an Executive order. I venture the assertion that no President
in the history of this country since civil service has become the
law of this Nation ever dared so autocratically to disregard the
law and disregard the rights of human beings as did the Presi-
dent by this Executive order.

The law is plain. It required the President—and he is not
above the law—to follow a certain procedure under which these
men could at least have protected their reputation by denials,
The President ignored that. He ignored this law with the At-
torney General in conference with him. Therefore there is no
reason, if there was any knowledge of the law in the Attorney
General’s office, why the President should have run roughshod
over the rights of these men and wholly disregarded the law
of the land.

I think the gravest hurt is to the public morale. When men
and women lose confidence in the justice of their Government
and in the men who are charged temporarily with the adminis-
tration of law, they have been done a great injury. I do not
care how a man may apologize in his heart for the adminis-
tration; he may assert that the President was within his
rightg; but I say that there is no man with any human kind-
ness in his heart who can read that order and not know that
it was an inhuman order, and no man with any knowledge of
the law of his land can read it and not know thai it was a
violation of the law by the President when he issued it.

The first play, I think, that I ever witnessed was Blanche
Bates in The Darling of the Gods. One line in that play has
stayed with me all these years. She was caught in a rather
compromising position, and by misrepresenting the facts escaped,
and with a cynical smile said: It is better to lie a little than
to be unhappy much.” But death came, and she was denied ad-
mission into Paradise; and then, turning, she said: “ There is a
little word called ‘ honor,’ and I had it not, and for that reason
I am,condemned for a thousand years to wander in outer dark-
ness.” .

There is a little word called * honor.” It is as binding upon
the President of these United States as upon the humblest citi-
zen of this land; and it is all the more regrettable when the
President shall forget it and deny justice to men upon whom
he has the power to inflict an irremediable injury.

Here are men who have been destroyed, their reputations of
a lifetime swept away, by an Executive order, and, forsooth, the
President says that he has no explanation to make. Later on
he may find some reason that he hopes the public will accept ;
but I think the President does the public a grave injustice,
They are not going to accept a reason that it takes the Execu-
tive days and days, with all the machinery and all the agencies
and all the ingenuity of the admrinistration at his back, to con-
jure up to offer to the public for this drastic and unjust order
that he issued on Friday. }

He attempts now to do, by having his secretary write a pri-
vate letter to one of these injured parties, what he ought to do
publicly. These men who have been summarily dismissed, with
an appointment, as I understand, called on the President, but
the President, of course, was compelled to be away—to play
golf, perhaps; and what is the call of justice, and why should
he refrain from his amusements’ that men and women might
have justice done to them and to their reputations? So he was
absent, and the secretary of the President writes this letter to
one of them. It is dated April 3, 1922: -

THE WHITE HoUsE, Washington,

My Dear MR. DEVINY : T have shown to the President the statement
left by you and your associates on the occasion of your call at the
White House this afternoon. He asks me to make reply and say that
he would have been very glad to meet your delegation had he Leen
present at the time of your call—

But, of course, he saw fit not to be present—

Though he is not yet prepared to make his statement relative to his
Executive order which was made effective on Friday evening, March 31,

Not yet prepared to tell why he destroyed the reputations of
these men, and denied them a right to make an honest living—
not yet prepared !

The President has had no wish to reflect upon the character of any
Government employee, but he did hold that a sweeping change in the
bureau was essential for the good of the service. He regrets the in-
sinnating publicity no less than those do who have been discontinued
from the public service.

Yours sincerely,
GrorcE B. CHRISTIAN, Jr.
Reeretary to the j’reafdaﬂt.

Oh, well, Mr. President, it is a great thing to be President of
these United States and hold more or less in the hollow of your
hand the destiny of a hundred and ten millions of people; but,
if I may be permitted to say so, it is a despicable thing to do
a great injury to a number of them, or to one of them for that
matter, and then decline to say to them privately or to say to
the public why he did it. He knows; he must know; and,

therefore, to deny them the right to be told of the offense, if any
they have committed, that justified him in destroying their
reputations that they have been a lifetime in building is inex-
cusable; and there is a stronger word that I wonld use if it were
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not for the proprieties of the occasion. It is regrettable!. It is
going to bring the blush of shame to every man and woman
that voted to make him President of these United States. I
do not care what they may say by way of apology; they are
bound to feel humiliated by this act of his.

Mr, Hill, who profited by this order, I never saw, and I am
frank to say I hope I never shall. He belongs to that class of
people ahout whom I have known all that I want to know—men
who seek their own ends, who are satisfied if they triumph,
even if everyone else perishes, He gave out an interview day
before yesterday in which he said that * of course the Demo-
cratic Senators were going to howl when good Republicans get
jobs” That satisfied him day before yesterday. Yesterday
afternoon he rushed into print again. He loves to talk,

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President, before the Senator reads
that would he mind a slight interruption?

Mr. OARAWAY, I yield to the Senator, with pleasure,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose Mr. Hill had stood upon what he
said, and suppose the President had said frankly that they
wanted to turn out a certain lot of Democrats and put in a
certain lot of Republicans; then that would not have hurt the
reputations of the people who were removed.

Mr, CARAWAY. Oh, no; it would have been to their eredit
that they were Demoerats,

Mr. WILLIAMS. And a good many of us not very much in
love with the civil service might have thought that probably in
the same fix we might have done the same thing. In that con-
nection, did the Senator from Arkansas ever read * Martin
Chuzzlewit ”? I suppose he has,

Mr, CARAWAY, I did.

Mr., WILLIAMS, The Senator remembers the death scene
of old Martin, when they were all gathered around waiting for
what they could get, and Pecksniff, in his characteristic and
inimitable way, made a speech, and old Anthony interrupted
him after a while—Anthony was a plain, blunt old scoundrel—
and said: * Pecksniff, Pecksniff, let’s not have any hypocrisy.”
Does the Senator recall that scene? :

Mr. CARAWAY. I recall that; but to do that you would
have to abolish this administration.

Mr. President, I started to read some of Hill’s interview ; and,
incidentally, I hope that everybody who would like to know
Mr, Hill will observe his picture. When he had succeeded to
the desk of a man whose disgrace, as I now understand, he
helped to bring about, his first official act was to have his picture
taken with a smile that spread from ear to ear and disclosed
every false tooth in his head.

Mr. Hill says:

I understand there will be further lay offs in other branches of the
Treasury Department than this, which will divert public attention
from us.

In other words, in order fo cover up this wrong and divert
the public attention the administration has in contemplation
other outrages upon the civil service. Other men and other
women are to have their reputations destroyed so that the publie
may forget the incident by which Hill and his erowd crawled
into place last Friday.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have published in
the RECORD, as a part of my remarks, this story, “ Harding to
explain.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TowxsExD in the chair),
Is there any objection? The Chair hears none,

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the Washington Daily News of Monday, April 8, 1922.]

HARDING TO EXPLAIX—T0 CLEAR Up MYSTERY OF UNWARNED DISMIS-
SALS AT ENGRAVING BUREAU—SENATOR CARAWAY OFFERS RESOLUTION
DEMANDING EXPLANATION—JUSTICE DEPARTMENT AGENTS SCRUTI-
NI1ZED PLANT, HILL BAYS—OTHER DISCHARGES COMING,

It was intimated by Department of Justice officials that a White
House statement within a week would clear up the mystery which still
surrounds the dismissal without warning of 28 employees of the Burean
of Engmvin§ and Printing. 3

Director Hill, of the bureau, said the fact the Department of Justice
had admitted an investigation had been going forward and that there
wag an additional probe of the bureau now under way in connection
with an inventory of stock, should indicate to the public the reason for
the President’s summary action.

The United States Secret Service Department denied knowledge of
wrongdoing at the bureau. It was suggested at the Capltol to-day that
the President’s going over the head of Willlam Moran, Chief of the
Secret Service, and calling on William J. Burns's ageuts indicated
* changes due in the Secret Service and favorable consideration by the
President of the proposal to combine all investigating agencies of al]
departments under Burns,

ASKS PRESIDENT TO EXPLAIN,
Senator CARAWAY, of Arkansas, to-day Introduced the following resc-
lution :
* Where as without notice, as required by law, and without warnin,

the President of the United States, under an Executive order issu
Friday, March 31, 1922, dismissed James L. Wilmeth, Director of the
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Burean of Printing and Engraving, and 31 other chiefs and assistant
chglers of divisions of that bureau; and

© Whereas all of said persons were in the classified service; and

Whereas the law permits the dismissal of persons within the clas-
sified service only after written notice and an opportunity to reply to
sur;'lh charge should be given the accused : Now, therefore, be it

fesolved, That the President of the United States be requested to
report to the Senate, if it be not incompatible with the public good, (a)
what facts warranted the dismissal of the men mentioned from the clas-
sified service, (b) on what authority and by what authority he dis-
missed these employees from the service in the manner followed.”

Senator CARAWAY pointed out the case of H. H. Ashworth, which he
considered as one of particular injustice.

A similar resolution was introdnced in the House by Representative
Moorg of Virginia, except that Moore proposed the appointment of a
House committee to ascertain the facts. He s‘l:tdggested that the known
attitude of Attornely General Daugherty toward the eivil service inea-
pacitates his office for a proper investigation.

COMMENDED AT 4 P. M.; FIRED AT 6.45,

“Mr. Ashworth was for over 28 years custodian of dies, rolls, and
plates. On January 3 a committee from the Treasury Department was
aanintm to check over his work and supplies.

‘ This committee reported on Friday at 4 p. m. that Mr. Ashworth’s
work was found in splendid shape and commended him for his business
methods and faithful service,

‘“ At 6.45 he was dismissed from the service by the Executive order
of President Harding without notice.”

NO POLITICS, HILL DECLARES.

Polities had nothing to do with the changes made in the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing, Louis A. Hill, new director, said to-day.

“1 have been 21 years a workman here. I came in as a workman
and know nothing of politics. Not a man advanced is a politician.
They are all technical men promoted on merit, As many Republicans
as Democrats were put out, and I imagine as many Democrats as Re-
publicans have been promoted. I don’'t know the politics of the men,
but selected them to speed up produetion,” he said.

*“The bureau ean not have political appointees in it. The work is
too techuical,” he added. “ My predecessor, James L. Wilmeth, is the
only nontechnical man who bas been connected with the work here.”

. OTHER LAY OFFS WILL DIVERT ATTENTION.

" The change was for efficiency. The fact that Saturday was the
biggest cﬂroduction day the plant has had in months proves the wisdom
of the change and the smoothness with which it was made.”

Questioned as to hints at wron.g'dolng. Hill said merely that the spe-
cial agents of the Department of Justice, under direction of William J.
Burns, were making an inventory of the plant for him. ;

“1 asked the inventory as a business man taking over a big busi-
ness. What the agents will find I am not at liberty to say. I be
lieve that the President’s action in making the drastic change was
founded on facts discovered in a special Department of Justice scrutiny
of the plant. Those facts I can't talk of now. Mr., Burns's office or
the President are the ones to issue statements.

“1 understand there will be further lay offs in other branches of
the Treasury Department than this, which will divert public attention
from us,” he concluded.

Hill does not believe civil service laws were violated. He said the
men were likely removed for caunse, * for the good of the service,” and
that was legal under civil-service regulations.

Mr. CARAWAY, There is still another story, more remark-
able. It appears under the headline “ White House ax soon
to fall on Treasury Department.”

It was published yesterday afternoon in the Times—and let
me say, while comparisons are invidious, and sometimes odious,
the Times at least has had independence. I mean, it has had
entire independence. It is not like one other paper published
in the Distriet of Columbia, which always finds that the Presi-
dent is right about what he has done, and will be right what-
ever he may do. The Times has this story :

BLOW DUE IN INCOME-TAX UNIT—THREESCORE OFFICIALS oN LIST—E. H.
BATSON AND MAFES INCLUDED.

The end of the sernppinf of unsympathetic bureau organizations by
the White House is npt yet.

Threescore officials of high and low degree in the income-tax section
of the T'reasury Department were getting ready to-day to look for new

jobs,

President Hardin? has called for a list of the deputy commissioners
and division heads in the Income Tax Bureau and others with a view
to removing those who do not qualify as “ Harding Republicans.”

God bless his soul, if he turns out everybody who in his
heart is not a Harding Republican there will not be enough men
to act as custodians for the building, The article continues:

E. H, BATSON ON LIST.

E. H. Batson, Deputy Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in charge of
the income-tax unit, will be one of the first to go. He will be suc-
ceeded by B. W. Chatterfon, assistant in that unit, it was stated to-day
by those in close touch with the movement of the Harding resurfacing
machine—

Whatever that particular kind of a machine may be.

Chatterton was formerly a clerk in the Post Office Department, but
was taken to the Income Tax Bureau when Dan E. Roper was promoted
from First Assistant Postmaster General to Commissioner of Internal
Revenue,

On the same list of those slated for discharge is Carl A. Mapes,
solicitor of the Bureau of Internal Revenue. Ma?e wis appointed by
President Hardi a few days after the inauguration. It was a hurry-
up appointment, it is said, that has never met with genera] approval
by party leaders—

Whoever they are.

It was learned to—dﬂf that President Harding has already tenta-
tively agreed on a prominent Ohio Republican to succeed Mapes.
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T would like to know, Mr. President, how many prominent
Republicans there are in Ohio. If they have not all been given
jobs—I am talking about the Republicans—there ig some mis-
take in the census enumeration of the Republican population of
that State.

Mr. POMERENE. There were a great many more of them
un 1920 than there ever will be again.

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, and there are a great many of
them now who would insult you if you accused them of having
voted that way in 1920, and I would not blame them; a man
has a right to protect his reputation. This article continnes:

The income-tax unit has given the White House great concern, it is
said, because so many division heads and subordinates there have failed
to give the Harding administration the * party support” that was ex-
pected, In fact, some of them are said to be so lukewarm in support of
i)he_tl-'rusident‘s policies as to be classed as “ friends of the Democratic

arty.” ]

Mr, President, without taking up the time of the Senate to
read the entire article, I shall make it a part of my remarks
if there is no objection,

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

WHITE HOUSE HAS NAMES,

Some time ago steps were taken to reorganize
and the namsﬂ several officers who could net be regarded as
ing Republicans " were sent to the White House.

A high official of the Treasury Department, in elose touch with the
administration, declared to-day that Internal Revenue Commissioner Blair
wounld net be dropped. It was further stated that the administration
felt that with sympathetie officials in charge the task of cleaning aap
back work would be speeded up in & way that would reflect t credit
on the a istration and make good the preelection pro of the
partiy of a business policy. :

Nine heads in the income-tax unit are being carefully checked up and
dismissal or transfer faces each. In some cases, it is said, their present
assistants will succeed them. In three or more divisions there will be
% clean 3\:]&1:, both the division head and his assistant being slated
or removal, >

the income-tax unit,
“ Hard-

THOSH NOW ON THE LIST.

The nine division heads are: B. E. Hunsinger, staff division; C. B.
Allen, administrative division; B. 8, Kimbrell, personal aundit division;
F¥. R. Clute, corporation audit dbvision; C. M. Justice, field division;
8. Alexander, special audit division; A, H. Fay, natural resources divi-
flilorilg W. R. Campbell, review division; and Edward White, statistical

3 .

Tﬁig nasslstauts who are being considered for either dismissal or pro-
motion are: F. M. Woodward, administrative division; Oliver Kinsel,
corporation audit division; J. L. MeGrew, field division; P. F. Cain,

cial audit division; H, L. Sincoe, natural resources division; F. A.

rice, review division; and J. T. Jamison, statistical division.

The nine division heads constitute what is known as the executive
committee, with Deputy Batson as chairman. It was pointed out to-day
that should the deputy and a majority of the members of the executive
committee be out of harmony with the policles of the administration
their rulings would completely demoralize the work of the unit.

Under the direct supervision of the nine division chiefs are two
subordinates, who, in turn, direct a staff. A dozen of these subchiefs,
it is said, are slated for removal.

“ There i8 no eause for alarm,” sald a leading Harding Republican
to-day. “To get the hest results and to give the country a thorough-
going business administration it is necessary to have officials all along
the line who will work in harmony and keep an eye on the wishes of
the Chief Executive. ‘

Mr. CARAWAY. It s all interesting, and I rather think every
word of it is true, If I may be permitted to go back to the
statement of the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wi~
rrams], I have not been so unalterably wedded to the civil
service, I do believe, however, that the administration ought
to have the courage to disclaim any reasons other than politics
for thus demoting and degrading and dismissing from the serv-
ice these men and women. If it feels that it is in such a pre-
carious condition, and that its conduct of public affairs has so
absolutely fallen down, that if the public should find it out
it wonld be itself retired at the first opportunity, so that it
wants to surround itself by people who will keep secret its
failures to properly administer public affairs, it ought to be
permitted to do it. HoWwever, as I have said, every Republican
Member of both the House and Senate ought to demand that
the administration shall have the courage to say, “ We are re-
moving these men and women simply because they are not of
the political faith of this administration; we have secrets
which we do not want the public to learn, and we are afraid
to have near us honest people who are not partisans, Therefore
we want to discharge them all and surround ourselves with
people who will swear we are right whether we be right or
wrong.” If they will do that, I shall not complain much. I
rather imagine the American people, however, will complain
very bitterly.

Here is another article; a most remarkable one. It has ap-
peared twice, and the administration has not denied it. It is
headed, “ Why Wilmeth was fired—Clean-up in Treasury out-
come of charges filed with Congress.” I want to read this, be-
cause it affects the honor of at least one Member of the Senate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. In what paper does that appear?

Mr. CARAWAY, This is in the Times,

Mr, STANLEY, What is the issue?

Mr. CARAWAY. Yesterday afternoon’s issue. It reads:

Mystery surrounding the discharge of James Wilmeth, Director of
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and several other employees by
Executive order was partly cleared up to-day when it was learned a
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ment of } ustice and Members of Congress for several months,

As I said, Mr. President, this affects vitally the honor of one
Member of the Senate, and I want to call it to the attention of
the Senate, because the Senator reflected upon may know. I do
not know who he is. It is said: :

ACTION PROMPTED BY THREATS,

A demand fer immediate action, under threat of newspaper exposé,
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Aceusations involving the director of the bureau and ecertain other
employees, it was learned to-dg. were flled with the Department of
Justice and with members of the House Committee on Finanee more
than a year ago.

I presume it evidently meant the House Committee on Ways
and Means, The article continues:

No apparent action was taken by the Department of Justice.

Members of Congress, secking to eliminate the abuses charged, it is
understood, met with insurmountable obstacles in obtaining official
action or official cooperation.

Late in December, 1921, or early in January, 1922, emplo{eees of the
bureau and glublle-spirited citizens interested in the case filed further
supperting affidavits with the Treasury Department, the Department of
Justice, and Members of Congress,

As a result of this aetion the Treasury Department ordered am in-
vestigation of the burean. This inqg , Which was conducted in secret,
was made, it is charged, by persons who had long been associated with
Direftor Wilmeth in his work as chief clerk of the Treasury Depart-
ment.

« Apparently no action was taken as the result of the investigation,
and it was assumed the bureau was given a clean bill by the investigat-
ing committee,

SECOND INVESTIGATION.

Shortly after this, additional affidavits supporting the charges
against the burean management were filed with the Treasury Depart-
ment, Department of Justice, and Members of Congress, :

" Midtmtl.; time, it is learnmed, the charges reached the ears of the
residen

President Harding immediately ordered the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to conduct a thorough inguiry into the charges. :

Comptroller of the Currency D. R. Crissinger—

That is another Ohioan—

was directed by Secretary Mellon to make a personal Investigation.

Again there was no apparent action resulting from the inquiry.
Director Wilmeth continued in office. However, intimations were made
that a considerable number of employees were to be discharged by the
director. Employees who were concerned in the char against
Director Wilmeth state that most of their number were to included
in the proposed dismissals.

The threatened discharge of these employees, it is believed, led to
the summary action forced upon the administration in the dismissal of
the director and many of his assistants.

Here is the story:

SUMMARY ACTION TAKEN,

Last Thursday employees of the burean and others who have made
charges against the director visited Comptroller Crissinger and mem-
bers of the Finance Commitiee of the Honse and at least one Member
of the Senate.

They stated that unless Director Wilmeth and certain other em-
ployees of the burean were dischu%ed at once, galley preofs of the
charges with a detailed account of alleged abuses at the bureau would
be immediately released for publication,

Preasury officials asked for one week's delay.

This was refused, and 24 hours was given for action, with a threat
of immediate publication in case no action was taken.

STORY IN TXPE.

The galley proofs shown to Members of Congress and to the Treas-
ury officials are said to have contained accusations of such astounding
nature as to cause Treasury officials to fear for the reputation, not only
of the Borean of Engrav and Printing but of the Treasury Depart-
ment, and even the entire financial fabrie of the Government.

Intimations are made, it is understood, concerning the duplication
of Government seeurities of large denominations.

It is charged that during the war large numbers of Liberty honds
were printed in duplicate, and that these bonds, or coupons therefrom,
are beiug received at the Treasury Department every day, and are being
redeemed withent question.

Treagury officials fear, it is said, the effect that would be produced
throngh widespread publication of charges of duplicated bonds—that is,
gecurities without compensating reserves,

It is believed that is the reason action has not been taken previ-
ously on the charges brought against the bureau,

I do not know whether it is true or aot. I am frank to say
it sounds to me to be unreasonable, but here is the charge, made
in a reputable newspaper published in the Capital City, that
irregularities, which of course amounted to forgeries and
frauds, had been committed by employees in the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing, and that the knowledge of the felonious
acts had been brought to the attention of Members of the House,
to the attention of at least one Member of the Scnate, and laid
before the President of the United States, the Secretary of the
Treasury, the Attorney General, and employees in that office;
but, in order to hush up this story, they permitted these people
who had a knowledge of the facts to drive out of office the men
who held the places, and presumably to take the places them-
selves, That would be a compounding of a felony, and every
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man who assented to it, every man who for any reason at all
agreed that he would keep secret these acts of this administra-
tion, in order to get a place himself, or in order to protect the
administration from criticism, himself would have committed
a crime, It is such a vicious charge that I say I do not lend
credence to it; but at least/it has found its way into the publie
print, and some Member of the Senate, if he was actually ap-
proached and does have information of this, and some Members
of the House, if the story is correct; the President of the United
States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General
of the United States, at least, are tethnically guilty of a feloni-
ous crime if this statement is true,

Therefore, in order to prove that it is not true, at the con-
clusion of my remarks I shall introduce a resolution of investi-
gation. I know that no Semator can afford to object to its im-
mediate consideration, because no man can afford himself to
be suspected as being the one who had this information and
agreed to hush it up. No man who is a friend of this adminis-
tration, and no man who is a lover of his country, can afford
to let a story which would involve the honor and integrity of
the highest officials in this land go unanswered, and the only
way to hush it up is to show there is no truth in it, and the way
to do that will be to grant this request for an immediate in-
vestigation of the entire matter, so that everything pertaining
to the removal of these people from office, and the foundation
of this story, may be known. The honor of the administration,
the honor of the Senate, the honor of the House, are all involved,
and the confidence of the American people in the integrity of
their Government could not and should not be shaken. There-
fore I say that I am sure no Senator will object to an investiga-
tion. I can not conceive of anyone doing it.

Mr. President, I have another newspaper story, which comes
from * the organ,” and it would be highly offensive to the admin-
istration to question anything which appears in this paper, and
I would not do it. I know that it is either what the President
said or what the President is going to say. It will make no
difference which said it first, the other will adopt it. If the
Post happens to get ahead of the President and declares what
the President intends to do, the President will back up the Post
and do it, or if the President does a thing the Post will say
that is the thing the President ought to do. I am not eriticiz-
ing the Post; I am just talking about it.

Anyway the article in the Post reads:

Burean order clear. Leaders see no reason for Harding to explain
terms,

I do not know who the leaders are. It is always such a
handy thing, do not you know, when you want to back up a
thing to say, “The leaders.” Anybody is the *“leader” who
happens to be on the side doing the thing that the Post wants
done.

Leaders see no reason for Harding to explain terms.

That means that the President has no intention of doing it,
because, with all due deference to the President, I know that
after the Post has said he was not going to do it he will not do
it. He never has changed his mind when it comes to backing
up the Post, although he has been rather inclined to change his
mind about other things and even go away to Florida in order
to keep from being harassed by the leaders when they were
trying to settle whether the soldiers should be given a real
bonus or be handed a gold brick. The deecision was finally
made in favor of the gold brick, and the President came back,

The article continues:

Disloyalty rampant in all departments, Senator asserts,

I do not know what Senator that is—oh, yes: I do. That was
the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HARreLD].

Declares some hold-overs are reporting more frequently to Tumulty
than to administration.

I do not know why an employee should report to either. It
might be that if he did it would be a cause for removal, because
he does not owe his allegiance to the administration nor does
he owe it to Mr. Tumulty. He owes it to the American people,
whose dollars pay his salary and whose Government he serves,

The article says: -

Impatient Republicans in Congress—

And God knows they have a right to he impatient. The coun-
try is impatient with them,

Impatient Republicans in Congress and disgruntled Democrats who
are.insisting that the President disclose the reason for the Executive
order issued on Friday making sweeping changes in the personnel of the
Bureau of Engraving and Printing are not likely to get a great deal of
information from the Chief Executive, it is said,

Oh, well, T presume I am a disgruntled Democrat, but if any
Democrat is disgruntled with the political situation now he is
an awfully hard man to please, if * disgruntled " means we are

dissatisfied with the political outlook. I think it might be said
that every Democrat and every self-respecting citizen of the
American Republic is disgruntled with the administration. I
know that every justice-loving man and woman everywhere is
“ disgruntled ” with the Executive order which the President
issued last Friday, and for which he has not been able to find a
reagon that would justify him in the minds of the American
people, and therefore he declines to give any.

Mr. President, I shall not delay the Senate by reading all of
this article, but if I may I will include it in my remarks. It
appears in the Washington Post of April 4, 1922, under the head
of “ Bureau order clear,”

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

The article referred to is as follows:

BUREAU ORDER CLEAR—LEADERS SEE No REAsox For HarpixGg TO Ex-
PLAIN TERMB—CHARGES MADE BY HARRELD—DISLOYALTY RAMPANT IN
ALL DEPARTMENTS, SENATOR ASSERTS—DECLARES SoME HOLDOVERS
ARE REPORTING MORE FREQUENTLY T0 TUMULTY THAN ADMINISTEA-
TION—DEMOCRATS STIRRING UP POLITICAL ROw, OTHERS ASSERT—
CARAWAY INTRODUCES RESOLUTION,

[By Harry N, Price. Copyright, 1922 by the Washington Post Co,]

Impatient Republicans in Congress and disgruntled Democrats who
are insisting that the President disclose the reasons for the Executive
order issued on Friday making sweeping changes in the personnel of
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing are not likely to get a great
deal of information from the Chief Hxecutive, it is said. The Presi-
dent, according to administration officers, knew when he issued the
order the consternation that would result. It has been repeatedly
said there was no polities involved.

If a few Republicans are doubtful of the President’s reasons for the
order, it is because they have little faith in their chief, or because
they may desire to embarrass him. As for the Democrats, it is only
natural, Rgpublican leaders say, that they should attempt to kick up
a political row for their own benefit. During the Democratic admin-
istration, Republicans say, the Democrats were not so keerd about the
observance of civil service rules and regulations, but now that they
are out they are insisting that Democrats under civil service must be
retained, even if they are ineflicient. As one Republican put it yes-
terday : *“ Why can not the Democrats be game?”

ORDER BASED ON KNOWLEDGE.

President Harding, as has been said, had full knowledge of condi-
tions in the Bureau of Engraving before he issued his Executive order.
To give to Members of Congress, Republicang or Democrats, the details
of the remsons for his order at this stage of the inquiry, other than
what he stated in the order, that it was * for the good of the service,”
obviously would interfere in all probability with the inquiry.

It has been common gossip for months that under the Democratic
administration there was built up In the Treasury a Demoeratie
machine which controlled the most important positions. Many of
the men still retain their positions. Senator Harreld, of Oklahoma,
commenting upon the conditions yesterday, said :

“ Disloyalty is rampant in the departments of the Government in
Washington. It is not confined solely to any one department. We
have found that a great many of the men who hold positions because
of their support of previous administrations have lately reported more
frequently to Joseph P. Tumulty (former President Wilson's secre-
tary) than to the Harding administration.”

CHARGE DEMOCRATIC CONTROL.

Secretary Tumulty and Mr. McAdoo are the closest personal and
political associates, and it is openly charged by Republicans in Con-
gress that they still retain control’of some of the most important Goy-
ernment departments through their aEEBintees.

An instance is cited where Mr. McAdoo recently appeared as counsel
in a Shi{)ping Board case and was successful where Republicans had
failed. He i2 sald to have secured for his Bervices, involving only
one day's work, a fee of $10,000.

It is further charged that retention of MecAdoo appointees in bureaus
of the Treasury Department has resulted in delays of years in auditing
income tax returng because of the obstructive methods of the Demo-
erats.

Mr. CARAWAY. Now, I am being entirely fair with every-
body, so I have asked to publish what the friends of the admin-
istration say and what those who do not agree with the admin-
istration say, but the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Hag-
rELD] is so clear and convinecing in his statement and so candid
that I want to single him out for particular honor. I want to
read a part of his interview:

Disloyalty is rampant in the departments of the Government in Wash-
ington. It is mnot confined solely to any one department., We have
found that a great many of the men who hold positions because of
their support of previous administrations have lately reported more
frequently to Joseph P. Tumulty (former President Wilson's secretary)
than to the Harding administration.

And, therefore, in the mind of the distinguished Senator from
Oklahoma, the reputation of a lifetime, a character for honesty
and uprightness, a wife and children who love the employee, are
not to be considered or taken into consideration because he has
been disloyal to the Harding administration. Brush it all aside,
damn them now and hereafter, and let their children and their
children’s children who come after them live under the stigma
and disgrace in order to put somebody in their places who will
be loyal to the Harding administration.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And who will not talk to Joe Tumulty.

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes; who will not talk to Mr. Tumulty.
There is a rather disconcerting thing about this interview, but I

Without objection, it is so
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just want to read one other little extract. The Secretary of the
Treasury, Mr. Mellon, apparently in an interview, said:

l . Mellon stated, involving
thel: ?]t;lg;’st;?‘*;; :g: ﬁfﬁn thll'o:lrlneeg uerﬁ%lll&ﬁn:s, agldunthere was nothing
pointing to any individual. He said that while the pelitics of the for-
mer officials were known in a general way, in reality most of the em-
plc;yee.s of the bureau could be said to have mo politics as they had no
yote,

I read that much of his statement to show that the Secretary
of the Treasury, under whose jurisdiction this bureau is, knew
of no charge affecting the integrity of these men.

Let me call attention to this, and with it I shall close. There
were four women who went down under this drastic and un-
justifiable order of the President, women who had gone into the
bureau years and years ago, who had toiled upward against all
‘the obstacles that have been placed in the way of women’s
advancement in public employment through all the years, who
had kept their reputations pure, who had perfected their effi-
ciency and had finally come to places of responsibility and
places that paid them well. Without an opportunity to be heard,
without opportunity to utter one word in their own defense, and
now with the statement from the Secretary of the Treasury
that there was not a charge against them, they were all dis-
missed from the public service. They were turned ouf, their
reputations destroyed, and the Post says, and it speaks for the
administration, or always has, that the President does not intend
ever to tell why he dismissed and disgraced these women,

I imagine that the women will also notice that not only did
the President dismiss these women but filled their places with
men. This administration shuts the door of hope in the face of
women, who through long years of faithful service had toiled
upwards to places of responsibility. They were summarily dis-
charged and disgraced, and four good Republicans whose repu-
tation will pass muster even with the junior Senater from Okla-
homa, are given their places, and these four good Republicans
are men,

I do not know, Mr. President, whether the President can af-
ford to maintain his avowed intention of destroying the repu-
tation of these men and women publicly and answering them
privately by saying, “1 am sorry if I hurt you, but I can not
help it. I can not afford to make any publi¢ statement because
I have no statement that the public would aceept, and therefore
you must bear your injury and love me as best you may.”

With that, in conclusion, I have a resolution which I wish
to ask unanimous consent out of order to introduce and have
considered at this time., It is a resolution that deals with the
article which T have read. I am sure no Senator ean afford fo
object to if, because it involves the honor of the Senate and
the House and the administration. I do not believe that the
charges are true, and I want to give a chance to have them
disproved.

Mr, STERLING. DMr. President, I have no objection to the
presentation of the resolution.
order and not against the regular order, but I shall object to
the present consideration of the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to t1: pres-
entation of the resolution at this time? The Chair hears none.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, at the request of several
Senators I will ask that the resolution may be read, although it
is a literal copy of the resolution introduced by Congressman
Moore of Virginia yesterday, with the exception that it adds a
statement with reference to this article that charges there were
irregularities amounting to fraud committed by men in the
Treasury and that knowledge of that fact came to the admin-
istration and it was hushed up, and these men were dismissed
and their places filled by others. That is the only new charge
there is in it. T will ask to have it read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will read the resolution. :

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Whereas pursuant to an——

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. CARAWAY. There had already been a request for per-
mission to have it read and no one had objected, and the Assist-
ant Secretary had commenced to read. Objection can not come
in the midst of reading the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the opinion of the Chair
that objection lies at any time in the form of a point of order,

Mr. WILLTAMS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
Does objection to the present consideration constitute an objec-
tion to the reading of the proposed resolution?

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I objected to the"present
consideration of the resolution, but the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. NeLsox] calls now for the regular order.

That much may be done ont of |

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which means an objection to
the presentation of the resolution.

Mr. CARAWAY., Well, I still have the floor, and I will read
it myself:

Whereas, pursuant to an order of the President—

I will inflict the Senate now because I can not read so melodi-
ously as the Assistant Secretary.

Whereas, pursuant to an order of the President issued.

h;r. STERLING. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield.

Mr, STERLING. I do not know the rule, but I call for the
regular order.

Mr. CARAWAY. I did not yield for that. I heard that very
question tested out when the Senator from North Daketa [Mr.
McCumper] had the floor in order to explain the honus matter
and saying he would not yield, and the Chair held that he, hay-
ing the floor, could not be taken off of the floor in that way.

Mr, STERLING. During the course of the Senator's remarks
on yesterday the regular order was called for—

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, yes.

Mr. STERLING. And the Senator from Arkansas yielded.

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes; I did that. I did that not because I
thought it was right, but because it was so painful to some
Senators on the other side of the Chamber that out of consid-
eration for their feelings I quit.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. CARAWAY, Yes, sir; I do. .

AMr. NORRIS. - The Senator from Arkansas refers to what
happened yesterday. When the Senator was taken off the floor
on yesterday it was because there was not anything then pend-
ing before the Senate. Now there is a bill pending before the
Senate and there is also a pending amendment, The Senator
from Arkansas is speaking to that amendment. He may talk
about the Holy Bible if he desires to do s0; nor is there any-
thing to prevent him talking about the resolution. He is strictly
in order under the rules of the Senate. ;

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I understood that the bill
providing for the appointment of additional distriet judges was
the business before the Senate at the time the regular order was
called for. =

Mr. NORRIS. No.

Mr. CARAWAY,. No.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that the objection was made during the morning hour.

Mr, WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Did the Senate adjourn or take a recess

| upon yesterday?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate then took a recess.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I shall again commence at
the beginning and read the resolution. Senate Resolution 269
is as follows:

Whereas {mnmmt to an order of the President, issued the afternoon
of Mareh 31, and immediately effective, there was a wholesale removal
of responsible officials of the Burean of Engraving and Printing and
the appolntment of other officials in their stead; and

Whereas the order was mads notwithstanding the law, which provides
“{hat mo person in the classified civil service of the United States
ghall be removed therefrom except for such cause as will promote the
efficiency of said service and for reasons given in writing, and the per-
son whose removal is sought shall have notice of the same and of any
charges ;;téeferred against him and be furnished with a copy thereof
and also be allowed a reasonable time for permml]g answering the same
in writing and afidavits in support thereof ™ ; an

Whereas previous to being notified of their sudden dismissal by a
letter from the Secretary to the I'resident, accom by a copy of the
President’s order, none of the sald persons, so far as they were aware,
had - been complalned of to the Sécretary of the Treasury, to whose

| department the Bureau of Engraving and Printing belongs, or com-
| plained of by him, or otherwise made the subject of complaint; and

Whereas the order reeites that the action of the President dismissing
the said persons was taken “ for the good of the serviee,” which car-
ries the implication that the officials removed had been guilty of mis-
conduect, which is a grave injustice to them if, as is alleged to be the
fact, they are persons of capacity, character, and experience, who have
discharged their duties faithfully and efficientiy, some of them being
officlals whose inventions and improvements have been freely used by
the Government to its great advantage, some of them having heretofore
declined attractive offers of private employment because of their devo-
tion to the interests of the Government, and some of them being war
yveterans; and

Whereas it was stated by the press at the time the order was issued
that it was approved by the Attorney Gemeral, who was then in confer-
enee with the President, and it is now similarly stated that the Attorney

General will cause an ex parte investigation of eonditions in the bureau
for the purpose, nggarentiy. of determining whether the orvder, already
executed, was jus]

Whereas in view of his recent utterances, which shows that he is
hostile to the general policy embodied in the eivil service law, such an
investigation made and any decision
eral would hardly inspire public con

ed by the facts: and

ﬂpromulgated by the Attorney Gen-
dence ; and
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Whereas it is in every sense proper and desirable that there shounld be
a thorough and impartial inquiry into every feature of the transaction
in question ; and

hereas it is also now charged that irregularities amounting to theft
bave oceurred in said bureau; and

Whereas it is In the public press charged that the people were dis-
missed to prevent those who sought their dismissal from exposing these
irregularities ; and

hereas it is charged that a Member of this Senate knew of said
irregularities ; and

Whereas if sald statement In said publications be true, sald acts
would in fact be a compounding of a felony : Therefore be it
. R?‘nlcg, Thag thl;z “mid:?ti of tl&e Bem}te appoint & committee of

ve Members, who shall ascertain and report:

The specific facts and reasons upon which the order is based, and
by what, if any, real investigation it was preceded ; whether the persons
removed, or any of them, have failed in the performance of duties ;
whether there is ground for believing that the good of the gervice is
likely to be promoted by their removal or by the new appointments; and
wheiher or not the facts indicate that the order may be regarded as a
step in the direction of a return to the discredited spoils system \]r,f‘l.
disregarding the spirit and, as is also claimed, the letter of the el
service law. Also find what, if any, basis of fact there is in the story
of irregularities charged and the compounding thereof,

Mr. President, I shall ask immediate consideration for the
resolution, hoping that the Senator from South Dakota, realiz-
ing the impropriety of permitting the charge to go forth that
the administration had compounded a felony and that a Member
of the Senate had knowledge of it, will not object to its imme-
diate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas
asks nnanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the
resolution. Is there objection?

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I note what the Senator
fromm Arkansas has said and the implication contained in his
words with reference to the President, that the President had
assisted in compounding a felony, and so forth. Of course, I
resent anything like that.

Mr. CARAWAY, Well, let us resent it by permitting the
investigation to be immediately had and prove that it is not
true. I do not think it is true; but it is charged.

Mr. STERLING. I object to the present consideration of the
resolution and ask that it go over under the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made to the pres- |

ent consideration of the resolution.

Mr. NELSON. I ask for the regular order,

‘Mr. CARAWAY. The regular order is that I have the floor.
I am not going to have anything more to say about the resolu-
tion, except that, inasmuch as the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. StERLING] says he resents the imputation of the charge
against the President, I resent it, too; I do not believe it is
true. The President is not a member of my party, but if he
were I would not by an objection of mine prevent the facts
being immediately known, If a charge is made against the
President of these United States, whether the President is of
my party or not, I should be anxious to develop from what facts
he deduced the charges. If it is not true—and I do not believe
it is—let us denounce the charge by ascertaining the facts and
not sit here in the Senate and say “ I resent it,” and at the same
time “ I object to the consideration of the resolution.”

Mr. NEW. Mr, President, for the greater part of two morn-
ings the Senate has now listened to what, at times at least, has
degenerated into the character of a personal diatribe directed
against the President of the United States. The President is
uninjured by anything of the kind, especially coming from the
source from which it emanates,

Mr. President, there are times when not even the President of
the United States can take—I did not quite catch the remark
of the Senator from Utah, Was it direeted to me?

Mr. KING. I was not addressing myself to the Senator, but
if the Senator is very anxijous to know what I said I shall be
glad to advise him.

Mr. NEW. It was the remark about which I inquired.

Mr. KING. I repeat, I was not addressing myself to the
Senator, but I bave no objection to telling him what I said.

Mr, NEW. The remark was uttered in such an audible tone
that I thought it might have been addressed to me; that was all,

Mr. President, as I have said, there are times when not even
the President of the United States may make public every mo-
tive that actuates him and every reason which impels action on
his part ; and the action which was taken two or three days ago
with reference to removals in the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing falls within that category. There were good and suf-
ficient reasons for the President’s action; but whether or not
they will be given to the publie, I can not say. Much depends
upon circumstances; but reasons exist just the same and are
amply sufficient to warrant the action taken by the President.

Mr. President, I do not believe that the indignation of the
Senator from Arkansas is based entirely upon the removal of

the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and a few
other employees who were removed concurrently with him.
A volee was heard in Ramah, lamentation, bitter weeping,

It appears that some of the faithful are about to be separated
from the public service, and it creates great indignation on the
other side of the Chamber. If in the spring of 1913 Senators on
this side of the aisle had taken notice of events of a similar
character to those of which the Senator from Arkansas now so
vociferously complains, there would not have been room in the
ConcressioNAL Recorp for anything else. Mr, President, I un-
dertake to say and to attempt to justify by the facts that there
never was so partizan an administration as the one which elosed
on the 4th day of March, 1921. That administration filled up
the departments here with incompetents to the point where if a
caller on business wanted to reach the head of one of the de-
partments he had to elbow his way through a crowd, like getting
up to the ticket wagon of a circus; it was almost like a salmon
run in Alaska in the spring, when the fish, seeking the upper
stretches of the fresh water, so fill the streams that they erowd
each other out on the banks. That was the condition in regard
to the departmental offices; the appointees fairly crowded each
other out on the sidewalk. Ten thousand of them have, very
happily, been separated from the serviee since the present ad-
ministration eame in; a great many more thousands can be
separated to the very great benefit of the service; and, speaking
for myself, I very earnestly hope they may be; but whether or
not they shall be, I do not undertake to say. I ean, however, at
least express the hope that they may be, .

Mr. President, I do not know that I have anything more to
say on this subject. The reason for the removals in this case
was stated to be for the benefit of the publie service. As I said
in the beginning, and now repeat, there are times and circum-
stances when all the reasons which aetuate the Executive can
not with propriety be stated, and this is one of them.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
question?

Mr. NEW. Certainly.

Mr. STANLEY, Does the Senator regard the removal of a
Demoerat and the placing in his stead a good loyal Repub-
lican as a sufficient reason for the change?

Mr. NEW. It certainly would be to me, if that question is
addressed to me personally.

Mr. STANLEY. I admire the Senator for the candor of his
utterances, and, although I hold ne brief for the civil service, I
presume he speaks for his chief.

Mr. NEW. That is merely the Senator’s presumption, of
course,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am very much sur-
prised at the open statement of the Senator from Indiana
that in order to give a place to a Republican it would be a suf-
ficient reason to discharge without any allegations and with-
out any hearing a Democrat under the protection of the eivil
service law. The civil service law is a statute of the United
States, just as much entitled to be respected and observed as
any other law; and yet the Senator from Indiana deliberately
says to the Senate and to the country that it would be a
sufficient reason, as far as he is concerned, to discharge a man
under the supposed protection of the civil service law because
he was a Democrat and could be replaced by a Republican,

Mr, NEW. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter-
ruption?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield.

Mr. NEW. The Senator from Indiana said nothing of the
kind, The Senator from Kentucky asked the Senator from
Indiana if he would regard it as a good and sufficient reason
to replace a Democrat with a Republican, and I said that to
me it certainly would. No mention was made of the ecivil
service law.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, we are dealing now with
the cases of men who were under the protection of the eivil
service law; and the Sepator from Indiana has avowed, ap-
parently referring to them, that so far as he is concerned it
would be a sufficient reason to violate the law, discharge the
men, and put in other men for political reasons.

But, Mr, President, what the Senator from Indiana thus
frankly avows has been since the very advent of this admin-
istration apparently the deliberate purpose of this administra-
tion, particularly in one department of the Government. I
refer to the Post Office Department. It is a matter of common
knowledge, held by all men who have come in contact with the
subject, that for more thamn a year the Post Office Depart-
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ment has been run and operated as a political machine, and
under the Executive order issued by the President of the United
States all postmasters have been appointed wholly upon the
consideration of political reasons.

The pretense of an examination has been continued—examina-
tions which during the administration of Woodrow Wilson were
strictly lived up to; examinations which were lived up to to
the extent of appointing the man who received the highest
rating under his civil-service examination, even if the Congress-
man protested against it, and even if the Senator protested
against it; those appointments were made under the civil-service
ratings nevertheless. In fact, my judgment is that the matter
was carried to too great an extreme, because in that way
presidential appointments were virtually transferred to the
comparatively obscure examiners who made these examinations
and reports. I think it was carried to too great an extreme;
but under the present administration we have gone to the other
extreme, and it has been almost the rule in making appoint-
ments that men or women with high ratings have been ignored,
and men or women with inferior ratings have been preferred.

That is not all, Mr. President. It is susceptible of proof that
when no available Republican was found upon the list after a
civil-service examination the Post Office Department has re-
quired the Civil Service Commission to go back and rerate the
men or the women in order that a Republican applicant might
be put upon the list. I think that is a matter which is sus-
ceptible of proof, and, if necessary, it can be produced.

Mr, President, I want now to refer the Senator from Indiana
to a4 case of which I have personal knowledge in my State.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield.

Mr. NEW. I merely want to say that I hope there are in-
stances in which that can be proven. It would be a great relief
to me, at least, to be able to prove it.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I will say this of the Senator from In-
diana: At least he is not a hypocrite; and one of the charges
which can be brought against this administration is that it is
© proceeding in a hypocritical manner. It is holding out to the
great mass of the people who believe in the civil-service law
that it is living up to the civil-service law, and here in Wash-
ington, in responding to the demands of politicians in the House
and in the Senate, the civil-service law is being deliberately and
systematically violated.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President—

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I yield.

Mr, STANLEY. The President of the United States could
not do a better thing to save his face in his present sad predica-
ment than to come out boldly and say what the Senator from
Indiana has the courage and the manhood to say, but which
he will never say. Better, a thousand times better, to proclaim
himself a bold and an honest spoilsman than to “ wear the livery
of God to serve the devil in.”

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, there are a number of
instances that have come under my observation, and there are,
as I happen to know, a large number of instances that have
come under the observation of all Senators, particularly on this
side of the aisle, who felt that at some time the matter should
be aired and that public opinion should be appealed to. I am
going to take up one case in my State—the case of the postmas-
ter at Clay Center, Nebr.,, a comparatively small town, a post-
master who served four years and was reappointed by the
previous administration, and who still had two years to serve,
Charges were brought against him, and two inspectors were
sent out to Clay Center for an investigation. They made a
lengthy report, of which I have a copy, which I read with care,
and as a matter of fact the report recited facts which were to
the man's eredit, and if time afforded I could give extracts from
that report here; but it wound up with the statement that for the
good of the service and the town they recommended his removal.

I took up that matter with the department, with the then
Azsistant Postmaster General, and later with the Postmaster
General, at that time Mr. Hays; and they admitted in my
presence that it was so weak a report that it was very doubt-
ful whether it would be acted npon. The facts stated in the
report were so insufficient that Postmaster General Hays in
my presence stated to the Assistant Postmaster General that he
did not think that report would warrant a removal: buf, Mr,
President, the postmaster was summarily removed a few weeks
later, and I am going fo read now to the Senate some letters
which will indicate the real reason of his removal. I have not
all of the matter here, but I have hastily gathered a few letters.

I hold, first, in my -hand a copy of a letter written by Fred
B. Howard—a Republican editor of that town, Clay Center,

Nebr.—dated October 4, 1921, It is addressed to Hon, W. E,
ANpREWS, the Congressman from that district, and reads as
follows :

My DEAr Mi. ANDREWS : By the use of the party whip, by the use of
business thrents,n::nd by the nse of misstatements in their petitions, it
seems that the Thompson faction—

Thompson was the postmaster in question, in Clay Center—

+
That the Thompson faction have been able to make such a shome
in the post-office matter here that it is about to be reopened. Posi-
tively, this must not be. After what has taken place there can be no
back up without completely discrediting the party in this territory and
making our delegation in Congress as well as ourselves the laughing-
stock of the distriet. It is inconceivable that Senator HITCHCOCK
should be able to override the judgment of the department based on an
official investigation; and if this should i)rove to be true it will be a
sad day for our workers in this district, trust you will see the neces-
sity of bringing every power possible to bear, not merely for the obtain-
ing of meeded relief in Clay Center, but in the final analysis for the
saving of a bunch of faithful men from humiliation that will spell
defeat for them and their friends in the approaching campaign.
Yours truly,
. Frep B. Howaro.

That letter was addressed, as I say, to the Republican Con-
gressman from that district, and it was followed by another,
written by the Republican governor of Nebraska, and it reads
as follows :

Hon. W. E. ANDREWS.

My DeAr CoNGRESSMAN ANDREWS: I am writing you regarding the
post-office situation in Clay Center. I expect you are aware of the fact
that the present postmaster is a Democrat; has served off and on in
that position for a number of years,

It was always “on”; it was not “off.”
master for six continuous years.

I do not think he has been popular in the place, and I know he has
carried his partisanship to the extreme. In fact, that has been the
nuclens of a little organization of Democrats in that community that
has been unwavering in its opposition to the Republican Party and its
representatives. I am wondering if something ean not be done to bring
about a change there. It should be dome. I will greatly appreciate
anything you can do to help out this situation. If there is any influ-
ence that I ean use, please command me.

SaMreL R, McKeLvig, Governor.

About that time there appears in the files of the Postmaster
General relating to Clay Center this official memorandum ;

Under date of September 8, Representative AxprEws telegraphed from
Nebraska his recommendation for the appointment of an ac 1nﬁ post-
master, and within past few days has repeatedly telephoned the depart-
ment insisting that action be taken to displace the postmaster and ap-
point an acting postmaster there,

Under date of October 4, Congressman ANprews telegraphed
Hon. Will H. Hays, Postmaster General, Washington, D. ., as
follows :

My DeEsar Me. Hays: 1 am greatly embarrassed by the unexpected

delay of the department action in the appeintment of an acting post-
master at Clay Center, Nebr.

He has been post-

W. E. AXxpREWS,

Then, under date of October T, the same Congressman, W. E.
Axprews, addressed a long letter to Mr. Hays, Postmaster Gen-
eral. I shall read only a part of it:

WasHiNeTON, D. C., October 7, 1921.
Hon. WiLL H., HAYS,
Postmaster General, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg, Havs: I hand you herewith a letter which I have just
received from Mr. Fred B. Howard, congressional committeeman for
Clay County, Nebr. You will observe that be is editor of the Clay
County Sun. He is one of the most effective newspaper men in the
fifth congressional district of Nebraska. He publishes a good paper,
and has a wide range of influence, His letter states the facts correctly
from the party standpoint. It is very unfortunate for the Republican
Party anﬂhat lo::ali‘f to be compelled to endure the last 20 days of
this man Thompson. hompson's political aectivity has been well known
to everybody and can not be truthfully denied. Senator HiTcHCOCK is
battling for votes for next year for himself. The retention of Thomp-
son as postmaster means the humiliation of Republicans in that locality,
and it may count heayily in the matter of the senatorial election.

Then I quote now from a letter written by the same Fred
B. Howard to the First Assistant Postmaster General, Decem-
ber 5, 1921:

A bunch of men who have never been found wanting when the party
made an appeal are now in a most embarrassing position, and if you
would save the organization, which has been and will continue to be
effective if freated ?&s: fairly, you will enforce the original order of the
department without further delay. If the situation did not warrant
this urgent request, I would not make it.

Mr. President, there had been no original order. All there
had been was a report of two inspectors who had been sent to
Clay Center, and that report, by the confession of the Post-
master General in my presence, and in the presence of the then
Assistant Postmaster General, had been so weak that he could
not remove the man, and he did not remove the man until this
insistent political demand came from Clay Center,

I have said that I have some regard for an outspoken, defiant
attitude, like that of the Senator from Indiana, against the
civil-service law, but who can defend an administration which
stands apparently for the enforcement of the civil service, which
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stands apparently for the appointment of postmasters after a
civil-service examination, which stands apparently for the idea
that when a postmaster is appointed he shall hold his office for
four years, as the law provides he shall, and then, after making
all that pretense to the country, secretly yields to this political
influence for the removal of a man two years before his term
expires?

Mr. President, I have stated that the Post Office Department,
using its great influence, and evidently with the backing of the
President of the United States, had compelled the Ciyil Service
Commission te go over its ratings when it had reported a num-
ber of candidates for a post office and none of them happened to
be a Republican. Let me read a letter, of which I hold the
original in my hand, from the Hon. Moses P. Kixgaim, a Repre-
sentative from the State of Nebraska in the Lower House, and,
of course, a Republican. It is dated: November 12, 1921, at
Washington, addressed to a citizen of his distriet. I believe I
will omit his name, It reads:

Friexp S0-axp-80: 1 am in receipt of your esteemed favor of the Gth
instant, written in behalf of the eandidacy of the former resident eof
your city, Mr. 0. O. Howard, for the postmastership at Ericson. Will
say Howard himself wrote me recently in the premises, and in the
acknowledgment I made of the receipt of his letter I informed him of
the status, which is that a civil-service examination has aiready been
conducted of candidates for the Ericson office, with the result that but
g;fm%a;ndldste was reported as eligible, he the Democratic editor at

Consequently, if that report is te stand, we would have no recourse
but to permit the appointment of this Demoeratic editor; but I have
secured an order to be made for the examination papers to be reviewed,
and inasmuch as the Republican candidate barely failed to come up to
the requirements it is pessible that she may yet be found eligible. If
go, she should receive the appointment, as she has been indorsed by the
Republican patrens. In the event of the case being opened up to new
candidates, what you say of the worthiness of Mr. Howard, and that
fortified by so many signers of your letter, all old acqualntances of Mr.
Howard, will be given due consideration.

With best wishes 1 remain,

Slneerely yours,
M. P. KINEAID.

I may say, furthermore, that the papers were rerated, and
Mrs. Patrick was appointed, evidently under the dietation of the
Post Office Departinent. I took the liberty of helding up that
nomination when it eame to the Senate, and finally the Commit-
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads notified the Post Office De-
partment that the nomination was subject to very serious objec-
tion, and it was abandoned. But that letter shows and the act
shows that there is a deliberate attempt to subvert and to de-
stroy the civil service as applied, at least, to the post offices of
the country. I think it is perfectly proper to cite that at this
time, while it has nothing to do with the Treasury Department,
as an evidence that the Treasury Department is not the only
department in which this hypocritical attempt is being made to
observe the law while in reality it is being destroyed.

Mr. DIAL. Mr, President, the Senator will not forget that
the Post Office Department, although an advantage of five points
is supposed to be given to ex-soldiers in their markings, is
turning them down.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. T have received a great many complaints
from ex-soldiers who claim that while they were given prefer-
ence under the former administration, they appear now to be
diseriminated against, and I heard of a case this morning in
which an ex-soldier who had received the highest rating and
who required no favor of five points was refused the appoint-
ent. :

Mr. DIAL. Even Republican ex-soldiers are being discrim-
inated against.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. So I say that if there is in this country
any sentiment which holds that the civil serviee law should be
made a fact and not a farce it is about time for that sentiment
to develop itself, and it is about time for this administration to
either fish or cut bait in the matter,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield

Mr, LENROOT. Does the Senator contend that the eivil
service law is applicable to the appointment of postmasters of
the first, second, and third classes?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 do not, but I*contend that prior to the
election of 1916 the Civil Service Assoeiation of the United
States addressed a letter to Woodrow Wilson and an identical
letter to the Republican candidate for President, asking them
whether they would take the necessary steps by Executive order
to place those post offices of the country under the protection
of the civil service, in order to remove the scandal which had
grown up as a result of the spoils system, and both those candi-
dates, one representing the Republican Party and the other
representing the Demoeratie Party, replied to the Civil Service
Association that they would do so, Woodrow Wilson was

elected, and he carried out to the letter the promise which he
made, I furthermore say that when this administration came
into office President Harding issued an Executive order in which
he stated that the practice would be followed to this extent,
that an examination would be held under the authority of the
Civil Service Commission; that the commission should report
to the Post Office Department the‘highest three as eligible. I
am not certain how much further that order went, but I know
that the Civil Service Commission, which ought to stand up and
fight for the law under which it exists, has ylelded to the im-
portunities of the Post Office Department in many cases and has
revised its ratings. I would like to inguire also what has be-
come of the resolution which the Senate adopted a while ago
authorizing and directing a committee of the Senate to inquire
into that abuse. Have any meetings been held? Have any
facts been developed? Has any report been made?

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator state that President Wil-
son placed all these offices in the classified service?

Mr. HITCHCOCK., I did not say he placed them in the classi-
fied service. He issued an Exeeutive order directing that all
appoinfroents should be made after the Civil Service Commis-
sion had eaused an examination to be held and had placed upen
the eligible list the names of the three having the highes: rating,
and the man or the woman with the highest rating would re-
ceive the appointment, and that was done,

Mr. LENROOT. Was it placed in the Executive order that
the person having the highest rating should get the appoint-
ment?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It was. .

Mr. LENROOT. Will the Senater state when that was done?

Mr. HITOCOHCOCK. It was done almost immediately after
Woodrow Wilson began his second term of office.

Mr. LENROOT. I shall be glad if the Senator will put in
the REcorn any such order issued at that time.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to his colleague?

My, HITCHCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Was my colleague in favor of the eivil-service
arrangement for postmasters when President Wilson put it in
practice? i

My, HITCHCOCK. I thought it was too extreme, and I told
the President so. I said so here.

Mr. NORRIS. What was the part of it which the Senator
thought was too extreme?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I thought it left no discretion at all to
the President of the United States. The Constitntion vests in
the President of the United States the power to appoint, and he
should be left some discretion; but he made the order so rigid,
in order to live up to the promise which he had made to the
Civil Service Association, that if one person were given a rating
of 94 by a civil-service examiner and another person were given
a rating of 83, he eould not exereise any discretion at all. I
think there should be a discretion exercised, but I think there
should not be a pretense made and an almost universal rule fol-
dowed of disregarding those ratings, and then subordinating the
commission to be a mere tool of the Post Office Department, by
compelling it to rerate and rerate until a Republican shall get
on the list; and I do not believe my colleague believes that is
right.

Mr. NORRIS. I am going to express myself on the subjeet
just as soon as I can get the floor in my own right.

Mr., HITCHCOCK. 1 will yield the floor.

Mr. NORRIS. But I want to ask my colleague another ques-
tion. I take it, then, that my colleague prefers the order of
President Harding to that made by President Wilson, because
President Harding did retain the discretionary power as to the
three highest on the list, instead of none, as President Wilson
had made it.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think there should be some discretion
left to the appointing power, but I do not think that by that
means the civil service should be made a farce, and I do not
believe that the Civil Service Commission should be degraded,
as it has been degraded, into a mere tool of Republican poli-
ticiang, and that their ratings should be made farcical, and
revised and revised until a Republican could get on the list.
That is what I believe.

Mr, NORRIS., Going back to my question again, so that the
Senator will have it recalled to him, he then prefers the order
of President Harding to the order of President Wilson, as far
as the order is concerned?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. T am not complaining of the order. I
am complaining of its execution. I am complaining of the
hypocrisy of making such an order under the pretense that it is
for the purpose of allowing men of any party to take examina-
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tions and have a chance of being appointed, and then, if no Re-
publican is on the list, sending the papers back time and time
again to the Civil Service Commission with orders to revise and
rerate. That is the practice I object to.

Mr. NORRIS. I go back again to my question, and repeat
it—-

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And I-answer it in the same way.

Mr. NORRIS, The Senator has not answered it yet. I would
like to know definitely whether the Senator prefers the order
made by President Harding to the order made by President
Wilson,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I answer it in the same way that I did
before, but I do not believe in having it applied in such a
farcical and practically hypoeritical way as it has been ap-
plied.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have said before, and I want
to repeat now, so that my opinion may be understood for what-
ever it may be worth, I never agreed with the order of President

. Harding where he provided that postmasters should be selected
from the three highest on the list, I preferred the order made
by President Wilson, which took away the discretionary power
that was given to politicians. I am going to demonstrate by
reciting some things which have happened that my colleague
not only did not believe in civil service as far as appointments
to post offices were concerned, but that he went so far as to
make very serious charges against the Postmaster General un-
der President Wilson because he fook these post offices off the
political pie counter. He is complaining now, and I think with
justification, that the Republican President is putting them on
the pie counter. The only difference between my colleague and
myself is that I believe in the eivil service when my party is
in power as well as when the other party is in power, and he
believes in the civil service when the Republican Party is in
power, and that “to the victors belong the spoils” when the
Democrats are in control; and I am going to prove it

The tears he is shedding now for the civil service were tears
of stone when Woodrow Wilson was in the White House. He
is now anxious that postmasters should be selected on a com-
petitive basis, and is complaining because the officials are put-
ting Democrats out and Republicans in; but when Woodrow
Wilson was in power, and before my- colleague's reelection to
the Senate was so close at hand, he was demanding that Demo-

-cratic politicians be placed in the post offices, and that the
Civil Service Commission should be scrapped. He even went
so far, as I said, to make serious charges, through his private
secretary, against the Postmaster General.

Mr. President, lest I be misunderstood, I want to say here that
I think President Harding made a mistake when he changed
the order. He has made a mistake in every case since wherever
he or anybody under him has permitted political influence to
interfere in the appointment of postmasters.

But when Woodrow Wilson was President and that order was
made it was quite a common thing, after the postmaster had been
selected according to the examination, to have it held up in the
Senate of the United States by the political influence of my
colleague in my State of Nebraska. It was my colleague who,y
after the order had been obeyed and the postmaster selected
according to the civil service, got from the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads of the Senate the papers in the case,
stuck them in his pocket, and carried them there for the balance
of the session, so that when Congress adjourned another appoint-
ment had to be made, and who then, when it was made again,
repeated the operation and carried the papers during another
session of Congress, Oh, he was anxious then to enforce the
civil service law, Oh, he was then performing a piece of states-
manship that would put the whole Harding administration back
into the ditch and make them look like 30 cents. Then it was
that there was no virtue in the civil service law. Then it was
that the only way to get good administration was to turn men out
and put men in—turn them out because they were Republicans,
put them in because they were Democrats. ;

It was during that administration, in a case where the eivil-
service examination in Nebraska showed that a contest between
a Republican and a Democrat resulted in the Republican get-
ting the highest standing on the list, that my colleague went to
the Post Office Department and asked that an inspector be sent
out there, If was in answer to my colleague's request that a
post-office inspector be sent out there that one went there, went
into the town where this thing had taken place, and went to
see only men who were personal enemies of the Republican sue-
cessful aspirant. It was in that case where they adopted the
cowardly and inhuman method of charging the suceessful man
with being pro-German, and there is something in some of the

letters which I shall read later which will indicate that that

did not originate in the department but originated here in the
Capitol ; not only in the Capitol but in my colleague's office in
the Capitol, where his secretary, who signed the letters, had
charg:e and full sway, A charge was made because of the lack
oft:inams on the part of the President to make a personal investi-
gation.

I said it was inhuman, It was not only inhuman but it was
cowardly. The man never had the right or the opportunity to
defend himself, and yet it was shown in the investigation that I
made—and I defy any man to investigate and show to the con-
trary—that in every activity during the war this man led. He
subscribed for more Liberty bonds than his quota called for, He
was charged with making, at a meeting of the Eastern Star
lodge, a mean remark about the President of the United States,
and it was demonstrated and proven that the charge was abso-
lutely false and without any foundation whatever,

Then, under that kind of régime, when I went down to ask
for the papers, when I went into the First Assistant Postmaster
General's office in the city of Washington and asked that I be
given the papers, that I be allowed to see what this report was,
what investigation the inspector had made, I was denied the
right to see the papers, and I did not see them, either,

I wag denied that right when, as a matter of fact, everybody
knows the Senate has a constitutional duty to pass on the con-
firmation of postmasters. That was under an administration
where the civil-service rule had been complied with, but the
officials of the Post Office Department and my colleague, con-
niving together, had brought about in the Senate of the United
States, by his carrying the papers away with him, the defeat of
the civil-service rule adopted by President Wilson.

I thought, Mr. President, when I was denied access to these
papers, that if I called attention to it in the Senate of the
United States an investigation would be immediately demanded
and unanimously put through, but it was not. I did that; I
told about it on the floor of the Senate, that I had been denied
that right. I know of one of these cases that happened in my
State, and I would not bring my State in here if my colleague
had not done it. He has brought the dirty linen out, and T am
going to give it another dose or two of soap. That is all T am
trying to do. .

It seemed fo me humiliating that while the order was made
all right and the Civil Service Commission ecarried it out all
right, in these cases in the State of Nebraska, at least, the First
Assistant Postmaster General, in connection with my colleague
and with the chairman of the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads of the Senate, who was a Democrat, prevented,
whenever they did not like it, the carrying out of President
Wilson's order.

Now, let us see how my colleague, who is such a great civil-
service reformer now, felt when he was not running for reelec-
tion and when his party was in power. At the time these let-
ters, which I am about to read, were written there was a man
here by the name of Earl B. Gaddis, who was private secretary
to my colleague. Gaddis was also at that time Washington
correspondent of the Omaha World-Herald, a great Democratic
newspaper printed in Omaha, owned, edited, and published by
my colleague. Other newspapers who had their representa-
tives here had them admitted to the Senate press gallery, but
the representative of the Omaha YWorld-Herald could not be
admitted to the press gallery because he was being paid by
Uncle Sam and held a job at the pleasure and good will of my
colleague, and it was contrary to the rules to admit such men
to the press gallery. So he could not be admitted there. But
he had an advantage which the men sitting in the press gallery
of the Senate did not have. By virtue of the appointment given
him by my colleague he was admited right on the floor of the
Senate, so he had an opportunity to get the inside every time,
and he did.

But while acting in this capacity, as my colleague's private
secretary, Gaddis had some correspondence in regard to this
very post office out in the Stafe of Nebraska. There had been a
civil-service examination held out there, and the favored Demo-
crat did not get in. He was defeated in the examination and
lost the office. In one case it was a woman, so he had some
correspondence with this swoman, and he wrote her as follows.
The letter is dated, “ United States Senate, Washington, D. C.,
May 31, 1919," and addressed:

My DEAR MRS, WEEKES :

I have your letter and hasten to mt{)ly‘

Burleson says: “ Result of examination is only thing that will count—
no politics—makes no difference if a Republican is chosen.”

That is the kind of a Postmaster General we have. und this is what
makes the Democrats boiling hot and has caused numbers of them to
hand together to insist upon Burleson’s removal.

HITCHCOCK was the only Democrat in Congress to voice a protest
agdinst Burleson’s tyranny, and, of course, Burleson didn't like-it.




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

4967

Think of it! There he sits, the only man in the Senate who
had the courage to attack the great Burleson and denounce him
as a tyrant. Here are his praises being sung by another great
man of his own choosing, his private secretary, his newspaper
correspondent, his newspaper editor, drawing a salary and get-
ting his pay from Uncle Sam,

I continue the reading:

HircHCOCK was the only Democrat in Congress to voice a protest
against Burleson's tyranny, and. of course, Burleson didn't like it.

We will likely suffer distinct embarrassment one of these days of
seeing a Republican newspaper man who writes bitterly partisan copy
being chosen to supplant a Democrat in one of our good Nebraska
towns. We held the appointment up for a long time—

1-toldl you a while ago how—
by checkmating confirmation, but will be unable to do so with a Re-
publican majority.

In other words, this faithful follower of the World-Herald
and of the senior Senator from Nebraska and financially of
Uncle Sam, says, “ We did the work all right by having HircH-
cock prevent confirmation.” He saved the country for civil
service notwithstanding “ Burleson, the tyrant,” but now we
are about to have a Republican majority, and he can not do it
any longer, powerful though he may be..

Again reading from the letter:

All of this iz a burning shame, but Burleson, the tyrant, has the
upper hand and proposes to keep it.

I hope Burleson will take notice in his retirement.

There is one ray of light, however, and it may penetrate the dark
l‘gl_‘l‘b-ﬁ?-‘! to Democratic advantage before the Norfolk postmaster is
chosen.,

This letter is directed to Mrs. Weekes, who lives in Norfolk,
and was a candidate for postmaster there, Continuing :

If Burleson is removed before the appointment comes, it may be that
his sucressor will see to it that justice is done—

He has disclosed the kind of justice he wants—

I will wateh developments clogely and will keep you advised.

Agnin I say Burleson should be * strafed.” then Democracy would
stand at least an even chance of survival. Otherwise I fear the sins
of this tyrant will be visited upon bur party for years to come.

Cordially and sincerely yours,
EarL B, GADDIS,
Seeretary to Nemator Hitcheock.

Mr. President, I think I ought to continue the reading. There
is some more along the same line. That letter was written May
31, 1919 and on the 3ist of July, of the same year, Mr. Gaddis
wrote another letter, which I think I ought to read, because it
throws some light upon my colleague’s conversion to civil-
service reform, under a Republican administration, which he
so much despised under a Democratic administration. The
letter starts out:

USNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., July 81, 190,

My Dear Me. WEEKERS—

This letter was apparently wrirten to Mr. Weekes, although
the previous letter was addressed to * Mrs. Weekes "—

Have your letter of the 19th, and haszten to reply to it

Reference to the Ainsworth matter—

That was another postmastership case where the sleight-of-
hand performance took place by which a Republican was put
out and a Democrat put in—
the Ainsworth matter, which vou mention as having been cited to you
in the Senator's letter of May 31—the Senator could not obtain the
appointment of a man there friendly to the Democratic cause.

Now the Senator is trying to zet postmasters appointed ac-
cording to the civil service, but it seems then that he was try-
ing to get postmasters who were “ friendly to the Democratic
cause.” Now listen to this:

When a Republican was named he managed to hold up the appoint-
ment—

Consider that in connection with the Senator's denunciation
to-day of Republicans trying fo prevent the operation of the
civil-service rule. The Republicans learned their lesson from
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcHcock ] ; that is the reason
they do it so well. He is condemning them now because they
will not let the civil-service rule be put in force, and yet his
secretary says that he was then trying his best to prevent its
enforcement, but did not always sueceed, as is shown here,
but he held up the appointment for a long time.

The Senator could not obtain the appointment of a man there friendly
to the Democratic cause.

When a Republican was named he managed to hold up the appoint-
ment. That was all he could do. :

That, in other words, was interfering with the rule, but the
Senator now condemns others for interfering with the rule,

But now, under a Republican Senate, he will be forced to give up
that and must see a shameless Republican named for the place. At

no time, under this new system of Burleson’s, did the Senator have
the remotest chance of naming a Democratic friend.

Too bad, was it not?

Also with reference to the Scottsbluff matter—
Scottsbluff is another post office in Nebraska—
mentioned in Arthur Mullen's office—

Arthur Mullen is the Democratic national committeeman
from the State of Nebraska, and is a very fine man—

mentioned in Arthur Mullen’s office in Mrs. W.'s presence—we did not
wire for the name of a man to name there. We merel‘v suggested to
Arthur that he get some Democrats in the examination there who
might stand strong chances ol passing the examination.

It seems that my colleague was in doubt whether or not
Democrats could pass the examination.

We made it perfectly plain to Arthur that our only ho
getting some Democrat in the race there who counld stan
amination.

I might add that the outlook now is that a ublican topped the
list and must be named for the place. HITCHCOCK has no more chance
11'.;{ gtﬁmgka Democrat in there than a snowball has in Angust weather
ebraska.

That is too bad, especially in the case of a man who is now
such a great and ardent admirer of the eivil service!

So you see, with these facts in your possession, there is anything
but politics being indulged in by the administration in naming of
postmasters, -

Senator HiTcHcoCK has agreed with few things which this man
Burleson has done since taking office, particularly zince the war came
on. And he has voiced that disagreement, as many other Democrats
have done. But not a Democrat here in Washington has the least
thing to do with the naming of postmasters. All thoy can do is get
their friends to take examinations and pray that civil-service marks
will lead later to their elevation to the places, That is all the good
Lord could do if He were a Democrat now and here trying to get
justice for His party in the naming of His postmasters.

If Gentle, at Norfolk, is not a loyal American—

Now, here is a hint: here is a way to hold up a nomination.
Gentle was a Republiean; he was a candidate for postmaster,
and Senator HircHCcocK's private secretary says this is the wayv
to hold up the nomination. He says:

If Gentle, at Norfolk, is not a loyal American or is an Immoral
citizen, his appointment can be held up. But these are the only grounds
upon which there is the slightest show of keeping him out of the
place.

I agree with what you say about the damned inconsistencies in run-
ning the Post Office Department this way. It is a shame that we
must endure it, the Lord knows; but the game can not be beaten the
way it is played just now. Thank Heaven, there may be a way opened
up later whereby it can be beaten; but when that time comes it may
be too close to the time the Republicans will take the administration
away from us simply because they play politics up to the limit all the

time.

Arthur Mullen understands the difficulties precisely. Talk the matier
over with him some time, or if you are in Omaha on July 24, when
the national chairman and his party are there, join them and hear what
th%\r'\—e got to say on the subject,

Vith kind regards and best wishes,

lay in
the ox-

EirL B. Gappis,
Secretary to Benator Hitchcock.

Mr. President, it will be noted that a suggestion is there made
as to how appointments can be prevented. The civil-service
rule is in force and there is no way to prevent the appointment,
but the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcHcock], the
great civil-service statesman, is here ready and willing and
able, if the evidence is furnished him, to prevent confirmation.
A charge must be made that the successful Republican aspirant
is not a true American or that his character is immoral, and the
senior Senator from Nebraska will hold the nomination up and
prevent confirmation. As I said awhile ago, he succeeded over
two sessions of Congress in holding them up, without any
charges being filed, simply by putting the papers in his pocket
and carrying them away.

Mr. President, I have some more letters of a similar import,
but I am not going to take the time of the Senate to read them
at this moment, I wish to repeat what I said the other day,
that for the man who says, “I am against the civil service in
the Post Office Department or any othér department and I be-
lieve when the opposition party is in power they have the right
to wipe the slate clean and puf their people in and the other
fellows out for partisan reasons,” I have nothing but admira-
tion. I do not agree with him; I think he is wrong: but that
is only my opinion, He may be right and I may be wrong;
but, Mr. President, any party, no matter what party, and any
man, no matter what man, who stands for civil-service enforce-
ment when the opposition party is in power and for the abolish-
ment of civil service when his own party is in power is, in my
judgment, not a good public servant; he is not consistent; he
is asking something of his enemies which he himself is not
willing to concede. So when my colleague talks at length in
the Senate condemning Republican officials for disobeying the
civil service law, I agree with him in every instance where it
can be gshown that they have disregarded the law, and when
any Senator says in his place here that he thinks such a viola-
tion has been committed, I will by my vote assist him in secur-
ing an investigation if he wants it; but, Mr. President, it seems
to me—
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Mr. REED. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. I have not heard all of the Senator's remarks,
but I should like to get his opinion frankly as to this state of
affairs: We have what is called a civil-service examination for
postmasters ; and if only one person takes the examination and
passes, instead of appointing him they order a new examination,
When the new examination comes on, if there are two or three
who take the examination, and any Republican gets across the
dead line he is appointed, and the Democrat who first took
the examination alone and passed, who in the second instance
has passed at the head of the list, is denied the place. What
does the Senator think of that kind of civil service?

Alr. NORRIS. I do not think it is any good. I condemn it.
I think it is wrong. I am not defending it.

Mr. REED. T know the Senator is not.

Mr. NORRIS. I do not intend to defend it. I condemn it
just as quickly when it is done by my party as though it were
done by the Senator’s party.

Mr. REED. Let me say to the Senator that ‘that is the
regular practice now. I am not defending it, and I am not
particularly eriticizing it, for I think we had some of that
kind of thing in a degree, at least, under a previous adminis-
tration.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; we did.

Mr. REED. But it seems to me that that kind of a’ civil
serviee is a mere bit of contemptible chicanery.

Mr. NORRIS. T think it is, and nobody condemns it more
severely than I do.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator just fet me comment for a
moment upon that?

Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator will permit me, I want to
observe that the Committee on Civil Service, of which I am a
member, but whose meetings T have not been able to attend,
has been for the last two or three weeks conducting an investi-
eation upon a resolution introduced either by the junior or by
the senior Senator from Arkansas. It has taken very con-
siderable testimony. It has received the report of the Civil
Service Commission upon every case that has been rveferred
to by either of these Senators and possibly others. That com-
mittee is meeting this afternoon for the purpose of formulating
its report, as I understand. Tt seems to me that before con-
demning the Civil Service Commission we ought to await the
coming in of this report.

Mr. NORRIS. I am not willing for the Senator to put me
in the attitude of condemning the Civil Service Commission. I
have not done it,

Mr. CUMMINS. No: I know the Senator from Nebraska has
pot. The Senator from Missouri has.

Alr. NORRIS. I do not understand that the Senator frem
Missouri has. I think the Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. CUMMINS. If not the Senator from Missouri, then the
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hircacock] has con-
demned it.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I think he has.

Mr. CUMMINS. I venture to say that whatever may have
been the derelictions of the Post Office Departinent—I think
they have not been investigated—so far as the Civil Service
Commission is concerned, I do not believe that it has been
gnilty of the things which have been charged against it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I am not making a charge
against the Civil Service Commission. My colleague has done
s0. I do not know what the facts are that he has ascertained
in regard to the Civil Service Commission. If they are true,
then I will join with him in their condemnation. He says, in
effect, that the Post Office Department has compelled—that is
the word he used, I think—the Civil Service Commission to
have another examination, or something of that kind.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not believe that is true; but it will all
appear in the report of the committee.

Mr. NORRIS. I am very glad the commifttee is investigating,

Mr. REED. Mr, President, will the Senator permif me to
interrupt him?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. REED. I have not been talking about the Civil Service
Commission, and T did not know that there was an investiga-
tion. I am talking about the administration of this law as it
applies to the Post Office Department. I think that I can
produce letters from the Postinaster General or his assistant
bearing out the statement that I made in regard to their order-
ing new examinations when only one person took the examina-
tion. T think I can take the record then and show that after
the second examimation had been called they had appointed a
man who stood lower on the list than the man who firsi took

the examination, and who took it the second time. I think that
is the regular practice.

As I said, T am not rising to eriticize anybody particularly;
but I wanted to get the opinion 'of the Senator from Nebraska
as to whether that kind of a civil service was any civil service
at all, in the proper meaning of the word.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr, President, there may have been some
irregularities. T do not know. I am not familiar with the tes-
timony adduced, and I do not know what the report will be,

Mr. REED. I am not talking about irregularities. I am
talking about customs,

Mr. CUMMINS, Under the Executive order, as has been
stated here many times, the Postmaster General may appdint
one of the three persons receiving the highest ratings in the
examination. What the Postmaster General has done in these
instances, I do not know.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, as I understand the practical
working of the order, it is this: President Harding modified the
order of President Wilson so that it now provides that in the
case of first, second, and third class offices the Civil Service
Commission shall hold an examination, and the President will
appoint from the three highest on the list. In order for the
President to know which one of those to appoint, the Post
Office Department submits the three highest on the list to the
Republican Congressman of the district in which the post office
is located, if there is a Republican Congressman ; if there is not
a Republican Congressman in that district, he submits the
name to somebody else connected with the party machinery,
and the selection is made; and that is certified fo the President
by the Post Office Departmment, and he makes that appointment.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—

Mr. NORRIS. Let me finish first. I want to say that, in my
judgment, that is entirely a nullification of the spirit of civil-
service appeintment of postmasters. There was talk about it
very soon after President Harding went in; and, so that there
might be no mistake about it, I wrote a letter to Postmaster
General Hays calling his attention to that fact, and told him
what T believed would be a serious result if they made such an
order. It will in time result in Democrats refusing to take the
examinations, because they will understand that if one Republi-
can goes over the line they will stand no show.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, does the Senator think that is
going to do any great harm to the public service?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes: I do think it is going to do great harm.
If we, as Republicans, are going to pretend to the people of the
country that we are going to put the Post Office Department
upon a nonpartisan basis, then we ought to have the courage of
our convictions and carry out an order that will do it. If, on
the other hand, we are going to appoint men because they are
Republicans, then we ought to be brave enough and courageous
enough to say so, and do away with this farce and this flim-
flam of going through the theory of an examination. We ought
to take one course or the other.

Mr. OVERMAN., Mr. President— !

Mr. NORRIS, We are practicing deception under this rule, I
think, to pretend to the people that it is nonpartisan when it is
not anything but partisanship. .

Mr. SWANSON, Mr, OVERMAN, and Mr. REED addressed
the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wius in the chair).
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield, and if so, to whom?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senater from Virginia.

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to state to the Senator a case
in my own county. Under President Wilson's administration
they held an examination. The Republican assistant postmaster
stood first. He had been assistant there for years. He was
efficient. He was promoted by President Wilson as a Republi-
ean. He was net cenfirmed, but I want to show you how the
President acted. Then they put in an acting postmaster, and
then held an examination. The acting postmaster had served
for three or four months, and he could not stand the examina-
tion and get on the eligible list, but this Republican was first.
Now, this acting postmaster has been in the service for five or
six months—he lad been in the service several months before
and could not gqualify—and they are holding hinr in and saying
they are going to set aside this examination, and they hope he
will be able to stand the second examination. I should like to
ask the Senator whether that is carrying out even in a remote
degree the President’s erder?

Alr. NORRIS. Oh, the Senator knows that that is not carry-
ing it out. Anybody who will be henest with his own con-
science will say that: but, Alr, President, I do not care to go
into individual cases. T do know that under the prior adminis-
tration in one way or another the nonpartisanship of the selec-
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tion of postmasters was to a great extent nullified. I know it
from personal observation in my own State—cases where T
came in personal contact with the office. I have told you about
some of them this afternoon that came under my personal
observation, where my colleague was the Democratic means by
which a Republican who had passed the highest examination
was prevented from going in. But, Mr. President, I am not
willing in one breath -to condemn Democrats for doing that and
condone Republicans for doing the same thing under a Republi-
can administration; and while Senators say, as has been inti-
mated here this afternoon, that it would be a good thing to put
all the Democrats out and put Republicans in, we did not get
into office by making that kind of a campaign. We did not say
that out in the campaign, when we were running and trying to
get votes. .

Mr, MOSES. I did, Mr. President.

Mr. NORRIS. Then the Senator ought to have been defeated,
if he did that.

Mr. MOSES. I was not. I had the largest majority ever had
in New Hampshire.

Mr, NORRIS. Then the Senator can keep on.

Mr. MOSES. I am going to.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator can be a spoilsman all his life.

Mr. MOSES. I am going to.

Mr. NORRIS. I am not finding fault with him. If he went
out and made that kind of a fight, then he can go on with
perfect consistency and carry it out. I did not make that kind
of a fight. The Democratic Party did not make that kind of a

fight. The Republican Party did not make that kind of a
fight. There was not anything of that kind in any of the
platforms,

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Missouri?

_Mr. NORRIS. T yield to the Senator.

Mr. REED. I want to state—and I have no quarrel with my
friend from New Hampshire—that if he made that kind of a
fight, the frank and manly thing to do, it seems fo me—and he
always does the frank and manly thing—would be to introduce
a bill here to repeal the civil-service farce and say, “ We are
going back to the old system., If we win the election, we are
zoing to take the offices. If the other side win the election,
let them take the offices.” Let us have done with the civil pen-
gion list, keeping a lot of people here until they are super-
annuafed.

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly; any party that got into office on that
kind of a platform would be justified in carrying out that kind
of a project. I will concede their right to do it, as I concede
now and always have conceded the President's right under the
law to make any provision he pleases in regard fto the appoint-
ment of postmasters,

Mr., MOSES. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. In just a moment I will yield to the Senator.
What I have condemned is making a campaign through the
country and getting into office on the theory that you are going
to enforee the civil service law in spirit and in letter, and then,
when you get into office, turning your back on it and turning
the offices over to the vietors, regardless of civil-service merit.

I vield to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr., MOSES. If the Senator will permit me, I will say to
him that any party that will make a campaign on that plank
will sweep the country. I wish to say to him, further, that I
do not care what pretense others may make, and I may be re-
peating myself. I have sald more than once on this floor, that,
so far as I am concerned, I make no pretense whatever. I think
the administration should be surrounded by its friends, and in
view of the performance that has gone on here on the floor of
the Senate during the last two days, I merely wish to say

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend
while the Senate receives a message from the President of the
United States.

[A message in writing from the President of the United States
was transmitted to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his seere-
taries.]

Mr, MOSES. 1 hope the message contains the names of a lot
of good Republicans nominated for office. I want to say, fur-
ther, Mr. President, apropos of the performance that has gone
on here on the floor of the Senate for the last two days. be-
ecause of what is deseribed as an outrage, the * murder” of 27
officeholders, if Republican Senators eight and nine years ago
had devoted their time and taken the time of the Senate in the
disenssion of questions of that character. there would have
been no legislation whatever, because we saw the Demoeratie
administration come in and absolutely ravage every departient

with their own selections, then they put over them the blanket
of the civil service law, They violated the civil service law
after they adopted it, both in the letter and in the spirit.

I have seen a Democratic postmaster pass out of this life and
out of his office, and I have seen the chairman of the Demo-
cratic State Committee appointed as an acting postmaster, and
held there while he educated himself, at the expense of the Gov-
ernment, until he could take the examination of whatever char-
acter was then given, and of course he came out No. 1 and was
appointed, the result being that the Democratic incumbency of
those post offices ran not only over the eight years of the Dem-
ocratic administration but two or three years more, because of
the hiatus that was occasioned. I wish to say that the whole
pretense here about this matter in the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing is absolutely futile and childish and ridiculous. We
have up in New England a verb——

Mr. NORRIS. I hope the Senator will not make a speech.

Mr. MOSES. I am not making a speech.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has not made one yet, but I hope
he will not. I yielded to the Senator to ask a question.

Mr. MOSES. I am sorry to have trespassed on the Senator's
time, and I thank him for the time he has yielded to me.

Mr, HARRELD. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. NORRIS. I can not yield now.

Mr. HARRELD. I wanted to ask the Senator a question,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska
declines to yield.

Mr. HARRELD. I wanted to put a question to the Senator.

Mr, NORRIS. T will yield after a while, but not now. I can
not answer two Senators at once,

What the Senator from New Hampshire has described as hap-
pening under a Democratic administration I have been narrat-
ing, perhaps, before he came into the Chamber. I know that
was going on, but that is no excuse for Republicans doing the
same thing. If it is, then there will never be a reform or im-
provement in government, though we may live a million years.
If we are going to justify crime by pointing to Democratic crime
as a precedent there will be nothing but crime forever and
eternally, The Sepator complaing of Democrats putting Re-
publicans out, when, as a matter of fact, he stands on a plat-
form of getting Democrats out and putting Republicans in.

Mr. MOSES. May I correct the Senator?

Mr. NORRIS. He ought to praise the Democratic Party for
doing that, instead of condemning them.

Mr, MOSES. May I correct the Senator?

Mr, NORRIS, I yield; I do not want to misstate anything.

Mr. MOSES. I am not complaining because Demoerats put
Republicans out. What I am complaining of is this childish-
ness of the Democrats, who are now complaining because we
Aare putting Democrats out.

Mr. NORRIS, It makes a great deal of difference whether
you are putting Republicans out or whether you are putting
Democrats out.

Mr. MOSES. No; we took our medicine, and I think they
should take theirs.

Mr. NORRIS. No; we did not take our medicine.

Mr. MOSES. T did; I do not know about the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator had to take it
sometimes, and I had to take it sometimes.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President——

Mr. NORRIS. I protested against it then, and I protest
against it now.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yleld to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. NORRIS. I do not yield now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield.

Mr. NORRIS. I would feel myself disqualified, after I had
promised in every campaign I had ever made to be true to the
Republican platform, which declared in favor of civil-service
reform, if I violated the pledge after I was elected to office. A
man who does not believe in it has a perfect right to condemn
it, and I am not finding fault with my genial friend, the Senator
from New Hampshire. He is a polifical spoilsman, according to
his own definition. He believes in that doctrine.

Mr. MOSES, That is correct, Mr. President.

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly; there is no doubt about that.

Mr. NELSON. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

i Mr. NORRIS. I am not going to yield fo anyone for the
of the public service, and when they had filled the post offices ' present,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire has a. per-
fect right to take that position. He is perfeetly consistent when
he takes it and carrvies it out, and I said at the that
I was not; against that kind of people and that kind of officials,
I have no cemplaint to make against them. I think they are
wrong. But they may be right and I wrong At least they
have a right to believe that way if they want to.

Mr. HARRELD and Mr. NELSON addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield? And if so, to whom?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield first to the Senator from Oklahoma.
He sought to ask me a question some time ago.

Mr. HARRELD. The Senator admits now that some fellows
got into office by criminal precedure, and I want to know if the:
Senator thinks they ought to be confirmed in those offices and
allowed to hold them?

Mr. NORRIS. No; I do not think so.

Mpr HARRELD. That is what I am complaining about.
Now, I want to ask another question.

Mr, NORRIS, Let me answer that question first. Because a
good many men got their offices by a violation of the Jaw, I am.
not in favor of taking the mantle of the civil service law away,
and: saying we will put the whole thing on the political pie
counter. If that is the question the Senator wants to ask——

Mr, HARRELD. No; but suppose an individual got an office
in that way, should he be allowed to hold the office he secured
by crooked methods?

Mr. NORRIS. No; he ought to be removed.

Mr, HARRELD. Does not the Senator know that the law of
1016 had a, provision in it to the effect that appointments under
that law should be made, but that the civil-service rules should
not apply for two years?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. HARRELD. And that during that time thousands and
thousands of people were blanketed in under that law?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes,

Mr. HABRELD: Does the Senator think they ought to be
allowed to hold their offices?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I would say they ought to hold them.
That was the law. They went in under the law. We made the
law,; and that has been the practice of every President, Demo-

.crat or Republican, who has ever issued an order extending the
civil service. President Taft did the same thing; President Wil-
son did the same thing; President Roosevelt did the same thing.
It is a common thing, after they get all the offices filled, for
them to issue an order putting them under the civil service.
They, onght to put them under the civil service and have them
filled by examination. I said so when the last order was made.
I said so when President Taft made his order. I said so when
President Wilson came in the second time, after he had been.
in office four years, and by order extended the civil service to
cover the whole Post Office Department. I said then he would
have bheen entitled to great credit if he had made the order at
the beginning instead of at the end of his term, rather hefore he
filled the offices with. men of his party than afterwards. But I
would rather take it then than not take it at all.

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Hargerp] intimated by his
question that whenever that is done, the next President ought to
revoke that order. Where would we get under such a practice?
You would get one President in and he would fill the offices with
Republicans, and after he got them filled he would issue an
order extending the civil service over those offices.

Mr. HARRELD. No, Mr, President——

Mr. NORRIS. Then a Democratic President would come in,
and he would say, “ These fellows came in under a false pre-
tense,” and he would revoke that order; he would fill the offices
with Democrats, and when he got them all filled with Demoecrats
he would put them again under the civil service ; and so on for-
ever, and you never would have any civil service, There is
only one way to get it, if you intend to have it—when you get
something put under the civil service keep it under the civil
service, I thank God for every extension anybody makes,
whether it puts in a Democrat or a Republican. There must be
somebaody in the office when the order is extended covering those
offices, and Republicans can not abject because the officeholders:
happen all to be Democrats or the Democrats because they
happen to be Republicans. If that rule is carried out, then the
civil service will never amount to anything. I yield now to the
Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. NELSON. I may be somewhat tardy in my question, but
it seems to me the Senator has departed from. the discussion,
and I shall be glad to hear him or some one else tell us whether
the civil-service law and regulations have given us a better and
more efficient service than we had before.

Mr. NORRIS. I think the question is a very proper one.
Men will disagree about that. I have no hesitancy in. stating
where I stand, I think it has given us much more efficient
Government, and it has met with many difficulties. There are
a good many things done under it which are wrong. Mistakes
are often made under it; there is no doubt about that. But
if we shouid repeal the civil service law to-day and put every
office in the United States on the political pie counter we would
almost stop the wheels of Government. It would be almost an
impossibility to carry it on.

1 forgot to refer to the offices in the Burean of Engraving
and Printing, about which the Senator from New Hampshire
spoke. I have not said anything about them, I do not know
anything about it. I hear all kinds of rumeors, but I do not
know why those men were removed, though I do think we ought.
to know, I think there ought to be publicity given to the
reasons. I hope the President will tell the Congress and the
country why it was done. If he does not do that, if these
things are to be done in secret and covered up, then we never
will get anywhere with it. Publicity is one of the greatest
cures of Government evils,

Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield first to the Senator from Kentucky,
who arose first.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, I apprehend that the Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] fails to see, or, seeing, inad-
vertently misstates, the position taken upon this side by the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] as well as by myself.
There is very little difference of opinion hetween, those on this
side and on the other side who believe in rewarding faithful
party service. I admire the candor and the nerve of the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire. T like to fight by the side of that
sort of men when they are with me and to measure swords with
them when they are against me. But I do not see how any
honest man who believes that his party platform is binding
upon him can escape from the very just condemnation of the
Senator from Nebraska, and I wish to ask if either the Senator
from New. Hampshire or the Senator from Nebraska holds that
a man admitting his allegiance to the principles of his party,
and elected upon its platform, can repudiate it:

We renew our repeated declaration that the civil service law shall
be thoroughly and honestly enforced, and extended wherever practicable,
The recent action of Congress in enacting a comprehensive 3\?1] service
retirement law and in working out a comprehensive emploxment and

wage policy that will guarantee equal and just treatment to the army
of Government workers, and in centralizing the administration of the

new. and pr;ﬁmslve employment Pouc the hands of the Ciwil
sion, is worthy of fse

Service Com "
‘We condemn the present administration for its destruection of the effi-

clency of the Postal Service and, the telegraph and telephone servies

when controlled by the Government, and for its failure to Pro%erl: com-

pensate employees whose expert knowledge is essential to the proper

conduct of the affairs of the postal gystem. We commend the Hepub-

lican Congress for the enactment of legislation inereasing the pay of

508131 employees, who up to that time were the poorest paid In the
overnment service,

I call upon the gentleman to repudiate his own platform or to
stand on it, He ean not do both.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator can get the same thing in the
Democratic platform, running back all the way through the his-
tory of the party. It is almest a rubber-stamp proposition in
both parties.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President——

Mr, NORRIS. Now I am going to answer the question of the
Senator from Kentucky for myself,

Mr. BORAH. The Senator would not apply bis remark to
that one plank only?

Mr. NORRIS, No.

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from Kentucky connected me in
his statement with the Senator from Nebraska, and I want to
answer him.

Mr. NORRIS. I think, since I have the floor, I ought to have
the privilege of answering first.

Mr, MOSES. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Then I will yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire. I agree with that platform and with that plank,
I have always said so. If I did not believe in civil service,
however, and had been nominated as a Republican, and had
immediately in my campaign said that I did not believe in it,
and concealed nothing in regard to it from my people, and had
been elected, I would not feel that I was hound by the platform.
The Senator from New Hampshire, running on, the same plat-
form, did not believe in it, thought civili service was a farece,
and if he said to his people in his campaign that he did not
believe in it, that he believed that to the victors belonged the
spoils, and that he was going to get the offices for the faithful,
just so they were Bepublicans, regardless of whether they were
yellow dogs or not——
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Mr. MOSES. We do not have any of that kind of Re-
publicans in New: Hampshire.
Mr. NORRIS. And was elected, then he had a: perfect right,

1 think; to repudiate that plank in the platform. He practiced:

no deception. I believe in it. The party as a party has always
thus gone on record and so has the Democratic Party, and both
parties have always violated it.

Mr. STANLEY. Can the President repudiate it and practice
no deception? I

Mz, NORRIS., He could not, anyway, He did not repudiate
it in the campaign, I will say that. But I am not going to
answer for anybody else. I would not feel as though I could.

I yield now to the Senator from New Hampshire—

Mr. MOSES, For a reply to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes: though I do:not want to be interrupted
by: Senators- who want to have a: debate of their own.

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from Kentucky addressed a ques-
tion jointly to the Senator from Nebraska and myself.

Mr. NORRIS, I think I onght to yield for that reason, and
I do so.

Mr. MOSES. I want to say to the Senator from Kentucky
that I stand on the plank which he has read. I base my posi-
tion on that plank upon the two: words * when practicable,” and
1 believe that the application of the eivil service law is prac-
ticable when we put Democrats out and put Republicans in.

Mr. NORRIS. That answer will always appeal fto the poli-
tician. It will always appeal to the fellow who wants office,
It will always appeal to the machine, -

Mr, STANLEY. My, President, does the Senator—=——

Mr. NORRIS. I will not yield fo tlie Senator to have a de-
bate with the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. STANLEY. I want to ask the Senator a question.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator may ask me, but not the Senator
from New Hampshire,

Mr. STANLEY. I mean the Senator from Nebraska. Does
the Senator from Nebraska read the words * when practicable ™
in the platform the way the Senator from New Hampshire
read it?

Mr. NORRIS. Ol no: I do not agree with the Senator from
New Hampshire on that.

Mr. STANLEY. Does the Senator from Nebraska know any-
body who understands the English language who wonld read it
in that way except the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. NORRIS. There may be others. I suppose it would de-
pend on hovs badly they want an office.

Mr, STANLEY. Ordinarily the Senator from New Hamp-
shire does not make statements that are not creditable to the
Senate.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, after all, no man can deny that
we appealed to the people of America, and so did the Democratic
Party—we have been appealing to them for 20 years—on the
ground that we would enforce the civil service law, that we
would extend it, and we have equally condemned the other party
because they do not enforee it in good faith. When it is vio-
lated by Republicans we have Republicans standing up and say-
ing, “That is the best thing we can do; let us violate it all the
more. We ought not to have it.” And yet we come back to
the people with another platform and another promise that if
we are elected to office we will enforce it in good faith. The
Demoerats have done the same thing. It is not a square deal
for the people of America. :

When a man comes into the Senate like my colleague did—
and that is the reason why I took the floor—condemning Repub-
licans because they are not enforcing in good faith the ecivil
service law, I cite to him and to all like him the old common-
law maxim that those who want equity must do equity;: that
you can not come in here and denounce us while your own hands
are tarnished with the slime of deceit and corruption that you
have been practicing when you were in power. That applies
equally to the Republieans who are doing the same thing, My
colleague complains because we Republicans are not enforcing
in good faith the civil service law. I join with him in the con-
demnation of Republicans for not enforeing it in good faith
But the charge does not come from his lips with any consistency,
because they are tainted with the very crime that he charges
against us.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne:
braska yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. NORRIS. I yleld.* :

Mr. STANLEY. Does the Senator from Nebraska contend
that both parties are equally committed to the civil service and
have an equal right to elaim credit for inaugurating the system?

Mr. NORRIS. I am not going into a discussion of that ques-
tion. I think I could claim, and perhaps could substantiate, but

I would have to look the matter up some, that the Republican
Party had probably done more for it than the Democratic Party.
I may be wrong about that. I am not making any claim of
that kind to-day, as I should want to look it up before I as-
serted it.

Mr. STANLEY. The Republican Party claims to be the
mother and father, the grandmother and grandfather, of civil
service, and we have been denied the credit for inangurating
that system. I am not making any claim for the Democratie
Party for the paternity of the-instifution now. I just wanted to
get the attitude of the Senator from Nebraska. :

Mr. NORRIS. I have not made that kind of a charge against:
the Democratic Party. I will say that I think there are some
things done by the Democratic Party, or by Democratic leaders,
that have helped very materially in the civil service law. While
I have nothing whatever in common with the late President
Wilson and he has no use for me, any more than I have for him,
I think, although he did some things that seemed tp me were
entirely wrong about it, that on the whole he did a great deal
for civil service. He made a rule in regard to postmasters that
I have always thought was better than the modification Presi-
dent Harding has made of it, and I said so to-day.

But I do not care particularly where civil service was born
or who was its father or who its grandmother or what relation
it has to this party or that. I am not looking for technicalities.
I am not pointing them out. I am trying to talk about the
practical application of the theery. While it has many thingse
about it that sometimes result in wrong, and serious mistakes
are made lots of times in its name, yet, in my judgment, it is
g0 much better than the old spoils system that no thinking man
would go back to the old system. Notwithstanding the opinion.
of my friend from New Hampshire, I believe that any party
that would go out before the people of America and make a
campaign on the theory that they were going to wipe the civil
service law and rules off the books and go back to the pie-
counter system wounld be swept out of existence with an ava-
lanche of votes from which they would never recover.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. NORRIS. If agreeable to the Senator, I will yield the
floor and he can proceed.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President; I merely wish to say to the
Senator from Kentucky, if history is as I recall it, that the
civil service law was written and pressed through Congress by
a Democratic Senator from Ohio, George H. Pendlefon. It was
put into operation by a Republican President, Chester A.
Arthur, and therefore, though sired by a Democrat, it has been
damned by every practical man ever since.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, the Senator does not do his
party credit. An examination of the platforms of the various
parties will show him that the principle of eivil service was ad-
vocated by Republican platforms long before Chester A. Arthur
was ever inaugurated. That will come up later.

Mr. President, I wish to say that the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway], notwithstanding the lucidity and force of his
statement, and the Senator from Kentucky, myself, have totally
failed to make themselves understood by the Senator from New
Hampshire and by many of his colleagues. I am not disturbed
by the firing of four or forty or fonr hundred Democrats. Call
them all out of the service to-day and solemnly indict them for
their loyalty to the principles of Jefferson, and Madison, and
Jackson, and Tilden, and then stand them up against your
rotten politieal wall and shoot them, and they will take their
medicine like soldiers and like men. It is a death any Demo-
crat may be proud to suffer. He ean wear your charge and your
dizmissal as-a badge of eternal honor, and in my countiry his
children and his children’s children will cherish his willingness
to suffer in such a cause as more precious than all the honors
and emoluments. of office.

But that you will not, dare not, do. We are not complaining
that you shoot. We are denouncing you for your infamous
cowardice: in shooting us in the back. Is that plain enough?
You play the spoilsmen not like old Jackson or Cleveland; but
like a political Pecksniff; you whine and palaver and pray and
gsimper before long-haired men and short-haired women about
your: devotion to eivil service—

Mr. MOSES rose.

Mr, STANLEY. Not the Senator personally, but the party
which he represents, because he is a bigger man and a better
man than his party.

Mr. MOSHS., Mr. President, I have seen no Pecksniffian
whining at the White House about the firing of these 27 people.
They were employed; they were fired; they are fired, and they
are going to stay fired; and there would have been no com-
plaint on the floor of the Senate from anyone on the other side
of the Chamber if it had been done by a Democratic President.
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This is a matter of opinion which I can not prove, but I hold
steadfastly to the opinion that if it had been done by a Demo-
cratic President no voice would have been raised on the other
side of the aisle, and, so far as T am concerned, no voice would
have been raised on this side of the aisle. I would have taken
my medicine. Why do you not take yours?

Mr, STANLEY. I only wish that the Senator from New
Hampshire or the Senator from Indiana [Mr, NEw] were in the
White House, I only wish that your chief would dare to speak
as you do. He can understand the English language, he can
read and write, but he will never, in this world or in the world
which is to come, O, K. what either one of you have said,.

I am not condemning the action of the Senator from New
Hampshire; I am not condemning the action of the Senator from
Indiana—Dbrave, clean, fearless spoilsmen. I am condemning the
action of him who savs that he does it for the good of the
service if he does it for the good of his party.

Mr, MOSES, I think that is good doctrine, Mr, President.

Mr. STANLEY. These Democrats are not complaining that
they have lost their places. They are not complaining of the
pecuniary loss. Under a civil service honestly administered no
man can be deprived of his place except for unworthiness, ineffi-
ciency, or moral turpitude. He is either incompetent, corrupt,
or indecent, or he is entitled to stay. Every man and every
woman who goes out under this shadow is stamped as corrupt,
incompetent, or indecent, Wipe out the stain. Charge us with
befing Democrats and we will wear your charge like a halo, a
badge of distinction to be coveted and treasured, and youn will
hear no complaint from the Senator from Kentucky or any of
his ilk. But fire us like men! Let us out like men! Come out
and fire us, and quit this sniping from the rear, under the flimsy
pretense of civil service, which the Senator from New Hamp-
shire and the Senator from Indiana have the decency to disown,
and I commend your example to the other end of the Avenue,

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGES.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-

sideration of the bill (H. R. 9103) for the appointment of addi-
=tional district judges for certain courts of the United States,

to provide for annual conferences of certain judges of the
United States courts, to authorize the designation, assignment,
and appointment of judges outside their districts, and for other
purposes,

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr, President, I believe we are now ready
to proceed with the consideration of the bill which is the un-
finished business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question hefore the Sen-
ate is the amendment of the Senator from Florida to the amend-
ment reported by the committee.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, as the Chair has stated,
the pending question i on the amendment which I have offered
to the amendment in the nature of a substitute which has been
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary to the bill as it
came from the other House. My amendment, if agreed to,
would provide an additional judge for the southern district of
Florida. 1 desire to submit a few observations on that ques-
tion, and to show, if I may, the actual situation in the southern
district of Florida and the need for the additional judge pro-
vided for in my_amendment. I propose to analyze the tables
which are attached to the report of the committee, and I am
quite sure I will be able to show that there is not a district
in the whole list for which 19 judges are to be created where
the need is so great, where the claim is so just, and the merit
so pronounced as in the gouthern district of Florida.

Mr, President, let me call the attention of the Senate, first,
to this fact: I introduced in the Senate in 1917, as I recall, a
bill which provided for an additional judge for the southern
district of Florida. The bill passed the Senate, went to the
other House, was referred to the Judiciary Committee of the
House, was reported favorably there, and went on the calendar.
It was, however, never reached; and, therefore, never passed
the House. In 1919 I introduced a similar bill here: that bill
was reported out of the Judiciary Committee favorably; it
passed the Senate, went to the House, was referred to the
Judiciary Committee, again reported favorably there, and
placed on the ealendar; but, unfortunately, on account of the
immense amount of business accumulated in that body, the
calendar was not reached and the bill was never passed in the
House,

The House passed the pending bill providing for 22 additional
judges. Included in that bill was one judge for the southern
district of Florida. That bill came to the Senate and was
referred to the Judiciary Committee, and now that committee
has reported back a substitute providing for 19 judges and en-
tirely omitting the judge for the southern district of Florida.

So we are in this position: The Senate having on two different
occasions and in two different Congresses passed a bill provid-
ing for an additional judge for the southern district of Florida,
which received the favorable action of theé Judiciary Committee
of the other House and went on the ealendar there, but because
of the pressure of business and the lack of time was not
reached, at last the House having taken up the subject and
included this additional judge in the bill which they passed,
when that bill comes to the Senate the Senate reverses its ae-
tion taken twice deliberately heretofore and strikes out the
provision for the additional judge for the southern district of
Florida, In doing that the committee acts very strangely,
because the conditions have not improved in the southern dis-
trict of Florida; the congestion continues there; it is greater
now than it ever was; the table which the committee attaches
to its report shows pending in that court 1,336 cases on June
30, 1921, whereas, according to the hearings before the House
committee, the actnal number of cases pending and undis-
posed of in that district to-day is 1,633. Such a condition prac-
tically amounts, in considerable degree, to a denial of justice to
litigants,

We have in the southern district of Florida one of the best-
qualified judges on the Federal bench in this country, a man
who has had some 30 years' experience as a eircuit court judge
in that State and as a Federal judge for the past 10 years. He
is overworked, he gets no vacation, he devotes himself entirely
to his duties there; but it is simply impossible for any one man
to accomplish all that is required to be accomplished in order
that litigants may have justice in that district. The cases are
increasing all the while ; the congestion continues ; the conditions,
as I have stated, have grown worse year after year:; and yet,
in spite of the action of the Senate in 1917 and again in 1919,
now, in this year, we are asked to decide that we will leave ont
the southern district of Florida and grant no relief whatever
to that district. It is not fair. If the conditions had improved,
if circumstances had changed so that litigants could have their
business disposed of with reasonable dispateh, then there would
have been some reason and some sort of excuse or justifieation
for this action by the committee; but, on the contrary, as I
have stated, the conditions have grown worse, the congestion
has increased. Now, in spite of the laborious efforts of the sit-
ting judge and in spite of the help that may be sent to him from
time to time—and judges have been sent into that district to
assist—in spite of all that, it has almost reached the point
where it is scarcely worth while to go into the Federal court.
We are almost in as bad a situation as are the people of Bor-
neo, where, I believe, when one person sues another the custom
requires that the litigants shall each put a live clam into a bowl
of lime water, and the owner of the clam which winces first
or keels over first loses; or parties in court are much like the
contestants in these days of modern war, the nation that wins
the war loses.

Now, Mr. President, let me analyze the tables, which, as I
have said, are attached to the report of the Senate committee
showing the business pending in all the district courts of the
United States on June 30, 1921. As I have heretofore stated,
the House hearings show that in the southern district of Florida
there are 1,633 cases pending instead of 1,336 as indicated by
the tables; but I will deal with the tables as I find them here.

Beginning with Massachusefts, the following is the situation:
At this time Massachusetts has one district and one judge. The
Senate Committee on the Judiciary proposes to add two more
judges. The table shows the number of cases pending on June
30, 1921, in Massachusetts, as follows: s
United States eivil_-____ et
Criminal, including probibition_ . __________

ARy e e s e e
AllSotlier oivl) caas -2 e S T I

BObRE i e e e e e e T s e 1, 457

It is true there are bankruptey ecases pending to the number
of 1,434 and draft cases to the number of 3,943, and prohibition
cases amount to 68. Bankruptey and draft cases, however, need
not require a great deal of time or labor on the part of the judge,
and we may for the present lay them to one side.

Compare the figures which I have given of the business pend-
ing in Massachusetts with the situation in the southern district
of Florida. We find that the southern district of Florida has
one judge and there are pending and undisposed of, according to
the tables attached to the Judiciary Committee report—

yppe e B U A e O RN A L L T 250
Criminal, focinding probibition o e 594
ALY e T 165
LR A T ) SRy Wi et 8 DTl 2 1 W 327

Total B e Ly 1, 338
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As I have said, the House hearings show that there are to-day
pending 1,633 cases in the southern district of Florida.

There are alsp 235 bankruptcy cases pending there, 18 draft
cases, and the prohibition cases number 247. So there are as
many civil eases pending, less 44, in the court of the southern
distriet of Florida as are pending in Massachusetts; and yet it
is proposed to give to Massachusetts two judges and deny the
southern district of Florida one additional judge,

In the southern district of Florida there are considerably
more than three times as many criminal cases pending as are
pending in the Massachusetts district; there are 23 more ad-
miralty cases than are pending in the Massachusetts court and
there are more than onme-third as many other cases as in the
Massachusetts distriet. The total number of cases in the
southern district of Florida, 1,386, according to the committee’s
table, compares with a total in Massachusetts of 1,357. Yet the
committee proposes, as I have said, to give Massachusetts two
additional judges and denies any relief whatever to the south-
ern district of Florida.

Take New York: The committee proposes to provide an addi-
tional judge for the eastern district of New York and two addi-
tional judges for the southern district of New York. There are
at present four districts in New York, with nine judges, and
it is proposed to give New York three more judges. To be sure,
there is a certain amount of congestion in the eastern and
southern districts of New York, but it will be observed that
in the northern and western districts—the northern district
now having two judges and the western district one judge—
there are pending in the northern distriet 1,231 cases and in
the western district 855 cases, or a total for the two districts
of 2,092 cases, where they have three judges, against a total
of 1,336—which should be, really, 1,683—cases in the seuthern
district of Florida, where there is only one judge.

It is argued that the northern district ef Florida has pending
only a fotal number of cases of 208, and that the judge of that
distriet eould assist in the southern district. Why can not three
Jjudges in the northern and western districts of New York, with
the amount of business shown by the table, assist in the east-
ern and southern districts of New York? In the northern and
western districts of New York we find three judges handling
a little more business than the one judge has to attend to in
the southern district of Florida, and yet the committee pro-
poses to provide three additional judges in New York, one for
the eastern and two for the southern district.

Take Pennsylvania. Coming to Pennsylvania, they have now
in the eastern distriet two judges. The total number of cases
pending in that district is 2,788, This is a little over twice
the business in a district where they have two judges that there
is in the southern district of Florida, where there is only one,
The committee proposes to give the eastern distriet another
judge.

In the western district of Pennsylvania the total number of
cases is 2,449, and they have two judges now. This is less than
twice the number of cases that are pending in the southern dis-
trict of Florida. They have, however, two judges to attend to
them. The committee proposes to add another judge there,
making three, but does not recommend ancther judge for the
southern district of Florida.

Take Texas. The northern district of Texas shows pending
140 civil eases, 557 criminal ecases, no. admiralty cases, and 523
of all other civil cases; total, 1,220. They have two judges in
that district. The committee proposes to give them one more.

Think of that! Tn that district, with only 1,220 cases pending,
as against 1,336 in the southern district of Flerida, they have
two judges now and we have one, and the commitfee proposes
to give them another judge.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr, President:

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SmorvemeE in the chair).
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know whether or not the Senator
from Florida is informed with regard to the situation in the
northern district of Texas. The commitiee was advised that one
of the jundges in the northern district of Texas had been
disabled by illness for quite a while, and probably would not
be able soon to do all the work that a well man might be ex-
pected to do. The Senator from Texas [Mr, SHEpPARD] is here.
He knows whether or not that is true.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, I do not mean to eriticize
this allowance to Texas. That is not my purpose at all. I am
showing the diserimination. I am simply pointing out a com-
parison of the situation in the districts; and I say I am not
arguing but that Texas is entitled fo this judge. I am simply
saying that if Texas, where at present they have two judges
in this district, with only 1,220 cases pending, is entitled to

another judge, the southern district of Florida, where there are
1,336 cases pending, certainly ought to have an additional judge.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts., Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senater from Massachusetts?

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 do.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is the Senator arguing not
only that there is diserimination but that there is not a need
of these judges in these various districts? :

Mr. FLETCHER. No; I am not arguing that there is not
need. I will toueh on that point a little later. I am simply com-
paring the business in these courts with the business in the south-
ern district of Florida. I am not contending but that the need is
as the committee found; but if the need is there in the cases
where they have allowed the judge, the need is certainly plain
and clear in the southern district of Florida.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think I understand the
point which the Senator is raising, and I rather sympathize
with it in view of the statistics which he has read: but I under-
stood the Senator from Mennessee [Mr. SHiErps] to argue
strenuously that there is not need of these additional judges.
Am I correct in that?

Mr. OVERMAN, That is so, and I think I shall be able to
demonstrate it. )

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator from Tennessee may take
that position, but I am not arguing that at all

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the contention of the
Senator from Florida is that there is a need of mere judges, but
that the allotment has not been made without discrimination?

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely. I contemnd that if there is any
case anywhere in this whole list where it is clear that an addi-
tional judge should be provided, that case is the southern dis-
trict of Florida; but, at any rate, whether it is the plainest,
clearest case or not, it certainly is ene case where this remedy
ought to be applied. The business in that district—I am speak-
ing now with reference to the northern district of Texas—dees
not approach the amount of business in the southern district of
Florida, where there is only one judge, and yet they already
have two in the northern district of Texas, and the committee
proposes to add another.

I will admit that the number of cases is not a conclusive test,
The character of the eases ought to be considered. Among the
important cases in the jurisdietion of these courts are the ad-
miralty cases, These require much time, eareful consideration,
and a great deal of labor. The admiralty cases pending in the
southern district of Florida are 165. It will undoubtedly re-
quire much more time and labor to dispose of these cases than
it would to dispose of three times the number of criminal cases
or bankruptcy cases. There are no admiralty cases in the
northern district of Texas. If there were only one judge in
that district there might be some reason for adding another.
Even then there would not be the need that there is in the
southern district of Florida; but there are two judges there, and
the committee proposes to give another, and omit a judge for
the southern district of Florida.

Take Michigan: There are two distriets and two judges in
Michigan. The committee proposes to add one in the eastern
district of Michigan. The table shows that in that district the
pending business is, eivil eases 100, eriminal eases 378, admi-
ralty cases 16, all other civil cases 251; total, 754. There is not
one-half the business congested and pending in that court that
there is in the southern district of Florida, and yet the com-
mittee proposes to add a judge in Michigan and refuses to add
one for the seuthern distriet of Florida.

Take Ohio: There are two districts and four judges now. In
the northern district, where they have two judges, there are
pending civil cases 155, eriminal cases 579, admiralty cases 21,
other cases 656; total; 1,411, The busindss in that district is
not as great as the business in the southern distriet of Florida.
They already have two judges to attend to it, and the commit-
tee proposes to add another.

There are only 21 admiralty cases pending in that district,
whereas in the southern district of Florida there are 163. The
United States civil cases are 94 less in that district than in the
southern district of Flerida. There are two judges to take care
of that business now. There is one judgze to take care of the
business in the southern district of Florida. The committea
proposes to give the northern district of Ohio another jndge.

Take Illinois: There are three districts im Tllineis and four
judges. There is a great deal of business in the northern
district—not twiee as much as in the southérn district of
Florida—but they have two judges now. The conunittee proposes
to add another. The pending United States civil cases are
229, as against 250 in Florida. The criminal cases, including
prohibition, are 1,092, as against 594 in Florida. The admiralty
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cases are 10 in the northern district of Illinois, as against 165
in the southern district of Florida. The total number of cases
in the northern district of Illinois are 2,184, as against 1,336,
according to this table—really, 1,633—in Florida. They have
two judges in the northern district of Illinois to take care of
that business. They have one in Florida. The committee pro-
poses to add another in Illinois, and refuses any relief in
Florida.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Kixg in the chair). Does
the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator doubtless has also observed that
the seventh circuit has, I believe, either four or five cireuit
judges, It has only three States in it—Indiana, Illinois, and
Wisconsin—and in all of them except Illinois the business is
light. Two of those circuit judges live in the cify of Chicago,
which is the chief point of the northern district, and assist in
the district courts there.

Mr. FLETCHER. I am much obliged to the Senator for
mentioning that. It had for the moment escaped me. It only
ghows that the supply of judges there is very considerable.
Certainly if they need another one, that need is not as great as
in the southern district of Florida.

Now, take Minnesota. Minnesota has one district and two
judges. There are pending, United States civil cases, 399;
eriminal cases, including prohibition, 382; admiralty cases, 29;
all other civil cases, 1,130; total, 1,940, with two judges fo at-
tend to the business.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
further yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield.

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]
is here, and I have noticed that there are in his State a thou-
sand and some civil cases other than those in which the United
States is interested. I am very curious to know the nature of
those cases. It looks to me as though it must be a class of cases
involving one question, Can the Senator inform us what those
cases are—something over a thousand civil eases in Minnesota
in which the United States is not interested?

Mr. NELSON. Minnesota, with two and a half million people,
is only one district, and we have two judges, and for a long
series of years we have had to have outside judges to help
them. Judge Amidon, of North Dakota, before he became dis-
abled, spent more of his time in Minnesota in helping our judges
than any other judge.

Mr. SHIELDS. I am curious to know the character of those
cases.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator means those in which the Goy-
ernment is not interested?

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes.

Mr. NELSON. They are mostly of a commercial character.
St. Paul and Minneapolis, the two cities having a population
of over 600,000, constitute a great railroad center—outside of
Chicago, perhaps the greatest railroad center in the West. Then
we have Duluth, a city of about 100,000 people, up on Lake
Superior. There probably are more vessels coming into that
port than any other port of the United States outside of New
York, because the number of ships that pass through the Sault
Ste. Marie Canal is far greater than the number of vessels
that pass through the Suez Canal. Then we have in the Duluth
country the greatest iron mines in America, Minnesota pro-
duces, perhaps, T0 per cent of all the iron ore in the United
States,

Mr. SHIELDS. I did not want to interrupt the Senator
from Florida too much. I thought perhaps that was a class of
cases like we find in some of the Western States, growing out
of some particular matter.

Mr. NELSON, No; it is the general commercial business
there.

Mr. SHIELDS. That is all I wanted to know.

Mr. NELSON. I want to say, if the Senator will allow me,
that St. Paul and Minneapolis are the great jobbing towns for
all that northwestern country, and they do a tremendous amount
of business. Minneapolis is the great milling center of the
country, and produces more flour than any other city in
America.

I shall not take up the time of the Senator from Florida any
further.

Mr. FLETCHER. I am taking up these States in the order
in which they appear in the bill. I am not picking out any
particular State nor any particular district. I am taking them

up in the order in which they appear, and this is one instance

where they have allowed an additional judge. I grant all that
my good friend has said about the great State of Minnesota.
It is a magnificent State. They have great enterprises there,
and an enormous amount of business, undoubtedly, in those
two great cities, and in Duluth also. As to the number of ad-
miralty cases, however, there are only 29 appearing on this list.

They have, as he has said, two judges now. There is one
district in the whole State, and the number of cases pending
is 1,940, according to this list. The committee proposes to
add another judge, and that would mean about one-half the
amount of business for each judge that the judge of the south-
ern district of Florida has before him.. There are only 29 ad-
miralty cases pending there, as I have said, as against 165 in
the southern district of Florida. There are only 382 criminal
cases pending there, as against 594 in the southern district of
Florida. There are two judges, and the committee proposes to
give them another, but denies any relief to the southern dis-
trict of Florida.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, will the Senator tell us about how
long these cases have been pending? Is there any great con-
gestion?

Mr. FLETCHER. Some of them have been pending for two
vears or more. I have communications from attorneys to that
effect. They are not all recently docketed cases. A great many
of them have been pending a year and a half or two years;
some longer than that.

Mr, DIAL. If they would put on more steam it may be that
they could get rid of some of them.

Mr. FLETCHER. There is more business there than any man,
no matter how well qualified he may be, and no matter how
vigorous and strong he may be, can attend to.

Mr. DIAL. I was not referring to Florida alone, but to all
the districts, »

Mr. FLETCHER. Perhaps there is something in that sug-
gestion, but as to this condition in the southern district of
Florida, it is utterly impossible for any one man to keep up
with that business.

Tet us take Missouri next: There are two districts in that
State and two judges. In the eastern district there are pending,
United States civil cases, 46; criminal cases, including prohi-
bition, 257 ; admiralty cases, 3; all other civil cases, 316; total,
622, They have one judge. The committee proposes to give an
additional judge. With 622 cases on their docket undisposed of,
the committee proposes to give them another judge, while the
southern district of Florida has 1,633 cases undisposed of on
the docket, and they deny an additional judge.

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield.

Mr, CUMMINS. Just a suggestion. The Senator is using the
figures 1,633 as applied o the total number of cases.

Mr. FLETCHER. I will confine it to 1,336.

Mr. CUMMINS. In order to be comparative, the Senator
would have to treat the number pending as of June 30, 1921.

Mr, FLETCHER. The Senator is correct. I should call that
figure 1,336 as the total shown, but I am merely saying that
really the fact is that to-day there are some 1,633 cases pending,

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no doubt the other districts would
show a like increase.

Mr. FLETCHER. They might show a similar increase, that
is true; so I will say that the comparison would be as between
622 cases pending in that court in Missouri and 1,336 pending
in the southern district of Florida,

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, has any Senator thus far
suggested that one judge ought to be able fo take care of that
large docket in Florida? 3

Mr. FLETCHER. I have not heard of it. I only know that
they have stricken out the provision in the bill as it passed the
House which gave this additional judge to that district, I can
not understand why. I think my good friend from Minnesota
has some suggestion to offer. Perhaps he thinks Florida ought
to be treated something like Minnesota, the whole State put in
one district, and two judges appointed for the one district. We
now have a northern and southern district, with a judge in each
district; but that would not remedy the situation. I will deal
with that a little later.

Just compare the business in that district in Missouri with the
business in the southern district of Florida. For instance, of
United States civil cases there are 46 in the eastern district of
Missouri, as against 250 in the southern district of Florida, Of
criminal cases, there are 251 in the eastern district of Missouri,
as against 594 in the southern di~gict of Florida. Of admiralty
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cases, in Missouri there are 3, as against 165 in Florida, Of
all other cases, there are 316 in Missouri, as against 327 in
Florida.

The total in the Missouri district is 622, as against 1,336 in
the southern district of Florida, Yet the eastern district of
Missouri is to have an additional judge, and the southern dis-
trict of Florida is denied one. The total number of cases pend-
ing in both districts of Missouri, with two judges, is only 1,137,
as against 1,336 in the southern district of Florida, with one
judge.

Let us turn to Oklahoma. In the eastern district of Okla-
homa the table shows that there are pending United States
civil cases 233, as against 250 in the southern district of Florida.
Criminal eases, including prohibition, 764, as against 594 in the
southern district of Florida. Admiralty cases none, as against
165 in the southern district of Florida. All other civil cases in
the eastern district of Oklahoma 394, as against 327 in the
southern district of Florida, Total in the eastern distriet of
Oklalioma, 1,399, as against 1,336 in the southern district of
Florida. Yet, with admiralty cases entirely eliminated and
with civil cases legs in number, the committee proposes to add
another judge for the eastern district of Oklahoma, and denies
consideration to the southern district of Florida.

Let us take Montana. DMontana has one district and one
judge. The cases pending are: Civil cases, 81, as against 250
in the southern district of Florida; criminal cases, including
prohibition, 309, as .against 594 in the southern district of
Florida ;: admiralty cases, none, as against 165 in the southern
distriet of Florida; all other cases, 133, as against 327 in the
southern district of Florida. Total, 525 in Montana, as against
1,336 in the southern district of Florida, The committee pro-
poses to give an additional judge to fake care of this business in
Montana, and denies relief to the southern district of Florida.

California now has two districts and four judges, The tom-
mittee proposes to add one judge in the northern district and one
in the southern district, giving them six judges in their two dis-
tricts. J . :

Take the latter distriet, which now has two judges. There
are pending, United States civil cases, 129, as against 250 in the
southern district of Florida. Criminal cases, including prohibi-
tion, 538, as against 594 in the southern distriet of Florida.
Admiralty cases, 22, as against 165 in the southern district of
Florida., All other cases, 490, as against 327 in the southern dis-
trict of Florida. Total, 1,179 in that district of California as
against 1,336 in the southern district of Florida. Yet the com-
miftee proposes to add one judge to that district in California.
where they already have two, and denies any relief to Florida.

Mr. KING. Are these instances to which the Senator is call-
ing our attention evidences of mistakes, or of unwarranted dis-
crimination?

Mr. FLETCHER.
his own conclusion.

Mr. KING. Of course, I am opposed to the Senator from
Florida getting an extra judge, and I am opposed to the whole
bill. I wanted to say that to the Senator.

Mr. FLETCHER. That does not give me very much comfort.
I am giving the total number of cases as furnished by the com-
mittee, and the amount of business pending, as shown by the
commitfee’s report. These figures unquestionably demonstrate
that they are allowing judges in districts where the amount of
business nowhere approaches the business in the southern dis-
trict of Florida. Why they have done that I leave for the Sena-
tor fo reason out.

Mr. KING. Of course, it must be a mistake.

Mr. FLETCHER. It occurs to me that it is a mistake,

Mr. KING. I think we ought to recommit the bill with in-
structions to correct these mistakes and report a bill perhaps
providing for four or five judges altogether.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think there is a real need for judges in
a number of these districts.

Mr. SHIELDS. There might be need for an additional judge
in four or five districts in the United States, but not 25 or 30,
as is proposed in this bill. I want to call the attention of the
Senator from Utah to one very instructive thing about the
figures which the Senator from Florida is pres#nting. It shows
the standard the committee set when they struck out of the
bill the additional judge which the House of Representatives
gave to Florida. Although there was that amount of business,
it was not thought that on account of its docket it needed a
new judge. That was the standard they set as to that, and
they set a similar standard in Tennessee by striking out the
provision for the judge which the House had granted Ten-
nessee.  And yet, althopgh they set that standard, they went
along and allowed about a dozen judges in districts where they

I will have to leave the Senator to draw
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did not have nearly as much business as the southern district
of Florida had, and they provided for additional judges in six
or eight districts where they did not have nearly as much busi-
ness as the court in Tennessee had.

Mr, KING. I think the first standard was right, and if they
had adhered to it, I would have been entirely satisfied.

Mr. CUMMINS. Would it not be well for the Senator from
Utah to defer final judgment until he hears some of the con-
siderations, at any rate, which led to the exclusion of the
sonthern district of Florida?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I think perhaps that inquiry of
the Senator is quite proper, although, may I say to the Senator,
I listened with great pleasure to the instructive and able ad-

dress of the Senator from Iowa, as I always listen to his ad-

dresses, and I say to the Senator now, and I do not want him
to regard it as flattery, that there is no man in the Senate I
regard with higher favor and friendship than he, and there is
no man more honest in his legislative work than the Senator
from Iowa. I listened to all he said in defense of this bill,
and I have listened to the admirable address of the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS], and I am rereading it, as I am
rereading the speech of the Senator from Iowa, and I shall
vote on this bill in the light of what I have heard and what I
shall hear in the futire.

Mr. CUMMINS, If the Senator will allow me, I am not speak-
ing of the Senator's ultimate judgment with regard to the merit
of the proposition to add to our judicial force. I have said
everything I have to say upon that subject. But the Senator
from Utah seemed to be drifting to the conclusion that the
committee had been guilty of some kind of discrimination——

Mr. KING. That they had made a mistake.

Mr, CUMMINS. Either intentional or otherwise, in the dis-
tribution that is proposed to be made of the additional judicial
force. There is something to be said in favor of this distribu-
tion. It does not suit me entirely, because I was overruled
more than once in the committee; but there are reasons which
ought to be heard relative to the exclusion of the southern dis-
trict of Florida from this distribution.

Mr. KING. I stated to the Senator from Florida that I was
against his proposition, so the Senator from Iowa ought to be
satisfied with my attitude,

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator from Utah spoke of recommit-
ting this bill for the purpose of bringing in districts where addi-
tional judges were needed, rather than to have a general bill
like this.

Mr. KING. Somewhat of a pork-barrel bill.

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; something in the nature of a pork-
barrel bill. Would it not be better and wiser to let the bills the
Senate has already passed, among them a bill providing for a
new judge for Florida, be acted on by the House of Representa-
tives, to let each district stand on its own bottom, rather than
for us to put in a lot of bills in this pork-barrel fashion. We
have provided, where we conceive it is necessary, to meet this
so-called emergency by this bill. Let a Senator introduce a bill
for his State, and let us take up each bill on its merits.

Mr. KING. I want none for my State, I assure the Senator.

Mr. OVERMAN. But would not that be wiser than a general
bill like this?

Mr. KING. I agree with the Senator.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I must be allowed to inter-
rupt a moment nrore. The suggestion of a pork barrel i3 one
that ought to be taken, I think, in a Pickwickian sense. So far
as I know there is no such motive in the mind of any Senator.
I take it that the Senator from North Carolina will vote his real
conviction upon the subject. I take it the Senator from Florida -
will do likewise, and the Senator fromr Utah has assured us
that he will. I would like to know what Senators are to be
induced to vote for the bill upon consideration that somebody
else will vote for the bill? i

Mr. OVERMAN. It has every earmark of a pork-harrel bill.
It starts in to create 19 new judges in 19 States, and that means
38 votes to start with. Is not that a pork-barrel bill? That is
my idea of a pork-barrel bill.’

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator has a very low conception of
the honor and integrity of his brother Senators. I am sorry
they have fallen so low in his estimation.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator knows what a pork-barrel
bill means. =

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I do not.

Mr. OVERMAN. He has been here and heard them called
pork-barrel bills before.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know what it is——

Mr. OVERMAN (interposing). His former colleague kuows,
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Mr. CUMMINS. Except that it is stated sometimes that they
trade votes, and a Senator votes for a thing he does not believe
in, in order to get somebody else to vote for a thing that he does
believe in. Is that going to happen in connection with this bill?

Mr. OVERMAN, When we make 19 new judges we are apt to
find 38 members of the Senate voting for them, and that looks
a little like pork to me.

Mr. CUMMINS. While I was not in favor of the plan—I
was in favor of the plan of appointing two judges in each cir-
cnit—the Senator from North Carolina was more influential
than anybody else in the committee in ehanging that plan into
something else, although I know that he does not want to add
any judges to the already large judicial force.

Mr. OVERMAN. No; and I voted against the bill in the
subcommittee and in the committee, taking the ground that it
was unwise legislation, unusual legislation, and all wrong, as
I expect to show later on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, I did not frame the bill,
and I am dealing with it as I find it. If we pursued the course
indicated by the Senator from North Carolina, I would not have
any fears about an additional judge for the sonthern district
of Florida, because we have twice passed a bill in the Senate
providing for such additional judge.

Mr. OVERMAN. I voted for such a bill’twice in the Senate,
and it is in the House now, where it sleeps. Instead of passing
that bill as they ought to have done they sent to us this pork-
barrel bill.

Mr. FLETCHER. They did not reach it. The committee,
as I stated before, reported out favorably both bills on different
oceasions, and they were on the calendar, but the House had
to adjourn before they reached that item on the calendar. The
House finally did put that provision in the pending bill, and the
bill eame over to the Senate providing for an additional judge
for the southern district of Florida. So that substantially both
Houses of Congress have declared in favor of an additional
judge for the southern district of Florida, but now the bill
comes here and the Senate committee sees fit to strike out the
provision for an additional judge for the southern district of
Florida, thus reversing the action they had twice before taken—
in 1917 and 1919—and then when the House agrees with them
they will not agree with the House.

Referring again to the item about the condition in California,
the committee proposes to add one judge for that district when
they already had two and denies any relief in Florida.

Dividing the number of cases by 3, you will have 393 cases
in the southern district of California pending before each judge
as against 1,336 cases before the judge in the southern district
of Florida.

The situation is somewhat similar in the northern district
of California where they already have two judges.

Now, let us consider Arizona. I have heretofore favored the
bill that was passed by the Senate providing for an additional
judge in Arizona. At that time the separate bill providing for
the additional judge for Florida was also passed, Now, Arizona
is given an adgditional judge by the provisions of the pending
bill.

Arizona has one district and one judge. There are pending
in Avizona:
r“II}nited States civil cases, 16, as against 250 in southern district of

%rrlﬁn?inal cases, including prohibition, 122, as against 594 in south-
ern district of Florida.

Admiralty cases, 0, as against 165 in southern distriet of Florida,

All other civil cases, 160, as against 327 in southern district of
m%r;g:i cases, 810, as against 1,336 in southern district of Florida.

The committee proposes to give Arizona one more judge and
denies to the southern district of Florida any relief.

I submit that there is not an instance or district in this
whole table and provided for in this bill that has claims for an
additional judge equal in merit to the claims of the southern
district of Florida.

And now I come—and I am sorry the Senator from Utah
[Mr, King] is not present—to the only arguments I know of
ever having been proposed against the amendment or for any
opposition to an additional judge for the southern district of
Florida. Ome is that the northern district of Florida is prac-
tieally without any congestion, that the husiness in the northern
district of Florida is mot even sufficient to upy the whole
time of the judge in that district, and therefore it is argued
that the judge in the northern district of Florida ought to be
sent down to the southern district of Florida to help ont. That
has been done from time to time and is being done from time
to time, Judges from other districts, from Alabama, for in-
stance, have been sent to the southern district of Florida, but
that does not meet the situation,

In the first place, it is no economy to do that, because when
a judge goes out of his own district into another distriet he is
allowed $10 a day for his subsistence, and there are other ex-
penses which he is allowed, so that we are not saving any
money by sending judges from outside districts into the distriet
where the time required to keep up with the business would be so
great as in the sounthern district of Florida,

The other argument is that we make the whole State of
Florida inte one district and thereby we would have two judges
in the one district. In that case we would have one clerk with
an office loeated somewhere, say in Jacksonville, and he would
have 10 different offices, because we have 10 different places
for holding court in the two distriets, 10 different deputies
or assistants, and 10 different officers econducting business
throughout the State, with headquarters for all the papers and
all the files in the chief office, and that would be very imcon-
venient to litigants.

Florida is peculiarly situated. From Key West to Tallahas-
see is just about as far as from Jacksonville to Washington, It
is 900 miles from Key West, the extreme southern end of the
State, to Pensacola, on the western end of the State. The only
way to reach those two extremes is by rail, proceeding from
Key West north to Jacksonville and then due west to Pensacola.
There is no way of shortening the distance. That would not
relieve the situation and it would not be economical. We weuld
not accomplish any relief practically at all by making the whole
State into one district and reassigning the judges who are there
now in the northern and the southern districts.

It is true that the northern distriet of Florida has not an over-
burdensome amount of business, and the judge of that distriet
does help in the southern district and elsewhere throughont the
couniry. He is frequently sent to New York and other States.
That practice would continue even if Florida is allowed an addi-
tional judge. It would still be necessary to have the help of the
judge of the northern distriet. There is more work in the south-
ern district of Florida than two judges can do, and they would
need the assistance of the jiudge from the northern district for
as much time as he could spare if an additional judge is granted.

Right in the face of the previous action of the Senate and the
recent action of the House this injustice is proposed to be done
the southern district of Florida.

The tables which I have quoted show the rankest diserimina-
tion in the proposals of the committee.

No matter what the situation or conditions may be in other
States, and let it be understood that I am not eriticizing the
judgment of the cominittee with respect to the necessity for ad-
ditional judges elsewhere, but I am mwuch better informed with
reference to the true situation and condition in Florida than the
committee, having practiced law there for 30 years hefore com-
ing to the Senate and being constantly in touch with attorneys
and litigants. I say to you, Senators, and in all candor, that it
would be a great wrong and an inexcusable blunder for you to
refuse to adopt the amendment which I have proposed, provid-
ing for an additional judge for the sonthern district of Florida.

The situation as given in statements to me by those who know
and as I have personal knowledge of in the southern district of
Florida, and in fact in the entire State of Florida, is peculiar,
more peculiar than that of any other State or district in the
country, and for that reason its condition can not be compared
with that of any other district or State, because there is no other
part of the country having a situation or surroundings com-
parable with Florida.

The shape of the State, its geographical lecation, its coast line
of practically 1,200 miles, and the directions of its lines of trans-
portation all emphasize its. peculiarities.

The five largest cities in the State in and around which liti-
gation arises and is tried are: Jacksenyille in the northeast
corner, Pensacola. in the northwest corner, Miami in the
southeast corner, Key West at its sounthern extremity,
and Tampa on its west coast. Pensacola is 400 miles west
of Jacksonville, Miami is 335 miles south of Jacksonville,
and Key West is 500 miles south of Jacksonville. Tampa is
more than 200 miles from Jacksonville and 240 miles from Key
West by steames. By the necessary lines of transportation
Pensacola is as far from Key West as New York is from Chicage
or Tampa is from Washington. Tampa is just 24 hours from
Pensacola and Key West is 36 hours from Pensacola.

Florida has a coast line of about 1,200 miles, indented with
bays and harbors, most of them shallow, but in which small
boats may land, and since the enactment of the prohibition
amendinent and the Volstead Act it is the mecea of violators of
that law. Itsproximity to the English isle, and within 40 miles,
on the east, of Bemini, and Cuba within 100 miles on the south,
offer peculiar inducements of easy access to the United States
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by bootleggers, smugglers, and those who wish to violate the
immigration laws, ‘

In this connection I call attention to the headlines of a copy-
righted article which appeared in the New York Herald and
in the Tampa Times 0f February 13, 1922, showing the tremen-
dous opportunities and the advantage taken of them by vio-
lators of the Federal laws. The headlines are:

[s Florida open door to Chinks?

Large scale smuggling of orientals is charged.

Vesaels slip in from Cuba,

Tampa and west coast ports places of entry.

Another headline reads:

Five hundred orientals smuggled in, officials say.

Five thousand more wait in Cuba for entrance into United States.

That is one kind of business which does not have to be con-
sidered in some other districts. I wish to call attention also to
an article from the Miami Herald of March 31, 1922, T will
just read from the headlines:

Ten Chinese, shipped from Cuba, seized on cruiser in bay,

Coast Gruard catter, in command of Captain Miller, nips alleged smug-
gling plot; surprises ship.

Crew of three taken.

Sixty-year-old orienfal rolls out of compartment during search for
liquor ; zuns bring others forth.

So there is the immigration problem and also the smuggling
problem with which we have to deal in the southern district of
Florida. All of these violations and attempts at violations are
matters within the sole jurisdiction of the Federal courts.
These conditions exist and will continue to exist for years. and
make a large and constantly increasing amount of business in
the Federal court and are getting more and more burdensome.
and some relief must be granfed if the business of the courts
in Florida, and especially in the southern district, is to be taken
care of in any way approximating satisfaction.

The question is how to properly take care of them.

The lawyers practicing in the southern district who have
business in the Federal court are practically unanimous in the
belief that the only solution is an additional judge for the
southern distriet, and there are many reasous why they are
justified in this belief.

In the first place. an important item is the comparative ex-
pense to the Government in the bandling of the business-—whether
the. Government could more economically handle its business by
the assignment or the appointment of an additional judge. If
handled through the medium of the assignment of another judge,
even from the same State, the expense would be a considerable
item and might cost the Government for traveling expenses and
per diem approximately the salary of an extra judge.

As the court now sits most of fhe time in Jacksonville, and
only holds stated terms in okher places—in Key West twice a
year and once a year efch in Ocala, Tampa, Fernandina, and
Miami—with but one judge, who has in Jacksonville enough
to occupy his time and properly feels that unless cases are ready
for trial at these stated terms he should get back to Jackson-
ville as soon as possible, unless criminal cases are promptly
ready for trial, and they frequently are not, they are continued,
with the resultant expenses to the Government for witness fees,
marshal's costs, and other costs incident thereto. This fre-
quently results in either the failure or delay in the Government
realizing upon fines which, if cases were promptly tried. would
be immediately imposed and collected, but if not properly tried.
convictions, on account of the loss of witnesses and other aceci-
dents, might not be secured, or if secured afterwards the chances
of collecting the fines in money would be largely decreased,

Every time the judge of the northern district, or any other
district, would leave the place of his residence to attend counrt
in another part of the State he would, depending on where he
went, have to travel from 500 to 1,000 miles. In addition to
his transportation, there would be his per diem for expenses,
so that, viewing it from an economical standpoint for the Gov-
ernment cases alone, it seems that it would probably be cheaper
for the Government to pay the salary of an additional judge
than to incur these expenses and run the risks of loss and
delays in the trial of criminal cases. Right here it is not inap-
propriate to say that the enforcement of the Volstead Act and
other criminal statutes will be greatly assisted by prompt trials
and convictions, and all delays in such matters only make more
trouble for the Government.

In addition to a judge coming into this distriet from his own,
he wounld be expected also to take care of the business in his
district; and if the judge of the northern district is selected to
do this work, he would, if he properly takes care of his own
distriet, have to make frequent trips there to do so, or he
would allow the business in his distriet to suffer from want of
attention, thus duplicating in his district the unsatisfactory
expenses and burdensome conditions which exist in this one,

With the large and inereasing amount of business in the dis-
trict and the docket so. far behind, as it now is, there being
about 1,600 cases undisposed of at present, periodical visits of
Jjudges can not properly take care of the business.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the basis for the argument
for the creation of an additional judge in Montana and Arizona
was the long distances which it is necessary to travel in those
States, I think the record will show that in the district court
in Arizona only 131 cases are undisposed of., I am astonished
to learn, from what the Senator from Florida has said, of the
great distances which must be traveled by the judges in Florida.
They seem to be as great as the distances which have to be
traveled by judges in Arizona and Montana.

Mr. FLETCHER. The argument in reference to the great dis-
tances to be traveled by the judges in those States applies with
equal force to Florida: and, in addition to that, the enormous
amount of business in Florida is also to be considered.

In addition to the question of economy in handling the busi-
ness, Congress, among other things, should consider the expense
and costs to litigants in civil cases and the expedition of busi-
ness, Under present conditions, as Florida is a common-law
State, and many questions of practice and procedure arise to
be determined before a case is at issue, I call this matter espe-
cially to the attention of lawyers, because it is one which is very
important to be considered, that Florida, being a common-law
State, the settlement of the pleadings must be attended to be-
fore the trial may be begun, the cost to litigants of having their
attorneys reach the judge to settle necessary matters of plead-
ings is unduly burdensome, as trips by lawyers of 200 to 500
miles for that purpose, with the necessary expenses and com-
pensation for the time taken to make such trips, is now only
Jjustified where the amount involved is large; otherwise litigants
have to wait for months, until the judge gets to the division
where the action is pending, and thousands of dollars of costs
to litigants now expended would be saved if there was an addi-
tional judge located at some other convenient place in the
southern distriet and the eivil business greatly expedited.

It is admitted that the docket in the southern district needs
relief, as there are practically 1,600 untried cases; but the
mere number of cases does not, without a more intimate knowl-
edge, disclose the frue situation. On account of its coast lines
and harbors and shipping there is a large amount of admiralty
business in the district—much larger in proportion, probably,
than most other districts. These cases frequently inyolve small
amounts, and as the judge is required in litigated cases of this
character to hear the testimony, it not only takes up a large
portion of the time of the court but in small cases, where they
are pending away from the residence of the judge, the delays in
hearings frequently are such as to amount almost to a denial of
justice. ; 3

In addition to all this, it is certain that the business in this
district in the immediate future will be sufficient to keep two
judges occupied, The southern portion of the State is rapidly
increasing in population, more So than the western portion, and
developing its resources in every way. Large amounts of capi-
tal from other States are being invested in enterprises of all
kinds. A large portion of the big business of the State is inter-
stafe business, Litigation in relation to this goes into the Fed-
eral court and most of the nonresidents having litigation seek,
if possible, the Federal court as a forum in which to litigate;
s0, without question, the increase of the business in the southern
district is, and will be, rapidly increasing, and such increase will
be permanent. 3

I will refer now to the thought which was in the mind of my
good friend from Minnesota [Mr. NersoN]. The suggestion that
the entire State of Florida be incorporated into one district, if
adopted, would not apparently improve the situation nor meet
the conditions. It would not, so far as the judge’s expenses are
concerned, reduce them in the least, for each judge would be en-
titled to his transportation and per diem expenses when away
from the place of his residence. In addition to this, the han-
dling of the entire business of a State through one clerk’s office
would seem to be quite impracticable, as the clerk would have to
maintain, if he had a deputy at each place of holding court, 10
different deputies with 10 different offices, as I have heretofore
stated, who would be scattered across the State, and some of
them would be at a distance of about 1,000 miles apart, and it
would be very impracticable to put upon one clerk, in addition
to the personal duties he would have, the supervision of 10 dif-
ferent deputies with offices so scattered.

The foregoing reasons, showing the cost of the operation of
courts in any other way, together with the burdens upon liti-
gants in civil cases, justify the practically unanimous belief of
the bar in the southern district that the most economical, expe-
ditions, and satisfactory method of handling the business would
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be the appointment of one additional judge in the southern dis-
trict of Florida. This is a conservative statement of the situa-
tion, based on official and reliable information furnished me
and my own observation, experience, and knowledge. I sub-
mit that the reasons for providing an additional judge for the
southern district of Florida are convincing, There can be no
answer to the claim.

I will read, in this connection, a letter from a distinguished
lawyer, a member of the bar at Jacksonville, which shows the
difficulties involved in bringing in a judge from another district.
He says:

* ¢ = If the congestion In the courts was attributable alone to
accumulation of criminal cases, the 18-judge measure would be a prac-
tical means of relief; for the eriminal procedure does not materially
differ in the several districts, and the iudge from Georgia, Alabama,
Migsissippi, or Lonisiana can come into the southern district of Florida
and try criminal cases with a reasonable degree of dispatch. But with
civil business it is quite a different matter. Much of the civil business
in this district is of a maritime nature. You can not make an ad-
miralty lawyer, much less an admiralty judge, in a day or in a week.
A judge from one of the interior citles has to feel his way along caun-
tiously and doubts the eorreciness of his own conclusions, and is indeed
fortunate if he comes out right in the end.

When he takes up bankruptcy business he is immediately confronted
with a mass of 1pmperty law of a purely local nature, resting in part
in statutes and in part in decislons of the State courts construing the
statutes. So when the judge turns to the law e of the court he
finds, in addition to a procedure strange to him, the substantive rights
of the parties affected by statutes decisions entirely new to him.
Evwery little question that arises during the trial, that would be turned
off by a judge of such experience as Judge Call without conscious
effort, but with entire accuracy, gives to a conscientious judge from
outgide an infinite amount of difficuity and consumes an immense
amount of time. Upon the appellate bench the matter is very much
simpler becanse the questions of procedure have been worked out in
the lower court. The appellate court is only concerned with the deci-
gion of controlling issues, and where that decision turns upon doubtful
questions of local law the doubt is ordinarily resolved, as it should be,
in favor of the decision of the distriet judge.

Besides these considerations there are others that appear to be of
trifiing impeortance, but that you, as an experienced lawyer, will
appreciate. The judge's coming is rarely announced for a day certain,
and when it is announced for a day certain there is always more or
less uncertalnty as to just what work the judge will be engaged in.
Directly one learns that a judge has been appointed to come into the
distriet from outside, he goes about the giving of the necessary notices
of hearing upon matters to be hmu%ht before the judge coming into
the district only to find that the judge is coming a few days earlier
or a few days later, or is te be engaged upon some other task, and by
the time he has given another set of notices allowing 5 or 10 days,
a8 the rule requires, he finds at the appointed time that the judge
has tired of waiting for something to do and departed.

As you know, there is a great deal of nonresident eapital invested
in this State, and in addition to the very considerable a ty and
bankruptcy business a great deal of business is brought before the
court on aceount of diversity of citizenship, and the delays in the dis-

tion of business afford a preminm to the removal of cases by de-
endants having that privilege. The ulation of the State has enor-
mously increased and the business of the Federal courts with it. In
addition to the creation of a number of courts of inferior jurisdie-
tlon, the staff of cirenit judges has been more than doubled within
my time, but in the Federal court we have the zame staff that has
existed from early times. ol

1 doubt if, taken altogether, there is a more capable nisl prius judge
than Judge Call to be found in any district court of the United States,
but he iz utterly unable to keep up with the work, and unless one of
the 18 jundges to be appointed was designated to spend his entire time
in the southern district of Florida there would no hope of ever
getting rid of the congestion that now exists in this district.

Mr. President, I do not know that I can add any more to what
I have said, I will point out to the Senate in a moment, how-
ever, how the districts in Florida are divided. Let me indicate
on the map which Senators will see on the wall, placed here,
however, for another purpose,

This is the northern district of Florida, from here to here
[indicating on map]. This is the southern distriect. They might
be more appropriately called the eastern and western districts,
but they are not so designated. The northern district extends
from about this line over here to the western line, with head-
quarters at Pensacola. Judge Sheppard sits at Pensacola. The
southern district is all this portion of the State, with head-
quarters at Jacksonville. There is where Judge Call holds his
chambers and has the headquarters of his court. He sits at
Tampa, Ocala, Fernandina, Miami, and Key West; and you
will see the distance he has to travel from Jacksonville, for in-
stance, to Key West, or even down here to Miami, or even down
here to Tampa. It is impossible to redistrict the State so as
to remedy the situation, because if you do, for instance, Tampa,
one of the important eities, would have to go in the northern
district, and the litigants at Tampa would have to go around
here to Pensacola to try their cases, some 600 miles. If you put
Jacksonville over there, you would have Pensacola and Jackson-
ville, two large cities, in the northern distriet, with all these
others in the southern district. The principal cities are Jack-
sonville, Tampa, Pensacola, Miami, Key West, Orlando, etc.
The State can not be redistricted so as to meet the situation,
and the whole difficulty calls for another judge for the southern
district of Florida. The problem can not be solved in any other
way.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 4 o'clock
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Wednesday, April 5, 1922, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS,

Executive nominations received by the Senate April 4 (legisla-
. tive day of April 3), 1922,
SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL.

Paul Henderson, of Illinois, to be Second Assistant Postmaster
Ge:;iiéal, Post Office Department, vice E. H. Shaughnessy, de-
ceased,

URITED STATES ATTORNEYS.

Ralph Pringle, of Iowa, to be United States attorney, south-
ern district of Towa, vice Edwin C. Moon, resigned.

Philip H. Mecom, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney,
western district of Louisiana, vice Hugh C. Fisher, resigned.
(Mr. Mecom is now serving as United States attorney under
appointment by court.)

J. D. Ernest Meyer, of South Carolina, to be United States
attorney, eastern district of South Carolina, vice Francis H.
Weston, term expired.

UNITED STATES MARSHALS,

Samuel J. Leaphart, of South Carolina, to be United States
marshal, eastern district of South Carolina, vice James L. Sims,
term expired.

Siegel Workman, of West Virginia, to be United States mar-
shal, southern district of West Virginia, vice William Osborne,
whose term expires April 6, 1922,

SURVEYOR GENERAL oF NEw MEXico.

Manuel A. Sanchez, of New Mexico, to be surveyor general

of New Mexico, vice Lucius Dills, term expired.
PosTMASTERS,
ALABAMA,

William BE. Crawford to be postmaster at Decatur, Ala., in
place of W. E. Crawford. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 24, 1922,

Kate B. Quillin to be postmaster at Clayton, Ala., in place
%2.;. K. Quillin, Incumbent's commission expired January 24,

CALIFORNIA.

John K. Harries to be postmaster at’Tmola, Calif. Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1922.

Elmer 8. Slade to be postmaster at Calipatria, Calif., in place
of BE. 8, Slade, Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 1022,
COLORADO.

Hugh L. Large to be postmaster at Longmont, Colo., in place
of T. T. Donovan, Incumbent’s commission expired January
24, 1922,

CONNECTICUT,

William P. Gourlie to be postmaster at Thompsonville, Conn.,
in place of J. T, Murray. Incumbent's commisgion expired Jan-
uary 24, 1922,

Oliver F. Toop to be postmaster at South Manchester, Conn.,
in place of T. J. Quish. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 24, 1922,

FLORIDA.

Leland M. Chubb to be postmaster at Winter Park, Fla., in
place of G. N. Denning. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 31, 1922,

GEORGIA,

William E. Fitts to be postmaster at Rocky Ford, Ga.

became presidential January 1, 1920,
HAWAILL

Frank Cox to be postmaster at Waimea, Hawail. Office be-

came presidential October 1, 1920. ;
- IDAHO.

Joseph Morley to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, Idaho, in
place of W. J. Coltman. Incumbent’'s commission expired Janu-
ary 24, 1922, ?

ILLINOIS,

George H. Townsend to be postmaster at Onargo, I11,, in place
of W. R, Lovett. Incumbent's commission expired February
4, 1922,

Office
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Harlo F. Selby to be postmaster at Golden, Ill., in place of
R. E. Downing. Incumbent’s commission expired February
4, 1922,

Robert A. Blackmon to be postmaster at Lacon, Ill., in place
of C. I', Buck. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,

William T. Robinson to be postmaster at Kenilworth, I1L, in
place of W. T. Robinson, Incumbent’s commission expired
September 24, 1921.

Joshua L. Saylor to be postmaster at Glasford, IlL, in place
of G. E. Tolle, resigned.

Frank Reed to be postmaster at Taylorville, IlL, in place of
T. J. Cunningham. Incumbent’s commission expired August
T, 1921,

Homer F. Kelly to be postmaster at Roseville, Ill., in place
of M, 8. Yoho. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,
1922,

William R. Buckler to be postmaster at Brockton, Ill., in
place of 8. I). Metcalfe. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 4, 1922,

INDIANA.

Sylvester C. Boyers to be postmaster at Freedom, Ind. Office
became presidential July 1, 1921, k
Flo Wilson to be posimaster at Universal, Ind, Office became
presidential April 1, 1921,
Laura B. Kantz to be postmaster at Bristol, Ind., in place of
A. E. Menges, deceased.
TOWA.

Frank Popper, jr., to be postmaster at Clutier, Iowa.
becanre presidential October 1, 1920.

Hidrold A. Marmon to be postmaster at Mitchellville, Towa, in
place of C. L. Henney, resigned.

KANSAS, §

George W, Butler to be postmaster at Morland, Kans, Office
became presidential October 1, 1920.

Floyd B. Martin to be postmaster at Lane, Kans. Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1921,

Minnie C. True to be postmaster at Pittsburg, Kans,, in place
of I.. W. Johnson, resigned.

Emma V. Coerber to be postmaster at Lakin, Kans,, in place
of V. V. Goeden, resigned.

Elva M. Woodward to be postmaster at Haviland, Kans., in
place of W. A. Corrigan, Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 4, 1922,

William F. Greer to be postmaster at St. Franeis, Kans,, in
place of Josiah Crosby, resigned. -

Henry Washburn to be postmaster at Mulberry, Kans., in
place of N. E. Bevans, removed.

Laura Kesler to be postmmaster at Edna, Kans,, in place of
R. A. Watt. Incumbent's commission expired February 4, 1922,
EENTUCKY.

David B, Ramey to be postmaster at Praise, Ky. Office be-
came presidential October 1, 1920,

RRobert H. Ledford to be postmaster at Paint Lick, Ky, Office
became presidential October 1, 1920.

William J. Manby to be postmaster at La Grange, Ky., in
place of G. S. Morris, resigned.

LOUISIANA,

Joseph A, Richard fo be postmaster at Hammond, La., in
place of M. C. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 31, 1922,

Office

MARYLAND,

Charles W. Foxwell to be postmaster at Leonardtown, Md.,
in place of J. R. Duke.
uary 24, 1922,

MASSACHUSETTS.

Sara H. Jones to be postmaster at West Barnstable, Mass,
Office became presidential January 1, 1922,

MICHIGAN,

Fred J. Smith to be postmaster at Pickford, Mich., in place
of William Beacom. Office became presidential March 16, 1921.

Harvey Tewksbury to be postmaster at Kingston, Mich., in
place of N. H. Burns. Incumbent's commission expired March
16, 1921.

James R. Dean to be postmaster at Boyne City, Mich., in place
of W. J. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24,
1922,

Charles P. Neumann to be postmaster at Rochester, Mich., in
place of R. D. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 24, 1922,

1. T. Merchant.

Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- |.

\

MINNESOTA.

William Guenther to be postmaster at Hokah, Minn.
became presidential January 1, 1922,

MISBISSIPPI.

Thomas E. Walton to be postmaster at Natchdz, Miss., in place
ofmw. D. Deterly. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30,
1920.

Samuel W. Pendarvis to be postmaster at Magnolia, Miss,, in
place of 8. W. Pendarvis. Incumbent's comimission expired July
21, 1921,

Office

Sidney M. Jordan to be postmaster at Louisville, Miss,, in
place of J. O. Bennett. Incumbent’s commission expired June
20, 1920.

MISSOURL

Elam J. Nienstedt to be postmaster at Blodgett, Mo. Office be-
came presidential April 1, 1921,

Lena B. Porter to be postmaster at Novelty, Mo.
came presidential April 1, 1921.

Lavinia B. Jones to be postmaster at Pilot Grove, Mo., in place
of R. 8. Harriman. Incumbent’s commission expired February
19, 1922

Charles T. Lease to be postmaster at Forest City, Mo., in
glace of N. H. Cook, Incumbent’s commission expired January

4, 1922,

Mayme E. Prather to be postmaster at Advance, Mo., in place
of E. L. Potter, resigned.

Robert E. Ward to be postmaster at Liberty, Mo., in place of
0. P, Gentry, deceased,

Office be-

MONTANA,

John C. Bebb to be postmaster at Lewiston, Mont., in place
of Grant Robinson, resigned.

Mary J. Tasa to be postmaster at Flaxville, Mont., in place
of F, T. Tasa. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5,
1922, /

Trnest M, Goodell to be postmaster at Dutton, Mont., in place
of W. M. Eaman. Incumbent's commission expired March 16,
1921.

Clarence R. Miller to be postmaster at Circle, Mont., in place
of C. R. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 1922.

NEBRASKA,

Clarence Rosecrans to be postmaster at Odell, Nebr,, in place
of J. 8. Callan. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,
1922, :

Owen N. Clark to be postmaster at Beaver Crossing, Nebr., in
place of G. W. Norris. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
roary 4, 1922,

Alvin O. Jones to be postmaster at Adams, Nebr., in place of
Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,
1922,

NEW JERSEY,

Edith Vaughn to be postmaster at Smithville, N. J. Office be-
came presidential April 1, 1921,

NEW MEXICO.

Callie L. Beagle to be postmaster at Magdalena, N, Mex., in
place of R. J. Lentz. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8,
1922,

Luciano R. Baca to be postmaster at Las.Vegas, N. Mex., in
place of Susano Ortiz. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 24, 1922,

’ NEW YORK,

Earl B. Templer to be postmaster at Valley Falls, N. Y., in
place of M. A, Sweeney, resigned.

Leonard C. Palmer to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, N, Y.,
in place of G. L. Brown, resigned.

Edward H. Maloney to be postmaster at Dansville, N. Y., in
place of G. L, Krein. Incumbent's commission expired January
24, 1922,

Ernest B, Dye to be postmaster at Hinckley, N. Y. Office be-
came presidential July 1, 1921.

Stella Hackett to be postmaster at Central Park, N. Y. . Office
became presidential January 1, 1921,

Clarence J. Weyant to be postmaster at Fort Montgomery,
N. Y. Office became presidential January 1, 1922,

George M. Grant to be postmaster at Parksville, N. Y., in
place of W. J. Wagner. Incumbent's commission expired De-
cember 20, 1920,

George 8. Peterson to be postmaster at La Salle, N. Y., in
place of E. H. Schmeck. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 24, 1922,

KORTH CAROLINA.

Annie L. Fisher to be postmaster at Battleboro, N. C. Office

became presidential July 1, 1920,
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0HIO.

Reed Wilson to be postmaster at Pleasant City, Ohio, in
place of C. O. Flanagan. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
nary 31, 1922,

Peter Weishaupt to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Ohio, in place
of C. G. Stroup. Incumbent’s commission explred January 31,
1922,

John R. Miller to be postmaster at Franklin, Ohio, in place
of A. L. McCarthy. Incumbent’s commission expired July 21,
1921,

John W. Swing to be postmaster at Bethel, Ohio, in place of
J. M. Fitzpatrick. Incumbent's comimission expired January
31, 1922,

George W. Smith to be postmaster at Wheelersburg, Ohio.
Office became presidential April 1, 1921.

Ethel Shoemaker to be postmaster at Mount Blanchard, Ohio.
Office became presidential April 1, 1921.

Jesse A. Hayes to be postmaster at Stockport, Ohio, in place
of E. D. Humphrey. Office became presidential January 31,
1922,

Marold J. Taylor to be postmaster at Marengo, Ohio, in place
of J. L. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20,
1920.

James K. Fulks to be postmaster at Ada, Ohio, in place of
8. D. Hazlett, resigned.

OKLAHOMA,

Thomas L. Ogilvie to be postmaster at Forgan, Okla,, in place
of J. W. Mills. Incumbent’s commission expired April 19, 1921.

George W. J. Perry to be postmaster at Boley, Okla., in place
of C. F. Simmons, removed.

OREGON.

- Henry Scott to be postmaster at Jordan Valley, Oreg. Office
became presidential October 1, 1919.
Curtis C. Heidrich to be postmaster at Chiloquin, Oreg.
Office became presidential October 1, 1921.
PENNSYLVANIA,

George F. Klinefelter to be postmaster at Shrewsbury, Pa.
Office became presidential January 1, 1921,

Horace H. Hammer to be postmaster at Reading, Pa., in place
of C. N. Seitzinger. Incumbent’s commission expired February
4, 1922, ;

: W. Winston Davis to be postmaster at Johnstown, Pa., in place
of W, H, Strauss. Incumbent’s commission expired August T,
1921

Charles E. Ehrhart to be postmaster at Dallastown, Pa., in
place of J. W. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 5, 1922,

RHODE ISLAND,

George W. Jenckes to be postmaster at Slatersville, R. I
Office became presidential October 1, 1920.

Frederick Baldwin to be postmaster at Mapleville, R. I. Office
became presidential October 1, 1920.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

May A. Peake to be postmaster at Union, 8. C.,
B. B. James, resigned
Clifton O. Crosby to be postmaster at Walterboro, 8. O, in
place of R. R. Miley, resigned.
' SOUTH DAKOTA.

Ira D. Winter to be postmaster at Wall, S. Dak. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1920.

Alice S. Esget to be postmaster at Lily, 8. Dak. Office became
presidential April 1, 1921,

Charles H. MeCrossen to be postmaster at Ashton, 8. Dak., in
place of C. H. McCrossen. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 31, 1922,

in place of

TENNESSEE. :
Grant L, Landiss to be postmaster at Cumberland City, Tenn.,
in place of A. L. Bilbrey. Incumbent’s commission expired
August 1, 1921.
Christine M. Meister to be postmaster at Loretto, Tenn. Office
became presidential January 1, 1921,
TEXAS.

Joe E. Williams to be postmaster at Hamilton, Tex., in place
of W. B. Claunch. Incumbent's commission expired May 7, 1921,

Bessw F. Hefley to be postmaster at Cameron, Tex., in place
of E. F. English, resigned.

UTAH.

Victor A. Neilson to be postmaster at Magna, Utah, in place
of Clyde Panter, resigned.

Reid H. Gardner to be postmaster at Lehi, Utah, in place of
Joseph Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired January 24,
1922,

VIRGINIA,

George H. Clark to be postmaster at Crockett, Va, Office be-

came presidential January 1, 1921,
WASHINGTON,

Arthur H. Eldredge to bhe postmaster at Colfax, Wash,, in
1_)1:1133231' C. F. Bensel. Incumbent’s commission expired January
3, X

WEST VIRGINTA.

Fred A. McFarlin to be postmaster at Adamston, W. Va.
Office became presidential July 1, 1920.

WISCONSIN.

Blanche Delany to be postmaster at Sinsinawa, Wis.
became presidential July 1, 1920,

William Abendschein to be postmaster at White Lake, Wis,
Office became presidential July 1, 1920.

Ernest L. Messer to be postmaster at Unity, Wis.
came presidential July 1, 1920,

Carrie B. Carter to be postmaster at Lyndon Station, Wis,
Office became presidential October 1, 1920,

Albert F. Hahn to be postmaster at Humbird, Wis, Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1920,

Jacob Johnson to be postmaster at Curtiss, Wis.
came presidential January 1, 1921.

Office

Office be-

Office be-

Elmer Carlson to be postmaster at Brantwood, Wis., Office
became presidential January 1, 1922,
George 1. Grob to be postmaster at Auburndale, Wis, Office

became presidential July 1, 1920,

CONFIRMATIONS,
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April ) (legis-
lative day of April 3), 1922,
Unrrep STATES MARSHAL.

Edgar C. Snyder to be United States marshal, District of
Columbia.
Pusric HEALTH SERVICE.

Marion F. Haralson to be passed assistant surgeon.
John F, Mahoney to be passed assistant surgeon,
POSTMASTERS,
ALABAMA,
William E. Crawford, Decatur.
ARIZONA,
Mary E. Brown, Parker.
CALIFORNIA.
William F. Knight, Pasadena.
CONNECTICUT,
Oliver M. Bristol, Durham.

GEORGIA.

James P. Rose, Lyerly. :
Wilson 8. Williams, Woodbury.
KANSAS.

Clarence L. Gray, Luray.
Elizabeth Simpson, Medicine Lodge.
Byram L. Sams, Offerle,
John M, Cable, Toronto.

MARYLAND,

Peter G. Cowden, Cumberland.
MISSOURL
Archie C. Atterberry, Atlanta.
John W. Smith, Browning.
NORTH CAROLINA,
Howard M. Bullard, Chadbourn.”
Jefferson D. Whitehead, jr., Enfield.
John J. Buffaloe, Jackson.
Vance Thompson, Vineland.
OHIO.
Edward Brichta, Glendale.
Frank A. Hawkins, West Farmington,
OKLAHOMA.,
George A. Strouse, Billings,
Blanche Probus, Dacoma.
William A. Geren, Wetumka.
PENNSYLVANIA,
Julia A. Ernst, Beavertown,
Nellie G. Kendig, Glenfield.

: :
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuespay, April 4, 1922.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Gracions Lord, receive our offering of gratitude and. grant
unto us the blessing of Thy presence. Let Thy light shine forth,
Thy power .give strength, and Thy love bestow the mercy of
forgiveness. O may Thy truth be wrought into human laws,
into human institutions, and into human hearts. Spirit Divine,
be with us to give us wisdom, to lighten the tasks, and direct
the way. Establish our people in the ways of Thy command-
ments and be over our country like a happy summer time, giving
promise of newer life and blessing to all. Through Christ.
‘Anien.

The . Journal of the proceedings of yesterday -was read and
-approved,

APPROFRIATIONS FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND JUSTICE,

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of H. R. 11065, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of State and Justice and
for the judiciary; and while that moetion is pending I would
be glad to come to an agreement as to the time for general
debate,

Mr., JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Hustep] and myself have already had
some discussion about the time, and the House being willing
e have agreed upon 2 hours and 15 minutes on -a side.

Mr., HUSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of the general debate on this measure be limited to
four and one-half hours, one-half of'that time'to be under the
control of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jomxson] and
one-half under: the control of myself,

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the.general debate on the pending bill be
limited to four and one-half hours, one half to'be controlled
by himself and the other half by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Joaxsox]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The metion of Mr. HusTep was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 11065) making appropriations for the
Departments of State and Justice and for the judiciary for: the
fiscal year ending June 50, 1923, and for other purposes, with
Mr. DowgrL in the chair.

AMr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous ‘cvonsent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUSTED. Mr, Chairman, we are presenting to-day for
the consideration of the Committee of the Whole a bill which
is intended to cover, and which we believe does cover, all of
the regular annual appropriations for the Department of State,
dincluding the entire foreign service, and also the appropriations
for the Department of Justice, including the entire judicial sys-
tem. It is really two appropriation bills in one, and so far as
the House is concerned it is a new bill, in the sense that these
items have never before been brought together under one cover.
They have been taken from the diplomatic and consular bill;
-the legislative, executive, and judicial bill; and the sundry ecivil
bill. The items have been arranged under the plan recommended
by the President in the alternative budget. They have been
very conveniently arranged. For example, take the part of the
'bill covering the State Department. First, we have all the
«items of appropriations relating to the State Department proper;
next, all relating to the Diplomatic Service and then to the Con-
sular Serviee; then to the various international boards and bod-
ies which our Government partly supports, and finally to: miscel-
laneous items. The advantages of this bill and of this arrange-
ment are obvious from the legislative standpeint ; they not only
‘make for convenience but they make for economy. Heretofore
when these items appeared in different measures it was impos-
sible to get a real picture of the whole situnation, and therefore
extremely difficult to get balanced legislation. Now you ecan
see all the activities of each department in their relations.ene
'ﬁ; the other, so that you can make a proper estimate of the situa-

on,

The State Department and the Department of Justice have
grown:tremendously during recent years. Take the State De-
partment, for example: I think in 1895 the total appropriations
were ahout $1,500,000. During the war they rose to something
like $£30,000,000, and now shey stand at about $8,000,000.

The appropriations to-day are about twice as large as they
were when we entered the war. So far as the State Depart-
ment is concerned, that is partly due to a policy of expansion
whereby the personnel of the department has been increased,
particularly in the Diplomatic and Consular Service. It is also
due to the increase of salaries, and to the increase of rents of
our consulates and missions abroad, and to the increase of
every kind of expense which the State Department incurs.

The increase in expenditures of the State Department is also
due to additional activities which were not in existence before
the war, particularly the viséing of passports, which work has
east upon our consulates a very heavy burden, indeed.

I suppose it will never be possible to get back to a pre-war
basis; but the subcommittee felt that we should rather discour-
age the present policy of expansion and reduce just as much as
was consistent with the maintenance of the aetivities of the
State Department, at the most useful point of efficiency.

With respect to the Department of Justice the'situation is
somewhat different. In that department there has been no
policy of expansion, but the business of the Department of Jus-
tice has increased tremendously on account of the war,. For ex-
ample, there are pending to-day in the State Department cases
involving nearly $1,000,000,000, Those are claims actually in
suit, In addition to that there are claims in suit in which the
amount has not been determined, and they will probably come
to at least a quarter of a billion dollars more. Those are civil
cases alone,

About 60, per cent of all of our expenditures for the Depart-
ment of Justice go-into criminal business and only 40 per cent
into civil business. The criminal business has increased tre-
mendously, and it is a remarkable fact that while to-day crime
in the States seems to be slightly on the decline, as shown by
the records of the State courts, Federal crimes are upon the
increase, and progressively so—that is, they are not only higher
this year than they were last year, but each month the total
number of crimes seems to be growing.

So when the subcommittee came to consider the question of
reduction they had to consider questions of policy as well as
questions of national need. In the State Department they had
to consider the question of poliey to a certain extent as well as
the question of need. In the Department of Justice they had
to consider solely the guestion of national needs,

As to the reductions effected, the appropriations recommended
by this hill are about $7,500,000 less than the appropriations for
the eurrent year, and they are about $2,500,000 less than the esti-
mates for the next fiscal year. You must not assume from that
statenrent that the reductions.in the estimates for the next fiscal
year submitted by the department as compared with the appro-
priations for the current fiscal year are entirely due to retrench-
ment upon the part of the departments,

They are due partly to the fact that in the appropriations for
the present year we carry in the State Department bill an item of
£5,000,000 for Panama and an item of $1,000,000 for the interna-
tional exposition at Rio de Janeiro and an item of $200,000 for the
Limitation of Arms Conference. After you eliminate these ex-
traordinary expenditures from the appropriations for the cur-
rent year you will find that the estimates made by the depart-
ments for the next fiscal year are greater in amount than all
the other appropriations for the current year. But the subcom-
mittee has reduced these estinrates by $2,500,000—81,100,000 in
the State Department and about $1,500,000 in the Department of
Justice—and yet the reductions in the Department of State are
greater in proportion than they are in the Department of Jus-
tice, because the appropriations for the Department of Justice
are much greater than for the Department of State. The appro-
priations for the Department of Justice are about $18,000,000,
whereas the appropriations for the Department of State are in
the neighberhood of $8,000,000.

I want to call attention to the fact that these departments are
partly self-sustaining, In the year 1921 the revenues of the
Department of State were more than a million dollars in excess
of all their expenditures. At the present time they are some-
what less on account of the enactment of the 3 per cent immi-
gration law; but still at the.present time I believe the income
of the Department of State is equal to the cost of our entire
foreign service.

The revenues of the Department of Justice are about one-third
of the total expenditures of the department, and these revenues
come from collections on judgments and from fines. It is the
statement of the Attorney General that if we would grant him
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money enough to keep the investigations up to date, and keep
the business of the department up to date, that the recoveries
in fines would more than cover the additional amount of money
which the department asked for. The subcommittee went very
carefully into the detailed estimates, and while I do not want
to say that these detailed estimates” were made up as a mere
matter of guesswork, still we found that they were very unsatis-
factory and that we could not depend on them as a basis for
recommending appropriations, We found, for example, in ex-
amining the detailed estimates that estimates which should
have traveled together, when there was a general increase, did
not bear any relation to each other. For instance, items of
travel and subsistence, which should bear almost exact relation
to each other, were sometimes in a relation of 5 to 1. In
many cases we asked for reestimates, and the reestimates bore
no relation, or no very close relation, to the original estimates
which the department made. So in making up our recommen-
dations for the next fiscal year we did not rely so much upon
the detailed estimates for the year 1922, or for the next fiscal
year, as we did on the actual expenditures in the year 1921.
We took them as our basis because that was the last year in
which complete details had been furnished.

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. I will

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman's committee is an appropriat-
ing committee, and is authorized to appropriate only for those
things which legislative committees make in order by law?

Mr. HUSTED. The gentleman is quite correct.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman speaks of spending more
money than we did during the war. If that is true, why did the
gentleman's committee time after time place in this bill matters
wholly unauthorized by law?

Mr. HUSTED. The gentleman did not understand me cor-
rectly if he understood me to say that we were appropriating
more money in either one of the departments than we did dur-
ing the war. They are less than they were during the war,

Mr. BLANTON. It is the intention of the gentleman’s com-
mittee to save as much as he can within the law.

Mr. HUSTED. Within the law.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman has not answered my ques-
tion why he put in these things which are legislation pure and
simple.

Lg'. HUSTED. There is absolutely no new legislation in this
bill, or appropriations unauthorized by law, which does not de-
crease the expenditures of the Government, except in the case
of some legislation which is current law, which is in the present
appropriation bill, and which has been carried for years. There
is no other legislation of any kind in the bill.

Mr. BLANTON. When the time comes I shall call the gentle-
man's attention to numerous items of legislation.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. TOWNER. What about the items that were omitted,
which caused the present appropriation for the next fiscal year
to be $6,000,000 less than the present fiscal year?

Mr. HUSTED. It is seven and a half million dollars less than
the actual appropriations for this year. The principal items
are the $5,000,000 for the payment to Colombia under the treaty
agreement, and $1,000,000 for the international exposition at
TRio de Janeiro, and $200,000 for the Limitation of Arms Confer-
ence. I would say to the gentleman from Texas that there are no
galary increases carried in this bill, that there are no new statu-
tory positions created, and that there is no new legislation which
is new to this bill which is not current law, which has not been
carried in other appropriation bills, which does not reduce the
expenditures of the Government. The principal ifems of new
legislation are three. There is one reducing the salaries of the
officers of the courts in the Hawaiian Islands.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. I point out one matter that is clearly legis-
lation. Take, for instance, page 16, where appears the appro-
priation of $100,000 for the Pan American Union. The gentle-
man knows full well that under the law the life of that legis-
lation extended over a period of only 10 years. The 10-year
period elapsed two years ago. This is the beginning of the
thirteenth year since the passage of the act. There is absolutely
no legislation whatever for any dollar of this hundred thousand
dollars.

Mr. HUSTED. I do not know that quite well.

Mr. BLANTON. I presumed that the gentleman was familiar
with the act.

Mr. HUSTED. I am quite familiar with the situation. In
fact, it-is not an act at all; it is a resolution adopted by the Pan
American conference, and that resolution provided for ad-

herence by the members for a period of 10 years; but there is
another provision in the resolution that membership may be
terminated upon two years' notice, and it has not yet been deter-
mined to my satisfaction whether that two years’ notice must
be given within the 10-year period or at any time after the 10-
year period has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman happen to know that
out of the hundred thousand dollars the employees of this
Government in this particular department are using a part of
that money to pay the premiums for insuring their own lives?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes; I am quite well aware of that.

Mr, BLANTON. And the gentleman is in favor of furnishing
to our employees their life insurance?

Mr, HUSTED. I assume that that matter will be fully de-
bated later on., That is my understanding. One of the prin-
cipal items of new legislation is that decreasing the salaries of
the Territorial court in the Hawaiian Islands. Under what was
known as the Hawaiian homes commission act, which passed
this House some few years ago, the salaries of all of these court
officials were substantially inecreased. The Department of Jus-
tice notified the subcommittee that they had known nothing
about it at the time, that the bill had never been submitted to
them, and the title did not disclose the fact that these increases
were to be made. It is the understanding of the subcommittee
that very few Members of the House were aware of the fact that
that bill increased the salaries.to the extent to which it did.
The Department of Justice also said that they would not have
recommended those increases, and that the increases are not
deserved, so that this bill carries legislation bringing those
salaries back to the basis upon which they stood when the
Hawaiian homes commission act was first passed. If any in-
creases are deserved, let them come in here in the proper way,
submit their case properly, and have those questions passed on
by the House. They were not debated by the House at the time,
as I understand it, when the bill went through.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr, CRAMTON. I am glad to hear the statement of the gen-
tleman, because of similar action with reference to the governor
and-some other officials in Hawaii. I have made some investiga-
tion, and I can say that there was no mention whatever on the
floor of the House or the Senate of the fact that there was any
increase,

Mr., HUSTED. That is my understanding and that is the
understanding on which the subcommittee acted. Another item
of legislation is one relating to the provisions of law for the
care of stranded American seamen in foreign ports. This is a
very desirable piece of legislation, but the Comptroller General
has recently rendered a decision that our consuls can not
bargain with the masters of vessels for the transportation to the
United States of these stranded American seamen at less than
the rate fixed by law, which is, I think, about 2 cents a mile,
We have introduced legislation under which our consuls may
bargain in the future as they have in the past with the masters
of vessels for the conveyance of these stranded American sea-
men back to American ports at less than the statutory rate.

The third item is one in relation to the clerks of the United
States circuit courts. The clerks of the United States circuit
courts are paid a salary of $4,500 each, and in addition to that
£500 out of the fees of the clerk’s office go into their own pockets.
These clerks also pay the expenses of their offices out of the
fees, and fix the salaries of their subordinates, subject only
to the approval of the presiding justice. There was no reason
which appealed to the subcommittee as a good reason why
these clerks should be carried on any different basis than the
clerks of the district courts. The clerks of the district courts
get their salaries and the fees are covered into the Treasury,
and we have introduced legislation providing that the clerks
of the United States circuit courts shall get their salaries and
that the fees shall go into the Treasury of the United States.
Upon the basis of business being conducted at the present time,
and under ordinary good management, this will mean a net
saving to the United States Government of from $30,000 to
$45,000 a year.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. Did the subcommittee take up
the question of increasing the salaries of the deputy clerks of
the United States district courts?

Mr. HUSTED. That was considered, but no
taken upon it.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas,
at a very low rate of pay.

action was

The deputy clerks are working
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Mr. HUSTED. We considered that as a legislative matier
which did not come within our jurisdiction.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HUSTED. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. - The gentleman was a member of the Committee
on the Judiciary when Congress passed a bill fixing the salaries
of the district clerks. Does the gentleman remember whether
the matter of the circuit court clerks was considered at that
time or not?

Mr. HUSTED. I do not want fo be sure about it, but my
recollection is that it was not considered.

There are no particular high spots in this bill, and there are
very few controversial matters, But there are some items which
should be discussed more fully, probably, than others, and I will
touch briefly upon those in this general debate.

One is what is known as the emergency appropriation in the
State Department. That is the appropriation for secret diplo-
matie work—for secret diplomacy. Before the war that stood at
§75,000. During the war it went up as high as $600,000. In 1921
it was brought to $400,000; in 1922, in the bill of which the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocers] was in charge, it was
reduced to $200,000, and we have further reduced it to $100,000,
a sum which we consider fully adequate, especially under the
testimmony of the State Department officials themselves that very
little of this money was expended for any purpose which
could not properly be made public. As a matter of fact, this
fund has been used as a reservoir upon which the department
has drawn to fill wants in other appropriations. 3

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I see in the International Boundary Com-
mission of the United States and Mexico—

Mr. HUSTED. I will touch upon that in just a minute.

Mr. HUDSPETH. There is no provision here for the salary
of commissioner, I want to ask my friend why?

Mr. HUSTED. I was going to take that up in just a moment
and I will explain it fully. There is no need of a commissioner
at the present time.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Who will do the work?

Mr. HUSTED. The work that is necessary will be done by
an engineer, and all that is needed is an engineer to make survey
and water gaugers to measure the water. All that is necessary
to be done, all that can be done, is to preserve the data until
such time as international relations with Mexico are resumed,
when a commission can be reconstitnted which can function,
and some definite action be taken. We can do nothing now of
substantial character except to preserve the data.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman has information, I sup-
pose, that the river is changing and that land is in Mexico to-day
that was in Texas yesterday. It is necessary to have a survey
on that account.

Mr, HUSTED. I am advised of that, and we have made an
appropriation to do all the work needed.

Mr. DUNBAR. The gentleman spoke of resuming interna-
tional relations with Mexico. Can he inform the committee
when these relations will be resumed?

Mr. HUSTED. No, sir. Our committee is an appropriation
committee and we have not anything to do with that in this bill,

Mr. BLANTON. I did not want the gentleman to misunder-
stand me and think that I asserted that the department is
spending more money now than during the war. What I meant
was that the department was spending more money than they
did before the war, and I call attention to the fact that the
appropriations for the coming fiseal year will be more for these
departmental appropriations than for the year 1916.

Mr. HUSTED. I will say to the gentleman that our sole
purpose is to effect all the reduction possible without injury
to some useful activity. We have gone just as far as we
thought we could go safely. In many cases we have cut to
the bone. I think in one or two instances we have cut appro-
priations further than circumstances justified, and I will say
this, that there is no item of appropriation where we did not
bring it down to an amount which we thought barely enough to
cover the actual necessities of the Government at the present
time,

Mr. EVANS. Is there any activity provided, either in the
Department of Justice or the Department of State, where the
conditions are exactly the same as they were in 1916, where
there has been an increase in the expenditure?

Mr. HUSTED. Of course, it is obvious that there are not.

Mr, WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. T will. ;

Mr. WINGO. What provision, if any, is in the bill in ref-
erence to an item in which the gentleman knows I have been
interested, namely, the funds sufficient to supply United States

district attorneys where some of them do not have United
States Supreme Court reports?

Mr, HUSTED. The committee made some provision for that.

Mr. WINGO. I find on page 42 that you provide for the pur-
chase and rebinding of law books, including the exchange
thereof, for United States judges, district attorneys, and other
Jjudicial officers, and so forth, and appropriate the sum of
$20,000, of which not to exceed 10 per cent, in the discretion
of the Attorney General, may be used for the purchase of United
States Reports and the Federal Reporter. Does the gentleman
think that will be sufficient?

Mr. HUSTED. I would say frankly to the gentleman that
there are so many items in the bill that I can not carry all the
details in my head, but I do recollect distinetly, and I will be
glad later on to give the gentleman full information, that we
did consider this matter and made some provision for it, such
as we thought under the present régime of economy was suffi-
cient to tide them over.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman will recall that the Department
of Justice has seemed to have no particnlar interest in these
district attorneys.

Mr. HUSTED, I will say to the gentleman, if he will permit
me to interrupt him, that the Department of Justice has this
{;ur evinced a very great interest in them and made a plea for

em,

Mr. WINGO. That stricture really applies to former heads
of the department. I was asking the gentleman whether or no
that has really been taken care of. :

Mr. HUSTED. Later on I will be able to furnish the gen-
tleman full details about it, but T am not ready to give him all
of the information that he would like yet, I will be able later
to give him a detailed statement about .it.

Mr. BURTON, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Alr. HUSTED. Very gladly.

Mr. BURTON. On page 3, among reductions, the following
are listed: “ Clerks at embassies and legations, $94,828” Is
that reduction due fo a diminished number of employees or to
diminished salaries? The same question would apply to the
Consular Service, in which there is a proposed reduection of
$100,000.

Mr. HESTED. Well, that js partly a reduction in expenses,
chiefly a reduction, I think, in expenses, a

Mr. BURTON. This is under the head of salaries.

Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, I
think I can answer that question.

Mr. HUSTED. It is a reduction in the lump sum, made up of
both salaries and expenses.

Mr. ROGERS. It is a reduction, if the gentleman will per-
mrit, below the estimates; but it is no reduction below the sums
available under the current law for 1922,

Mr. HUSTED. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that
we have been very careful to protect the Diplomatic and Con-
sular Service, and particularly the Consular Service, and not to
cut it below an amount sufficient to enable it to do all that it
ought to do. Of course there is bound to be some reduction.
Of course it is a question of policy as to how far we shall
permit the Consular Service and the Diplomatic Service to
remain expanded. They expanded tremendously during the
war, and we feel they ought to get back a little toward the
pre-war basis.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, the salaries of con-
suls are fixed by law.

Mr. BURTON. Yes. Are the salaries at embassies and lega-
tions fixed by law?

Mr. HUSTED. The salaries of ambassadors, ministers, and
consuls and, within certain limits, the salaries of secretaries in
the Diplomatic Service are fixed by law.

Mr. BURTON. There have been no salary decreases in the
Consular Service?

Mr. HUSTED. There have been many salary increases, so
that there are more clerks in the higher salary ranges than
there were a few years ago.

Mr. BURTON. Some of them could be discontinued?

Mr, HUSTED. There is no reduction below the current law.
There is no reduction below the amount carried in the Diplo-
matic and Consular bill for the current year. These reductions
are below the estimates made by the department for the next
fiscal year,

Mr. BURTON. Then is this the case, that the estimates
transmitted contemplated an increase in the number of con-
sular officers?

Mr. HUSTED, Oh, they contemplate a very substantial in.
crease for expense account, and for additional clerks, and for
one thing and another.
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Mr. BURTON. What I was- especially ' calling attention ‘to|
was the salaries in the Consular Serviee. )

Mr. HUSTED. They are not affected at all. i

Mr. BURTON. ‘But'the reduction of '$100,000 must mean a,
‘decrease in the number.

Mr.;HUSTED. The reduction'is below the estimates for sal-
aries and expenses, ‘not below the current law. It does not
reduce the present personnel, but it does prevent the inereases
which the department would:like to make.

Mr. BURTON, In other words, the department recommended
an inerease in the number of consular officers. The committee
did not think it best to agree to that increase? |

Mr. HUSTED. We did not, because we thought reductions
could be effected sufficiently to take care of any additional
need, Of course, if we get into Russia we will need more con-
sulates there, but-so far as Germany.and: the Central Powers
were concerned, while we withdrew from Germany and with-
drew from Austria, the consular officers were not dismissed.
They ‘were still carried on the rolls and spread around here
and there; and when we go baek into Germany, as we have
done now, and into Austria, we can use the men who are still
on the list. -

Mr., BURTON. They have been carried on the roll?

Mr, HUSTED. They have been earried on the roll, There is
no evidence that any of them have been let go,

The next'item is the item for post allowances. This is car-
Tied on page 13 of the bill. This is a provision which enables
the State Department to pay more salaries. 'During 1918 and
1919 this appropriation steod at $700,000, In the year 1920 it
was reduced to $600,000, It was carried at $600,000 in the year
1921, 'In 1922'it was reduced to $250,000, and we make a fur-
ther reduction, bringing it down to $200,000. The purpose of
this appropriation was to enable the Secretary to pay addi-
tional salaries to diplomatic and consular officers at posts
where the cost of living had advanced. Take Japan, for ex-
ample: The Japanese yen stands on practically the same ex-
change basis with the American dollar that it did before the
war; but they say that the cost of living in Japan has ad-
vanced 100 per cent, and that a consular officer who received a
salary of $3,000 would, -as a matter of fact, have a salary with
the purchasing power of only $1,500. In the past this has ap-
parently been a very pressing matter, and it was really neces-
sary to do something, and therefore this provision was made,.

But we found that the basis upon which this advance in the
cost of living at these different posts had been ascertdained was
very unsatisfactory. They say they took the index number of
wholesdle ‘commodities 'in the country where the post was lo-
cated, and then they figured out the rate of exchange, and figur-
ing out'the rate of exchange with the index number of the cost
of commodities and considering also reports which came from
these consulates and these missions, they estimated at the State
Department here the advance in the cost of living, and then
they paid them some additional salary out of this fund. Two
years ago they were paying additional salaries to diplomatic
and consular officers who were receiving as much as $6,000 and
$8,000 a year, and during the last year and during the current
year they 'have been paying to men at some posts 100 per ce:):lé
advance upon $3,000 salaries, paying men $6,000 a year in go
American cash whose salaries were only '$3,000 a year. While
we realize that conditions are disturbed in some of these coun-
tries, and while it is probably necessary that some provision
should be made for this purpose, we think it rather a danger-
ous thing to put a large fund in the hands of the State Depart-
ment to uge for such purposes, so we cut it down $50,000, and
possibly we might better have cut it down a little.more, but we
have cut it down as far as we thought we could do safely, and
under very vehement protest, I can assure you.

I have already alluded to the Mexican Boundary Commission,
and T think no further statement about‘that is needed.

With reference to the Alaska and Canadian Boundary Com-
‘mission, that is a work whieh has been dragging along for
years and years, and it seemed as if it never would come to a
conclusion. It was for many years under the chargé of Doetor
Barnard, but within the last year it has been turned over to
Colonél Jones, who is the head of the Coast and Geodetic Survey.

(Colonel Jones gets no additional salary whatever ‘for looking
‘after this work, andI'believe he is determined to bring it 'to a
conéclusion ‘as ‘rapidly as possible. He says this ean ‘be done
within two years if he is not too much skimped in the matter of
the appropriations. All.of ithe work of defining the boundary
has been completed. ‘All of the monuments have been erected,
but there is a lot of work yet to be done in making maps from
field notes and 'in ‘preparing ‘the data ‘in a form :suitable for
publication and preservation, However, I:am glad to say that

it does look as if this work would seon come to an end and
this activity and expense be terminated.

The next item you will'find on'page 19. That is the one cover-
ing the British and American claims., These are claims of
American nationals against the British Government, of British

‘nationals against the American Government, of American na-

tiondls against ‘British nationals, and of British nationals
against American nationals in cases which ean not otherwise be
adequately handled and full justice be done to the litigants.
There are peniding to-day two cases before this commission in-
volving one and one-third million dollars. There are 12 cases
remaining to'be presented, involving $7,500,000. The American
awards made by 'this commission amount to $9,630 and the
‘British awards'to $120416. The total eost of this arbitration
has been greater than the total amount of these British and
American awards from the time the arbitration commission
came into existence down to date. Of course, this work was
suspended during the war and wvery little business was done.
They now propose to go forward and clean it up.

Mr. MANN. "That probably answers what T was going to
ask; but will it be cleaned up, oris this permanent?

Mr, HUSTED. Tt-may drag along for a while, but it ean not
very well be permanent, because all of the elaims are listed in
the arbitration treaty. No other claims can be brought in un-
less a new treaty-is entered into. ’

Mr. MANN. That treaty was nearly 12 years ago.

Mr,/HUSTED. Nearly 12 years ago. The treaty was entered
into in 1910, and ‘then the Atbitration Commission was estab-
lished and went ahead and did business'for about a year. The
war came on, and during the war the business of the commission
was entirely interrupted.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it is likely to close
up as long as three gentlemen get a summer vacation at $1,200
a month?

Mr. HUSTED, Past experience would make it appear very
doubtful, but I believe this work will be pushed from now:on,
and that sufficient pressure will be brought to bear npon'these
gentlemen to compel them to consider cases and render awards.
There are only a few cases pending altogether, although they
invelve in the aggregate a very large amount of money, indeed.

Mr. BLANTON. Before the gentleman closes will he yield
for a question?

‘Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. The Mexican Government, as T'understand,
has provided a building out here on Sixteenth Street for its
embassy. In ease the State Department should see fit to recog-
nize the government of Mexico at an early date, has any pro-
vision been made in this bill for the incidental expenses attached

‘to such recognition?

Mr, HUSTED. Nothing, T think.

Mr. BLANTON. Are we to understand, then, by the action
of the committee, as expressing the will.of the administration,
that there is probably no ehance for the Mexican' Government to
be recognized during the next fiseal year ending June 80, 10237

Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman will allow me, why should
an appropriation provide 'for a contingency which 'may or may
not occur? Until recognition is: given, the Committee on Appro-

_priations will have nothing to do with it.

Mr. BLANTON. Wise men make preparations sometimes in
advance of probable contingencies,

Mr. HUSTED. If the gentleman will permit me, I think I
can answer him. The bill does carry an item of $17,500 for an
American ambassador fo Mexico.

Mr. BLANTON, There are incidental expenses  connected
with it, of conrse.

Mr. HUSTED. Quite:right. T was misinformed.

Mr. ROGERS. Before the gentleman'leaves the discussion of
the State Department, I desire to ask one or two guestions. I
observe that in the hearings the commitfee gave some attention
to the guestion of the passport-control system, which, as he said
earlier in his remarks to-day, is a great producer of revenue.
Tt ‘has always occurred to me that the effective way to enforce
the immigration laws was to have some American instrumental-
ity abroad by which inspection could be made before the .in-
tended emigrant started for the United States. I have heard it
runmored that some governments have indiedted reluctanee to
allow American officials to be assigned for the purpose of super-
vising the/immigration problem at the point of origin.

Has the gentleman any :information on that which was de-
veloped 'in ‘the 'hearings and which he can impart to the com-
mittee?

Mr, HUSTED. I do not think we have any information on
that. I'do not think there was anything in relation to it in the
hearings.
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Mr. ROGERS. A year ago—and T notice this was dealt with |

to some extent in the hearings—the appropriation act provided
the requisite authority for the acceptance for use as the Ameri-
can embassy of the Morgan house in London. Nearly a year
has elapsed since that time. I have reliable information that
the donor has always been ready and most willing to transfer it.
I assume that we ought to have an appropriation for making the
house ready for occupancy by the American ambassador, Is
there any real justification for a year's delay in accepting the
gift and in making the requisite changes?

Mr. HUSTED. If there is any I am not aware of it. I do
not think any good reason can exist. It is going to be necessary
to make the louse over inside in order to have it snitable for the
purposes of an embassy. Why plans and specifications have not
been prepared for the work I do not know. I think it should
have been done as a business proposition.

Mr. FISH, The gentleman must know where the responsi-
bility lies.

Mr, ROGERS. I do not think the gentleman from New York
is misapprehending my inquiry; but it is a little discouraging
for Congress to try to assist the foreign service by providing
permanent homes for our representatives abroad and then
have a whole year elapse without the Department of State even
taking title to the property that we have authorized them to
acquire.

Mr. HUSTED. The commitee might be interested in having
me read a statement by Mr. Carr, of the State Department:

That gift has been accepted by the President, and Mr. Morgan has
received a letter of thanks. Since that time the lawyers have been
endeavoring to make u legal trangfer of the property to the United
States Government. TUnder the British law the transfer can not be
made in simple form, but, as I understand it, has to be made to trustees
or to some individual. The last proposal of the lawyers was that it be
transferred to the American ambassador and the American consul
general in London as trustees. However, the transfer has not as yet
been perfected, but I think it will be in a very short time. There are
also some cowmplications or details about adjusting our legal require-
ments to the British requirements in respect to some other matters,
but we will get title to it shortly, and a sound title.

Now, I had assumed that the delay in this matter is the
usual unbusinesslike delay which you naturally expect in diplo-
matie negotiations.

Mr. ROGERS. I hoped at the time this authorization was
granted a year ago that the title would very promptly be trans-
ferred to the United States. I have heard that the donor him-
self is exceedingly disturbed at the delay which has resulted.
I had hoped further that the gentleman in this bill this year
would be able to find that the title to the property had been
accepted, and hence be able to recommend the requisite ap-
propriation which he justly says will be necessary for actual
occupancy by the ambassador.

Mr. HUSTED. The gentleman understands that the Commnb
tee on Appropriations acts only on estimates?

Mr. ROGERS. I understand that. Congress has done all that
it could, and it did it promptly and completely. Now, it seems
to me that when we have done all that we can and when the
matter has become an executive matter, it is discouraging not
to have this appropriation acted upon by the State Department
for a whole year,

Mr, FISH. Will the gentleman answer me a question? Who
Is responsible for taking over. the building, remodeling it, and
putting it in order?

Mr, HUSTED. The State Department.

Mr. FISH. What individual, or what branch?

Mr. HUSTED. I do not know; anybody whom the Secretary
of State assigns to it.

Mr. FISH. The gentleman does not know whether that task
has been assigned?

Mr. HUSTED. I know nothing about it.

Mr. ROGERS. One other question: A year ago in the bill for
1922 an appropriation was authorized of $150,000 for the pur-
chase of an embassy at Paris. I notice that in this year's hear-
ings it was brought out that that $150.000 has been found to
be entirely inadequate. I recall very well the sentiment of the
House when the appropriation of $150,000 was authorized. I
think it went through the House unanimously. I wondered if
the gentleman from New York would look with favor on an
amendment in the proper place which would give the additional
sunr necessary, fo make the prior appropriation a workable thing?

Mr. HUSTED. I would not want to give a definite answer
without taking it up with the subcommittee and the whole Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. ROGERS. I wish the gentleman would consider it be-
fore the bill is ready for amendment.

Mr. HUSTED. XNow, Mr. Chairman, T find that my time is
passing rapidly and I have consumed more time than I antici-

pated. I will take up the item for the enforcement of national
prohibition,

The Department of Justice asked for a direct appropriation
of $150,000 for clerks and expert assistants in the enforcement
of national prohibition. They omitted from the bill the allo-
cation of $200,000 for legal assistants in the enforcement of
prohibition. After very careful consideration the committee
decided to restore the allocation of $200,000 for assistants
and make an allocation, not a direct appropriation, of $150,000
for clerk hire. That disposal of the matter seemed to meet
with the favor of all interested, and I think is a happy solu-
tion of it, because I believe the direct appropriation of $150,000
was not necessary, It simply gave the department $150,000 for
clerical hire more than was actually needed.

They have gotten along with the money from the regular
appropriation for clerk hire heretofore, and they can get along
with it just as well during the next fiscal year as at the present
time.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. HILL. On page 30 of the bill I find an item of $150,000
and on page 39 of $200,000. Does the bill appropriate in all
$350,000 for the enforcement of the national prohibition act?

Mr. HUSTED. It does not appropriate a cent. It simply
allocates from other appropriations certain amounts to be set
aside and used for that purpose,

Mr. HILL. In other words, the bill provides that of the
general appropriation for the department $350,000 may be used
for prohibition enforcement?

Mr, HUSTED. That is it exactly. They are not compelled to
use it, but they may use $200,000 for legal assistants to help
district attorneys enforce the prohibition law, and they may use
$150,000 for clerk hire for that specific purpose.

Mr. HILL. The gentleman has no reason to believe that they
will not use it.

Mr. HUSTED. I have no advices about the matter.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman from Maryland approve
of that?

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, the next item is for the detec-
tion and prosecution of crime. We have increased the amount
of the current appropriation $250,000, making the total appro-
priation $2,250,000. In 1921 that appropriation was $2,400,000.
It was cut down to $2,000,000 in last year’s bill, but there are
to-day over 6,000 investigations which the Department of Justice
is unable to make through lack of funds. This increase of
$250,000 is made because of the apparent inadequacy of the
appropriation for the current year. As a matter of fact, the
amount of crime in the country is vastly greater to-day than it
was in 1921, when $2,400,000 was barely sufficient, so that in
giving them $2,250,000 I think no one need fear that we have
exceeded a reasonable amount.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would inform the gentleman
that he has consumed one hour.

Mr., FESS. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Yes.

Mr, FESS. I notice that provision is made for books for the
law library.

Mr. HUSTED. Would not the gentleman just as leave go into
that under the five-minute rule, because that goes into minutise
which I am not carryving in my mind, and I should be glad to
give him the information when we consider the bill undér the
five-minute rule.

Mr. FESS. I simply wanted to ask whether we get the de-
cisions from the Supreme Court—whether we are on the mailing
list?

Mr. HUSTED. We are for a certain number, but not for all.
I want to say a word about the Court of Claims, and to say
what I have to say in the spirit of compliment. The Court of
Claims is one of the most important courts in the United States
to-day. It handles every variety of case which may possibly
arise between a sovereign and a subject growing out of con-
tract. It also handles a vast amount of cases under the Dent
law and such other cases as are submitted to it by the Con-
gress. This is a very busy court, and yet it is running at a
minimum of expense. Its calendar is right up to the minute.
There are now pending before the Court of Claims T00 cases
involving $325,000,000, and there are war claims estimated to
amount to between two and three billion dollars which will
come to the Court of Claims. There are $300,000,000 worth of
war claims alone there now. The court is doing a very wonder-
ful work, and I am-very glad of the opportunity to commend it
for its diligence and its economy. While it is doing this vastly
increased amount of work and deing it on time, it has nok
asked for any more nioney.
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Mr., MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, HUSTED. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia, Agreeing with the gentleman as to
what he says about the Court of Claims, has the gentleman
found that the Federal courts ordinarily work with as much
diligence?

Mr, HUSTED. T do not want to say anything in criticism
of the other courts at all.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I would like to know whether the
genfleman has any opinion on that subject.

Mr., HUSTED. I simply wanted to say something in com-
mendation of the Court of Claims.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I quite agree with the gentleman
as to that, but I wanted to get the other matter discussed to
an extent, if the gentleman is in a position to do it,

Mr. HUSTED. I might say to the gentleman that this is an
appropriation committee, and I am here to furnish facts and not
opinions, but I did want to go out of my way a little bit to say
something for the Court of Claims.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman is such a very able
and experienced lawyer and can take such very wide and careful
survey of matters that any information he might furnish us
would prove of value. 3

Mr. HUSTED. I deeply appreciate what the gentleman says,
but prefer not to give an opinion on a subject on which I do pot
feel sufficiently informed. Mr. Chairman, another very im-
portant item is the item for assistants to the Attorney General
and to the United States district attorneys. These men carry
on chiefly the cases which have been pressed upon the Gov-
ernment as a result of war. Many of them are patent cases.
The patent cases in actual suit which are handled by these
assistants amount now to $231,000,000, and the patent cases
which are to be filed and which will soon result in suits amount
to $250,000,000 more, or $481,000,000 worth of patent cases
alone. That does not include the cases where the amounts
remain yet to be determined. There are 31 attorneys engaged
in these patent cases. They are not on the statutory roll. They
are engaged under an agreement with the Attorney General by
which they ean not charge more than $1,000 a month, or $12,000
in any one year, totally irrespective of the amount done in any
one month or in any one year, They have to render itemized
statements every month, they have to show that they have
actually performed services to the value of $1,000 in order to
get that amount and proportionately less, but they can not get
any more than that. Some of these men have incomes from
their profession of $100,000 a year and upward. They are some
of the most eminent patent lawyers in the United States. They
work in their own offices and they do not work here in the
District.

Mr. FESS. Some of these cases are such that the best talent
-in the country is employed. Are we as a Government equipped
to take care of such matters? .

Mr, HUSTED. 1 am glad to say that we are fully equipped
to meet anybody at the bar in the trial of these important
cases involving millions of dollars. We have one patent case
which involves about $1235,000,000.

Mr. FESS. That sort of a case would employ the best talent
in America on the other side. The Government is equipped to
meet it?

Mr. HUSTED. The Government is equipped to meet it. And
I want to say this, that I think the fact that these men are
entering into these arrangements with the Government, whereby
we get their services for $12,000 a year, is partly due, at least,
to patriotic considerations.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. They are not connected with the
Shipping Board, then, are they?

Mr. HUSTED. They are not.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. I was interested in the gentle-
man’s statement about the amounts involved in patent litiga-
tion. I do not just understand that. Are these claims against
our Government or patents had in connection with the war?

Mr. HUSTED. They are patent-infringement cases.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Did we infringe on the pat-
ents?

Mr. HUSTED. That is the claim.

Mr. REED of West Virginia, The ordinary patent litigation
the Government has nothing to do with?

Mr. HUSTED. Some are cases of patent infringement and
. some are cases of patent appropriation.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman name some
of the articles on which patents are said to have been in-
fringed?

Mr, HUSTED. Well, T will mention alleged infringement of
patents on certain types of building construction. They involve

'

a tremerdous amount of money. I want to say, as to the penal
institutions, that we did not get very satisfactory information,
for the reason that the estimates were made by the wardens at
the penitentiaries, and they had no good, reliable information,
or detailed information, here in the Department of Justice,

They had ample notice to get it, because we had preliminary
hearings there in January, but they did not have it at the time
our hearings were held, and we could not get it. But we found
that the average cost of subsistence was about 30 cents per in-
mate per day. So, finding it as low as that, I came to the con-
clusion that the institutions must be reasonably economically
administered,

Mr. CLOUSE. The gentleman says that the cost of the
maintenance of the inmates in the Federal prisons is 30 cents a

Y.

Mr. HUSTED. The average, running through the year. Of
course, that is partly due to the fact that we maintain fairly
large and fairly productive and well-managed farms at these
institutions. »

Mr. CLOUSE. I was wondering if the gentleman had mad
any investigation with reference to detaining our prisoners, who
are convicted of smaller crimes, in the penitentiaries instead
of in the jails. Does the gentleman think that the Government
ought to have four or five institutions, and then detain such
prisoners as that at $1.17 a day for jail fees throughout the
country ?

Mr. HUSTED. That is a matter of legislation that does
not come within our jurisdiction, and one which we have not
congidered. but it seems to me that the gentleman's conclusion
about it is sound and correct.

I want to say a word in conclusion as to those who served
on the subcommittee. Two of the members who were originally
assigned to us did not serve with us. Mr. Leg of Georgia was
engaged in another subcommittee and could not be with us, and
Mr. Tavror of Colorado was unfortunately ill. But we were
very fortunate in having assigned to our committee Mr. JouN-
sox of Kentucky, who attended, I think, every session of the
subeommittee, although he was sick enough half of the time to
be in bed. [Applause.] And I want to thank that subcom-
mittee and every member of it for the splendid support which
I received from them. They were diligent, they were active,
and they were in attendance all the time,

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the first
place, I desire to request that I be not interrupted relative to
matters which may be more appropriately inquired about during
the discussion of the bhill under the five-minute rule.

As a minority member of the subcommittee I can not but
congratulate the committee in their efforts, in the main, to
curtail expenditures. There are, however, some appropriations
made in the bill which have been made upon sentiment rather
than out of necessity. There are others which may have been
increased too largely, and others which, perhaps, have been
reduced to too great an extent. Those I prefer to take up under
the five-minute rule, rather than now. At this time I wish to
discuss more particularly the report made by the committee. I
do not wish to be understood as entertaining any thought that
any statement made in the report is not true. Upon the con-
trary, I find that every statement made in the report is tech-
nically true, but caleulated to mislead, and I wish to warn
those who read it against forming opinions which are not
Jjustitied.

On page 3 of the report we find this langunage:

For the Depariment of State this bill proposes appropriations total-
ing $9,448,736.16, which Is $7,405.600.93 less than was appropriated
for the current fiscal year, and $1,137.665 less than the estimates
for 1923, The appropriations for the current year include $5,000,000
for payment to Colombia, $1,000.000 for %nrtlci ation in the inter-
national exposition at Rlo de Janeiro, and $200,000 for the Conference
on the Limitation of Armaments, i:eaving these appropriations out
of the caleulations, the amount recommended in the accompanying bill
is $1,205,609.93 less than the current law,

It will be noticed that an appropriation made in the pre-
ceding bill, which now the current law, of $1,000,000 for the
exposition at Rio de Janeiro has been eliminated and is not
to be considered in making up the totals of the report. I have
no criticism as to the elimination of that particular item, but
I would be glad to know why similar items have been included
in the report, unless to suggest unwarranted conclusions. A
million dollars, I say, was appropriated for the Rio de Janeiro
exposition. That amount is set aside and not considered in
the report.

The current law also carried for the “ Commission to Pern,”
$15.000. Upon the same theory or principle, why was not that
$15,000 also eliminated from the report?

Again, for the * Arbitration with Pern,” $45,000 was appro-
priated in the current law and is not carried in this bill. Why
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is it included in the report, except for the purpese of comparing:

the amount appropriated in this bill with that of the preceding
bill?

Again, there was appropriated in the preceding bill $60,000
for the * Arbitration with Norway.” If the $1,000,000 for the
Rio de Janeiro exposition is set aside and not considered in
the report, why should not the $60,000 for the “ Arbitration with
Norway " also be eliminated from this report and not con-
gidered ?

Again, in the preceding bill, payment to Anna Gayle Whife
of §4,500 was authorized. Anna Gayle White has been settled
with. She has received her $4,500. Yet that amount, while it
is carried in this report for the purpose of running up the totals,
should' be eliminated from this report upon exactly the same
principle as the $1,000,000 for the exposition at Rio de Janeiro
was eliminated.

Again, we find that payment was made to Mary A. Higgins
to the amount of $4,000. Mary A. Higgins has been paid, and
because we do not pay her again the item is carried in the
report, whereas it should be eliminated just as the appropria-
tion for Rio de Janeiro was.

Next we have an item of $2,25830 for the relief of Stewart
& Corbin. They have been paid. That amount should have
been eliminated just exactly as was the appropriation for the
Rio de Janeiro exposition, and not carried in the report so as
to swell one of the totals.

Then, in the preceding bill, there is an appropriation of
$481,000 for “buildings and grounds for our embassies and
legations.” All of that $481,000 has been spent except $14,435,
making $466,565 actually spent. Now, why should that $466,565
be carried in this report, except for the purpose of swelling a
total, when all of the original amount except $14,435 has long
ago been spent? Why should not that $466,565 also be elimi-
nated just as was the $1,000,000 appropriated for the exposition
at Rio de Janeiro? >

Then there is the “ Boundary Commission between the United
States and Canada.” For the current year $36,500 was appro-
priated.in the preceding bill. This bill gives $30,000, making a
saving of $6,500. But that is no real saving. The $36,500 was
not needed, just as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hustep]
said, because the field work is virtually completed. Nothing
more is now needed except for office work. Therefore that is
not a real cutting of appropriations because of a disposition to
economize. It is a cut only because there is no necessity for
the work, and it is so conceded,

Next, we have in the report a reference to an item for the
relief of the widow of Joseph B. Akin of $1,095. The widow of
Joseph B. Akin has been paid: Yet this amount of $1.095 is
carried in the report to swell a total, while that, toe, should
have been eliminated just as was the million dollars for the Rio
de Janeiro exposition.

Then, in the preceding bill there was an appropriation of
$50,000 for the purpose of * prosecuting the suits affecting oil
.Jands,” notwithstanding that those suits have been withdrawn.
That amount should be eliminated from this report, just exactly
as the $1,000,000 was eliminated for the Rio de Janeiro expe-
sition.

Then we have in the report an item of $5,000 for the suits
whieh have been set aside relative to the Five Civilized Tribes,
That, too, should not be in this report. Yet it serves to swell a
total.

Then, in the report there is another $5,000 appropriation for
the Pacifie Railroad suits, which have been dismissed. That
$5,000 is used in the report to swell a total in order to make it
appear that this bill appropriates less than the preceding bill
does,

Thoese figures that I have just read amount to $641,418. But
that is not all. There is earried in the report as a saving an
item. of $1,500 for “rent of buildings.” The building is not
being rented, There is no excuse for another $1,500 to be spent;
yet the item is carried in the report and serves the purpose of
swelling a total in order to show that the appropriations this
year are much less than they were last year.

Then, under the caption of * Chargé d'affaires ad interim,”
the appropriation for the current year is $58,000. The depart-
ment recommended only $50,000 and the bill allows $50,000.
The department recognizes that, because of changed conditions,
they could get along with $£8,000 less than last year; but the
committee in its report uses that $S8,000 reduction as a cat,
when, if they had spent it, it would have been wasted. As I
said, on account of changed conditions, the department did not
ask for it, and said there was no use for it.

In the item, “ Passport control act,” the current law called
for $600,000; but, because of changed conditions, again the De-
partment of State said that $425,000 was sufficient. This bill

carries, not the reecommendation of the department, but instead
$350,000; and they eclaim, in order to swell' a total, that they
should Have the benefit of the difference between $350,000 and
$600,000 instead of using the difference hetween $£350,000 and
$425,000, which is $75,000, and not $250,000, as used in the re-
port. Therefore they have in their report used' the amount
$175,000, and that segves to swell a total and to unduly magnify
the difference between the present bill and the preceding one.

Then, under the caption of “ Salaries while being instructed
for Diplomatic and Consular Service” for the current year, we
have $60,000. This year, because of changed conditions, the
department recommends $65,000; but, in making up the report,
they have made the deduction from the $90,000 instead of from
the $65,000, which makes a difference of $15,000.

Under the item of “ Transportation of diplomatie and’ consu-
lar officers ” the current law is $370,000. On account of changed
conditions the department asked for only $300,000. The present
bill allows $275,000; but, in order again to make the difference be-
tween these two bills appear large; $275.000 has been subtracted
from $370,000 instead of from the $300,000. That again makes
a difference of $70,000 in swelling a total.

Under the caption of “International Joint Commission to
Great Britain,” the current law provides $44,000. The depart-
ment asked for only $38,000. The present bill' grants $38.000.
Yet the report, claiming a real cut, subtracted the $38,000 from
the §44,000 of the current law, instead of subtracting it from the
recommendation of the department. There, again, the total is
swelled by $6,000.

Under the caption of “Interallied Committee for Reeduca-
tion for War Cripples” we have $6,000 allowed under the cur-
rent law, but that committee has been discontinued entirely:
and, because there is no occasion to appropriate this $6,000,
again they claim a credit, thereby swelling a total in order to
make the difference between the two bhills as big as possible,

Under * International trade-mark registration” in the pres-
ent law there is appropriated $14,100, but the department says
we need only $9,600. That amount is appropriated in this bill.
Yet, again, swelling a total,” the report has subtracted what the
department says they ought to have, from last year’s appro-
priagin, thereby making a balance of $4,512, which again swells
a to

The total of the sums which I have just read amounts to
$286,012, which, added to those upon the preceding page that I
have just read, make $927,430.

The report carries the statement that $1.205,609 has been
saved as between this bill and the preceding one; yet if we
take the $927.430, that T have just mentioned, from the $1,205,-
609 we have a difference hetween the two bills of only $278,179.
But here comes a very important matter. They not only
eliminated the $1,000,000 which went to the exposition at Rio
de Janiero—but, as I have just said, the report fails. to elimi-
nate like sums which would reduee the difference to $278.179—
but they eliminated entirely another item of $3,000.000.

Under the law we must pay Panama every year $250,000.
This bill appropriates that $250,000, because that sum must he
paid annually. But we are bound also by law to pay Colombiag
$5,000,000 every year for five years. The current law appro-
priated $5,000,000 for,Colombia; but not one penny does. this
bill appropriate for the coming year to pay Colombia. We must
pay it annually, but in this bill the $5,009,000 is eliminated and
is not considered at all, and this item makes a great difference
between the two bills. How are we to pay Colombia $5.000,000
in the next year unless it is appropriated? If ean now be ap-
propriated in no other way than in a deficieney bill. The
$5,000,000 cuts a big figure in the reduction of $7,000,000 and
more which it is claimed to be the difference between the two
hills.

But that is net all. When we reach the Department of
Justice, under the head of * Miseellaneous items” the current
law. appropriates $48,000; but, again, on account of changed’
conditions, the department asked for only $40,000. The com-
mittee gave them $37,000. There they did save $3,000; but only
$3,000. Still they claim the difference between $37,000, which
they gave, and the $48,000 which they gave last year, when, as
I said, only $40,000 was asked for this year, the larger amount
not being asked.

Then in the current law we have $7,500 for repairs to the
Court of Claims building. That has been repaired and the
money spent, No more meney is asked for; none is needed
for the purpose at all: yet, in the figures in the report this
$7,500 is carried, while it shonld have been eliminated, just
as was the $1,000,000 appropriated for the Rio de Janeiro ex-
position, which is carried for fhe purpose of increasing the
difference between these two bills,
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Then under the head of * Supreme Court reports "' the current
law allows $1,057.50. The department, under changed condi-
tions, asked for $585. The committee gave the $585 asked for.
They did not waste money by giving more than was asked;
but in order to increase an apparent saving they have subtracted
the $383 from the $1,057 instead of offsetting it against exactly
the amount which was asked for. Vi

Then we have the Leavenworth, Kans., prison. TLast year for
that we appropriated $818,100. This time the department asked
for $763,600. The committee gave $756,600. Again the com-
mittee, with the effect of enlarging the difference between the
two bills, subtracted the $756,600 from the $818,100 of last year,
instead of subtracting it from the amount that the department
asked for. That makes a difference of $54,500 in favor of the
difference between the two bills,

Then, for the * National Training School for Boys,” the cur-
rent law gives $64,036; but the department this time asks for
only $60,736, and that amount the committee gives, But, again,
enlarging the difference between the two bills, the amount al-
Jlowed is subtracted from the appropriation of last year instead
of being subtracted from the amount asked for. Consequently,
no saving has been made ; and again the difference between these
two bills is enlarged by the amount of $3,300.

Then, under the item of * Miscellaneous expenses,” to be found
on page 16 of the report, there is $665,000 in the current law.
And, again, on account of changed conditions, the department
only asked for $600,000. That amount is appropriated in this
bill. TIn making that deduction they do not subtract the amount
appropriated from the amount estimated for, but they subtract
from the amount appropriated last year, when the necessities
. were greater, thereby making a difference of $§65,000, The total
of these last items is $133,772. So, if we also deduet those items,
which merely seem to be reductions, but which in reality are
not, then the excess in this bill for the Department of Justice
over and above last year's bill is $436,832, and not $303,110 as
stated in the report.

When the $5,000,000 that should be in this bill for the pay-
ment of the amount due Colombia is considered, and then take
into account the items I have mentioned as having been used
to swell the total relied on to reduce the amount appropriated
by this bill, the balance will not be $1,205,609 in favor of this
bill, but instead will be far more than four millions against
the report. .

Mr. HUSTED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. HUSTED. The gentleman can not say that it would be
five million and some odd dollars greater than the current law,
assuming that the $5,000,000 payment to Colombia was taken
out of the current law. The gentleman is taking the $5,000,000
out twice.

My, JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; I am taking it out but
once. The report says that the appropriations in this bill for
the Department of State are $1,205,609 less than current law,
and that the appropriation herein for the Department of Jus-
tice is $303,110 more than current law. Therefore this bill is
only $902,599 less than current law, according to the report.
But if we deduet the items which should have been eliminated,
just as was the $1,000,000 for the Rio de Janeiro exposition,
then the balance would not be as stated in the report; and
when the $5,000,000 for Colombia is considered, the difference
would be still more against the accuracy of the report.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another item in the bill for the
% Detection and prosecution of crime.,” That item is increased
in this bill $250,000. That may be all right, and T doubt not
that it is. I am not complaining about it at.all; I agree with
it. But if we need $250,000 more to prosecute crime, that
means more prosecution; that means more cases; that means
more juries; that means more witnesses.

But the amount for juries has been decreased $50,000 in this
bill, and the amount for witnesses has been decreased $100,000.
S0, while the amount for the prosecution of erimes is increased
$250,000, the amount for juries and witnesses is decreased
$150,000; and the two propositions can not be reconciled in
actual practice. ;

Ii my humble judgment it will be necessary either not to
spend the $250,000, or bring in a deficit for some amount to
meet the decreased amount of appropriation for juries and
witnesses,

In the bill there iz an item for “ Claims between the United
States and Great Britain.” I regret that neither I nor the
chairman of the committee can give you any enlightening in-
formation on the subject. This commission, as suggested by
the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Hustep, has been run-
ning along for years. The committee undertook to ascertain
the number and amount and nature of the claims. That was

insisted upon. Let me read to you from the hearings the
astounding statements made in response to the questions put
by different members of the committee:

Tattler—first claim; Tattler—second claim; Argonaut and French;
David J. Adams; Lord Nelson; Canadienne; Eastry: Lindisfarne;
King Robert; Yukon Lumber; Hardman; Cadenhead; Great Northern
Telegraph ; Hemming; Coquitlam; Favourite; Wanderer; Kate;
Newchwang; Sidra; Jessie, Bayard & Pescawha, .

That is the information that this committee has as fo the
claimants, and the nature of their claims.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Is there anything as to how old
the claims are?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I do not recall, but they are
all old. Now, can anybody tell me why we should appropriate
money to a live-for-ever commission to arbitrate claims that
not only your committee but Congress is denied the right to
know who the claimants are and the nature of the claims?

After that list was sent to fhe committee the request was re-
newed, but the committee was not given any information con-
cerning it. Private information came to me and to the chair-
man of the committee, saying that if more detailed information
were given it might embarrass the claimants or the attorneys.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? :

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I heard it, in one of the
claims only the initials are given.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I did not intend it that way,
but if only the initials had been given they wounld have con-
;e_\'ed just as much information as the full name would have
one.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin., And it is true that the committee
could not tell from the testimony who the real claimant was?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. The committee to this moment
does not knew anything more about it than does the man in
the moon. The depariment declines to tell Congress who the
claimants are, as well as the nature of the claims,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, That is public business. and the
taxpayers are interested in that.

Mr. JOHXNSOX of Kentucky. The department declines to
tell upon the assertion that it might embarrass some claimant
or attorney. If it would embarrass them, so much more the
reason why it should come out and why the Congress should
know why they are appropriating this money. [Applause.]
One of the ifews is for “ Kate.” Who is Kate? The arbitra-
tors concluded to pay Kate, whoever Kafe is, and they make
this note relative to the payvment:

Recommendation of payment of some amount as an act of grace.

- They pay Kate, but they paid her only as an act of grace, and
they will not tell the nature of the claim because it might em-
barrass the claimant or some attorney in this commission or for
the claimant. Karte filed seemingly a questionable claim for
$4.044.75, but as a matter of *grace™ they paid her $1.008.05,
and nobody on this earth except Kate and those whom light on
this subject might embarrass knows to whom it was paid. Is
such a thing to be tolerated?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. JOHNSOXN of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia, Is that the name of a woman or a
boat?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. We do not know anything about
it. All it says is “Kate,” and there it stops. They will not
give us any information, because they say it might embarrass
somebody.

There are some other items in this bill which T wish fo dis-
cuss, but I shall delay their discussion until we reach thenm
under the five-minute rule.

Mr, Chairman, I now yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr, Byrss]. g

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Rocers). The gentleman from Florida
makes the point of order that there is no quornm present. The
Chair will count. [After counting.] Sixty-five Members pres-
ent; not a quorum, The Sergeant at Arms will notify the ab-
sentees, the Doorkeeper will close the doors, and the Clerk will
call the roll,

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Ansorge Blakeney Briggs Chindblom
Atkeson Bland, Ind. Brinson Christopherson
Bankhead Bland, Va. Britten Clark, Fla.
Beedy Bond - Burke Clarke, N. ¥,
Bixler Bowers Campbell. Pa. Classon

Black Brennan Carter Codd
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Connolly, Pa. James Mudd
Copley Jefferis, Nebr. Murphy Sanders, Ind.
Coughlin Johnsen, Miss.  Nelson, Me. Sanders, N. Y.
Crago Johnson, Wash. Newton, Bechall
Crowther Kahn Nelan Sinnott
Davis, Minn. Kearns Norton Blemp
Drewry Kelley, Mich. O'Brien Snell
Bunn Eendagy gliver gm&-

ver enne pea
Edmonids Kiess Oslggme Sproul
Elliott Kindred Overstreet 8
Faust Kitchin P Strong, Pa.
Fields Kreider Parker, N. Y. Sullivan

er Kunz Patterson, Mo. ague

Free Lampert Perkins Taylor, Ark
Fuller Langley Perlman Taylor, Colo.
Funk Lazaro Petersen Treadway
Gallivan Leatherwood Porter Upshaw
Goldsborough Lee, N. X. Pringey Vare
Gorman London Rainey, Ala. Yolk
Gould Luhring Rainey, T11, Walters
Greene, Mass, MeArthur Ransley Ward, N. Y
Greene, Vt. MeDuffie Reavis Ward, N. C.
Grifiin McKenzie Reber Webster
Hammer MeLaughlin, Pa. N ‘White, Me.
Hardy, Tex, Magee Rhodes Williams
Harrison Mansfield Riordan ‘Wilson
Hawes ; Merritt Robertson Winslow
Hays Michaelson Rosenbloom Wise
Hersey Mills Rossdale Wood, Ind.
Hicks Montoya Rouse Woeds, Va.
Ireland Morin - Rucker Wright
Jacoway Mott Ryan Wyant

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. DowgrL, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee
had had under consideration the bill H. R. 11065, the Depart-
ments of State and Justice appropriation bill, and finding itself
withont a guorum, he had caused the roll to be called, when
275 Members answered to their names, and he handed in a list
of the absentees,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, by Executive or-
der signed by President Harding, on Friday, March 31, 1922, the
Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and 31 chiefs
and assistant chiefs of divisions in that bureau, including four
women chiefs, were summarily removed from office and from
the civil-service rolls. [Applause on the Republican side.] The
secrecy and air of mystery surreunding the issuanece of this
order and the cause for its issuance is far from creditable to
those responsible for it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
All of these officials have served the Government for many years.
They had worked their way up by faithful, efficient service, from
lower positions to responsible positions in the bureaun, and so
far as the public knows and believes no suspicion had ever at-
tached to the good name or the record of any one of them. On
the contrary, they enjoyed the confidence and respect of every-
one who knew them.

This actien in arbitrarily removing from their positions some
of the most efficient and loyal officials of the bureau is nothing
short of an outrage, and more especially so on account of the
manner in which it was done. It is a sop of the rankest kind
to certain malcontents in the bureau. Never before in the his-
tory of the civil service has a President taken wholesale action
of this kind, and it was done without a hearing, without a word
of warning, and without the slightest opportunity to be heard.
This action may properly be described as *“ the shambles” of
1922, The dismissed officials left their desks on Friday at the
close of business, and without a word or an intimation from any
source that their services were fo be dispensed with. They
were not even aware that anything of the kind was under con-
sideration.

While at their homes that evening they were notified by
special messengers that they were no longer connected with the
bureau, and the next morning they were humiliated by being
told that they could not enter the doors of the bureau until
after 10 o'clock, and then they were paced by watchmen of
the bureau while they went for their personal belongings.
Such methods would do credit to the methods employed by the
disorganized régime in control in Russia. This action not only
takes from these officials their jobs and salaries but it deprives
them of all retirement privileges. Many of them had served a
great number of years and would soon have reached the time
when by age and length of service they would have been en-
titled to retire. I dare say that few, if any, of them have been
able to accumulate much savings out of the salaries they have
been drawing from the Government. And so, after they have
given the best years of their lives to the Government, they are
now compelled to go inte private life and seek positions under
the handicap of having no training or experience in private

* business. And all this was done by the President without giv-
ing them an opportunity to be heard or without even presenting
a single reason for the action taken. .

When these facts are considered and when it is remembered
that most of them have families, the action taken can not be
elassed otherwise than arbitrary, cruel, and heartless. The
reason assigned, “ for the good of the service,” may mean any-
thing or nothing. If they were removed for political reasons
and to give some of “the faithful ™ a good job, why not have
been candid enough to frankly say so, and, if this be a fact, why
remove them altogether from the civil-service rolls? I submit
that every earmark of this order indicates it was a polifical
move to reward these who have powerful political backing be-
hind them.

The Evening Star, one of the most reliable papers published in
Washington, Republican in policy, had this to say in its issue
of yesterday afternoon concerning the visit of a Republican
United States Senator from Oklahoma to the White House:

He came to the White House to discuss patronage with the President,
and when asked for an expression rega g the recent order bringin
about the changes in the Burean of Engraving and Printing, he mig
that he was sure the President had acted w and that he iad every
reason for making changes in the manner he did, and that he sincerely
hoped the President would not stop there. He said he had called the
President’s attention to more than one case of disleyal Democratic hold-
overs, and he h%!:ed there would soon be a of conditions, and -
that loyal and efiicient Republicans would be found in all the key posi-
tions in the Government in Washington. >

[Applause on the Republican side.]

If the President wishes to put, as another paper expressed it,
“Harding Republicans” in eivil positions in Washington, he
may, of course, do so, but the public may be pardoned for being
a little skeptical of the claim that efficiency ean only be found
in a * Harding Republican.” And I presume that this may be
considered as a notice that all the other Republicans who just
now seem to constitute a very large and inereasing majority of
their party need not apply for positions,

But what I protest against is the acceptance by the Presi-
dent of the ipse dixit of patronage-seeking Members of Con-
gress, even though be be a United States Senator, that some
official whose job he wants for one of his political henchmen is
inefficient or disloyal, and without giving the man thus privately
assailed an opportunity to be heard or even given notice of the
accusation. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The Washington Post, the peculiar and personal organ of the
President, yesterday morning had a labored article attempting
to show that this was a move in the interest of efficiency and
that politics had nething to do with it. It was stated that Re-
publicans as well as Democrats had been removed,

I have made inquiry, and I understand that there were a
number of Republicans, possibly a majority, among those who
were dismissed. The very fact that these officials were retained
by the last administration as chiefs of divisions is conclusive
proof that a Democratic administration did not play politics in
the civil service. But it is significant that those Republicans
had lived here for many years, and they were inactive Republi-
cans, without powerful political backing behind them. This
was, no doubt, the head and front of their offending, for I
assnume that their positions were desired by those who were
active in the ranks. As a matter of fact, it can be said of all
those dismissed, whether they profess to be Republicans or
Demeocrats, that they really had no polities in a voting sense,
because they have been here for many years and have lost their
identity as voters in their former homes. This newspaper states
that other dismissals are to follow in the interest of efficiency.
Then the writer, thinking, perhaps, that some one might ask
why the President has waited for 14 months before beginning
his efficiency program, said that great efficiency had already
been brought about, and with the ridiculous logic which is
characteristic of his paper in defending this administration,
cited the fact that the customs receipts for the month of March
this year were greater in amount than they were a year ago.
Until a sound and responsible explanation is offered, the public
will with good reason believe that this was a purely pelitical
move, taken without regard to the plain, ordinary rights of
those affected.

This fact is emphasized by newspaper publications to the
effect that prominent Republican Members of Congress recently
read the riot act to the Shipping Board, demanding that Demo-
crats be replaced by Republicans and threatening to take the
matter up on the floor of Congress if this was not done. :

I have not the slightest objection to this administration tak-
ing the offices if it desires them. They are entitled to fill every
place which is not of a civil-service nature with a Republican
if they wish to do so. [Applause,] But what I do insist on is,
if this be the object and purpose of this action, that the admin-
istration should deal framkly with the public and not seek to
cover up its real motive at the expense of the reputation of the
men who were dismissed. [Applanse on the Democratic side.]

Mr, JOHNSON of Seuth Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I have not the
time.

If any of them have been guilty of conduct justifying re-
moval, why was not the public so informed when the order was
issued?

If such facts exist, which every one who knows these gentle-
men seriously doubts, why were they not made public when the
order was issued, for its issuance under the circumstances was
a plain aspersion upon the character and good name of every
man and woman who was dismissed, The order itself provides
that those who were entitled by age and length of service to
retirement shall be retired and not dismissed, which in itself
shows that there were at least some of those who were dis-
missed who were not thought unworthy of being retired upon
retivement pay. And yet the order in the manner in which it
was issued. and in the intimations and statements published in
the newspapers at the time, reflects upon every one of these
men and woinen who have served in the bureau for so long a
time and with such fidelity and efficiency.

The eivil service law provides a method whereby a eivil
geryvice employee may be removed. If they were incompetent or
ineflicient, which their service and promotion belies, the law
provides for notice and opportunity to be heard before final
action. It is utterly inconceivable that the President, in the
face of the plain letter of the law and the plain dictates of
justice and fairness to these officials, should have permitted
himself to be made the instrument of a conspiring element in
the bureau to bring about the removal of these men and women
from the bureau.

The suspicion that politics was the underlying reason for this
order which so flagrantly violates the civil service law is
heightened by the fact that the new officials were given new
titles. Was this an effort fo mislead the public into the belief
that the action was taken because of a reorganization of the
burean? It wounld appear so, because the old positions have not
been abolished except by slight and unnecessary change of title.

Efficiency is not promoted by changing the title of chief clerk
to that of chief accountant, or by calling the chief of a division
a superintendent of division, or the custodian of dies, rolls, and
plates a vault keeper, or by changing the title of foreman of
plate cleaners to that of technical foreman of plate cleaners,
and that of storekeeper to that of custodinm of supplies. The
whole thing smacks of a cheap subterfuge which was unworthy
of the administration. What right did the President have to
abolish by Executive order positions created by act of Congress
and create new positions which he can fill without regard to
eivil service? What right has he to destroy the civil-service
status of these officials by abolishing their oflices? If he can do
this, then no civil-service employee is safe,

I shall not have time to refer to the individual cases of these
31 men and women who were dismissed. I wish I had time to
take up each individual case, for it would serve to show the
gross injustice and the indefensible wrong which has been done
to all of these men and women in arbitrarily dismissing them
withont giving them a moment’s warning or a chance to be
heard., Six of them are from New York; six from the District
of Columbia; three from Massachusetts; three from Virginia;
three from Maryland; two from Pennsylvania; two from Ten-
nessee: one from Connecticut; one from Michigan; one from
Arkansas: one from Missouri; and one from Iowa. I have
known the director, Mr. Wilmeth, ever since I have been in
Congress, . He came here many years ago from Arkansas, and
by his ability, zeal, and faithful attention to duty worked his
way up from one of the lowest positions in the Treasury De-
partment to that of chief clerk. and was finally appointed
director of this big bureau. He has always enjoyed the respect
and confidence of those who knew him, He is a Democrat, so
it is said, and if the President wanted to appoint a Republican
in his place, that was his right, and I would be one of the last
to utter a complaint.

But the President should have been frank enough to say so,
if this was the reason. On the other hand, if he has been guilty
- of conduct which justified his summary removal from the
bureau, then those facts should have been given to the publie.
I wonder whether it was the intention first to dismiss the direc-
tor, with the hope that possibly hereafter some cause might be
found for such arvbitrary action. Mr. Fisher, the assistant
director, whose politics I do not know, enjoys an equally high
reputation for integrity and efliciency.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
vield?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will.

: The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee.
little mare time?

[ can not yield.

Can the gentleman give me a

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky.
The CHATRMAN,
nizéd for five minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Is the gentleman aware that after
the harm has been done a letter from the President was re-
ceived this morning by one of the removed officials stating that
the President regrets that the order should be construed as a
reflection on the character and conduct of the officials?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I am aware of it, and it only
emphasizes the outrage of the action in this case. And it may
also be said that the Secrefary of the Treasury is quoted in the
morning papers as having said that no charges involving the
integrity of any of the retired officials had been filed. And yet
they were removed under cover of the night and as if they had
committed some crime against the Government.

Mr, KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, I can not yield.

I have known Mr. E. H. Ashworth, the custodian of dies,
rolls, and plates, for many years. He came here from Tennessee
281 years ago fo accept a position with the Government, and
has given the best years of his life to the service,. He is a
gentleman of the highest character and splendid standing, and
has proven his efficiency and devotion to duty during all these
years. On the very day he was dismissed his accounts and
official conduct had been approved, after having been carefully
checked up according to law by the annual committee appointed
by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of taking an
inventory and investigating the accounts and records in the
vaults and comparing the record with those kept by the Comp-
troller of the Curreney. I hold in my hand a copy of the report
made by that committee, composed of Mr. T. H. Braden, chair-
man and representing the office of the Secretary, and by Mr.
S. L. Hommedien, the representative of the Comptroller of the
Currency and the national banks, and Mr, John F. Green, a
representative of the bureau appointed under the provisions
of the law to investigate Mr. Ashworth's office. It reads as
follows:

I yield five minutes.
The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-

1 MaircH 31, 1922,
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THR TREASURY.

Sir: Pursuant to and in compliance with the instructions of the
department letter dated the 6th day of Januarﬁ, 1922, your committee,
consisting of Messrs. T. H. Braden, Samuel IL'Hommedieu, and John F.
Green, appointed by said letter to examine the stock contained in the
vault of the custodian of dies, rolls, and plates at the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing, haye the honor to report that the said stock has
been examined and checked, and your committee submits its report in
triplicate herewith.

ach and every plece of stock, both engraved and otherwise, has been
examined and checked bﬂ your committee and found to correspond to
the records of the custodian of dies, rolls, and plates.

All the stock which had been canceled in the year 1921 was destroyed
bg'eyour committee by causing the same to be melted in the furnaces at
the navy yard, with the exception of 25 photo negatives, which because
of their nature were destroyed at the bureau. he destroyed material
consisted of 16,214 pieces and weighed 147,330 pounds. The total stock
examined and accounted for was 18,224 pieces.

Your committee regrets that it found several discrepancies in the
records of the comptroller’s office, which were corrected in accordance
with the actual plates found in the vault and made to conform to the
records of the custodian, A

Your committee is grateful to both the officials and employees of the
bureau alike for the many courtesies shown it and for the splendid
cooperation and aid rendered It while engaged in its duties.

Respectfully,
(Signed) T. H. Brapey, Chairman.
8. L'HomMMEDIRU,
Joux F. GREEN.

That report was made to the Secretary of the Treasury at
4.30 o'clock on March 31, and at 6.45 in the evening of the same
day the President, in consultation—so the papers tell us—with
the Attorney General and the Comptroller of the Currenecy,
signed an order dismissing Mr. Ashworth for the good of the
service.

The Comptroller of the Currency was with President Harding,
when the Executive order was signed. If there was inefliciency
in Mr. Ashworth’s office, it must have developed after he left
work that day, and one of the two men who advised with the
President for Mr. Ashworth's dismissal stands convicted by the
report of an administration committee, on which he was repre-
gented, of *discrepancies” in the records of his own office,
which had to be corrected by Mr. Ashworth's record. I sub-
mit that under that report, if the President was honestly seek-
ing efficiency, he should have dismissed the Comptroller of the
Currency rather than Mr. Ashworth, the custodian of dies, rolls,
and plates. And in doing that he would have simply been re-
moving an appointive officer, a man appointed by him, and it
would not have been necessary to violate the plain letter of the
civil service law, as was done when Mr. Ashworth and these
other officials were removed. A

_The same may be said of the character and standing of Dr.
E. L. Beech, the storekeeper, who also came from Tennessee.
[Applause,] If -the President desired some Republican whose
appointment was being pressed by some Senator or Congressman
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to fill these positions, that is all right; but if this be true, why
dismiss them from the civil service rolls and deprive them of
their retirement privileges, for which they would have been
very shortly eligible?

Mr. George U, Rose, jr., a native of the city of Washington,
chief of the engraving division of the bureau, and a gentleman
of the highest character and standing, has labored conscien-
tiously in the bureau for 89 years. He took a firm stand as
chief of the engraving division against inefficiency and rotten-
ness and fought the element now in control. Some of these
very people, openly defying efforts to reform conditions, have
been conspiring to get his scalp, and they have finally gucceeded,
after a secret ex parte investigation, and been promoted them-
selves in the process.

Why, gentlemen, there were five ex-service men included in
this dismissal order of the President.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Please give me five minutes more,

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I regret very much that I have
not the time, unless some gentleman who has had time promised
to him will yield,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman give him five minutes
of the time he had promised me?

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I did not know that I had
promised the gentleman any time, [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON, I understood the gentleman to say that I
would be recognized.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from
Tennessee five minutes additional.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. The names of these ex-service men
are Mr, Wilson, who serveqd his country overseas, and who was
occupying the position of chief of the photolithographic sec-
tion: Mr, Chappell, a Spanish War veteran, who was chief of
the engineering and machine division; Mr. Slattery, a World
War veteran, chief of the electrolytic section; Mr. Farrell, a
Spanish-American War veteran, who was foreman of the build-
ing: and Mr. Chamberlin, foreman of the garage, a Spanish
War veteran who is now drawing a small pension on account
of disabilities incurred while serving his country during that
war., These five war veterans have been suimnmarily and arbi-

trarily dismissed without previous notice or an opportunity to-

show why such action should not be taken, and in the face of
the reported declaration of the President as to his great ad-
miration and his great desire to do justice to ex-service men.
[Applause.] 4

The removal of these officials was an outrage on decency,
It was a blow to administrative discipline. It is a strike at
governmental efficiency. It is an under-the-belt, knock-out blow
at economy and morale. It is a grave injustice. If is an ar-
bitrary and tyrannical rebuke to conscientious effort without a
hearing, without a word of warning, without an opportunity to
be heard in an ex parte proceeding, such as no decent court
would sponsor, these officials, who have given up their lives,
who have sacrificed their blood and sinew, as well as their brain
and skill to the Government, who have sacrificed time that
others took for vacation in order to carry on for the Govern-
ment in war time, have been cut off without a moment's warn-
ing.

The reason for their dismissal and that of the other officials
should not be left to speculation. Man is powerless to clear
himself of charges raised by innuendo, and it is not in keeping
with fairness and fair play to put these men under suspicion
unless there is a clear justification for it.

The same paper, the Evening Star, to which I have heretofore
referred, also had this to say:

One explanation, which comes from confidential sources to-day, of the
radical steps taken by the Executive is this: That since the beginning
of the war approximately ﬂttg billions in securities have been turned
out by the bureau, including bonds, currency, Treasury notes, interna
revenue and other stamps, and all paper handled by the office, and that
the transactions invelved have never been audited.

It ik sufgested that it would be inadvisable to audlt them in the
presence of and with participation by the officlals and employees con-
cerned, and that while not charging that anything is wrong, it was
deon.n;(é advisable to make a change in personnel while the auditing

TOCEeAs,

4 The statement is made that the Government does not indicate that
aught Is amiss, but that cantion admonishes an auditing and account-
ing under the strictest conditions and surroundings.

}it is thought that comment upon this viewpoint may suggest that the
personnel conld have been suspended, without prejudice, during the
auditing, without being dismissed, in clreumstances which it is claimed
will work hardship and are calculated to work injustice,

So keen is the feeling in Congress upon the subject, and especiail
in the Senate, where the incident is likely to be further comment
upon, that several Republican Senators to-day set on foot anxicus in-

quiries directed to high sources to be more adequately informed upon
the facts In the case,
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Just how the incumbency of these officials would prevent a bona
fide audit by an independent bureau of the Government it is
difficult to understand. But even if this was true, why were
they not, as suggested, temporarily suspended, without prejudice,
during the progress of the audit, unless it be that there were
those who wanted their places and were backed by such power-
ful political influence as to compel a disregard of their rights?
And it may be asked, if it is found by the audit that everything
is correct, how is this egregious wrong done to these faithful
and honest officials ever to be righted? They have lost not only
their jobs, the living for themselves and families, but an unwar-
ranted and unjustified reflection has been cast upon them by
the unprecedented and ruthless action taken.

The public should know whether this is the beginning of an
insidious attack on the civil service. If the civil service laws
and regulations are to be disregarded and civil service em-
ployees are to be dismissed without hearing and without even
an explanation except the very general, indefinite, and mis-
leading statement that it is “ for the good of the civil service,”
then no civil service employee, high or low, whatever may be
his record, can feel safe under this administration unless he
is backed by powerful political support. The Attorney General
several days ago offered some very severe criticisms of the
civil service, From his statement we are certainly justified in
believing that he is hostile to the civil service and that he
would, if he could have his way, return to the old spoils sys-
tem of choosing even the minor clerks in his department. The
newspapers tell us that he was one of two high officials who

‘were present and advising with the President when this order

was signed at 6.45 o'clock on Friday evening, It is singular
that the head of the Treasury Department, in which this
bureau is located, and none of his assistants were reported to
have been present at this conference. Is the country to be left
to understand that the President indorses the sentiments of
the Attorney General? Without reference to the merits of the
civil service, the country is certainly entitled to know, and in
the interest of ordinary and common decency and simple jus-
tice these dismissed officials are entitled to know just why
they have been separated from the service. [Applause.] The
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] has introduced a reso-
lution, which I understand has been referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules, asking that an investigation be made by a
special committee to be appointed by the Speaker as to just
what these officials have done and just what were the reasons
for their dismissal.

I hope that the majority will be fair enough fo these men and
these women who liave served their country so faithfully, and
to these ex-veterans of the World War and the Spanish-Ameri-
can War, to permit that resolution to be reported out and
adopted, so that the country may know just why this action
was taken. [Applause.]

Mr. CLOUSE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, I yield.

Mr. CLOUSE. The gentleman has been speaking of ex-
service men, I recall a case that occurred over at Nashville,
Tenn,, some three years ago in appointing a postmaster, where
an ex-service man stood at the top of the list, but an astute
politician in the person of Charles McCabe was appointed post-
master. I wonder if the genfleman indorsed Mr. McCabe or the
ex-gervice man. '

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman
that I did not indorse Mr. McCabe, but, on the contrary, I did
everything in my power, as several gentlemen on this floor
know, among them the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
Jornson], to bring about the appointment of Mr, Webster, the
ex-service man, [Applause.] I repeatedly urged his appoint-
ment,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from
South Dakota,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. The gentleman from Ten-
nessee always believes in clean and efficient government., He
has made a very fine defense of some of the men who were
removed from office,

If it should later develop that any of these men were re-
moved from office because of neglect of their official duties
or such grave misconduct as would occasion great financial
loss, the gentleman from Tennessee would not attack that
action?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Undoubtedly I would not. But
the letter of the President and the statements made by
the Secretary of the Treasury clearly refute any such sugges-
tion. :

b
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett,
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles:

H. R. 8815. An act to amend the act of March 1, 1921 (41
Stat. p. 1202), entitled “An act to authorize certain homestead
gettlers or entrymen who entered the military or maval service
of the United States during the war with Germany to make
final proof of their entries” ;

H. R. 7870. An act for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr.;

H. R. 8832. An act to provide for the exchange of certain lands
of the United States in the Tahoe National Forest, Calif., for
lands owned by William Kent;

H. R.2558. An act for the relief of Richard P. McCullough;
and 1

H. J. Res. 257. Joint resolution to appeint a commission for
the exchange of sites for a post-office and courthouse building at
New York between the Federal Government and the officials of
the city of New York.

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:

8.1945. An act to reimburse the Navajo Timber Co. of Dela-
ware for a deposit made to cover the purchase of timber;

S.3083. An act authorizing the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad
Co. to construct an elevated railroad siding adjacent to its
tracks in the city of Washington;

§.288. An act for the relief of John T. Eaton;

S.1087. An act for the relief of H, L. McFarlin;

S.92092. An act authorizing the Secretary of War fo furnish
certain information for historical purposes to the adjutants
general of the several States and the District of Columbia, and
making an appropriation therefor;

§.534. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to parole
United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June
23, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 23, 1913;

8.3156. An act to change the terms of the distriet court for
the northern division of the southern district of Alabama; and

§.289. An act for the relief of Kate Canniff.

DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND JUSTICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1923,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH].

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, during the debate yes-
terday on the conference report, particularly on the item relat-
ing to salaries of certain officials of the Shipping Board, the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hazrisox], in charge of the con-
ference report on the minority side, stated that so far as he
knew no salaries had ever been paid to Government officials
as high as $35,000. I stated at the time that my impression
was that certain officials of the railroads in the last adminis-
tration were paid as high, if not higher, salaries. The gentle-
man from Virginia thought that statement was not accurate.
I find on investigation that it was entirely accurate. I read
from the statement of the comptroller of the railroads as to
the salaries in force on May 31, 1919.

The regional director of the eastern region received a salary of
$50,000. The assistant regional director and the district direc-
tor of the eastern region each received a salary of $35,000. The
regional director of the Allegheny region received a salary of
$50,000.

The regional director of the Pocahontas region received a
salary of $40,000, The regional director of the southern region
received a salary of $40,000. The regional director of the north-
western region received a salary of $50,000. The regional diree-
tor of the central western region received a salary of $50,000.
The regional director of the southwestern region received a sal-
ay of $50,000.

In other words, there were nine Government officials a very
few years ago who were receiving as high or higher salaries
than those complained of now. I simply state that in order that
the country may be informed and will understand that the sal-
aries being paid now are not unprecedented in recent years,
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr, OLDFIELD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would if I had the time.

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from California [Mr. LINERERGER].

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky, I yield 20 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California,

The CHAIRMAN,
nized for 21 minutes.

Mr. LINEBERGER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. HusTtED], as
usual, has made a very careful and analytical report of the bill,
I notice, however, on page 25 that for the bringing home of
criminals—for the actual expenses incurred in bringing home
criminals from foreign countries, persons charged with crime—
there is an appropriation of only $2,000. On page 43 of the
same bill I notice that there is another item at the end of the
paragraph for penal institutions, line 22, the following:

Expenses incurred in pursuing and identifying esca risoners and
for rewards for their eagture. S‘QD.OOO. VTS s

I am very sorry, indeed, that there is mot at this time any
probability of expending any part of either of these amounts
of money in bringing home that arch slacker, Grover Cleveland
Bergdoll.

Mr, HUSTED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINEBERGER. Yes.

Mr. HUSTED. The $90,000 item covers very many other
objects than that mentioned by the gentleman from California.

Ar. LINEBERGER. T understand that even though the item
of $90,000 would cover other items, no part can be expended for
bringing home Bergdoll inasmuch as he was never committed to
the Federal prison at Fort Leavenworth. Many Members of
this House remember that early in the last session the chair-
man of the Military Affairs Committee, the Hon. Jurius
Kauw, introduced a resolution reported to the House on the
18th of April, 1921, House Resolution 12, which authorized an
investigation of the escape of this nationally famed slacker,
whom I trust will soon be apprehended and brought home to
justice.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINEBERGER, Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The difficulty about bringing
him home is that you have got to catch him first.

Mr, LINEBERGER. I expect to touch upon that shortly.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I hope the gentleman will.

Mr. LINEBERGER: Let me read the resolution which I
shall insert in the Recorp. It is as follows:

Whereas one Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, recently convicted by Army
-general court-martial as a draft deserter and sentenced to confinement
for five years in the United States Disciplinary Barracks at Fort Jay,
N. Y., has escaped from confinement ; an

Whereas charges are made, and there is reasom to believe, that a
plot and conspiracy existed among and between divers and sundry per-
sons, unknown, to consummate the escape of the said Bergdoll from con-
finement under his said sentence; Therefore be it

Resolved, That n select committee of five Members of the House be
appointed by the Speaker of the House to investigate and procure all
factzs relevant to fixing nnibilitir for sald escape and for the
failure to recapture the said Bergdoll, and particularly to determine
whether relatives, friends, covnsel, or attorneys of the said Bergdoll
participated in a plot or conspiracy to effeet or give aid to said escape
or to prevent recapture; or whether officers, noncommissioned officers,
or grh'stes of the Army or other persons connected with the Army or
with the administration of the said disciplinary barracks or any other
person participated in a plot or conspiracy to effect or give aid to said
escape or to prevent recapture or were derelict in the performance of
anjy duty devolved or devolving upon them which contributed to maki
suid escape possible or prevented or hindered recapture or made §
more easy for the said Bergdoll to elude recapture.

That the committee so appointed may conduct such investigation by
gubeommittee or otherwise, may hold sessions during the recess of the
House, may employ whatever assistance, either clerical or legal, it may
deem necessary to aid in eondoeting sald investigation, may administer
oaths, may summon and compel the attendance of witnesses and the
production of papers and documents, may employ a stenographer or
stenographers to report the same, and have the reports of said hearings
printed for use.

That any and all expenses in connection with such inquiry shall be
paid out of the contingent fund of the House upon vouchers to be ap-
proved by the chairman of the committee and by the Committee on
Accounts : Provided, The expenses of said investigation shall not exceed
the sum of $10,000.

That said committee shall report its findings to the House at the
earliest possible date, together with such recommendations as it shall
deem pertinent and advisable,

Ag the House well knows, some of the most distinguished
Members of the House were appointed on that committee.
John A. Peters, of Maine, no longer a Member of the House,
was appointed chairman. Crmrrox N. McArraur of Oregon,
Oscar Lunarine of Indiana, the late lamented and distinguished
Member of the House, Henry D. Flood of Virginia, and Bex
Joansox of Kentucky. On further investigation we find that
this committee on the 18th of August last filed a report, No. 354,
which contains a majority and minority report.

Upon further investigation we find that that report now lies
in that shrouded mausoleum of bills, the House Calendar, and
the Lord only knows when it will come up. There is no ques-
tion but that the people of this country are very much interested
in knowing what a¢tion this House proposes to take upon the
recommendations set forth in that report. I find that very defi-

The gentleman from California is recog-
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nite recommendations were made by the mgjority members
signing the report. On page 33 I quote as follows:

While there are many who participated in the conspiracy 1w1ln§ to
Bergdoll's escape and the acquittal of those who brought it about, there
are three who are infinitely more culpable than the rest. Those three
are General Ansell, Colonel Hunt, and Col. C. C. Creeson. But thus far
no punishment has been imposed upon anybody .that could not be dis-
charged by the Bergdoll millions, and counted a mere trifle.

General Ansell is now out of the Army, He is beyond the jurisdic-
tion of court-martial proceedings, but provision sho be made against
his future practice before any of the departments, before any court-
martial, or in the courts of the District of Columbia or the Nation
above whose safety and integrity he has placed Zlfgcold.

Colonel Hunt, within the next two months after he had participated
80 criminally in the escape of Bergdoll, was promoted from major to
colonel and immediately retired on the pay of $3,600 a year. It be-
comes a serious question who is to pay this lifelong reward for his
perfidy. Those whose backs already are burdened with the most onerous
tax ever imposed must contribute ; and, in addition, more than 4,000,000
of our soldier boys must, throuﬁil:‘out Colonel Hunt's remaining years,
coniribute to this munificent retirement fund in recognition oa!{.:f his
instrumentality in this national tragedy. An outraged Nation has the
right to demand that Colonel Hunt's annuity be discontinued.

Gentlemen of the House, I am not here to discuss the merits
or the demerits of the recommendations made in this report. I
simply desire to bring to your attention the fact that certain
definite recommendations have been made upon the part of the
majority membership, Referring now to the report of the
minority membership of that committee, on page 51, I find the
following :

The $5,000 retainer paid Ansell & Balley was payment for legal serv-
ices and probably had no influence on the part played by Messrs. An-
gell & Bailey in making possible the treasure hunt which led to the
eventual escape.

That is one of the conclusions reached by the minority, which
would seem at least to not discredit or impugn the motives of
Ansell so far as his interest in accepting this fee was concerned.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LINEBERGER. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. As I understand it the
gentleman is simply insisting that this report be brought before
the House for action at once, as soon as it can be reached, and
is not interested in the conclusion as to the guilt or innocence of
anyone. Am I correct in that?

Mr. LINEBERGER. The gentleman is partially correct, in-
asmuch as I am not drawing any personal conclusions in the
matter at all. I am simply guoting from the report itself, and
trying to impress upon the House the necessity of bringing the
matter up at the earliest possible moment. Naturally, I desire
to see justice meted out to everyone guilty in this national
tragedy of errors, which has well-nigh become a national dis-

grace.

. Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. I want to say to the gen-
tleman that I am in hearty accord with him upon that. I be-

lieve some action ought to be taken looking to a decision of the

House upon the questions involved.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LINEBERGER. Yes,

Mr. MANN. What action could the House take on this re-
port?

Mr, LINEBERGER. Inexperienced as I am in parliamentary
matters, it would seem to me that after consideration and de-
bate of the reports rendered by the majority and the minority
membership of that committee, it would be proper for this
House to pass a resolution recommending, if it saw fit, certain
action on the part of the War Department, with a view to
carrying out certain recommendations to which it might desire
to commit itself or of those of one or the other of these reports.

Mr, MANN. The committee did not report any resolution,
did it?

Mr. LINEBERGER. The committee has not reported a reso-

lution, but the majority did make certain recommendations in
its report. r
Mr. MANN, If a resolution were introduced under the rules,

would it not have to go to another committee of the House for
consideration?

Mr. LINEBERGER. It would, but it is very unlikely that a
resolution of any kind whatever will be introduced until the
report itself is debated upon the floor of the House, I first
want to get the report off the shelf, where it has been so peace-
fully reposing for the past eight months. I hope the gentleman
from Illinois now understands what I am driving at.

Mr, MANN. Why does not the gentleman introduce a reso-
lution which he thinks ought to be passed and have it referred
to the appropriate committee, and see if the committee will re-
port it out?

Mr. LINEBERGER. Because I desire that this report be
brought up on the floor of the House and debated, so that the
gnerits or the demerits of the report may be ascertained by the
House, and I have no doubt that if the majority report is

sustained after debate that such a resolution will be introduced
either by myself or some other Member,

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me for taking
up his time, if we could have the report brought up and have
somebody talk about it for some time as we do here in general
debate and it would end there, then there would be nothing that
the House could do.

Mr. LINEBERGER. But it is entirely proper for the House
to pass a subsequent resolution making certain recommenda-
tions based on the report, as I understand it.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman may be correct, though I doubt
whether the House can pass a resolution which has not been
introduced without having it referred to the appropriate com-
mittee for consideration. Such a resolution can be introduced
by any member,

Mr. LINEBERGER. I do not think the gentleman will ques-
tion in the least that the people of the country, the patriotic
American people who sent 4,500,000 of their sons out to fight
the battles of this Nation in 1917-18, are very much interested
in knowing the real facts in this iniguitious Bergdoll matter.

Mr, MANN. Does the gentleman think the country would
learn the real facts because a few Members talked for four or
five hours on the report here some afternoon?

Mr., LINEBERGER. They would be as likely to learn the
real facts from a discussion of that kind as they are from some
of the other discussions that I have heard on the floor of this -
House, in which various gentlemen, including the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois, have taken part.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr., Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, LINEBERGER. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. What does the gentleman think
of the proposition of introducing a resolution of inquiry asking
the department or the President to state what steps, if any, have
been taken by the proper department of the Government?

Mr. LINEBERGER. I am not here to dictate to the House.
I do think this report ought to be brought up here and de-
bated in the open before the country. The people of the United
States want action on this thing, and they are not pleased by
having it set aside on the inactive House Calendar, where it
will probably never be brought up. What we want is action.
If the men who fought the battles of this country in the World
War had spent their time in delaying and further delaying
maftters, the war would never have been won., What we want is
some action on this matter,

It has been placed on the House Calendar, and I have no
desire whatever to lecture or to censure the Members of the
House or the Speaker of the House or anybody else connected
with the matter, but what I want is to see that justice is satis-
fied. And justice will never be satisfied until this matter is
gone over from top to bottom. The American people are not
going to stand for any whitewashing in this matter. If these
gentlemen are guilty, Congress should make certain recommen-
dations and publish them to the country, as far as it may be
possible to do so. If they "are not guilty, they should be
cleared for all time of the charges and the insinuations which
are carried in the majority report.

I was very sorry indeed at the time this committee was
named that there was not at least one ex-service man placed
upon it. I have never believed, nor do I believe now, in group
or bloc representation in the House of Representatives, par-
ticularly so far as ex-soldiers are concerned.

Every man who is here and who incidentally served his coun-
try during the time of war has enough of honor in his inner
consciousness of duty performed, but I do believe, in a vital
matter of this kind, that the experience and knowledge of some
ex-service men should have been brought to bear upon the in-
vestigation. I do not make that statement with a view of
criticizing any of the gentlemen who formed the committee of
five. :

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.

Mr. LINEBERGER, 1 yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I understand the chairman
of the Committee on Military Affairs, Mr. Kaun, specifically *
requested several times that an ex-service man be appointed as
a member of the Bergdoll committee, Does the gentleman know
any particular reason that made the Speaker of the House so
insistent in prohibiting any ex-service man being on that com-
mittee?

Mr. LINEBERGER, I do not. I heard the same thing at the
time, and Mr, KaHN, the chairman of the Commiftee on Mili-
tary Affairs, and dean of the California delegation, told me
personally he would make such a request. However, the
Speaker saw fit to do otherwise, and was acting entirely within
his prerogatives in so doing. After he named the committee I
did not criticize him, nor do I seek to do so at this time, I am

Will the gentleman yield?
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gorry that no ex-service man .or men were included in the
Speaker’s nominations for this important committee.

Mr, FISH. Will the gentleman yiéld?

Mr, LINEBERGER., I will.

Mr. FISH. I remember that the gentleman from California
[Mr. KAuN] requested that all members be ex-service men.

Mr. LINEBERGER. Be that as it may, I do.not know whether
or not that would have facilitated the diseussion of this report
after it was rendered.

I hope, gentlemen, that In the very near future, by some means
or other, the gentleman in.charge of getting this report onto the
floor of this House will see that it is resurrected from the
mausoleum where it lies, and that it be brought on the floor. of
this House, and that -sufficient time will be given for thorough
and intelligent debate. And I think that after such debate
has been had, the gentlemen who are.charged, by inference at
Jeast, will have a chance through their friends and those who
view the matter from the opposite side of the situation to
clear their skirts. At least, the ‘American people and the ex-
service men of the Nation, I assure you, are desirous of having
this matter thrashed out and thrashed out at the earliest possible
moment. [Applause.] ;

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the rest of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back two minutes.

‘Mr. LINEBERGER. T ingert herewith the report of the

. committee.

[House Report No. 354, Bixty-seventh Congress, first sgession,]
ESCAPE OF GROVER CLEVELAND BERGDOLL.

Mr. Jomxsox of Kentucky, from the Select Committee fo
Investigate the Escape of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, submitted
the following report:

«On the 18th day of April, 1921, the House of Representatives
adopted House Resolution 12, reading as follows:

“ Whereas one Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, recently convicted
by Army general court-martial as a draft deserter and sentenced
to confinement for five years in the United States disciplinary
Jbarracks.at Fort Jay, N. X., has eseaped from confinement ; and

“ Whereas charges are made, and there is reason to believe,
that .a plot :and ,censpiracy existed among and between divers
and sundry persons unknown 'to consummate the escape of the
gaid Bergdoll from confinement under his said sentence: There-
fore be it

“.Resolved, That a select committee of five Members of the
House:be appointed by the Speaker of the House to investigate
and procure all facts relevant to fixing responsibility for said
escape and for the failure to recapture the said Bergdoll, and
particularly to determine whether relatives, friends, counsel, or
uttorneys of the said Bergdoll participated in .a plot or con-
gpiracy to effect or give aid to said escape or.to prevent re-
eapture; or whether officers, noneommissioned - officers, or pri-
vates of the Army or other persons connected with the Army or
with the administration of the said diseiplinary barracks or any
other person participated in a plot or econspiracy to effect or
give aid ‘to:said escape or to prevent recapture or-were derelict
in the performance of any duty devolved or devolving upon them
which eentributed to making said eseape possible or prevented
or hindered recapture or made it more easy for the said Berg-
doll to elude recapture.

“That the committee ‘80 -appointed may conduet such in-
wvestigation by ‘subcommittee or .otherwise, may hold sessions
during the recess of the House, may -employ whatever as-
sistance, either clerical or legal, it may feem necessary to aid in
eonducting said investigation, may administer oaths, may sum-
mon and compel the attendance of witnesses and the preduetion
of papers and documents, may -employ a stenographer or stenog-
raphers to report the same, and have the reports of said hear-
ings printed for use.

“That any and all expenses in eonnection with such inguiry
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of ‘the :House upon
vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the committee and
by the Committee on Aceounts: Provided, The expenses of said
investigation shall not exceed the sum of $10,000.

*The said committee shall report its findings 'to the House
at ithe earliest possible date, together ‘'with such recommenda-
tionsas it shall deem pertinent and advisable,”

‘Under that resolution the Speaker appointed the following
special committee: Messrs, John A. Peters, Maine; Clifton W,
McArthur, Oregon; Oscar R. Luhring, Indiana; Henry D.
Flood, Virginia; and Ben Johnson, Kentucky.

The committee held hearings on April 20, May 2, 8, 4, 9, 10, 11,
12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 28, and 24,.and .again on July 19, 22, .23, .and
25, the latter hearings being for the purpese of ingquiring into
the conduet of Maj. Bruce R. Campbell. From the evidence and
testimony given in those hearings the following report is made
by the undersigned, a majority of the committee, to the House
of Representatives:

A very brief statement of the case under investigation is.as
follows:

Grover C, Bergdoll, now ahout 28 years of age, was subject
to the draft.made during the recent World War. He evaded the
draft, became a fugitive as a slacker, and eontinued such for
something ‘more than a year and a half. During that time he
was in the United States, and frequently sent taunting and
defiant letters to the highest authorities of our Government,
His residence was in ‘Philadelphia.

After the armistice was declared young Bergdoll returned to
Philadelphia ; and, it seems, gpent at least a part of his time at
his residence there. Just prior to January 7, 1920, the author-
ities received imformation to the effect that for several weeks
he had been at.one or the other of some four or five residences
in or mear Philadelphia. On the morning of the Tth of Janu-
ary, 1920, officers went to each of these residences, surrounded
them, and made search of the several premises,

When the officers went to the residence owned by Grover C.
Bergdoll, his mother refused them admittance, although the
officers had a search warrant with them, and so told her. After
spending considerable time endeavoring to get into the house,
one .of the officers plaeced his pistol against the door lock and
shot it off. When, in this way, they had gained entrance into
the house they were confronted by Mrs. Bergdoll, who held
them off with an automatic pistol. However, they managed to
get that away from her and then proceeded to search the house,
When every part of the house had been searched and they were
about to leave without finding Bergdoll, one of the party lifted
up the top of a small window seat and found Bergdoll concealed
therein, although it seemed next to impossible for a man of his
size to get into such small space.

When Bergdoll had come out of the window box he was hand-
cuffed to one of the officers, and.another of the officers kept the
key to the handcuffs, In this manner he was transported to
Governors Island at New York, where the Government had a
military .disciplinary prison in charge of Maj. John (E. Hunt.
In due course of time he was tried, eonvicted, and sentenced
to five years’ imprisonment for violating the draft laws.

Under usnal eircumstanees he would have been sent immedi-
ately to Fort Leavenworth, Kans., to (begin ‘serving his term.
However, under -one pretext or another, 'his being sent to
Leavenworth was deferred. On May 20, 1920, he was permitted
to leave the prison at Governors Island, accompanied by a
guard composed of two sergeants, for the alleged purpese .of
going into the mountains of ‘western Maryland to secure some-
thing ‘more than '$100,000 'in 'gold -which he claimed to have
buried there. 'When he reached Philadelphia on thatpretended
mission he made his escape, drove through the country insan
automobile, ‘accompanied by one Ike Stecker, to the (Canadian
line, there abandoned the automobile, and went 'to Winnipeg,
Canada. ‘At ‘that place, by false representations, ‘he 'secured
passports for himself and Stecker to London, from which place
they found their way toParis and thence into Germany, where,
according to the best information, they still are.

Shortly after Bergdoll's inearceration at Governors Island it
was urged that he was of unsound mind, and therefore should
be released. However, he was declared to'be of sound miind.

'Next, habeas corpus proceedings were instituted for the pur-
pose of securing his release. The writ of habeas eorpus failed
to bring his release. Having been eonvicted, and both ‘the in-
sanity plea and the habeas ‘corpus proceeding having failed,
some other means of securing his escape had to be resorted to.

Until that time D. C. Gibboney, of Philadelphia, was chief
counsel for Bergdoll. Tt is gemerally coneeded that Gibboney
was mot much of a lawyer, but more of a practical manager for
better lawyers, It is in evidence, and undisputed, that Gib-
boney, representing Bergdoll, sought 'to employ Judge John “W.
Westcott,'a very eminent New Jersey lawyer. Westeott denies
vigorously that he ever accepted the employment, while 'Gen.
Samuel Tilden Ansell and his partner, Edward S. Bailey, testi-
fied ‘emphatically to the contrary.

It is admitted that Judge Westcott wrote a letter to the Sec-
retary of War stating that he—Westcott—was *“ enormously "
interested in Bergdoll's court-martial trial, and wonld be glad
to have the Secretary of 'War give his personal attention to the
case. The Secretary of War courteously replied, but said that
the case had not come to his personal attention, and would not
unless it reached him through the regular course of business,

It is also admitted that upon a certain occasion Gibboney
gave Judge Westcott .a $1,000 bill in payment of “a” fee.
Judge Westcott denied that it was in payment of any fee on
aecount of any employment by Bergdoll, stating that it was in
payment of other employments.

Mrs. ‘Bergdoll testified that at one time she paid Gibboney
$10,000 in eurrency. While she would not state that she ever
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gave Gibboney a $1,000 bill, she did state that she kept large
sums of money in her house, and that upon different occasions
she had had many $1,000 bills. Putting those circumstances
together it is possible that the $1,000 bill which Judge West-
cott received was paid to Gibboney by Mrs. Bergdoll and then
by Gibboney to Judge Westcott, but not necessarily on account
of Bergdoll.

After Bergdoll had finally escaped and had fled the country
the grand jury was about to meet in Philadelphia for the
purpose of returning indictments against all those engaged in
the conspiracy through which Bergdoll eseaped. Either just
prior to the meeting of the grand jury or during their sittings
Judge Westcott wrote a letter to the Attorney General of the
United States confidently expressing the opinion that Gibboney
was as innocent of any part in the conspiracy as an unborn child.

That letter was forwarded by the Attorney General to the
distriet attorney at Philadelphia. Gibboney was not indicted.

The law firm of Ansell & Bailey was employed in April, 1920,
by Gibboney to represent Bergdoll in an effort to have the court-
martial conviction reversed or set aside.

As already stated, both Ansell and Bailey testified that
Westeott was counsel, but only in “an advisory capacity,” or
as “advisor of Mr. Gibboney.” General Anseil fell out with
Judge Westcott over this gquestion and quit speaking to him
because of differences in their statements concerning it. But
their falling out has nothing to do with the real issue in the
case. Westcott contended for none of Angell's fee, He merely
declined to elaim any of the honors (7) accompanying the
victory won, not through the courts but through the gold-
hunting expedition.

For the purposes of this investigation it is not deemed
important whether Judge Westcott was a regularly employed
and paid counsel for Bergdoll, or whether as a friend to
Gibboney he merely was counseling him. But it can not be
disputed that he was acting in either one or the other of those
capacities. Neither is it considered important whether General
Ansell knew in which of these two capacities Judge Westcott
was acting, as General Ansell could have made and did make the
same use of Judge Westcott regardless of the capacity in which

he was acting,

: It is interesting to know that General Ansell, until a short time
before his employment in the Bergdoll case, had been an officer
in the Regular Army of the United States for about 25 years;
and that during the war he was the next officer in authority to
General Crowder, the Judge Advocate General. However, dur-
ing the war General Crowder was more directly concerned and
employed in preparing and executing the draft law, thus vir-
tually leaving General Ansell as the Judge Advocate General,

At the time above indicated General Ansell resigned from the
Army and associated himself with the law firm of Ansell &
Bailey, making a specialty of military law.

Somebody conceived the idea of concentrating Gibboney’s
cunning and energy, Westcott's influence with the then adminis-
tration, and Ansell’s standing with the Army officials into one
general scheme of defense or escape. Each of these three
agencies—purposely or unwittingly—was effectively and con-
certedly at work at the same time on either one or both of these
two propositions.

It was known to Gibboney, Westcott, and Ansell that during
the preceding October and November Mrs. Emma C. Bergdoll,
the mother of the draft dodger, had, in full compliance with
law, exchanged $105,000 in currency for that amount in gold
at the Treasury of the United States, which gold she claims to
have buried. It must be that the mind of one or more of the
attorneys just mentioned turned to Mrs. Bergdoll’s alleged
buried gold, and, upon that story, built the one to which refer-
ence is made in a letfer sent by General Ansell to Adjutant
General Harris, dated Tuesday, May 11, 1920. That story was
not nsed by any of the Bergdoll attorneys, nor did it have any
semblance of plausibility until General Ansell was employed in
the case, nor until it had been colored and recolored by his
fertile imagination.

It is admitted that General Ansell called npon Adjutant Gen-
eral Harris in the afternoon of May 11, 1920, and that later that
afternoon, at his office, dictated a letter to Adjutant General
Harris relative to the conversation which they had just had
about Bergdoll’s release. That letter as dictated seems not to
have been sufficiently strong for General Ansell's purposes.
Consequently he directed Miss Sisson, his stenographer, not to
typewrite the letter until the next morning. General Ansell
that night, at his home, with lead pencil, wrote out another
letter. Next morning that was typewritten by Miss Sisson,
signed by General Ansell—not by the firm of Ansell & Bailey—
and sent to The Adjutant General. -

Miss Sisson, the stenographer, preserved her shorthand notes
of the letter dictated on the afternoon of May 11, 1920, That

letter was not sent. In her testimony before the committee she
read those notes and reduced them to typewritten copy, reading
as follows:

“May 11, 1920,

“MyY DeAr GExerAr Hagris: I wish to confirm, in this in-
formal way, the statement I made to you a few moments ago
orally in support of the request that I am making of you and
the Secretary of War. I am counsel for Grover Cleveland Berg-
doll, a so-called draft deserter, now in imprisonment at Fort
Jay pending the review of his case by the War Department.
Bergdoll is represented in Philadelphia by Mr. D. C. Gibboney,
a gentleman of the highest standing in that city and a lawyer

-of unquestioned probity. Judge Westcott, formerly attorney

general of New Jersey, and who doubtless is well and favorably
known to Mr. Baker, is a consulting counsel in the case and
adviser of Mr. Gibboney.

“ Last Friday Mr. Gibboney, accompanied by Judge Westcott,
came to my office and conferred with me about a situation con-
cerning young Bergdoll's property, which was so strange that
the truth of it, under normal cirenmstances, wonld hardly justify
belief. In view of the faet that Mr, Gibboney believes Bergdoll's
statement to be true, and in view of the numerouns circumstances
tending to support it, I myself believed it to be credible and such
as to justify counsel in making of the department this present
request, *

“This young man has unqguestionably inherited a very con-
giderable property from his father. He has not heretofore de-
veloped that sense of responsibility required for the care and
proper use of a large sum of money. I understand that the con-
trol and influence of his mother have not tended to the develop-
ment of an adequate sense of responsibility in such matters. I
am advised also that there have been family difficulties which
seem to have produced a desire in this young man to get a
physical control over his property, ungoverned by the other mem-
bers of the family.

“The motive for his action was probably complex and not
easily understood, but I am advised that at different times he
took two large sums of money in gold coin and placed them in
large metal containers; one, I am advised, he left with some
person in western Maryland. This has been recovered. The
other, Bergdoll states, he took, all alone, and buried it in an
out-of-the-way place on some mountain side, at a place within a
day’s railway travel from this city. This sum amounts to
about $150,000 gold coin, He is quite unable to direct Mr. Gib-
boney or me how to find it, ang, of course, assuming his state-
ment to be true, it can be found only by him in person. He is
now thoroughly perturbed with the apprehension that he may
never recover it and is intensely anxious to be permitted to go
with counsel and under guard to find it. He wishes to recover
it and turn it over to some proper custodian for safe-keeping
and investment,

“And such is my request. Upon all the facts before me, it
seemed entirely reasonable to me, and so it seemed to you. I
hope and believe it will seem so to the Secretary. I do not
desire to ask the privilege, but only that which is necessary for
this man to conserve what is his. There can be no danger of
escape. The department will, of course, send such guard as it
sees fit, and all expenses will be borne by us. In addition,
I shall hold myself, as counsel, responsible for the safe return
of this prisoner to his place of confinement and that no advan-
tage will be taken of such leave as is granted other than that
which is the object of this request.

“May I ask that this communication, for the time being, will
be kept within the knowledge of yon and the Secretary alone,
and may I ask you to take it up at your very earliest conveni-
ence with Mr. Baker and let me know the result?

“With very kindest regards, I am,

“ Very sincerely yours.”

The general tenor of the above letter, which was not sent to
General Harris, should, by all means, be compared with the one
which was sketched out that night with lead pencil, and which
was sent the next day to General Harris. The charges made
were most adroit and clever ; were not authorized by other coun-
sel in the case whose names were used; in some instances were
not warranted by the facts.

The letter actually sent reads as follows:

ANSELL & BATLEY, ATTORNEYS AT LAWw,
Surtes 710-712, Rices BurLpixe,
Washington, D, €., May 11, 1920.

My Desr GeENErAL Hamris: Please permit me, in compliance
with your helpful suggestion of a moment ago, to place before
you in this manner my request, concerning which I have just
spoken to you, in behalf of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, together
with a brief statement of the reasons therefor. .
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This man, in virtue of his conviction and sentence as a so-
called “ draft deserter,” is now imprisoned at Fort Jay pending
the review of his frial by the War Department, I am his
attorney. His home counsel in Philadelphia is Mr. D. C. Gib-
boney, of unexcelled repute as a man and a lawyer. Of counsel
algo, in a consulting capacity, is Judge Westcott, of New Jersey,
whom doubtless the Secretary well knows. These gentlemen
visited me last Friday and related to me a situation which we
believe to be true and which impels us to submit this request.

This young man was reared fatherless under family conditions
which, even when partially revealed, threw considerable light
upon conduct of his that, to say the least, is strange if not
unintelligible,. From the father he inherited wealth. Appre-
hending the family desire to control his share, he at times has
openly submitted and at others has become secretive of his
wealth. This latter perhaps is the most influential of the many
complex motives for his actions in the instance I now speak
of. In any event, it is now known that he did secrete one large
sum of money, which was recovered a year or so ago. He now
declares that he also hid a second large sum, the remainder of
his fortune ($150,000), in a lonely spot on a mountain side, dis-
tant about a day's journey from this city; that he placed the
gold coin in a metallic container and took it himself, unaccom-
panied, and hid it in a spot which he alone can identify. Cir-
cumstances indicate the truth of his statement.

He is now wrought up with fear and anxiety lest he may
never recover the money, and accordingly earnestly asks me,
other counsel joining him, to endeavor to arrange it that he
may go, under guard and with his counsel, to recover the money
and place it in safe-keeping, all expense to be borne by us.

We are requesting no privilege, only the necessary liberty of
action, under guard. This prisoner has no desire to escape, nor
could he if he wanted to. Notwithstanding the guard, as his
counsel I stand responsible for his prompt return to prison,
without advantage to him other than that involved in the object
of his request,

I hope this request nray be granted immediately. It seems
reasonable and right to me, and also to you, and I hope—and
doubt not—that it will seem so to the Secretary.

May I ask prompt action upon this request? May I also ask
that, if possible, knowledge of the contents of this communica-
tion, for obvious reasons, be confined to you and the Secretary,
and, further, that you notify me personally at the first prac-
ticable moment after you have decided upon this request?

With kind regards for your many courtesies, 1 am,

Sincerely, .
S. T. ANSELL.

The purpose of these changes is obvious when the two papers
are compared and the end to bé accomplished considered.

In the first sentence of the letter, which was not sent and
which afterwards was pruned and put into more seductive form,
he mrade the request of both General Harris “and” the Sec-
retary of War, while the letter which was actually sent used
this language:

“ It seems reasonable and right to me, and also to you, and I
hope—and doubt not—that it will seem so to the Secretary.”

If the letter had been sent as first written, it would have
been necessary that the request go to the Secretary of War.
The second letter—the one that was sent—merely expressed the
hope that the request might seem reasonable to the Secrefary,
. but omitted the specific request that the matter be referred to
the Secretary.

Another sentence in the letter which was not sent reads as
Tollows :

“ Judge Westeott, formerly attorney general of New .Jersey,
and who doubtless is well and favorably known to Mr, Baker,
is a consulting counsel in the case and adviser of Mr. Gib-
bOHe}'."

That sentence was changed to read as follows in the letter
that was sent:

“ His home counsel in Philadelphia is Mr. D. C. Gibboney, of
unexcelled repute as a man and a lawyer. Of counsel also, in a
consulting capacity, is Judge Westcott, of New Jersey, whom
doubtless the Secretary well knows.”

General Ansell is a man of extraordinary native ability, won-
derfully improved by training and education. No man better
knows the exact use of words and their effect than does he.
The conclusion is irresistible that General Ansell was then
using with emphasis the name of Judge Westcott to bring in-
fluence to bear upon the Secretary of War, should the commu-
nication ever reach him, and just as certainly to bring to bear
additional influence with General Harris.

Also, in the letter first dictated, he said that Judge Westcott
was “ adviser of Mr. Gibboney.” That expression or assertion
is left out of the letter which was sent. Is it possible that

General Ansell, even at that time, was giving more or less
thought, with the view of later dividing responsibility, to the
attitude of nonemployment which Judge Westcott assumed?
Westcott admitted that he “advised” with Gibboney, but de-
nied that he was employed by Bergdoll, and there is no con-
tradictory proof.

In the letter which was not sent General Ansell used this
language :

“ Last Friday Mr. Gibboney, accompanied by Judge Westcott,
came to my office and conferred with me about a situation con-
cerning young Bergdoll’'s property, which was so strange that
the truth of it, under normal circumstances, wounld hardly jus-
tify belief.” :

Upon consideration by General Ansell that language must
have appeared too strong. No doubt he was apprehensive that
that language might raise with General Harris a question as
to the plausibility of the whole story. In that language Gen-
eral Ansell stated, in substance, that Gibboney and Westcott
had conferred with him about a situation which * would hardly
justify belief.” So, if the story about which Ansell, Gibboney,
and Westcott “ conferred” would “hardly justify belief,” it
must be changed, if General Harris was expected to accept and
act upon it. Then General Ansell’'s statement was changed into
being such a plausible one that all of them—including Ansell—
believed the story; and, in consequence, were ‘‘impelled” to
make the request.

The changed or altefed statement reads as follows:

“These gentlemen visited me last Friday and related to me
a situation which we believe to be true and which impels us
to submit this request.”

When General Ansell dictated the statement that * would
hardly justify belief,” that statement being the result of a con-
ference with Gibboney and Westcott, one must wonder whether
or not those two gentlemen, or either of them, consented to the
change from lack of belief to one so certain that they were
“impelled " by it to ask for Bergdoll’'s release. It is a self-
evident fact—the others not being in Washington—that Ansell
made the change without consulting the others. He attributed
to each of them a * belief " which, perhaps, neither entertained.
In the first draft it is not stated that either believed the story,
but in the second all are represented as believers in it.

It is interesting to note the reasons assigned by General An-
sell for the burial of the gold. In the letter not sent he uses
this language:

“This young man has unquestionably inherited a very con-
siderable property from his father. He has not heretofore de-
veloped that sense of responsibility required for the care and
proper use of a large sum of money. I understand that the
control and influence of his mother have not tended to the de-
velopment of an adequate sense of responsibility in such matter.
I am advised also that there have been family difficulties which
seem to have produced a desire in this young man to get a
physical control over his property, ungoverned by the other
members of the family.”

In the letter actually sent to General Harrig, General Ansell
gave the following as an explanation of the unusual conduct of
Grover Bergdoll : :

“This young man was reared fatherless under family condi-
tions which, even when partially revealed, throw considerable
light upon conduct of his that, to say the least, is strange if not
unintelligible. From his father he inherited wealth. Appre-
hending the family desire to control his share, he at times has
openly submitted and af others has become secretive of his
wealth. This latter perhaps is the most influential of the many
complex motives for his action in the instance I now speak of."

In the letter not sent, General Ansell speaks of certain vague
“ family difficulties,” which “seem” to have caused Bergdoll
to desire a physical control of his property. These paragraphs
clearly illustrate the difficulties, which even the astute mind of
Ansell could not overcome, in giving adequate and sufficient
explanation of the motives which prompted Bergdoll to bury
the gold. Some excuse for this conduct had to be given, and the
labored efforts of Ansell have only tended to make confusion
worse confounded.

The letter which was not sent used the language: “ There can
be no danger of escape.” That was changed in the letter which
was sent to: “This prisoner has no desire to escape.”” That
change makes the statement stronger to General Harris, and
also lays the foundation for denial of personal responsibility in
the future for counsel not attending the expedition.

It should be noted that General Ansell did not merely express
the opinion that the * prisoner has no desire to escape.” In-
stead he made the unqualified statement to that effect. How
did he know the prisoner had no desire to escape? According
to his own admissions he then had had no communication with
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the prisoner relative to the expedition for the buried gold, and
consequently no direct information upon which to base that
statement as fact. It may be that the other attorneys who
consulted with General Ansell about the release to get the
alleged buried gold agreed to the statement that * there can be
no danger of escape”; but it is possible, at least, that they
would not have approved the statement as fact that Bergdell
had *no desire to escape.” The former statement, no doubt,
was based on the then, but afterwards violated, arrangement
that one of counsel was to accompany the expedition; that the
prisoner was to be handcuffed ; that a commissioned officer was
to go along, and that the guard was to be both ample and prop-
erly instructed.

The first proposition accompanied by the foregoing considera-
tions is quite different from the one that “ the prisoner has no
desire to escape,” especially since each and every one of the
conditions just related were to b® utterly disregarded.

It is going a long way for one of the counsel to make such a
wide departure from the original statement without having the
approval of the counsel whose names were used in the communi-
cation conveying the changed representations.

In the letter which was sent there is something that does not
appear in the one which was not sent. That language is this:

“He (Bergdoll) is now wrought with fear and anxiety lest
he may not recover the money, and accordingly earnestly asked
me (Ansell), other counsel joining him, to endeavor to arrange
it that he (Bergdoll) may ge, under guard and with his coun-
sel, to recover the money and place it in safekeeping, all ex-
penses to be borne by us.”

When it is considered that General Ansell stated that he had
no communication with Bergdoll after he saw him at Gov-
ernors Island on April 17, when, according to General Ansell,
no mention was made of the proposed search for the buried
gold, was very remarkable, to say the least.

It will be noticed that General Amnsell says in the above
gquotation that Bergdoll earnestly asks him to endeavor to ar-
range it so that he (Bergdoll) may go, under guard and with
his counsel, to recover the alleged buried gold.

If at that time General Ansell had had “ no communication ”
with Bergdoll relative to the matter, how is it possible that
Bergdoll so *earnestly” made that request of him? General
Ansell can not claim that that request was conveyed to him
through either Gibboney or Westcott, for the reason that he
himself says in the above-quoted paragraph that the request
was made by Bergdoll, “other counsel joining him ™ in the
request. Nothing of that sort was said In the letter which
General Ansell dictated to his stenographer immediately after
he left General Harris on May 11. That mmst have been an
afterthought, originating in his own mind and not warranted
by the statement of either Gibboney or Westcott.

In both letters—the one which was not sent and the one
which was sent—General Ansell stated that he would be respon-
gible for the return of the prisoner.

General Ansell in his testimony repeated several times the
statement that General Harris “ did not expect” him to accom-
pany Bergdoll on the expedition, but that he did expect some
one or more of connsel to accompany it, Both General Ansell
and his partner, Mr, Bailey, testified that the agreed arrange-
ment was that Mr. Bailey was, at least, to meet the expedition
at Hagerstown, Md., and accompany it during the remaining
20 or 25 miles of the proposed journey to the spot where the
gold was said to be buried. The law firm of Ansell & Bailey
was employed by Bergdoll, but General Ansell did not pledge
the firm to see to it that Bergdoll was returned, Instead, the
pledge was General Ansell's personal one,

It has been admitted by General Ansell and by everybody else
who testified upon that point that at least one of Bergdoll's
attorneys was to accompany the expedition.

General Ansell himself did not state that he told General
Harris that he himself would not accompany the expedition.
He merely expressed the opinion that General Harris “ did not
expect ” him to do so. If General Ansell himself was not to go,
but counsel was to go, then the question arises: Whom did Gen-
eral Harris “expect” would go? Neither of General Ansell's
letters—the one which was sent nor the ome which was not
sent—indieates that Westcott was to go. In the letter which
was sent Westcott is referred to as an attorney *in a consult-
ing capacity,” while in the one which was not sent Westcott was
referred to as an “advisor of Mr. Gibboney." In addition,
Westcott is an old, palsied man, not physically equal to the
trip outlined by General Ansell.

General Ansell himself did not in his testimony make even
the slightest claim that Westcott was to go. Therefore, accord-
ing to General Ansell, not attorney except Gibboney or Bailey
could have been expected to go. General Ansell says he himself

did not contemplate making the trip; and since he knew that
Judge Westcott could mot, if he would; and, further, since he
knew two days and two nights before the expedition started
that his partner, Mr. Bailey, was not going, he was bound to
know that the only one of counsel who might possibly accom-
pany the expedition from beginning to end was Mr. Gibboney.

General Ansell knew several days in advance that the expe-
dition would start May 20; and he knew that Gibboney himself
did not contemplate making more than a part, if any, of the
journey. So there is no escape from the conclusion that Gen-
eral Ansell knew, at least two days and two nights before the
Journey started, that his pledge made to General Harris in this
respect was to be violated.

When General Ansell was on the witness stand the question
was put to him a number of times, and by different members of_
the committee, to indicate at least one specific act done by him
looking toward the redemption of that pledge. To each and
every one of thosp questions he was either nonresponsive or
evasive. To some of them he replied, in substance, that he had
sought to have Bergdoll recaptured after the escape had been
accomplished. In other words, all that he specifically claimed
to have done was to undertake to lock the stable door after the
herse had gone. He plead, in extenuation, after Bergdoll had
escaped, that be offered a reward for his recapture. If he had
been recaptured and the reward had been claimed, no doubt
every one of the many who furnished information here and
there would have claimed all or part of the reward, and liti-
gation over it would have been interminable, and the day of
payment far in the future, if at all. Then, it is most probable,
indeed, that an officer, and not a private citizen, would have
made the arrest; and an oflicer can not maintain a cause of
action to enforce the payment of a reward for making an arrest
which he should have made regardless of the reward.

The two letters—the one which was sent and the one which
was not sent—when taken in connection with all of the other
happenings in the case, show that General Ansell was not only
taking advantage of his long association in the Army with Gen-
eral Harris, but was actually misleading him into having
Bergdoll released for the purpose of seeking the alleged hidden
gold. It also is clear that he undertook to use Judge Westcott
for the purpose of bringing to bear a political influence upon
anybody in the then administration who might be needed to make
sure of the gold-hunt release; which, at last, spelled Bergdoll's
escape. Then, when Judge Westeott, in response to General
Ansell's nurging, had not seen the Secretary of War in person,
Anseli, still using him, had him write a letter to the Secretary
of War asking him to take Bergdoll's case under personal ad-
visement.

It was known to General Ansell that Judge Westcott had put
Woodrew Wilson in nomination for the Presidency of the United
States, both at Baltimore and four years later at St. Louis, and
that Westeott was a personal friend of both the President and
the Secretary of War. Knowing that, he took particular pains
to inject Westcott's name into the letter which he wrote General
Harris; and then, in his presence, had Westcott write a letter
to the Secretary of War in Bergdoll's behalf, based upon West-
cott's alleged * enormous ” interest in the case.

It was made clear that Westcott's services as active counsel
in the case were sought by both Gibboney and the Bergdolls, and
just as clear that Westcott declined to act in that capacity.

Since Gibboney, practicing only in the civil courts, and Ansell,
practicing as an expert in military law, met, it matters little
which found the other, or how, as both were on a hunt for the
Bergdoll gold, and each got much of it.

After the employment of the firm of Ansell & Bailey, both
Ansell and Bailey visited Governors Island and saw Bergdoll,
their visits being made at different times. Mr. Bailey returned
from (Fovernors Island to Washington and reported to General
Ansell at his residence on the night of the 17th of May, at which
time it became understood and agreed between them that neither
was to go upon any part of the expedition. The question nat-
urally arises that if one or the other of them was to go—and
Bailey admits that he had agreed to join the expedition at
Hagerstown, Md.—why was there a change of mind just follow-
ing Bailey's return from a visit to Bergdoll to the effect that
neither was to go at all? And, further, why was not General
Harris so advised? He was within a stone’s throw of them duor-
ing these two days and two nights. What happened between
May 11 and May 17 that did away with the necessity of even
Bailey's going? Was information received by either Ansell or
Bailey at Governors Island, where Bergdoll was confined under
Colonel Hunt, that the gold was not buried at Hagerstown, or
that the expedition would mnot proceed beyond Philadelphia,
where Mrs. Bergdoll says the gold was buried and at which
point Bergdoll escaped?
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The fact has been established by Treasury officials that Mrs.
Bergdoll, during October and November, 1920, exchanged
$105,000 in currency for that amount in gold; and it is conceded
that she took that gold by automobile from Washington to
Philadelphia.

About a month and a half after Mrs. Bergdoll got the $60,000
in gold, which was the last amount gotten, young Bergdoll was
arrested in his mother's house in Philadelphia. - Shortly after
his arrest and his transfer to Governors Island he there com-
menced telling about having buried two different amounts of
gold. His mother had gotten two different amounts of gold—
$45,000 and $60,000—and she has testified that she made two
different burials of these amounts. She further states that her
gson neither knew that she had goften gold nor that she had
buried any.

It is admitted by Mrs. Bergdoll that young Bergdoll had been
at her house in Philadelphia quite a little between the time she
got the gold and the time when he was arrested and taken
away to Governors Island. It is strikingly strange thai he
should be telling his associates in prison and counsel that he
had buried two sums of gold, amounting to more than $100,000,
while, if we believe the mother, she had actually buried the two
different sums, aggregating approximately the same amount of
which Bergdoll himself was speaking.

The conclusion is not an unreasonable one that if Mrs. Berg-
doll did bury the gold gotten from the Treasury, and did make
two ‘different burials of it, then young Bergdoll must have
known of the whole transaction. Otherwise he only imagined
or dreamed of a condition that exactly coincided with the un-
disclosed but actual doings of his mother.

On the 19th of April, 1920, General Ansell prepared a con-
tract fixing the fee which the firm of Ansell & Bailey was to
receive as attorneys for Bergdoll, That tentative contract was
submitted by General Ansell to Mr. Gibboney for his approval;
but Mr. Gibboney declined to approve it. Thereafter, on the
23d day of April, Mr, Gibboney himself, representing Bergdoll
with carte blanche authority, submitted a counter tentative con-
tract to General Ansell.

Under the terms of the first tentative contract, Ansell &
Bailey, according to the construction put upon it by Mr, Bailey,
could have received $60,000. Still, according to Mr. Bailey,
under the tentative counter contract submitted by Mr. Gibboney,
Ansell & Bailey could have received $55,000. ;

General Ansell stated in his testimony that the tentative con-
tract submitted by Gibboney to him was never executed, not-
withstanding the fact that he also stated that the terms of that
tentative counter contract were agreeable to him. Now, the
question arises: If Gibboney prepared and submitted a paper
whereby $55,000 was to be paid, and that paper was fully
acceptable to Ansell, why was it not- executed? Gibboney,
when submitting the counter contract, was personally present
with Ansell. All that was necessary was for both of them to
sign it. Something, we know not what, only by surmise, must
have become understood between those two men upon that oe-
casion that caused them to abandon the execution of a contract
agreeable to them both. But it is certain that after that date,
from all the committee has been able to gather, neither the
execution of that contract nor any other was ever mentioned
or pressed by either of the proposed parties to it. General
Ansell had gone to the trouble to prepare a contract for em-
ployment, and Gibboney had done the same about a counter
one; yet, when their minds met in full agreement, all attempts
to conclude the contract were abandoned by both.

For all that the committee really knows, General Ansell was
employed by Gibboney to represent Bergdoll only in the then
pending litigation between the United States and Bergdoll.
General Ansell refused to even look at the first papers until he
had been paid $100, and he refused to have anything to do with
the case until he had been paid $5,000 more. Yet we find him
departing from that employment and taking up another impor-
tant piece of work, that of securing the expedition, without dis-
closed fee or contract for fee, when the actual work to be done
by himself and partner, including the visit to Governors Island
and the agreement to accompany the expedition for many miles
in a mountainous region, to say nothing of the obligation for
the prisoner’s return, was bigger and more onerous—besides
being fraught with the danger of questionable ethics—than was
the original proposition, for which he proposed to charge $60,000.

The absence of a fee or a contract for one must be significant
when taken in connection with one whose ever-first thought
seems to have been given to the payment or securing of a large
fee,

The suggestion that Bergdoll's escape defeated the collection
of the Ansell fee is fallacious. Bergdoll had nearly a million
dollars’ worth of property within reach with which to pay fees

at any time, either for the preparation of the brief in the mili-
tary case or for procuring the gold-hunting expedition. Conse-
?;et;tly it was not necessary to find the gold in order to get

e 1ee,

Already it has been shown that neither Ansell nor Bailey con-
templated going with the expedition after Bailey’s return from
Governors Island, where he saw Bergdoll two days before the
expedition started. The only remaining attorney who might be
expected by anybody, even by General Ansell himself, to go upon
the expedition was Gibboney, and he even failed to accompany
the expedition from New York to Philadelphia.

When Bergdoll arrived at the railroad station in North Phila-
delphia from Governors Island, Gibboney was there to meet him
with a letter of identification from Colonel Hunt. However,
Gibhoney rode only a few blocks in the automobile with Berg-
doll and his guards, when he abandoned the party never to join
it again. .

Mrs., Bergdoll testified that on the next morning after she
received each of the sums of gold she had her chauffeur to drive
her away from her residence to a point where she said she
buried it. The Bergdolls owned a farm about 11 miles out of
Philadelphia. Mrs. Bergdoll stated that she took the gold in
her automobile and took along a shovel with which to bury it
She stated that when she had reached the spot of burial she sent
her chauffeur away from the automobile to gather apples, and
that while he was gathering apples she buried the gold. If that
be true, the gold was buried on the Bergdoll farm, and it was
not contemplated that the expedition procured by General Ansell
was to go beyond Philadelphia. Can it be possible that an
ascertainment of the fact that the gold which Mrs. Bergdoll
had gotten from the Treasury had been buried on the Bergdoll
farm, not far from Philadelphia, caused all of counsel to re-
pudiate the pledge that counsel was fo accompany the expe-
dition?

The fact has been established that when Bergdoll and his
guard arrived at North Philadelphia, under directions of Mr,
Gibboney, who held Colonel Hunt's letter of identification, they
went to the Bergdoll residence accompanied by “ Judge " Romig
and Ike Stecher. Stecher is the man who fled with Bergdoll,
and who now ig in Germany with him, The further fact has
been just as well established that on that very afternoon these
same parties drove out to the Bergdoell farm and roamed about
over it, instead of going on to Hagerstown, Md., as represented
to General Harris by General Ansell would be done.

In view of the foregoing, how is it possible to hold General
Ansgell blameless? Being 46 years of age, he is just in the prime
of all of his abundant faculties. He is both able and alert.
Intellectually he is wonderfully endowed; and having spent 25
years in the Army, where he had every phase of humankind to
deal with, we must believe that he was fully equipped to counter
any attempt at deception upon the part of Bergdoll, Gibboney,
or the guards. He was far from being such a novice in the
affairg of the world that Gibboney, Bergdoll, Romig, or the
guards could have pulled the wool over his eyes and blinded
him as to the inevitable result of the expedition which he alone
had procured. Anybody who has seen and heard all of those
associated, either directly or indirectly, with the plan or man-
ner of Bergdoll's escape, not only must recognize General Ansell
as the master mind of them all, but also as their dominating
and controlling spirit. He is not the kind of man that will
merely follow. Upon the other hand, his is the character of
one who must lead, His ability, his experience, have equipped
him to lead even the most intelligent of associates,

Bergdoll’s escape was the direct result of the proposition sub-
mitted by General Ansell to General Harris, Even if General
Ansell did not econceive the plan, he presented it and pursued it
to its accomplishment. The others had exhausted all remedies
known to them as attorneys practicing in the civil courts. It
was General Ansell, resourceful and conversant with military
possibilities, who must have conceived ift.

In fact, Gibboney, Romig, and the Bergdoll family conspiring
among themselves were unable to bring about the order for
Bergdoll's release. Such, of course, was the object of the con-
spiracy, but in order to successfully accomplish it it was abso-
Iutely necessary to have the active assistance and cooperation
of Ansell and Bailey and Colomel Hunt. Without the aid of
these latter Bergdoll could not have left Governors Island.

When Bergdoll was arrested on January 7, 1920, as already
said, he was taken, in handcuffs, directly to Governors Island,
N. Y., and put in charge of Colonel Hunt, commandant of the
military diseiplinary barracks at that place.

While Bergdoll was confined there, Colonel Hunt was several
times apprised of the dangerous character of Bergdoll and of
the probability of his attempting to escape. The police author-
ities at Philadelphia wel Peew Bergdoll's character as a dan-
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gerous, reckless fellow. Notwithstanding that advice, Colonel
Hunt, according to his own testimony, preferred to rely upon a
board of p-s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t-s as to Bergdoll's character.

When Bergdoll was arrested on January 7, 1920, after he had
been a fugitive for more than a year and a half, approximately
30 guns and pistols were found in the house in which he was
arrested. One of those guns was a rifle equipped with a Maxim
silencer. All these weapons were removed from the house by
Government authorities. However, immediately after his final
escape from the same house on May 21, 1920, it was discovered
that the supply had been replenished, as seven shotguns in the
meanwhile had been brought in. In addition, there was a pistol
or two and a blackjack in the house. After his escape to the
Canadian line had been accomplished, and he had abandoned
his automobile there, a large revolver and g Lueger repeating
pistol were found in his automobile. These facts bear out the
Philadelphia police in their opinion that Bergdoll was a dan-
gerous man and would do violence if the occasion for doing so
presented itself, the opinion of Colonel Hunt's board of
p-s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t-s to the contrary notwithstanding,

Colonel Hunt admitied that he disregarded the admonitions
and warnings as to Bergdoll's character and his possible es-
eape; and, instead, relied upon the diagnosis made by his board
of p-s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t-s. When testifying in his own behalf
during his court-martial trial, and while referring to the warn-
ings about Bergdoll, Colonel Hunt said:

* % % “The weight of those two warnings—the legal obli-
gation contained in them—was just about the legal obligations
of a communication from the mayor of Timbuctoo.” (P. 260,
court-martial trial of Colonel Hunt.)

One of the warnings given to Colonel Hunt was dated March
8, 1920, and was signed by William Weigel, colonel, General
Staff. The communication reads as follows:

“1, Attention is directed to letter from the department adju-
tant dated January 20, 1920, addressed to you and relating to
Grover (. Bergdoll.

#2. In addition to the precautions directed in the letter re-
ferred to above, the department commander directs that at all
times when Bergdoll leaves the walls of Castle William, he be
guarded by two armed sentinels. Whenever Bergdoll in his
present status leaves the island, the commanding general directs
that he be handcuffed to one sentinel and guarded by another
sentinel. The dangerous character of this prisoner has bheen
reported by the police authorities of Philadelphia, who are in a
position to know the amount of force which is probably neces-
sary for his restraint, and this direction is made because of
the information gained from these experienced police officials.”

Relative to those warnings Colonel Hunt, in his court-martial
trial, testified as follows:

“Q. I asked you if you considered him a dangerous pris-
oner?—A, During the time of his trial I had more accurate
information and was in better position to judge, in my opinion,
of the dangerous character of Bergdoll, of his criminal mind,
than the judge advocate, than the judge advocate’s office, or
the judge advocate of the department, or anybody else; I had
received full information from a careful and scientific investi-
gation, conducted by a board of officers, who inquired into
his sanity. I received information from Major Baker, who was
my p-s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t, and I regarded it as absolutely de-
pendable. At the fime I received these two communications
I knew all about Bergdoll. I had received the official and
gcientific opinion of an authority in regard to Bergdoll. Those
letters were worth to me just as much as they were based
on facts, and they were not based on any facts at all. So far
as this information was concerned there wasn't anything in
that.”

That was one of the several instances of his defiance of
superior authority in Bergdoll's favor.

In addition to the court-martial trial with which we are now
dealing Colonel Hunt was court-martialed three times on the
charge of drunkenness. In one of these court-martial proceed-
ings he was sentenced to be dismissed from the service. Appeal
was made to President Taff, who, in his usual good nature,
commuted his punishment to that of a reduction of 50 files.
Upon one of these three occasions he undertook to anticipate
and prevent conviction by making a solemn pledge that he
would not indulge in any intoxicating liquors for a period of
10 years. That promise he failed to keep.

There can be no better nor more convincing proof of Colonel
Hunt's defiance of authority and ignoring of instructions than
is found in his own testimony before his court-martial trial
on account of the Bergdoll escape. !

Throughout that wheole court-martial trial he contended
that Bergdoll should have been treated like the least offending
prisoner, notwithstanding the information which had been

conveyed to him.relative to Bergdoll's dangerous character, and
his probable attempts at escape. His contention to that effect
was based entirely upon the report of the p-s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t-s,
the actual and patent facts to the contrary notwithtstanding.
Besides Colonel Hunt was conducting the prison on an *“ up-
lift * policy. He introduced witnesses to prove in effect that
it was better to trust Bergdoll to the extent that he did well-
known harmless prisoners than to keep him confined or under
close surveilance, as he had been instructed to do.

He resented every suggestion made to him relative to keeping
a close watch over Bergdoll. His determination to pursue his
own narrow way about things; his ignoring directions and
defying instructions from the higher authorities at Washington
are not short of being criminal; and Bergdoll's escape is trace-
able directly to that eriminality as one of the several impor-
tant happenings contributing to that deplorable end.

Colonel Hunt first endeavored to excuse what, justly, may be
termed the insufficient guard by claiming that he alone had the
right to determine how much of a guard should accompany the
prisoner, and that nobody else had any right even to make sug-
gestions as to the sufficiency of the guard. Throughout his testi-
mony in the court-martial trial he constantly exhibited that
resentment and defiance,

When that attitude had aroused criticism, he sought shelter
under the assertion that he did not have a commissioned officer
who could be spared when the expedition started.

He said that one commissioned officer was absent on leave
and that another had just returned from taking some prisoners
out to Leavenworth and was too fatigued to then go upon this
expedition, and that in consequence he sent the prisoner out
accompanied by only two sergeants.

When he made that statement he must have thought that
other people would overlook the fact that he himself could
select the day and the hour when the expedition should start.
Therefore he, after a conference with Bergdoll's counsel and
some of the convicted conspirators, chose a day when, accord-
ing to his own statements, he knew he could not comply with
the instructions of his superior officers by sending a commis-
sioned officer along. Except that he was acting in defiance of
instructions and in collusion with the prisoner, his friends, and
his attorneys, he would have selected a day for the expedition
when all instructions could have been complied with, including
the sending of a commissioned officer.

Bergdoll received surprisingly considerate treatment from
Colonel Hunt. A man named Speicher slept in the same cell
with Bergdoll. Speicher made many trips to New York during
that time. There is no doubt that Bergdoll kept in close touch
with the outside world through Speicher as well as through
others.

Harry Weinberger, the New York lawyer, testified that
Speicher upon one occasion came to his office and brought a
note from Bergdoll. About that time Speicher got into some
trouble and $200 was necessary to get him out of it, That
amount was paid by Bergdoll through his mother, If Speicher
was receiving that gift and probably others from Bergdoll, and
delivering communications to Weinberger, it is reasonably cer-
tain that he was delivering communications from Bergdoll to
outsiders and from outsiders to Bergdoll.

Mrs. Bergdoll testified that she was permitted to place $700
in the prison at the disposal of her =on in order that he might
purchase knickknacks for his fellow prisoners.

When O'Hare, one of the sergeants who was to accom-
pany Bergdoll upon the expedition, was about to start thereon,
he asked Colonel Hunt for handeuffs, but they were refused.

While in prison Bergdoll and the other prisoners were clothed
in prison garb, easily distinguishable, and upon the clothing
of each was a prison number. Colonel Hunt sent other
prisoners than Bergdoll to Philadelphia, and he sent them in
the prison garb. bearing their prison numbers. But when he
came to send Bergdoll on his buried-gold mission he had the
prison garb removed, and clad him in the uniform of an hon-
orable soldier, except there was no cord around the hatband.
It is quite easily seen that if Bergdoll had escaped in his prison
garb, bearing a prison number, many persons would have been
willing to halt him and bring him to account; but, the fact
that he was clad in the uniform of a soldier of our country
threw off suspicion; and, instead of blocking his escape, made
it easier, as all respected the uniform of the country. Every
direction which looked toward Bergdoll's safe-keeping was re-
jected by Hunt, and everything that might facilitate his escape
was done without question or quibble.

There is some conflict between the testimony of Colonel Hunt
and that of Sergeant O'Hare relative to the instructions given
by Colonel Hunt to O’'Hare when he was told that he was to
go on the expedition as one of <* » two guards. Notwithstand-
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ing this conflict it is quite certain that the main instructions
given to O'Hare by Colonel Hunt were given merely by sub-
mitting to him, and having him read, the official letters from
Washington,

It appears that Colonel Hunt called Sergeant ('Hare into his
office. and told him that the expedition would start on the
morning of the 20th, and that he and anether sergeant were
to constitute the guard; but that as between himself and the
other sergeant, he, O'Hare, was to be the prine¢ipal officer.

Then Colonel Hunt gave the official letters to Sergeant
O’Hare and told him to read them. While O'Hare was reading
the letters Hunt turned to his desk and wrote with pen and ink.

When O’Hare had finished reading the letters Hunt turned
to him and asked him if he understood them. O'Hare an-
swered affirmatively. ;

Colonel Hunt never asked O'Hare a single question for the
purpose of ascertaining whether or not he correctly understood
them. He made no effort whatever to learn whether O'Hare
understood them just as he, himself, did. As a matter of fact,
O'Hare left Colonel Hunt and went upon the expedition as the
principal guard, with only his own construction of the letters,
without having them explained by Colonel Hunt, and without
ascertaining whether the two of them understood the letters
alike,

O'Hare testified that when he asked Colonel Hunt to give him
handeuffs so that Bergdoll might be handeuffed, Hunt replied
that handcuffs would make Bergdoll “too conspiciouns.”

To test O'Hare's capacity to correctly understand the letters
which Colonel Hunt, without explanation, had shown him, he
was asked to spell the word “conspicuous,” a word used by
Hunt in talking to O'Hare. He spelled it * c-o-n-p-i-c-i-o-u-8."

The following colloquy during the hearings will clearly show
O’'Hare’s lack of education and his consequent lack of ability to
properly interpret the letters:

“Mr. Jounsox. What did you say that Colonel Hunt said
about the handcuffs?

“ Sergeant O'Hare. He said they would be too ‘conspicuous.’

“Mr, Jouxson. Too ‘conspicuous’?

“ Sergeant O'Haze, Yes, sir.

“Mr, Joanson. Spell that word, please.

“ Sergeant O'Hagg. C-o-n-p-i-c-o-u-s.

“Mr. Jornson. The first line of the letter which General An-
sell wrote to General Harris, and which letter was submitted to
you by Colonel Hunt on that occasion for you to read, starts out
this way: ‘Please permit me, in compliance with your helpful
suggestion.! What does the word ‘ compliance ' there mean?

“ Sergeant O'Hage. To request him to do something.

“Mr. Joansox, Tell the commitiee what you think the word
¢ compliance ' means.

“ Sergeant O'Hare. To do something,

“Mr. JouxsoN. The second paragraph in the same letter
starts out this way : ‘ This man, by virtue of his conviction and
sentence as a so-called draft deserter, is now imprisoned at Fort
Jay, pending the review of his trial by the War Department.’

“ What does the ‘ virtue’ in that sentence mean?

* Sergeant O'Hare. I couldn't say.

“ Mr. JoansoN. What does the word ‘pending’ in that sen-
tence mean?

“ Sergeant O’Hage. Pending the opening up of the case, wait-
ing for a new trial.

“ Mr. Jorxnsox. The next sentence in the letter reads: ‘I am
* his attorney. His home counsel in Philadelphia is Mr, D. C.
Gibboney, of unexcelled repute as a man and lawyer.' What
does ‘ repute’ mean in that sentence?

“ Sergeant O'Hare. A man who is honest and a good reputa-
tion. :

“ Mr. Jomnson. What does ‘ unexcelled ' mean?

¢ Qergeant O'Hage. Unexeelled? Can’t be beat.

“Mr, PerERS. That is right.

“Mr. Joaxson. Spell ‘ unexcelled.’

“ Sergeant O'Hare. U-n-e-x-c-e-l-l-e-d.

“Mr. JoHNsSON. Another sentence in this letter reads: ‘Of
counsel also in consulting capacity is Judge Westcott, of New
Jersey, whom doubtless the Secretary of State well knows.'
What does the word * consulting’ there mean?

“ Sergeant O'HARE. To assist.

“Mr. JoENsoN. ‘ Whom doubtiess the Secretary well knows.'
What does the word ‘ doubtless ' mean?

“ Sergeant O’Hagre, Well known.

“Mr. JouxsoN. In the next sentence I find the word ‘im-
pels.” What does that mean?

“ Sergeant O'HARE. Impel is to assist.

% Mr, JoansoN. In the next paragraph I find the word ‘par-
tially,” What does that mean?

“ Sergeant O'HARE. A kind of helping hand.

“Mr. JorNsox. Spell dt.

“ Sergeant O’Hare. Partially?

“Mr. JoENSON, Yes.

“Bergeant O'Hare. I can't do it.

“Mr. Joaxson. Make an effort at spelling it.

*“Sergeant O'HARE. I can’t do it. I ecan’t spell it.

“Mr. Joaxsox. In the next line 1 find the word ‘unintelli-
gible.! YWhat does that mean?

* Sergeant O’Hare, Don’t know anything; don’t know much,

“Mr. JoHNSON. In the next line I find the word *complex.’
What does that mean?

“ Sergeant O'Hare. Complex?

“Mr. Jounson, Yes,

“Sergeant O’HARE. A peculiar case. .

“Mr. Jouxson. In the concluding sentence of General An-
sell’s Jetter to General Harris I find the word ‘obvious’ What
does that mean?

* Sergeant O'HAre. I don't know, sir.

“Mr. Jounson. Can you spell it?

“ Sergeant O’Hang. O-b-i-o-u-s.

“Mr. Joaxsox. In the same sentence I find the word ‘ prac-
ticable.! What does that mean?

“Sergeant O'HARE. Reliable.

“Mr. JouxsoN. Colonel Hunt, as I just said, has testified
that he turned these letters over to you that you might read
them for the purpose of being instructed as to what you were
to do and where you were to go upon that jonrney. You now
state, do you not, that you do not know the meaning of some
of the words in those letters?

“Bergeant O'HARre, Yes, sir. When I read a sentence I can
almost make out what it is, or read a paragraph.”

It will be noticed by the last question and answer that O'Hare
admitted that he did not know the meaning of many of the
words in the letters. According to his own statements, the best

“he can do is “ almost ” make out what it means.

York, the sergeant who, with O'Hare, constituted the guard,
admittedly was given no instructions whatever, If anything
had happened to ©’Hare York would have been absolutely
without any sort of instruction.

As gaid, while O'Hare was reading the two letters, Hunt
was writing a letter in longhand to Gibboney. That letter was
shown by Hunt to O'Hare, that O'Hare might be able upon
reaching North Philadelphia to identify Gibboney, by whom the
letter was to be shown to O’'Hare when he reached Philadelphia
to report to Gibboney. That letter reads as follows:

GoverNors Isvanp, N. Y., May 17, 1920.
Mz. D. CLARENCE GIBBONEY.

Sik: This letter is to serve the purpose of yvour identifiea-
tion in the matter which was arranged in my quarters on
Governors Island.

Very respectfully, '
Joux E. Hunt, Mafjor, Infaniry,

When O'Hare, with his prisoner, arrived at the North Phila-
delphia station, Gibboney went to O'Hare and presented the
letter which had been written by Hunt, and which O'Hare had
seen before it was mailed to Gibboney. (’Hare states positively,
and the above letter and every other circumstance bears him
out, that when the expedition reached North Philadelphia,
Gibboney, as Bergdoll's attorney, was to have control as to
where the party should go. O'Hare, following his construction
of the letters, including the one of identification written by
Hunt, clearly showed that Hunt intended that O'Hare should
report to Gibboney at Philadelphia, and there receive instrue-
tions from him as to the rest of the journey, since it is ad-
mitted by all that O’Hare knew neither the road nor the destina-
tion.

Believing, and correctly so, that from that moment Gibboney
was to control their movements, O'Hare followed Gibboney's
instructions and took Bergdoll to his own residence.

It seems clear that it never was intended that the expedition
should proceed beyond Philadelphia ; and it is no difficult matter
to determine who knew in advance that it was not to proceed
further,

Two days and two nights before the expedition started both
Ansell and Bailey abandoned any intention to go that either
may have had, as well as any understanding with anyone in
authority that either of them was to meet the party at Hagers-
town or anywhere else. Hunt did not direet O’Hare and York,
the two guards, to compel Bergdoll to go farther than Phila-
delphia. Instead, he wrote the letter above referred to; showed
it to O'Hare; then mailed it to Gibboney, and had Gibboney pre-
sent it at Philadelphia to O'Hare in order, as Colonel Hunt
says, that O'Hare might be able to identify Gibboney.
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The question arises: For what purpose was Gibboney to be
identified by O’Hare? Was it that he might merely make the
acquaintance of Gibboney; or was it that Gibboney, just as
O’'Hare says, was to tell O'Hare where the party should go?
That letter was not written as an introduction of Gibboney or
for any other unimportant matter, It was written with the
serious and important intent of having O'Hare report to Gib-
boney for instructions not givem by him by Hunt himself.
There can be no doubt about that.

Following Gibboney’'s directions, the party entered an auto-
mobile, Scarcely were they seated in the automobile until Gib-
boney gave directions to proceed to the Bergdoll residence, he
himself leaving the automobile at a convenient place to go to
the court room, where Mrs, Bergdoll was then being tried.

Neither Gibboney, Romig, nor Ike Stecker, all of whom said
they were going on the journey to Hagersiown, Md., on a mis-
sion which required them to be out several days, had any bag-
gage whatever when they met Bergdoll and the guard at North
Philadelphia.

Mrs. Bergdoll, although a millionaire, usually does all of her
own work, cooking, washing and ironing, and other household
duties. Notwithstanding this fact, on the day before Bergdoll
arrived at her residence in Philadelphia she arranged for Mrs,
Stecker to come to her house on the following day to cook
dinner. The next day—the day when Bergdoll and the party
actually arrived at the residence—Mrs. Bergdoll had put part
of the dinner on the stove to be cooked. Other provisions for
the dinner were already in the kitchen. Mrs, Bergdoll pur-
chases her meager supply of groceries from day to day, if not
from meal to meal. )

On this day there would have been nobody at the house for
dinner if Bergdoll, O'Hare, and the others were not to be there,
except Mrs. Bergdoll, her mother, and the gardener. But, in
addition to those three, there were present for dinner Mrs.
Stecker, Grover Bergdoll, “Judge ” Romig, Ike Stecker, Sergeant
O’Hare, and Sergeant York. Yet there was ample dinner for
all nine. Still all those who were helping young Bergdoll, in-
cluding Ansell and Hunt, disclaim that there was to be a stop
at Philadelphia.

It was testified that Gibboney stated that the journey was
not to be pursued farther than Philadelphia that day because
the automobile which the party was to use was * knocking.”
No immediate steps, if any at all, were taken to repair the car.

When O'Hare, with his prisoner and the others, arrived at
the Bergdoll residence nobody was there except Mrs, Bergdoll's
mother, who was more than 80 years of age. :

Bergdoll proposed that they take a ride through the city until
dinner time, they having reached the Bergdoll house about 10
o'clock. This they did, returning to the Bergdoll residence
about 12 o'clock, In the meantime Mrs. Stecker had arrived
and was preparing dinner—not for three persons, but for nine,

After dinner was over it was proposed not to have the auto-
mobile repaired, but to take another ride. This also they did;
and during that ride they visited the Bergdoll farm, 11 miles
out in the country., What happened there can be only sur-
mised ; but it should be remembered that if Mrs. Bergdoll, or
Bergdoll himself, ever buried any gold, it must have been on the
Bergdoll farm,

After the visit to the Bergdoll farm the party returned to
the Bergdoll residence in Philadelphia, After supper was over
there was nothing done by Ike Stecker, the chauffeur, looking
toward the repair of the car, but, instead, the party took an-
other ride in the alleged disabled car, during which time they
went to a show and to a saloon.

A bottle or bottles of gin were placed in different parts of
the Bergdoll home, where any of the party could partake of it
at will. It is conceded that all except O'Hare drank some of
it. This will be mentioned again further along,

It must be noticed that Gibboney, one of the Bergdoll attor-
neys, and who had long been a friend and attorney for the
Bergdoll family, was out in town and not at the Bergdoll resi-
dence. It must also be noted that * Judge ” Romig, an intimate
friend and confidential adviser of the family, was within the
residence with O'Hare, York, and the prisoner.

It iz interesting to see who Gibboney and Romig are. Gib-
boney was an attorney at law, with but little knowledge of the
law, His principal profession or occupation was that of a
self-styled “ uplifter” or reformer. In the latter capacity he
pretended to be stamping out the liquor traffic and other evils.
The Bergdolls owned a brewery, and some 1,200 or 1,400
saloons dispensed their beer. By and by Gibboney, as up-
lifter and reformer, eame to be recognized by the authorities as
one who, for the sake of peace, should be consulted about the
issuing of licenses for these and other saloons. His opinions
relative to issuing licenses to the Bergdoll saloons not only

did not cause a rupture between himself and the Bergdolls but
it brought him and them closer together. He was the man to
whom Colonel Hunt delivered Bergdoll and the two sergeants,
York and O'Hare. In addition, Gibboney was the man who
was on the outside of the Bergdoll residence to observe, while
"]Judme " Romig was within to report, which he did by tele-
phone.

Who is “ Judge” Romig? He was never a licensed attorney.
He acquired the title of “ judge” because he was a justice of
the peace, before whom offenders in the Bergdoll saloons were
tried for minor offenses. His conduct as justice of the peace
so greatly endeared him to the senior Bergdoll that he, when
upon his deathbed, asked “ Judge ” Romig to look after Grover
when he was gone. From that day until this * Judge” Romig
has beemr a constant visitor at the Bergdoll residence and their
confidential adviser. It was he who accompanied Mrs. Berg-
doll and drove her automocbile from Philadelphia to Wash-
ington upon the two occasions when Mrs. Bergdoll got $105,000
in gold from the Federal Treasury.

Up to this point it is seen that General Ansell procured the
release of Bergdoll from Colonel Hunt, and Colonel Hunt
placed Bergdoll in the hands of Sergeants O'Hare and York;
and they, by Hunt's orders, delivered him to Gibboney, and
Gibhoney turned him over to Romig, the foster father, who
accompanied him to the Bergdoll residence, from which he
escaped. All that was not accident; it was design.

General Ansell in his letter to General Harris extolled the
virtues of Gibboney. Yet when he came to testify he disclosed
that his information as to Gibboney was acquired after the
escape and not before. So his statements were made as facts
when he lacked the necessary information upon which to base
an opinion as to Gibboney's real character. If General Ansell
had said as mmuch to General Harris about Gibboney as he vir-
tually admitted to the committee, no doubt General Harris
would have refused under those circumstances what he granted
under the other unqualified representations.

Almost immediately after the receipt of the letter sent by
General Ansell to General Harris on May 11, Hunt, at Governors
Island, was advised over the telephone by Colonel Penn that
Bergdoll was to be released. On Sunday, May 16, “ Judge”
Romig went over to Governors Island. He saw Bergdoll upon
that occasion. As to whom else he saw and what was said the
committee is not advised. However, “ Judge” Romig testified
that upon that occasion Bergdoll spoke to him of the contem-
plated expedition to recover the buried gold. According to
“ Judge"” Romrig's own testimony he all but flew up into the
air as soon as Bergdoll mentioned * gold ¥ to him, and he repri-
manded Bergdoll for having even mentioned “ gold.” “ Judge”
Romig had accompanied Mrs. Bergdoll from Philadelphia to
Washington in her automrobile upon the two occasions when she
got in the aggregate $105,000 in gold. He helped her to carry
it from the Treasury Building at Washington into the auto-
mobile, and in Philadelphia he helped her to carry it from the
automobile into the Bergdoll residence. But for some unac-
countable reason he said he would not permit young Bergdoll,
while at Governors Island, to even mention “ gold.” By refer-
ence to Romig's testimony it will be seen that when asked if
he believed the story of buried gold he stated that he believed
the gold to be where he had last seen it; that is, in the Berg-
doll house. It must be concluded that Romig then knew that
Bergdoll’s release and the expedition were not a hunt for gold,
but intended for Bergdoll's escape, and he commenced in time
to disclainr participation.

In the natural sequence of things the conduct of O'Hare
should next be considered; but as the conduct and trial of
Coloniel Hunt are in such close intimacy with Col. C. C. Cresson,
the judge advocate who prosecuted—or, rather, who was se-
lected or detailed to prosecute Colonel Hunt—it is deemed best
that his acts and omissions should be consgidered at this point
in the report.

As ugly as are many phases of this whole nratter, none is
more defenseless than the conduct of Colonel Cresson in his pre-
tended prosecution of Colonel Hunt.

To turn those loose who turned Bergdoll loose but adds in-
sult to injury, and Colonel Cresson was the principal one of
the instruments through which this latter offense was per-
petrated.

The charges upon which Colonel Hunt was tried, as set out
in the specifications, were:

“He suffered and permitted the * * * gaid general pris-
oner, Bergdoll, to leave said barracks on the date aforesaid not
properly and suitably guarded and not accompanied by at least
one of said counsel, in view of said information and warning, in
that he did send said Bergdoll from said barracks in the cus-
tody of two noncommissioned officers, namely, Sergts. John
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O'Hare and Calvin York, Ninth Disciplinary Company, United
States Army, whom he had detailed as guard over said prisoner
for and during the journey contemplated by the instructions of
The Adjutant General aforesaid, and then and there failed to

instruet said guards, or either of them, to handcuff said prisonexr-

or to-direct that the said guard be provided with handcuffs for
that purpose in case of need therefor, and failed and neglected
to give said guards, or either of them, sufficient and adequate
instructions as to their journey, the care and safeguard-
ing of said prisoner, and their course of conduct in charge of
said prisoner, and otherwise failed properly to instruct said
guard, and also, in view of said information and warning as to

said character of said prisoner as aforesaid, failed to send a

commissioned officer with said guard as suggested in the in-
struetions of The Adjutant General as aforesaid; by reason of
all of which said carelessness, negligence, failure, and neglect of
duty in the premises on the part of the said Lieut. Col. (then
major, Infantry) John F. Hunt, United States’ Army, retired,
and commandant as aforesaid, and as a result thereof said
general prisoner Bergdoll did eseape from the custody of said
guard at Philadelphia, Pa., on or about the: 21st day of May,
1920."

Concretely put, Hunt was charged:

1st. With not having the prisoner and the guard accompanied
by at least one of the counsel,

2d. That he failed to instruet the guard to handeuff Bergdoll,
or direct that the guard be provided with handeuiffs in case of
need thereof.

3d. That he failed and neglected to give the guard sufficient
and adequate instroetions as to their journey and safeguard-
ing of the prisoner,

4th., That he' failed to send a commissioned officer with the
gunrd, as directed in the instructions of The Adjutant General.

5th. That he failed to send Bergdoll out with a suitable guard.

Colonel Hunt plead “ not guilty " to each of those five charges;
but when testifying in the: court-martial trial, and also before
this committee, he: admitted that he did send the prisoner out
without any of the counsel accompanying the expedition from
New York to Philadelphia, and the expedition did not proceed
beyond Philadelphia. The prisoner and the guard were actually
unattended by any of the counsel during any part of the jour-
ney, except for the few city blocks while Gibboney was in the
automobile with them, which was just before he turned the
party over to either Romig or to Bergdoll himself.

As to the second charge; Colonel Hunt admitted he did not
instruet the guard either to handeuff the prisoner or to take
handenffs along. On the contrary, he forbade both.

As to the third charge, which relates to instructions, it is not
claimed by Colenel Hunt that he gave any insfructions what-
ever to York, who was one of the two sergeants in whose charge
the prisoner was placed. The only other guard was Sergeant
O'Harve. The lack of instructions to him already has been com-

. mented upon. However, Colonel Hunt claims that he gave

O'Hare verbal instroctions in addition to having him read the
letters already referred to. Everything that was said and
done by either of them, and by all others who were connected
with the unfortunate affair, goes to corroborate O'Hare and to
diseredit Colonel Hunt in this respect.

As to the fourth charge, Colonel Hunt admits that he did not
send the commissioned officer, as he was told to do by the higher
military authorities at Waghington.

The fifth charge is that Colonel Hunt did not send a *'suit-
able " guard.

O'Hare testified that he is 5 feet 53 inches tall and that he
weighs 130 pounds. Unquestionably he would have been an un-
even mateh in a grapple with Bergdoll, who was a physieal
giant in comparison. It may be argued that O'Hare had a
pistol; but what could he have done with a pistol if Bergdoll
had seized him for the purpose of taking it away from him?

It has been clearly demonstrated that he did not have suffi-
cient edueation to certainly understand the written instructions.
One look at him discloses that he is a man far below the average
in intelligence.

That he, without sanction or approval, permitted Bergdoll to
be driven to the Bergdoll farm; that he accompanied Berg-
doll to a show at night; and then, late at night, permitted Ser-

geant York to go into a saloon, is conclusive proof that he was

not a “suitable” gunard. That he permitted Bergdoll to get
out of his sight while in the Bergdoll residence is but a finish-
ing incident to establish his total inefliciency.

Sergeant York was the other of the two guards. As said, it
is' admitted by Colonel Hunt himself that he gave no instrue-
tions to him: Receiving no instructions whatever from Colonel
Hunt, the charge must be true, as stated in' the specifications,
that he was not properly instructed. Colonel Hunt was not

only delinquent in not instructing York but he was such in
selecting him. He made a great boast that in O'Hare he knew
he had a sober man. He lays no claim to knowing anything of
the habits of York. As just stated, on the night of the first
day that the party reached Philadelphia, York went into a
saloon in the presence of O'Hare, who was York’s immediate
superior. Next, we: find that in the Bergdoll residence a bottle
of gin just *“happened” to be wherever York went about the
house; and it is not denied that both he and the prisoner drank
freely of it.

The charge in the fifth specification, the one with which we
are now dealing, relates to the * suitableness of the guard.
The question well may be asked, “ Who, when made aequainted
with the faets, will be willing to answer that the guard was
‘suitable’ for any purpose except for the easy escape of the
prisoner?”

As to the five charges made in the specifications against
Colonel Hunt, notwithstanding the fact that he plead “ not
guilty " to each of them, he specifically admitted three of them
in his testimony; and the other two were established. Notwith-
standing his admission of his guilt as to the first specification,
the court aequitted him,

Another count in the specifications was that Colonel Hunt
failed to provide the guard with handcuffs. To that charge he
also plead “mnot guilty”; yet upon the witness stand he ad-
mitted the truth of the charge. In the face of that admission
the court acquitted him.

To the third count Colonel Hunt again plead “not gunilty";
but in' his testimony he: admitted that he did not send a com-
missioned officer., Still, as to that count the court again held
him:not guilty,

The other two counts in the specifications related to in-
sufficient instructions to the guard and to the suitableness of
the guard. Those two were established by the proof, but not by
Hunt's admissions,

8o all five counts were proven, three of them by Hunt's ad-
misgions, and yet the court found him *“not guilty " on each
and every one of them.

There can be no question that Sergeant O'Hare was imposed
upon by Colonel: Hunt. However, there can be no excuse made
for the opportunity of eseape which O'Hare gave Bergdoll.
O'Hare was guilty of unpardonable negligence during the night
spent in the Bergdoll residence in that he permitted Sergeant
York to go upstairs and sleep with a bottle of gin, while he
remained downstairs und slept in the same room: (in another
bed) with Bergdoll. -Unless Bergdoll had had a safer and just
as certain plan of escape, he either would have taken O'Hare's
pistol from him while O'Hare was asleep, or he would have
covered him with one of his seven shotguns, compelled him to
hold up his hands and remain silent, and then go away in tle
automobile, possibly taking O'Hare with him and throwing him
out in the road at such point as might best suit his purposes:

There can be no defense whatever made for Sergeant York.
On their arrival at Philadelphia he got out of the auntomobile
and went into a saloon. During that night and the next day
at the Bergdoll residence on several occasions he drank gin, not
only by himself but with the prisoner, He, too, is just as
blamable as is O'Hare for letting Bergdoll get out of sight.
He even did not sleep in the same roomr with the prisoner,
Besides, when the telephone bells were ringing—no doubt as a
signal to Bergdoll that everything was ready—York says he
went to another floor of the house to get a drink of water, when
there was water on the floor which he was leaving.

Lient. Col. C. C. Cresson, as said, was the judge advocate
detailed to prosecute Colonel Hunt in the court-martial trial

Even before any testimony was introduced, Colonel Cresson
made the following statement to the court:

“The Government disclaims, and personally and on behalf
of the prosecution, any idea of there being anything erooked or
any collusion on the part of Colonel Hunt in' this matter, or that
any money was used, the only charge in the matter being simply
neglect of duty and failure to take due precautions in the
matter.” (P. 7, Hunt's court-martial trial record.)

By that declaration Colonel Cresson gave notice that he would
not, if he could, prove that he did not furnish a sufficient guard
if he was bribed not to do so.

In the same way this prosecuting attorney served notice that
he would not prove, even if he could do so, that Colonel Hunt
had failed to send a commissioned officer along with the guard
if he had been paid not to do so.

The inevitable conclusion is that Bergdoll bought his way out;
yet Colonel Cresson, the prosecutor, boldly announced that he
would not prove that to be the case even if he could.

That statement by Colonel Cresson clearly shows what a
shocking mockery the rest of the trial was.




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5003

1On pages 16 and 17 of: the record of {he court-martial trialcof
Hunt it is shown that the defense undertook to prove by General
Harris that he had inspected the prison on Governors Island, of
awhich ' Colonel Hunt was eommandant, on June 11, fellowing
May 21, when Bergdoll escaped, and that Colonel Cresson .ob-
jected to the testimony, but afterwards withdrew this ohjection
«and permitted the condition of the prison after'the escape to be
inquired into, all of which had nothing whatever to do with the
case, except to avoid the real issues.

On page 18 of the same record it is shown that the prosecu-
tion, without ehjection to the guestion, permitted General Harris
-to testify relative to an inspection of the prison made by him
on April 10, 1918, as if the condition ef the prison:more than
two years before the escape of Bergdoll had .anything te do
with his escape,

Again, that record shows on page 19 that General Harris was
permitted, without objection on the.part of the presecution, to
testify as to the condition of the prison in April, 1919, more than
a year before the escape.

General Harris deelined to say that the release of Bergdell
to go find the gold was not a precedent, The ease he cited as
Pprecedent was where permission was given a prisoner to .go to
see his dying mother. No instance was cited where a man had
«ever befere been permitted to go hunt foriany imstrument or for
gold ; gold buried to aid him in aveiding capture, in the first
plaee, and to be used toward his escape in the next place.

Aftention is invited to that part of the answer of General
Harris when he said, “ It is not infrequent—it is not a commeon
-occurrence to give consent for @ man to.go fto his house to re-
cover some effects or papers, particularly papers, but they are
-always sent under goard.” In that sentence we have (General

‘Harris saying, first, that it is “net infrequent,” and next, “it

is not a common occurrence.” So,no precedent for the Bergdoll
release could be found.

| It is to be taken.as granted that the permission which was

! referred to as:a precedent, where papers were to be gotten, that
they avere not such as could be used by ‘the prisener in effecting
.hisieseape, as the gold was to be used by Bergdell.

‘On page 24 of the same record, in the testimony of Colonel
Penn, we find the following question and answer, meither of
which was objected to by the prosecution :

“Q. Up to the time of the 20th of May, this year, what would
you have to say as-to the administration of the diseiplinary
‘barracks by Colenel Hunt; was it satisfactory er otherwise?—
A. It had been entirely satisfactory to the department.”

Agnin the guestion may be:asked: What did the administra-
tion’s opinion of the condition of the barracks have to do with
the escape of Bergdell?

PP(Jn the same page the following questions were put to Colonel
n’

*£). Do you know the reason, Colonel, for the: disclplinary
barracks being directly under The Adjutant Generpal's Office,
and not under the department, as other posts within the depart-
ment are?—A. I don’t know as I can state offhand the reasen
for that.

*“Q). Weuld you say this, Celonel, that the handling of pris-
«oners who are to serve.a year or more require special study,
that it was semething entirely different from  a: guardhouse,
iand therefore required -a man who had special fraining in it
-and would be in touch with the definite policy that was adopted
«at Washington?”

At this paint the proseeution objected; and, in the course of
his objection, used this illuminating-and. consistent sentence:
“T will not raise an objection if you don't insist on :that
question.”

iBut, after the defense “had insisted” on the guestion,
‘strange us it may be, the prosecution withdrew the objection.
After the ebjection had been withdrawn it was reput by having
the -stenographer read it to the witness. Just as soon as the
stenographer had finished reading the question, Colonel Cres-
son, prosecuting, apparently anxious to have it answered for
‘Hunt's benefit, put in and said, “Answer the guestion, if you
can, Colonel.”

The above quotation and comment are for the purpose of
showing, just af this point, as can be shown in a great number
of places further along in the record, that the prosecution
mearly always gave way to what was desired by the defense.
‘Usually when he did not give way the court helped out by over-
ruling the objection.

After the ‘witness had ceased to testify for the defense,
Colonel Cresson, prosecuting, had the witness to further 'testify
that Colonel Williams, of the Inspector General's Department,
had, in May, 1019, a year before the Bergdoll incident, spoken
wvery highly of Colonel Hunt's management of the barracks.
The prosecution also had the witness ‘testify that Maj. G.-C.

‘Shaw, wof the Inspector General’s Department, had rreported
(}Jlonel Hunt's institution to be iniexcellent condition on May 6,
1920, and that' the morale .of the officers:and enlisted men:and
.priseners rreflected sgreat ‘eredit upon Colonel 'Hunt as -cem-
mandant of the place. That testimony is to' be found on page
28 of ' the court-martial record.

‘But, again, the question may be asked: ‘What did the .condi-
tion of the prison or the morale of the men at any time have
to do with the eseape of Bergdoll, who did not escape from
the prison?

One of the most:ridiculous features ever injected into tragedy
came when James H. Sparks was testifying. The defense asked
whether or not Bergdoll looked like :a dangerous man. It'is
needless to say that the prosecution did not object to having
Sparks, a railroad brakeman, venture his scientific opinion along
with that already given by the p-=s-y-c-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t. This wit-
mess would render the world a favor if he would only deseribe a
really dangerous man merely by his looks.

In addition 'to the -several -warnings which had been given
relative to Bergdoll being dangerous and liable to escape, Cap-
tain Yuill notified the authorities en Governors Island, when
‘Bergdoll was taken there, that he was a very wealthy man and
that they should met keep ‘him in the erdinary :garrison guard-
heuse, because in. all probability he might bribe his way eut,

When O'Hare was on the 'witness -stand in Colonel Hunt's
court-martial tidal, testifying in response to guestions putto him
by the prosecution, the prosecution itself endeavored to coneeal
@ material part of the escapade indulged in‘at Philadelphia, as
is shown by the following questions.and answers, to be found
on page 81.0f the court-martial record :

“Q. You got out to Bergdoll’s house about what time? Do
{lou remember?—A. I think it was between 11 and 12, the first

me,

“Q. In the middle of the day?—A. Yes, sir.

“Q. And you stayed there until how dong—how long did ‘you
stay there?—A. Oh, must have stayed there—we had dinner
there-and stayed there until about 2 o'elock.

“ Q. What did you do this afternoon?—A. Then took a ride
around again in the afternoon,

“ Q. Now, skip over to the next day., "When was!the last time
you saw Bergdoll, as you remember it?”

One ean mot but wonder and centinue :to 'wender why the
prosecution wanted to *skip over ” the escapade of that night
awhen Bergdoll was taken to the show by the guard and Sergeant
York went into the -saloon. ‘Oould it be that the prosecution
wvas “ whitewashing " Colonel Hunt's guards by concealing those
incidents because:the “ suitableness " of the guard was one. of
‘the issues confronting Colonel Hunt?

On page 90 of the court-martial proceedings it is shown that
while 'O'Hare still ‘was-on the witness stand the prosecution
itself velunteered an -ammouncement as follows:

“T1 think it is proper to -appear here that the sergeant is:a
‘man that never takes.a drink. He has taken mo drinks in 19
years.”

When' O’'Hare came to testify before the-congressional investi-
gating committee he stated that prior to the Bergdoll affair
he did not know Celonel Cresson, who was prosecuting, and that
Colonel Cresson did not know him; and that it'was impossible
for Colonel Cresson to know whether or not he (O'Hare) drank.

Pages 101, 102, and 103 of the record of Hunt's court-martial
trial disclose that counsel for Hunt all but abandoned the de-
fense of Hunt, such defense appearing to be unnecessary, 1o
«doubt, because of the attitede taken by 'the proseeution, and
commenced ' the defense of O'Hare and York, who were to be
‘tried later. Presumably he wsvas moved by the old saw that “all
‘three of them might hang separately unless they hung together.”

Again, to show that Colonel Cresson, conducting the prescecu-
tien, was doing both big and little things to mvoid the eonvie-
tion of Colonel Hunt, the following guestions and answers of
the court-martial trial, to be found on page 105 thereof, read
as follows:

“ Questions by proseeution:

** Q. 'Sergeant, I believe you testified that it was iagainst your
orders to go to Canada?—A. Yes, sir.”

That to which attention'is invited is the fact that the wit-
ness had mot so testified. The testimony of the witness upon
the preceding day is to be found on page 97:and reads as fel-
lows:

“Q. In other words, if you got'to Philadelphia and met Mr.
Gibboney and Mr. Gibboney said you were to go to Canada, you
would know that was wrong, wouldn't you?—A. Yes.

“Q. And you would have refused to:go to Canada?—A. Yes.”

‘It will ' be seen that the witness did not testify that it was

against his orders™ to go to Canada; but, instead, he said he
rwould ‘have used his 'own judgment and would mot have gone
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to Canada, So there is another instance where the prosecution,
by leading the witness, undertook to have it appear that
Sergeant O'Hare did have detailed instructions from Colonel
Hunt, when the prosecution was based upon the charge that he
did not have such instructions from Colonel Hunt.

Frank Paul Keppel, formerly Third Assistant Secretary of
War, was introduced as a witness by the defense to prove that
the policy of the Secretary of War relative to the management
of the disciplinary barracks at which Colonel Hunt was the com-
mandant was in accord with the policy of Colonel Hunt.

The policy of the Secretary of War concerning the mere
“ management of the institution” had nothing whatever to do
with the escape of Bergdoll at Philadelphia.

The witness was asked further: * Did you yourself make an
inspection or two at the institution here?”

“A. I did; two inspections, * * *

“ Q. On your second inspection did you find a decided change,
or otherwise?—A, My impression is conditions were very much
better the second time; the appearance of the place was better;
the bearing of the prisoners was better, and it was evident the
barracks were administered under a very careful supervision
and along a definite policy; I recall that a number of prisoners
at that time gpent a good part of their time down at the end
of the island, not within Fort Williams, but arrangements were
made for making themselves useful down at the other end of
the island; I don't think that was the case when I was first
there.”

But what did *“ the appearance of the place " have to do with
the escape of Bergdoll at Philadelphia? Certainly the * ap-
pearance of the place” was changed to some extent by Bergdoll's
absence.

The witness was actually asked: “ Do you know what his
(the Secretary of War's) opinion was of the conduct of the
institution by Colonel Hunt? "

The opinion of the Secretary of War as to the general con-
duet of a prison did not excuse Colonel Hunt's refusal of hand-
cuffs, for instance. Yet question after question like that was
not objected to by the prosecution.

The defense introduced one McClellan, warden of the Chester
County penitentiary, for the general purpose of proving that
Colonel Hunt's prison policy was approved by him,

The defense asked him this question: * How did the general
policies there compare with that of your institution?"

Even if the question had anything whatever to do with the
case, it had not been proven that McClellan was properly con-
ducting his prison at West Chester. Colonel Hunt's policies of
managing a prison were permitted to be compared with Me-
Clellan's policy of running the West Chester prison, without
anybody ever having said how well or how badly the West
Ohester prison was conducted. But, in order to get Mr. McClel-
lan’s and Colonel Hunt's idea of operating a prison, the follow-
ing is quoted from the former’s testimony :

“We have never used—I have never used arms with any
guard ; I don't allow any guard to carry arms in the institution.
It might be well to tell you or the court that our institution is
an open one—no walls—and our men work in the open, a
mile from the institution at many times. We do not use

Jarma,. ¥ ¢

“Q. In what kind of a case, with one prisoner, would you
consider handcuffs necessary?—A. Well, T would only consider
handcuffs in the same light that I would consider a straight-
jacket—as a matter of restraint.”

MecClellan and Hunt might have been suitable wardens at a
foundling institution, but certainly at no other place, More-
over, McClellan does not permit the word “ guard " to be used
in his institution; instead he requires everybody fto use the word
“officer.”

In answer to a question this witness, whose teimony seems
to have been seriously considered, answered :

“T know very little of Bergdoll,

“0. You don't know; then, whether it was necessary to hand-
cuff him and send two armed men or not, don’t
think that the man lives that it is necessary to do that to if he
is a normal man, unless he is insane,

“Q. If it became necessary to transfer a man of dangerous
and escaping character, then you believe he should be hand-
cuffed?—A. I don't think so0."”

If one will read the latter part of page 189 and page 190,
which is a part of the testimony of McClellan given at the court-
martial trial of Colonel Hunt, he will be utterly astounded at
the length to which MeClellan would go in conducting a prison.
He said, in substance, that he saw no reason why he should
take the word of a commanding general that a prisoner was
desperate—he would not heed warnings—but would rely upon
his own opinion and that of a psychiatrist rather than take

heed from a warning or obey orders from a superior authority,
Except that Hunt entertained those same notions, Bergdoll
might not have escaped.

Another witness in Colonel Hunt's behalf was Capt. Edmund
Banks Smith, a chaplain, He stated that he was associated
with the prison on Governors Island prior to 1915; that he left
there in 1915, but frequently went back. That good man, con-
sidering Hunt's administration from the *“ uplift " or * reform "
standpoint, said in his testimony :

“ 1 noticed a slow and gradual changing of what I might term
the atmosphere of the prison, rather intangible to deseribe, but
perfectly easy to feel, that appeared to me to show an improve-
ment in the morale of the men.”

It may be said, not in a spirit of reproach, that at the time
when the chaplain “ felt the atmosphere” that Bergdoll was
“ rather intangible” at Governors Island, where Colonel Hunt
presided with such motherly intuitions. Perhaps if the rev-
erend gentleman had then “ felt the atmosphere” in Germany
he would have found it full of the breathings of defiance and
scorn coming from Bergdoll for the American flag. *

Bergdoll escaped on May 21, 1920. Colonel Hunt's court-
martial proceedings commenced July 21 thereafter. During the
two months which intervened between the time when Bergdoll
escaped and the beginning of Hunt's court-martial trial Hunt
was promoted from major to lieutenant colonel. Then, while
the trial was going on announcement actually was made to the
court, while in session, that Lieutenant Colonel Hunt had again
been promoted, this time to the rank of colonel.

Notice: During the two months immediately following the
escape of Bergdoll he was promoted twice.

In the midst of the trial, while Capt. Samuel B. Shackford, a
witness for the defense, was testifying, the attorney for the
prosecution arose and Baid to the court:

“Top save time, I don't think anywhere in the speciﬁcation it
charges that these sergeants were not competent. I don't think
negligence was charged in that way, unless the guard was insuf-
ficiently instructed by Hunt. I think testimony along that line
might be dispensed with. I am not going to object to it, how-
ever, but I want to call your attention to the fact that it is not
charged that either of these sergeants were improper men or not
good sergeants.”

That was a monstrous assertion for the prosecution to make,
inasmuch as one of the specifications charged Colonel Hunt with
having permitted * Bergdoll to leave said barracks on the date
aforesaid not properly and suitably guarded.” If they were
incompetent or drinkers or negligent they were not “ suitable.”

The very one whose duty it was to show that the guards were
not “suitable voluntarily stated, in substance, in the above-
quoted language, that it was not charged that either of the
sergeants “ were " “ improper men or not good sergeants.” Col-
onel Hunt was directed to provide a *‘suitable gnard,” and in
the charge it is plainly specified that he did * neglect his duty
in that behalf.” The prosecution now is helping out the defense
by saying by reasonable inference that “improper men” as
guards make a “suitable " guard.

The witness testified that Sergeant York “is trustworthy—
depend on him absolutely.” What a wonderful statement that
is, in view of all the facts brought out against him.

Amos T, Baker, one of the p-s-y-¢-h-i-a-t-r-i-s-t-s who regarded

‘Bergdoll as so beautifully innocent and harmless, notwithstand-

ing the many warnings as to his dangerous character, really
testified that handcuffing * would be humiliating to the prisoner
and might suggest to him the possibility of escape.” Evidently
he was proceeding upon the theory that it had never entered
Bergdoll’s head to escape. As the handcuffs were not used, and
as Bergdoll escaped, it must be that the absence rather than the
presence of handcuffs suggested the escape, No matter what
the consequence had been, the witness would not abandon his
theory. He, with Hunt's approval, wrote a pamphlet concerning
the control and guidance of prisoners,

This witness further testified as follows:

“1 do recall Major Hunt not wishing to humiliate the prisoner
by attracting attention to him by sending a superfluous guard
or unduly securing him.”

Perhaps if Bergdoll had not been so rich he would not have
been so easily humiliated; nor would three men, two sergeants
and a commissioned officer, have been deemed a “ superfluous
guard,” nor would the use of handeuffs been considered * unduly
securing him.”

In one of Hunt’s many defiances of authority and advice,
he said, “TI don't think the War Department is particularly
expert in arriving at any decision.”

It also appears that Colonel Hunt was not at all averse to be-
ing put in charge of the prison at Fort Leavenworth, where
Bergdoll would have been sent if he had not escaped. One
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Grafton B. Perking, an advertising agent, had in charge this
rospective promotion for Colomel Hunt. !

While this committee was condneting its hearings, it appeared
in some of the western newspapers that one of the eommittee
had expressed the opinion that Hunt had been * whitewashed ”
at his court-martial trial. Coloneél Cresson, who conducted the
so-called “ prosecution " of Colonel Hunt, telegraphed and asked
that the record of the court-martial trial of Hunt be considered
by the committee, and that his prosecuting speech also be con-
sidered by ‘the committee. He was replied to by wire that both
had already been made a part of the record and were considered
by ‘the committee. Particularly did he ask that his speech be
read to the committee. That request was complied with. What-
ever of eriticism of Colonel Cresson there is in this report has
been gotten entirely from that record, his speech included.

On page 30 of that record Colonel Cresson, prosecuting, said
in his concluding speech :

“As T stated in the opening of this case, I want to state again
that the prosecution does not for a minute think, nor does it in-
timate, nor does it eare to have anyone think of intimating that
Colonel Hunt in ‘amy way wanted Bergdoll to escape, that he
colluded in the matter or was in any way in any conspiracy.”

In'another part of his speech he said :

“Of course, the -court realizes, as everyone does, that it is
not -a ‘pleasant ‘duty that devolves on the prosecution in any
case, civil or eriminal, to come before the court and ask that a
brother officer be punished or be admonished or held guilty of
negleet of duty.”

In that speech Colomel Cresson also said:

“ (olonel Hunt has a fine record as a prison officer and the
Government is not denying that.”

In another part:of his speech Colonel Cresson said:

“1 have sympathy for Colonel Hunt. He hasa fine record, has
been retired as a colonel. Colonel Hunt has indeed made a
magnificent record as an officer and as to the care of some pris-
oners. * * * T am glad to be able to say that no ome ‘can
throw any suspicion of crookedness on the part of Colonel Hunt
in this matter.”

Several times in this report Celonel Hunt's defiance of the
directions of superior officers has been mentioned. It is mnot
desired that this report be closed witheut having it clearly and 4
distinetly understood that his attitude of “ defiance ” of orders
was feigned, al least in material part, in order to fulfill ‘the
understanding arrived at between himself and some of those who
saw him at Governors Island a very, very short time before the
Thursday when he sent Bergdoll away from the island with-
out handcuffs, without a commissioned officer, without the
presence of one of the counsel, witheut a “ properly instructed
guard,” and without a ‘‘suitable” guard. It wmatters not
whether he were really stubbornly defiant of erders or cerruptly
s0, he is guilty, the latter offense being more heinous, only.

Just here it should be emphasized again that the prosecuting
Jjudge advocate, Colonel Cresson, declared in the conrt-martial
trial that he weould not prove that Colonel Hunt eorruptly re-
Tusged the handecuffs, or corruptly failed to send a commissioned
officer with the expedition, or eorruptly failed to have one of
the counsel accompany it, or corruptly failed to properly in-
struet the guard, or corruptly failed to provide a sufficient
guard, even if he ecould do so.

Colonel Cresson's contention during the trial was that Hunt
was guilty—but only of a technical offense—if lie, without
taking a bribe, disebeyed orders; but that if he disobeyed
orders because he was bribed so to do, then he was not guilty.

Prisoners in making escapes use different instruments. Some
use crowbars, some files, some saws, and some false keys. The
instrument used by Bergdoll in making his eseape was money.
Crowbars, saws, and files make noise. There is an old, old
saying that “ money talks,” but in illegitimate transaetions like
this its talking is dome in whispers, and therefore difficult of
proof.

No one can be so dense as not to know that Bergdoll eould
not have been detained at Governors Island for the unusual
length of time that he was detainéd, instead of being sent
directly to Leavenworth, without the use of money. Neither
can any impartial mind fail to see that his expedition to re-
cover the alleged hidden gold was procured by the use of money.
It is fair to assume that every discrimination made in his
favor, and that every step taken by him leading to his escape,
was the direct result of his inunense fortune. If he had not
bheen a millionaire, imniediately following his conviction, he
would have gone with other prisoners to Leavenworth, where
the doors would have heen securely closed behind him, unless

Colonel Hunt had been successful in his effort to be transf
there. y

Beeaunse a thing is aecomplished by employing a licensed at-
‘torney to do it dees not ‘necessarily put the aet beyond merited
condemnation. Momney was spent lavishly by Bergdell for the
purpose of ingratiating himself, not only with the prison au-
thorities but with his fellow inmates in the prison at Governors
Island. There are many instances where money was used,
apparently for legitimate purpeses, but surely with the ulterior
design ‘of escape. His prolonged stay dt Governors Tsland cost
him 4t least six or seven thousand dollars, and it must be re-
membered in this connection that it was at General Ansell's
request that Bergdoll was permitted to remain there.

The broad, well-defined trail leading to the escape did not
bhecome unmistakably evident until General Ansell induced Gen-
eral Harris to authorize the expedition to search for the gold.
There can be no doubt about General Ansell's #bility and learn-
ing, but it is certain that he did net get into the case because of
that ability and learning alone, His influenee with 'the Army
officers with whom but recently theretofore he had been so long
associated must have been considered. The large fee con-
‘templated by him evidently was based not only upon what he
‘might -accomplish through legil channels; but, in addition, by
exercised influenee,

The many fees to be gotten from others, and the big one to
be paid by Bergdell, lured him into questionable paths. No one
knew better than General Ansell that his eourse was, at least,
doubtful. His own econscience seemed to have reprimanded
him even before this investigiation commeneed. This is evi-
derrced by the fact that while upon the witness stand, when it
was tuken for granted by these of the cvommittee that his
thoughts had not yet turned to his being ‘a possible “ pardon
broker,” he admitted, by citations to the law in various jurisdic-
tions, that dlready he 'was mindful of that feature of the case.
Then, when it was undertaken to ascertain to what limit
he would not go ‘for a fee, he cited instanees in justifieation of
himself where other attorneys had defended notoriously in-
famons characters. That manner of defense of himself did not
first or suddenly come fo him while upon the witness stand.
This conclusion is based upon the fact 'that when he, but
recently a general in our Army, was confronted with what he
had done, he drew from his pockét a written statement, pre-
pared in advance, citing cases, both American and English,
to justify his defense of Bergdoll, our eountry’s enemy.

While there are many who participated in the conspiracy
leading ‘to Bergdoll's eseape and the aequittal of those who
brought it about, there are three who are 'infinitely more cul-
pable than the rest, Thosé three are General Ansell, Colonel
Hunt, and Oel. O. C. Cresson. But thus far'no punishment has
been imposed upon anybody that eounld not be discharged by the
Bergdoll millions and counted a mere trifle.

General Ansell is now out of the Army, He is beyond the
Jurisdiction of court-martial proceedings, but provision should
be made against his Tuture practice before any of the depart-
ments, before any court-martial, or in the eourts of the Distriet
of Columbia or the Nation, above whose safety and imtegrity
he has placed gold.

Colonel Hunt, within the next two months after he had par-
ticipated go criminally in the escape of Bergdoll, was promoted
from major to colonel and immediately ‘retired on the pay
of $3.600 a year. It becomes a serious question who is to pay
this life-long reward for his perfidy. Those whose backs
already are burdened with the most onerous tax ever imposed
must contribute; and, in addition, more than 4,000,000 of our
soldier boys must, throughout Colonél Hunt's remaining years,
contribute to this munficent retirement fund, in recognition
only of his instrumentality in this nafional tragedy. An out-
raged Nation has the right to demand that Colonel Hunt's
annuity be discontinued.

The conduct of Mr. Earl B. Wood shonld not go unnoticed.

On April 30, 1920, John J. O’Connor, a special agent of the
Government in the Secret Service, who had been sent to Phila-
delphia to look after the Bergdoll case, addressed a letter to
Frank Burk, Assistant Director and Chief of Investigation,
Washington, D. C.

That letter reads as follows:

“Dear Sie: On the evening of April 27 Lieut. George C. Me-
Donald, who has been and is cooperating with me in the Berg-
doll cases, obtained information through one Jacob Strohm, an
uncle by marriage of the Bergdoll boys, that Grover C. Bergdoll
is to gain his release within a period of two weeks.

“The information, in substance, is that a Colonel Ansell, a
‘Washingion attormey who has been refained by the Bergdoll
family to attack the verdic¢t of the court-martial, has guaranteed
to bring about the release of Grover C. Bergdoll for a considera-
tion of $10,000. In an ‘effort to gain his freedom, counsel for
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Bergdoll is expected to apply for the release on bond of Grover
C. Bergdoll pending the decision of the court in re application
for a writ of habeas corpus, which will give Bergdoll sufficient
time to depart from the United States. :

“If this can be brought about, it will be a repetition of an
application which was made before Judge Hand in the southern
distriet of New York, and at the time of the application counsel
requested that the prisoner be turned over to the custody of the
United States marshal pending decision. Judge Hand refused
the request and ordered Bergdoll returned to the custody of the
military authorities.

“If there is some way to prevent Bergdoll's being released
pending the decision of the court before which the application
will be made, we will have prevented Grover Bergdoll's escape,
together with protecting Colonel Ansell, whom I believe to be
misled, from having to explain the treacheries of his client and
of his confederates.

“Very respectfully,
“ Joax J. O'CoNNoOR,
“Special Agent."

When that letter reached the department it went to Mr. Wood,
he having charge of all correspondence relating to the Bergdoll
case.

When Mr, Wood received the letter he should have immedi-
ately brought it to the attention of the War Department, which
then had charge of Bergdoll, for the purpose of having double
precautions thrown around him.

It seems that every happening—whether of act or omission—
resulted to Bergdoll’s benefit, and not one to his real detriment.

All this could not have been accident. Somebody, carrying
convincing persuasives in great bundles, must have preceded
every doing in the case, to see that nothing was left to chance.

The opinion is freely ventured that if O'Connor had written
the above letter of warning about any military prisoner other
than Bergdoll, the millionaire draft dodger, that that lefter or
its content® would have been sent at once to the War Depart-
ment.

In the concealment of this most important letter Mr. Wood
finds himgelf with no consolation. There is no one with whom
he can even divide responsibility for the offense. Confronted,
as he was, when on the witness stand, by that predicament, he
did not attempt to do so, as the following questions and answers
show :

“ Mr, Jounson. It (the letter) came to you because you were
in charge of this (Bergdoll) particular case,

“Mr, Woop. Yes, sir,

“ Mr. Jouxsons. Have you stated when you received it?

“ Mr. Woob. It is on the letter. It looks like May 3, 1920,

“Mr, Jounson. When you received that letter, what did you
do with it or about it?

“Mr. Woon. I went to see the Assistant Attorney General,
Mr. Robert P, Stewart, who was not in his office, as I remember
it, and I discussed the matter with Mr. Herron, the assistant
to Mr. Stewart, relative to what steps we should take if Berg-
doll should apply for a writ of habeas corpus, and to take steps
to resist the issuance of the writ.

“ Mr. JouxsoN. Did you bring the contents of that letter to
the attention of anybody else?

“ Mr. Woobn. No, sir,

“Mr, JouxsoN Do you take full responsibility for the failure
to bring the contents of that letter to the attention of anybody
else? . .

“Mr, Woon, Yes, sir; I take the responsibility.
the letter.

“Mr, Joawsoxw., Do you take full responsgibility for not having
brought it to the attention of anybody else? .

“Mr. Woop. Yes, sir; I take full responsibility for the way
that letter was handled.

“Mr. JoaxsoN. Do you take full responsibility for not having
brought the contents of this letter to the attention of anybody
else?

“Mr, Woopn. I do.

“Mr, Jouxsox, That is all.” .

Believing that no man of Mr. Wood's most extraordinary

make-up should continue in the public service, his dismissal is
most earnestly recommrended. More, it is recommended that
he be forever disqualified from holding any appointive position
whatever with the Government of the United States,
* It has been said that there is perhaps no crime an exact
definition of which is more difficult to give than the offense of
conspiracy, It has been defined to be a combination of two
or more persons by some concerted action to accomplish some
eriminal or unlawful purpose, or to accomplish some purpose
not in itself criurinal or unlawful by criminal or unlawful
means,

I handled

It is not necessary to constitute a conspiracy that two or
more persons should meet together and enter into an explicit
or formal agreement for an unlawful scheme or that they should
directly, by words or in writing, state what the unlawful scheme
is to be and the details of the plan or means by which the
unlawful combination is to be made effective, When two or
more persons pursue by their acts the same object, often by the
same means, one perfornring one part of the act and the other
another part of the act so as to complete I, with a view to
the attaining of the object which they werespursning, this will
be sufficient to constitute a conspiracy. Concurrence of senti-
ment and cooperative conduct in an unlawfuol and criminal
enterprise and not formality of speech are the essential in-
gredients of a criminal conspiracy, Previous acquaintance is
unnecessary, and it is not essential that each conspirator should
know the exact part to be performed by the other conspirator
in execution of the conspiracy. Moreover, all the conspirators
need not enter into the agreement at the same time, When a
new party with knowledge of the facts concurs in the plans of
the original conspirators and comes in fo aid in the execution
of them, he is from that nroment a conspirator. :

The conspiracy may. of course, be shown by direct evidence,
but direct evidence is not indispensable. Circumstantial evi-
dence is competent to prove conspiracy from the very nature
of the case. Generally speaking, the crime must be proven by
acts of the party himself and of any other with whom it is
attempted to connect him,

The evidence in a conspiracy is wider than perhaps in any
other case. Taken by themselves, the acts of n conspiracy are
rarely of an unequivocally guilty character, and they can only
be properly estimated when connected with all the surrounding
circumstances. The process is, after all, an inference from one
faet to the existence of another.

The crime of conspiracy very, very frequently involves the use
of money as a means to its successful accomplishment and, in
such cases, as a general rule it is not necessary that direct
evidence be adduced of the payment and receipt of the consider-
ation. It becomes a matter of inference from one fact to the
existence of another. That is this case.

It must be conceded that the motives which prempted Mrs,
Bergdoll, the mother, and * Judge " Romig, the foster father, to
take part in the conspiracy were not the motives that actuated
either Gibboney, Ansell, Bailey, or Hunt. These latter had no
affection for Grover Bergdoll, nor ean it be said that his plight
aroused their humanitarian impulses. What, then, incited their
activities? There was, of course, the Bergdoll fortune ever
present.

There are many, many offenses which are, indeed, most diffi-
cult of actual proof. There are a few impossible of good except
by circumstances and by reasoning from cause fo effect.

The eye of man is far more easily deceived than is his mature
reasoning and calm judgment. Money may pass from hand to
hand in an instant, and at some obscure place, and not be seen,
While the passing of it may be proven beyond doubt, the consid-
eration for which it did pass may be disputed. On the other
hand, the full performance of the service to be rendered may be
fully established ; still the passing of the money in payment for
the service may be proven only by appeal from the eye to the
mental consideration of a chain of established facts. Again,
that is this case.

However, no witness willing to tell the whole truth has seen
the money actually pass. But everybody who heard or has
read the testimony should be able to see an * effect ” which could
have been produced by no * cause ” except money. In reasoning
from cause to effect we see the Bergdoll millions, * the cause,”
standing out like Pikes Peak against the horizon of a rising sun.
As the rays of light advance upon each succeeding scene in this
unholy affair there is disclosed to the reasoning mind one hid-
eous thing after another, pictured with the accuracy of the
camera, until “ the effect,” the escape, stands out as clearly as
the Egyptian pyramids against another horizon.

At first only long and meagerly defined shadows, reaching
from the “cause,” were cast across the Nation's integrity; but
as the rays of discernment and analysis rose higher and higher
the shadows shortened and shortened until a black spot stands,
and will forever stand, exposed to the light of reason, although
none but the guilty may have seen the corrupting infiuence pass
from slacker to traitor.

But with the advent into the case of him who, by his partner,
has been modestly declared to be * the highest authority in this
country on military law,” we find sorcerer-like deception prac-
ticed upon the trusting. Next we see g palsied old man, over-
flowing with that generous spirit of acquiescence and lack of re-
sistance that always accompanies those who grow old beauti-
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fully, placed and replaced in artist-like fashion wherever his
name could best be commercialized.

Then we find the activities transferred from Washington,
which for the then present must be obscured, to Governors
Island. This transfer from Washington to Governors Island
was so absolute that even an official letter of warning sent
from Philadelphia to Washington forecasting Bergdoll's escape
within two weeks was hidden away in a pigeonhole, never to
find its way to Bergdoll's prison, that he might be properly
guarded.

Then we find Bergdoll put into the same cell with a prisoner
who is permitted fo make almost daily visits to New York,
bearing on one oceasion, if not on others, a written message
to a well-known leader in America against constituted govern-
ment. Also we find a large sum of money placed at the prison,
obviously that Bergdoll might purchase the good will and,
perhaps, the silence of guards or the assistance of fellow
prisoners. 3

Next, we see the commandant of the prison turn deaf, dumb
and blind-to every direction that might hinder Bergdoll's escape.
We see handeuffs denied, and every other official instruction
violated. The plighted faith of counsel absconds before the
prisoner does, that his going may be the easier. Finally, and
as a fitting sequel to this sordid tale, we find that the derelict
commandant at Governors Island was prosecuted by one whose
shame should be measured only by his days. Following the
flimsy pretense—only a pretense—at prosecution, the comman-
dant’s fate was given to a court composed of military officers
who found him * not guilty ” in the face of his own admissions
that he had not complied with instructions for the violation of
which he was then being tried.

Bergdoll escaped through the misdoing of somcbody other
than the Bergdoll family and their immediate, personal asso-
ciates, such as Romig, Stecker, Gibboney, and Mrs. Bergdoll.
It is hoped that this report bares to the Congress the others who
are more guilty than even the Bergdoll family, Shall they go
unwhipped of justice?

The mother, the brother, the foster father—only those who
gave shelter and comfort out of love for the black sheep of the
family—have been convicted. Shall those who, for money,
conceived, connived at, and execnted the escape continue to
prictice in our Nation's courts, to wear the uniform of an
officer of our Army, or to collect an annuity from a wronged
people?

* *® # * :u % *

The foregoing part of this report was written shortly after
May 24, 1921, when it was thought by every member of the com-
mittee that the hearings had been concluded. However, about
two months after that date the chairman reconvened the com-
mittee for additional hearings. These last-mentioned hearings
were occasioned by the receipt of a communication sent by a
special agent of the Department of Justice located at Philadel-
phia to the Department of Justice at Washington, That com-
munication was forwarded to Mr. Peters, the chairman of this
comimnittee, under date of June 22, 1921.

The communication of the special agent at Philadelphia was
written for the purpose of reporting that he had intercepted a
letter written by Grover C. Bergdoll in Germany to his mother,
Mrs, Emma C. Bergdoll, at Philadelphia. The communication
states, among other things, that the letter ridiculed the seizure
of the writer's property by the United States, and that the
United States had started something that they could not finish;
also that three neutral nations had offered him citizenship.
Those statements, and a number of others, are not in guotation
marks, but are represented to be a part of the substance of the
letter,

That report—a rather lengthy one—embraces in quotation
marks the following:

“We made the Americans look like a bunch of boobs before
the whole world. They are all laughing at them. * * * You
certainly did tell it to the investigators down at Washington,
and you deserve credit. Why did you not tell them of the
$5,000 which we gave Campbell up at Governors Island? If
you did not, I would advise you to make it publie, so that the
grafters will be all exposed. We are writing a book which
gives away the whole swindle from beginning to end, and the
Ameriean publie will wake up when they read it in the near
future,”

In the report the special agent says the word “ decipiatur”
was used in the letter, which, #s near as he can determine, is a
Latin word meaning “ a joker.”

Two or three weeks after the reception of that communication
by the chairman of this committee he sent counsel for the com-
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mittee to Philadelphia to confer with Mrs, Bergdoll relative to
that part of Grover C. Bergdoll's letter suggesting that she tell
the committee, if she had not already done so, that they had
given Maj. Bruce R. Campbell $5,000. °

The chairman of the committee also cansed an examination
to be made of the account of Bruce R. Campbell and his wife,
Laura A. Campbell, at the bank in New York with which they
did business. From that examination it was learned that Camp-
bell had purchased an automobile, paying $1,500 therefor, and
that also he had deposited with Wasserman & Bro., stock and
bond brokers in New York, two sums of money amounting to
$6,500. The automobile was purchased by Campbell and the
deposits made with Wasserman & Bro. shortly after it was
alleged that he had received $5,000 from the Bergdolls.

Upon that information another hearing was had, commenec-
ing June 19. In that hearing Mrs. Bergdoll was the first wit-
ness. She testified in substance that upon one occasion, shortly
after the arrest of her son on January 7, she was at Governors
Island, and that she and her son had 2 talk with Campbell, and
that he said that if they would place $100,000 in his hands it
counld be used with those higher up at Washington and New
York to his advantage. Mrs. Bergdoll says that she replied to
that proposition by telling him to “go to hell.” Then she said
that her son Grover put his finzer across his lips, indicating to
her to be quiet, Continuing her story she stated that there-
after her son Grover asked her to bring to him at the prison
$5,000, and that in a few days after this request she went back
to the prison taking $5,000 with her, which she delivered to her
son. She was most emphatie in saying that she did not know
what her son was going to do with the money, and that she
never found out afterwards what he did do with it,

She also testified that during the latter part of January or the
early part of February, 1920, she was not certain which, while
on the boat between Governors Island and New York, Campbell
said to her that he had given the money to the proper person,
whose name he called, but the name was not remembered by
Mrs, Bergdoll.

When Mrs. Bergdoll first testified before the committee, which
was about two months before her last testimony was given, she
stated in just as positive a way that she had never given
Campbell any money, other than $50 with which he was asked
to purchase cravats and knickknacks for her son Grover while
in prison.

Major Campbell, in testifying relative to that feature, said
that Mrs. Bergdoll or somebody closely associated with the
family—he was not certain which—gave him a small amount of
money, something like $10 or $12, with which to make similar
purchases for the prisoner. Ile says that he left that sum of
money with a near-by store, so-that Grover C. Bergdoll could
got knickknacks with it.

It will be seen that Mrs. Bergdoll testified under oath in her
first testimony that she gave Campbell $50 and no mere. It is
equally important to note that in her last testimony. when an
effort was being made to incriminate Major Campbell, she
rigidly adhered to that story. The press of the country carried
the unqualified statement that Mrs. Bergdoll, when last testify-
ing, stated that she gave Campbell the $5,000; when, as a
matter of fact, she stated in no uncertain way that she did not
give him the $5,000, or any sum except the $50, and no testimony
whatever was produced to show that Campbell got any money
except the small amount admitted by him and Mrs. Bergdoll,
unless it be proven by his alleged admission to Mrs. Bergdoll
while on the boat. If Campbell upon that oceasion admitted
having received any money and having turned it over to
another, there is no testimony whatever showing that he re-
ferred to the $5,000 and not to the smaller sum which has been
mentioned.

The reflection upon Major Camphell was made, not by Mrs,
Bergdoll but merely by the question put to her by her abscond-
ing son in the intercepted letter. )

An effort was made to corroborate the suggestion made by
Grover C. Bergdoll, by showing that the bank account of Camp-
bell and his wife was a very small one, indeed; so small as to
forbid the possibility of his having $6,500 to deposit with Was-
serman & Bro. in a “bucket shop " transaction. That account
with Wasserman & Bro. was in the name of Campbell and his
wife.

A young man in the Intelligence Burean was sent from Wash-
ington to New York to examine the bank account of Campbell
and his wife. The proper way to have secured testimony rela-
tive to that account was to have had some officer pf the bank
testify from the book entries. In the absence of that manner
of establishing the bank account, the next best method was.to
produce a copy of that account. However, neither of those
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things was done. Instead, the young man who went from Wash-
ington to New York returned, appeared before the committee,
and, withont the original entries, or without a copy of them, or
without a single note or memorandum, testified that he had
examined the account and that the largest entry in it was
$252.50, Campbell’s salary, which was deposited monthly; and
that all the cliecks on that account were small; and that his
monthly balances ranged between $7 and $60. Notwithstand-
ing that testimony, the fact was afterwards established from the
bank itself that during the very latter part of December imme-
giately preceding the deposit with Wasserman & Bro. there was
a deposit to that account of $5,037.

The next piece of attempted corroborative evidence against
Campbell was the production of the books of Wasserman & Bro.
That account showed that on the 10th day of February, 1920,
Canmpbell deposited with that firm, to the credit of himself and
wife, for speculative purposes, $4,500, and that within a few
days thereafter he deposited the additional sum of $2,000 for
the same purpose,

It should be noticed that our fugitive in Germany had charged,
by innuendo, in the lefter to his mother that they, meaning him-
self and mother, had given Campbell $5,000. The assumption
was that the $5,000 of Bergdoll money had been used in the
Wasserman & Bro. transaction, because Campbell was supposed
not to have had other available money.

It must be borne in mind that Campbell did not deposit $5,000
with Wasserman, but that he did deposit $6,500 with them. If
he got $5,000 of it from the Bergdolls, the question very appro-
priately may arise: Where did he get the $1,500 in excess of
the §5,0007 The answer consistently can be given that he got
the $5,000 where he got the $1,500, and Grover Bergdoll does
not make pretense that he got more than $£5,000, while Mrs,
Bergdoll says he got only $50, and he admits that he got some-
thing like only $10 or $12.

How very strange it is that the voung man who went from
Washington to New York to examine the bank aecount should
testify that he had gone through the bank’s books, in so far as
they related to Campbell and his wife, and found no deposit
bigger than $252.50, when, according to the report made by the
bank itself, the deposit of $5,03T must have been staring him in
the face.

Another remarkable feature in this most extraordinary case
is that the special agent of the Department of Justice, located
at Philadelphia, did not transmit a copy of the letter, instead of
his construction of it. It seems reasonable that his very first
act should have been to make a copy of the letter—better still,
a photostat copy.

Major Campbell was the attorney designated by the War De-
partment to defend Grover C. Bergdoll at his court-martial
trial. The intercepted létter refers to others as having gotten
dishonest money, but Major Campbell is the only one in that
class whose name has been given to the  committee by the
special agent at Philadelphia,

Again, it may be asked, since Campbell's bank account was
not correctly testified to, is it not equally possible that some
name other than Campbell’'s may have been mentioned in the
intercepted letter, while  Campbell's name, as already stated,
was the only one forwarded to the committee?

Major Campbell testified that he never had any conversation
with either Mrs. Bergdoll or her son Grover, or with anybody
else, concerning the payment to him of any money other than

the small amount heretofore mentioned, and for the purposes

indieated, Certainly no one in the whole United States will
claim that he is less worthy of credit than any of the Bergdolls,
especially that one in Germany, who makes the charge against
him :

Campbell's father, now past threescore years and ten, testified
in an open, manly way, which earried convietion with his man-
ner, and told how, within his own knowledge, his son had gotten
$6,000 in a “ friendly gambling transaction.”

Major Campbell also testified that he and his wife, not a very
great while before the Wasserman transaction, had as much
ready money as $24,000. Those statements have not been con-
tradicted. If Campbell's integrity is to be reflected upon in
any report that may be made, proof of the charge is challenged.
There is not a scintilla of proof against him, except the mere
suggestion made by Grover C. Bergdoll in the intercepted letter.
The bank account and the Wasserman transaction, which were
expected to corroborate the charge preferred by young Berg-
doll, have been completely explained away. If there be any who
still insist that Campbell got any of the Bergdoll money, let
it be said to them that the only testimony given in support
wag the statement made by Grover Bergdoll to his mother,
which, through the special agent, was repeated to thia com-
mlttee.

Those who heard or have read the rambling statements made
by Major Campbell when he testified should know that during
a part of the hearings he was in the Walter Reed Hospital as
a patient; that while in France during the war he was twice
gassed ; that he was at a military camp in the State of Arkansas
when summoned to come to Washington and appear before the

‘committee; that upon his way here he was confronted while

on the train by copies of various newspapers stating that Mrs,
Bergdoll had appeared before the committee and testified posi-
tively that she had paid him $5,000 to be used for illegitimate
purposes; and that upon his arrival here he was neither in
physical nor mental condition to tell a concise, connected, and
lucid story in explanation of the charge, However, in his dis-
connected and rambling testimony there was no material state-
ment made by him that did not turn out, from other testimony
and evidence, to be true.

Those who would criticize Major Campbell are asked only to
turn to the testimony given by his old father, and the manner
of its giving, and then compare it with the testimony given by
any of the Bergdolls or by any of their hangers-on. The one
is open, frank, and superlatively candid; that of the others,
to mildly express it, is exactly the opposite.

The charges against Major Campbell were made in a most
indirect manner by Grover Bergdoll. Bergdoll was not under
oath nor subjeet to cross-examination; and his mother, who
was expected to corroborate him, not only failed to do so, but
actually contradicted him. Major Campbell assumed the bur-
den of proof and clearly disproved the charges. He is there-
fore exonerated.

In that part of this report which deals with those whose
names became involved in this affair, by the testimony which
seemed to have closed on May 24, the testimony of no Bergdoll
has been necessary for the conclusions reached. Hvery adverse
criticism of anyone in that part of this report is founded almost
entirely upon the acts and omissions of him who is eriticized.
However, in this, the latter part of this report—that which re-
lates to the Campbell affair—Bergdoll testimony of necessity
can not be avoided, and that fact is the apology for treating
their testimony with any degree of seriousness.

In conclusion it is deemed proper to commend Thomas Ww.
Miller, the Alien Property Custodian, for the seizure of the
Bergdoll property. It is hoped that he will exercise what seems
to be his legal right to compel Mrs, Bergdoll to produce the gold
which she claims to have buried on the farm near Philadelphia.

The foregoing is respectfully submitted to the House of Rep-
resentatives for its consideration and appropriate action.

Bex JoHNSORN.

0. R. LuHmING.

H. D. Froo..
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY,

By House Resolution 12 this committee was directed, in sub-
stance—

(1) To procure all facts relevant to fixing responsibility for
the escape of Bergdoll from the United States military author-
ities and for the failure to recapture him.

(2) To determine whether any conspiracy existed to effect
Bergdoll's escape or prevent his recapture, and, if so, what per-
sons participated therein.

(3) To determine whether dereliction of duty devolving upon
any persons existed which contributed to making said escape
possible or hindered recapture.

I

The committee, by its own action and through counsel and
agents, has made exhaustive investigation of facts relevant to
the escape of Bergdoll and has examined on oath all witnesses
who are alive and available supposed fo have any knowledge
of or connection with the matter. The testimony of all the
witnesses exanrined by the commitfee is in printed form in 18
prints of some 1,000 pages, and accompanies this report. A
large number of the records and official reports procured from
the Department of Justice and from the War Department are on
file with the committee and have been examined by it so far as
deemed necessary to form its conclusions.

The Department of Justice and every branch of the War
Department consulted have furnished every facility for pursuing
this investigation and apparently have been desirous of fully
cooperating with the committee in its effort to reach the facts.

The committee believes that in accordance with the resolution
passed by the House it has made a thorough investigation and
procured all facts available yelevant to fixing responsibility for
this escape and for the failure to recapture.

11,

As bearing upon the question as to whether a conspiracy ex-

isted to effect the escape or prevent the recapture of Bergdoll
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and, if so, what persons participated therein, it may be helpful
to summarize the fucts surrounding the escape.
SUMMARY OF FACTS.

Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, an American citizen, of Phila-
delphia, unmarried, 25 years old, worth more than a million
dollars, and in good health, on August 11, 1917, having been duly
registered, was ordered by the local draft board to make his
appearance for physical examination on August 14, 1917,

On August 13, 1917, Bergdoll drew large sums of money fronr
bankers and left Philadelphia and went into hiding to aveid
military service.

On July 15, 1918, a questicnnaire was mailed Bergdoll to be
filed July 22, 1918. .

On July 27, 1918, the local draft board reported to the ad-
jutant general of Pennsylvania Bergdoll's failure to submit
questionnaire, -

On July 29, 1918, the adjutant general of Pennsylvania mailed
notice to Bergdoll to report August 8, 1918, at 1 p. m. at the
adjutant general's office, Harrisburg, Pa.

On August 13, 1918, the adjutant general of Pennsylvania re-
ported to The Adjutant General at Washington that Bergdoll
had bheen inducted into service on August 8, 1918, and was a
deserter,

Bergdoll evaded arrest until January 7, 1920, when he was
arrested by agents of the Department of Justice, turned over
to the military authorities, tried by court-martial, convicted of
being a deserter, and on Mareh 30, 1920, was sentenced to im-
prisonment for five years. He was confined in the Atlantic
branch of the disciplinary barracks at Governors Island, N. Y.
He escaped from military custody at Philadelphia on May 21,
1920, under circumstances so extraordinary that the attention
of the country has been directed to this case.

The history of the matter from the time of Bergdoll's arrest

by agents of the Department of Justice on January 7 until his

escape from the military authorities on May 21 is briefly as
follows:

Immediately upon Bergdoll's arrest he employed one D.
Clarence Gibboney, of Philadelphia, as his attorney, and Gib-
boney continued to be the principal attorney of Bergdoll until
his escape. He was paid $12,500 and was given full authority
to employ other counsel. Other lawyers who were connected
with the case with Gibboney were Harry Weinberger, of New
York; John W. Westcott, of New Jersey; and Samuel T. Ansell
and Edward 8. Bailey, of Washington., Capt. Bruce R. Camp-
bell was detailed as military counsel for the defendant in the
court-martial. Ansell & Bailey, a Washington law firm, of
which the senior partner, Mr. Ansell, was formerly a brigadier
general in the Judge Advocate General's Department and dur-
ing the war was acting judge advocate general, resigning in
July, 1919, to enter the practice of law in Washington, were re-
tained in April, 1920, after the conviction of Bergdoll by court-
martial, for the purpose of obtaining a review by the Secretary
of War of the action of the court-martial.

Prior to the retention of Ansell & Bailey in the ease counsel
had used every means possible to prevent the conviction and
sentence of Bergdoll. Insanity had been suggested and habeas
corpus proceedings instituted, both without success. Mr. Ansell
studied the record. informed Gibboney that his firm would take
the case, received $5,000 as a retainer, and proceeded to pre-
pare a brief on points of law involved with the hope of having
the proceedings against Bergdoll quashed on review by the
Secretary of War. By correspondence and negotiations with
Gibboney, who had full authority to fix compensation of coun-
sel, Ansell & Bailey were authorized to believe that if their
efforts were successful in the War Department or by further
appeal to the civil courts resulting in the release of Bergdoll,
they could charge a further fee of some forty or fifty thousand
dollars.

An interesting feature in connection with the efforts to obtain
a review by the War Department of the proceedings against
Bergdoll is the activity manifested by Judge John W. Westcott.
Upon reading the brief which had been prepared by Mr. Ansell,
Judge Westcott became violently enthusiastic. He mailed a
copy of the brief to the Secretary of War with the following
letter:

WasHingToN, D, C., May 7, 1920.
Hon. Newtox D. BAKER,
Secretary of War, Washington, D, C.

"My DEar Mz, SECRETARY : I beg to inclose you a brief in the
case of Grover C. Bergdoll. The brief is exhaustive and conclu-
sive. There is not the slightest doubt in -the world but that
the war authorities made a mistake. I am enormously inter-
ested in the situation, and want, if possible, to keep the matter

out of the courts. There is very little question but that the
Judge Advocate General will properly dispose of the case.

I hope you are very well, It has been a long time since T last
had the pleasure of seeing you, but I have kept a very inter-
ested gaze upon your work.

Believe me very cordially and sincerely yours,
Joux W. WESTCOTT.

The cause of Judge Westcott's interest in the case is in dis-
pute. He himself says that his professional ardor was aroused
by the inherent merit of the case as elucidated by Mr. Ansell in
his brief. On the other hand, it iz suggested that his interest
was stimulated by a retainer from Mr. Gibboney. It is not par-
ticularly within our province to decide the personal controversy
bhetween Mr. Ansell and Judge Westcott., It seems certain that
Angell & Bailey believed that Judge Westcott had heen retained
as associate counsel, and it is probable that Gibboney took ad-
vantage of the judge's enthusiastic nature and the fact that he
was associated with Gibboney in other matters to get the benefif
of his advice and reputation without the pecuniary compensa-
tion which he would have demanded had he appreciated his
usefulness to the case of Gibboney's client.

As soon as the activities of the lawyers along these lines had
ceased by the filing of briefs with the War Department, other
activities were instituted by Gibboney in behalf of Bergdoll
which finally resulted in his being permitted to leave the dis-
ciplinary barracks at Governors Island and obtain what proved
to be the opportunity of escaping.

On the day the Ansell brief was filed with the War Depart-
ment (May 4), at the request both of Mr. Ansell and Harry
Weinberger, The Adjutant General sent orders to the com-
mander of the disciplinary barracks not to transfer Bergdoll to
Fort Leavenworth, as would be customary in such cases, but to
keep him at the barracks at Governors Island. This was on
the plea that habeas corpus proceedings before the district court
in New York would be taken inside of two weeks, but such pro-
ceedings were never taken. The result was that Bergdoll re-
mained at the barracks, however.

On the Tth of May, at Washington, Gibboney for the first time
released the “ pot-of-gold ™ story. On that day, having taken
Judge Westeott to the office of Mr. Ansell, and having inculcated
a belief in the minds of Ansell & Bailey (which was.in a large
measure borne out by the conduct of Judge Westcott himself)
that Judge Westeott was an associate counsel in the case, Gib-
boney proceeded to relate to them the story that Bergdoll, hav-
ing previously drawn out from the United States Treasury more
than $100,000 in gold, had buried it in the mountains of western
Maryland. He now desired to dig it up and place it in banks.

It is astonishing that anyone would believe this story without
confirmation. It is a fact that Mrs. Bergdoll, assisted by one
Romig, an old friend and confidential agent of the family, did,
in October and November, 1918, withdraw $105,000 in gold from
the United States Treasury in Washington. Two trips were
made by these two persons in an automobile from Philadelphia.
Gold certificates were presented at the Treasury and gold coin
received in exchange, and with considerable labor transferred to
the waiting machine, in which they made their way back to Phil-
adelphia with their precious loads, weighing over 400 pounds,
Mrs. Bergdoll testified that this was her own money, and that
after taking it home and leaving it under the kitchen table over-
night she buried it, though not in western Maryland.

While it is a fact that Mrs. Bergdoll withdrew this gold from
the Treasury, neither Ansell, Bailey, nor Westcott made any
attempt to verify the story told by Gibboney and made no
inquiry at the Treasury as fto the withdrawal of gold.

There is no evidence whatever that Grover Bergdoll buried
any gold or that he was connected with any gold. Gibboney put
forward Romig as authority for the story that Bergdoll had
buried gold—the same gold withdrawn from the Treasury—but
Romig does not deny that Mrs. Bergdoll withdrew this money
and with him took it home to her kitchen in Philadelphia ; nor
does he dispute her story that she subsequently, alone, buried
it. Romig would not say in his testimony that he knew or be-
lieved that Grover Bergdoll had buried any gold.

A brother of Bergdoll testified that he knew nothing about
Grover having any gold and had no belief that he had buried
any.

The story, however, served its purpose. Gibboney had clev-
erly introduced a suggestion at this meeting in Ansell's office
that this gold could be used to pay lawyers' fees and that Berg-
doll was the one man who knew where it was. It was necessary
that he have a certain liberty of action in order to go and dig
it up and put it in banks, which Bergdoll regarded -as safer
than the ground.
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Giibboney’s suggestion was that a request be made of The
Adjutant General by Ansell for permission for Bergdoll to leave
the barracks under guard and go out to Maryland in an automo-
bile for the purpose of obtaining the gold.

On May 10, after the conversation referred to, Mr. Ansell went
to The Adjutant General in person and placed before him the
request that Bergdoll be allowed to go out for the purpose of
hunting the gold. He gave Gibboney as his authority for the
story and made the point that Judge Westcott was joining with
him in the request, Major General Harris, The Adjutant Gen-
erul, testified :

“ General Ansell said that he had discussed the matter with
Gibboney, a prominent attorney of Philadelphia, and also with
Judge Westeott, and that they firmly believed the story of Berg-
doll that he actually had concealed this money in this lonely
spot. General Ansell himself stated that he had come to the
conclusion that he was telling the truth; that he actually had
the money there.”

The pet-of-gold story, which had probably started in the
imagination of either Bergdoll or Gibboney, had acquired such
momentum that when it reached General Harris it had behind it
the weight of the alleged belief and influence of former Briga-
dier General Ansell, who had recently vacated the office of Act-
ing Judge Advocate General; Judge John W. Westcott, one of
the most prominent lawyers of the Hast, who had nominated
Mr. Wilson twice for the Presidency: and Mr. D. C. Gibboney,
who was represented at that time to be a man of high repute in
Philadelphia. General Harris was impressed and asked that
the request be put in writing. This was done by Mr. Ansell in
the following letter:

“ My DeAr GENERAL Hanris: Please permit me, in compliance
with your helpful suggestion of a moment ago, to place before
you in this manner my request, concerning which I have just
spoken to you, in behalf of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, together
with a brief statement of reasons therefor.

“Phis man, in virtue of his conviction and sentence as a so-
called ‘ draft deserter,’ is now imprisened at Fort Jay, pending
the review of his trial by the War Department., I am his attor-
ney. His home eounsel in Philadelphia is D. C. Gibboney, of un-
excelled repute as & man and lawyer. Of counsel, also, in a
consulting capacity, is Judge Westcott, of New Jersey, whom
doubtless the Secretary well knows, These gentlemen visited
me last Friday and related to me a situation which we believe
to he true and which impels us to submit this request.

“Thiz young man was reared fatherless under family condi-
tions which, even when partially revealed, throw considerable
light upon conduct of his that, to say the least, is strange, if
not unintelligible. From his father he inherited wealth. Ap-
prehending the family desire to control his share, he at times
has openly submitted and at others has become secrefive of his
wealth. This latter, perhaps, is the most influential of the
many complex motives for his action in the instance I now speak
of. In any event, it is now known that he did secrete one large
sum of money which was recovered a year or so ago. He now
declares that he also hid a second large sum, the remainder of
his fortune—$150,000—in a lonely spot on the mountain side,
distant about a day’s journey from the city; that he placed
the gold coin in a metallic container and took it himself, unac-
companied, and hid it in a spot which he alone can identify.
Circumstances indicate the truth of his statement.

“ He is now wrought up with fear and amxiety lest he may
never recover the money, and accordingly earnestly asks me,
other counsel joining him, to endeavor to arrange it that he may
go, under guard and with his counsel, to recover the money and
place it in safe-keeping, all expenses to be borne by us.

“We are requesting no privilege—only the necessary liberty
of action under guard. This prisoner has no desire to escape,
nor could he if he wanted to. Notwithstanding the guard, as his
counsel, I stand responsible for his prompt return to prison
without advantage to him other than that involved in the object
of this request.

“T hope the request may be granted immediately. It seems
regsonable and right to me, and also to you, and I hope—and
doubt not—that it will seem so to the Secretary.

“May I ask prompt action upon this request? May I also ask
that, if possible, knowledge of the contents of this communica-
tion, for obvious reasons, be confined to yon and the Secretary,
and, further, that you notify me personally at the first practi-
cable moment after you have decided upon this request?

“With kind regard for your many courtesies, I am,

“Very sincerely,
“8. T. ANsSELL.”

General Harris conferred briefly with General March, the
Chief of Staff, but General March considered the matter to be

entirely within the jurisdiction of General Harris, who had
charge of all disciplinary barracks, and gave no consideration
to the request other than to glance at the Ansell letter and see
who signed it, and told General Harris that “if he thought it
was all right, to go ahead.” The Secretary of War was never
consulted about the matter until after the escape.

At General Harris's direction a letter was written from his
office to Maj. John E. Hunt, in command of the United States
Disciplinary Barracks at Governors Island, N. Y., inclosing a
copy of the Ansell letter, saying that the request had been ap-
proved by The Adjutant General and ordering Major Hunt to
complete his arrangements with counsel for the prisoner and
send him out under suitable guard, with at least one of his
counsel, on the expedition purporting to be in guest of gold.
It was snggested, but not ordered, that Major Hunt send an
officer to accompany the guard. On May 14 a conference was
held at Governors Island between Major Hunt, Mr, Bailey (Mr.
Ansell's partner), and Mr. Gibboney, when plans for the expe-
dition were agreed upon and the itinerary laid out, by which
the party was to proceed by train to North Philadelphia, where
Mr. Bailey was to join them and the party was to be met by an
automobile and proceed directly to Hagerstown, Md., near the
alleged location of the buried gold.

Major Hunt selected two sergeants, O'Hare and York, to take
Bergdoll on the proposed trip. One of the sergeants, O'Hare,
a day or two before the journey received some verbal instrue-
tions from Major Hunt, which were neither understood nor
remembered. No other instructions were given him, though a
copy of the Ansell letter to The Adjutant General was shown
him. The principal thing and practically the only thing that
stuck in his mind was that when he reached North Philadelphia
on the trip he was to be met by a Mr. Gibboney, who should be
identified by a letter which Major Hunt had shown O'Hare, and
that Gibboney would tell him where to go. The other sergeant
received no instructions whatever. The sergeants had pistols,
but no handcuffs. No officer accompanied the expedition. The
prisoner was dressed in a uniform which would not distinguish
him as a prisoner except to the professional eye. No counsel
accompanied the expedition, which never got any farther than
Philadelphia, '

Arriving at North Philadelphia on May 20, the two sergeants
and Bergdoll were met by Gibboney and Romig. Romig had
been a local magistrate in Philadelphia and was commonly
referred to as “ Judge " Romig, had been a friend of the Berg-
doll family for years, and without deubt participated in the
plans and helped carry out the details of the subsequent escape.

From the moment the two sergeants with Bergdoll were met
by Gibboney and Romig in North Philadelphia the two sergeants
were completely subordinated, on account of the superior intelli-
gence of Gibboney and IRoming and the fact that the sergeants
were incapable of action except under orders, and, as they under-
stood their instruetions, their orders were now coming from
Gibboney. The sergeants were stupid, ignorant, and in a strange
place. Sergeant O'Hare, who was in charge of the expedition
until Gibboney took charge of it, had never driven in an auto-
mobile before. He had only handled prisoners outside the bar-
racks once before, and they were handcuffed and were bound
for Fort Leavenworth.

Under the direction of Gibboney the party at North Philadel-
phia took an automobile (a Bergdoll machine which was there
to meet them, driven by a man named Steche, who subsequently
fled with Bergdoll) and started toward West Philadelphia.
Going down the street Romig told Gibboney that the car was
not in good shape for the trip, and Gibboney replied that in
that case they had beiter go to the Bergdoll home. He then
told Romig to show the sergeants the Bergdoll home, and left
the party in practical charge of Romig, telling the sergeants
that he would eall them up later and give them instruetions.
Gibboney then left the party at Broad Street, and from that
time until after the escape never communicated, directly or in-
directly, with either of the sergeants; nor did the sergeants
communicate with him or know where he was.

The remainder of the party—consisting of Romig, the two
sergeants, Bergdoll, and Stecher—then drove to the Bergdoll
home, Bergdoll taking the wheel and driving himself. Stecher
went into the house to see whether his wife, who was expected
to cook dinner for the party, had arrived. Apparently no con-
cealment was made of the fact that the party was expected at
the Bergdoll home, although, according to the plans for the
trip made at the conference on May 14, they were supposed to
have driven from North Philadelphia direct to Maryland.
Neither Gibboney, Romig, nor Stecher had any luggage or toilet
articles or night clothes with them, although the trip was to
have taken several days. These various facts apparenfly ex-
\ cited no suspicion in the minds of the sergeants, who were then
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aeting in the nominal capacity of guards. Romig then said he
had to go to court, and the remainder of the party then drove
Romig to Fifty-second and Market Streets, where he was left,
This was between 9.45 and 10 a. m. of May 20. After Romig
left, Bergdoll took charge of the party and drove around town,
stopping at one or two places, and returned to the Bergdoll
home at 12 o'clock for dinner. Mrs. Stecher had arrived and
had cooked the dinner. After dinner the party, consisting now
of Bergdoll with the two sergeants and Stecher, reentered the
car and drove around the city until supper time., The same car
was nsed which was driven from the station at North Philadel-
phia and in which Stecher and Bergdoll the next day started for
Minnesota. No attempt had.been made up to this time to repair
any trouble with the car, either real or imaginary. Arriving
at the Bergdoll house, Mrs. Bergdoll had returned and Romig
Jjoined the party, having been absent all day, and took supper
with them. 3

After supper the party took the automobile and took Mrs.
Stecher to her home in West Chester. The rest of the party,
including Stecher, Romig, Bergdoll, and the two sergeants as
guests, went to the theater and enjoyed the evening, After
the theater Romig left the others, and Bergdoll, Stecher, and the
two sergeants returned to the Bergdell home, Mrs. Bergdoll
was also there. In making his dispositions for the night Ser-
geant O’Hare, nominally in charge of the party, slept in a room
with Bergdoll on the second floor, he and Bergdell eccupying
sepirate beds. Mrs. Bergdoll slept on the same floor. Sergeant
York slept in a room on the third floor. Stecher, the chauffeur,
slept om 2 room across the hall from York em the third floor.
Apparently nething of importance happened during the night,
although it is obvious that the two sergeants (one of whom,
(’Hare, who appeared before the committee, being noticeably
inferior in physieal capacity) were completely in the power
of the other inmates of the house. Romig joined the party at
breakfast about 9 o’clock, and remained with them until Berg-
doll escaped.

_ During the forenoon entertainment was provided in the form
of pool in the pool room on the third floor, accompanied by the
phonograph and the pianola and graced by the presence of a
bottle of gin, which appealed to York but not to (’Hare, whe
refrained from drinking it. After dinner there was more pool,
and then about 15 or 20 minutes before Bergdoll escaped the
party was conducted back to the sitting room. In the sitting
reom then were Romig, Bergdoll, and the two sergeants.
Stecher had been outside, estensibly working en the ear. About
five nrinutes to 3 the telephone rang. Bergdoll said he would
answer it, and went inte the bathroom, diagonally across the
hall from the sitting room, for that alleged purpose. After
Bergdoll went into the bathroom he was never seen again by
either of the sergeants, Apparently the telephone, which had
another connection downstairs, was still ringing, and Remig
left the sitting room shortly after Bergdoll had left for the
aunnounced purpose of answering the phore in the dining room.
The sergeants say that shortly after this Romig came upstairs
and said, “ I do not see these boys anywhere.” That referred to
Bergdoll and Stecher. Thereupon a search of the house and of
the garage was made by Romig and the two sergeants, without
resnlt. Then Romig ealled up Gibboney en the telephone and
told him of the escape. Romig testified that Gibboney ex-
pressed surprise when told of Bergdoll's escape and said, I
will get a taxi and conre right out.” He did come out, and
arrived in about 20 minutes. Up to this time he was the only
person who had been notified of Bergdoll's eseape.

Mr. Gibboney has not testified before the committee. He died
December 26, 1920.- Incidentally, as some question was made
as to the accuracy of the report of Mr. Gibboney’s death, vour
committee summoned before it the dentist who identified Mr.
Gibboney's body for the insurance people, and your committee
is satisfied that Mr. Gibboney is deeeased as stated.

Mr. Gibboney’s statement, however, was taken promptly after
the escape by Col. T. Q. Donaldson, on duty in the Inmspector
General's Department as assistant to the Inspector General,

In the statement referred to Mr. Gibboney said that he re-
eceived Romig's telephone message about 10 minutes or quarter
past 3; that he arrived at the Bergdoll home about half past 3,
and after talking with the sergeants and Romig ealled up Gen-
eral Ansell at Washington on the long-distance telephone, and
also tried to get Major Hunt, and after that he ealled the de-
partment of public safety and the chief of police to netify them
of the escape. No authorities authorized to arrest the fugitive
were notified until abeut three-guarters of an hour after Berg-
doll and Stecher had disappeared.

Stecher had brought the aufomebile around and had it ready
at the door and Bergdoll had gone through the bathroom by
another door and downstairs and into the maechine while the

telephone bell was ringing. This was on May 21, 1920, at 3
p. m. From that moment all trace of Bergdoll was lost until
July 20, 1920.

Immediately after receiving Gibboney’s message Ansell walked
over to The Adjutant General's office, told General Harris of
the escape, and he in turn told the Secretary of War. General
Harris did nothing except to call up Major Hunt abeut 5 p. m.
Major Hunt had been informed of the escape about 5 p. m.
He reported to the Military Intelligence Department at Gov-
ernors Island about 545 p. m. The Secretary of War had
placed the matter in the hands of the Military Intelligence
immediately, and about 8 p. m. telegrams were dispatched to all
of the five Ariny departments and the local authorities at Balti-
more, Wilmington, and a few other points were notified.

At Philadelphia the loeal autherities seem to have been neti-
fied about 4 p. m., but neither they nor the United States
Department of Justice in Philadelphia sent out any broadeast
information, and the Department of Justice in Washington,
which was notified about 5 p. m., appears to have taken ne
immediate aetion. There is ne evidence of any information
being sent out as to the méthod of Bergdoll's escape, the de-
scription of the car used, or of his companion, until May 29,
when a circular was sent by mail to all parts of the country
bearing a picture of Bergdoll, describing the car, stating the
license number, and offering a reward of $2,500, which had
been put up by Ansell.

Many possible clues were run down by United States agents
and by detectives employed by Ansell, but no trace whatever
of the fugitive was found until Romig, on July 20, brought
information to the Federal authorities at Philadelphia that the
Hudson car in which Bergdoll had escaped was at St. Vincent,
Minn., a little town on the Canadian border. This information
was sent Romig by Bergdoll. Investigation made at the time
and recenfly at the request of your committee proved that the
car had been abandoned by Bergdoll and Stecher at St. Vincent
on May 30; the Pennsylvania license plates had been replaced
by Indiana plates; in the car were found two fully loaded
revolvers. Bergdoll and Stecher crossed the border and went
to Winnipeg, Manitoba, Bergdoll calling himself George V.
Riggs and Stecher, Frank J. Johnson. They made application
for steamer tickets and for passports.

The passport applications were made out in the ticket office
of the Great Northern Railway Co., were taken by the agent
(Bishop) to the Royal Bank of Canada, at Winnipeg, and there
signed by the manager of the bank (F. W. Doherty), one of the
officials authorized by Canadian law to authenticate passport
applications. The bank manager never saw either Bergdoll or
Stecher, and the ticket agent made only the most superficial
investigation of the applicants’ identity. The passports came
back from Ottawa, Bergdoll and Stecher bought steamship
tickets, left Winnipeg for Quebec about June 25 and sailed from
Quebec to Liverpool on the steamship Victorian on July 7.
Their further movements have not been traced. It was re-
ported to the American authorities on the Rhine in September,
1920, that Bergdoll and Stecher were in Eberbach, Baden,
Germany, where they still remain.

CONCLUSIONS AS TO CONSPIRACY TO EFFECT ESCAPE.

Unquestionably a conspiracy existed to effect the escape of
Bergdoll from the military authorities. The committee believes
this conspiracy was participated in by Bergdoll, Gibboney,
Romig, Stecher, and possibly Mrs. Bergdoll. y

It does not find that any officer, noncommissioned officer, or
private of the Army or any other person connected with the
Army, or with the administration of the disciplinary barracks
at Governors Island in any way knowingly participated in the
conspiracy.

It does not find that any officer, noncommissioned officer, or
private, or any other person connected with the Army or with
the administration of said disciplinary barracks received any
bribe or was approached with a view of bribery in connection
with this escape. 4

Testimony was given by Mrs. Bergdoll to the effect that
$5,000 in bills which she had brought to Gevernors Island and
delivered to Grover was paid to Bruce R. Campbell, then a
captain in the Army, about February 1, 1920, for the purpose
of paying it to people higher in authority, but there is no evi-
dence whatever that if this money or any part of it was paid
to Campbell he paid anything to other people. Campbell was
the military counsel assigned by the commanding general to
defend Bergdoll at his court-martial. It was shown, and un-
disputed, that Campbell deposited with a New York broker on
speculation account $4,500 in bills on February 10, 1920, and
$2,000 on March 3, 1920, most of which he lost.
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Campbell explicitly denies that he received any money from
the Bergdolls, and accounts for the money deposited with the
broker by saying that in 1915 he gave $500 in cash to a friend
(now deceased) who was a successful speculator, well known
for his generosity and fair dealing, and that in 1917 this
amount, having grown to $6,000, was sent to Campbell by his
friend through Campbell's father. and kept in its original form
in bills by Campbell and his wife until the deposit with the
New York broker in 1920, 3

We do not see how this money, if paid to Campbell, had any
connection with the escape of Bergdoll or the failure to recap-
ture him, because even if paid it was immediately lost by him
and was not paid by him to any person in the Army or con-
nected with the Government. There is no evidence that Camp-
bell was in any way connected with the escape or had any
knowledge of the plan.

The acceptance of money under such circumstances by Cap-
tain Campbell would be a serious offense, cognizable by the War
Department, and we assume that the proper military authorities
will institute such investigation as may be necessary to the end
that Captain (now Major) Campbell may be exonerated if not
found guilty, ;

Considerable sums of money appear to have been paid by the
Bergidolls in counsel fees. Mr, Weinberger received $5,580 for
legal services in the trial of Bergdoll. Gibboney was given
$12,500, of which $5,100 later went to Ansell & Bailey. Romig
was given sums aggregating about $1,000 for expenses, and $700
was deposited with the Army authorities at the barracks for
various purchases and expenses for the benefit of the other
prisoners. These expenditures appear to have been generally
justifiable and to have been applied to the purpose for which
they were paid. Weinberger did not know of the gold hunt.
Westcott, If he knew of it, seems to have taken no active part
in it. There is no evidence that Gibboney applied any part of
his fee to bribery. There iz no way fo trace the amount of
money given to Romig, or what he did with it. It was cash;
Mrs. Bergdoll kept no adequate books and always had large
amounts of cash on hand.

The $5,000 retainer paid Ansell & Bailey was payment for
legal services and probably had no influence on the parf played
by Ansell & Bailey in making possible the treasure hunt which
led to the eventual escape. The incident which led to the
writing of the letter of May 11 and the other acts of Ansell
& Bailey was apparently the desire to make secure the payment

-of the large prospective fee which Mr, Ansell expected to earn

(forty to sixty thousand dollars) by placing in bank under the
control of Gibboney the reputed $100.000 of buried gold.
* Although Mr. Ansell was no longer in military service and
owed no duty except to himself, his actions and attitude seem
extraordinary. He accepted employment in the case of a man
who was notorious on grounds which to any lawyer are justifi-
able, but without making any investigation and without ever
having seen Gibboney before he accepted Gibboney at his own
valuation and fell a willing victim to Gibboney's misrepresenta-
tions and machinations, and without making any attempt to
verify its truth he indorsed in his letter to The Adjutant Gen-
eral the whole pot-of-gold story. His letter, based on these mis-
representations which he apparently believed, contains state-
ments not true in fact and which were readily susceptible of
disproof.

He further states: “ This prisoner has no desire to escape, nor
could he if he wanted to. Notwithstanding the guard. as his
counsel I stand responsible for his prompt return to prison,
without advantage to him other than that involved in the object
of this request.” And in spite of such a guaranty and in spite
of the agreement that Bergdoll should go “under guard with his
counsel,” he took no precautions to assure that the journey
wounld be as agreed and that the prisoner would be returned, and
turned the whole affair over to Mr. Bailey and Mr. Gibboney.
That both Mr. Ansell and Mr. Bailey relied upon Gibboney is an
explanation, but not an excuse.

After the escape it would appear that Mr. Ansell did every-
thing within his limited power to accomplish the recapture of
the prisoner. He offered on May 24 a reward of $2,500, which
was increazed to $3,500, and paid considerable sums to detec-
tives, It is not believed that Mr, Ansell assumed the responsi-
bility he must be charged with because of any bribe or pur-
chase of his services by money, nor is it believed that his motive
was improper or that he conspired to effectuate the escape; for
one reason, the escape was seriously to his pecuniary disad-
vantage in preventing him from securing his expected fee for
appealing the court-martial conviction. But the letter and the
personal pressure upon his former associate, General Harris,
were a very important factor in gaining permission given for the
trip. and the fact that Mr. Ansell did nothing to carry out his

guaranty that Bergdoll should not get away undoubtedly con-
tributed to the escape.
IML
A8 TO WHETHER DERELICTION OF DUTY OX THE PART OF ANY PERSONS
CONTRIBUTED TO THE ESCAPE OR HINDERED RECAPTURE.

The primary responsibility for the situation which made
possible the escape rests upon General Harris. This responsi-
bility he aecepts and does not attempt to evade. As Adjutant
General of the Army all military prisoners were under his gen-
eral authority. Bergdoll could not have been let out on his
alleged quest for gold without The Adjutant General's consent.
There is no question of improper motives on the part of General
Harris. It is apparent, however, that his mind was readily
overcome by the strong statements of Ansell. and the one essen-
tial condition, without which nothing could have been accom-
plished, and the escape as planned would have been impossible,
namely, an order from The Adjutant General permitting Berg-
doll to leave prison, could not have been obtained had not Gen-
eral Harris readily yielded to the earnest and artful case put up
by his former associate in the War Department. or, having
been persuaded to consent, had he ordered, instead of sugzested,
that an officer accompany the proposed expedition.

Maj, John E. Hunt was in command of the disciplinary bar-
racks at Governors Island, in which Bergdoll was confined at
the time of the escape. -

When the unusual order came from his superior officer author-
izing the departure of Bergdoll, Major Hunt had knowledge
of special facts concerning his prisoner, which were unknown
to General Harris. Among other things he had been specifically
warned three times that his prisoner was a desperate character,
likely to attempt to escape. One warning was by the police
authorities of Philadelphia. and two others from the Depart-
ment of the East in command of General Bullard.

Having this knowledge, we hold that Major Hunt should have
communicated it to General Harris and ascertained whether. in
view of it, he desired to modify his order. If this was not in
accord with striet military procedure we think the rules should
be changed.

The order from The Adjutant General sugeested that an offi-
cer accompany the expedition. If that suggestion had been car-
ried out, in all probability the escape would not have oceurred.

A suggestion in such a ecase amounts to an order when it is
deemed reasonably possible by the recipient to carry it out.
While it would have made Major Hunt short handed to detail
one of his officers, in a case like this it should have been done.
If not immediately available, an officer could have been ob-
tained from some other place with little trouble.

When Bergdoll left the barracks he was in charge of two
sergeants. In the one conversation between Major Hunt and
the sergeant in charge before the departure, the qguestion of
handeuffs was brought up and the sergeant was told by Major
Hunt that he would not need any and that they would make
the group too conspicuous.” No handenffs were taken on the
trip.

The prisoner was allowed to depart dressed in a uniform
hardly to be distinguished from that of a private soldier. Less
than ordinary precautions to prevent escape were used, although
it was known to Major Hunt that his prisoner was not an ordi-
nary one and would probably attempt to escape. In these re-
spects we think there was a grave dereliction of duty on the
part of Major Hunt.

When the selection was made of two sergeants as guards of
Bergdoll they should have been first-class men, properly in-
structed in writing before their departure on such a peculiar
errand. The men selected were stupid and entirely incompetent,

A few days before the trip Major Hunt talked briefly wih one
of the sergeants. No written instructions were given him. No
orders of any kind were given the other sergeant. The sergeant
talked with could not remember and did not understand the
instructions. He was allowed to think that he was to report to
Gibboney and later take his orders from that source.

We believe that in sending out incompetent guards, insuffi-
ciently instructed, with the knowledge he had of the prisoner,
Major Hunt was guilty of gross negligence that directly con-
tributed to the escape.

Major Hunt, now Colonel Hunt, has been ftried by court-
martial for his neglectrof duty in connection with this affair,
and acquitted. We fail to see how a competent and impartial
court could reach such a decision. It is certainly a serious
reflection upon the court-martial system in the Army.

It is, of course, clear from the foregoing that the sergeants,
O'Hare and York, were guilty of grave dereliction of duty in
permifting their prisoner to escape from their custody.

They knew enough to know that they shouldn’t go joy riding
with a prisoner all over Philadelphia, that during the night
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one should have been on guard while the other slept; and that
the prisoner should not have been allowed to leave their pres-
ence. Their falling into the hands of Bergdoll's friends- and
ready acceptance of their orders were the natural consequences
of defective instructions, coupled with a lack of natural acute-
ness. The sergeants were accustomed to. act always under
orders, and were practically incapable of independent action.

We think that in view of the mental caliber and history of
the sergeants they are not so culpable as their superior officer,
Colonel Hunt; nevertheless, they are guilty of negligence in
the performance of their duties and should have been punished.
They were court-martialed and acquitted. This we can mnot
understand. It is no part of our duty to investigate the
court-martial, but we think the officials of the War Depart-
ment would do well to take cognizance of a situation and
investigate the conditions under which such aequittals can
oceur.

Your committee finds a certain lack of efficiency in the efforts
of various Government agencies to apprehend Bergdoll after
his escape, and a lack of cooperation and coordination between
the War Department and the Department of Justice, which
sliould be noted.

Owing to the delay caused by the motoring of Gibboney out
to the Bergdoll home, and then calling Ansell at Washington
on the telephone, it was an hour befere anyone. in authority
was notified of the escape. It was then obviously too late to
look locally for a fugitive escaping in a high-powered. auto-
mobile; yet no general call seems to have been sent out from
either Philadelphia, New York, or Washington on the night of
the eseape, except short telegrams to the various military de-
partments announcing the escape, but giving no particulars.
More prompt and more vigorous efforts should have been made.
It is inconceivable that two men, easily described, driving a

" Hudson supersix car, should have heen able te travel from Phil-
adelphia to the northern part of Minnesota without being once
intercepted or reported.

No circular giving a description of the fugitives was prepared
until May 29, the day before Bergdoll crossed the border. This
was an excessive delay, responsibility for which must be placed
upon the Military Intelligence Department in Washington,

There appears to have been little or no cooperation with the
military authorities by the Department of Justice. The Wash-
ington office apparently relied on the Philadelphia office to send
out necessary notices, and all the Philadelphia agents were en-
gaged in hunting about the ecity.

On April 30, three weeks bhefore the escape, John J. O'Connor,
a special agent of the Department of Justice, who had been in-
strumental in the capture of Bergdell in January, wrote a. letter
to the Burean of Investigation of the Department of Justice in
Washington, warning of a probable conspiracy fo get Bergdell
out of the hands of the military authorities through habeas
corpus proceedings, so that he might then escape from the coun-
try. This letter appears on page 381 of the record. It was duly
received by the Department. of Justice, was filed away, and was
never communieated to the military -authorities:

Assuming that Bergdoll's purpose in obtaining an order to
leave the barracks was to flee the country, and not to dig up
gold, his path could not have been made easier for: him if he
had laid it out himself. From the moment he-left Governors
Island and the conditions-surrounding him became apparent he
saw that he could depart when ready and without the use of vio-
lence. That such a condition existed is, of course, a scandal
We believe, however, that responsibility for. it is confined to the
persons: named and in the degrees we have described. It is a
satisfaction to find that it was in no degree due to bribery of
any officer of the Army or official of the Government,

To summarize, in conclusion, we believe that, in.accordance
with the resolution, we have procured all faets relevant to fixing
responsibility for the escape of Bergdoll and the failure to re-
capture him; that a conspiraey did exist to effect his: eseape,
participated in by the civilian persons named and not by officers
or privates of the Army or by agents of the Government; and
that there was: dereliction of duty (caused by negligence and
ineapacity and not by bribery) on the part of officers and others
named which directly. contributed to the escape.

JoHN A. PETERS.
O. N. McARTHUE.

Mr: JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield the two
minutes that the gentleman from California has just yielded
back, and an additional five minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. JEFFERS].

Mr. JEFFERS of Alabama. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee; T am very glad, indeed, that my colleague the
gentleman from California [Mr, Linesercer] has brought to

your attention the report: made by this committee last August.
This: committee was appointed to bring, as I understand it, a
report. to Congress, and Congress can consider that report.
That is what the report is for, as I understand it. But since
:h;se report was brought in last August; no action has been
aken,

Now, we have been meeting here and killing time one way
and another, adjourning over Saturdays, and all that sort' of
thing, and we have Lad plenty of time in which we could have
taken this matter up. I want to say that it is my opinien that
the people of this Nation want this matter brought up here and
threshed out by Congress.

As indicative of the strong and continuous interest in this
matter on the part of the American Legion and all ex-service
men and women of this country I wish to quote you from several
different copies of the American Legion Weekly.

On page 16 of the American Legion Weekly, of April 15, 1921,
lwe find an article headed “ The Bergdoll trail,” which is as fol-
OWs: ’

When the Government of Baden released from custody Karl Neul and
Frank Zimmer, the two Americans who attempted to capture Grover C.
Bergdoll at Eberbach and were given prison sentences: for alleged
usurpation of authority, it did not rid itself by any means of the em-
barrassing problem into which Bergdoll's presence in Germany has
developed. oth the War and State Departments at Washington have
been busy on possible ways to obtain the delivery of Bergdoll himself
from the German authorities. Although officials at Washington have
hesitated to express. for publication positive opinions that the United
States Government {tself can obtain the surrender of Bergdoll, dis-
Eﬂtches from London lend strength to the reports that: the. British

overnment is willing to demand that Bergdell be given up for prosecu-
‘tion under its immigration laws. The use of false passports by Berg-
doll im passing through Canada and England on his way to Germany is
said to be an extraditable offense.

On page-10 of the Legion Weekly, dated April 22, 1021, we
find an article headed * Slacker notes,” as follows:

The' prineipal hope that Grover C. Bergdol may be yanked out of
Germany by extradition rests at this writing with the Canadian Gevern-
ment. The British Government has ruled that Bergdoll’s offénse in mis-
using English  passport privileges is not extraditable, but that the
Canadian Government does possess sufficient grounds on- whiclt to de-
mand  Bergdoll's. surrender from Germany, It is onderstood that the
Canadian Government has asked the United States Departinent of .Jus-
tice for information upon which it may base the legal negotiations
necegsary to induce the German Government to- send Bergdoil back te
Canada. If Bergdoll were returned to Canada, it is regarded as cer-
tain that he would be shipped across the American border into the hands
of American officials.

On page 16 of the Legion Weekly of July 8, 1921, I quote a
very striking article, headed “A hero in Bergdoll’s shoes ™ :

The memory of the man into whose hands was placed the rifle that
Grover Cleveland Bergdoll refused to bear, and who fell in- battle overs
seas; will be honored by Overbrook (Pa.) Post with a. fitting memorial,
When Bergdoll failed to appear before his local draft board the next
numbers on the list were called. The first man fo be accepted was
assigned to' the Engineers and survived the war. The: second, Russell
C. Gross, of PhiladoIPh.Lu, entered the Infantry in the Righty-second
Division, and was killed in nction in the Argonne, winning a citation
for bravery in charging a machine-gun nest,

brook Post intends now to change its name to Russell C. Gross
Post and to build a ecommunity house that will bear the name of the
dead hero and will memorialize the soldier and sailor dead of that sec-
tion of Philadelphia. The community house is to be endowed, in order
that it may ecngody the spirit of American Eatriutl.am beyond the life
time of the Legion, as well as perpetuating the contempt of all fighting
men for the arch slacker.

It was through an investigation conducted by Overbrook Post that the
fact was: determined that Gross was the first man to .die in battle after
being called ghead of his turn by the defection of Bergdoll.

My friends, has the lapse of time dulled our senses fo the
awful offense of all those who were in any way accesseries to
the erime by: being in any way connected with the eseape of
this slacker and arch conspirator, Grover Cleveland Bergdoll?
We know full well that had it not been for his: gold he would
now being doing: his time at Leavenworth. That makes it all
the harder for the ex-service people to stand—that is, the fact
that his gold got him out:

I quote the following from an article on page 16 of the Ameri:
can Legion Weekly of September 2, 1921

From the start a great hme and cry, partially at least, aseribable to
the nctivttg of the slackers themselves, was raised against the searche
light of publicity. thrown on the whole ugly business, I'ersistent efforts
have been made to convinee public opinion that the War Department's
lists were so full of errors that no-dependence at all was to be placed in
them; that they were so replete with the names of men who served
honorably that their publication could in no sense be construed as
branding those who really slacked. In numerons instances little nests
of slackers have been found' busied about'a coldly ealculative propa-
ganda to keep themselves and their kind out of the pillory of publie
opinion. According to them, all of the 155000 are heroes ; seme of them
dend, others wearing congressional medals of honor.

w8 pernicious and persistent was: this propaganda,” The Adjutant

General of the Army;, Maj. Gen. Peter €. Harris, recently declared,
“ that had it not been for the influence, prestige, and suppert of. the
American Legion, the Secre of War might have found it absolutely

nmmmto stop the publieation of' the slacker lists soon after that
publica begam. ughout: the whole affair American, Legion des
Eartments. posts, and members have been of the greatest service and
elp. They have not only bolstered ug public opinion where it was
weak and wabbly, but bave rendered an immense practical assistance in
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supplying information for the innocent and against the guilty. The
Legion took the patriotic and right position on the publication of the
slacker lists, and has maintained it with dignity, force, and effective-
ness.”

I mention this to bring to your attention more forcibly the
fact that I have already stated, and that is that the American
Legion is and has been constantly active in trying to bring these
slackers to justice, as well as all those who might have been con-
nected with the escape of any such slackers.

Further regarding the case of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, I
quote the following paragraph from page 41 of the report we
have under discussion—House of Representatives Report No.

In conclusion it is deemed proper to commend Thomas W. Miller, the
Alien P'roperty Custodian, for the selzure of the Bergdoll [;'roperty. It
is ho{n-d that he will exercise what seems to be his legal right to com-
pel Mrs. Bergdoll to ?roduce the gold which she claims to have buried
on the farm near Philadelphia.

In connection with this particular phase of the case, I quote
the following from the record of the proceedings of the last na-
tional convention of the American Legion held at Kansas City
last November ;

REPORT OF AMERICANISM COMMITTEE.
¥I. DRAFT EVADERS AND POLITICAL PRISONERS.

Whereas one Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, a prisoner, escaped from the

military authorities of the United States Government ; and

hereas the Alien Property Custodian of the United States Govern-
ment, acting under and bg authority of his office, has seized all prop-
erty belonging to the said Grover Cleveland Bergdoll: Now, therefore,

Ec it resolved by the American Legion in convention assembled, That
we indorse the action of the Alien Property Custodian in seizing the
property and assets of the said Grover Cleveland Bergdoll; and be
* ll;l;ls:)t;::‘d, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the President of
the United States and the Alien Property Custodian,

There is no doubt about the seriousness of this case in the
minds of the men and women of this Nation who wore the uni-
form during the war. People all over the country know the
attitude of the ex-service men and women on this proposition.
They are interested. They want action now on the part of Con-
gress on this proposition, The ex-service men and women who
served during the war are appealing now for action upon this
matter.

This report (No. 354) contains certain concrete recomnrenda-
tions. Why does not Congress get busy on this proposition and
take it up and thrash it out? That was what the committee was
appointed for. Provision should have been made for at least
one ex-service man in Congress to have been appointed on this
committee, I am told that it was supposed to have been that
way, but no ex-service man was placed upon the committee,
I do not know why not; perhaps the Speaker knows.

We are making provision here day after day for our heroes.
That is all right, of course, and as it should be. But, my
friends, in justice to our heroes, we ought also to give atfention
to our traitors, to our archconspirators, and amongst the arch-
conspirators are many who may have helped to cover up this
proposition and put it off from time to time, and especially
those who were implicated in the escape of this man Bergdoll.
The men and women who wore the uniform will never forget
this case. You nray think they will, but time will not expunge
it from their memory. They want action, and they want it
without delay. Why this deplorable lassitude on the part of
Congress in connection with this matter? Are we going to con-
tinue to be indolent and to sleep supinely on this proposition, or
will we show keen and deep interest in this maftter, sufficient to
see that this report is adopted and these recommendations taken
up and handled? Does this appeal find patriotic response in the
hearts of the Members of the Congress of the United States, or
are we content to let this report stand and time pass on and
nothing be done about all these offenders who were implicated
in the escape of this archtraitor, Grover Cleveland Bergdoll?

I do not want to take up your time further, but I hope,
my friends, that this will be brought up before Congress at an

early date and appropriate action taken if Congress sees fit

to carry out the recommendations of this commitfee. Congres-
sional action can do it. I do not mean only about bringing
Bergdoll back. There are difficulties, of course, about that;
but I would like fo see every possible step taken to that end.
But your committee has made certain reports in connection
with those implicated in his escape, with certain recommenda-
tions, and I want to see Congress take up these recommenda-
tions and see whether the Congress of the United States wants
to put the implicated parties on the rack for their actions in
this case or whether this Congress is willing to smooth the
whole thing over and overlook the actions of those who were
accessories to the crime.

In the language of the Army, I want to say on this proposi-
tion, “ Let's go; let’'s have some action and let's have it soon.”
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr, LINEBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recowp by printing in 8-point
type the report of the special committee on the Bergdoll matter
appended to my speech.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
in 8-point type the report referred to. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSOXN of South Dakota. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman means to insert both the
minority and the majority reports?

Mr. LINEBERGER. Yes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objéction.

Mr, JEFFER_S of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, T shall ask for
the same permission, to revise and extend my remarks in the
REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman. T yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LANKFORD],

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia is recognized
for 10 minutes,

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, two of the greatest needs
of the farmer to-day are a good market where he can sell his
products at a fair price and a good credit system by means
of which he can obtain promptly the money he needs at reason-
able.iuterest on fair terms. Recently I have introduced bills*
seeking to help solve both these important problems, I want
the farmier fo sell all he can produce directly to the consumer
at a fair price, and I want the farmer to get the money he
borrows under a system better than he has ever been permitted
to use so far. I now want to discuss briefly the bill T have
introduced to help the loan situation. First, I want to mention
some of the difficulties the farmers are confronted with when
they seek a loan either from the present Government rural
credit system, or from any of the long-term loan concerns doing
b}lsiness in this eountry. T hope to remedy these evils by the
bill T have offered. Let us see what these trouble are that
confront every farmer seeking a long-term loan.. First, it takes
entirely too long after the application is made to secure the
loan. Second, it costs too much to get the loan. Third, a bonus
or charge is made for paying off all or any part of the loan
before it is due. Fourth, the loan can not be renewed or in-
creased without a new unreasonable expense, Fifth, any part
or all of loan paid off before maturity can not be reborrowed
during term of lean without extra cost or fee. In order to
remedy these troubles and make the securing of long-term
loans by farmers easier and more hopeful, I have introduced a
bill which I wish now to explain and discuss. The bill is rather
lengthy and I will not insert it in full in my remarks. Tt is
patterned after the war finance corporation act, but is called
the farmers’ finance corporation act. The bill is intended to
finance the farmers of the country instead of financing war
activities and handling conditions growing out of the World
War. The special provisions of the bill which T deem of utmost
importance and which I wish to discuss now are as follows :

SEc. 7. The corporation shall be authorized, empowered, and directed
to make advances npon such terms not inconsistent herewith as it may
prescribe for periods of 10 {eara from the respective dates of such
advances to persons engaged in farming, truck raising, gardening, fruit

owing, or stock raising, The advances shall be made upon farm
ands and improvements as collateral security or upon unimproved lands
taken in conmection with improved lands. Any person authorized to
gecure advances under the provisions of this act who contemplates seek-
ing such advances or loan may file his application, have his title ap-
proved, and have his Proposed arm security inspected and approved for
the full amount that may be advanced upon the proposed security,
without securing any loan at the time of the application or immedi-
ately thereafter. The applicant for loan may at once execute and have
reco a loan deed securing the corporation in the full amount for
which his prﬂpel:t‘,":l is approved and may thereafter at any time within
10 years execute his promissory note or notes to the corporation for
any amount, in mulfiples of hundreds, not in excess of the amount
specified in the loan deed, and there shall be immediately advanced to
the borrower the amount of the note or notes. The borrower shall be
fermltteﬁ to retain as an approved eredit any amount specified in his
oan deed not covered by his outstanding notes and may from time to
time execute additional notes, in multiples of hundreds, and secure addi-
tional advances until the full amount for which his property is approved
as specified in the loan deed is borrowed.

Sec. 8, The ower may at any time and from time to time pay oft
in multiples of hundreds any amount the borrower desires to pay on the

said loan. The amount so pald off may be reborrowed in whole or in
part at any time during the 10 years' period specified in the loan deed.
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Sec. 9, The interest charged on advances under this act shall not be
in excess of 5 per cent per annum and shall only be ch on the
monie.v L:llctuaiiy obtained and only for the time the money actually
retg'g.elb. The corporation shall make arrangements with the local
banks in each community to pay cash to the borrowers for the notes
executed in accordance with this act, and the corporation shall honor
thfi:ddrafts of such local banks for the amount of such note or notes so

ald.

) Sec. 11, No commissions, bonuses, abstract fees, or other charges
shall be made or demanded by any Government agent or other person
for services in helping secure money or repayment privileges under the
provisions of this act except a reasonable inspection fee and abstract
charge may be only made for approval of security and certification of
title when application is first filed.

SEC. 12, The borrower at any time he desires upon payment of a
reasonable charge for inspection may have his farm property rein-
spected to determine whether or not in view of increased values and
recent improvements he is entitled to an additional approved credit
value, If he s entitled to the additional loan, he may execute necessar
supplemental loan deed and have the privileges of fhis act to the full
amount thus aprpoved.

Mr. Chairman, I will not quote more of the bill now. The
sections just read are self-explanatory and would cure the evils
of the present long-term loan systems. I want the farmer to be
permitted to have his loan approved for all his property will
carry and then be permitted to get the money as he needs it. T
want him to be allowed to pay back any amount he wishes and
stop interest on money he does not need and then reborrow any
amount paid back when he needs it. I want him to be allowed
without extra expense to borrow and pay as he pleases so he
stays within the limit his property is approved for. I want
him to have cheap money promptly when he needs it and only be
forced to keep it and pay interest while he needs it. I want the
farmer after his loan is approved not to be reguired to take
the money until he needs it ; then when he needs it I want him to
be able to walk into any bank, execute a note for any part of
loan he may need and immediately get the cash for the amount
of the note from the bank. I want him to be allowed without
extra cost to come to this bank when he wishes and repay the
amount he owes in whole or in part and then reborrow when
he needs it. I am sure the banks throughout the country will
gladly cooperate:in the pperations under this bill. Especially is
this true of the country banks.

The banks would know that the farmers had an approved
credit for thousands of dollars on their farms and would
gladly make any advances for a short time the farmers might
need, knowing that the farnrer could secure money from the
Farmers' Finance Corporation any day to take eare of his note
to the bank. The banks would gladly cash the farmer's notes
under my plan and draw on the corporation, for the the money
would be handled through the bank and much of it left there
for deposit. The farmer's credit would be so much better when
it was known he had an unused approved credit with the
corporation which he could use any day. The amount the
farmer had to his approved credit would be worth as much to
him as though he had it in hand or on deposit, for he would
know he could get it any day, and yet it would cost him nothing
in the way of interest until he called for it. This bill would
help the farmers and help every one that the farmers do busi-
ness with. It would help the credit of the farmers. The
creditors of the farmers would more gladly carry the items
due them by the farmers and the farmers could more easily
carry the items due them by others. The whole country would
be benefited. A confidence of great value would be estab-
lished. This bill if €nacted into law would be a great shock
absorber in times of depression or panic. All the country banks
have a large number of farmers who are stockholders, directors,
and other officials. I.et one of these banks be about to close
its doors for lack of ready cash while its directors, stockholders,
and creditors have many times the amount of money needed
by the bank as approved credit under the terms of this bill and
what would happen? There never would be a minute’s danger
of the bank closing. The whole country would be much safer
from financial depression and panics. The farmers would be
encouraged to keep as large an_approved credit as possible to
be used in emergency. At present, if a farmer seeks to borrow
money, he suffers agonies before he gets it. He pays too
much for if. If he gets only what he needs, he later may need
more and can not get it. If he gets more than he needs, he pays
interest on what he does not need, *If he wants to pay back
part, he must pay a bonus for the privilege, and if he wants to
reborrow later he must face a new commission and another
long delay.

Mr. Chairman, T am very anxious for the loan provisions
which I have just quoted to be enacied into law. I do not care
so much whether they are part of a law establishing a new
government agency or keeping the War Finance Corporation
functioning under a new name or as an amendment to the
present Federal rural credit system or otherwise. What I do

want is for the farmers and the country to get the benefits
which I am sure will flow from the enactment of the loan pro-
visions offered in this bill. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was mo objection.

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, T yield 50 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TINKHAM.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is
recognized for 50 minutes.

Mr. TINKHAM, Mr. Chairman, I am a4 member of the sub-
committee of the Committee on Appropriations on the State
and Justice Departments that prepared the bill which is now
before the Committee of the Whole House. Tliere were no
witnesses before that subcommittee at its various hearings who
were not Government officials, except one individual by the name
of Wayne B. Wheeler, who appeared saying that he was general
counsel and legislative superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League
of America. He desired to give his views regarding the dis-
position of funds in relation to the Department of Justice con-
cerning the enforcement of prohibition. Before he made any
statement he was examined at length, particularly in relation to
the conformity of the Anti-Saloon League of America to the
Federal statutes relating to the prevention of corrupt practices
at Federal elections. Yon can read the evidence that has leen
printed in connection with those hearings.

As a result of the evidence he gave, there has been an ex-
amination made. The result of that examination and investiga-
tion is so important and has developed such facts that I be-
lieve the facts should be laid not only before this House but
before the Department of Justice.

A law was enacted June 25, 1910, and amended August 19,
1911, and is one of the several laws to prevent * corrupt prac-
tices " at Federal elections. It is entitled “An act providing
for publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influenc-
ing elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected.”
The first section of this law reads as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the term * political committee " under the
provisions of this act shall include the national committees of all politi-
cal parties and all committees, associations, or organizations which
shall in two or more States influence the resnlt, or attempt to influence
Ltllgc;;s;n!t‘ of an election at which Representatives in Congress are to be

This law provides for detailed statements of money received in
amounts of $100 or more, amount, name and address of the
person from whom received, and money expended, with the
nanie and address of each person paid $10 or more.

This law also provides that these detailed statements shall
be made under oath and filed with the Clerk of the House of
Representatives not less than 10 days before the election, and
on eiach sixth dav thereafter until the eleetion, and another
report to be filed within 30 days after the election. The law
carries s penalty of $1,000 and imprisonment of not more than
one year, or both.

No such statements were filed by the Anti-Saloon League of
America or by any of its State brunches. departments, or sub-
sidiaries in 1910, 1912, 1914, 1916, or 1918.

In 1920 for the first time three returns were filed by Wayne
B. Wheeler, signing himself as * Treasurer, campaign com-
mittee, Anti-Saloon League of America "; three by the *“Anti-
Saloon League of America, Department of West Virginia™:
three by the “Anti-Saloon League of Maryland ”; and only one
return each by the “ Wisconsin Anti-Saloon League,” the “Anti-
Saloon League of Colorado,” “ Anti-Raloon League of Oregon,”
and the “ Iowa Anti-Saloon League.”

The first return signed and sworn to by Wayne B. Wheeler
was dated Oectober 22, 1920, the second October 29, 1920, and
the third December 1, 1920. Upon each of these returns was
indorsed the following protest: * We respectfully protest any
obligation on the part of the Anti-Saloon Leagne of America to
file this report under the above law, as the activities of the
league are educational, scientific, and charitable rather than
political as intended by the law. We file this report, therefore,
under protest, covering those contributions and expenses in
connection with the national organization in the election of
Congressmen as indicated in the report.”

The congressional districts in the first return, dated Octo-
ber 22, 1920, in which * the Anti-Saloon League of America ™
admits under oath it spent money, were the fourth and fifth
districts in Indiana, the eleventh district of Towa, the sixteenth
district of Texas, the seventh district of Minnesota, known as
the * Volstead district,” the thirteenth district of Missouri, the
first and second districts of New Hampshire, the first, second,
and forty-second districts of New York, the tenth, twentieth,
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twenty-second, twenty-fifth, twenty-eighth, and twenty-ninth
distriets of Pennsylvania, and the first and sixth districts of
Maryland.

The congressional districts in the second return, dated Octo-
ber 29, 1920, in which the Anti-Saloon League of America
admits under oath it spent money, were the seventh district
of Minnesota, known as the “ Volstead district,” the fifth dis-
trict of Ohio, eleventh district of Maryland, twenty-fifth and
twenty-eighth districts of Pennsylvania, the fortieth, forty-first,
and forty-second districts of New York.

The law requires “the name and address of each person fo
whom any payment is made in excess of $10 or more In
each of the three reports of the Anti-Saloon League of America
this provision of the law is violated in relation to some items.

Under date of November 4, 1920, Elizabeth Roberts, * book-
keeper and assistant treasurer ” of the Wisconsin Anti-Saloon
League, in the only return made by that league, states under
oath, under the head of “ Expenditures on behalf of candi-
dates,” a strictly political expenditure according to the return,
that R. P. Hutton, of Milwaukee, had his * salary paid by the
Anti-Saloon League of Ameriea, Westerville, Ohio,” but does
not state the amount.

In none of the three returns signed by Wayne B, Wheeler
as “ Treasurer, campaign committee, Anti-Saloon League of
America,” does any such person’s name appear, nor is any
amount traceable or returned under any possible item in these
three returns as being so expended by the Anti-Saloon League of
America, although they purport to be the entire expenditures
of the Anti-Saloon League of America, made in connection with
the congressional election of 1920, which not only would involve
a violation of the act of June 25, 1910, which requires a detailed
acconnt of expenditures, name, address, and amount paid, but
also involves a sworn false return, as the two returns are
contradictory.

The structure of the Anti-Saloon League is as follows: There
is a corporation known as the Anti-Saloon League of America,
which is the national organization, and corporations in each or
nrost of the States and the District of Columbia, known either
as the Anti-Saloon League of that particular State or as the
Anti-Saloon League of America, department of the State in
which it is incorporated, and the national organization and the
State organizations make one association or organization by the
closest affiliations possible,

Vice presidents of the national organization are presidents,
directors, or trustees of the various State organizations, and
most of the national executive committee hold office in some
Btate organization, which is also true of the national board of
directors, and the national committee on financial management
has one mrember who i on the headquarters committee of a
State organization. As an example, William H. Anderson is a
Bfate superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League of New York,
He is also a member of the national execntive committee and
also of the national legislative committee of the Anti-Saloon
League of America.

This scheme of organization, the closest which American cor-
porate law can devise, is known as the system of interlocking
directorates and makes of such corporations in effect, so fur as
action and policy are concerned, one large corporate entity.

The plain intent and purpose of the law is to give publicity in
Washington to all expenditures made by any committees, asso-
ciations, or organizations attempting to influence congressional
elections in two or more States. If any money is expended to
influence an election in two or nrore States, the law, by the
plainest langnage which could be employed, demands a return
in form be made to the Clerk of the House of Representatives.

There ean be no question that this law applies to any organi-
zation that attempts to influence an election, no matter what
other activities the organization may have, because the law
SAYS 80,

The expenditures of the national organization and of the
State organizations with which it is affiliated or interlocked, at-
tempting to infiuence the election of Congressmen, must be re-
ported here in Washington as the activities are national and
coordinated or the law is nullified.

Therefore any expenditures made for this purpose should be
disclosed in a sworn report filed by the “ committees, associa-
tions, or organizations,” either through full returns at Washing-
ton made by the national organization, including expenditures
of all its State branches in each report required by law, or by
reports from the national orgamization and separate reports
from each State where money js received or expended.

Nullification of the law would otherwise result through the
formation of a national organization spending little or nothing
in congressional elections and with its affiliated or interlocking
State branches or departments in each State spending vast

sums, about which there would be no report made in Washing-
ton as required by the law and its manifest intent and spirit,

ié[x;? CONNALLY of Texas., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
¥y

Mr. TINKHAM. I ean not yield.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. TINKHAM. The following erganizations filed reports in
connection with the 1920 election without protests that the law
did not apply to them in their political activities :

Republican National Committee.

Democratic National Committee,

Republican National Congressional Committee,

Democratic National Congressional Committee,

National Committee, Single Tax Party.

Prohibition National Committee.

National Committee, Socialist Party.

Farmer-Labor Party of the United States.

Oklahoma State Democratic Committee.

Republican Senatorial Committee,

Harding-Coolidge Republican Leagne No. 1.

National Non-Partisan Political Campaign Committee,

National Campaign Committee of the Sixteen Associated Rec-
ognized Standard Railroad Labor Organizations.

National Young Men’s Republican i

Harding-Coolidge Uptown Dry Goods Association,

Debs Campaign Conference.

National Welfare Union.

American Federation of Labor, National Nonpartisan Politi-
cal Campaign Committee.

Pro-League Independents.

At this point I desire to draw attention to the fact that there
has been recently issued by Parker BShields, superintendent
Tennessee Anti-Saloon League, a leaflet asking for liberal con-
tributions to this league, from which the following is a quota-
tion :

A number of Congressmen who hold the balance of power and pile up
majorities in Congress come from the Sounthern nnc{) Western States,
where money for organization and educationsl purposes is searce. They
have always had to have help from the national league.

This would clearly show that the Anti-Saloon League was
systematieally and liberally financing congressional eampaigns
and placing Congressmen of the United Btates under obligation
to vote in Congress in accordance with its dictation.

llfar? COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yiel

Mr, TINKHAM. I can not.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. This is an important matter. I make
the point of no quorum. -

Mr. TINKHAM. Let me finish my statement.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point
of order that there is ne quorum present.

Alr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentleman will yield to me for
half a minute——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield,

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I will withdraw my point of order,

Mr. TINKHAM. I will answer any question that the hon-
orable Representative from Ohio desires to ask when I have
finished my statement without interruption,

Another guotation is as follows :

In addition to the above, the amount from Tennessee for the national
league helps to provide for the maintenance of the entire natiomal
orgnlmtlon. It also helps to provide for the maintenance of our
national office at Washington, D. C., under the very sueccessful man-
agement of the Hon, Wayne B. Wheeler, one of the greatest diplomats
and attorneys in America. From this office needed legislation is ini-
tinted, a constant wateh is kept on the actions of Congress, and when
Em:osfﬂon appears danger signals are flashed to every State in the
jnion.

Legislation initiated in the national office of the Anti-Saloon
Leagune in Washington and not in the Congress of the United
States! To what degredation, to what debasement has Con-
gress fallen that its shame can be thus heralded to the world!

There, verily, i8 an end of free institutions and free men,
Cowardice, indeed, has completed their destruetion and dis-
honor.

In connection with this.general subject it may be of interest
to the House of Representatives to know that in the Evening
Star, Washington, Tuesday, March 21 last, in an interview,
Samuel W. Small, secretary of the National Reform Association,
is quoted as stating that that association has “.a pledged finan-
cial income of over $2,000,000 annually,” and that it was pre-
posed to spend this amount at the next election in the congres-
sional districts of the United States.

On page 472, part 2, of the hearings before the subeommittes
of the House Committee on Appropriations relating to the Jjee
partment of Justice, the following colloguy occurs:

i e s e A e e A A A s st = e
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Mr. TixkEAM. I did not think you had given your personal opinion
as to whether or not you thought that the corrupt practices act ap-
plied to the Anti-Saloon League if it attempted to influence elections in
two or more States. I do not think you have replied to that guestion,

Mr. WHEELER. I think that the national or zation, as such, work-
ing in various States the law might be construed to cover that; and
inasmuch as it can be construed that way, the only fair thing for us to
do was to accept that construction until it was otherwise held.

Notwithstanding this statement by Mr., Wheeler, no returns
were filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives by
the Anti-Saloon League of America or by any of its State
branches, departments, or subsidiaries in 1910, 1912, 1914, 1916,
and 1918,

I therefore charge that the following are violations of the
act of June 25, 1910, as amended by the act of August 19, 1911,
to prevent corrupt practices al Federal elections:

1. Failure to make returns to the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives by the Anti-Saloon League of America or any of
its State branches, departments, or subsidiaries in 1910, 1012,
1914, 1916, and 1918,

2. Failure to give names and addresses of all persons receiv-
ing $10 or more in the three returns filed with the Clerk of
the House of Hepresentatives by Wayne B. Wheeler as treas-
urer campaign committee, Anti-Saloon League of America, in
connection with the congressional election of 1920.

3. Failure of the Anti-Saloon League of America, department
of West Virginia, to give names and addresses of all persons
receiving $10 or more in the three returns filed with the Clerk
of the House of Representatives in connection with the con-
gressional election of 1920,

4. Failure of the Anti-Saloon League of Maryland to give
names and addresses of all persons receiving $10 or more in
the three returns filed with the Clerk of the House of Repre-
sentatives in connection with the congressional election of 1920,

4. Failure of the Wisconsin Anti-Saloon League to file more
than one return with the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives, and in that return to give the names and addresses of all
persons receiving $10 or more in connection with the congres-
sional election of 1920,

6. Failure of the Anti-Saloon League of Colorado to file any
return under oath with the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives and without the names and addresses of all persons receiv-
ing $10 or more in connection with the congressional election of
1920, although a letter admits expenditures.

7. Failure of the Anti-Saloon League of Oregon to file more
than one return with the Clerk of the House of Représentatives
and failure to file that return under oath in connection with the
congressional election of 1920.

8. Failure of the Anti-Saloon League of Iowa to give the
names and addresses of all persons receiving $10 or more in the
return filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives in
the one return filed in connection with the congressional election
of 1920,

9. Complete failure to file returns with the Clerk of the House
of Representatives of numerous other State branches, depart-
ments, or subsidiaries of the Anti-Saloon League of America
which received or disbursed money in connection with the con-
gressional election of 1920, Notably the State of New York, the
State of Pennsylvania, and the State of Minnesota,

10. That under date of November 4, 1920, Elizabeth Roberts,
“ bookkeeper and assistant treasurer of the Wisconsin Anti-
Saloon League,” in the only return made by that league states
under oath under the head of ** Expenditures on behalf of candi-
dates,” that R. P. Hutton had his “ salary paid by the Anti-
Saloon League of America, Westerville, Ohio,” and in none of
the three returns signed by Wayne B. Wheeler as “ treasurer,
campaign committee, Anti-Saloon League of America,” does
any such person’s name appear, nor is any amount traceable or
returned under any possible item in these three returns as being
so expended by the Anti-Saloon League of America, although
they purport to be the entire expenditures of the Anti-Saloon
League of America made in connection with the congressional
election of 1920 and that they are contradictory statements
made under oath.

The records of the Clerk of the House of Representatives |
disclose a failure of the Anti-Saloon League of America and
its subsidiaries to obey the Federal statutes, not only in one
case but in many.

Nothing can shatter the very foundations of society, its re-
spect for the law, and its belief that laws are to be obeyed than
to have a great national organization refuse to obey laws that
apply to it.

No more deadly thrust can be given to law and its enforce-
ment than the claim of immunity from criminal statutes of

general application by any one class, interest, or association.

No greater contempt of law can b2 shown than by reliance
upon schemes to circumvent the plain meaning of a law and its-
spirit. American courts of justice have never allowed this to be
successful. Interlocking directorates have been abolished and
legal moral responsibility placed where it belonged.

The usual course for a Member of Congress to pursue in a
situation such as has been disclosed is to ask for a committee
of investigation of the House of Representatives. I, however,
know as well as anyone who has knowledge of the House of
Representatives that it would be absolutely futile for me to ask
for the appointment of such a committee, as such an order of
investigation could not be passed becaunse of the power of the
Anti-Saloon League of America and its influence in the House
of Representatives,

I, therefore, publicly request, yes, I demand, that the Depart-
ment of Justice, which I believe can not be intimidated or sub-
verted by political influence and threats of reprisal from what-
ever source, and whose first duty is to enforce laws of the
United States, investigate the facts which I have here sub-
mitted and upon finding that they are true to institute proper
proceedings under the law,

This I do to the end that all laws shall be enforeed equally
against the politically powerful as well as against the politically
weak, that laws passed to insure the purity of the ballot shall
be given their full vigor and effect, and that impartial justice
shall be respected and maintained in these United States. [Ap-
plause,]

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas,
man yield?

Mr, TINKHAM.
Mr, .Chairman?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has 24 minutes.

Mr. TINKHAM. There have been two ecaptious eriticisms
made concerning the hearing at which Mr, Wheeler was ex-
amined and the printing of the record of the hearing which
I think should be answered and explained to the committee.

The first is the criticism that I should not have examined Mr.
Wheeler as I did.

Mr, Wheeler was a volunteer witness who requested to appear
before the committee. He made no objection to any of the ques-
tions asked, nor did any member of the committee. That
should dispose of this eriticism.

The second eriticism is that the record of the hearing was not
printed as it should have been.

The facts are these: That Mr, Wheeler was given permission
by the committee to correct his testimony. As a member of the
committee I had the right to correct my questions. Two copies
of the record were brought to my office. One the original, with
the corrections of Mr, Wheeler, and the other a copy, although
it looked like an original so far as the typewriting was con-
cerned. 1 dictated my corrections to 4 young man who had
for six weeks been acting as my secretary, who was not very
familiar with the correction of records. He made my corree-
tions upon the copy instead of upon the original, and the
copy with my corrections was returned to the clerk of
the Committee on Appropriations and in due time this was
printed. Saturday last Mr. Wheeler made discovery that his
corrections were not in the printed hearings, and the matter in
due course was brought to my attention. I fonnd the original
with Mr. Wheeler's corrections in my office, took it immediately
to the Committee on Appropriations, and a reprint of the testi-
mony with Mr. Wheeler's corrections as well as my own is now
before the committee. That should dispose of this eriticism.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall be glad to answer any questions.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Massachusetts a question. It seems he has
made a very careful investigation, as he says, relative to the
activities of the Anti-Saloon League. I would like to ask the
gentleman from Massachusetts whether, while he was working
along that line, he made any investigation of the activities of
some other organizations, especiallv one known as the Associa-
tion Opposed to National Prohibition; whether they had any
large sums of money accumulated to influence the election of
Congressmen in certain congressional districts?

Mr, TINKHAM. I have made no investigation as to the
activities of any other associations, because the representatives
of no other associations except the Anti-Saloon League ap-
peared before the committee. Had they appeared and had there
developed the same testimony that was developed in the exami-
nation of Mr. Wheeler, I should have included it in my state-
ment to the House, and I wquld say that if there are any
organizations whatsoever, no matter for what purpose they
may be organized, that participated in congressional elections

Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-

In a minute. How much time have I left,
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in two or more States and attempted to influence results and
have filed no returns under the law, they are equally guilty of
violating the corrupt practices act with the Anti-Saloon Leagu
of Ameriea and its subsidiaries. i

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. The gentleman from Massachusetts:
knows that there is such an organization. Was there not a
statement inserted in the REcomp at your hearings relative to
that question?

Mr. TINKHAM. It was inserted after the hearing, not at
the hearing. Mr. Wheeler was given the right when the hear-
ings were over to put certain statenients into the REecorp.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. There are a grent many organizatiens
that are opposed te natienal prohibition. Is not that a fact?

Mr. TINKHAM. I have heard that that is so. [Laughter.]

Me. COOPER of Ohio. The gentleman fully realizes that
they are spending a large amount of money, that to-day they
are organizing in nearly every State in the: Uniom for the ex-
press purpose of trying to defeat Cengressmen. who will not
pledge themselves to- the modification of the Volstead Act. I
should like to ask the gentleman if he believes these organiza-
tions can work without the expenditure of large amounts of
money ?.

Mr. TINKHAM, I think I should not be asked a question of
that character. T will say this: I have ne exact knowledge of
what organizations may be operating to-day in the United
States which are opposed to or wlhich desire to change the Vol-
stead Act. If there are organizations, I do not care what their
character is, whether they favor prehibition, or are against pro-
hibition, whether they are organizations of churches or organi-
zations of bawdy houses, if they attempt, under this law in
more than two States to influence congressional elections, a
statement of their receipts and expenditures mmst be filed with
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, and should have been
filed since 1910° when this Federal statute was passed. The
statute says “all committees, associations, or organizations.”
This is without any distinction whatever. Does not that fairly
answer the question of the honorable Representative from Ohio.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit me, this
is what I want to say to the Honse, that the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Tixgmax] has put a large amount of work
into the statement which he has given to this House to-day criti-
cizing the Anti-Saloon League for their activity in politics. Now,
I think if the gentleman here had been fair he would have looked
deeper into the question, and he would have investigated the
activity of those organizations that are opposed to the prohibi-
tion laws, and that to-day are spending hundreds of thousands
of dollars in anticipation of defeating Congressmen for election
this fall who will not pledge themselves to a modification of the
Volstead Act.

Mr. TINKHAM. If any Representative of those organiza-
tions had ecome before the committee of which T am a member
I would have asked' him the same questions that I asked Mr.
Wheeler, and if I found that his testimony was similar to Mr.
Wheeler's I should have made a similar investigation; but M.
Wheeler was the only witness, and he came there voluntarily,
and I took up that specific case. The commiitee was not an
investigating committee, and I am not an investigator.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman if he has
read that part of the testimony which was inserted in the
hearings?

Mr. TINKHAM. As a matter of fact, T have not had time.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit me, I
notice here that the budget called for in the association opposed.
to national prohibition contemplates the expenditure of not
less than $600,000. Then, in another place, it says:

Before a wheel can turn, the managing director must know that
there is at least $200,000 in the treasury.

Now, I wish the gentleman wonld take the time fo investi-
gate those organizations—the association opposed to national
prohibition.

Mr. TINKHAM. What is the date of that statement?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. This statement was incorporafed in
your hearings on this bill before the commitfee.

Mr. TINKHAM. What is the date of that particular state-
ment?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. It does not give the date; but there is
such an organization.

Mr. TINKHAM. If the representative of that organization
had appeared before the committee, I should have made an in-
vestigation of that organization. g

My, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINKHAM. I yield to“the honorable Representative
from Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. Do the reeords filed by the Anti-Saloon
League under the corrupt practices act, or the gentlemun’s

investigation, show Row much money was expended by the
Anti-Saloon League in the election of Representatives in Con-
gress, and for what purpose; and in what distriets?

Mr: TINKHAM, T have given the districts, and I am going
to ask the House to allow me to incorporate in the extension of
my remarks three returns of the Anti-Saloon League of America,
and the one return of the Anti-Saloon League of Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. The latter is the one in which I am par-
ticularly interested, because of the activities of certain bodies
which failed to comply with the State law requiring returns,
that have used thousands of dollars against-me in times past.
1 wish to ask whether that return shows anything of the
activities in any speeific districts of the State of Wisconsin?

Mr. TINKHAM. This partienlar return of the Anti-Saloon
League of Wisconsgin does not show any particular activities in
any particular district, except that it has attached to it as a
part of it a specimen ballot in which eertain Senators and
Congressmen are designated and described and ecertain others
otherwise designated and described. That I wish to have
printed in the Recorp by unanimous consent. '

The total expenditure as returned by the Anti-Saloon League
of Wisconsin is $10,028.83.

Mr, STAFFORD: Does it give the districts. in which the
money was expended?

Mr. TINKHAM. It does not give the districts in which the
money was expended, but the Anti-Saloen League of America
has indicated, as I have read, in what distriets the Anti-Saloon
League of America expended money.

Mr. STAFFORD. I will ask the gentleman: another question,
I notice in the hearings on page 468, in which are enumerated
certain districts in Minnesota, Ohio, Maryland, Pennsylvania,
and New York, in which the Anti-Saloon League was active in
the Iast campaign, that after the New York districts appears
the language—

Omitted by error from foriner reports.

That conveys the: idea that in a: former report there were
further districts returned. Has the gentleman any list of those
distriets? .

Mr. TINKHAM. The districts in the first report, filed Oc-
tober 22, 1920, of the Anti-Saloon League of America, are as
follows: Indiana, fourth and fifth districts; Iowa, eleventh dis-
trict; Texas, sixteenth distriet; Minnesota, seventh distriet;
Missouri,, thirteenth district; New Hampshire, first and second
districts; New York, first and second districts; Pennsylvania,
tenth, twentieth, twenty-second, twenty-fifth, twenty-eighth, and
twenty-ninth districts; Ohio, fifth, tenth, and eleventh districts;
West Virginia, first and sixth distriets; Maryland, first and
sixth distriets,

Mr, STAFFORD. Were those funds used in favor of candi~
dates or were they used in oppesition to eandidates?

Mr. TINKHAM. This is what the return says:
TRErIEtS, 10, SAE T tHe alatinis SF Crg o Ao e e el

eleg I on,
tion of national comstitutional Smhibitlon._ i b st e

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINKHAM. T will yield to the honorable Representa-
tive from Maryland.

Mr. HILL. I would like fo ask the gentleman this question:
As I understoed the gentleman, he said that the Anti-Saloon
Leagne of America is a corporation, and filed three separate
reports signed by Wayne B. Wheeler, treasurer, showing ex-
penditures of money to. influence the eleetion of Members of
the House of Representatives. Is that correet?

Mr. TINKHAM. It is; but.he signed his name as * treas-
urer, campaign committee, Anti-Saloon League of America.”

Mr. HILL. Treasurer of the eampaign committee?

Mr. TINKEHAM. Yes.

Mr. HILL. Is this the same Wayne B. Wheeler who ap-
peared before the Appropriations Committee and was ques-
tioned by the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. TINKHAM. He is the same gentleman who appeared
before the subcommittee which was formulating the State and

-Justice Department apprepriation bill now before this com-

mittee.

Mr. HILL. Can the gentleman state for what purpose the
treasurer of the campaign committee of the Anti-Saloon League
of America appeared before the Appropriations Committee of
this House?

Mr. TINKHAM. He appeared apparvently net for political
purposes. He appeared to advise the committee in relation to
the policies that the committee should pursue and the sums of

‘money that should be designated for the enforcement of pro-
hibition and limitations to be put on language in. the bill.

Mr, HTLL. I notice that the gentleman refers.to expenditures
made by Wayne B. Wheeler, treasurer of the Anti-Saloon
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League of America, in the seventh district of Minnesota, and the
gentleman referred to it as the * Volstead district.” Is that
the district represented by the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee of this House?

Mr. TINKHAM. If I am not mistaken, that is the district
represented by Mr. VoLsSTEAD, !

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, is it in order for me fo
object to the attorney's leading the witness? [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL. I will say that I am trying to elucidate the
truth for the benefit of the House and the Nation. I hope the
gentleman will continue to make the same illuminating an-
swers to the rest of my questions. [Laughter.] I would like
to ask the gentleman if Wayne B. Wheeler, whom I see in the
gallery at the present time—and I saw him in the gallery when
the medical beer bill was voted on—whether this Wayne B.
Wheeler is the same one who appeared before the Judiciary
Committee as legislative agent of the Anti-Saloon League?

Mr. TINKHAM. I understand he is the same.

Mr, HILI. I want to ask the gentleman one more ques
tion. Does he think it is proper that the man who spends the
money to elect Congressmen should come and ask favors of the
legislative committee?

Mr. TINKHAM. What does the honorable Representative
mean? [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL. I would like to put my questions in a different
form since 1 see that the gentleman is so reluctant to answer.
I would like to ask the gentleman if he thinks it proper that
a gentleman who becomes treasurer and spends money to assist
in the election of Members of Congress should be at the same
time a legislative agent and go before this same Member of
Congress in whose election he has assisted and ask for legis-
lation for his employer corporation?

Mr. TINKHAM. It seems to me highly reprehensible that
a nan should allow his campaign expenses to be paid in part
by any organization whatsoever which he knows in advance
is coming before the committee upon which he sits as a mem-
ber, or particularly as the chairman, to ask for legislation of
any character,

Mr. HILL. I entirely agree with the gentleman,

Mr, MANN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL. I will

Mr. MANN., Did I understand the gentleman to say that
this Anti-Saloon League, orgunized as a corporation in a particu-
lar State, is obliged to make a return in reference to elections of
Members of Congress?

Mr. TINKHAM. In reply let me state what the organization
of the league is.

Mr. MANN. I heard the gentlemnan's statement, .

Mr. TINKHAM. There is a national organization, known as
the Anti-Saloon League of America, and it has subsidiaries or
departments in every State of the Union. Many of the offices
of tlie national organization are also offices of the State organi-
zation. It has an interlocking system.

Mr. MANN., Let me ask the gentleman this question, a
simple one, and get a simple answer, and I think I understand
what it will be: Suppose the Anti-S8aloon League in Massachu-,
setts is organized under the laws of the State of Massachu-
setts and expends funds wholly within the State of Massa-
chusetts with reference to the election of Members of Congress,
does the gentleman insist that the corporation must make a
Federal return?

Mr. TINKHAM. If it is interlocked with the national asso-
ciation, of course; else it would besa repudiation and nullifica-
tion of that law, :

Mr. MANN. Then I would like to ask the gentleman this
question: Does the Massachusetts State Republican committee
make any return with reference to its expenditures?

Mr. TINKHAM. The law provides, specifically, that only
the national committees of all political parties and the national

. congressional campaign committees of all political parties shall
make returns, thereby excluding the State committees. But
there is no limitation put upon the other “committees, associa-
tions, or organizations,” The law provides that such “commit-
tees, associations, or organizations " shall report their entire ex-
penditures.

Mr. MANN. If it is not interlocked with the national Re-
publican committee, then I do not understand its purpose.

Mr. TINEHAM. The law specifically provides for returns
only of the regular political national committees; but there is
no limitation upon other committees so far as State expendi-
tures are concerned.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINKHAM. Yes,

Mr. EVANS. Is it not a fact that as to the two pieces of
legislation, or the limitations, to which Mr, Wayne B. Wheeler

directed his request, the gentleman himself consented to their
being incorporated in the bill; and are they not now in the bill
before the House?

Mr. TINKHAM. Oh, yes; I agreed to what was suggested.
It is a reasonable suggestion.

Lllé'? COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yie

Mr. TINKHAM. Yes,

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. A few moments ago the gentleman
from Massachusetts asked me a question as to where I found
the statement I was reading to him. I would state to the gen-
tleman that he will find the statement coneerning the activity
of the Association Opposed to National Prohibition, together
with the amount of money they are supposed to have on hand
before they can turn a wheel, and so forth, beginning on page
491, of part 2, of the hearings before the subcommittee of the
House Committee on Appropriations on the Department of
State and judicial appropriation bill. I ask the gentleman
from Massachusetts to make an investigation of the activity of
that organization, and if he finds anything wrong 1 would like
to have him report their wrongdoing to Congress.

Mr. TINKHAM. 1 shall take the suggestion of the honor-
able genfleman from Ohio under consideration. Mr, Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to have incorporated with my
remarks the first, second, and third return of the Anti-Saloon
League of America and the returns of the Wisconsin Anti-
Saloon League. Otherwise those papers may be lost.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indicated. 'Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

OcToper 22, 1920,
Hon. WiLniam TrLer PAcE,
Clerk, House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

DEAg Sik: Under the congressional act relating te the election of
men and the duties of treasurers of the respective political

ooy v R ke ligren B T
mittee o oon Eue o erica for the
October 23, 1920 ; i rec
Amount of eontributions and iptions - §2,500,
Amount of contributions §100 or more_ . ________________ ‘E 50[}.%

Of the amount contributed or subseribed, the following list shows
the names of the contributors giving $100 or more, the addresses, and
the amount coniributed by each, to wit:

Samuel Dunlap, Circleville, Ohio $100. 00
W. F. Hutehinson, Columbus, Ohio = 100. 00
John Breece, Portsmouth, Ohlo______________________ 100, 00
E. M. Ogilvie, Fast Liverpool, Ohio AAN 100. 00

Pearl Selby, Portsmouth, Ohio
A. Z. Blair, Portsmouth, Ohio i |
Foster Copeland, Columbus, Ohio 1
Alexander Neff, Neffs, Ohlo______ 5

W. B. George, Fast Palestine, Ohio 500,

D. C. Boyd, Galion, Ohio_________ = 300.

Wa:Hy Hooyer, North: Canton, - Ohioi s ot T Saars =y 500,
Total - 2,500, 00

Amounts erpended.

Printing sample balloty. ..o o o o oo o oo $325. 00
Printing public documents (extracts of Congressional Record)_ 496, 11
Addressing envelopes_ B1. 50
Clerks' and phers’ hire:

Misa Keith 66. 00

Miss Dudley G4, 00

Mrs. Pearson __ B0. 00

Migs MeCulloch S S Ty A 75. 00
Organizers and field workers: Services and expenses of—

F. B, Ebbert 400. 00

Rev] B a0 Niehalige: o oo oy AT e 503. o0
Telephone and telegraph 75. 00
Postage 50. 00

The above amounts were expended in the following congressioned dis-
triets to aid in the election of Congressmen opposed to the nullification
of national constitutional prohibition : .

Fourth and fifth Indiana districts.

Fleventh Iowa district.

Sixteenth Texas district.

Seventh Minnesota district.

Thirteenth Missouri district.

First and second New Hampshire districts,

First and second New York districts,

Tenth, twentieth, tweniy-second, twenty-fifth, twenty-eighth, and
twenty-ninth Pennsylvania districts,

Fifth, tenth, and eleventh Ohio districts,

First and sixth West Virginia districts,

First and sixth Maryland districts.

The foregoing statement is respectfully submitted.

& Warse B. WHEELER,
Treasurer Campaign Commitiee
Anti-Saloon League of America,

WasnixaTox, D. C,, October £9, 1920,
Hon., WiLLIAM TYLER PAGE,
Werk, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.
Dear 8in: Under the congressional act relating to the election of
men and the duties of ireasurers of the respective itical

committees, 1 submit this additional report as treasurer of cam-
pai& committee of the Anti-Saloon League of America for the period
f ober 23-20, 1620,

No additional contributions have been received.

e S s e s e e e e




5020

CONGRESSIONAL- RECORD—HOUSE.

Aprrin 4,

AMOUNTS EXPENDED ON OBLIGATIONS ASSUMED.

Clerks' and_stenographers’ hire :
Miss Keith_ S £16. 66

Miks Dullley — 2o i 0o = 15, 84

o 6o PRty ) VSRR S St S e S LS O S 16. 66

8 Milsu Mﬂ;lulfliﬂfd_ e : = ; 18. 75
rganizers an @ orkers—services and expenses of :

8 B Nicholsob: . ’ie_ _____________ 128. 00

|t S el RS T D e TR e e TR e S e S 134. 00

Trlephone and telegr 20. 00

Portamd . oo o e o 45, 00
Printing and postage bills assumed________________________ 200. 00

The above obligations were assumed in the following congressional
districts ;

Seventh Minnesota district.

Fifth Ohio district.

Eleventh Maryland distriet.

Twenty-fifth and twenty-eighth Penneylvania districts.

Fortieth, forty-first, and forty-second New York districts (omitted
by error from former report).

The foregoing statement is respectfully submitted.

W. B. WHEELER,
Treasurer Campaign Committee,
Anti-Saloon League of America.

DistricT oF CoLUMRBIA, Washington, D. C., s8:

W. B. Wheeler, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is
treasurer of the campaign committee of the Anti-Saloon League of
America, that the foregoing statement by him signed is a true and cor-
rect report of the receipts, disbursements, or obligations of said cam-
paign committee to October 29, 1920.

W. B. WHEELER.

Sworn to before me, the undersigned notary é)umic in and for the
Distriet of Columbia, this 29th day of October, 1920.
Freperick A. THUEKE,
Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia,

(My commlsslion expires October 18, 1925.)

Hon. WiLLIAM TYLER PAGE,
Clerk, House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Deasr Sir: We respectfully protest any obligation on the part of the
Anti-Saloon League of America to file this report under the above law,
as activities of the league are educational, ecientific, and charitable
rather than political, as intended by the law. We file this report, there-
fore, under protest, covering those contributions and expenses only in
connection with the national organization in the election of Congress-
men, as indicated in the report.

W. B. WHEELER,

Treasurer Campaign Committee,
Anti-Saloon League of America.

THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE OF AMERICA,
LEGAL DEPARTMENT,
Washington, D. 0., December 1, 1920,
Hon. WILLIAM TYLER PAGE,

Clerk House of Represeniatives, Washington, D. O.

DeAr Sig: Under the congressional act relating to the election of Con-
gressmen and the duties of treasurers of the respective itical com-
mittees, I submit this additional report as treasurer of the campaign
committee of the Anti-SBaloon League of America for the period October
29 to November 2, 1920,

No additional contributions have been received.

Amounts expended or obligations assumed,

(lerks and stenographers’ hire:

Miss Keith NS $16. 00
Migs Dudley 12,76
Mrs. Pearson e 1600

Misa McCulloch e el 20. 00

Miss Lillian Berry 5. 00

Mre. T, L Himmelman - o oo oC o C - 50. 40
Organizers and field workers, services and expenses of :

F. B. Ebbert 199. 00

8. E. Nicholson_ ——— 45,00

L. G. Long 137. 78

David: Hephnrn e e 50. 00
Traveling, telephone, and other expenses:

Te!egl:-ams - %.g 33

Poati%e _____ 44,92
Traveling expenges of undersigned———————————-- 110, 00

— $751,88

Summary of expenses filed in report Oct. 24 _______________ 2, 185, 60
Summary of expenses filed in report Oct. 29 o _ 555. 01
Total ——— —- 8,402, 47

The above amounts were expended or obligations assumed in the dis-
fricts named in reports of October 24 and October 29, 1920,
The foregoing statement is respectfully submitted.
W. B, WHEEBLER,
Treasurer of Campaign Committee of
nti-Saloon League of America.

THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE OF AMERICA,
LEGAL DEPARTMENT,
Washington, D. O,
DistricT oF COLUMBIA, Washington, D, C., 8s:

W. B. Wheeler, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is treas-
urer of the campaign committee of the Anti-Saloon League of Amerieca ;
that the foregoing statement by him signed is a true and correct report
of the receipts, disbursements, or obligations of said campaign com-
mittee from Oetober 29 to November 2, 1920.

W. B. WHEELER.

Sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and for the
District of Columbia, this 1st day of December, 15?20.
FREDERICK A. THURE,
Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia,

Hon. WiLLiAM TYLER PAGE,
Clerk, House of Representatives,
Washington, D, O.

Deir Sir: We respectfully protest any obligation on the part of the
Anti-Baloon League of America to file this report under the above law,
as the aetivities of the league are educational, scientific, and charitable,
rather than political, as intended by the law. We file this report,
therefore, under protest, covering those contributions and expenses
only in connection with the national organization in the election of
Congressmen, as indicated in the report.

W. B. WHEELER.
Treasurer of Campaign Committee of
Anti-S8aloon League of America,

DisTricT OF CoLuMmBiA, Washington, D, C., ss:

W. B. Wheeler, being dulf sworn, deposes and says that he is treas-
urer of the eampaign committee of the Anti-Saloon League of America,
that the foregoing statement by hinr signed is a true and correct report
::f thlewrgceipts and disbursements of said campaign committee to 0+
rer, 1920,

W. B. WHEELER.

Sworn to before me, the undersigned notarly guhllc in and for the Dis-
trict of Columbia, this 22d day of October, 1920,

. FRrEDERICK A. THUEE, Jr.,
Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia,

{My commission expires October 29, 1920,)

Hon, WiLLIAM TYLER I’AGE,
Clerk of House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Deanr Sir: We respectfully protest any obligation on the part of the
Anti-Saloon League of America to file this report under the above law,
ns the aetivities of the league are educational, scientific, and charitable,
rather than political, as intended by the law. We file this report, there-
fore, under protest, covering those contributions and expenses in con-
nection with the national organization in the election of Congressmen,
as indicated in the report,

W. B. WHEELER,
Treasurer Campaign Committee Anti-SBaloon League of America.

NOVEMBER 4, 1920,
Statement of expenditures of Wisconsin Anti-Saloon Lrague primary
election campaign (election November 2, 1920) in behalf of cindidates
on altached list, ete.

J o Field

Names. Addresses. Salary. | oepenses.

R. P. (1) $227.47
JL8 £450.00 215.36
D. P. 375.00 199.15
B. N. 375.00 263, 48
N.C. 400,00 358,00
A 2R 350.00 381.99
1. P, 300.00 479.78
T. W. 333.34 308,63
W.G. 253.00 | 387.97
J. C. Bartholl.. 333.32 253,10
C. M. 333.34 363.23
3,503.00 | 3,530.25

$7,083.25

1 Salary paid by Anti-Saloon League of America, Westerville, Ohio.

Extra office help_ . ____ =
Office Specialties Co, (stencils and ink) - ________
Standard Paper Co. (paper and envelopes) ._____

H. H. West Co. (miscellaneous office supplies)

Advocate Publishing Co. (printing and envelopes) .-~ = 720. 42
TOlePRONE e e e e e e e e e e 139, 06
Telegraph e _9.37
Postage 830. 76

Total_- 10, 028, 83

The foregoing amount was spent for educational and Americanization
campaign, concurrently with political work for the candidates on list
hereto attached. ‘

STATE OF WiscOoNSIN, Uounty of Michigan, ss:

Elizabeth Roberts, bookkeeper and assistant treasurer of the Wiscon-
sin Anti-Saloon League, being first duly sworn, says that the foregoing
gtatement of expense incurred or paid by said Wisconsin Anti-Saloon
League in behalf of candidates named cn attached printed list is cor-
rect and irue, as she verily believes, and that the same constitutes all
of the expenses incurred or paid by said league for the purposes named.

ELIZzABETH ROBERTS.

Subseribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of November, 1920.

[sBAL.] EpitH R. HurroN,

Notary Public, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin.
My commission expires March 2, 1924,

A DrRY BALLOT ON REFERENDUM AND CANDIDATES—TAEE THIS TO THE
Porus ror REFERENCE ON ELECTION DAY, NOVEMBER 2—REFEREXN-
puM 0% PrOHIBITION ENFORCEMENT LAw {’HULB!GMSR Law)—Dox'r
ForgeT TO VOTE Fort THIS ON THE SEPARATE PINE REFERENDUM
BALLOT.
8hall chapter 5566 of the Laws of 1919, entitled “An act to suspend

the operation of chapter 66 of the statutes of 1917, entitled ‘Excise

and the sale of intoxicating liguors,’ and to create sections 1569(1) to

1569(22), inclusive, of the statutes, relating to intoxicating liquors, to
rovide for the enforcement of Article 18 of the Constitution of the

Inited States, nrovidlng nalties, making an appropriation, and defin-
0

ing intoxicating liquor, continued of force and effect?
Yes [x].

No [—].
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Dry Congressional and Legislative Candidates,
UNITED STATES SENATOR.
{Voted for by whole Btate.)

Inving L. Lexroor (Republican): Must be reelected. Next to Vol-
gtead perhaps most important man in Congress for drys. Defeat might
mean repeal of Volstead Act 7

GOVERNOR.
(Voted for by whole State.)

Robert Bruce MeCoy (Demeocrat): Member CongreEtionll Club,
which took active part in voting Sparta dry. poses ing beer.
For Ilaw enforcement and removal of sheriffs and district attorneys who
are lax,

Juhn J. Blaine (Republican) : Voted for county option. New receiv-
Ing support of beer advoecates. Refuses to state position on legalizing beer.

ATTORNEY GENERAL, 1
(Voted for by whole Btate.)

William J. Morgan (Republican) : Openly opposed to legalizing beer.

Lifeiong dry fighter, Pledges law enforcement.
STATE BENATOES.

Teunth district: 8t. Croix, Pierce, Pepin, and Buffalo Counties, George
B. Skogmo (Republican).

Twelfth district: Ashland, Bayfield, Price, Rusk, and Sawyer Coun-
tics, . H. Werden (Republican).

Fuurteenth district: Outagnmie and Shawano Counties, Anton
EKuckuk (Republican), Clinton B. Ballard (Imdependent).

sitteenth district: Grant, Crawford, and Richland Counties, Henry
E. Roethe (Republican).

Twenty-second district: Walworth and Rock Counties, Bd. T. Ridge-
way (Republican). :

'wenty-fourth district: Clark and Woeod Counties, William L, Smith
(Republieamn).

Twenty-sixth district : Dane County, Henry A. Huber (Repablican).

Thirty-second district: La Crosse and Trempealeau Counties, K. F.
Clark (Republican).

CONURESSMEN.

First district: Kenosha, Racine, Waukesha, Walworth, and Rock
Counties, H. A. Coorsr (Republican). Voted for eighteenth amend-
meiit ; no statement on beer and wine.

Third district: Crawford, Richland, Grant, Towa, Dane, La Fayette,
and Green Counties, James W. Murphy (Democrat). Openly opposes
legnlizing beer and wine. Jouwx M. Nensox (Republican). oted for
eighteenth amendment. Refuses to. state pesition on beer and wine; re-
ceiving support of beer and wine advocates,

Fourth district: South balf Milwaukee County, Gerpld P. Hayes
(Democrat). Bone dry; declares against legalizsing beer and wine.

Seventh district : La Crosse, Jackson, Monroe, Clark, Vernon, Juneau,
Adams, and Sauk Counties, Josgra D. Erck (Republican). Opposcs
beer and wine,

Kighth district: Marathon, Portage, Waupaca, Waushara, Wood, and
Bhawano Counties, Enwarp E. Browxe | ubliean). U?pnses beer
and wine. Needs every dry vote, (Work hard for Browxm).

Ninth district ; Langlade, Forest, Florence, Marinette, Oconto, Outa-
gamie, Brown, Kewaunee, and Door Counties, Davip G. CLiassox (Re-
publican). Voted against eighteenth amendment. Voted for Volstead
Act, Andrew R. McDonald (Democrat). Indorsed by farmer-labor:
Bone-dry union-labor leader. %

Tenth district: Dunn, Barron (.'hipgewa, Eau Claire, Trempealeau,
Builalo, Pepin, Pierce, and 8f, Croix Counties, JaMES A. FREAR (Re-
pulilican). IMas dry record.

Kleventh distriet: Douglas, Bayfield, Aslland, Iron, Vilas, Burnett,
Folk. Washburn, Sawyer, Busk, I'rice, Tayler, Linceln, and Uneida
Couniies, AparLraus P. NeLsox (Republican). Dry floor leader.

CANDIDATES FOR ASSEMBLYMEN BY COUNTIRS.

Adams, J. F. McDowell (Republican) ; Ashland, A. L. Bigelow (Re-
-]

ublican) ; Barron, J. L. Dahl (Hepublican); Bayfield, F. W. Dewn
Republican) ; Buffalo, B. A. Kenyon . (Republican) ; B‘umpi;tb H. H.
Johuson (Republican); Chippewa, T. W. Battiugnie {Republican) ;

Clark, John Verkuilen (Republican); Columbia, Robert Caldwell (Re-
tluhlicnn}: Crawford, Albert C. Johnsen ( ublican) ; Dane (first),
wrman Sachtjen (Republican) ; Dane (second), James C. Hanson (Re-
ublican) ; Dane (third), Carl M. Grimstad (Republican) ; Door, Johm
f’eltjer Hepublican), Frank N. Graas (Independent) (voted to ratify;
lnter voted to legalize beer. No statement) ; Douglas (fiest), J. B.
French (Republican) ; Dunn, A. L. Best (Republican); Eau Claire,
Rush Bullis (Republican), M. J. McRaith (Democrat) ; Florence, J. D.

Grandine (Republican) ; Fond du Lae (first), J. J. Lamb (Re uhﬁmn} s
Fond du Lae (second), J. E. Johnson (Relpuhlican} ; For . In Gran-
dine (Republican):; Grant (fiest), C. J. Weitenhiller (Republiean) ;

Grant (second), Charles E. Tufley (Republican) ; Green, William Olson
(Republican) ; Green Lake, Charles L. Bryden (Democrat), Samuel
Owens (Republican) ; Iowa, Wilinm Smith (R
W. 1. Dettinger (Republican) ; Jefferson (se¢ond), William Everson
(Democrat), M, W, Stokes (Republican) ; Juneaun, Oscar Miller (Inde-
endent) (opponent very dangerous; Miller must be elected) ; Kenosha,
f’. M. Anderson. (Independent) (very important to. elect Andersonm) ;
La Crosse (first), Frank H. Fowler (Rc%ublican); La Fayette, James
Goodman (Republican) ; Langlade, J. A. Barker (Rogublican]'; Lincoln,
Ray M. Atcherson (Bepublican); Marathon (second), Louis H. Cook
(Republiean), Kurt Beyreis (Demoerat); Marquette, J. F. McDowell
(Republican) ; Monroe, Miles L. Hineman ( He?’:lblican); Oconto, Peter
Ankerson (Re upllcans: Oneida, J. D. Grandine (Hepubliean); Outa-
amie (first), Mark 8. Catlin {Repuh!im) ; Outagamie (seecond), Anton
§1L Miller (Republican), Daniel Crowe (Democrat) ; Plerce, Charles H.
Hanson (Republican) ; Polk, G“"iﬁ" A. Nelson (Republican) ; Portage,
William Seribner (Republican) ; Price, Joseph R. T (Rn-publlcanﬁ;
Racine (second), Henry F. Johmson (Republican); Richiand, E. R.
Cushman (Republican) ; Rusk, D. J, Summerville (Republiean) ; Rock
(first), A. . Matheson (Republican) ; Rock (second), Edwin G. Fifield
Republican) ; St. Croix, rge Oakes (Rﬁpuhlimn) : Bawyer, D. TJ.
ummerville (Republican) ; Trempealeau, . A. Anderson (Republi-
can) ; Vernon, L. M. Roseland (Republican) ; Walworth, Riley 8. Young
Hepublican) ; Washburn, E. H. Johnson (Republican); Waukesha
first), W. A. Freehof (Republican) ; Waukesha (second), W. H. Ed-
wards (Republican) ; Waupaca, Fred Hess (ngblican i Wanshara,
F. W. Ploetz (Republican) ; Winnebago (first), Clark M. (Repub-
lican) + Winoebago (second), Nels E.usuu ( ublican) ; inn

ﬁthjr)d)_. George H. Jones (Republican); Wood, W. W. Clark (Rep
can
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Mr, HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. OrasToN].

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, the honorable gentleman frem DMassachusetts [Mr,
TixkHAM] makes a jewel of inconsistency. He is best known
to fame for his vigorous insistence that the fourteenth and fif-
teenth amendments to the Constitution of the United States
shall be in force and full effect; that there shall be a most
rigid enforcement of, and compliance with, those amendments;
but as to the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution, he
joins with a multitude of other gentlemen in the country in
looking for some way to get that amendment out of the Consti-
tution without repealing it. He favors any kind of legislation
that will evade the full effect of that amendment.

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., CRAMTON. I would rather proceed. I have only 10
minutes in which to answer a 50-minuie speech.

Mr. STEVENSON. I just wanted to call attention to the
fact that the gentleman from Massachusetts does not seem
te- be as anxious to enforce the fourteenth and the fifteenth
amendments of the Constitution in Boston as he is in South
Carolina,

Mr. CRAMTON. That is another jewel of inconsistency.
Having held a hearing of 40 pages, an investigation, if you
please, of the Anti-Saloon League, represented by Mr. Wayne B.
Wheeler, and that investigation having shown to any reasonable
man that the Anti-Saloon League is the only organization with
reference to liguor that has paid any decent respect to the elec-
tien law, the gentleman ferthwith preposes that we shall indiet
the officers of that organization which has complied with the
law; but as te the other 20 or 30 organizations opposed to pro-
hibition, whe are shown by the record the gentleman himself
has made to have violated that law—ignored it—the honorable
gentleman says he has nothing to suggest.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I am sorry I can not. As I say, I have but
10 minutes in which to answer a 50-minute speech,

A jewel of inconsistency ! The gentleman from Massachusetts
said in reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Coorer] that the
reason he does not ask any action against associations opposed
to prohibition is because he does not know anything about their
activities. His own record shows the evidence, and T will say
to the gentleman that if he never had a chance until this morn-
ing to read that stafement in full in the printed record it is
because of a very embarrassing and unfortunate accident in his
own office. It would have been in print a week ago except for
that accident in the office of the gentleman himself whereby
important portions of the festimony of Mr. Wheeler did not
appear in the first edition of the hearings before the gentle-
man’'s subcommittee. He does not know of any wrongdoing on
the part of all these other organizations, and still the testimony
brought out by him from Mr. Wheeler shows that this Associa-
tion Opposed to Prohibition, to which the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Coorer] refers, has been active in influencing elections. T
read from the statement of that organization in 1919, to be found
onr page 493 of the “second edition ” of the hearings before the
gentleman’s subcommittee :

As to the Federal prohibition amendment all the lawyers who have
been consulted are unanimous in the statement that it is illegally a

rt of the Constitution of the United States, and that therefore the

nited States Supreme Court will declare it null and void. But the
members of the United States Supreme Court are extremely sensitive to
public opinion. They must be made to feel the weight of public opinion
that has been aroused all over the country by this attempt to prohibit,
by constitutional amendment, the natural and inherent rights to free
men in a free country. That sentiment can only be crystallized by the
considerable sum of money, and the Association

expenditnre of a \'ﬂ'{y
Opposed to National Prohibition has nowhere near enough money to
prosecute the campaign.

Mr. Chairman, if there is no law that would require them to
make a report of how much money they used in their effort to
influence a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States
there ought to be-a law, and I am surprised that the gentleman
has ‘not introduced such a law, Fuarther, in the gentleman’s
own testimony brought out from My. Wheeler, on page 497
of the second edition of the hearings, there appears a list
of liquor organizations between the years 1910 and 1920
that participated in congressional elections, That list is as
follows.

United' States Brewers' Association, 50 Union Square and 109 East
Fifteenth Street, New York Citv: National German-Ameriean Alliance
(Inec.), 419 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa.; National Assoclation of
Commerce and Lahor‘, Chiecago, Ill.; National Retail Liguer Dealers’
Association ; Model Lii ag Louisville, Kﬁ: National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers, St. Louls, Mo.; National Liguor League of the
United States, Hugh A. Harvey, chairman congressional committee,
Washington, D. C., 1912 ; National Federation of Retail Liquor Dealers;
Wholesale Liquor Dealers' Association,
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I read further from that same page of that same testimony
which appeared before the gentleman’s committee and was
brought out by his own questioning of Mr. Wheeler:

The (German-American Alllance and the brewers operated with an
organization known as the National Association of Commerce and Labor,
of Chicago. The political methods of this o tion are set forth
at length in the investigation made bg the Senate Judi Committee,
under Senate Resolution 307, of the Sixty-fifth Congress. ou will find
on page 1263 of the report of the hearin? the detailed information
which they secured by State surveys of each Congressman, his connee-
tions and the methods by which they attempted to influence votes, and
their plans for securing nominations and elections of Congressmen.

You will find on pages 117, 289, 134, and 1312 a long list of business
concerns that were boycBtted because they would not aid the liquor
organizations. You will find on pages 459 to 462 the sample reports
of the political agents who worked for these liquor organizations. These
reports disclose the political methods used by the German-American
Alliance, the Brewers' Association, and the National Assoeciation of Com-
merce and Labor in influencing the election of Congressmen. The
methods by which they raised their funds for carryini on the campaigns,
and the defrauding of the Government of taxes which were used for
corrupt purposes in elections, are disclosed on pages 83, 342, and 401;
also on page 1077,

The methods by which they controlled newspapers and, in_’ma_n_y
instances, bought them in secret is set forth on gages 656, T01, 657, 675,
658, 462, 70, 73, and 458, The methods by which these organizations
controlled the foreign-language gress to carry out their program is
revealed on pages 468, 471, 467, 621, 996, 557, 595, 551, and 630, ete.

The brewery connection with the * Neo beer—no wori " campaign Is
set forth on page 199. -

These organizations, interested in the election and defeat of Congress-
men, at no ttlme after the year 1910 complied with the Federal corrupt

ractice act.
s Several thousand pages of testimony were taken revealing the politieal
methods of these organizations, and the conclusions of the committee
will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of November 14, 1921, on
ages 8603 to 8608, In the face of this testimony the attempt to find
?ault with the only organization that has complied with the law is un-
justifiable,

If the gentleman has not read that it is because he has not
made good use of the testimony brought out by himself, and the
reference there given to page 1263 of the Senate hearings, giving
the detailed information which the wets secured by State sur-
veys of each Congressman, 100 questions about every candidate
for Congress in this country, his connections, the method by
which they attempted to influence votes, whether the man was
in debt and the church to which he belonged, and so forth; the
reference to the page showing a long list of businesses and con-
cerns that were boycotted. You will find on page 459 to page
462 sample reports of the political agents who worked for these
organizations, If he will look at the two volumes of Senate
hearings Iying on yonder table, he will find reason for the in-
dictment of those organizations and abundant evidence already
available to prove the active participation, country wide, by
these wet organizations in elections, who, by the gentleman’s
own statement on the floor to-day, have filed no reports, as re-
quired by law. Mr. Chairman, there has beea an investigation
of those liquor organizations, as Mr. Wheeler called to the atten-
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, conducted by a sub-
committee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate.
That subcommittee made a unanimous report, and that unani-
mous report received the unanimous approval of the full Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and was accepted by the
Senate, condemning those liquor organizations and their partici-
pation in politics in the most unmeasured terms, as shown by
the following extract from the committee decision as published
in the CoxarEssioNAL Recorp September 5, 1919, page 5187 :

The allegations and charges made in said Resolution No. 307, herein-
before set out, in regard to the brewing and liquor activities, were sub-
stantially sustained, as will appear from the printed record, volumes 1
and 2, herewith transmitted.

Your committee in entering I'J:ggn the investigation directed by said
Resolution No, 307 interpreted t resolution as requiring an inquiry
into two subjects, to wit:

1. The conduct and activities of the brewing amd liguor interest,
political and otherwise, was specifically demranded ; and

2 xiat‘dgcneru! inquiry into pro-German propaganda and activities was
required. The testimony taken having been printed, a review thereof is
deemed unnecessary. omplying, however, with the mandate of the
resolution requiring a report of the results established by the investiga-

tion, the following findings are herewith submitted for the information
angd attention of the Senate:

With regard fo the conduct and activities of the brewing and liguor
interests, the committee is of the opinion that the record clearly estab-
lishes the following facts:

(a) That they have furnished large sums of money for the purpose
of secretly controlling newspapers and periodicals,

(b) That they have undertaken to and have frequently succeeded in
controlling primaries, elections, and political organizations.

(¢) That they have contributed enormous sums of money to political
campaigns in violation of the Federal statutes and the statutes of sey-
eral of the States.

(d) That they have exacted pledges from candidates for public office
prior to the election.

(e) That for the purpose of influencing public opinion they have at-
tempted and partly succeeded in subsidizing the public press.

(f) That to suppress and coerce persons hostile to and to compel
support for them they have resorted to an extensive gystem of boy-
cotting onfriendly American manufacturers and mercantile concerns.

(f) That they have created their own political organization in many
States and in smaller political units for the purpose of carrying into
effect their own dpulitical will, and have financed the same with large
contributions and assessments,

(h) That with a view of using it for their own political purpeses
they contributed large sums of money to the German-American Alliance,
ma:g of the membersh l{) of which were disloyal and unpatriotie,

(i) That they organized clubs, leagues, and corporations of varlous
kinds for the purpose of secretly carrying on their political activities
without having their interest known to the publie,

(j) That they improperly treated the funds expended for political
purposes as a proper expenditure of their business and consequently
failed to return the same for taxation under the revenue laws of the
United States.

(k) That they underfook through a cunningly conceived plam of ad-
vertising and subsidation to control and dominate the foreign-language
press of the United States.

(1) That they have subsidized authors of recognized standing in lit-
emfgfd lc:ithiclazwss to write articles of their selection for many standard
periodicals.

(m) That for many years a working agreement existed between the
brewing and distilling interests of the country by the terms of which
ihe brewing interests contributed two-thirds and the distilling interests
one-third of the political expenditures made by the joint interests.

The gentleman talks about this Chamber being dictated to by
the Anti-Saloon League., The gentleman knows there is no or-
ganization that can dictate to this body of men. [Applause.]
And the gentleman knows that if any resolution should come
from him for an investigation of those organizations that his
own ruestions brought into the hearings and which are shown
to have violated the election laws, there will be very few votes
here on the floor against it from those that respect the Anti-
Saloon League as the recognized force that binds together
through effective leadership the sentiment of this country of
ours that is behind the eighteenth amendment. [Applause.]
When the gentleman attacks Wayne B. Wheeler, when he ut-
tacks the Anti-Saloon League, I am not concerned about Wheeler
or the Anti-Saloon League, but I think of those millions of faith-
ful men and women all over this country that thank God for
the eighteenth amendment and are now praying nightly for
its enforcement, that this Republic may be the greater. And
in so far as the Anti-Saloon League fairly represents that con-
stituency it is entitled to the respect of Congress. Not until
the gentleman shows that they have betrayed their constituency
has he any right here, after they have fairly explained all their
doings, to charge them with violations of this law while shut-
ting his eyes to the real violators of the law.

The gentleman talked about the * deadly thrust” at law and
order in this country that was brought about by some one or
other. The deadly thrust at law and order in this country
comes from those liguor organizations who were declared by
a committee of the United States Senate, in that unanimous re-
port of its Judiciary Committee, to have been guilty; that they
have undertaken and frequently succeeded in controlling pri-
maries, elections, and political organizations, and not one of
them has ever filed a report under the law of which the gentle-
man speaks. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 min-
utes to my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY].

Mr, BARKLEY, Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose the degree
of seriousness with which the House regards the gentleman
from Massachusetts, the Hon. GEorGe HOLDEN TINKHAM, would
justify very extended remarks in reply; but it seems the more
sensational and ridiculous a statement is, coming from a Mem-
ber of Congress, the more publicity it obtains in the United
States, and I have no doubt that the charge which has been
made by the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TinkHAM] will, as occurred with reference to the hearings, re-
ceive wide publicity throughout the United States. Unfortu-
nately, the people of the United States who are not on the
ground and are not in the galleries have a very poor oppor-
tunity to observe the relative proportion of things that happen
on the floor of the House, Sometimes they are liable to be
misled by the headlines that usually are found above sensa-
tional statements like the one to which we have referred. It
would be an interesting thing, if it were possible, to analyze
the mental gyrations of the homnorable gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts. He was a member of the subcommittee of the
Committee on Appropriations which was framing this bill for
appropriations for the Department of Justice. During the de-
liberations of that committee, to determine how much money
ought to be appropriated for the Department of Justice, Mr,
Wayne B. Wheeler asked for permission to come before it. I
am not a member of the Anti-Saloon League; I have never con-
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tributed to its support in my life, and, so far as I know, it has
never as an organization supported me in any race I have ever
made for office.

I'am not interested in the controversy between Mr. Wheeler
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, but he has the right, as
any American citizen has the right, to ask to come before the
Committee on Appropriations or any other committee and to
make statements in behalf of the appropriation for the Depart-
ment of Justice for the enforcement of the eighteenth amend-
ment or upon any subject before a committee. And while I do
not know why he asked permission to go before that subcom-
mittee, I have a suspicion that the fact that the gentleman from
Massachusetts was on the committee may have had some influ-
ence in determining the propriety of asking and, if necessary,
insisting that the Committee on Appropriations should give the
Department of Justice all the money that it needed and asked
for in order to enforce the eighteenth amendment and all other
laws. But, at any rate, Mr. Wheeler went before the committee,
and before he was permitted to open his mouth, before he was
even permitted to say “Mr. Chairman,” the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Tixgmad] took him in charge and cross-
examined him, as if he were a crap-shooting negro, before he
was permitted to make the statement before the Committee on
Appropriations which he came to make.

Mr. EVANS. And not a single question he asked was ma-
terial to the subject being investigated.

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman gives evidence of the fact
that he is thoroughly familiar with the questions.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Reading a part of the hearings before
the committee, Mr. Wheeler made this statement in the presence
of the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, He said this:

Mr. WHesLEr. I bave already stated our viewpeint of it, and the
fact that there might be some doubt with reference to it Is the reason
why I have asked our committee to file these reports; we are the only
organization that does It, I find no criticism of the many liquor
organizations that are doing the same thing for not filing a report.

He said this:

We are the only organization that does it—

That is, had filed a report on expenditure. I find no criticism
of the many liquor organizations that are doing the same thing,
namely, not filing reports. Mr. Wheeler stated that they had
filed reports.

Mr. BAREKLEY. Yes. The fact is that the Anti-Saloon
League, to which the gentleman from Massachusetts has di-
rected his remarks, is the only organization, either for or
against the eighteenth amendment, that has filed any report
with the Clerk of this House.

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts becomes profound
and serious when he has discovered that perhaps in some tech-
nical way Mr. Wheeler did not make his report as full as he
thinks it should have been. But we hear no word of condemna-
tion against those who filed no report at all.,

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to the gentleman from Maryland?

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield with pleasure to my equestrian
friend from Maryland. [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not think
that all such organizations that attempt to influence the result
of national elections should file reports in accordance with the
law? I will say to the gentleman that I think they ought to
file them,

Mr, BARKLEY. There is but one answer to that question.
Of course, if there is any organization in the United States that
is spending money in two or more States to influence the elec-
tion of Members of Congress they ought to report, and I hope
that the new organization, with which I think the gentleman
from Maryland is in sympathy, the Association Opposed to Na-
tional Prohibition, which has established headquarters in Wash-
ington and which has announced that it proposes to take g
hand in the electien of Members of the Sixty-eighth Congress,
will file reports as required by law, and if it does not file re-
ports the gentleman from Maryland, I hope, will be as active
in trying to enforce the law and seeing to it that it does file
reports as the gentleman from Massachusetts is in regard to
the Anti-Saloon League.

Mr. HILL. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that
1 shall include such a provision in the bill that I hope to intro-
duce to-morrow morning,

Mr. BARKLEY. I am glad the gentleman is taking time by
the forelock, and hope he will help to see that all laws are
enforced. "

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TiNkHAM] has enter-
tained us for an hour. Whatever he talks about has in it suffi-
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cient amusement to furnish entertainment to the House. But
the gentleman from Massachusetts has taken this time, as he
says, in order to emphasize his fundamental objections to the
violation of law. In an article which appeared in the New York
Evening Telegram recently over the gentleman's signuture and
under his handsome picture, he laid stress on the fact that the
danger that now confronts the United States of America is the
disregard for and the disrespect of law. I think in some re-
spects the gentleman is right, though I do not agree to his
premise, But while he was talking about the little, insignificant
error he thinks committed by the treasurer of this league, on
which he pounced for not giving some name—and I do not know
whether that is an error or not., althongh he seems to enlarge
on the point of not having given the name—yet during his
speech and in all the gentleman’s years of activity and service
he has failed to denounce organizations that are seeking to
undermine the laws of the United States, organizations that
announce that they propose to take a hand in the campaign for
the election of the next Congress, and will try to elect men
who are pledged to repeal the prohibition act, and defeat Mem-
bers of Congress who favor its enforcement, and ultimately
will seek to secure the repeal of the eighteenth amendment to
the Constitution, The gentleman from Massachusetts has
never denouncd this open and flagrant propaganda for violation
of the law.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky.
gentleman three minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-
nized for three minutes more.

Mr. BARKLEY. The disrespect for law in this country,
which is liable to undermine the foundations of our Govern-
ment, is not some innocent, unintentional disregard of a minis-
terial statute which requires merely the filing of reports with
the Clerk of this House. The violation of the law and the dis-
respect for law that may undermine the foundations of our
Republic and finally land it on the highway of nations as a
wreck, as the gentleman predicted in the newspaper article to
which I have referred, is that kind of violation and disrespect
which holds in contempt the law of the land, the fundamental
law of the land; disrespect in the minds of people who sym-
pathize with those who undertake to create a sentiment against
the enforcement of the law, I hope the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts will make his investigation a little more fair and his
activities a little more universal than he is now seeming to do,
and without regard to the character of the law or amendment
that Congress enacts will join hands with us not only in seeing
that the laws are enforced but that there is maintained in the
United States a healthy sentiment among the people of our
Nation that respects and reveres every law of the Nation and of
all the States. [Applause.]

The real trouble that confronts this Nation is not the failure
of some benevolent organization to cross a “t” or dot an “i” in
its report. One of the menaces to our institutions is the dis-
regard and disrespect of law, to which the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has contributed as much as any Member of this
House. [Applause.]

In this connection I wish to incorporate in my remarks an
editorial written by William J, Bryan on * The enforcement of
prohibition " :

[From editorial in next Issue of the Commoner.]
EXNFORCEMEXT OF PROHIRBITION,

Acquiescence in the will of the majority when expressed in accordance
with our Constitution and our laws is the vital principle of our Gov-
ernment. Jefferson said that acquiescence in the will of the people was
the vital principle of the Republic from which there is no appeal except
to force, the priteiple of despotism. -

That acquiescence in the will of the majority is the recognized policy
of this country can be proven by innumerable facts in our history. For
instance, in 1876 the Democrats acquiesced in the election of a Republl-
can President by a majority of one in the Electoral College when that
one majority was secured by a decision of the electoral commission
which voted eight to seven on weri‘ important question. In 1884 the
Republicans acquiesced in the decision when Cleveland was elected by
the vote of New York and the vote of New York turned upon a few hun-
dred votes. In 1916 the Republicans again acquiesced in the decision
when President Wilson was reelected by a small majority in the Elee-
toral College and that majority came from California which went Demo-
cratic by a few votes,

Here we have three instances of acquiescence in the election of Presi-
dents by a narrow margin, Although great interests were at stake
there was no suggestion of resistance to the decree rendered according
to the Constitution and laws. And yet we find a large element, made
up of some who claim respectability, resisting a prohibition law based
upon a constitutional amendment adopted by a large majority after a
fight of 50 years. No important pguostlou has ever been settled by so
decisive a majority as that recorded in favor of prohibition. More tifan
two-thirds of the States in the Union went dry by their individual act.
More than two-thirds of the Members of the Senate and House voted to

The time of the gentleman from Kentucky

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the
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submit prohibition. Forty-six Btates out of 48 have ratified prohibition.
Only two States, Connecticut and Rhode Island, have refused to ratify
and they are small States, and in the largest of these one branch of the
legislature favored ratifieation. Two Con have been elected since
national prohibition was submitted—one since prohibition went into
effect—and both of these Congresses have been dry by more than two-
thirds majority.

And yet, instead of acquiescing in the will of the majority, the
*“wets " in city, State, and Nation are atitempting to eleet men to office
pledged to violate thelr oath, They are trying to prevent the enforce-
ment of the law and also trying to secure legislation which they know
to be a violation of the prohibition amendment.

So bold are these enemies of Government that they inseclently warn
the Pederal Government not to interfere with open conspiracies in
nelghboring nations and on the high seas. A Philadelphia paper re-
cently insisted that the Federal Government should not interfere with
rum runners outside the 3-mile limit. What a doctrine to preach in
this enlightened age! The geographles teach us that three-fourths of
the earth's surface is covered by water. The * wets" would confine
eivilization to one-quarter and turn over three-quarters of the earth's
surface to those who are outlaws and who are engaged in conspiracies
against governments.

Whenever a ship puts the black flag above the flag of any mation it
can be sunk without fear of war. No civilized nation will lend its fla
to the violation of the law of any other nation, and it will not protec
its citizens when they disgrace their country and their country's flag
by such kinds of piracy.

“ Preedom of the seas" in this case will be “ freedom to seize™; the
nations that attempt to proteet their homes from the invasion of aleohol
will be prepared to seize thoge who attempt to use the seas for unlawful
purposes,

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I yield 20 minutes to the Com-
missioner from Porto Rico [Mr, Daviral.

Mr. DAVILA., Mr. Chairman, some days ago I heard two
gentlemen from Kansas raising their voices in defense of
E. Mont Reily, Governor of Porto Rico. According to my infor-
mation the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Tixcueer] does not
know E, Mont Reily, If that is the fact, I exonerate him; but
the other gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stroxe], who is not my
personal friend but who is a close friend of Governor Reily,
knows the governor very well, I am sorry I can not exonerate
him. It seems to me that there is some similarity between the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stroxc] and E. Mont Reily. The
Governor of Porto Rico is called a * strong™ man, and the gen-
tleman from Kansas is Stroxg, * too.” There must be something
in common between these two strong men, although I will say
that there is nothing strong in Reily's favor except the gen-
tleman from Kansas. But while the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. StrONG] seems to be very active in defense of his close
friend, E. Mont Reily, I have not heard a word in his defense
from the gentlemen in this House from Missouri. There are
14 Members of the House on the Republican side from the great
State of Missouri. I would like to hear a word from them,
and especially from the gentleman from Kansas City [Mr.
Erris], who comes from the same district as Governor Reily.
He ought to know Reily better than any other Member of Con-
eress, Let him take the floor of the House. I invite him to
take the floor of the House right now, and I will yield the bal-
ance of my time provided he says something about E. Mont
Reily. It would be extremely interesting. But I see the gen-
tleman from Kansas City remains silent. Is not that an admis-
sion? Is not that a confession? I really believe so.

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? I do not happen to
be from Kansas City, Mo., but I happen to be from Missouri.
I hold no brief for E. Mont Reily, the present Governor of Porto
Rico. I have not had anything to say in the controversy which
the gentleman has raised, because after reading what the
gentleman said before concerning Governor Reily it oceurred
to me that all the complaints or charges that he makes against
him relate to matters that are supposed to have occurred before
his appointment and that might properly address themselves to
the President, and no doubt did, and were considered by the
President at the time of Governor Reily's appointment. Inas-
much as I had nothing to do with his appointment, and the ap-
pointment was & personal one by the President, I have not felt
called upon to say anything in regard to the matter that the
gentleman has heretofore presented and is now presenting to
the House.

Mr, DAVILA. I am gorry to see that the gentleman from
Missouri has not read my speech very carefully, unless he thinks
that the charges I have made against Governor Ileily are not
enough for the removal of the governor. If he has reached
that conclusion I have nothing to say to the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, it is with deep regret that I arise again in
this House to discuss the affairs of Porto Rico under the ad-
ministration of E. Mont Reily. I am compelled to do so, how-
ever, not only in defense of my own good name but also in de-
fense of an unwarranted and unjustified attack upon my people,
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Srtroxg], a close personal
friend of Governor Reily, has very warmly taken the defense of
his good friend, the indefensible Mont Reily, and atfempted to
present my people and myself as disloyal to the American

Nation. I will prove that the gentleman is acting under an
erroneous impression and that his personal friend, E. Mont
Reily, has assigned him a very difficult and embarrassing role.

Beginning with the ridiculous charges growing out of the
$5,000 appropriated by the legislature, the governor says, and
ft:;ae gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stroxag] joins him in his asser-

on:

First. That the turning down of the payment of the appropri-
ation is the cause of the hatred of the Resident Commissioner
for the governor. .

Second. That while T have stated that I declined to accept the
appropriation and that the matter was brought to the attention
of the auditor without my kunowledge, yet it is a fact that I ecom-
missioned Mr. Barceld to secure in my name the payment of
said appropriation.

The first charge is the only one which might conneet me with
the governor in this affair,

It is admitted that the governor did not know of the appropri-
ation until his arrival in Porto Rico. At his request Judge Bon-
{mr submitted to him a statement, from which I quote the fol-
owing :

On Baturday, July 30, 1921, on which date Governor Relly arrived in
Porto Rico, accompanied by Hon., Corpova Davipa, Resident Commis-
sloner, I was informed by the commissioner that he wished to see me
at my office. I cordially invited him to come whenever he found it con-
venient, but he did not do so, I submitted on the next Monday morning
the whole matter of said appropriation to Governmor Reily, and was in-
formed by him that he agreed with my conclusions; that in his opinion
no warrant should be issued covering the appropriation to the commis-
gloner, and he further ordered that I should not set it up on the books
of nry office, inasmuch as he considered I had obeyed the law throughout
the entire transaction.

I confess that I can not understand what the auditor means
when he goes out of his way to say in connection with this
matter that on my arrival in the island I told him that I
wished to see him. I remember that when Judge Bonner
arrived at the pier to meet the governor I introduced him to
the new executive as a very efficient and honest man, I did
that with a purpose: and it is very easy to explain my com-
mendation of the auditor as well as my words when I said that
I desired to talk to him. It is known that Reily while in Wash-
ington, and before his first visit to Porto Rico, recommended
the removal of the auditor, the attorney general, and the com-
missioner of education of the island and that I opposed thess
removals, Notwithstanding this, Reily insisted on the removal
of the auditor, Judge Bonner, to appoint in his place his friend
from Kansas City, Mo., Mr, Kessinger. As I considered it a
mistake to remove without cause an efficient officer, I felt it
my duty to warn Judge Bonner about the intentions of the
governor.

I never had any knowledge of the conversation between the
auditor and the governor about the appropriation. Their pri-
vate interview was entirely unknown to me. Admitting that
the governor expressed his approval to the ruling of Judge
Bonner, as T was not aware of this fact, I could not feel any
personal animosity toward him for such a reason. And even
assuming that E. Mont Reily acted on this matter and that his
attitude was known to me, how can it be possible that I should
feel personal animosity against him for this when I never had
any animosity against the auditor who ruled that the appropria-
tion was invalid? How can the governor reconcile my alleged
interest in securing the payment of. this sum when I made all
possible efforts to keep in his position the same official who
held that the appropriation was invalid and whose resignation
was asked by K. Mont Reily?

The following eable which I have received from Judge Bonner
in reply to my cabled inquiry shows that I had not any knowl-
edge of the interview between the anditor and the governor and
that I never mentioned the appropriation to him:

SAN Juaw, P. R., March 16, 1922,

Hon, CORpOVA DAVILA,
Washington, D. 0.:

You never personally presented matier of agproprtaﬂon to me orally
or in writing, nor did you request me to submit matter to Governor
Reily. Discussed it with ether questions with him last Aungust, Sev-
eral days ago he requested me to state history of case in writing,
Statement shows that you asked interview with me but did not come.
The appropriation was never mentioned by you to me.

BONNER.

I can not understand why this matter was submifted by the
auditor to Governor Reily. According to our organic law the
decisions of the auditor shall be final, except that any person
aggrieved by his action or decision in the settlement of an ac-
count or claim may, within one year, take an appeal in writing
to the governor, which appeal shall specifically set forth the
particular. action of the auditor to which exception is taken.
So. the governor has not any jurisdiction in the decisions of
the auditor until an appeal is taken in writing, It is a fact
that no appeal has ever been taken against the ruling of Judge
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Bonner., The auditor acts in a judicial capacity and his de-
cisions can not be controlled by the executive until an appeal
is taken. Even assnming that the governor advised the auditor
not to authorize the payment of the appropriation, this inter-
vention of the executive is entirely officious because he has
nothing to do with a case in which he has not obtained juris-
diction. Judge Bonner is not a man to follow any advice op-
posed to his own conclusions even if that advice comes from
the executive of the island, and should the governor have dis-
approved his decision I am sure that this disapproval would not
have affected him in the least.

The auditor says that he submitted the matter of the appro-
priation to the governor on August 1, 1921, Eight days after
E. Mont Reily was fully informed by the auditor of the whole
matter, I received the following letter:

Execurive MaxsioN, IPorTo Rico,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR,
San Juan, P. R., August 9, 1921,
Hon. FELIx Corpova DAVILA,
Regident Commissioner, 8an Juan, P. R,

My DEAr JUDGE: You are perhaps aware that there will be a vacancy
on the supreme bench of Porto Rico in the next few weeks. 1 have
watched your course in Washington in the past year while you have
been representing vour i:(‘oplﬂ. and I have been greatly impressed with
the splendid work you have been trying to accomplish. ¥ attention
has been especislly attracted to you since my arrival here through
your great loyalty to the American flag and people and your glorious
patriotism exhibited during the past 10 days. 1 believe as an Ameri-
can that your loyalty and patriotism should not go unheeded, hut
should be rewarded. Porto Rieo needs more men of your type of un-
questioned character, ability, and unselfish leadership known for their
sterling worth gund patriotism. Since my inaugural your action has
been brought so prominently before me I feel it would be better for
Porto Rico If you could remain here and help solve the delicate prob-
lems before us, for we all need your help, good advice, and counsel.

Therefore I have decided, without consulting you, to recommend to
our distingnished President your appointment to fill a vacaney that is
to occur on opur supreme bench. It would give me much personal
pleasure if you would accept this appointment, for I believe your
selection would meet with the hearty approval of 90 per cent of the loyal
people of Porto Rico, whom you have served so falthfully and well.

Please give me an immediate reply.

Yours faithfully, ;
E. MoxT REILY, Governor,

And this Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico who has
been assailed by the governor as capable of entertaining per-
sonal feelings against him for his supposed intervention in the
matter of the $5,000 is the same man who declined to accept a
position for life on the supreme bench of Porto Rico.

The governor was so impressed by Judge Bonner’s report that
he immediately offered to the Resident Commissioner a life
position on the supreme court bench, and at the same time asked
for the auditor's resignation,

It ig evident that I have proven bevond any doubt that the
statement of the governor attributing to me personal animosity
toward him on account of hig alleged intervention in the matter
of the appropriation is entirely unwarranted.

Regarding the second charge that I commissioned Mr, Barceld
to secure in my name the payvment of the allowance, I quote
from a statement published by Mr. Barceld in the public press
of the island, which is self-explanatory, It says:

I must explain, however, that, although I acted in Mr. Comrpova
DaviLa's name in claiming payment of said account, I did so to main-
tain the claim as a matter of principle and notwithstanding the protests
at all times made by Mr., Corpova Daviva, that while he was Resident
Commissioner he would never accept the appropriation.

It is also well to state that the last verbal statement which the
auditor says was made to him in the matter and to which he replied
by the letter published in El Tiempo, was not made by me por in the
name of Mr. Corpova Davira, but by the senate commitites on finance
and appropriations at the time said committee had the appropriation

under consideration during the- last legislature. It is a pity that we
should have to lose time destroying such petty intrigue,

I also want to read a letter wriften by a prominent lawyer
of Porto Rico who was assistant attorney general and later
judge of the district court of San Juan, The veracity and in-
tegrity of this gentleman is well recognized in the island of
Porto Rico:

Bax Juax, P. R.. March 8, 1922,
Mr, Axtoxio R. BarCELD,
San Juan, P. R.

My DEan FRIEXD: Because of existing politieal controversies some
one has been seeking to disparage the conduect of the Resident Com-
missioner of Porto Rico in Washington, Mr, CORDOVA DAVILA, regarding
the $5,000 voted by the legislature with the approval of the former
governor.

It has perhaps escaped your memory that I intervened in this ques-
tion as a lawyer and at your request, and the reason for this letter is
because I wish to clarify the matter by my knowledge of the case,

Immediately after the auditor of Porto Rico had denied payment of
this appropriation you asked me to flve ¥ou my opinion as to whether
you could appeal to the governor with a probability of succeeding. I
studied the matter and reached the conclusion, which I transmitted to
ou, that the Federal statutes and precedents cited by the auditor
n support of his decision were not applicable to the rights of the
Legislature of Porto Rico, and that an appeal from them to the governor
ghould be made.

I also had the honor of informing you that in accordance with
article 21 of the organic act, only Mr. CORDOVA DaAvILA himself had the

right to make such an appeal, he being the injured party, and in reply

to this I remember perfectly that you said to me that if such was the
case nothing could be done about it, because Mr. Corpova Davira did
not wish under any circumstance to accept this appropriation, but that
you had been acting on your own account with the desire that a definite
decision’ in this matter be rendered once and for all. .

All this occurred a long time before the arrival of the present
Governor of Porto Rico. : -

Yours very truly,

R. RIVERA ZAYAS.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true that my friends in the island
insistently advised me to accept the appropriation, and it is my
impression that Mr. Barcel6 used my name, among other reasons,
because he wanted to present the elaim in a legal and proper
way. I am not prepared to say whether the appropriation is
valid or not, for I have not given careful consideration to this
matter and have not studied the legal aspects of it. But I know
that prominent lawyers in the island maintain the validity of
the appropriation, alleging that if the matter is brought to the
consideration of a court of competent jurisdiction the action
of the legislature will be upheld. Let me say that there is noth-
ing improper vr immoral in the approval of this appropriation
by the legislafure. The island of Porto Rico does not spend a
cent in her representation in Washington, while other insular
possessions annually appropriate funds to be ex ended here for
the benefit of the people and under the supervision of their
representatives.

Porto Rico has only one Representative in Washington, and
if the Resident Commissioner uses any appropriation allowed to
him for the benefit of the people, rendering a proper account, T
do not see anything in such a course which may be subjected to
criticism. The Legislature of Porto Rico has acted openly in
this matter, and has included the appropriation in a public
law. There is nothing that our legislators desire to conceal,
and the publicity given to the matter in the statutes of Porto
Rico is the best proof of the honesty of their intentions. T
want to state, however, that I will never accept such appro-
priation.

The gentleman from Kansas seems to be particularly inter-
ested in the cablegrams which I sent to Mr. Barcel6 and which
were printed by him in the Recorp. In the first of these cable-
grams I urged the Senate of Porto Rico to adopt a resolution
making specific charges against the governor. I sent this cable-
gram to have them perfect the pleadings, as it were, when my
people urged me to bring the matter before Congress, because
I wanted the charges to be specific and not in general terms,
and because it was natural to ask and receive the cooperation
of the people in the same way that I was cooperating with
them in their demand for an investigation. I merely asked the
senate to ratify the charges which were made by the majority
caucus of the legislature three months ago and which were sent
to the President of the United States.

And the gentleman from Kansas, who declined to yield to the
Resident Commissioner, after assailing his character, notwith-
standing repeated interrogations addressed to him, asked this
arrogant and sensational question, * Does the gentleman from
Porto Rico deny sending this cablegram?” Of course, I sent
it. Is there anything wrong in requesting from my people their
cooperation in the investigation they were pressing me to ask
from Congress?

The last part of the cablegram was sent in the name of Mr.
Walter McK. Jones, a member of the Porto Rican Commission,
because I did not agree with the conclusion reached by him,
This disagreement was noticed by Mr. Barceld, who cabled me
to consult Judge Towxer and Congressman CameseLL of Kansas,
1 consulted with Mr. CAmpeeLL of Kansas and he told me he did
not want to interfere in our troubles with Reily ; but that, in his
opinion, it should be better for the Senate to act on the merits of
the appointments and not to pass the resolution. I told him that
my people were pressing me to ask for g congressional investiga-
tion, and that in my opinion I had not any other course to fol-
low. He replied without approving my attitude and rather re-
gretting it, that if I had made up my mind I could act on my
own responsibility, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. StroNg]
asked if I sent this cable to Porto Rico. Certainly I did. Is
there any improper conduct in consulting with two prominent
Members of Congress?

But the gentleman from Kansas seems to have lost his celf-
control and self-respect when he asked these vicious and foolish
questions :

Does the RHesident Commissloner, Conpova DAviLA, deny that he re-
cently cabled Senator Barcelé in Porto Rico for money to carry on the
fight here against the governor, and will he explain to this House and
the country as to whether or not Mr. Barceld in complying with his
request, and before he made his speech in Congress, cabled him $600 to
the Dupont Bank in Washington, and said in his cable he would send
more soon? Will the Resident Commissioner, Corpova DaviLa, give the
date of this transaction and explain to the country as to whether or
not that had any influence upon his attack wpon the Governor of Porto
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Rico? Will the Resident Commissioner, Corbova DAVILA, also explain
as to whether or not a cablegram sent by him on February 17, 1022,
of which the following is an extract copy—

Fesruary 17, 1922,

BARCELO, San Juan:

Your cable pleases me very much. Plans actively under way for
action in Congress., I will make speech at earliest opportunity. fol-
lowed by a resolution which will probably be introduced by a Republican.

Corpova DAVILA,

!s’tgnlt%cknowledgment of the reeceipt of the $600 er in connection
W

Does the gentleman mean to insinuate that Mr. Barcel6 has
bought me for $600 to make a speech against the governor?
This malicious and gratuitous innuendo, this perfidious insinna-
tion of the gentleman from Kansas, needs not any refutation
by me. Let it stand in the Recorp as it was printed and as the
nost serious reflection upon himn. If the gentleman from Kan-
sas really desires information regarding communications with
my constituents, which he can not obtain from the cable mes-
sages secured in an underhand method, I will enlighten him by
saying that Mr. Barcel6, who was chairman of the commission
named by the people of Porto Rico to come to Washington for
the purpose of demanding the recall of Governor Reily, did cable
me $600 on Febrnary 16, and that this money was used to pay
legitimate expenses incurred by the Porto Rican Commission,
which is still represented in Washington by Mr. W. McK. Jones,
a member of the Porto Rican Legislature. These expenses in-
cluded stenographer, printing, telephone and telegraph charges,
and other legitimate and proper expenses, and have or will be
paid by voluntary contributions from the people of Porto Rico
who sent the commission to Washington and not from the
public treasury of the island. I will even go further and say
that if my explanation does not satisfy the curiosity of the gen-
tleman from Kansas, I will be glad to give him a detailed ac-
count of how the $600 was expended if he will call at my office.

The ecablegram from Mr. Barcel6, which the gentleman from
Kansas so well knows, although it was written in Spanish, con-
tained 67 words, 60 dealing with the Reily affair and 7 announec-
ing the sending of funds. In this cable, which did please me
very much, Mr. Barcels says that they will not surrender their
rights for any promise or concession on the part of the governor.

And now that the gentleman from Kansas displays such
great interest in knowing how our private money has been
spent, can he tell me who paid the expenses of three of the
gentlemen who accompanied the governor from Porto Rico to
Washington to campaign in his behalf? Can the gentleman ex-
plain whether or not the public money of Porto Rico has been
used to defray the expenses of the governor's party? And can
the gentleman explain if there is any law in Porto Rico which
authorizes the governor to spend the public money of the island
to defray expenses of this nature? These are very pertinent
questions which I would like the gentleman to answer. His
inquiries about the expenditures of our private funds suggest
that he will have a greater interest in knowing the way in
which the public funds of Porto Rico are used by the governor.

The gentleman appears to be very well informed about the
cables sent by Mr. Barcelé to the Resident Commissioner.
How did the gentleman get this information? I know that the
president of the senate can not send an official message to
Washington without the governor passing upon the same, as the
governor has the control of the cables, I had indications that
Reily was violating our private correspondence, but I could not
give credit to this report. The information printed by the gen-
tleman from Kansag regarding the cable sent by Mr. Barceld
has been a great surprise to me. It is my opinion that this
matter ought to be investigated. When I was in Porto Rico I
could not send an official message to Washington because the
eable companies alleged that they were forbidden by Reily to
transmit my cables, The governor said that he had not given
such an order, but the fact is that I could not use the cables
officially, and that the only reason given by the companies to
justify their refusal was that they have to obey the orders of the
governor.

I have reason to believe that the gentleman from Kansas did
not obtain the information contained in these messages from
the Committee on Accounts and it is my purpose to investigate
this matter until I get all the facts.

I really feel indignant when I see that the sanctity of my
correspondence has been violated by the officious magpie that
gits in San Juan to indulge his curiosity by prying into the com-
munications of other people through backstairs and gutter prac-
tices. This side light of the type of creature that has been sent
there as governor bears out his sinister record in the Post Office
Department, wherein it is charged that—

In 1004 he was investigated and recommended for removal for hav-
ing made false afidavits and for having caused certain scurrilous
articles to be published in the public press about certain prominent citi-
zens in Kansas City, Mo.

I think, Mr. Chairman, that this matter demands an imme-
dlate investigation.

In another of the cables printed by the gentleman from
Kansas I advised my friends not to surrender their rigie's under
any circumstances, and the reason of my advice is very plain,
I did not want my people to surrender their rights for any con-
cession in the distribution of public offices. We are fighting
for a sacred cause and not for public jobs. What we want is
a decent and able man as the representative of the United States
in the island. I know that E. Mont Reily is unfit to govern a
people, that his reputation and character are entirely' dis-
credited, that his veracity and integrity can be successfully im-
peached, and there is no power in the world that can compel me
to accept a man of his character and caliber as governor of
my island. :

In the last cable printed in the Recorp by the gentleman from
Kansas I say:

Everything here favorable, Press helping us.

And that is true, gentlemen. Congress may not accord the
investigation asked for by me, the President of the United
States may keep Reily in Porto Rico, but the good people of
this Nation, the disciples of Washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln
are with us in eur fight, and I am sure that our appeal to the
American people will not be in vain,

In keeping with the brazen misrepresentation that has char-
acterized Reily ever since he has been in Porto Rico is the ridie-
ulous story of the flags that he has given to the Representative
from Kunsas to be retailed on the floor of this House. The gen-
tleman solemnly stated that—
for four years prior to Governor Reily going to Porto Rico as its governor
but 1,600 flags were =old In FPorte Rico, while in the half year that he
has been governor ever 13,000 American flags have been purchased,

I want to say in all frankness that this is the first I ever
heard of this. I do not deny if, because I know nothing about
it; but I am equally frank when I say I do not believe a word
of it. How does the governor know how many flags were sold
among the 1,300,000 people living in Porto Rico during the four
years prior to his coming there? I wonder if a census or record
is kept of such sales or if it is simply a brazen assertion of
facts when he deals in these numbers,

In the course of his harangue, which was principally notable
for the mass of inaccuracies and misinformation which it con-
tained, the gentleman from Kansas told of the parade of the
Unionist Party through the streets of San Juan, following its
trinmph in the last election. He said there were—
thonsands of its followers in line, each carrying the one-star flag, Not
an American flag! A number of Porto Rican soldiers of the ﬁegu:ar
Army who took part were court-martialed and relieved of their duty
for several months,

Mr. Chairman, I participated in that parade. My carriage
was decorated with a flag and only one flag, my national flug—
the Stars and Stripes. So the gentleman is beside the facts
when he says there was not an American flag in line. In fact,
there were many American flags in that procession, and the
local Porto Rican flag was to be found in profusion. The man
in charge of the decorations and the parade, Mr. José Ruiz
Soler, is one of the best-known citizens of Porto Rico, a former
American soldier, who as color sergeant of the detachment
that came to Washington to attend the second inaugural of
President McKinley received the personal commendation of the
martyred President. Mr. Soler is affiliated with the National
Republican Party of the continental United States and a member
of the Unionist Party in Porto Rico. His loyalty and republican-
ism ecan be personally vouched for by such a stanch party leader
as Senator WarsoN of Indiana, and it is unthinkable that this
man would have engiaged in the designs intimated by the
gentleman from Kansas.

That his remarks about the Porto Rican troops are no more
accurate than his statement concerning the flag is proven by tha
following communication from the commander of the forces
in Porto Rico addressed to the editor of the San Juan Times,
the recognized Reily organ in the island, under date of January
13, 1922

COLOXEL JARYIS CRITICIZES THE TIMES,

Post oF Sax Juan, P. R,
San Juan, P. R., January 13, 1022,
To the EpiTor or THE TIMES @

I have just read an article in your issue of January 12, 1922,
headed * Former Governor Post's article.”

It has not been my policy to mix in the politieal squabbles and dif-
ferences in the island with which the papers have been filled nor to
cavil at the frequent insceuracies, more or less unimportant, in refer-
rinx to occurrences among the troops or to military activities,

11 the papers in the city have notified that information would
be furnished, if desired, about any matters of interest concerning the
troops that it is proper to publish and the request made of all of them
that items be verified at headquarters before publication, If, however,
any paaﬁ;r does not care to nvail itself of the opportunity and Blubllahes
misleading news it merely reflects on the paper and possibly inconven«
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jences some of Its readers, 1 have not considered it of sufficient im-
portance to offer correction, and I have no intention new of changing
my policy in that respect. It is the pri of a newspaper to gather
news where it finds it, but I believe it is a duty also to asceriain the
truth, and this is even more important as to assertions appearing in the
editorial columms. In the article in questien, however, your reference
to the regiment is so prominently placed, so wneguiv y stated, and
the charge made is so serious that I feel that I can not ignore it. I
have no intention to comment on other matters touched om in the
article, and if I do so it is only inecidental. T find it difficult to make a
specific answer, as the charge is so general and sweeping, but a general
denial is not an answer. The only incident referred to im such a way
that it can be identified is not correctly stated. No question of dis-
loyalty eame to my attention. It is true that orders were issued in
aceo ce with the instructions and long-established ?nlie;r of the War
Department, prohibiting all in the military service from engaging in
political activities. For violation of such orders a noncommissioned
officer was reduced. He was not a color sergeant. The action wounld
have been the same whether his activity bad been in favor of one or
another pai’g. I also early in the campaign reproved one young officer
for unauthorized political activity. It just happens that these two men
belonged to different political parties, No other instances of undue
political activity came to my mnotice. Of course, men im the military
gervice have political opinions, and ma::iv of the officers and enlisted
men exercised their political rights according to their party affiliations,
but it is safe to say that nowhere in Porto Rico was there less offensive
partisanship than among them. It is my business to kmow of influ-
ences that may affect the loyalty and dependability of officers and men
under my command, and I speak whereof 1 know when I say that no
more loyal, patriotic troops exist than are fownd right bere in Porto
Rico. o0 reason to doubt the leyalty of any man has come to my atten-
tion, but, on the contrary, daily and unmistakable evidence of reverence
for the flag, loyalty to conntry. and devotion te duty is evident.

Each officer and enlisted man takes the oath * to support and defend
the Constitution of the United States against all its enemies whomso-
ever,” and, make no nristake, the Porto Rican troops can be depended
upon in any emergency to fulfill their obligation te the last letter,

A charge affecting his loyalty is the most serious that ean be made
against the character of a man in the military gervice. No didloyal man
should be permitted to remain in the service. No such man under my
commmand would be at liberty for a minute longer than it took to get
him to the gnardhouse. 1 therefore feel it my duty to call upon youn for
the evidence im support ef your charge of disloyalty, or that you make
full, complete, and public retraction of your derogatory remarks.

Yours truly,
M. 8. JARvIS,
Colonel Rizty-fifth Infantry.

The gentleman from Kansas says that he was present at a
banquet given in Porto Rico when the president ef the senate,
Mr. Barceld, in his address openly advocated the separation of
the island from the United States, and that he was amazed
because the banquet was presided over by the then governor
of the island. I have not the speech of Mr. Barceld here, but if
I get a copy of it I will gladly insert it in the Reconp, if per-
mitted to do so by the House. Mr, Barcel6 denies this charge,
stating that probably the gentleman from Kansas misinterpreted
his words. Regarding the Governor of Porto Rico at that time,
Hon. Arthur Yager, in justice to him I want to say that there
is not a more patriotic and devoted American than he. His
honesty and spirit of justice were recognized even by his
enemies, and his record as a private citizen and as a public
servant is the best evidence of his devotion to duty and loyalty
to the flag.

The gentleman from Kansas says that Mr. Bareelé and my-
self are controlling the public affairs of I"orto Rico for our own
benefit. This is the first time that I have heard this accusation
against me. Let me say to the gentleman that I have not any
intervention in the administration of the internal affairs of the

«island and the filling of public offices by the insular govern-
ment, This charge has been made by the politieal enemies of
Mr. Bareelé with the purpose of weakening his prestige and
popularity. As president of the senate and leader of the ma-
jority party, Mr. Barceld is naturally in close contact with the
publi¢ affairs of the island. He will be right or wrong, as a
“huinan being, in the political activities of his life, but he is a
patriot and not a dictator as has been said by Reily and his
friends. His main desire is to see his country happy under a
democratic and liberal régime, without any selfish motive and
even at the cost of personal sacrifice,

The gentleman from Kansas asked me to—
also explain as to who the Mr, Jones is that is deseribed in the cable-
gram of February 11,

He then proceeds to answer his own question by vouchsafing
a mass of misinformation and imnuendoes about this gentleman
who has aftained to a high place in the contfidence of the Porto
Rican people.

Myr. Jones is a good American who cast his lot with the Porto
Rican people and has been a resident of the island for more
than 16 years. The gentleman from Kansas, after referring
to himn in a slurring fashion, states that “as a matter of faet
Iie has no residence there,” This assertion is as unreliable, not
to use a stronger term, as most of the statements of the gentle-
man frem Kanpsas. Had he familiarized himself with the or-
ganie law of the island, lte must have koown that Mr. Jones
could not be elected as a member of our general assembly unless
he was an actual resident of the district he is elected to repre-
sent. Not only does hie comply with this statutory gualification,

but he has been identified with the upbuilding of Porte Rice for
almost two decades and is one of our most public-spirited

A member of our general assembly, he has felt eutraged at
the type of man who has been sent to Porto Rieo as the repre-
sentative of this Nation and has dedicated his services like
other public-spirited Porte Ricans to ridding the island of
an administrator whose presence is universally regarded as a
blight upon the land. I will say that Mr, W. McK, Jones wel-
comes the most searching investigation of his activities in this
matter and stands ready to assist to the fullest extent any
investigating committee that may be named.

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stronc] says that T charge
that the governor has removed judges who should not have
been removed, and points out the reasons given by the executive
to explain the dismissal of these officers. Should the gentle-
man have read my speech I presume that he would not have
misrepresented me, I am not prepared to enter into the
details of the innocence or guilt of these officers, because no
reason has been given for their removal and no investigation
has been made. While I do not believe the reasons that ac-
cording to the gentleman prompted the governor to execute
these illegal acts, I charge that these officers were removed
without giving them an opportunity to be heard. The executive
has no power to pass upon the innocence or guilt of a judge
without a proper investigation as provided by law. The ex-
ecutive can only remove judicial officers for cause shown, which
means a hearing and an investigation, according to the Porto
Riean statutes, and it is a matter of record that hey were
removed without cause shown. The charge that one of the
Judges failed to docket 740 cases involving his unionist friends
is unbelievable, and I dare say that this statement is not
correct, All these charges made by the gentleman from Kansas
on the information of the governor are demanding an investiga-
tion. The law presumes that every man is innocent until his
culpability is established, and the judicial officers removed with-
out investigation have in their favor the presumption of inno-
cence. ;

The gentleman from Kansas informed you that Governor
Reily has * protected the treasury and the taxpayers of Porto
Rico™ hy refusing to approve an issue of honds of $14.250,000
authorized by the last session of the Porto Rican Legislature.
The legislature, according to the gentleman from Kansas, had
*“appropriated $1,800,000 over and above the tax income.” He
stated that the governor * refused to permit the issuance of
these honds for the reason that it would have financially
wrecked the island, which is now already bonded for
$15,000,000.”

Now, Mr. Chairman. what are the facts in this connection?
The president of the Porto Rican Senate has cabled me a full
explanation of the charge made by the gentleman from Kansas.
I will read:

The statement of Congressman STROXNG, based on Infermation provided
by Reily, only proves the ignerance of the governor in accepting advice
from the auditor which has been used to deceive Mr. Stroxe. The
present debt of the insular government is onluu,m,ooo, as against
the insular tax of one-tenth of 1 per cent collec for several years. As
a resnlt of this tax surplus ere is a redemption trust fund of
§1,675,383, which the Treasury has intended to use in redeaming un-
matured bonds. The greater rt of this debt pertains to irrigation

rojects in the south of the island and to the improvements of the

n Juan Harbor, [:i!yable from the receipts of the same, The last
insular loans approved by the legislature amounted to only $8,250,000.
Loans to the amount of $6,000,000 n to municipal loans payable
by a special tax levied by each municipality., Such loans affect only the
separate margins fixed by the organic aet to apply to the municipalities.
The last tax levied for the redemption of new loans was only one-fifth
of 1 per cent, to he used in addition to the surplus in the existing trust
fund of the previous tax of one-tenth of 1 per cent to pay $2,000.000
for the purpose of completing road work already 'ar;;pmved by previous
legislatures and the apgroprutlons in the labore distriets. Other
loans are made payable by special taxes levied against the beneficiaries
of the work provided for in the loans. The Eastern Rallroad loan,
which is for £3,000,000, is payable from a tax levied with the consent
of the landholders of the said region, the law having been subjected
to the study and inovestigation of the public service commission after
hearings conducted by the commission to readjust the provisions of the
law and to give an opportunity to the public-service enterprises for the
econstruction of connecting lines within one year frem the completion
of the survey.

governor's attitude proves hiz purpose to obstruct the execution
of the laws and to create complete confusion of administration and to
discredit the couniry. For this purpose the governor changed the
previous heads of the deparfments, naming others who favored such a
disturbing policy. Instead of executing and seeing to the enforcement
of the laws enaected by the legislature, the governor's chief mission
seems to be to delegate to himself all the powsrs of the legislative
branch of the Government, and deliberately ignoring the provisions of
the laws enacted by the legislature. The road improvement work has
been abandoned, and the money already expended on these projects
will be almost lost. The same thing has happened in connection with
the muniripal work loans, which have been obstructed the same as the
road loans, thus creating an injurious situation affecting not only the
progress and credit of the country, but causing misery and need among
our laborvers, who are unemployed during the crisis and who face an
awful situation,
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It is not true that the legislature has exceeded its credit margin,
Property assessments now exceed $300,000,000, and the margin, accord-
ing to the organic act, is $20,000,000. As onr debt as shown is not
$12,000,000, the legislature could easily increase this by $8,250,000,
leaving a margin of $0,750,000, I rejoice in an opportunity to show
the chaotic situation suffered by the island on account of the acts of
Governor Reily., The iInformation contained in this cable has been
obtained from the treasury and can be verified by the treasurer,

Now that the gentleman is assailing the Porto Rican Legis-
lature it is proper to say that there is not a legislative body in
the world more honest than the Legislature of Porto Rico, that
the president of the senate, Mr. Barceld, so frequently mentioned
by the gentleman, is a patriot and an honest man, that he has
the confidence of the people of Porto Rico, and that his integrity
can not be suceessfully impeached by any man.

Governor Reily does not dare to give you the full truth in the
matter of the removal of José Coll ¥ Cuchi. He asserts that I
told him that this appointment was made by Mr. Barceld, when
as a matter of fact he knows that Mr. Coll y Cuchi was ap-
pointed by Acting Governor Benedicto, and he is fully aware of
all the details connected with the appointment. The governor
failed to state that he was also ready to remove the father of
Speaker Coll y Cuchi, Doctor Coll, and it was only through my
efforts that his intentions were not carried into effect.

When I was informed of the purpose of the governor I im-
mediately went to see him. He admitted that he had decided
to remove Doctor Coll. I remember that on that oceasion I said
to him:

Governor, you have reminded me of the many congratulations youn
have received as a result of the removal of Mr. José {'oll ¥y Cuchf as
chairman of the workmen's relief commission, but if you remove to-day
Doctor Coll, who is an able and highly ros?]ecmd man, you will have
the universal condemnation of the people, who will think that you are
committing an act of revenge and retaliation against the speaker be-
cause he is attacking you. After you remove Doctor Coll you will not
be able to say that you dismissed Mr. José Coll ¥ Cuchi from office for
the good of the service, as your attitnde will be construed by everybody
as an act of personal animosity against the speaker.

In the face of my strong opposition the governor did not dare
to remove Doctor Coll.

E. Mont Reily will not succeed in his efforts to weuaken tlie
solid opposition of our party against him. The speaker of the
house, who is a brilliant man, is not my personal friend, M.
Barcelo and myself have disagreed on several occasions on
maftters of prineiple in the past, but the governor wastes his
time when he attempts to sow the seeds of discord and dissen-
tion in our runks, because in this crusade against him we all,
friends and enemies, are presenting a united front and will not
recede until full justice is done to the people of Porto Rico,

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. STrRoNG] appears to be very
much worried about the Campbell bill granting full self-govern-
ment to the island of Porto Rieo under the American ilag, and
he attempis to convey the impression that the introduction of
this hill has been obtained, through the courtesy of the gentle-
man from Kansas, Hon. PHmip P. CampeBeLL, by Mr. Barceld
and myself, The gentleman further says that this bill is not
the only one which has been intvoduced for Porto Rico inde-
pendence.

Let me say to the gentleman that I am compelled to decline
the honor of having taken part in the preparation of the
Campbell bill, and that the only thing I did was to suggest
an amendment after the bill was drafted and the elimination
of one of its provisions. My suggestion was not accepted,
however, hy Mr. Campseir. This is one of the nost important
bills which has been introduced in the House dealing witl our
insular possessions. The great domestic issues confronting the
American people absorb almost entirely the attention of the
Nartion, and our difficult problems connected with our posses-
sions are not very seriously considered. The history of the
world shows, notwithstanding, that the developmeut of these
problems has played a very important part in the vitality and
prosperity of nations.

The policy of Spain, placing the government of the overseas
possessions in the hands of a few autocrats, cdused her the
loss of a powerful empire. while England, profiting by the ex-
perience of others and her own, has been able to cousolidate
the Empire in the last 50 years by granting to her colonies a
form of government which satisfies the aspirations of the
people.

Profiting from the teachings of history, let us work a solution
which meets the desires of the people of the distant territories
living under the flag and which will affirm the American
sovereignty in the hearts of the natives. In my humble opinion
this iz a matter which deserves the most careful eonsideration
by the statesmen of the Nation. It is not necessary to use the
Iamp of Diogenes to find these men in America, There is
abundant and excellent matevial and a friendly disposition on
the part of the Nation, but there is a lack of interest in the
study of these affairs and a great deal of work remains to be

done, which, if properly carried into effect, may be a valuable
asset to the Nation. It requires sagacity and statesmanship to
understand and solve our problems and to meet the require-
ments of our people in consonance with American principles
and American ideals. Sooner or later this matter will come
to the consideration of the American people, and it is better to
face the situation without delay, to restore confidence in the
people, and to clearly define once for all the American policy
in the overseas possessions.

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stroxe] is mistaken when
he says that his colleague, the Hon. PHiLiP P, CAMPBELL, intro-
duced the bill providing for an associated free state out of
courtesy to the commission sent here by the people of Porto
Rico. T could have introduced the bill myself without the as-
sistance of any other Member of the House. I know that our
friend, Mr, CAMPBELL, is as much interested in the measure as
are the people of the island. He is not unmindful of its ex-
ceptional importance, and the contribution of the opponent :
as well as of the friends of the bill will be highly appre-
ciated when the matter comes under the consideration of tha
Committee on Insular Affairs.

The statement that the Campbell bill provides for the inde-
pendence of Porto Rico is entirely false, as is the assertion
that other bills have been introduced in Congress providing for
the independence of the island. I challenge the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Stroxc] to present the bills referred to by him in
his remarks.

The assertion that the Campbell bill will not be seriously
considered by Congress may be more or less correct, since the
gentleman from Kansas seems to be thoroughly familiar with
the sentiments and feelings of Congress in this respect, but I
know that the Committee on Insular Affairs will soon grant
hearings on this measure. and I have a letter from the Presi-
dent of the United States which leads me to believe that the
matter is not so triviul as the gentleman thinks. The letter
from the President is the best answer to the assertion that the
bill provides for the independence of the island. The Presi-
dent’s letter reads:

Tae WHiTE HoUsE,
Washington, February 18, 1922,
Hon. FELIX CORDOVA DAVILA,
Houge of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

My Dear Mp. Corpovi: I bave to scknowledge yours of February
16 with which you inclosed to me & copy of the cablegram which was
addressed to you by President Barceld under date of February 14. I
have been very interested to read this messuge fronr the leader of the
Unionist Party of the Porto Rican Islands. It is very gratifying to
have this expression of confidence in the Federal Government of the
United States and this manifestation of satisfaction in the association
of the islands with the United States and our shared hopes under the
American flag. T am asuumin';j: that Congress will give its earnest con-
gideration to the bill proposed by Congressman CAMPBELL. 1 have no
doubt that the action taken by the Unionist Party will add to the
interest and earnestness of Congress in considering this measure.

Very truly yours,
WaARREN G. HARDING.

The gentleman from Kansas has devoted the principal part of
his speech to denouncing the Unionist Party and the sentiment
for independence in the island as a serious menace to the United
States.

This sentiment for independence is very old in Porto Rico.
It dates back to the tiine of the Spanish régime. Spain alienated
the affection of the insular people by her autoeratic and despotic
inethods and because of the policy followed by the Spanish Con-
servative Party. The Porto Ricans were accused by the ruling
class of being disloyal and traitors to the Spanish nation,
The greatest enemies of Spain in Porto Rico were the Spaniards,
They kept absolute control of the public affairs of the island
and were opposed to any concession in the nature of self-govern-
ment because they thought that every right granted to the native
was a privilege lost by them. When the American soldiers
arrived in the islund they were acclaimed by the people as
liberators and not as conquerors, as the gentleman from Kansas
intimates, and the Porto Rican flag, now insulted by Governor
Reily, was pinned on the coats of many of these American sol-
diers. The cordial reception given to them by the people made
almost unnecessary the shedding of blood, and the American
Nation took possession of the island without the sacrifices of
life inherent to every war. As the people were disgusted under
the Spanish rulers they accorded a cordial welcome to the sol-
diers of the land of freedom and democracy, notwithstanding
that at that time a liberal form of government had heen granted
to the island by Spain. Let me quote from a proclamation of
the commander in chief of the American forces, Gen. Nelson A.
Miles, on his arrival in Porto Rico on the 25th of July, 1898 :

In the prosecution of the war against the Kingdom of Spain by the
people of the United States In the cause of liberty, justice, and humanity
its military forces have come to occupy the island of Porto Rico. They

come bearing the banner of freedom. inspired by a noble purpose, to
geek the enemies of our country and yours and to destroy or capture
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all who are in armed Vesistance. They bring you the fostering arms
of a nation of free people, whose greatest power is im its justice and
humanity to all those living within its fold.

Compare this proclamation, issued at the beginning of Amer-
iea’s occupation, with the inaugural address of Governor Reily
nearly a quarter of a century later. Surely, we are making
progress !

It would be a mistake to use in the twentieth century after
24 years of Amrerican administration the old and discredited
methods of the past. The people of the United States can not
afford to adopt a policy which cost Spain her overseas posses-
sions and destroyed the greatness of the Spanish Empire. There
may be two or three gentlemen who, like Governor Reily, think
that it is a good policy to use a club to suppress the sentiment
for independence. They are mistaken. It is by persuasion and
not by force that we may win the hearts of the people. You
can stop an idea with another idea, but never with a club. Let
us base our plea for Americanism on the force of American
institutions and American ideals and let us infuse in the soul
of the people confidence in justice through persuasion, argu-
nrents, and love. The only conquests of the world which have
been enduring and everlasting in the hearts of the people are
those obtained by love. There have been many Csesars, but only
one Christ, and while the autocratic governments of these
early emperors have passed away the teachings of Christ still
survive and the Christian doctrines are spread all over the
world, i

There is an element in the island who honestly and sincerely
believe that independence is the only solution of our problems.
It is our opinion that they are imistaken, and it is mmch better
to persuade them of their errors than to charge them with dis-
loyalty and treason. I firmly believe in the happiness of Porto
Rico nnder the American flag, and T hope to see all my people,
without exception, enjoying the benefit of our institutions in a
permanent and indestructible union with our brothers of the
mainland. Tt may be safely said that the Star Spangled Banner
will wave forever on our public buildings, because it is the
will of America and the forces of the Nation are behind the
flag, but it will be more glorious fo say that the American
flag will never come down in Porto Rico because the Porto
Ricans will not consent to that,

Governor Reily has on a number of occasions said that there
are no more than 200 Porto Ricans who are advoeating inde-
pendence, Personally, I believe that the governor has perhaps
underestimated the number. As I have already said, I believe,
and the same sentiment is reflected by a majority of the people,
that these well-meaning people are mistaken. When it comes
to fixing the permanent political status of the island, the Con-
gress of the United States will find that the people of Porto
Rico will be perfectly contented to accept an autonomous gov-
ernment under the American flag.

1t is my opinion, however, that the sentiment for complete
independence will increase so long as E. Mont Reily is permit-
ted to continue as governor of the island.

The strongest argument in favor of independence in Porto
Rico to-day is E. Mont Reily. The greatest obstacle to the ad-
vancement of Americanism in the island to-day is E. Mont
Reily. The advocates of independence are appealing for new
recruits to their cause cvery day by pointing to E. Mont Reily
as a symbol of Americanism. Do you expect to continoe to
hold the loyalty and respect of the people of Porto Rico when
you send to the island as governor an irresponsible despot, who
wraps himself within the folds of the Star Spangled Banner
and then attempts to rule our people after the fashion of a
Ttoman proconsul? The people of Porto Rico honor and respect
the American flag, which is our flag as well as your flag. But
I say to you in all seriousness, gentlemen, that the Stars and
Stripes is being desecrated when it is made to serve as a shield
to protect the conduct of a bully who wantonly insults our
people and then seeks refuge beneath the folds of our sacred
national emblem.

The charge of disloyalty against the Unionist Party is entirely
unjustitied. We have proven our loyalty not only by words of
mouth but by plain and undeniable deeds during the crisis of
the last war, when the patriotism of the citizens was subjected
to a supreme test. It is very easy to speak about loyalty under
the blessings of peace. It is not so easy to prove loyalty under
the harass of war. The record of my island during the crisis
speaks for itself and is second to none. No State of the Union
can exhibit a betfer record than ours, .

A prominent American writer, Mr. Henry A. Wise Wood., whe
visited the island in 1918, describing the activities of Porto
Rico during the war in an article published in the New York
Herald, =aid:

.
MAKING AMERICANS.

On March 2, 1917, American citizenship was conferred upon the Porto
Rican. For nearly two decades he had had a land but no country. For
19 years he had been knocking at our door, unable to enter or go clse-
where. The flag over his head was net his flag, nor could he raise one
of his own. So ounly two months before our declaration of war the
Porto Rican was not an American citizen. Would he, therefore, be
willing to flght for our eause?

It was this query, possibly, that caused the War Department to hesi-
tate when anwouncing the draft to apply it to Porto Rico. But this
hesitation, whatever its cause, had a galvanic effect upon the people
of the island, Instantly there arose an indignant protest and a demand
that Porto Rico be permitted to supply its full quota to the Army whose
flag at last was its flag. Not only would it fight, but the opportunity to
do so it demanded as its right. The children of Columbus’s conquista-
dors were willing and ready to support the liberties of the New World,
the world that he and their ancestors had carved out with their swords.

A_lretu]y had the Unionist Party sent a eable to the President of the
United States announcing its support of the war, with the demand that
“ Porto Rico be assigned its full quota of sacrifice and suffering to
obtain victory.”

But how did the Individual Porto Rican react? A month after the
declaration of war the Porto Rico Eegiment of the United States Army
was ordered to recruit its full strength and prepare for active dpty.
In three days it had enlisted 654 men and so had filled its ranks; in two
weeks, drilled and fully uniformed, the regiment was on its way. Again,
when Col. Roosevelt's volunteers were being recruited, it is said, 1,700
selected men signed up in seven days,

On August an officers’ tralning camp was opened at Cayay, amid
the tobacco flelds in the center of the island, with 250 Porfo Ricans,
05 ner cent of whom were graduates of colleges or universities in the
United States. So thoroughly was the work done in this camp that on
November 26, 88 per eent of these men were commissioned.

The results of this experiment caused great popular enthusiasm, and
another camp, within the Morro Fortress, was opened with 400 men on
February 1, 1918, and was hard at work when I visited it. One of its
companies is wholly composed of negroes, so that officers of the lower
ranks shall be provided for the negro regiments which are to be drawn
from the island. Here also is being trained the home pguard of San
Juan, of 1,500 men, among them the foremost judﬁvs and professioul
and business men of the place, as well as 500 Boy Scouts.

Porto Rico has caught the war fever, and Is glad of it—which is the
more remarkable because itz people are so little warlike that, although
in the revolution belt, it bas never known a revaolt.

I had not pushed my inquiries far before it became plain that behind
this enthusiasm for the war and ardent wish to serve in It was the
Stin}umtinﬁ influenee of one man, an American Army officer, To such
an astonishing extent does this soldier scem to have won the affections
and confidence of these people that they have net only unquestionably
put themselves into his hands in matters relating to the war bnt have
requested the President to make him a brigadier general, so that the
tFl’ln\'rtc Rican troops when they go to the front shall be commanded by

m,

EAGER TO TONOR HIM.

A sheaf of these requests has fallen inte my hands. from free trans-
lations of some of which I select the following excerpts:

The resolution of the House of Representatives of Porto Rieo re-
cites that ** for some years there has lived among us a noble and gener-
ous son of America, directing with great foresight and commendable
zeal the homorable and high duty of chief of the American troops in
Porto Rico, whose name is well known by all—Orval P. Townshend ” ;
that ** Colonel Townshend has gained the love and gratitude of this
island of Porto Rico by his open and decided efforts for the welfare
and prestige of our land, honering it by an efficient Elropaganda useful
to the good name of Porto Hicans™ ; that “ Orval P. Townshend, as
colonel of the Porto Riean troops, has recently successfully carried
through an intensive and arduous task to satisfy the wishes of the
mothers of the future soldiers who are to ?'ive up their lives for the
liberty of the world and for the triumph of justice and the rights of
humanity, to satisfy those unselfish women who asked that the canton-
ment for the military instruction of their sons be established in Porto
Rico, for the instruction of the sons whose lives they themselves
offered with noble patriotism for the defense of the cause upheld by the
noble American E:euple "5 that “ the fpenplu of Porto Rico realize the
efforts of Colonel Townshend to do full justice to Porto Rieans, and
consider him one of their valuable champions " : and that, therefore, it
*is “ resolved by this house of representatives, first, to make a matter
of record a vote of thanks and gratitude to Col. Orval P. Townshend
for his well-guided purpose in the performanee of his official duties;
second. that the Government be requested by cable, as a special favor,
that Lieut, Col. Orval P. Townshend be promoted to the rank of briga-
dier general.”

The majority of the soldiers were affilinted with the Unionist
Party. The administration of the island was Unionist, and the
patriotic spirit of our men deserved the highest commendation.

This patriotic attitude of the people of Porto Rieco prompted
the commander of the Porto Riean forces, General Townshend,
to say that had not the draft applied to Porte Rico he was sure
he could fill the quota of the islund by simply calling for vol-
unteers.

The best proof that can be shown of the patriotic sentiments
of Porto Rico are set forth in the following letter from General
Crowder to Major Wilson, the adjutant general of the island:

Ay Dear Major WiLsox : I have just received from Lientenant Colonel
Kramer a personal letter filled with a glowing description of the achieve-
ments of the selective draft in PPorto Rico. His account of the accom-
plishments of the island has not added to my admiration of the work
that has heen done there, as 1 already knew from less direct information
of the splendid efforts that had been exerted. But it prompts me at this

articular time to express to you, and through you to Governor Yeager,
‘aptaln Van Deusen, and the other gentleman who so ahly directed the
administration of the selective service law, an appreciation of the work
which is now drawing to a close,

I noted with pleasure in Colonel Kramer's letter that the percentage
of delinguents and deserters on the island is probably lower than in any
other administrative subdivision. This is indeed a tribute not only to
the loyalty and patriotism of your registrants, but also to the splendid
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gpirit which you have infused into ‘the administration oi the selective
draft. This remarkable spirit of cooperation is further emphasized by
the fact that no member of the 76 local boards has charged the Govern-
ment for his services.

As you see, we had no slackers in our country. Our local reg-
istration boards refused to receive any compensation for their
work, and with this wonderful record we appeal to the American
Congress, asking only justice for the people of Porto Rico.

The Unionist Party in convention assembled pledged its un-
conditional support to the American Nation. I was present at
the convention, gentlemen, and I can not describe with words
the patriotic enthusiasm of the people on that oceasion. The
resolution was adopted among the applauses of the members,
and immediately the president of the senate, Mr., Barceld, sent
to President Wilson the following cable:

SAN Juax, P, R, May 9, 1903,
Hon. Wooprow WILSON
ﬂ’ashiugfon, D.C.:

The. Unionist Party of Porto Rico, gathered in an assembly at San
Juan, pledges its unconditional support to the American Nation and to
its illustrious President in the present conflict, and expects that Porto
Rico be assigned its share of sufferings and sacrifices until vietory is
obtained.

And while the Unionist Party, assailed as disloyval by Governor
Reily and the gentleman from Kansas, was pledging its sup-
port to the Nation, the President of the Porto Rican Republican
Party, which is an entirely different organizution‘ from the
great American party, whose name it has approprm_te(!, now
supported by the governor, was being quoted in the San Juan
Tines as saying: :

If our countryman (Jibaro) goes to France, he does so not through
his own volition, but because he is sent by law and by the national will,

It has been said that when Mr, Sryan visited Porto Rico he
was s0 impressed with the anti-Americanism in the island that
he was compelled to remind the people that he was, first, an
American. I am going to prove with Mr. Bryan himself that
the remarks attributed to him are entirely unfrue. I quote
from a statement made by Hon, William J. Bryan before the
Committee on Insular Affairs on April 19, 1910, immediately
after his return from Porto Rico:

1 appeal to you gentlemen in dealing with these people of Porto Rico
to remember that they are with us; that they are a part of us; and
that their destiny is interwoven with our destiny. They welcomed us
when we went there. For 12 years they have been loyal supporters.
There has not been a suggestion of opposition to our country, and you
will not find there to-day hostility to America or American institutions,
Our language is spreading there and spreading rapidly. The children
are taking it np and taking it up gladly. Those people are anxious to
be one with ug, and I think that we will find it to our interest in every
way to make them feel that they are at home and that they are in their

father's house.
* - L . - * *

1 confess that the little visit 1 made to Porto Rico has made me even
more friendly to that little island than I was before I went there, 1
confess that my acquaintance with those people convinced me, if 1
needed to be convinced, that they are loyal to the United States and
loyal to our institutions, and that with their every motive—their mo-
tives of generosity, their motives of justice, and their motives of selfish
pecuniary interest—we can afford to take them by the hand, assure
them-that we are friends, and ask them to walk with us in the path our
Nation has pointed out and to be our rivals only to see which can the
most contribute to the good of this which is now our common country,
[Applause.]

I warn the Members of Congress and the American people

about the character of information coming from Porto Rico in.

support of Reily. This propaganda has been initiated and Is
carried out by Reily himself, who has converted his office into a
political club. They write letters, messages, and articles full of
misinformation and insult. The articles printed in the REecorp
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stroxc], referring to the
welcome accorded Governor Reily on his return fo the island,
are inspired by the executive's elub, The Times of San Juan
is to-day the paper of Governor Reily. Everybody knows that
a number of articles published in that newspaper have been in-
gpired by the governor himself. He is importing in Porto Rico
the same policy of defamation which gave him a pitiful notoriety
in Kansas City, Mo.

Mr. Chairman, some days ago on the floor of this House I
charged E. Mont Reily as being morally and mentally unfit to
govern the island of Porto Rico. 1 submitted for your considera-
tion specific charges and requested a congressiona] investiga-
tion to establish the governor's guilt or innocence. Has Gover-
nor Reily denied the charges? Has Governor Reily come for-
ward and demanded an exoneration at the hands of Congress?
No, gentlemen, the governor has not denied the charges and he
has not joined in the request for an investigation,

The gentleman from Kansas says that the friends of Gover-
nor Reily will welcome an investigation in connection with the
management of the public affairs of Porto Rico by the leaders
of the Unionist Party, but the governor himself has not said
a word. I will welcome a full and complete investigation

in the manner proposed by the gentleman from Kansas, the

Unionist Party will welcome such an investigation, the people
of Porto Rico are clamoring for it, and in justice both to
Governor Reily and our people an investigation should be or-
dered. I therefore challenge the gentleman from Kansas, who
appeared on the floor of this House as the authorized spokes-
man of Governor Reily, to introduce a resolution calling for a
congressional investigation of the fucts in connection with the
so-called attempt of the gentleman from Porto Rico to secure
payment of the $5,000, with all the activities of the Unionist
Party, the legislative work of our general assembly, and the
official acts of E. Mont Reily as zovernor of the island.

Let the gentleman from Kansas introduce a resolution or let
him by his failure to do so admit that Governor Reily is nof
willing to face an investigation.

I have been authorized by the president of our senate and
the speaker of the house to accept and demand the investigation
proposed by the gentleman from Kansas, including all the sug-
gestions made by the friends of the governor or by the governor
himself.

It is a Very poor defense of E. Mont Reily to attempt to ex-
onerate him by launching a personal attack against the men
who are protesting against his administration. Suppose, gen-
tlemen, that I appear as an attorney before a court of justice
to defend a man charged with the commission of a crime, and
suppose that instead of defending the accused I start a per-
sonal attack against the attorney for the State. The judgze
will laugh, the State attorney will laugh, the jury will langh
at me, and after T finish mwy remarks a verdict of guilty will ba
the natural resulf of my unsuccessful task. :

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. StroNG] may prepare and
deliver a number of speeches on the floor of this House insulting
our people and praising Governor Reily, but he will not convinee
me or anybody else of the innocence of the governor until he is
fully exonerated after a proper and impartial investigation, I
will say to the gentleman that if affer an investigation it should
be found that the governor is not guilty, I will not be the last
in proclaiming his innocence. I promise to this House that if
the committee in charge of the investigation reports that I
have been guilty of an improper conduct, I will resign im-
mediately my position.. Can E. Mont Reily make the sauma
promise?

I have dealt with this matter probably at greater length
than it deserves, but this was for the purpose of finally dis-
posing of the charges that I have been actuated by a personal
grievance growing out of the fate of the appropriation mada
by the Porto Rican General Assembly. I think I have con-
vinced any fair-minded man that this was not the case, and
feeling that way I decline in the future to be diverted froms
my purpose of securing a congressional investigation of the
official conduct of the Governor of Porto Rico.

The friends of Rteily in this body may resort to throwing
sand in the public eyes by charging personal malice; they may
draw a red herring across the trail by raising the $5,000 ap-
propriation bogey, but they are not going to divert us from our
purpose of having this maladministrator of a helpless people
investigated by a jury of his peers. False as his accusations
are against me they amount to nothing in considering his case.
Reily stands indicted by a whole people, and the charges that
he is leveling at his accusers will be futile for the reason that
he can not indict a whole people. If he even remotely de-
served the emulation of Roosevelt, as he brazenly but safely
claims, now that that illustrious man is dead, he will prefer
to prove his official conduct *“as clean as a hound's tooth”
instead of trembling before the possibility of an investigation.

I have information from Porto Rico that the grand jury is
investigating the expenditure of the public funds appropriated
by the legislature for the office of the governor. It iz not my
purpose to advance any. information about this matter, because
the case is under investigation, and it should not be proper to
indulge in any comment at fthis fime. I hate to impeach tha
honesty and integrity of a man under any circumstances, and
I only do that when I feel compelled to act under the obliza-
tion of a public duty. I was informed that Governor Reily
was boasting here in Washington that he had the best appoint.
ment that President Harding could award. with a salary of
$50,000 a year, but I did not want to lay this charge to the gov-
ernor in my first speech, for the reason that the information was
given to me confidentially and T was not authorized to make it
public. Some days ago I read a speech delivered in Kansas City,
Mo., by Rev. Dr. Edwin A. Schell, at the Country Club Methodist
Church. I quote from that speech:

Apparently the local reporters missed the significance of a recent
address before the Liong Club, or were instructed to ignore it out of
local pride, at which a new * excellency " boasted that he had the best
appointment that President Harding could award and that his salar
would be $54,000 a year. While the administration was planting poli-
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cles of world-wide Import—disarmament and a new assoclation of na-
tlons—our local celebrity announces the relative importance he sustains
by reason of being an * original Harding man ™ and the perquisites
appertaining thereto.

v comparing our official contribution to the administration with the
Secretaries of State, Treasury, Commerce, and Agriculture, by contrast-
ing him with the new Chief Justice of the Supreme Court or with the
probable Governor General of the Philippines, if, indeed, the comparisons
will not be odious, we conclude that the administration needs a new
“ appointment " secretary and that we grow jackals hereabouts.

When I read this speech I sent a message to Doctor Schell
with the purpose of knowing the sources of his remarks, and
this is the reply that I received:

Kaxsag Crry, Mo., March 21, 1922,
Hon., FeuIX CorpOVA DAVILA,

Resident Commissioner [rom Porto Rice,

Hause of Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

Before Lions Club last July, Reily said in effect Towrnorship of Porto
Rico is best political appointment President Harding has to give, and
thut the salary and perquisites would amount to $54,000 per year. Hav-
ing visited the Philippine Islands during the administration of Cameron
Forbes, without wishing to do injustice to Reily, consider him incompe-
tent for a_governship of Porto Rico. Common opinion here confirms me
in my judgment.
Epwix A. SCHELL,

Now, Mr. Chairman, the sulary of the Governor of Porto Rico
is only $10,000 a year, but the appropriations allowed him
for necessary official expenditures, in the disbursement of which
he should be guided by the strictest economy and rectitude,
awmount to nearly $40,000. Ilow could the governor figure
850000 us bis salary? I have been informed that when the
governor made this statement he added that in the next four
vears of his administration the salary will make a total ef
$200,000, :

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman yield? I remember
that when this subject was before the House before the gentle-
wan from Kansas [Mr. Tixciter] charged that the Porto Rican
Legislature had appropriared $5.000 for your extra expenses,
aud that Governor Reily veroed that measure.

Mr. DAVILA. That is a foolish charge,

Mr. STEPHENS. Did Governor Reily ever veto any such
measure?

Mr. DAVILA. No, sir. There is not a word of truth in it.
I am sorry that a Member of Congress of the Unifed Stafes
should repeat such a foolish and unjust charge.

Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVILA. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. I will
say that when I made that statement I was not referring to the
gentleman.

Mr. TINCHER. T referred to the fact that T had a cable-
gram in my hand from Governor Reily saying that he had
stopped—I used the words * vetoed or stopped "—the payment
to the gentleman of $5,000 a year. If you will examine the
Recorp, you will see that those were the words that T used.
Now, Governor Reily still claims, and has produced some written
documents which he claims confirm the statement, that the first
official act of his administration was, after conference with the
auditor, to stop the payment of that $5,000. That is his state-
ment. I do not charge that.

Mr. DAVILA. I can not yield any further, because T have
not the time.

Mr. STEPHENS. T called attention to it because the gentle-
man from Kansus sald that he “vetoed it.” and I am asking
for information. - s

Mr. TINCHER. T used the word * veto™ or * stop.”

Mr. STEPHENS, If the gentleman used the wrong word—

Mr. TINCHER. T did not use the wrong word. Let the gen-
tleman read the Recorp.

Mr. STEPHENS. I did not read the REcorb.

Mr. TINCHER. I quoted the telegram I had in my hand.

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman guoted and I heard him,
and I am asking for information.

Mr. DAVILA, Mr. Chairmuun, I can not yield any further.

The Governor of Porto Rico had no jurisdiction of the mat-
ter of the $5,000. If he acted in this matter, it was entirely
beyond his jurisdiction. I received a letter from Governor
Reily eight days after this alleged conversation with the
auditor, in which the governor imnportuned me to accept a posi-
tion on the supreme bench of the island.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The gentleman, as T understand it, pro-
tested against the removal of the auditor and against the
$5,000 watter,

Mr. DAVILA. Yes. It is a matter of common knowledge
that I opposed the removal of the anditor. In fact, I recom-
meniled his reappointment to the Wilson administration, not-
withstanding his decision that the appropriation was invalid,
just as I opposed his removal fo the Harding administration,
although Governor Reily finally succeeded in having him re-
moved. This was my consistent attitude toward the auditor,
notwithstanding the opinion rendered as to the $5,000. General

MecIntyre knows that and the Secretary of War knows it, T
appeal to them to say whether I did not oppose the removal of
the auditor.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVILA, Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS, As I understood the gentleman, when he
made a speech here he made charges of misconduct on the part
of Governor Reily as Governor of Porto Rico, citing what those
acts of misconduct were, and the only response to that which
we have heard from the governor's friends is not that Governor
Reily did not commit the acts, but that the gentleman is mad
at Governor Reily.

Mr, DAVILA., Yes; that is the only answer, and it is a very
poor answer, The grand jury in Porto Rico is investigating
the way in which Governor Reily has expended the public
money of the island. Something may come from that investi-
gation which may show plainly that Governor Reily is not the
man to rule our people, and is not worthy of the confidence of
the national administration.

The Grand Rapids (Mich,) Herald, in a recent editorial dis-
cussing the Porto Rican situation, said:

Frrix Corpova Davira, sole representative of 1,300,000 Porto Ricans
in the Congress of the United States, rose in his seat last Thursday and
solemnly charged Gov. E. Mont Reily, who rules Porto Rice by commis-
sion from President Harding, with deeds and words and attitudes
inimical to the welfare of the islands and to loyal relations between the
United States and its island wards. If the Coxcressioxair Recomrp is
any criterion, DAvVILA received scant consideration at the hands of the
House, But if a proper conception of the delicate importance of our
colonial relations be consulted, he should be given careful and decisive
attention. It seems to the Herald that even the most violently partisan
friend of the new Republican Governor of Porto Rico shounld approve
DaviLa’s concluding plea ;

* This matter has become one of national interest. Under these cir-
cumstances, to be fair to the governor and to the people of the island,
an investigation should be ordered. Either Reily or the people are
responsible for the abnormality of the situation. If the governor is
innocent, he is entitled to a public exoneration ; and if we are right in
our complaints, we are entitled to his immediate removal. The good
name of the United States demands an investigation. Let the blame
rest where it is merited.”

Reily has had a tempestnons time in Porto Rico ever since he was sent
to his important responsibilities by President Harding. A few weeks
ago he returned to Washington for &« White House conference in rela-
tion to his troubles. The fact that he then went back to San Juan has
been taken as indiecation that the President stands with him in his
difficulties. Perhaps he deserves the President's support, Certainly
the country will approve the determined stand he took against Porto
Rican movements seekimg to incite sentiment favorable to separation
from the United States. We would be the last to prejudge him on the
gtrength of DavitA’s impassioned indietment,

On the other hand, DAviLA has been elected three times, by convine-
ing majorities, ng the official spokesman of Porto Rico in Washington.
Certainly a majority of Perto Ricans have demonstrated themselyves to
be fine citizens, intensely loyal to the United SBtates. Certainly they
have a right to be heard in protest against any phase of imported ¥ov-
ernment under which they are asked to live. And Davina’s petition
can not be ignored with impunity. He charges Reily with interfering
with the island courts and judges:; with violating organic law in per-
gisting in appointments cqftlltrar}' to the inrovn] of the native senate:
with encouraging island Bolsheviks (despite his opposition to island
Separatists) ; with nndermining native faith in the United Stares by his
frritating and domlnperln;; methods : and with importing a number of
incompetent Missouri peliticians (from his home bailiwick of Kansas
City) to displace native administrators. Incidentally, Davira charges
that Reily himself was once thrown out of the assistant postmastership
of his home town for incompetence.

These are serious contemplations. Republicanism was properly
prompt in an assault upon Bryan in days gone by for trying to fill up
the Dominiean customs service with “ deserving orocrats.” It shows
poor consistency if it now complacently winks at Reily when he is
charged with importing a worthless deputy sheriff from Kansas City to
become chief of the secret service of an island whose language he can
not even speak. Republicanism was properly critieal of Francis Burton
Harrison in the Philippines and sent its ablest colonial administrator,
Gen. Leonard Wood, to succeed him. It can not afford to be less
serupulous in Porto Rico simply because the new governor is so close to
the White House that the P'resident calls him * Monty."

Reily may be 100 per cent all right, DaviLa may be 100 per cent all
wrong. But that is neither here nor there, The one sure thing is that
(ongress and its Republican control will be 100 per cent all wrong if it
does not find the truth. * If the governor is innocent, he is entitled to
a public exoneration ; if the complainants are right they are entitled to
his immediate removal.” Under existing condition, even thongh Reily
be innocent of all charges, his utility is under serious handicap that
must not be perpetual. Under existing condition Porto Rico can not be
expected to be happy, nor can Porto Rico be expected to be satisfied.
Davica has nmade a fair, square proposition. The Republican control in
Congress should not be afraid te take him up.

My, JOHXSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield nine
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FrrzcERALD].

Mr. FITZGERALD., Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, T avail myself of these nine minutes at this time to
call attention of the House to a matter about which there is a
considerable amount of curiosity throughout the country. I
refer to that symbol of disloyalty, the arch slacker, the chief
among the 160,000 draft evaders and slackers in the United
States, Grover Cleveland Bergdoll. His case marks a certain
impotency on the part of this Government, and it seems to me
that the administration in charge has a duty to perform. In
Aprii, 1921, a committee was appointed by this House to in-
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vestigate the very sensational features which were connected
with the escape on May 21, 1920, of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll
from the custody of the United States Army, where he was
confined at Fort Jay, undergoing a Sentence of five years for
the offense against the law. One hundred and five thousand
dollars in gold was withdrawn from the United States Treasury
directly by the mother of this man and buried somewhere, ap-
parently, from her testimony. The plea was, while he was in
confinement at Fort Jay, without any reasonable explanation
of why he was not taken to the disciplinary barracks, at Fort
Leavenworth, where he should have been sent, that there was a
large amount of gold buried by him in a pot in the mountains
at the foot of some rainbow, which it was of great importance
to him to recover. So the machinery was put in motion osten-
sibly to recover the gold, but in reality to recover the liberty
of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll. There is evidence of an extended
conspiracy. * Whoever touches pitch shall be defiled,” and
every person who has interested himself in the ease for Grover
Cleveland Bergdoll, or his associates and counsel, has been
defiled. Samuel T. Ansell, Maj. (now Col.) John E. Hunt,
retired, Judge John W. Westcott, D. Clarence Gibonney, now
deceased, and others. 1 call attention to some peculiar circum-
stances connected with the ease. The officer in command at
Fort Jay, Maj. John E. Hunt, did not follow the suggestions
that were given to him in a letter of instructions from The
Adjutant General of the Army in regard to the care that should
be taken concerning this expedition.

Mr., LINEBERGER, Mr. Chairman,
yield?

Mr, FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. LINEBERGER, Will the gentleman please eall the at-
tention of the House to the fact that this very officer was pro-
moted twice while this investigation was going on, that in the
meantime the two poor sergeants who were connected with the
affair were transferred to other outfits and reduced to privates,
and that that officer is now drawing retired pay to-day from the
United States Government? I wish the gentleman would elab-
orate on that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would rather not elaborate, because I
am net here to make any charges against any of these people.
Charges are suggested by the testimony and the findings set
forth in various documents connected with this hearing and the
report, but I shall not attempt at this time to say more than
that. Every person who seems to have inferested himself in
behalf of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll is now under suspicion,
or worse. Col. C. C. Cresson, who had charge of the prosecution
of Hunt before the court-martial which acguitted him, has been
recommended for disciplinary action. Gen. Samuel T. Ansell,
a practicing attorney at the Washington bar, is recommended for
disharment by this committee. And one attorney contradicts
another in the record in such important matters that an honest
understanding seems to be impossible. One of the attorneys
ts now deceased. Among the living, one repudiates any em-
ployment with the case; two others swear that he was employed
and acted under cover. Grover Cleveland Bergdoll not only
evaded the draft successfully but he wrote insulting letters to
the authorities showing his contempt for the Government and
the power of the United States. He is now in a foreign coun-
try, presumably Switzerland. It seems to me that this report,
having been on file in this House since August of last year,
should be taken up and disposed of. I am informed by a Mem-
ber from Texas [Mr. WumrzeacH] that Colonel Cresson is suing
certain newspapers for libel on account of things that grew out
of the case.

The reputations of men concerned with this matter either
ought to be made clear or the truth made known. Further than
that, it is contended by one of the Members making the majority
report that counsel were employed unnecessarily in this case,
because there was a complaint and criticism of the composition
of this committee in that it included no ex-service man.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and inelude in the Recorp two letters passing between
two members of this committee, showing the time, nature, and
conditions of employment of two counsel before this committee,
and further to indicate to the House at this fime that neither
one of these attorneys has seen fit to present any voucher for
the payment of those fees; that counsel for this committee dis-
agree with the majority members of the committee and were
tending with their influence to persuade that committee not to
make the findings that it did. This is altogether such a mess
as to demand the early attention of the House,

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD, Certainly.

/Mr. FESS. When the resolution was in the House before
we had not then resumed diplomatic negotiations with Ger

will the gentleman

many, where this gentleman at that time was taken to be, Now,
since these diplomatie relations have been resumed, what is the
obstacle to bringing this man back for trial?

Mr, FITZGERALD. Because he has sought refuge, as I
understand it, in the Republic of Switzerland at this time.

I want this Government to take every honest and available
means fo bring this man back into custody of the United States.
[Applause.] :

Tih?ed CHATRMAN.- The time of the gentleman from Ohio has *
expired.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend and revise my remarks and to insert the two letters
which I mentioned.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks as indicated. Is there objection?
[After a panse.] The Chair hears none.

Following are the letters referred to:

[From Hon, John A. Peters, third gistrict of Maine; home address,
Ellsworth, Me.]

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED BTATES,
HoUBE or REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. O,
Hon. BEN JORNSOXN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DEar CoNerEssMAN: I want to pay the remaining bills contracted
by the Bergdoll committee, and ask your approval of the following :

Jugt before the recess I had the disbursing clerk give me the amount
of our disbursements to date, and I find that it is just about $3,000.
This includes all the expenses except counsel fees.

With the consent of the committee I engaged counsel. T arranges
with General Sherbourne, the prinecipal counsel, that he should receive
fl'[lo per day and expenses., He has been ?aid his actnal expenses, and

have his bill which represents a total of 28 days' actual time spent.
I propose to approve his bill and put through a voucher for $2,800.

Owing to certaln criticisms touching the nonmilitary composition of
our committee, both General Sherbourne and I thought it wise to engage
as assistant counsel Mr. John Thomas Taylor, a prominent member of
the Ameriean Legion, and its leading representative in Washington,
Before I left Washington I had a talk with him in relation to his bill
and he told me that he always received $100 per diem for cnngresshmai
work, but that he would cheerfully leave this matter to the commirtee.
I do not think that it is fitting that the assistant counsel should
receive the same amount that the leading counsel receives, and I suggest
that $30 per day would be a more appropriate sum.

We shall be well within the appropriation of $10.000 at these figures,
and of course we are all anxious to make a4 good financial showing, at
the same time being fair and even liberal with counsel.

I am writing this to your office in Washington, not knowing vour
present location, but doubtless it will be forwarded.

Will you be kind enough to write me at Ellsworth, Me., and give me
your views on the above suggestions. 1 would like to close the matter
up at an early date and not ask the lawyers to wait for their fees,

Yery truly yours,
JOHN A. PETERS.

[Copy of letter from Cong"ros sman BEN JOHNSON to ex-Congressman
ohn A. Peters.]
BarpsTowN, KY., Scptember 7, 1921,
Hon, JoHN A, PETERS,
Ellsworth, Ale.

My Dear Mr. PETERs: I am just in receipt of your letter of 3d
instant, asking that I approve compensations of §100 and expenses a
day for Mr. Sherbourne as counsel for the Bergdoll committee, ana
half that sum for Mr. Taylor as assistant counsel for the committes,

I regret exceedingly that 1 feel that I can approve ueither; first,
because neither was necessary; and next, because both, in my epinion,
are excessive.

It is not my purpose, either now or hereafter, to criticize any of your
actions as chairman of the eommittee ; and I would conelude this letter
at this point except for the express[un in your letter that you had
enfaged counsel for the committee with the consent of the committee,

attendéd every meeting of the committee, and I feel that I can
gafely say that at no time was the question of employing er not em-
p!oi-lng counsel ever put to the committee,

At one of the early meetings of the committee, held. in the Naval
Affairs Committee room, gou announced that you had decided to employ
counsel and that you had made ia?]ulriea into the snitableness of one,
whose name yvou did not call, and that you were awaiting an answer to
a telegram of inquiry which you had sent to California.

After you hatzl made this announcement I ventured the snggestion
that you employ some one of whose character and ability you had per-
sonal knowledge. A day or so thereafter you told me you had employed
Mr. Sherbourne.

That is all the action taken by the committee relative to the matter.
However, it is but fair 1o say that the failore at the time of the com-
mittee to pretest yvour decision to employ the ome of whom you spoke
on the ocecasion referred to warranfed you in making that employment
at a compensation approved by the committee, which latter was not
dene.

In this connection it is mot out of place fo say that the employment
of Taylor was never submitted to the committee, amdd I never heard of
his employment until I saw his name, as assistant counsel, printed on
some 4f the hearings,

You spoke in your letter of certain eriticirms touchini the non-
military composition of the committee and that yon and Mr. Sherbourne
thought it wise to employ Mr. Taylor as assistant counsel because he
was a prominent member of the Ameriean Legion and its leading repre-
semtative In Washington. I never heard of the criticism of wh Fon
write, and if I had I would not-have been willing to expend the public
mo either to quiet the criticism or to employ unmnecessary connsel
merely to secure the approval of any organization relative to the
conduct of the committee. That should be judged om its real merit
rather than on any approval or disapproval which In the least might

savor of purchased sympathy or bias,
Very truly yours, BEN JOHNSOYN,
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Mr, HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. DowkLr, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 11063)
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Jus-
tice and for the judiciary for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1923, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution
thereon. -

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr, CRAGO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp in the regular 8-point type
and insert therein two addresses made at New York on Sunday,
on the oecasion of the ceremonies for the returned soldier dead.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, ;

REMARKS OF HOXN, THOMAS 8. CRAGO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, RELATIVE TO THE
CEREMONIES FOR THE RETURNED SOLDIER DEAD HELD IX NEW YORK
CITY ON BUNDAY, APRIL 2, 1822,

Mr. CRAGO, Mr, Speaker, as chairman of the committee
from the House appointed to attend the service in honor of the
returned soldier dead to be held in New York City April 2, 1
wish to report that your committee attended this sacred service,
and, by permission of the House, I am inserting herewith the
addresses made by Senator Carper, of New York, and by Colonel
Wainwright, the Assistant Secretary of War.

This practically completes the work of returning to their
homes the men who feli in France; and the services on this
oceasion, participated in by more than 15,000 people, under the
auspices of the War Department, the Navy Department, the
American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the United
Spanish War Veterans, the Grand Army of the Republic, and
s0 many other loyal and patriofic organizations and people,
evidenced the fact that we have not forgotteu our fallen heroes,
and that this Republic will ever hold in grateful remembrance
the sacrifice these men made,

ADDRESS OF SENATOR WILLIAM M. CALDER AT THE ARMY BASE, BROOELYN,
N. Y., SUNDAY, APRIL 2, IN CONNECTION WITH THE MEMORIAL EXERCISES
FOR THE RECEPTION AND DIBPFOSITION OF THE LAST CONTINGENT OF
AMERICAN SOLDIER DEAD FROM FRANCE.

When Americans gather as we do here, how can they escape
the conviction that in this governmental partnership of ours
some make contributions to the National Treasury beyond cal-
culation in dollars and cents? Seventy thousand homes, of
which 1,064 are here represented, miss the gladsome ring of the
voice of a stalwart youth, because, perchance, its last joyous
note was interrupted as it urged comrades onward at Cantigny,
Chateau-Thierry, or St. Mihiel. Our greatest reserve fund is
the inspiration ereated by the sacrifices of heroic men and
womnen for the Nation. To that fund these 70.000 families have
waile tremendous contributions.

You parents and friends of these noble dead know too well
how feeble are words to heal the wounds that war has made, and
how even time does not make them less deep. We gather not
that we may console you, but to acknowledge the everlasting
indebtedness of a grateful people to you and to them.

Fellow Americans, while we thus gather to acknowledge our
indebteduness, it is well to remember that in the voeabulary of
these vouths * obligation” as well as “ privilege ” had a place.
I have spoken of thig Nation as a governmental partnership.
These noble dead gave their all to that partnership. They, too,
had an equal right to the privileges of American citizenship
with those who efernally speak of the rights and privileges
which belong to them. But these dead knew that unless the
burdens and responsibilities of citizenship were cheerfully as-
sumed, the privileges of that ecitizenship would not be worth
the claiming. As a people, we should be exceedingly thankful
that the great body of our citizenship do in fact appreciate that
governmental obligations are impossible. This was made evi-
dent by the peaceable conduct of the universal draft. Never
was # test more severe put to the work of the institutions of a
free people and never did institutions justify themselves so
magnificently, Beneath the occasional clamor for complete
change and revolution of our system of government there lies
the failure to grasp the truth that popular government requires
the surrender of some rights in order that greater rights may be
gecured. The widespread recognition of this truth by our people
is the argument which can not be answered by those who oppose
and deride popular forms of government,

It is likewise the guaranty that those who promise a day when
therc shall be no civil duties but only civil privileges will

fail to fool our citizenship. These mute forms, in unmatched
eloquence, call for a more perfect acceptance of the high stand-
ards of responsibility which they and the gallant thousands of
other days believed necessary for the creation and perpetuation
of constitutional government. While these call for a more
perfect acceptance of those standards, we rejoice in the knowl-
edge that here is the testimonial that in every rank and condi-
tion among us there has been conformity to those standards.
Here are the sons of native and foreign born, of farmers and
factory hands, of rich and poor. Unmistakably they tell the
tale of racial and religious and social differences forgotten in
a mighty effort to promote that more perfect union for which
our form of government was ordained by its founders.

My fellow citizens, the high standard of unity which these
heroes followed can not be forsaken if the tasks of peace shall
be met by living Americans as thiese dead Americans met the
tasks of war. Resolutely we must stand against those who
would divide the national unity of which the blood of these dead
is the sacred cement. Bigotry and intolerance must not sup-
plant mutual confidence and tolerance,

These lifeless forms are a thousand challenges to us to carry
on the construction of the more perfect union necessary to the
solution of the problems of mankind. Among the greatest of
these problems is the preservation of peace itself. It can not
be considered ungenerous for an American to state that in war
Americans arrived when the need was greatest. We heartened
and encouraged our allies, They went on and won with us,
Won with the man power we supplied plus the man power we
still were able to supply. Behind our lines and the lines of
our allies there appeared to the consciousness both of our allies
and our epemies a host still greater than we had sent. The
world knew that America meant husiness.

Men and women, we ecan preserve the generations of the
future from any scenes such as this if we, as a Nation, shall so
resolve. Without the sacrifice of a fundamental American prin-
ciple, we can agree that the sword will not be drawu until and
unless national honor can not be otherwise maintained.

Under the same institutions and form of government by which
these noble dead were inspired to sacrifice their all we can
develop a public opinion in suppport of international arbitration
which will hearten and encourage a like publie opinion in every
civilized nation on the face of the earth.

The surest wuy fo escape participation in the conflicts of the
future is by participation in the removal of the causes or war
or in the adjustment of those causes by a substitute for war.
While it may be that the causes can not all be removed nor a
sufficient substitute be found, nevertheless the death of these
men will not have been in vain if the world shall move forward
along the path to peace,

My heart to-day goes out to you, the fathers and mothers
and loved ones of these boys. I can readily understand that
it is difficult for you to reconcile yourselves to the thought
that they should have died so young. They left you as your
precious boys just entering into manhood, and now their labors
are finished. The span of life is not measured by years but
by achievement. These heroes of ours, during the few brief
months of their life across the sea, lived ages. They achieved
the highest thing a human being can achieve, for * Greater love
hath no man than this, that a man lay down his life for his
friends.” Each did a man’s full duty: he flinched not nor did
he falter. They achieved, they accowplished, they triumphed.
They will forever live in the memory of a grateful Nation and
in the hearts of the peace-lovinz peoples of the world, They
have erected a monument by their deeds of valor which the
ravages of time may not destroy.

REMARKS OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR AT THE CEREMONIES FOR
THE RETURNED SOLDIER DEAD, NEW YORK CITY, APRIL 2, 1922,

In yonder covered pier are more than a thousand flag-drape:l
caskets similar to the one before us. They are the last to
come home. We, their comrades, and this great throng are
here to pay them a last sad, fender farewell.

We stand, indeed, in the presence of our heroic deaid. The
freedom of mankind was their battle cry. They fought for
eternal right and justice, as did the founders of this great Re-
public. These were no common souls, They fought and die
for their country. In what nobler eanse could man fight? How
better could man die? No words can do fitting honor to their
memory nor bespeak the measure of onr devotion. Their story
will live to inspire future generations of Americans down
through the ages. They gave all, and in the giving gave us the
example not only of how Americans can die but how they should
Hve: =
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This is an historic occasion. We have seen the living and
the dead return from that conflict in which this Nation cast its
great strength in order that the decision should provide justice
and peace for the world. Now that time has come when we
have an opportunity to pay our respects to the last contingent
of those who seek everlasting peace in the land whose flag
they carried to victory.

In paying homage to these, the last hereic dead to be returned
from France, we alse houor their comrades who rest in our
national cemeteries in Europe and those whose bodies have
already been returned to their own country. Of our 77,080
heroic dead of the Werld War, 31,520 remain in our national
cemeteries of France, England, and Belgium. Their graves,
row on row, are mute evidence that in civilization's hour of
need America answered, and that Americans are willing to die
that liberty, so dear teo us, may live. The bodies of 181 have
found their final resting place in other foreign countries. These
will be joined by 444 others, To their graves their relatives
will lead their friends to hear the story of their lives and learn
something of what our country means to the liberty of the
world.

Forty-five thousand four hundred and fifty-nine have been re-
turned to our own country. They rest in our national and pri-
vate cemeteries over the wide stretch of our country, and pro-
vide shrines of patriotism at which our countrymen may kneel.

We are thankful that our unknown dead is less than 2 per
cent of the number who fell, and that almost all can know
where their hero sleeps, In this we are more fortunate than
other nations, whose unknown dead amounts in some cases to
almost 45 per cent.

Each whom we know has found that final resting place de-
gired by those nearest and dearest to him. We mourn with the
patriotic mothers and wives who gave their loved ones, and in
honoring our heroic dead we also honor them. No mother, no
wife ever gave son or hushand in a better cause, nor did a son
or husband ever meet a nobler death.

Let us resolve to forever honor the memory of these sons of
America by perpetuating the cause in which they gave their
lives. Our country must always strive for peace and justice in
the world, even though we hazard our existence. Individually
and collectively let ns see to it, that should America ever be
called upon again to wage the fight for civilization, that she
shall be equal to the task, that her defenses shall mot be
crumpled. nor her strength dissipated. May no American ever
be called upon to give his life unnecessarily because of omission
on our part. These dead must not have died in vain.

Heroic dead! Each one of yon iz now enshrined in the heart
of a grateful Nation. Dear comrades, we who clasped hands
with you, laughed with you, sang with you, lived with you,
crossed seas with you, fought with you, now bid you a last
zoodby, You will be ever in our thoughts and on our hearts,

Heroie dead, we salute you! Sweet be your deathless sleep.
You live with the immortals, Hail and farewell!

TARIFF ON PEANUTS AND OTHER FARM PRODUCTS.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of the tariff on
peanuts, peanut oils, and other vegetable oils, and include a
letter and telegram from Mr. W, \W. Webb, president of the
Georgin Peanut Growers' Association, and also a telegram from
the Country Bankers' Association of Georgia.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection? [After a pause,]
Chair hears none.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted me
to extend my remarks in the ReEcorp 1 wish to have printed at
thi¢ time a letter and a telegram from the Hon. W. W, Webb, of
Hahira, Ga., president of the Georgia Peanut Growers' Associa-
tion; also I wish to have printed a telegram from the Country
Bankers' Association of Georgia. 1 want the Congress and the
country to have the benefit of these communications now while
the question of tariff on peanuts and other farm products is
being considered in the Senate. Begardless of what the Senate
may do, the tarifi bill will come back to the House on a confer-
ence report. Let all the friends of the farmers in Congress do
everything possible along the lines sought in these communica-
tions.

The Hon. W. W. Webh, president of the Georgia Peanut
Growers' Association, is a friend of the farmers, true and tried,
and is devoting his magnificent energy and his all to their serv-
dce. I wish we bad many, many more like him, with a noble

vision of the great possibilities of the agricultural interest and
with a steadfast faith in their accomplishment, evidenced by his
noble efforts in behalf of the men who toil on the farm. We
would all do well to study closely his thmely suggestions,

The

The letter and telegrams referred to are as follows:

; HAHIRA, GA., January 9, 1022,
Hon. W, C. LaAxkrorp, M. C,,
’Wash&lgtou, e i

Diar Jopge: I am glad you are taking such a firm stand in behalf
of the same tariff on certain agricultural products as is placed on the
things the farmers must buy. 1 am interested in tarlﬂp on all farm
produets, and especially on peanuts. ]

The cotton farmers in the boll-weevil section substituted peanuts for
cotton as a money crop. They found a profitable market. New ma-
chinery was installed and many products were developed out of pea-
nuts—more than 72 in all. It has heen proven by sclentists that if
every other product was destroyed the peanut wou{d furnish food for
man and feed for stock of the greatest values. Many luxuries are made
from peanuts. All ef which increase the eonsumption and demand,
The advancing price made a happy cuum.rf, especially in south Georgia,
Alabama, and other States. The importation of oriental peanuts crept
in to reap the bemefits of American development of the muny products
of peanuts, but the farmers were protected by an em an oriental-
peanuts, The increasing price under the argo brought prosperity
to every business in the peanut belt.

We conld not have an overproduction, the produet had become so
useful. The acreage was increased in 1920, with a full ussurance of a
rofitable price, but, alas! while we were rejoicing the embarge was
ifted unexpectedly and the oriental peanuts came fn and hlighfed the
hopes of our country with ruinous prices and abselutely destroyed the
southern peanut industry. Having witnessed the effects of the
embargo on peanuts, in that it made us a prosperous people, we are
gsk:nf to-day for protection on peanuts. The present asdministration
is going to run the Government on a protective-tarif basis. If our
southern Congressmen can not prevent protection on what the sonthern
farmers have to buy, they certainly should try aud get equal protection
on what they have to sell.

They say that we will have to Nimy high for sugar and rice on
aceount of tariff. I have been asked if T wounld vote for 2 cents per
pound on sugar and rice if I could get 4 cents per und tariff on
peanuts, My answer is that I am willing for a tnrlémon evervthing
else, if we can get 4 cents per pound on peanuts and on sufficlent
other farm prodacts to equal or overcome the increased cost on articles
we purchase. For a barrel of either sugar or rice would not be cheap
to me at a penny a harrel if I did not have the penny. And if I had
to get the penny as a profit on peanuts at the present price, 1 could
not buy any sugar or rice; but if we get 4 cents per pound on peanuts,
I can eat some of either at a high price. It is far better to make it
possible, with proteetion, te buy sugar #nd rice at a high price than to .
make it impossible to buy it at a low price. Give us protection on
peanuts and make us financially able to buy, rather than reduce us to
a level with the foreign pauper labor. Protect us against Chinese and
Js?aneae peanuts. Let the Chinese learn to eat their own, and they
will not be blizhting our prosperity with their products and at the
same time appealing to the charities of America.

Let the Japanese and Chinese learn to eat more peanuts and peanut
products, the best human foed in the world. It will save them from
starvation, and it will save the peanut growers of the South at the same
time. We should protect the agricultural interests of our country, for
it 1s the basiz of our prosperity. If you can not get the tariff off of
everything we buy, then for the sake of the tiller of the soil get it on
peanuts and every farm product which will help the farmer.

A fair IMustration is this: There is a town of 20,000 inhabitants.
The incerporate limits includes quite a fine tract of timber. This
timber could be sold and marvketed very pmﬂta!:l{ if the trade from out
of the corporate limits could be stopped. The mayor and council
decided to put on a tariff to kt‘(‘i] out competition, and the mayor in
the meantime trades for all the timber. This went well for him. Ile
could cut and sell at his own high price, for he had ne competition,
At the next meeting of the couneil one of its members, who was the .
owner of the only large flour and meal mill in the town. being a vietim
of the high-priced wood, proposed that since the tariff on wood was
working so fine that the same tariff be granted on foodstuffs. This
they did. All went well. At the next meeting of the council another
member, who had in the town the only mill which was turning omt
cloth to supply the town, helng a victim of high-prieed wood and bread,
proposed that since all was working so well they give him the same
protection to his cloth. This they did. All went well. At the next
meeting of the counecil the last man to be heard from was a shoe
manufacturer, and he came forward with a similar request to those
presented by, first, the fuel or timber man ; second, the bread man ; and,
third, the cloth man. The lumberman, the first to get protection, now
rises to speak. e says that as long as he was the only beneficiary
the tarif was fine, but now since all are in the game he proposes that
they do away with tariff altogether or use it only as a means of raising
revenue. 8o it iz when all are treated on a common level or on the
same basis. So I appeal to {ou, as the peanut industry in the R®outh
is now drawing its last breath and will soon pass on te the hands of
the undertaker, that you save its life while you may.
is far below cost of production.

In the consideration of tariff on peanuts it is only a question of
whom eur Government is in sympathy with, America or foreign natiens,
To reduce our people and our laborers to a level of those of foreign
countries has a far-reaching effect. It brings not the price alone down
but it brings everything else down with it. The morale of no country
exceeds the prosperity of its working citizens. The agricultural indus-
try is the basis of southern prosperity, and drag it down and you drag
down its citizenship.

A horticulturist who goes ont to prune in his orchard, not nnder-
standing his task, may cut the taproot of the tree instend of the
needless growth. In so doing the tree dies. So with tarifl revisers—
they need to study the case lest they ent the taproot of our country's
Emspe‘rity and thus reap for themselves and others a harvest of

lighted and disheartened eitizens. If the southern farmers ean be
assured of Erotoction, they will Blmt a crop of peanuts in 1022 that
will start the wheels of the machine called prosperity to running and
grind out a blessing that will mean the enrichment of America. Other-
wise the Bouth loses in its efforts to make a success of the peanut in-
dustry and China and Japan win,

I certainly hope that you and those striving to get a fair deal for
the farmers in the matter of tarilf may prevail,

Sincerely yours,

The peanut price

W. W. Wgrns,
President Georgia Peanut Growers’ Association.
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ATLANTA, GA., Maréh 25, 1928,
Hon. Wu. C. LaNgronrp, M, (.,

House Office Building, Washington, D. O.:

Our farmers are grrentl disturbed about peanuts and vegetable oils
being placed on the free list. If this is done, our peanut industry will
suffer irreparable damnu{lv. 1f assured of protection, our acreage will
be maintained ; on the other hand, if assurance is not given them quickly,
the acreage will be redueed 75 per cent the ng Season, Oriental
oils in competition will seriously affect our hog production alzo, The
crippling of these two important branches of farm industry will prove
a calamity, We pray your best efforts to defeat this movement, as
our people arve already  crushed with the ravages of the boll weevil
and are now threatened with this influx of oriental oils and peanuts,
We can but fear this influx of oriental oils and peanuts will tend to
glnce our farmers on the low level of cheap orfental labor. Georgia
armers arve unanimous for protection on farm producls the same as
on manufactured articles,
. W. W. Wees,
President Georgia Peanut Growers' Association.

ATLANTA, GA., March 29, 1922,
Hon. W. C. Laxgrorp, M. C.,
Tﬁashmﬂtml, D, C.:;

While the country bankers of Georgia are not very strong on tariffs,
yel since we are going to have a protective tariff we ask that this
tariff bill extend its protection to the produets of the farmer, especially

eanutd, peanut olls, and cottonseed oils that are affected by the
Pmportﬂﬂou of foreign soy-bean oil, peanuts, and peanut oils. If the

resent tariff is removed the farmers will get approximately $8 per ton
fm for their eotton seed and approximately smﬂper ton less on peanuts,
E‘lm farmers need this protection against o

ave it,

ental labor and must

COUNTRY BANKERS' ASSOCIATION OF GEORGLA,
. BENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolu-
tions of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and referred to their appropriate committees, as indi-
cated below: ‘

5.288. An act for the relief of John T. Eaton; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

S. 280, An act for the relief of Kate Canniff; to the Commit-
tee on Claims,

5.1945. An act to reimburse the Navajo Timber Co., of
Delaware, for a deposit made to cover the purchase of timber;
to the Committee on Claims.

S. 3083, An aet authorizing the construction of elevated rail-
roatl sidings adjacent to steam railroad tracks in the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

8, 2092. An act autherizing the Secretary of War to furnish
certain information for historical purposes to the adjutants
general of the several States and the District of Columbia,
and making an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

S.534. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to parole
United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved
June 25, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 23, 1913;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. 38156. An act to change the terms of the distriet vourt for
the northern division of the southern district of Alabama; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.1, Res. 186, Joint resolution authorizing the transfer to the
Jurisdiction of the Joint Committee on the Library certain reser-
vitions in the Distriet of Columbia for use in connection with
the Botanic Garden; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

ADJOURNMENT.

My. HUSTED. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; aecordingly (at 5 o’clock and 18
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, April 9,
1922, at 12 o'elock noon.,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XITI,

Mr. McCORMICK : Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R.
10611, A bill to amend section 13, chapter 431, of an act anp-
proved June 25, 1910 (36 Stats. p. 853), so as to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to issue trust and final patents on
lands withdrawn or classified as power or reservoir gsites, with
a reservation of the right of the United States or its permittees
to enter upon and use any part of such land for reservoir or
power-site purposes; without amendment (Rept. No, 871). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union,

Mr. HUDDLESTON : Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. . R. 10407. A bill authorizing the counties of
Jasper, 8. C., and Chatham, Ga., to construct a bridge across
the Savannah IRiver at or near Savannah, Ga.; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 872). Referred to the House Calendar,

0035

Mr, HUDDLESTON : Commitee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, H, R, 10240. A bill to extend the time for the con-
struction of a bridge ‘across the S8avannah River near Haileys
Ferry, and between the counties of Anderson, 8. C., and Hart,
Ga.; withont amendment (Rept. No, 8§73). Referred to the
House Calendar, 2 o

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billg, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HUSTED: A bill (H. R. 11152) to authorize the Bear
Mountain Hudson River Bridge Co. to construct and maintain
a bridge across the Hudson River near the village of Peekskill,
State of New York; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commeree,

By Mr. CLOUSE: A hill (H. R. 11153) requiring distriet
Judges to impose workhouse sentences in all cases not meriting
imprisonment in the penitentiary, authorizing the establishment
of such workhouses, and for other purposes; to the Commitfee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 11154) to amend section 13
of an act known as the Federal reserve act, approved December
23, 1913; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11155) creating the posi-
tions of second assistant secretary and private secretary in the
Department of Labor; to the Committee on Lahor.

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 11156) to regulate trade
associations, and for other purposes: to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. QUIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 302) creating a
committee to immediately investigate destructive flood condi-
tions in eertain counties of Mississippi on the Mississippi River
caused by the construction of levees on the opposite bank or side
of said river under Government supervision; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

By Mr. FISH: Concmrrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 52) ex-
pressing the satisfaction of the Congress of the United States
in the rebuilding of Palestine by the Jews, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD : Concurrent resolution (H, Con, Res. 53)
to create a joint committee of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives to determine what employment can be furnished Fed-
eral prisoners, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

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

By Mr. APPLEBY : A bill (H. R. 11157) granting a pension
to Amelia M., Hetherington; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. BURROUGHS: A bill (H. R. 11158) for the relief of
Ruth Dixon Philbrick; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. COLE of Towa: A bill (H. R, 11159) granting a pen- -
sion to Anna Bell Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr, CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 11160) granting a pension
to Tamar Ervin; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 11161) granting a pension to
Martha G. Waldron ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 11162) granting an increase of
pension to Henrietta Hull; to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R, 11163) granting
a pension to Emily T. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HERRICK: A bill (H. R. 11164) for the relief of
Frank Rector; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 11165) granting a pension to
Dennis Igo; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 11166) granting an increase
of pension to Lorinda Sutten; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 11167) granting an increase of
pension to Robert A, Edwards; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11168) granting an increase of pension to
Manuel 8. Sams; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHAW : A bill (H. It. 11169) granting an increase of
pension to Claude C. Reno; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SHELTON: A bill (H. R, 11170) granting a pension
to Margaret Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R, 11171) granting a penslon to
Julia Van Wicklen Jolley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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PETITIONS, ETC.

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

4963. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of George
Noble Todd-Windermere, engineer and inventor, and others,
relative to the lease and use of his inventions and patent rights;
to the Committee on Patents,

4964. Also (by request), communications from Frank J. Batch-
eller, chairman national committee of the American Minute Men,
of Newton Center, Mass,, transmitting resolutions adopted by the
Eastern Swedish Conference, represenfing a membership of
4,667, of the Methodist Episcopal Church; Philadelphia Con-
ference, representing a membership of 101,091; the congregation
of the First Baptist Chureh, of Walton, N. Y.; and the West
End Baptist Church, of Oneonta, N. Y., urging the passage of
House joint resolution 159, to prohibit sectarian appropria-
tions by constitutional amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4965. By Mr. APPLEBY : Affidavits to accompany House bill
10774, for the relief of John H. Lang; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

4066. By Mr. CROWTHER : Petition of numerous residents
of Montgomery County, N, Y., urging the immediate enactment
of House bill 8086 ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

4967. By Mr. FENN: Petition of the East Hartford (Conn.)
Chamber of Commerce, protesting against the appropriation of
$350,000,000 for reclaiming swamp lands in the South and
West; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

4968. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of the National Association
of United States Civil Service Employees at navy yards and
stations, Brooklyn, N. Y., urging retention of the naval supply
. station at South Brooklyn; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

4969. Also, petition of the National Lutheran Council, New
York City, N. Y., relative to certain legislation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4970. By Mr. RAKER : Petition of Mrs, Carletta Hayes, sec-
retary of the Johnson-Reeds Creek Farm Center, of Red Bluif,
(falif., relative to agriculture and allied industries; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

4971. Also, petition of the special committee on resolutions
of Gazelle Granke, No. 380, of Gazelle, Calif., relative to labor
conditions on railroads and in coal mines; to the Committee on
Labor.

4972, Also, petition of Mrs, Leafie Sloan-Orcutt, of Los An-
geles; Aubrey F. Holmes, of Oakland; Paul W. Macfarland, of
Los Angeles: Los Angeles Chapter, Disabled Emergency Officers
of the World War, of Los Angeles, all in the State of California,
and W. H. Kobbe, of Washington, D. C., indorsing the Bursum
bill (8. 1565) ; to the committee on Military Affairs.

4973. Algo, petition of William E. Johnson, of 1109 Oak Street,
Oakland. Calif., indorsing and urging support of Senate bill 1565 ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

4974, Also, petition of 8. B. Vincent, manager of the Oregon
Tourist and Information Bureau, of Portland, Oreg., urging sup-
port of Senate bill 2959 ; to the Committee on Appropriations.

4975. Also, petition of William Doige, secretary of the State
board of accountaney, of San Francisco, Calif., indorsing and
urging support of Senate bill 2531; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

4976. Also, netition of H. M. Remington, manager and traffic
director of the California Growers and Shippers’ Protective
League, of San Francisco, Calif., indorsing and urging support
of Senate bill 3031 ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

4977. By Mr. REED of West Virginia: Petition signed by
G. E. James, F, P, Martin, R. L, Gaines, Aaron E. Brode, and
35 others, requesting the passage by Congress immediately of an
adequate tariff law based upon American valuation; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

4978, Also, petition signed by ecitizens of Charleston, W, Va.,
asking that Congress refrain from passing House bill 4388; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia,

4979. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens of St. Lawrence
County, N. Y., favoring House bill 8086, prohibiting the manu-
facture of filled milk; to the Committee on Agriculture.

4980. By Mr, SNYDER: Petition of Mr. and Mrs. W. C.
Davies, of Frankfort, N. Y., and Ernest N. Ames and Frank
L. Rickmyer, of Rome, N, Y., for the enactment of House bill
8086, prohibiting the introduction of imitation milk; to the
Committee on Agrienlture.

4981. By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition from the Sarah
Platt Decker Chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolu-
tion, of Durango, Colo., urging the enactment of more drastic
immigration law; to the Committee on Immigration.

4982. Also, petition from citizens of Redvale, Colo., protest-
ing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance
bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

4983. Also, petition from citizens of Fruita, Colo., protesting
against the passage of House bill 9753 or other Sunday legisla-
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

4084, By Mr. TOWNER : Petition of H. L. Campbell, of Howe,
Okla., and 131 other citizens of the State of Oklahoma, asking
for the passage of the Towner-Sterling educational bill; to the
Committee on Education.

4985. Also, petition of R. E. W. Goodridge, of Coleraine,
Minn,, and 43 other citizens of Coleraine, Minn, asking for
the passage of the Towner-Sterling educational bill; to the
(Committee on Education.

4986, By Mr. WASON : Petition of Ernest E. and L. B, Whit-
more, of Unity, N. H., protesting against the passage of House
bill 9753 or any other Sunday bill; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia. .

4987, By Mr. WATSON: Resolution adopted at the confer-
ence of the Colonial Dames of America, approving the con-
version of Fort McHenry into a city park; to the Commniittee
on Military Affairs.

4988. By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Resolution by members of the
Allegany Trades Council, of Cumberland, Md,, expressing their
opposition to the continued imprisonment of war-time political
prisoners and indorsing the efforts of Senator Borah to ascer-
tain the status of all cases of persons convicted under the
espionage act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Wepxesnay, April 5, 1922.

The Chaplain, Rev, J. J. Muir, D. D,, offered the following
prayer:

O Lord, Thou art the author and giver of life. Thou hast
given to us our span of life. We would spend it before Thee
agreeable to Thy good pleasure. While we think many times
our paths are strange and we know not how to go, we bless Thee
that there is light from Thy presence and that where we fail to
understand we can frust Thee to lead us in every line of duty,
and Thou canst illumine the way for our feet. We humbly ask
Thee this morning for Thy help and strength. Through Jesus
Christ our Lord. Amen.,

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday, April 3, 1922, when,
on request of Mr. Curris and by unanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I wished to make an inquiry of
the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate. I understand the chairman is
not here and I do not know who are the other members of the
committee.

Mr. CURTIS. The chairman of the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate is a member of
the Committee on Finance and is engaged at a hearing of that
committee. I will send for him if the Senator desires.

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Senator from Kansas would send
for him. The Senator from California [Mr. Jornsox] was
called away from the city, but before he left he introduced the
ordinary resolution providing that anthority be given the Com-
mittee on Patents to hold hearings and take testimony. It was
referred, of course, to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I am informed by the Sen-
ator from California, who is chairman of the Committee on
Patents, that a meeting of that committee is called for to-mor-
row to have hearings and to take testimony on a very important
bill pending before the committee. _

1t is quite important therefore that the resolution should be
passed to-day. There can be no objection to it. I have not
examined it, but I assume it is in the regular form of resolu-
tions passed in reference to hearings before all committees. I
ask the Senator from Kansas if he will send for the Senator
from New York [Mr. Carper], who is chairman of the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate.

Mr. CURTIS. I have sent for the chairman of the com-
mittee, and as soon as he comes I will speak to him about the
resolution, It can be taken up by unanimous consent later im
the day.
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