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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.

4080. 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.

AUTHENTICATED
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THE MUSCLE SHOALS PLANT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War transmitting an offer
from Charles L. Parsons, of Washington, D, C., covering certain
properties at Sheflield, Ala., and the first hundred thousand
kilowatts of secondary power to be derived from the proposed
water-power development at Muscle Shoals, ete., which was
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and
ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TION SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrvolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tion, and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem-
pore:

H. R. 2558. An act for the relief of Richard P. McCullough;

. H.R. 7T870. An act for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr.;

H. R. 8815. An act to amend the act of March 1, 1921 (41
Stats., p. 1202), entitled “An act to authorize certain home-
stead settlers or entrymen who entered the military or naval
service of the United States during the war with Germany
to make final proof of their entries”;

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.9604. An act for the aequisition of a post-office site at
Madlison, Wis. ;

H. R.9633. An act to extend the provisions of section 2305,

Revised Statutes, and of the act of September 29, 1919, to those

discharged from the military or naval service of the United
States and subsequently awarded compensation or treated for
wounds received or disability ineurred in line of duty;

H. R. 10207. An act to extend the limitations of time upon the
issuance of medals of honor, distinguished serviee crosses, and
distinguished service medals to persons who served in the Army
of the United States during the World War; and

H. J. RRes. 257. Joint resolution to appoint a commission for
the exchange of sifes for a post-office and courthouse building
at New York between the Federal Government and the officials
of the city of New York.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr, CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the New
Mexico Wool Growers’ Asgociation at Albuquerque, N. AMex.,
March 16-17, 1922, favoring the passage of the Capper-French
truth in fabrie bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commeree.

AMr. SHORTRIDGE presented a letter in the nature of a peti-
tion of the Grain Trade Association of the San Franeisco
(Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, giving their views relative to
ithe enactment of legislation to legulize the manufacture and
sale of light wines and beers, which was referred to the Cont-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Sacramento (Calif.)
Grange, No. 12, favoring the passage of the Fordney tariff bill
and inclusion therein of the American valuation plan, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petitions of Janet Richards, Mrs. Court
F. Wood, and sundry members of the District of Columbia Fed-
eration of Women's Clubs, in the District of Columbia, praying
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit experiments upon liv-
ing dogs in the District of Columbia or the territorial or insular
possessions of the United States, which were referred to the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp certain resolutions adopted by the
live stock convention with reference to legislation desired at the
hands of Congress,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I should like to know what is
the matter which it is desired may be printed in the Recoxp?
Is it a resolution, or what is it?

My. BURSUM., 1 have asked to have printed in the Recorp
resolutions which have been adopted by the Live Stock Ausocia-
tion in convention assembled, asking certain legislation from
Congress.

Mr, CURTIS. And the Senator desires to have them noted in
the Recorp and referred to the appropriate committees?

Mr. BURSUM. Yes.

Mr, CURTIS. T have no objection to that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
resolutions presented by the Senator from New Mexico will be
printed in the Reconp,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I think there is a misunder-
standing regarding the petitions presented by the Senator from
New Mexico. I understood the Senator desired the petitions
noted in the Recorp and referred to the appropriate committees.
Is that correct?

Mr. BURSUM. I desire to have them printed in the REcorp.

Mr, CURTIS. I understand they are quite long.

Mr. BURSUM. No; they are very short. There are a num-
ber of papers accompanying the resolutions, but the resolutions
themselves are very short; they will not occupy more than a
page of the REconnp all told.

Mr. CURTIS. Could not one of the resolutions be printed
without the names?

Mr. BURSUM. The resolutions refer to several different sub-
jeets, such as the activities of the Biological Survey, war-finance
lpgilaj;éntiml, the payment of fees on forest reserves, and the
tariff,

Mr, CURTIS. T suggest that the rule be followed and that
they be noted in the Recorp and referred to the proper com-
mittee. In that way they will be printed by title, and the REcorp
will indicate what they contain,

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, the only object in asking that
the resolutions be printed in the Recorp is that the Senate may
be advised as to the desires of those engaged in the live-stock
industry. The printing of the resolutions, as I have said, will
not occupy more than a page.

Mr, CURTIS. I shall not object.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Is it understood that the names
signed to the petitions are to be printed in the Rzcorp?

Mr. BURSUM. Oh, no; merely the contents of the resolu-
tions. As I bhave said, the whole thing will not take up a page.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection,
the resolutions will be printed in the Rxcorp and appropriately
referrad.

The resolutions were referred as below indicated,

Resolution thanking our Representatives in Congress.

In full realization of the great interest and earmest endeavor of our
Representatives in Congress to further the interests of the stockmen of
this State, and with full appreciation of results already obtained—

Resolved by the New Mezico Cattle and Horse Growers’ Association,
i convention assembled at Las Vegas, N. Mea., Mareh 20-21, 1922,
That we express our sincere thanks to said Representatives for what
ﬁ?"h“"“ done for us in the past and are planning to do for us in the

ure.

Ordered to lie on the table,

Truth in fabric resolution.

Resolved by the New Mewvico Weol Growers’ Association, in conven-
tion assembled in Albuguerque, N. Mex., March I6-17, 1922, That we
believe in the honest labeling of all products:; that we deplore the use
of shoddy in the manufacture and sale of so-called all-wool goods
under the term ‘‘all wool,” which term is construed by the public to
mean “ virgin wool”; that we consider the French-Capper bill, now
pending In Congress, the best effort yet attempted to correct such
frandulent practices, and that this convention indorses the French-
Capper bill and urges its immediate snactment,

To the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

Cooperative work resolution,

Resalved by the New Mewxico Cattle and Horse Growers' A ssociation,
in convenlion essembled at Las Vegas, N. Mex., March 20-21, 022
Tt;nz, we uui:st ]s:trodn;:ily ('uizidorsef th%d work of ithe](.’nited States Biologi-
cal Burvey in the desiroction of predatory animals and range-destr
rodents le this State; and be it further . Girg oying

Resolved, That we earnestly recommend the continuance of & com-
mittee to cooperate with them in their work and to join with a com-
mittee from the New Mexico Wool Growers’ Association in making a
sgtudy of the most practicable way to obtain for the Biological Survey
a mﬁre stable source of revenue with which to continue their meritorions
work.

To the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Federal reserve bank resolution.

Whereas the Federal reserve banking system was created principally
in the interest of our cemmercial institutions; and

‘Whereas present banking facilities are inadequate to properly finance
agricultural and live-stock raising; and

Whereas ion%'—term credits and the acceptance for loans of ranch
property as collateral are absolutely essential to a stabilization of
these industries: Therefore be it

Resolved by the New Mezico Wool Growers' Association in conven-
tion assembled in_ Albugquerque, N. Mex., March 16-17, 1922, That Con-
gress amend the Federal reserve banking act so that long-time loans
}nay be extended to live-stock growers and agriculturists; and be it
urther '

Resolved, That lands and ranch property be accepted as collateral,

To the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Resolution recommending amendment of farm loan act and increase
of loan limit.

Whereas owing to drought and deflation many live-stock producers
who have invested the earnings of a lifetime in ranches and improve-
ments now have their ranches inadequately stocked and due to lack
of live-stock collateral are unable to avail themselves of the benefits
to be obtained from the War Finance Corporation; und
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Wheredas there is now functioning a Government agency operating
through Federal farm-loan banks, providing farmers with funds at a
low rate of interest for a period of 333 years, but with the amount
for which any individual can apply so small that it is impracticable
for the live-stock producers: Therefore be it a

Resolped, That the New Mexico Cattle and Horse (irowers' Asso-
ciation, in convention assembled at Las Vegas, N. Mex., March 20 and
21, 1922, recommends the enactment at this geasion of Cungirpss of an
amendment of the Federal farm loan act to include more fully grazing
lands and improvements and a substantial increase of the loan limit;
angd be it further

Resolved, That a copy, of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of
Agriculture and to our Sepators and Representatives in Congress,

To the Committee on Banking and Currency.

War Finance Corporation resolution.

Whereas since the War Finance Corporation has been revived and the
scope of its work broadened to include the business of financing our
livestock and agricultural industries; and since the corporation has
created machinery through which the live-stock and agricultural indus-
tries may be financed, and is attempting to secure the cooperation of
the banks and lve-stock loan companies that are financing the indus-
tries: It is therefore !

Resolved by the New Mewxico Catile and Horse Growers® Association,
in convention assembled in Las Vegos, N. Mex. March 20 and 21, 1922,
That we heartily indorse the action of Congress in passing legislation to
help solve this reconstruction problem of the live-stock industries, and
we further pray that the time for accepting new loans be extended and
applications be accepted for loans up io January 1, 1923,

To the Committee on Finance.

Import duties resolution.

Whereas a measure relating to import duties will doubtless _be con-
gidered during the present session of Congress, and sinece we believe our
industries ean not survive unless we are protected in our home markets ;
and, further, that the financial condition of those engaged in the basic
industries—farming and stock growing—has a direct relation to the
financial condition of every other ¥ers<m in the United States, no
mautter what his occupation may be: It is therefore

Resolved by the New Merico Cattle and Horse Growers' Association,
in convention assembled in Las Vegas, N. Mez., March 20 and 21, 1922
That we favor a substantial ta upon live stock, agrienltural, an
ment products, and urge that there be fixed a duty of G cents per pound
on dry, and 3 cents per pound on green hides, We indorse the truth-
in-fabrie measure, and urge the immediate passage of the same, and
protest against the indifference of the merchants of the country in
regard to this bill, believing that their lack of interest is not justifiable.

To the Committee on Finance.

Tariff resolution.

Whereas the sheep industry was threatened with annihilation by
importations of cheap foreign wools and frozen lamb until the enactment
of the Fordney emergency tariff bill; and

Whereas our costs of production can not be reduced to anywhere

. mear prewar costs; and

Whereas farmers, bankers, merchants, and all elasses of citizens,
articularly in the West, are dependent on a stable and prosperous
ive-stock industry ; and 3

Whereas the Southern Tariff Association and the farmers of the
country, in conference recently in Washington, advoecated proper pro-
tection for all agricultural and live-stock products : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the New Mexico Woolgrowers in convention sassem-
bled in Albuquerque, N. Mex., March 16-17, 1922, urge upon Congress
the necessity of a specific duty on all wools used in the manufacture of
wearing apparel imported into this country to the amount of 33 cents
per pound based on scoured content, together with consistent duties on
wool and wool on pelts, waste, and shoddy ; and be it further

Resolved, That we favor adequate compensatory and protective duties
on imports of articles manufactured from wool ; and be it further

Resolred, That we favor a duty of 5 cents per ponnd on imported
jamb and mutton, and 6 cents Per pound duty on dry, and 3 cents per
pound duty on green hides ; be it farther

Resolved, That we favor the use of American valuations as the basis
of levying import duties. and are altogether opposed to ad valorem
limitations on specific duties.

To the Committee on Finance.

Resolution indorsing Senate bill 5149,

Be it resolved, That the New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers' Asso-
ciation, in convention assembled at Las Vegas, N. Mex., March 20-21,
1922, hereby expresses its earnest approval of Senate bill 3149, intro-
duced by Semator H. O. BURSUM, respecting the transfer of all publie
domain from Federal ownership and control to that of the State, and
copies of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of the Interior and to
the Senators and Representatives in Congress.

To the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

—_—

: Resolution protesting against transfers. 1

Whereas a8 movement is now Fendlng in Congress to transfer in whole
the control of the Forest Service from the Department of Agriculture
to the Department of the Interior, and since we are of the opinion
that the administration of thiz work can be handled more advan-
tageously and with lcss duplication in the Department of Agriculture:
Now, therefore, he it

Resolved by the New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers’ Assaciation
in contcention assembled in Las Vegas, N. Mex., March 20 and 21, 1922,
That we protest against this transfer being made; that it is now in
the proper department for the best interest of the live-stock industries,
and should remain where it is.

We believe the same to be true of the Bureau of Markets, and we ask
{hat the administration of the same be left to the Department of
Agriculture,

To the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

Publie domain resolution.

Resolved, That the New Mexico Wool Growers' Association, in con-
vention assembled in Albuquerque, N. Mex., March 16-17, 1922, approve
Senator BUrsUM’S bill, 8. 3149, relative to the handling of public lands
in New Mexico; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resoiution be sent to. our Representa-
tives in Congress and to the chairmen of the P'ublic Land Committees
of the House and Senate,

To the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

Payment of grazing fees on national forests resolution,

_ Whereas the holders of grazing permits on the national forests of
New Mexico are not in a financial position to pay any part of the
grazing fees due April 1, 1922: Be it

Resolved by the Neiw Mexico Wool Growers Assoeiation 4 conren-
tion assembled in Albuguerque, N. Mew,, March 16-17, 1922, That ihe
payment of the 1922 grazing fees be deferred till December 1, 1922,

To the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys,
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. COLT. From the Committee on Immigration I report
back favorably with an amendment the joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 268) extending the operation of the immigration act of
May 19, 1921. The amendment continues for two years, instead
of one year, the 3 per cent immigration restriction provigion
contained in the present law. 1 ask that the joint resolution be
placed on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
placed on the calendar.

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill (8. 3169) to equalize pensions
of retired policemen and firemen of the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment and
submitted a report (No. 589) thereon.

Mr. BURSUM. from the Committee on Pensions, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them each with
amendments and submitted reports thereon:

H. R. 6369. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors (Rept. No.
590) ; and

H. R. 7340. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war (Rept. No. 591).

Mr. HEFLIN, from the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry, to which were referred the following bills and joint reso-
lution, reported them severally without amendment :

A bill (8. 2579) to provide for the publication of estimates of
unginned cotton ;

A bill (8. 8220) to amend section 2 of the United States ware-
house act, approved August 11, 1916; and ’

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 187) authorizing the Director of
the Census to collect and publish additional cotton statistics.

- ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED,

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that on April 4, 1922, they presented to the President
of the United States the enrolled joint resolution (8. J. Res.
160) authorizing the extension, for a period of not to exceed
25 years, of the time for the payment of the principal and inter-
est of the debt incurred by Austria for the purchase of flour
from the United States Grain Corporation, and for other pur-
poses.

The joint resolution will be

CONGAREE RIVER BRIDGE, 8. C.

Mr. DIAL. From the Committee on Commerce I report back
favorably without amendment the bill (8. 3360) to authorize
the building of a bridge across the Congaree River in South
Carolina, and I submit a report (No. 592) thereon. I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows:

Re it enacted, ete., That the Richland-Calhonn River Bridge Com-
mission be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge and approaches thereto aeross the Congaree River at a
Eoint suitable to the intcrests of navigation and at or mear a point

nown as Bates Ferry, between the counties of Richland and Calhoun,

8. ., in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act
to regnlate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap-
proved March 23, 1906.

Spe. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

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

DONATION OF ARANDONED BUILDINGS AT NOME, ALASKA,

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of House Joint Resolution 249, authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Interier to donate and grant certain
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buildings in Alaska to the Woman's Home Missionary Society
of. the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the passage of which
there is an emergency. I do not think there will be any objec-
tion whatever to it; I am sure there will not be.

The circumstances are these: The War Department had a
post at Nome, Alaska, called Fort Davis. On that post there
were certain temporary wooden structures erected. The post
has been abandoned. The structures are of no use whatever
to the Government, but the women at Nome have asked the de-
partment for some of the buildings for hospital purposes, The
Secretary of the Interior wants to grant them, but lacks the
authority, and the joint resolution simply gives him the neces-
sary authority.

I have a telegram from the ladies interested stating that un-
less the joint resolution is immediately passed, so that they may
take advantage of the snow for the removal of the buildings,
the whole purpose will fail and the donation will be of no use.
That is the reason why I ask that the joint reseolution may be
considered. It has already passed the House.

AMr. CURTIS. Let the joint resolution be reported.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for informa-
tion.

The reading clerk read the joint resolution, as follows :

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
aunthorized and directed to donate and Frant to the Woman's Home
Missionary Society of the Methodist Eg scopal Church not exceeding
three of the frame buildings on the abandoned Fort Davis Milltary
Reservation in or near Nome, Alaska, the material so donated to he
used for the erection of a hospital by said society for the use of white
and native residents of the Nome district, Alaska.

Mr. OVERMAN. It has been reported favorably by the com-
mittee? '

Mr. NEW. The committee reports favorably, and the Secre-
tary of the Interior wants to have the donation made.

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

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed. 1

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS.

Mr, CALDER. From the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably
without amendment Senate resolution 268, which is designed to
permit the Committee on Patents to hold hearings and to em-
ploy a stenographer, as all other standing committees have
authority to do. For some reason, however, the resolution was
not adopted at the Meginning of the present Congress. I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the
resolution.

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

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the resolution be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 268) submitted by Mr. Jorxson on
April 8, 1922, was read, considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolred, That the Committee on Patents, or any subcommittee
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-seventh Con-
gress to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and
to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding $1.25 per printed
page to re}wrt such hearings as may be had in connection with any
subjeet which may be before gaid committee, the expenses thereof to be
paid out of the continient fund of the Senate; and that the committee
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during ﬁae sessions or recesses o
the Senate,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

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

By Mr. CAPPER :

A Dbill (8. 3398) declaring the railway bridge across the
Kansas River in the State of Kansas, at a 'place about 1,578
feet from its mouth, in the city of Kansas City, Kans., an ob-
struction to navigation, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce,

By Mr. ASHURST:

A bill (8. 3399) for the relief of the Indians of the Gila River
and Papago Reservations in Arizona; to the Commrittee on
Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 3400) granting a pension to Ammon M. Tenney; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CALDER :

A bill (8. 3401) 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 Commerce.

. A bill (8. 3402) to amend an act entitled “An act to estah-
lish a unifornr system of bankruptey throughout the United
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States,” approved July 1, 1808, and acts amendatory thereof
and supplementary thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr., SHORTRIDGE :

A Dbill (8. 3403) to provide a uniform rule of naturalization
and to amend and codify the laws relating to the acquisition
and loss of citizenship, to equalize the citizenship status of
men and women, to establish a method for the registration of
aliens for their better guidance and protection, and for other
purposes ; to the Committee on Immigration.

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN ;

A bill (8. 3404) granting an increase of pension to Charles
Burrows; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 3405) for the relief of the surviving children of
John Moylan; to the Committee on Claims.

ADDITION AL DISTRICT JUDGES.

Mr. STERLING. I have a letter from the junior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst], who was called suddenly from the
city, leaving at midnight last night. As he ecan not be present
to-day, he sent to me an aurendment intended to be proposed by
him to House bill 9103, the judicial bill, now pending. He de-
sires to have the amendment printed, and I ask that it may be
printed and lie on the table. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, it is so
ordered.

HOSPITALIZATION OF EX-SERVICE MEN.

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 10864) to authorize an ap-
propriation to enable the Director of the United States Vet-
erans' Bureau to provide for the construction of additional hos-
pital facilities and to provide medical, surgical, and hospital
services and supplies for persons who served in the World War
and are patients of the United States Veterans' Bureau, which
was referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds
and ordered to be printed.

' FRANCES KELLY,

Mr. BORAH submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 9275) for the relief of Frances
Kelly, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys and ordered to be printed.

BUBEAU OF INTERNAL BEVENTUE,

Mr, KING, Mr. President, I submit a resolution and ask
that it may be read and then lie upon the table. During the
afternoon, if I can secure the floor, I desire to submit a few
observations in support of it.

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

The reading clerk read the resolution (8. Res, 270), as fol-
lows:

Whereas it is alleged that there is waste, inefficiency, and extrava-
gance in the administration of the Bureau of Internal Revenue, due in
part to the disorganized and demoralized condition of the bureau,
caused by attempts to repluce and reassign personnel for partisan pur-
poses ; and

Whereas It is alleged that the work of the recovery and collection
of delinquent taxes, amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars, has
been delayed by reason of assigning personnel to the work of auditin
claims against the Treasury, for the refund of taxes already collected,
and of claims for tax exemption, and that such claims are being in-
judiciously allowed to the detriment of the Government; and

Whereas it is claimed that numerous tax attorneys, agents, spe-
cialists, advisers, and lobbyists in the employ of claimants for refunds
and exemptions, some of whom, it is claimed, pretend to have partisan
political influence, are ecarrying on negotiations with officers of the
Bureau of Internal Revenue, in regard to the allowance of such claims,
which negotiations preclude a Judicious examination of and actlon
upon such claims, and will result in seandal, and the disadvantage of
the Government: Now, therefore, be it -

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, or any
gubcommittees thereof, is authorized and directed to investigate the
aforesaid matters, and to report to the Senate whether or not it be
advizable to make a public record of tax exemption and tax-refund
claims which have been decided or which &re pending before the
Bureau of Internal Revenue, and whether or not it be advizsable to
establish a court or public tribunal for the handling and allowance
of claims for tax exemptions and refunds filed with the Bureau of In-
ternal Revenue; and to recommend effective measures to relieve the
Bureau of Internal Revenne from the influence of partisan politics.
The committee is authorized to administer oaths, to send for persons
and papers, and to employ such clerical and professional assistance as
may be necessary, payment therefor to be made out of the contingent
fund of the Senate, upon the order of the chairman of the committee.

Mr. CURTIS. DMr. President, I presume the resolution which
has just been read will be referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, will it not?

Mr. KING. I have asked that the resolution lie on the table
for the present.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will lie on the

; table,
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APPOINTMENTS TO AND REMOVAL FROM OFFICE.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mpr, President, T rise to a parliamentary
inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Arkansas
will state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CARAWAY. On page 4962 of the Recorp of yesterday,
April 4, appear the proceedings in reference to a resolution
submitted by me. I asked permission to submit a resolutien
out of order, and then asked also that it might be read. Now,
here is what happened——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Chair may be per-
mitted to interrupt the Senator, he desires to say that he is
familiar with the Rzcorp on that point, and the present occu-
pant of the chair is of the opinion that the resolution was
offered by the Senator from Arkansas, and it will be laid before
the Senafe in its order.

Mr. CARAWAY. Very well

ADDREES BY SENATOR POMERENE.

Mr. UNDERWQOD: My, President, the senior Senator from
Ohio. [Mr, Pomerexe] delivered a very able address on Thurs-
day evening, March 30, 1922, before the Cleveland Association
of Credit Men on the subject of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence
River improvement. It is an address which carries a great
deal of meat in it, explaining the whole situation, and I think
it is worthy of being printed in the CongrEssioNAL Recorp. I
ask that it nray be printed in the Recorp in the regular Recokp

Tﬁm being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp in S-point type, as follows:

SreEcH oF SExATOR ATLER PoMErwxE BEFORE THE CLEVELAND ASS0-
CIATION OF CREDIT MEN, CLEVELAND, OHI0, THURSDAY EVENING, MARCH
30, 1922,

THE GREAT LAEES-ST. LAWRENCRE RIVER IMPROVEMENT.

The Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River improvement has two
phases—one political, one economical.

When I speak of the polifical phase I do not have reference to
our domestic partisan questions, but to the relations which the
United States and Canada, as sovereign peoples, sustain to one
anether,

When I speak of the economical phase I use the term in its
broadest acceptation. It includes not only navigation, but if we
would get the maximum returns from this enterprise we must
also take into consideration the tremendous possibilities in de-
veloping hydroelectric power—the cheapest power thus far
known to man,

That we already have the political or legal right to navigate
the 8t, Lawrence River upon the same terms and conditions as
‘the nationals of the Dominion Government is evident to anyone
who will examine the treaties.
TREATY RIGHTS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE EIVER.

By article 7 of the Webster-Ashburton treaty (1842) it was
agreed that the channels in the River St. Lawrence on both
sides of the Long Sauit Islands and of Barnhart Islands, and
go- forth, “ shall be equally free and open to the ships, vessels,
and boats of both parties.”

By article 26 of the treaty of Washington (1871) the “navi-
gation of the River 8t. Lawrence, ascending and descending from
the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude, where it ceases to
form the boundary between the two countries, from, to, and
into the sea, shall forever remain free and open for the pur-
poses of commerce to citizens of the United States, subject to
any laws and regulations of Great Britain or of the Dominion
of Canada not inconsistent with such privileges of free naviga-
tion.™

By article 27 of the same treaty the British Government
engaged to urge upon the Dominion Government to secure to
the citizens of the United States the use of the Welland, St.
Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion on terms of equality
with the inhabitants of the Dominion.

In 1905 the Dominion abandoned the system of canal tolls,
since which time all Canadidn canals have been free to all
vessels with their eargoes or passengers, whether these were
Canadian or American.

By article 1 of the treaty of Janunary 11, 1909, Great Britain
and the United States agreed that the navigation of all naviga-
ble boundary waters between the United States and Canada
“ ghall forever continue free and open for the purposes of com-
merce to the inhabitants and to the ships, vessels, and boats of
beth countries equally, subject, however, to any laws and regu-
lations of either country, within its own territory, not incon-
sistent with such privileges of free navigation and applying
equally and without discrimination to the inhabitants, ships,
vessels, and boats of both countries.”

At the time of the ratification of these treaties no definite
plan had been adopted, or is yet adopted, looking to the method

of improving the river or of the proportion of the expense which
should be borne by each of the two Governments. It necessarily
follows that the first step after the determination of the prac-
ticability of the venture is to study tlie method by which the
work is to be done, by which it is to be financed, and by which
it is to be administered during the process of construction and’
in its maintemance thereafter.

I have such supreme faith in the spirit of fair dealing which
always has inspired the people of the United States and our
Canadian neighbors that I am guite sure but little difficulty is
to be apprehended in this behalf. Write it down for all time,
and without any reservation whatsoever, that what will re-
dound to the benefit of the one nation in its transportation
system will be of a proportional benefit to the people of the
other nation.

I have heard it said that this great enterprise for the develop-
ment of the middle continent and its commerce must not be
undertaken because, while a portion of the route is along that
part of the St. Lawrence River which forms the international
boundary between the two nations, another extensive portion of
the route lies wholly within the Dominion of Canada.

I can not agree with this position. I think it captious. Will
the gentlemen who are disposed to hesitate because of this con-
dition pardon me if I say to them that I think they are * see-
ing things at night "7

I recall with great pleasure and greater pride that these two
great virile people who have accomplished so much in the past,
and give greater promise for the future, have lived and wrought
along a boundary line which is nearly 4,000 miles in length, at
peace with one another for more than 100 years, without a fort
or a soldier to police the boundary. And if anyone were fo
rise in the Halls of Congress at Washington or in the Parlia-
ment at Ottawa and suggest the organization and maintenance
of a military foree to police this boundary line, he would be
hooted down by his associates, 1 have no more fear of trouble
between the United States and Canada than T have of trouble
between the citizens of Ohio and the citizens of Pennsylvania,
and I am quite sure our Canadian friends across the boundary,
on the other side of the Lakes, have no more fear of serious
difficulty between the United ‘States and Canada than they fear
aggressions between the peoples of two of their great Provinces.

To be more specific, I have heard it suggested that if the St.
Lawrence route was canalized and deepened, warships, it might
be, of Great Britain or some other country, conld wénd their
way up the St. Lawrence River into the Great Lakes and at-
tack our great cities. I would lose faitls in humanity itself
and in the onward progress of civilization if I were to take
counsel of such groundless fears in weighing a great enter-
prise of this character which will mean so much to the devel-
opment of our two great countries.

Let us then in the consideration of this subject, assuming, of
course, that the enterprise is regarded by investigators as prac-
ticable, suggest that the two Goyernments, either through their
respective Departments of State or Foreign Affairs, or through
commissioners specially appointed for that purpose, negotiate a
treaty or convention by the terms of which the two countries
shall agree to undertake the construction, the financing, and
the maintenance of this channel from the unsalted to the salted
seas.

Surely there will be no disposition upon the part of our Gov-
ernment to take any undue advantage of our Canadian friends,
and I am quite confident that they will approach the subject
in the same spirit.

THE ECONOMICAL SIDE OF THE PROBLEM.

Let us devote ourselves to-night rather to the economical side
of the problem.

Forty-two million people in the United States are found in the
States directly tributary to the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence route,
and there are nearly five million in the Provinces of Manitoba,
Alberta, and Saskatchewan,

Sixty-three and three-tenths per cent of the aggregate vilue
of all of the farm property in the United States is within this
territory.

In this territory is produced 75 per cent of the wheat, 65 per
cent of the corn, 100 per cent of the flax, 86 per cent of the
iron, 40 per cent of the copper, 46 per cent of the lead, and 74
per cent of the zinc.

The report of the International Joint Commission, page 107,
shows that out of 2,973,800 square miles of land surface in the
United States, 1,232,645 square miles, or 41,5 per cent of the
total, lies in the area tributary to the preposed waterway.

The value of the farm lands in this area is $19.319,331,000,
as against $79,925 980,000, or 63.3 per cent of the total value,

It embraces, too, many of the great manufacturing industries
of the country, producing agricultural implements, automo-
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biles, rubber manufactures, meat packing, and all sorts of iron,
steel, paper, and furniture products.

It is estimated by the commission that the average savings
on grain through the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence route will
amount to from 8 to 10 cents a bushel on all grain exported, as
compared with traffic prices now prevailing through lake and
rail, or all rail hauls. But let me be a little more specific.

At the present time it is somewhat difficult to ascertain ex-
actly what the traffic rates might be for wheat or grain from the
upper lake region through the St. Lawrence to European ports.
Certainly it is one rate under present conditions. It would be
a much lower rate were the channel completed for ocean traffic,
I am entirely clear in my own mind that it will result in very
substanfial savings. ; :

Mr. Charles F. MacDonald, of the Duluth Board of Trade,
told the International Joint Commission that the lake rate on
grain from Duluth to Buffalo at the present time was 4 cents
a bushel, and the transportation from Duluth to New York,
including lake and rail rates. with insurance and incidentals,
wis about 15§ cents a bushel, delivered in New York, but not
on board vessel. The all-rail rate from Duluth to New York
was 207 cents. With the present channels on the all-water
route to Montreal there is little movement of grain. With
deeper channels accommodating larger vessels, in his judgment,
the movement would be greatly increased and the rate to
Montreal would be about 11 cents.

Hugh J. Hughes, market director of the Minnesota Depart-
ment of Agriculture, fizured the cost of transporting a bushel
of wheat from Duluth to Buffalo at 2} cents. At Buffalo the
transfer charges from boat to rail were approximately three-
fourths of 1 eent. The rail haul from Buffalo to New York
amounted to 4 cents.

The cost of transfer from car to ship in New York. three-
terniths of 1 cent, Freight charges under normal conditions from
New York to Liverpool were 5§ cents, making a total transpor-
tation charge from Duluth to Liverpool of 12.55 cents. Deduct-
ing the three items invelving transfer and rail haul, amounting
to 505 of 1 cent, there was left a total water haul of T4 cents.
In other words, fully one-half of the transportation charges
from the terminals at Duluth to the warehouses in Liverpool
swere taken up by an overland portage that left the bushel of
wheat when in New York Harbor farther away from its point
of destination than when it left the ship at Buffalo. In his
judgment the construction of a deep waterway from Duluth to
the sea would result in a saving to the shipper of an amount
equal to the cost of transportation from the lake boat at Buffalo
to the ocean-going ship ut New York,

Julins H, Barnes, than whom no man is better informed rela-
tive to the shipment of grain, says: * If the St. Lawrence water-
way were opened so that either lake carrier would extend its
trip down to Montreal or the ocean carrier go up to the head of
the Lakes for its cargo, the transportation saving wounld amount
to perhaps 10 cents a bushel,” Surely this sum would be saved
to the farmer on wheat actually transported to Liverpool, and
this cheaper marketing would be reflected in a somewhat better
price for the balance of his crop.

The Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Herbert Hoover, put the
problem thus: “It is a sound economic assumption that the
price of all agricultural produce was made at the points in the
world where that produce must meet the tide and flow of simi-
lar produce from other quarters of the earth. In other words,
the price to the farmer wonld be increased by whatever saving
might be made in transporting and handling up to the point
where his price was fixed by the flow of world eurrent,” He
then adds: “If by the construction of the proposed canal it
was possible to secure navigation of ocean-going ships on the
Lakes or even of lake earriers to Montreal in a period of two
or three days, it was not difficult to calculate that the trans-
portation of wheat from Buffalo to Montreal would not exceed
1 cent a bushel or perhaps 2 cents. Putting it at 2 cents at the
outside, there would be a saving of approximately 10 cents a
bushel to the American farmer on his wheat reaching Liver-
pool.”

At the time the commission held hearings in Buffalo the rate
for the shipment of grain from the head of the Lakes to Buffalo
wias 4 cents a bushel, or about $1.20 a ton. From Buffalo to
New York, including transfer and loading into the vessel’s hold,
$3.20 a ton, If the Lakes-to-ocean route is completed the voy-
age could be continued to Montreal for perhaps 3 cents a bushel,
or 90 cents a ton. [rom=*Montreal the ocean rate is ordinarily
equal to the rate from New York. So it would seem that the
rate from Buffalo to Montreal would amount to about 90 cents
a ton, whereas from Buffalo to New York, including transfer,
and so forth, it would be $3.20, or a saving of $2.80 per ton.
The ocean rates from Montreal to Great Britain are about the

same as they are from New York to the British ports. Those
who have studied the problem are very certain that there can
be a saving to the farmers of from 7 to 10 cents a bushel in the
transportation abroad when the St. Lawrence is completed.

Governor Harding, of Iowa, testifying before the International
Joint Commission, says that a bushel of wheat can be shipped
from Duluth to Buffalo for 2 cents; from Buffalo to the ocean-
going boats for 17 cents; and from the ocean-going boats to
Liverpool for 14 cents. This is the present method.

With the St. Lawrence canal a bushel of wheat could be
shipped from Duluth to Montreal for 3 cents, and from Montreal
to Liverpool for 12 cents. The difference of 12 or 18 cents in
transportation cost could go into the pockets of the American
farmer,

I might fjuote from other expert witnesses on this subject, but
time forbids, Suffice it to say that it is my judgment after a
careful study of this proposition that if this Great Lakes-St.
Lawrence water route is completed o as to permit of ocean-
going vessels moving from the ports of the Great Lakes to the
ports of the Old World to market our wheat there will be a
saving of from 5 to 10 cents a bushel, thereby increasing the
price to that extent to the producer,

It will be noticed that the figures I give vary, This is due in
part to the fact that they are based partly on estimates and
partly because they are based on various rates prevailing at
different times.

Similar savings would result in many other classes of fraffic,
whether of agriculture or manufactures.

INCREASE IN LAKE TRAFFIC,

The increase in lake traffic has kept pace with the improve-
ment of her harbors, docks, and channels. It has grown by
leaps and bounds, This is due in part to the increased produe-
tion in midcontinent, and in part to the great ability, energy,
and foresight of the Great Lakes marine service.

Before the Federal Government began to improve the Great
Lakes, Lake Erie had no harbor extending in depth more than
5 feet, and a few harbors extending that depth in the other
lakes, In 1824 improvements were first begun by the Federal
Government. Between that date and June 30, 1918, $150,000.000
were spent by the Federal Government on channels, harbors, and
rivers connected with this system of lakes. Now 27 harbors in
these lakes will admit vessels drawing 19 to 21 feet, and 45
harbors of less importance admit vessels drawing 14 feet. Now
the traffic from Lake Erie to Montreal is limited to vessels
drawing 14 feet, that being the depth of the Welland Canal.

Iron ore was discovered in the Lake Superior region in 1844,

In 1855 there were 5000 tons shipped in sailing vessels from
the Lake Superior region to Cleveland,

Further discoveries and development tremendously increased
this output.

In 1884, 68,000 tons were shipped.

Three years later this amount jumped to 400,000 tons.

In 1920 the iron-ore tonnage increased to 56,730,498 tons,

The total value of the iron ore shipped by water from Lake
Superior increased from $8,741,955.87 in 1887 to $340,682.988 in
1920.

Cloal shipments from Lake Erie ports to the upper Lakes over
the same period increased from $4,735454 in 1887 to $119.-
427,870 in 1920.

The tonnage of hard and soft coal for the last year was

14,156,259 tons.
GRAIN SHIPMENTS.

The first record of wheat shipments through the canal at
Sault Ste, Marie was in 1870. The amount was 49,700 bushels,

Forty-five years later 255,481,558 bushels were shipped east
by the same water route,

The total for 1920 was 143,456,487 bushels.

In 1870 the shipments of grain other than wheat aggrezated
304,077 bushels.

In 1920, 51,630,135 bushels.

In 1870, 33,548 barrels of flour went through the canal,

In 1920, 7,477,533 barrels.

In 1920, $1,000,000,000 worth of freight was carried through
the canal at Sault Ste. Marie. This amount is distributed as

follows :

Conl = 1 . - $119, 000, 000
2 | e R AR R S A s - T I e = 86, 000, 000
ol LR Ao S S e A R L M e L 315, 000, DO
L2je e A e A A L TR T T8, 000, 000
MmN e e L N G, 000, 000
e e e e i A U 18, 000, 000
Iron ore__ 340, 000, 000
Lumber 10, D00, 000
Stone ___ _ 985, 000
1 T A e e S SR T fan2, 000
General merchandise 125, 000,
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The total value of the freight through the canal increased
from -$79,000,000 in 1887 to $1,118,000,000 in 1920,

In 1855 the tonuage shipped through the canals at Sault Ste.
Marie was 14,500 tons.

In 1920, 79,282,000 tons.

Four years earlier the tonnage was 92,000,000 tons,

And, now, before we dismiss this branch of our subject, let
me ask, Does anyone seriously believe that we have reached the
peak of production in the eountry tributary to the Great Lakes?
In Indiana is loeated 'the center of our population. A little
farther west is the eenter of agricultural production. Here in
northeastern Ohio is the eenter of industrial development.
Three of the five largest cities on the American Continent are
on the Lakes—Chicago, Detroit, Cleveland.

Shall we believe that any one of these industrial=enters, to
say nothing of the many splendid lesser cities which dot the
shores of the Great Lakes, have reached the limit of their
growth or industrial activities? To even suggest the thought
would offend our intelligenee, The Middle West has not com-
pleted its growth, It is just beginning to grow and to feel its
giant strength. Great things we have accomplished in the past.
Greater things are in store for ns. We must prepare for the
future. Not the least of the tasks before us is to provide our-
selves with the transportation facilities that may be necessary
to accommodate not only the present traffic but the increased
traflic for future years.

PRESENT RAIL AND RAIL-WATER TRANSPORTATION,

I think every student of our transportation system must admit
that present rail and rail-water facilities are not keeping apace
with the needs of the country.

Transportation, like production, ebbs and ‘flows. Disturbed
eronomic conditions ‘will ‘eome in spite of all’ that ‘human in-
senuity ean devise, but as sure as they come, so they will go.
The progress of events lis onward. New eonditions niust be
met. It is estimated that at least one billion if not two'billions
a yvear should be added to the rail equipment in order'to be able
to accommodute the traffic which will eome with returning
good times, and thig must continue for many years. But let
us not deceive ourselves. Common prudence suggests that we
ought not to spend two billion where one will suffice. Common
‘gense admits that if certain routes of traffic arve already con-
wested, we ought to see other outlets, if they are practicable.

The points of greatest congestion now are New York City and
New England. 'We know now as the result of very sad expe-
riences during the war, if we did not know'it before, that New
York terminal facilities are wholly inadequate to meet the
demands. 1 do not overlook the fact that these demands were
made greatly -excessive (ue to the conditions of the war, but to
a very material, though a lesser, extent they did exist before
the World War came.

The cost of handling traffic in New York is not going to be
lessened by increasing traffie in this terminal. New York City
and New York ‘State will have their annudl increases. Their
shipping point will be New York City, as it ought to be, and
if ‘they improve their harbor and dock facilities sufficiently to
keep apace with their own economic development, they will be
doing well.

‘But shall the wvast agricultural, ‘manufacturing, and eom-
mereial interests of the Middle West and the Northwest, to say
nothing of Canada, await the development of proper facilities
in New York City?

1 entertain none but the best of good will toward the great
Empire State and the metropolitan e¢ity of New York, but if
that eity is not able to accommodate, as it has not been for
years, the outgoing and incoming coemmerce of the great
Central West, who is it that says we must be hampered in our
development by its lack of capacity?

In speaking of the failure of New York to serve the commerce
of the Middle West and his efforts to get cars for the ship-
ment of wheat, Governor Allen, of Kansas, related this signifi-
cant statement which had been made to him: “ When you start
a carload of grain from Chicago to New York and it reaches
Trenton, N, J, it is only half way so far as time is concerned,
and not one-lalf way yet so far as future expense is concerned.”
This may be a somewhat extravagant statement, but it epito-
mizes the experience of the great central and northwestern
section of our country.

Mr. E. A, Kersten, of the 8. S, Kresge Co., of Detroit, with a
business aggregating over fifty millions a year, and a large
part of whose sules are of imported articles, says, “ That the
average time consumed in getting merchandise from Europe or

Japan through the port of New York to Detroit was four
months, one month of which was used in the port of New York.”

‘(0. T. Bradford, of the International Harvester Co., said to
the International Joint Commission that it was not at all

unusual for goods to be from 60 to 75 days from date of ship-
ment from Chicago to date of clearing from New York.

Mr. Carl W. Brand, of Cleveland, said “ that delays in get-
ting shipments through New York had resulted in importers hav-
ing to carry a much larger investment in their business. In
some cases the cost of handling goods through New York
amounted to 20 per cent of the first cost.”

Walter L. Ross, with a railroad experience of 30 years, said
“he had been convinced that the primary cause of most of the
transportation difficulties was congestion in New England and
New York. In his judgment, the waterway project through the
Great Lakes and the St, Lawrence River would relieve New York
and New England and Maryland ports very materially, and
thereby make for efliciency in transportation all -over the
country.”

I dare say that the merchants and manufacturers:of Cleve-

land and of the great State of Ohio ean duplicate these experi-
ences.
New York has talked for years about the expenditure of from
$100,000,000 to $200,000,000 in improvements in New York Har-
bor. A prominent railroad executive is my authority for the
statement that the transportation of the country, estimated in
ton-miles, doubles every 10 years. If this statement is only
approximately true, I am convinced that before New York City
or the Government at Washington eould spend the $100,000,000
or $200,000,000 in improving New York Harbor the annual in-
erease of traffic in that eity would be so great that even with
these contemplated improvements completed the congestion
would be as great then as it is now.

EXPENSE OF TRAFFIC IN NEW YORE HARBOR.

The Port Facilities Commission of the United States Shipping
Board has gone into the gquestion of the charges borne by steam-
ship companjes at New York. They find that the actnal physical
loading of the vessel was not the great source of loss and ex-
pense to-day, but rather the time the vessel was held in port.
The case was cited of a small steamer of 8,500 dead-weight tons
which was 15 days in port discharging 2,713 tons and leading
3,783 touns of generil cargo. The port pay roll, supplies, interest,
depreciation, hull, marine, and other insurance, charter hire,
ete.,, amounted to $42,286. Other expenses, such as wharfage,
pilotage, and the various stevedoring accounts amounted to
$23,385, altogether $65,671, or an average of $4,371 a day. 'Ham-
burg, Rotterdam, and a few other of the efficient ports of Eu-
rope could easily have dispatched this vessel in five days be-
fore the war. On that basis the delays were costing nearly $5
a ton to the ship. Of course, this is no doubt an extreme case.

It may be said, as was urged before the commission, that the
delays in New York Harbor were due to the failure of the New
York authorities or of the Congress in furnishing funds for the
necessary improvements. That may be true either in whole or
in part, but the question now for us to determine is, keeping in
mind not only the present demands but the future development
of our counfry amd the tremendous increases in outgoing and
incoming freight to supply the needs of the interior of the
continent, * Shall we make these expenditures in one harbor,
which perhaps can not be developed sufficiently to take care of
its annual increases, rather than to go to the development of the
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence route, which for all time to come can
bring the ocean-going vessels through its channel to the Great
Lakes ports, such as Buffalo, Cleveland, Toledo, Detroit, Chi-
cago, Milwaukee, and Duluth, to say nothing of the smaller but
none the less important lake ports on both the American. and
Canadian side?”

PRACTICABILITY AND COST OF IMPROVEMENT,

Perliaps the strongest opponent of this Great Lakes-St. Law-
rence route is Governor Miller, of New York. He is . a great
lawyer, whose vision seems to be limited to the boundaries of
his own State. He seems to think that the scheme is not prac-
ticable and that it will cost too much. Governor Allen, of Kan-
sas, after listening to the argument of Governor Miller, asked
him' somewhat facetiously, but pertinently, “Are you against the
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence improvement because it will not work
or because it will work?"” With all due respect to Governor
Miller he pleads like a skilled advocate who lacks eonfidence in
his case. Others follow him with equally nntenable objections.

One objection made is that in the St. Lawrence River traflic
must be suspended for a period of five months during the winter
because of the ice and the fog.

True, these are obstacles, but those avho emphasize them forget
that the same fog and iee for five months interferes with the
ocean-going traffic to and from ithe great city of Montreal,
through the lower St. Lawrence River, and yet her ecean-going
traffic is greater than that of any Atlantic port in the United
States save and except New York City alone, Two other Amer-
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ican ports during the last year, I believe, have slightly exceeded
When this objection is made they forget that the
lake traffic, too, is substantially suspended for four or five
menths, but nevertheless it is used to such an extent that 100,-
000,000 tons pass annually through the Detroit River, and it is
all the time increasing, and would anyone say that the lake
traffic is not a paying venture because ice interferes for four or
five months in the year?

Again, they forget that the greatest congestion in rail traffic
in the country is during the seven months when neither ice nor
fog interferes with the St. Lawrence route.

Another objection urged is that ocean-going vessels will not
enter the St. Lawrence. This is not tenable, because—

First, the cost of all rail traffic as compared with all water
traflic is estimated as 5 or 6 to 1.

Second, already we have an enormous ocean traffic through
the 8t. Lawrence to and from Montreal, which is perhaps second
only to that of New York.

Third, there is a Great Lakes traffic amounting to nearly
100,000,000 tons annually, nearly eleven times as much as passes
through the Suez Canal and almost twelve times as much as
passes annually through the Panama Canal,

Having these facts in mind, who shall say that if the canali-
zation of the St. Lawrence River from Montreal to Lake On-
tario is completed that ocean traffic will not seek to go farther
up the river; aye, even to the headwaters of Lake Superior?

Magna Swenson, the owner of the great Norwegian trans-
Atlantic lines, has said:

“ The moment the engineers who build the canal declare this
canal is ready for operation, that moment his steamers would
poke their noses into the St. Lawrence,”

Certainly, in view of the enormous amount of ocean traffic at
Montreal, 700 or 800 miles up the St. Lawrence River, the bur-
den of proof is on those who contend that it will not go up far-
ther to demonstrate the faith that is in them.

PLAN FOR CANALIZATION OF RIVER.

The distance from Lake Ontario to the Atlantic is approxi-
mately 1,000 miles. The Gulf of St. Lawrence extends to
Quebee, or nenrly so. The river is now improved for ocean-
going vessels up river as far as Montreal. It is onlv 183 miles
fronr Montreal to Lake Ontario. Only 33 miles of this distance
must be canalized. The remainder of this distance needs little
or no improvement, except a little dredging. The flow of water
in this river is more nearly constant than in rivers usually.
The variation due to seasons is seldom more than 25 per cent
either above or below the me:dn level., For comparison pur-
poses, it is interesting to note that there is a ratio of 30 to 1
between the spring flow and the late summer volume of the Mis-
gissippl River at Keokuk.

The engineers, Col. W. P. Wooten, United States Engineer
Corps, for the United States, and Mr, W. A. Bowden, chief engi-
neer of railways and canals for Canada, reconrmended the im-
provement. For convenience sake they divide the improvement
into two sections,

First, the international section, extending from Lake On-
tario to Cornwall, or the international boundary line, a dis-
tance of about 45 miles. The fall in the river is 91 feet. At
present there are four canals on the Canadian side. The plan
of the board contemplates the construction of a canal on the
Canadian side with a prisor depth of 25 feet at low water. This
canal extends from the head of Long Sault Rapids down to
Cornwall, a distance of 8 miles, and provided with two lift
locks, with a depth of 30 feet on the sills. In order to concen-
trate the fall in the river so as to reduce the number of locks
and lessen the mileage of restrieted navigation the plans call
for a series of dams. The plan is a combined scheme of navi-
gation and water development. These dams will make possible
a development of water power estinmated at 1,500,000 horse-
power, These engineers estimate the total cost of the entire
international section, including flooded areas and power houses
equipped fo deliver one and one-half million horsepower, at
$159,000,000. Damages, of course, should be paid to Canada
for the four existing canals which will be put out of com-
mission. This amount is not included in the cost as stated,
nor for certain charter rights of the New York & Ontario
Power Co.

Second, the national section of the river is that section which
lies between Cornwall and Montreal, a distance of about 72
miles. The fall in the river is about 134 feet. In this section
of the river lie the three rapids, Coteau, Cedars, and Cas-
cades, the first at the outlet of Lake St. Francis, the second
9 miles lower down, and the last at the entrance to Lake St,
Louis. A canal is proposed 220 feet wide, with a depth of 25
feet at low water on the south side of the river, a distance of
15 miles, Some dredging will be required in Lake St. Francis

and Lake St. Louis. The cost of this improvement is esti-
mater at §93,000,000, not including the putting out of commis-
sion of the present existing canals. The depth contemplnted
under this plan is 25 feet. To get an additional 5 feet in both
the international and national sections the estimated increased
cost would be $17,000,000.

The estimated annual operating and maintenance cost in con-
nection with this scheme is $2,562,000, of which they charge
$1,105,000 to cost of navigation and $1,457,000 to power. These
figures do not include interest on investment. The engineering
board estimates that 2,260,000 horsepower could be developed on
the national section of the river, if this should be thought de-
sirable later, at an estimated cost of $220.000,000,

IMPROVEMENTS SHOULD BE COMPLETED AT AN EARLY DATE,

Think what it will mean to have the Atlantic Ocean brought
to the door of the great industrial centers of the Middle West.
True, the very large ships will not enter. They are not expected
to enter; 70 per cent of the commerce of the world is carried on
vessels of 8,000 tons or less,

Major General Black gives some significant testimony to this
effect. He says: “That out of 14,513 steamships listed in
Lloyd's register for 1918-19, 81.45 per cent had drafts of 25
feet or less and 99.82 per cent drew 30 feet or less, leaving a
percentage of sixty-eight one-hundredths of 1 per cent of vessels
having 30 feet draft or over. The average draft of vessels pass-
ing through the Pamama Canal is only 21 feet, and the Suez
Maritime Canal Co. also states that the average draft of the
vessels passing through the Suez Canal is a little over 21 feet.”

It may prove necessary if this St. Lawrence improvement is
completed and ocean vessels enter the Lakes to increase from
time to time the depths of channels and of harbors, but what
of it? Are we not from time to time increasing the depths of
the harbors on the Atlantic and the Pacific and the Gulf, as
well as the channels leading to them? Why then should we
hesitate to embark upon this enterprise? Those who are most
opposed to this improvement speak of the expense, but I have
not yet heard them decry expense when they call upon the
Congress of the United States for appropriations for their own
harbors along the Atlantie.

The enginears who have made a very careful study of this
project say that the total expense will not exceed $252,000,000,
which will include the necessary equipment for the generation
of electricity amounting to 1,500,000 horsepower. Of course,
their figures are not as definite as they might be. They went
into the subject fully enough to convince them of its practi-
cability, Capable engineers that they are, and not only they
but the International Joint Commission, suggest that before
“any final decision is reached the report of the board together
with such comments, criticisms, and alternative plans as have
been filed with the commission should be referred back to the
board enlarged by other leading members of the engineering pro-
fession, to the end that the whole question be given that further
and complete study that its magnitude and importance demand.”

I am so convinced of the wisdom of this project that I would
be for it even if I knew that it were to cost twice the sum. It
can not fail. The present traffic of the United States now re-
quires it, and the future industrinl development of our own
country as well as of Canada accentuate the need of it.

The commission suggests that that part of the cost of the
improvement which may be properly chargeable to navigation -
shall be in proportion to the benefits which each shall receive.
This amount they suggest shall be readjusted periodically.

As to the cost of the power works they recommend that as
each of the countries is entitled to half of the available power
in the international section of the river the cost of the works
necessary solely for the development of that power should be
borne equally by each country,

They further recommend that the cost of the navigation
works required for the combined use of navigation and power
over and above the ecost of works necessary for navigation alone
should be apportioned equally between the two countries.

As to that part of the navigation works which lies wholly
within one country they recommend that they should be main-
tained and operated by the country in which they are located,
and that “navigation works"™ not lyving wholly within one
country and not capable of economic and -efficient construc-
tion, maintenance, and operation within one country as com-
plete and independent units, be maintained and operated by an
international board, upon which each country would have equal
representation.

These, of course, are merely suggestions which have been
thrown out for consideration by the proper anthorities of the
two countries. All of these questions can be very readily de-
termined by a conference between the two Governments and
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certainly some equitable plan can be devised which will prove
satisfactory to all concerned.

I hope for the speedy completion of the Great Lakes-St.
Lawrence River improvement at an early date for the common
good of the people of the United States and Canada,

PENSION AND COMPENSATION LEGISLATION.

Mr. FRANCE. I hold in my hand an article written by Mr.
Henry P. Janes. It is a very good summary of pension and
compensation legislation and it has been suggested that it
would make a valuable public document, I ask that it be re-
ferred to the Committee on Printing for the judgment of that
committee upon the propriety of making it a public document.

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

SCHOOLS FOR AERONAUTICS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which the
Secretary will read.

The resolution (S. Res. 266) submitted by Mr. WarsH of
Massachusetts on the 3d instant was read, as follows:

Whereas immediate and adequate consideration and development of
the science of aeronautics iz vital to the commercial and industrial
ex;l;nnsiun and to the protection and prosperity of the United States;
an

Whereas the science of aeronautics is recognized by all nations as a
dominant factor in relation to transportation facilities and the national
defense ; and |

Whereas many foreign nations, cognizant of the necessity and im-
portance of aircraft, have indicated programs of miil and puassenger
transportation far superior to the present policy of our Government
with reference to the stimulation, maintenance, and advance of aero-
nautics for all national purposes; and

Whereas aircraft is indispensable for the patrolling and for the pro-
tection of our coast and boundaries, and to supplement to a consider-
able degree naval craft, coast artillery defenses. and other means of
protection and defense now maintained by the Army and the Navy; and

Whereas at the Conference for the Limitation of Armament no action
was taken to reduce, limit, or control the aireraft of the countries
wﬂpresmt»d. although the development of aircraft had a pronouuced
effect upon the reduction and limitation of nayvies; and

Whereas it should be apparent to the most casual observer that a
sufficient and properly trained personnel capable of dewln;lnng. in-
structing, and directing aeronautics, and avallable for the national de-
fense, iz extremely important: and

Whereas it daily becomes more evident that if the United States is
not to be completely outdistanced in the field of aeromputics, and is
not therefore to be left defenseless, a separate school of aecronautics
should be created and maintained, or separate schools of aeronautics
should be established in the United States Military Academy and in the
United States Naval Academy : Therefore be it E

Resolred, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy
are directed to report to Congress (1) whether or not it is feasible
and advisable to establish a school of aeronuntics, to be known as the
United States Academy fer Aeronauties, with bulldin;{s, grounds, and
equipment necessary for instructing and training cadets; (2) whether
or mot it is practicable to use a part of the buildings and grounds of
the United States Military Academy and of the United States Naval
Academy for separate schools in aeronautics, to the end that young
men desirous of qualifying for commissions in the United States Air
Service may be appointed as cadets to such separate aeronautical
schools in ﬁl(‘ same manner as cadets are now appointed to qualify
for commissions in the United States Army and the United States
Navy: and (3) whether or not it is feasible to take over ome of the
existing navy yards or arsenals for the purpose of converting the
same into a Government plant for the development and manufacture
of aireraft of varlous kinds suitable for mational, commercial, and de-
fense purposes. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree-

ing to the resolution.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, T do not
understand that there is any eppesition fo this resolution.

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that the resolution only ealls for
jnformation, and therefore there will be no objection, so far as
1 am concerned, and I think there will be no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution. -

The resolution was agreed to.

ADMTRAL STMB'S STATEMENT AND AMBASSADOR HARVEY'S ADDRESS.

Mr. HARRISON. The clerks at the desk are, I understand,
anxious to clear the calendar of sundry matters that have be-
come somewhat out of date. On their snggestion, I move that
a resolution I offered some time ago, the resolution (8. Res. 91)
requesting the President of the United States to furnish the
Senate certain information as to the purported speech of Am-
bassador Harvey, made at the Pilgrims’ Day dinner May 19,
1921, and as to the revocation of the leave of Admiral Sims, be
indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

RECORDS OF OFFICERS ANXD ENLISTED MEN IN THE WORLD WAR.

Mr. CUMMINS. My, President, on Monday last, during a call
of the calendar, the bill (8. 2992) authorizing 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 appropriation therefor, was passed. I

was not present in the Chamber at that time. The Military
Affairs Committee had reported the bill with two amendments
striking out a part of the bill in which I was particularly
interested. In view of these circumstances, I desire to enter a
motion that the Senate reconsider the vote by which the bill
wils passed and move that the House be requested to return the
bill to the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I did not understand to
what bill the Senator referred.

Mr. FLETCHER. I did not catch the title of the bill.

Mr. CUMMINS. The bill is one intended to require the Sec-
retary of War to furnish the various States with historical in-
formation relating to the troops and the movement of troops in
the World War.

Mr. FLETCHER, T recall the bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TowxsseExp in the chair),
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa that the
bill be recalled from the House.

The motion was agreed to.

COTTON EXCHANGE METHODS,

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I desire to take just a few mo-
ments to state that I hope the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry will make a report upon a bill which I introduced
some time ago. I would like to have the attention of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Norris].

On April 12, 1921, T introduced a bill to amend the present
cotton futures contract law., It was immediately referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. On May 24 of last
year I appeared before that committee and made a statement,
and then I said I had no further witnesses to produce. The
matter has been pending ever since. I have urged the commit-
tee and the subcommittee at various times to be kind enough to
report the bill.  Of course, T would be glad to have a favorable
report, but I told them if they did not care to make that, to
return fhe bill without any report., or, if they would not do
that, to make an unfavorable report,

I want the matter disposed of by the Senate, I want to be
perfectly agreeable fo all my colleagues, and I have no particu-
lar complaint to make against the committee except as to the
slowness with which they move. It does seem to me that 12
months is a long enough time to give consideration to the bill,
especially when we remember fhat it took exactly 30 years
for Congress to pass the original law on the subject. The hear-
ings on the original law were voluminous and extended over
many years, and all the testimony in those hearings is avail-
able for the committee in case they care for it. The matter is
one of greatest importance to my constituents. In fact, I be-
lieve it is of as much importance as all the rest of the laws put
together. -

I wish to read just a short statement made before the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House. Some two months ago I
went before that commitiee and they had witnesses there all
the way from Houston, Tex., up to New York. They put those
witnesses on the stand. One of them was Mr, Bailey C. Harris,
president of the Galveston Cotton Exchange, and here is what
he had to say:

We have offices in New Orleans and Savannah, and our head office
in New York, althongh we are a southern firm. We have selling offices
in Boston, AMontreal, Bremen, Germany; Brussels, Belgium; Havre,
France ; Milan, Italy: and close working arrangements in Spain, in
Seandinavia, in England, and in Japan.

Here is a startling statement of Mr. Harris:

Now, I have been in the cotton business about 23 years, 17 years of
which time I have been in the business for my own account. Prior to
the passage of the Smith-Lever bill, of course, you might say there
were no regulations as to the grades or classification or anything else,
The New York market was almost constantly used by two or three of
the big houses for manipulation purposes, and they were really slaugh-
tering the lambs, both the exporters and the local merchants and every-

body.

When the bill was passed to which he refers that cured a
great many of the defects of the then custom, but unfortunately
it carried the vicious principle of the custom into the law,
which law permits the seller of the contrdet to deliver all of
the contract in any 1 of 10 grades instead of 32 grades under
the custom. That is where they have kept slaughtering the
lambs and everybody else ever since.

I hold in my hand an editorial from the Southern Textile
Bulletin, of Charlotte, N. C., of March 16, 1922, which says,
amongst other things:

AMore than 98 r cent of those, other than members, who have
bought or sold contracts upon the New York Cotton Exchange have lost
money, and the appearance of the New York Cotton Exchange in the
role of protector of those who trade upon the American Cotton Ex-
change instead of with them is launghable.

My, President, T have no more love for the American Cotton
Exchange than I have for the New York Cotton Exchange.
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Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. DIAL. Certainly; I yield.

Mr. NORRIS, Has the Senator filed a motion to discharge
the commitiee?

Mr. DIAL. No; I do not care to do that at present. I am
merely going to say that I hope the report will be made by
next week; if not, at that time I shall ask the cooperation of
the Senator from Nebraska, if he will be kind enough to
render it.

Mr, NORRIS. 1 should like to say to the Senator that I
think his statement is correct, and that the bill introduced by
him is entitled to a consideration which it has not received at
the hands of the committee. The Senator's bill was referred
to a subcommittee, and it has been delayed by methods which,
so far as I know, are all right. It is still pending before the
subcommittee, and the delay against which the Senator has
been protesting has oceurred. I think the matter has been
delayed too long. I have already told the Senator in con-
versation with him that if he should file a motion to discharge
the committee from the further consideration of the bill and
to have the bill placed on the calendar, I would not oppose it;
that, in fact, I would vote for it, unless on argument I should
be convinced otherwise, because it seems to me that, regardless
of whether we agree with the Senator or not as to the bill
which he has introduced, he is entitled to more prompt con-
sideration of the bill than he has received.

It is not really the fault of the Committee on Agriculture
that the bill has been delayed, as the Senator from South
(C'arolina knows. A majority of the subcommittee, I think,
are Senators from the South, who are members of the Senator’s
own party.

Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator from South Carolina will per-
mit me, I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska, who is on
the subcommittee, to which he refers?

Mr., NORRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Keves] is the chairman of the subcommittee, but he is not now
present.

Mr. DIAL. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves]
is the chairman of the committee, and the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr, Norseck], and my colleague, the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. SmirH], are also members of the sub-
committee.

Mr, NORRIS. I think the colleague of the Senator from
South Carolina is opposed to the bill of the junior Senator from
South Carolina. The senior Senator from South Carolina, who
is a cotton expert, is a member of the subcommittee. The
senior Senator from South Carolina has been gick a part of the
time, and it has been on his account, to some extent, that the
delay has taken place.

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 think the senior Senator from Sonth Caro-
Kna is yet sick.

Mr. NORRIS. T think he is.

I want to say to the junior Senator from Seuth Carolina that
if the motion were pending now I should not want the Senate
to pass upon it at present; but, under the rule, such a motion
has to lie aover a day, anyway. I repeat, I myself think there
has been unnecessary delay in the matter, but in large part the
delay has come about in a way that casts no reflection or blame
upon anybody. If, however, the Senator desires to make a
motion to discharge the committee, he may do so. I think,
however, that this matter should come up on a day when the
chairman of the subcommittee may be here, and I think it ought
to be taken up when the Senator's colleague also can be present,
when the matter may be fought out.

Mr. DIAL. 1 appreciate very much the fairness of the
Senator from Nebraska, and I was satisfied his attitude was as
he has stated it. Of course, I wish to disclaim any intention
whatever of reflecting upon the subcommittee, which has charge
of the bill. My only eomplaint is the unnecessary delay. When
I have anything to do I like to move along and have it disposed
of, either one way or the other.

As to my colleague being opposed to the bill, I rather think
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is mistaken about that.
I think he wants to propose some amendments to the bill, but
I do not know that he is opposed to the principle of the legisla-
tion which I have proposed, However, he has a right to his
view, and I have a right to mine,

I desire to insert in the Recorp, as a part of my remarks, an
extract from the Southern Textile Bulletin which 1 have
marked. It is very short.

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

NEW YORK COTTON E!CﬁASGI METHODS.

3hont two years ago a squeeze was being conducted In New York
and southern cotton dealers who were caught on the short side made
baste to ship cotton from Norfolk and Savannah, but when the cotton

reached New York they found that members of the New York Cotton
Exchange had rented every lighter or means of landing the cotton and
bad rented all available warehouse space, although they had no need
of the lighters or the warehouse space.

The southern eotton dealers had to settle at enormons premiums with
those who had conducted the * squeeze” and within five minutes after
the forced seftlement the quotation on the squeezed month dropped
5 cents per pound.

The members whose piety forces them to attempt to save the man
who buys 10 bales upon the American Cotton Exchange made ne ob-
Jection when such cutthroat methods as above stated were used by
their members to rob southern cotton dealers of 5 cents per pound
on a large volume of short cotten,

In 1014 Lewis W. Parker, one of the ablest cotton manufacturers the
South ever produced, bought a large amount of cotfon futures for his
mills, and those on the inside of the New York Cotton Exchange manipu-
lated the market to depress the menth that he had bought.

Facing a severe loss by reason of the undue Gei;ressiun of that month,
Mr. Parker decided to take up the cotton—that is, to call for delivery.

His action at first threw consternation into the exchange, but they
put into effect every bit of red tape and every technicality at their dis-
posal and when he finally got his cotton most of it was of almost un-
spinnable grades. They had also cornered all the cotton warehouse
space in New York and Brooklyn so as to %t him to additional expense
of shipping the cotton elsewhere, Lewis W. Parker paid a large priee
for th]sttemerlty in accepting cotton upon New York Cotton Exchange
contracts.

We have told only a few of the things that they did to him, but there
are men who were associated with lim at that time that can tell a
tale worth hearing. :

We do not want to see the New York Cotton Exchange put out of
business, and we know that there are many honest men among its mem-
bers, but they should purge themselves before they seek to remove the
mote from their younger brother’s eye.

Mr. DIAL. Furthermore, Mr. President, I desire to say that
I have introduced a resolution, which has passed the Senate,
requesting the Federal Trade Commission to investigate cotton
exchanges. The passage of that resolution need not interfere
at all with the particular bill which I have introduced. There
are many things about the cotton exchanges which I desire to
have investigated; but I have not the least shadow of a doubt
about the justice of my bill and about its sufficiency in afford-
ing great relief to our people should it be passed. In fact, un-
less we have some legislation to help the cause of cotton produe-
tion, it will not be more than a year or two until we shall have
to offer a premium to get people to raise cotton in the United
States. There is now the darkest outlook for a erop of cotton
which I have even known in my lifetime.

Mr, President, I hope the subcommitiee having charge of my
bill will speedily make its report. It will be a year next week
since the bill was introduced. If the subecommittee can not see
its way clear to make a report next week, I shall then move
that it be discharged from the further censideration of the bill
and that it be placed on the calendar. Congress is uncon-
sclously aiding the cotton bears every hour it allows the present
law to remain unamended.

My amendment does not interfere with the 10 tenderable
grades; it only classifies them in three classes—A, B, and C,
with a basic grade in each class. This is similar to wheat.
This amendment will make a contract flexible enough for any-
one to trade in, and definite enough to make it worth what it
is claimed to represent, thereby the buyer and seller will be
on equal terms, and unguestionably the value of the commodity
will be enhanced.

BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senafe a resolution coming over from a previous day, which
will be stated.

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution 267, submitted by
Mr. CArAwAY on the 3d instant, as follows:

Whereas without notice as required by law, and without warning
the President of the United States, under an Executive order issu
Friday, March 31, 1922, dismissed James L. Wilmeth, Director of the
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 31 other chiefs of divisions
of that bureau; and

Whereas all of salil persons were within the classified serviee; and

Whereas the law permits the dismissal of persons within the classi-
fied service only after written notice of and an o}:portunlty to reply to
charges should be given the accused: Now therefore be it

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to
inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the publie good, (a) what
faets warranted the dismissal of the men mentioned from the classified
service; (b) on what authority and by what authority he dismissed
these employees from the service.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree-
ing fo the resolution.

Mr. ASHURST obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— {

Mr, ASHURST, I yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I simply want to give notice that unless the
Senator will strike out the “ whereases™ I shall move to have
the resolution referred to the Committee on Civil Service,

Mr. KING. What are the words that the Senator asks to
have stricken out?

Mr. CURTIS. The “whereases.” If the *whereases” are
stricken out, I have no objection to the resolution.

.
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Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, to my mind a more serious
question than the * whereases” is involved. As I understand,
this is a resolution asking the President of the United States to
inform the Senate why he dismissed somebody from office,

Mr. CURTIS. If not incompatible with the public interest.

Mr. BORAH. FEven if the public interest is not involved,
there is the legal question as to whether or not Congress has a
right to ask the President how he shall discharge his duties
under his executive anthority with reference to officers. I think
it involves a very serious legal question.

RKr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, if there
is a law which inhibits the President of the United States—I
am assuming that—from removing employees of the Government
without cause, certainly the Senator from Idaho would not
contend that it was improper for Congress to institute an
inguiry.

Mr. BORAH. Of course, if the President of the United States
has violated a law which we had a right to pass, there is a way
to reach if.

Mr. KING. That could he done by impeachment, as they at-
tempted to impeach Andrew Johnson for an alleged improper
removal of one of his Cabinet officers.

Mr. BORAH. Yes; or a committee could be appointed to
investigate; but I simply desire to say that I think the most
important proposition involved in it is that of the right of the
Congress to ask the President with reference to why he dis-
missed some man from office. That is a mafter which was once
discussed very thoroughly before Congress, and on which a
Democratic President, if I remember correctly, advised the
Congress that it was none of their business, or words to that
effect.

Mr. STERLING and Mr. CARAWAY addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
has the floor. To whom does he yield, if to anyone?

Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. STERLING. I simply want to suggest to the Senator from
Kansas that if this resolution is referred to the Committee on
Civil Service, it should be referred preamble and all—the
preamble as well as the resolution. The Civil Service Committee
might not agree to the form, it might not agree to the pre-
amble, and might make its report accordingly.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, I think the Senator misunder-
stood me. I said that so far as I was personally concerned,
if the * whereases” were stricken from the resolution, I had
no objection to the consideration of the resolution; but in view
of what has been stated, I shall insist upon my motion that the
resolution as a whole go to the Committee on Civil Service.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the motion of the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
from Kansas and also the Senator from Arkansas a question?
There is another resolution here that proposes to have a special
committee to investigate the question of the dismissal of these
parties. Could we not take that up first, before action is taken
on this resolution?

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, in view of the wording of the
resolution, which the Chair has held properly comes before the
Senate, I think it should go to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate., It could go to
the Commitee on Civil Service and then be reported back and
o to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate; and when that resolution comes up I
shall make the same motion with regard to it that I have made
with regard to this one.

Mr, STERLING. Mr. President, if T may be allowed a word,
while I am not geeking work for the Civil Service Committee, if
it is appropriate that the first resolution—the one introduced by
the Senator from Arkansas on day before yesterday—should
zo to the Civil Service Committee, I think there is additional
reason why the second resolution, the one introduced on yester-
day, should go to the Civil Service Committee.

My, CURTIS. Mr. President, the second resolution should
go to two committees—the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, in order to determine the
question of expense, and the Committee on Civil Service.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the Sen-
ator from Kansas—

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly.,

Mr., CARAWAY, I have no disposition to contend about
which committee the resolution shall go to. I am only con-
cerned that we shall finally get a vote upon it.

Mr, CURTIS. Then why not let both resolutions go to the
Committee on Civil Service?

Mr. CARAWAY. T would rather, if the Senator from Kansas
would agree, that both go, or at least that the second one go, to
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate. I only want action on it.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if the resolution should go to
the Committee to Aundit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate, it would likely have to go to the Committee on
Civil Service later on; so why not refer both of them there now?

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not think that necessarily follows. I
presume the Senator from Kansas will agree with me that the

tSj\\anate ought to have a chance to express itself upon these gues-
ons.,

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly I do, but I think they ought to go
to the committee first. ;

Mr. CARAWAY. I am willing to follow the Senator’s first
suggestion and let the first one go to the Committee on Civil
Service and let the other one go to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, That was the
Senatfor’s first suggestion, and I shall not contest the matter if
it is so agreed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
whether he will not incorporate in his motion instructions to
the committee to report back within a few days?

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, no. If the committee does not report
within a proper time, of course the Senator from Mississippi can
move to discharge the committee, I move that the resolution
be referred to the Committee on Civil Service.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from Kansas,

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate another resolution coming ovér from a previous day,
which will he stated.

The Secretary read Senate resolution 269, submitted by Mr.
CARAWAY on the 4th instant, as follows:

Whereas fursuant to an order of the President, issued the afternmoon
of March 31 and immediately effective, there was a wholesale removal
of responsible officials of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and
the appointment of other officials in their stead; and

Whereas the order was made notwithstanding the law, which provides
“that no person in the classified civil service of the United States
shall be removed. therefrom except for such cause as will promote the
efficieney 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 %geterred against him and be furnished with a copy thereof
and also be allowed a reasonable time for personally answering the same
in writing and affidavits in support thereof " ; and

Whereas previous to being notified of their sudden dismissal by a
letter from the Secretary to the President, accompanied by a copy of the
President's order, none of the said persons, =o far as they were aware,
bad been complained of to the Secretary 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 recites that the action of the President dismissing
the said persons was taken * for the good of the service,” which car-
ries the implication that the officials removed had been guilty of mis-
conduct, 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 efficiently, some of them being
officials whose inventions and improvements have been freely used by
the Government to its great advantage, some of them having {eretofore
declined attractive offers of private employment becanse of their devo-
tion to the interests of the Government, and some of them being war
veterans ; and :

Whereas it was stated by the press at the time the order was issued
that it was nplE:oved by the Attorney General, who was then in confer-
ence with the President, and it is now similsarly stated that the Attorney
General will cause an ex parte investigation of conditions in the burean
for the purpose, apparently, of determining whether the order, already
executed, was justified by the facts; and

Whereas in view of his recent utterances, which shows that he is
hostile to the general policy embodied in the civil service law, such an
investigation made and any decision promulgated by the Attorney Gen-
eral wounld hardly inspire public confidence ; and

Whereas it ig in every sense proper and desirable that there should be
a thorough and impartial inguiry into every feature of the tramsaction
in guestion; and

hereas it is also now charged that irregularities amounting to theft

have occurred 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

lrras'ularlt es; and
hereas it is charged that a Member of this Senate knew of said
irregnlarities ; and

Whereas if said statement in said ‘publicatlons be true, saild acts
would in fact be a compounding of a felony : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the President of the Senate appoint a committee of
five 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 falled in the performance of their duties;
whether there is ground for belleving that the good of the service is
likely to be promoted by their removal or by the new appointments; and
whether or not the facts indicate that the order may be regarded as a
gtep in the direction of a return to the discredited spoils system b
disregarding the spirit and, as is also claimed, the letter of the ctﬂ"i
service law. Also find what, if ahy, basis of fact there is ig the story
of irregularities charged and the compounding thereof.
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Mr. CURTIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the
Committee on Civil Service.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 'I‘he question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from Kansas.
The motion was agreed to.
ADDRESS BY HON. HENRY €. WALLACE,

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have here a copy of an ad-
dress delivered by Hon., Henry C. Wallace, Secretary of Agri-
culture, at the annual dinner of the Washington Stock Exchange
on Saturday night, on the farm-credit needs of this country. It
is an exceedingly interesting discussion of the subject, and I am
particularly impressed with the reasons given by Secretary
Wallnee for placing a representative of agriculture on the Fed-
eral Iteserve Board. The address is short, and I ask unanimous
consent. to have it printed in the Rrecorp in 8-point type.

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

The matter referred to is as follows:

Appress BY HevrY . WALLACE, SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, BEFORE

THE WASHINGTON STOCK EXCHANGE, AT THE NEW WILLARD, APRIL 1,

.

e FARM-CREDIT NEEDS.

Economic conditions during the past 18 months have directed
attention sharply toward the farmer and the important part he
plays in our national life. In the fall of 1920 prices of agricul-
tural products almost overnight fell to figures which represented
far less than the actual cost of production and far out of line
with freight costs, wages, interest, taxes, manufactured goods,
and practically everything else which the farmer had to buy.
Farmers found themselves under the necessity of practicing the
most rigid economy and restricting their buying to the bare
necessities, As almost 40 per cent of our population depends
directly upon the land for a living, this restricted buying by
the farmer very quickly affected our entire industrial and busi-
ness life. It compelled the slowing down, and in some cases the
cessation, of many industries. The inability of so many farmers
to pay their debts to the banks when due caused serious trouble
and made necessary emergency legislation designed to relieve
the tension and ease us through a period of very real financial
peril, Many people have been disposed to look upon this emer-
gency legislation, especially such as had to do with financial
matters, as of the nature of class legislation solely for the benefit
of the farmer. In this they are in error., Bankers and business
in general have benefited from it fully as much as have the
farmers; indeed, probably more,

As a result of this experience there has been much talk, first,
of the need of giving more thought to the effect on agriculture
in the administration of our larger credit machinery, and,
second, of the need for a better system of agricultural credits.
People who deal mainly with evidences of credit and those
whose business does not give them an opportunity to know of
conditions which influence agricultural production are not
unnaturally disposed to regard such suggestions as having for
their purpose the securing for the farmer of special privileges

‘and undue advantages over other classes, My purpose this
evening is to discuss these matters in their larger phases and
try to show that not only should careful thought be taken of the
effect on agriculture when administering our larger credit ma-
chinery, and not only is there need for a better system of agri-
cultural credits, but that the taking of such thought and the
meeting of such need will be to the advantage of the Nation
at large and business and industry in general, rather than to
the special advantage of the farmer,

To begin with, I advance some general statements which I
think may be accepted as truisms. It is to the national
interest :

First. That the production of such agricultural products as
can be grown successfully in this country should be large
enough, one year with another, to meet home needs, In short,
that agriculturally the Nation should be self-sustaining,

Second. That so far as possible production should be by
iandowners or those who are in the way of becoming land-
owners-and that our system of renting land should be such as
to enable the tenants to practice diversification of crops and
store and market surplus grain and forage crops in the form
of live stock. Only when such conditions obtain can we expect
that regard for the maintenance of the fertility of the soil which
is our greatest national material asset, and upon which the con-
tinued life of the Nation depends,

Third. That inasmuch as almost one-half of all our people
live on the land, and the surplus population from the country
goes to make up a very important part of our urban life, stand-
ards of living on the farm should be maintained and improved
rather than lowered.

Fourth. That the farms should yield a fair rate of return on
the money invested in land and equipment and a wage to those
who work them which is fairly comparable, everything consid-
ered, with the wage return in the cities and industrial centers.
Otherwise there will be an increasing drift of the better class of
farmers to the cities, and in the course of time the land will be
worked by people of the peasant type.

Fifth. That inasmuch as profits from the rapid advance in
the value of land, which heretofore have heen very much larger
than the profits from yearly farm operations, are fast disap-
pearing, conditions should be such that in the future our
farmers can reasonably count on an adequate return from their
farm operations. :

Sixth. That hazards, risks, and conditions over which the
farmer has no control, but which profoundly influence his re-
turns one year with another—such, for example, as changes in
the price level, which throw agricultural prices out of their
normal relationship to other prices; weather conditions and
insect pests, which greatly affect ¢rop yields—should, so far as
possible, be carried by the community at large rather than by
the individual farmer,

Seventh. That every proper means should be used to estab-
lish agriculture upon a basis which will yield adequate returns
for productive effort, rather than put a premium on speculative
enterprise,

I take it that there will be general assent to the statements
I have just made, It is when measures are proposed which
seem necessary to insure the conditions suggested by these
statements that differences of opinion arise. There is little
difficulty in agreeing upon the ideals which we all wish to
attain, but when we consider ways and means there is con-
siderable clashing of views,

Take, for illustration, the proposed amendment to the Federal
reserve act. The law now reads that when appointing the five
appointive members of the Federal Reserve Board the Presi-
dent “shall have due regard to a fair representation of the dif-
ferent commercial, industrial, and geographic divisions of the
country,” The propoesal is to insert the word * agricultural,”
so0 that the law will read that the President *shall have due
regard to a fair representation of the different agricultural,
commercial, industrial, and geographic divisions of the coun-
try.” Or, as was suggested by the national agricultural con-
ference held in January, “that in the selection of members of
the Federal Reserve Board and the directors of the Federal re-
serve banks, due representation shall be given to agriculture,
merchandizing, and manufacturing, to the end that credit poli-
cies may the more surely comprehend the welfare of all basic
industries.”

These proposals that agriculture, as well as commerce and in-
dustry, should be represented on the Federal Reserve Board,
grew out of the belief that the needs of agriculture have not
had due consideration by the board in determining its gzeneral
policies, and that, as a result, farmers have suffered severely.
Whether or not such belief is justified, certainly policies de-
termined by this board may have a pronounced effect upon
prices of agricultural products and upon agricultural credits.
It seems fo be accepted that commerce and industry and
finance should be conceded representation on the board. Agri-
culture, which is our largest and most important industry,
surely can claim a similar place in its own right, and in view
of the injurious effect npon commerce and industry in general
if policies should be adopted which react unfavorably upon agri-
culture, the astonishing thing is that anyone should object to
such recognition., Such objections probably arise out of the
fear that what is meant is that an ignorant partisan, familiar
with the practical phases of farming but knowing nothing of
financial matters, would be appointed were the law changed as
suggested. Such a fear is absurd. The proposed change would
simply put agriculture on a par with commerce and industry in
the wording of the law, and it is a far-fetched assumption that
any President would appoint any man not qualified for the posi-
tion. In the interests of the country as a whole the member-
ship of this board should be a cross section of our varied in-
dustrial life. Its policies so directly affect the welfare of agri-
culture, business, and industry in general that these pelicies
should not be determined until they have had full consideration
by men who have broad understanding of our agricultural, busi-
ness, and industrial life, using the latter word in its broadest
meaning.

A careful examination of the credit facilities of the country
leads one to the conclusion that they have been devised almost
entirely in the interest of industry and commerce. With the
notable exception of the Federal farm loan system, the needs of
agriculture have had little attention. I do not mean to suggest
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that there has been a conscious purpose to develop a credit
system to the injury of the farmer, but, rather, that industry,
commerce, and business in general have been able to work out
and use varions credit devices especially adapted to their par-
ticular needs, and which the farmer, becanse of his jsolation,
of the individualistic character of his business, and of his longer
period of turnover, has not been able to use for himself. Hav-
ing in®mind that agricnlture is our basic industry, and that it
can not be conducted efficiently in the absence of credit facilities
suited to its needs, there should be no disagreement with the
statement that both long-time and short-time money ought to be
as easily and as cheaply available to the farmer as to industry
and commerce. The security the farmer has to offer is as good,
and the moral risk is fully as low, as with other classes of
borrowers.

Heretofore when speaking of the credit needs of the farmer
we have been disposed to classify them as long-term or mort-
gage credit, resting upon real estate as security, and short-term
or personal and collateral credit. With the advent of the Fed-
eral farm loan system a new and broader conception of farm-
mortgage credit has been developed. It is estimated that the
total farm-mortzage debt in the United States is about $8,000,-
000,000. This debt is owing fo commercial banks to the amount
of approximately $1,500,000,000, to the insurance companies to
the amount of perhaps $1,250,000,000, and the remainder to
farm-mortgage companies, Federal and joint-stock land banks,
various State funds and credit agencies, and individual in-
vestors. In well-developed farming sections the interest rate
on farm mortgages has been fairly reasonable, although not so
low as on other classes of securities no higher in character. In
‘the more recently settled regions the interest rate has been
higher than would seem to be justified by the character of the
security offered. As a rule farm-mortgage loans run for a
period of five years, and are generally made repayable in a
lump sum at maturity, although companies which give especial
attention to this class of business not infrequently provide for
optional yearly payments before maturity.

Under normal conditions it has been possible to renew these
mortgages, in whole or in part, upon the payment of a new com-
mission and other incidental expenses, and this has been all the
easier because there has been a fairly constant advance in the
price of land, thus enhancing the security. However, when such
mortgages have fallen due in times of depression or panic, re-
newals very often of necessity have been denied, and in some
cases foreclosure, with consequent loss of the painfully accumu-
lated savings of the farmer,

With the coming of the Federal farm loan system long-time
amortized loans were introduced, While this system is hardly
past the experimental stage, it promises to remedy many of the
difficulties of long-time credit for the farmer. Evidently it has
had a helpful effect in reducing inferest rates for less-favored
agricultural sections. As yet the Federal and joint-stock land
banks provide but a relatively small part of the mortgage credit,
somewhat less than 7 per cent of the total, but in the Southern
and Western States, where interest rates were higher and loans
more difficult to obtain, the loans from the Federal system now
exceed 10 per cent of the total, and in five of these States exceed
15 per cent.

The most frequently urged objection to the Federal farm-loan
system is the tax-exempt privilege of the bonds. I make no
argument in favor of tax-exempt securities. I am conscious of
the evils and dangers involved in our rapidly increasing volume
of such securities, which make it possible for those who have
large incomes to shift the tax burden from their own shoulders
to those of others less able to bear it, but the Federal farm-loan
gystem is very slightly responsible for the issuance of these tax-
exempt securities. While the actunal amount of such securities
outstanding is not known, it has been estimated by members of
the Treasury Department’s staff that on January 1, 1922, it was
about as follows:

State, county, and minor political subdivisions_______ £8, 142, 000, ggg

United States tax-free bonds (net outstanding) .- 2, 184, ;
Federal farm-loan bonds (net outstanding) - 284, 000, 000
Bonds of insular possessions (net outstanding)_______ - B0, 000

Total 10, 660, 000, 000

This estimate is below estimates made by various students of
taxation, and it makes no allowance for the existence of billions
of dollars’ worth of semitax-free securities which carry exemp-
tions when held in amounts not exceeding a specified sum.
Probably it is not far out of the way to say that we have at
least $15,000,000,000 worth of securities upon which no income
tax is levied.

In view of the fact that farm tax-exempt securities constitute
less than 2 per cent of the whole, such criticism of the Federal

farm-loan system is not well taken. It would be to the ad-
vantage of the farmer, of‘the average taxpayer, and of the Gov-
ernment itself, if all tax-exempt securities should be diseon-
tinued, but as long as other people are granted such privilege as
comes from the issuance of such securities it does not lie in
them to protest against similar benefits being extended to the
farmer.

Short-time or working credit is secured by the farmer from
two sources—the commercial bank and fhe merchant, Such
loans by banks probably aggregate between three and one-half
and four billion dollars. It is impossible to estimate the
amount of such credit extended by the merchants, but neces-
sarily this also must be carried mostly by the banks. The
trouble with such short-time credit as has been available to the
farmer is twofold. First, ordinarily the notes given run for a
shorter time than he needs the money and therefore must be
renewed ; and second, except in favored agricultural regions, the
interest rate is often higher than farm profits justify the farmer
in paying. What the farmer needs is a form of personal credit
available for varying lengths of time, aceording to the purpose
for which it is used. It may be called intermediate credit. For
the growing of crops credit running from three months to six
months is needed ; for live-stock growing or feeding the period
may run from three months to a year and a half or two years,
while for improvement or development purposes, such, for ex-
ample, as the purchase of certain kinds of machinery, the build-
ing of silos and barns, the fencing and draining of land, not
infrequently as much as three years' time is needed. Our per-
sonal credit machinery, therefore, is not at all adapted to farm
requirements. In normal times and in favored regions the
farmer can get along fairly well, but in times of financial
trouble he is placed at a terrible disadvantage and often is
obliged to sacrifice his live stock and grain to the disadvantage
not only of himself but of the community at large. For many
years past the farmer has been conscious of the disadvantage
under which he has labored in this matter of personal credit,
but has been unable to help himself, Now, however, due to the
economic difficulties of the past two years, bankers and others
who have to do with large financial operations, as well as busi-
ness men whose dealings with farmers are more or less direct,
have come to see that the problem is one for them as well as
the farmer, and there seems hope of relief,

Two presentations of this matter, both of which have been
made recently, are worthy of careful consideration, One is by
the Congressional Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry,
which, after prolonged hearings, last fall made an exceedingly
valuable report on credit and has caused the introduetion of a
bill to amend the Federal farm loan act by establishing a farm
credits department in each Federal land bank. In brief, this
bill provides that Federal land banks may rediscount notes given
for money advanced to farmers for agricultural purposes, such
notes having a maturity of not less than six months nor more
than three years, these notes to be converted into short-time
debentures to be sold to the public in the same way that farm
loan bonds are now sold. It is proposed further that such notes
shall be eligible for rediscount at any Federal reserve bank
when they have reached a maturity of not less than six months;
also, the Federal reserve banks would be authorized to buy and
sell the debentures issued by the Farm Loan Board, as they now
buy and sell farm loan bonds,

The other report was made by the committee on agricuitural
credit, insurance, and taxation of the National Agricultural
Conference. This committee recommended legislation to em-
power an agency of the Government to discount for banks, trust
companies, incorporated live stock associations, and so forth,
any note the result of money advanced or used in the first in-
stance for an agricultural purpose; also, to make loans direct to

.cooperative associations of farmers, such loans to have a ma-

tnrity of not less than six months nor more than three years at
the time they are discounted. Such agency would be author-
ized to issue or sell debentures with a maturity of not more
than three years and Federal reserve banks would be authorized
to rediscount for such agency, as well as to buy and sell deben-
tures and other obligations issmwed by such agency. The com-
mittee proposed also that the Federal reserve act be amended
to give reserve banks authority to buy and sell notes secured by
warehouse receipts covering readily marketable, nonperishable
agricultural staples, and also notes secured by live stock.

When it is remembered that among the members of this com-
mittee were A. C. Miller, of the Federal Reserve Board; Eugene
Meyer, jr., of the War Finance Corporation ; Guy Huston, of the
Joint Stock Land Bank Association; George Woodruff and
Joseph Hirsch, of the American Bankers' Association; A. F.
Lever, of the Federal Farm Loan Board; and Theodore H.
Price, editor of Commerce and Finance of New York, its recom-
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mendations are entitled to the respectful consideration of bank-
ers and financial men generally.

In conclusion, permit me to say that in speaking to you of
the need of better agricultural eredit it is not with the thought
of making a special plea for the farmer or of asking for him
special favors to which he is not entitled or advantages over
any other class of citizens, The point I have been trying to
make is that credit facilities should be provided which are
adapted to the peculiar needs of agriculture and thus make it
possible for farmers to produce efficiently and abundantly.
This is all the more important to our business and industrial
life now that we are coming into a period of strenuous compet_i-
tion with foreign manufacturers. Therefore every effort to this
end should have the friendly consideration of those who have
had training and experience in financial and credit matters.

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAR.

Mr. NEW. Mpr. President, I have here a synopsis of the pro-
posed adjusted compensation bill, prepared by the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Spexcer], which puts into very concise and easily
understandable form the provisions of that bill. I suggest that
it would be well to have it printed in the Recorp, for the con-
venience particularly of service men, and I ask that that be
done.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

SYNOPSIS OF BONUS BILL AS PASSED BY THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES,
BY SELDEX P. SPENCER, UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM MISSOURL

1. The name of the bill is the World War adjusted compensation act.

It applies to practically every veteran in military und naval forces in
the United States between April 5, 1917, and November 12, 1018,

2. It provides for the payment of $1.25 for each day of oversea serv-
fee, and $1 u day for each day of home service (excluding the first 60
days of service, which was taken care of by the original bonus of $60),
with a limit of $625 for oversea service and $500 for home service.

It does not apply to anyone with a grade above that of captain in
the Army and its relative rank in the other hranches of service,

3. Four optional plans are provided:

a. For adjusted service pay, provided that if the amount coming
to the ex-service man is $50 or less, it is payable at once,

b. To receive vocational training aid.

¢. To receive farm or home aid.

d. To receive land settlement aid.

The choice must be made by the ex-service man by application to the
Secretary of War if he was with the military forees, or to the Secretary
of the Navy if he was with the naval forces, and must be made on or
before July 1, 1923, Full regulations giving detailed information as
to precisely what could be done will be compiled by the War Department
and the Navy Depurtment and distributed.

4. No one can interfere by any attachment or levy or any other legal
or equitable process with this bonus. It comes from the Government
direct to the ex-service man, or if he dies in meantime, to his named
beneficiary or estate, nor can the rights under this law be assigned hy
the ex-service man to anyone else. He must avail himself of it him-
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505_ If the ex-service man elects to take an adjusted service certificate,
he receives a certificate for the amount due him at the rate of §1 a
day or $1.25, as above provided, and in addition for an amount equal
to 25 per cent of the actual service compensation, and in addition to
this, interest on the full amount at the rate of 44 per cent compounded
annually for 20 years, so that the actnal face value of the adjusted
service certificate which the ex-service man has is about three times
the amount due him at the rate of $1.25 or §1 a day for the time he
gerved, as above indicated. . X

For example, if a man served 360 days oversea, he would be entitled
to $1.25 per day for every day after the first 60 days. This would en-
title him to $375. To this amount there would be added 25 per cent
of it, or $93.75, und in addition there would be added interest on both
amounts at 431 per cent for 20 years, so that the face value of his cer-
tificate would be approximately $1,125.

This certificate is payable in 20 years ; that is, on or before September
20, 1942. If the holder should die before this maturity, then the full
amount is immediately payable to the person designated by him as his
beneficiary, or. failing such designation, fo his estate.

If an ex-service man needs any money at any time before September
1, 1925, he e¢sn borrow at any State or National bank a half of the
amount actually due him for service at the rate per day mentioned
above, plus interest on such amount at 4% per cent compounded an-
nually tor the time the certificate has actually run. This Joan is based
not upon the value of the certificate at maturity but upon the amount
due him at the rate per day indicated above, together with interest.

After September 30, 1925, the terms of the loan are more advan-
tageous, A loan then can he made at any post office at 4% per cent
interest. Between October 1, 1925, and October 1, 1928, 85 per cent
of the amount actually due for service, plus interest thereon com-
pounded annually, can be bhorrowed, and as the certificate gets older
the borrowing privileges are more and more liberal.

The second choice ig vocational ald. To the man who selects this
plan there is paid $1.75 for each day he takes vocational training
provided for him, but the amount so paid shall not exceed in the ag-
gregate 140 per cent of the amount to which he was entitled for
service at the rate per day mentioned above. That is, if a man is
ontitled to $500 because of his service, he would be entitled to receive
£700 if he took vocational training. The vocational training to be
gelected will be such as the man desires to take and will meet with
the approval of the United States Veterans' Bureau. If the man
taking vocational training should die before the training is completed,
his beneficiary or his estate receives at once the balance due to him,

The thira choice is farm or home aid. To the man who selects this
plan there is paid at once the amount of his service compensation
computed at the rate per day as indicated above, and to this is added

25 i)er cent of the amount, but this amount, which becomes at once
avallable, can be used only to enable the man to either make improve-
ments on a city or suburban home or in connection with the farm.

The fourth plan is the land-settlement plan, and provides that
the Government shall institute such reclamation projects as a selected
board may determine, and when this board has determined what tracts
of land shall be reclaimed, then employment, so far as practicable, shall
be given in this reclamation work to veterans, and when the project is
completed a certaln number of acres, which shall not be too large for
cultivation by a family and shall be sufficiently large to support the
family, shall be allotted to veterans to apply for, and the veteran thus
applying therefor shall be allowed to apply on the purchase price of
such farm the amount which he is entitled for service as indicated
above per day, and to pay the balance of the price of the farm in
emall installments running, if necessary, through a period of not ex-
ceedin% 25 years.

If the veteran should die after he has made application for such
land, then his beneficiary or his estate would succeed to his rights.

The above is =imply a general ;;lynopsls of the bill, and is intended
to give some idea of what the bill as passed by the House of Repre-
sentatives provides. f

APPOINTMENTS BY EXECUTIVE ORDER.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, I was under the impression
that Senate Resolution 258 was to be handed down by the Chair,
but I am informed that it is on the table. I therefore move
that Senate Resolution 258 be laid before the Senate and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
tor from Mississippi will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read Senate Resolution 258, sub-
mitted by Mr. HArrisoN on the 3d instant, as follows:

Resolved, That the President of the United States is requested to fur-
nish to the Senate the name of every person appointed by Executive
order setting aside the civil-service rules, and to furnish to the Senate
the reasons therefor,

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, if there is no objection, and
3"(’.1‘3‘0‘]18 is in favor of the resolution, I shall not occupy the

00T.

Mr. MOSES. With reference to the resolution as it stands,
the Senator from Mississippi makes an assumption which is not
warranted. Does the Senator mean he wishes the President to
send us the name of every person appointed by Executive order
since the civil service was first instituted?
~ Mr. HARRISON. No; I mean since the President assumed
the control of the Government.

Mr, MOSES. The Senator means the present President?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I assume this information is
sought for the purpose of comparison, and if the resolution is
to be adopted, I hope at least it will be amended so as to in-
clude the prior administration. I will say, further, for the
information of the Senator and for the information of the
Senate, that every Executive order setting aside the civil-service
regulations and authorizing an appointment is printed in the
annual report of the Civil Service Commission, and a full state-
ment of the reasons is given always in the order; so that, in
my capacity as chairman of the Committee on Printing, which
is charged by the statute to guard against waste and extrava-
gance in public printing, I should hope that the Senator would
not ask for this information when he can readily go to the files
of the reports of the Civil Service Commission and get it.

Mr. HARRISON. I am very glad to know that it is acces-
sible, and there will be no obstacles thrown in the way. I am
not asking for am unusual thing, then, according to what the
Senator has said.

Mr. MOSES. The Senator is asking for an unusual thing,
because he is asking for a lot of duplicated information to be
sent by the President, when a diligent Senafor could get it for
himself.

Mr. STERLING. In corroboration of what has been stated
by the Senator from New Hampshire, I simply call the atten-
tion of the Senator from Mississippi to the last report of the
Qivil Service Commission, in which is given the list of appoint-
ments under Kxecutive orders. .

Mr, HARRISON. When was that made?

Mr.: STERLING. This is the 1921 report, containing a list
of the orders excepting the persons named from the require-
ments of the rules, and they are given in detail.

Mr. HARRISON. Does that give the reasons for the orders?

Mr. MOSES. Yes; Mr. President, in every case the date of
the order and the reasons for it are given. The first order
printed here is dated October 2, 1920, and they run down to
September 23, 1921,

Mr. HARRISON. That is one of the very reasons, may I
say, why I offered this resolution and asked for its immediate
consideration. That report gives the list only up to September,
1921, and I want to bring it down to date, It has been some
months since then.

Mr, MOSES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The resolution of the Sena-
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Washington in

the chair). The Senator will state his inquiry.

Mr. MOSES. Just what is the status of the resolution? Is
the Senator asking unanimous consent for its present considera-
tion?

Mr. HARRISON. It is already before the Senate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is on the table,
and the Chair understands the Senator from DMississippi has
moved to take it from the table and proceed with its considera-

tion. That motion, the Chair understands, bas not yet been
put.
Mr. MOSES. If I may, I move that the resolution be re-

ferred to the Committee on Civil Service.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator from Missigsippi yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. KING. I would like to inquire of the Senafor from
South Dakota whether or not that report, or any report which
has been made by the Civil Service Commission, will reveal the
fact that several hundred employees in the customs service of
the Government have been removed or transferred by Executive
order, or by some order, largely because, or ostensibly for the
reason, that they have opposed the American valuation plan
of determining the duties to be imposed upon articles imported
into the United States? Has the President or has any executive
officer given any information as to the reasons for those changes
and transfers?

Mr. MOSES. The question is not addressed fo me, Mr.
President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know
whether the Senator from Mississippli has yielded the floor
or not?

Mr., HARRISON.
Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. And I propounded an inquiry to my distingunished
friend from South Dakota.

Mr, STERLING. No; it does not. The Civil Service Com-
mission report, under the head of “ Executive orders,” refers.
I think, for the most part, to individual cases. So far as I
have scanned that report, it does.

Mr. MOSES. If I may add a word, Mr. President, these
orders which are issued are for the purpoese of putfing people
into the classified service without regard to the civil service
rules, and an Executive order has to be issued in every case.
The Civil Service Commission invariably refuses its asSent.
That happens under all administrations, Republican and Demo-
cratic.

Mr. STERLING. Appointing some originally, or reinstating
omie?

Mr. MOSES. The Civil Service Commission always with-
holds its assent, but the Executive always overrides it. How-
ever, Mr. President, T am sure the Senator from Mississippi will
pardon us if we go on talking, because it helps in the general
policy of delay which I am sure his record shows he so much
desires,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I did not yield to be up-
braided in that way.

Mr. MOSES. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not want to
upbraid him. I thought I was stating a perfectly patent fact.

Mr. HARRISON. I am not trying to take up time unneces-
sarily, and I make a point of order against the motion of the
Senator from New Hampshire to refer the resolution to a com-
mittee, because it is not in order. My motion must be put before
that would be in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand
that the Senator from Mississippi had yielded the floor for
the purpose of allowing another Senator to make a meotion to
refer the resolution to a committee.

Mr. MOSES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr, MOSES. What is the motion now before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands, the
Senator from Mississippi has moved to take from the table Sen-
ate Resolution 258

Mr. MOSES. I move to amend that by adding the words
“and refer it to the Commrittee on Civil Service.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
has not yielded for that purpose.

Mr. MOSES. He has made a motion, and I am entitled to
move an amendment to his motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
was discussing his motion and until he yields the Senator from
New Hampshire can not move to amend.

Mr. MOSES. I beg the Senator's pardon; I hope he will go
on with his discussion of the resolution.

No; I have the floor, and I yielded to the

8

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr., CURTIS. I want to ask as a parliamentary inquiry if
a motion to commit a reselution to a commrittee does not have
precedence ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may have, possibly, when a
Senator has an opportunity to make such a motion. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi has the floor as yet.

Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me
for a guestion?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator, if I can get the floor
again, for the purpose of allowing him to nrake his proposed
motion, so that we can have the whole thing before the Senate.

Mr. MOSES. I simply ask the Senator from Mississippi to
accept the amendment to his motion which 1 have proposed.

Mr. HARRISON, I do not want my resolution buried in that
way.

Mr. MOSES. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator dees not mean
“buried.” The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. SterLizeg], the
chairnan of the conmuittee, will give the resolution every con-
sideration, and very sympathetic consideration, I am sure,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, T did not know that there
would be any opposition to this resolution, and I am very much
surprised. I thought there would be cooperation in trying to
obtain this list of names of people who have been appointed by
the President since the 4th of March, 1921, by Executive order.
The Senator from New Hampshire, who is always alert, and
who was yesterday styled a political spoilsman, cites us to this
report

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I correct the Senator?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield?

Mr, HARRISON. T yield.

Mr. MOSES. I want it to appear very clearly in the Recorp
that I am self-styled that way.

Mr. HARRISON. I thought the Senator had a pretty good
opinion -of himself,

Mpr. President, the report of the Civil Service Commission does
not furnish the information I want, If it did, I would not press
this resolution. It only furnishes a list of names of persons
appointed under Executive order up to August, 1921. The great
number of Executive orders, I understand, have been signed by
the President sinee that time, only when influence has been
brought to bear by the distinguished Senator from Illineis and
others who sought patronage. So the list I want is not incor-
porated in this report of the Civil Service Commission. We
need it, and we should have it. .

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

Mr. HARRISON. Another thing about this report which im-
presses me as I look over it is that the reasons are not assigned
in all cases, They are supposed to be assigned, but they are
not assigned in this report. 1 notice in nunerous instances that
no reason was assigned for the action. My resolution calls for
the reasons as well as for a list of the names.

Now I vield to the Senator for a question.

Mr. MOSES. I simply wished to ask the Senator if he could
not content himself in patience until the next report came out?

Mr. STERLINtG. May I correct the Senator in regard to his
resolution? It does not call for any reasons at all, It just
asks for names.

Mr. HARRISON. The resolution I have offered?

Mr. STERLING. I beg the Senator's pardon; I see that it
does call for the reasons.

Mr. HARRISON. That is one of the things I wanted, because
I thought that in some cases the reasons could not be given, I
hope the resolution will be adopted, so that we may be informed
as to just how many Executive orders have been issued placing
these people in the classified serviee. X

Mr. MOSES. What is the motion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to take from
the table Senate Resolution 238 and proceed with its considera-
tion. g

Mr. MOSES. I nmiove to amend that by striking out the words
“ proceed with its consideration,” and add the words “ refer it
to the Committee on Civil Service.”

Mr. HARRISON. I make a point of order against that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippl
will state his point of order.

Mr. HARRISON. I make the point of order that that mo-
tion is premature, that the resolution must be before the Senute
first. and then if the Semator wants to make his motion he can
do so0. .
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
the motion is not amendable. The Chair will put the question.

Mr, CURTIS. 1 desire to know if it would not be in order
at this time to move to commif the resolution, and if that would
not have precedence over the motion to take it up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not before the Sennte yet.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KING. I desire to inquire if the resolution is not auto-
matically before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands not.
It is still .on the table.

Mr. KING. It is my understanding that under the rule it
went over yesterday, and to-day autematically came hefore the
‘Benate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been on the table for
some time, the Chair understands, It was offered several days
ago.
Mr. CUMMINS, Mr, President, T rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Benator will state his
‘point of order,

Mr, CUMMINS. My point of order is that during the morn-
ing hour a motion of this character is not debatable.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well
taken; but the debate had closed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

AMr, HARRISON. Is it in order and permissible :at this time
for me to answer the question propounded by the Senator from |
Utah, that the reason why we did not take up the resolution |
yesterday, when it was presented to the Senate, was because |
the Senator from Nebraska asked qne to let it go over until |
to-day, and I did so at his instance,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Mississippi to take this resolution from d:he
table and proceed with its consideration.

Mr. HARRISON. T ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. MOSES. NMr. President, 1 suggest the absence of a
quorun.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire suggests the absence of a gquornm, and the Secretary will
call the roll.

The Assistant Seeretary culled the voll, and the fol]aﬂng
Senators unswered to their names:

Ashurst France Moses Rimmons |
Ball Frelinghuysen Myers Bpencer”

Borah Gooding Nelson Stanley

RBroussard Harreld New Rter]iuiz

Bursum Harrison ' Nigholson Sutheriand

Calder Heflin Norbeck Tow nsend

Cameron Hitcheock Norris Trammell

Capper Jomes, N. Mex. Oddie Tnderwood
Caraway Jones, Wash. Overman ‘Wadsworth
Culberson Kendrick Page Walsh, Mass.
Cumming Keyes Pepper Walsh, Mont,
Curtis King Phipps Warren |
Dial Tadd Rawson Watson, Ga, i
«u Pont La Follette Reed Weller

Elkins MeCormick Sheppard

Fernald MeKinley Shields

Fletcher MeNary Shortridge

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-five Senators having
answered to their nomes, a quormmn is present. The question is
on the motion of the Senator from Misgissippi [Mr. Harrsox]
to proceed to the fonsideration of Senate Resolution 238, on
which the yeus and nays have been demanded.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Becretary
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. NEW (when his name was called). T have a pair with the
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKeriar]. 1 transfer
that pair to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wrriis] and
vote “nay.” 1 will let the announcement of this pair and its
transfer stand for the day. -

Mr. SHIELDS (when his name was called). T have a general
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare]. I understand
that he is absent. 1 transfer that pair to the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Geery] and vote * yvea.” |

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I transfer my |
pair with the SBenator from South Carelina [Mr. Sn’ﬂ'ﬂ] to the!
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Crow] and vote * nay.” ]

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a !
general pair with the semior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. !
Roeinson]. 1 transfer that pair to the senior Senator from '
Connecticut [Mr, Branpegee] and vote “ nay.” |

AMr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer |
my general pair with the senior Senator from ansnclmsettn|
[Mr. Lonce] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirrvan]

and vote “ yea,”

Mr. WATSON rof Indiana (when ‘his mame was «called). T
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi
[Mr, Wicriams], which I transfer to the junior Senator from
Oregen [Mr. BranrreLp] and vote “mnay.”

The reoll call was -eoncluded.

Mr. DIAL. I «desire to smnounce that my colleague [Mr.
SyarH] is detained on official business, Task that this announee-
menf may continue through the day.

Mr, STANLEY (after having voted in the affirmative). Has
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Exxst] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not veted.

Mr. STANLEY. I have a general ipair with the junmior Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst]. I transfer that pair to the
genior ‘Benator from Louisiana [Mr. RAxspern] and allow my
vote to stand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington, after
having voted in the negative). The Chair desires to state that
the senior Senator from Virginia '[Mr. SwaNson] is necessarily
absent, and T agreed to take care of him for the day. I transfer
my pair with that Senator to the junior Senator from Michigan
[Mr. NewserrY | 'and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. CALDER. Has the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Hagris] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has met woted.

Alr. CALDER. 1 am paired with the senier Senator from
Georgia [Mr., Hagris]. I transfer that pair to the senior Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Ssoor] .and vote “may.”

Ar. DIAL. T wish to announce that the senior Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Harris]| is detained on official business.

Mr. KING (after having voted in the aflirmative). May I
inquire whether the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuraeer] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has mot weted,

Mr. KING. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from North Dakota. I transfer my pair with that Senator to
‘the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pomerene] and allow my
vote to stand.

Mr. CURTIS. T wish to ammounce that the Semator from-

New Jersey [Mr. Epge] 48 paired with the Semator from OKla-
homa [Mr. Owex], and that the Senator from Vermont [Nlr,
Drrxeranm| is paired with the junior Senator from Virginia
[MIr. Grass],

The result was announced—yeas 28, mays 40, as follows:

= YEAS—28.
Ashurst Fletcher La Follette ‘Bimmons
Borah Harrison Myers Stanley
| Broussara Heflin Norris Traminell
Caraway 1litcheock Overman Underwood
Culberson Jones, N. Mex, Reed Walsh, Mass.
| Ylumming Kendrick Sheppard Walsh, Mont.
Dial King Shields W.atsun, Ga.
NAYS—40.
Ball Prelinghuysen Moszes Rawson »
Bursum Gooding Nelson Bhortridge
Calder Harreld New Spencer
Cameron Jones, Wash, Nicholzon Hterli
Capper Keyes Norbeck ‘Sutherland
Curtis Ladd Oddie Townsend
du Pont MeCormick Page Wadsworth
Elkins MeKinley Pepper ‘Warren
Fernald MclLean Ph ‘Watson, Ind.
France M¢Nary Poindexter Weller
NOT VOTING—28,
Rrandegee Glass MeCumber Robinson
Colt llale AMeKellar Bmith
Crow Harris Newberry ‘Bmoot
Dilingham Johnson ‘Owen Bramfield
Edge Kellogg Pittman Swangon
Hrnst Lentoot Pomerene Williams
Gerry Lodge Ransdell Willis

Bo Mr. Harrison's motion to take from the table Senate Reso-
lution 258 was rejected.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, a4 parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. MOSES. The motion which has just been rejected was a
motion to take from the table and to consider, was it not?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was.

Mr. MOSES. A further parliamentary inguiry. Mr, Presi-
dent, would it mow be in order for me to move fo take the resalu-
tion from the table and refer it?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair,
it would he.

Mr. MOSES., Then, I move to take from the table Senate
Resolution 2358,

Mr. HARRISON. I'hepe the Chair will not render an opinion
prematurely on the motion. Dees the Senator from New Hamp-
shire make the motion?

Mr. MOSFR, I am agbhowt to make the motion under the rul-
ing of the Chair,
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Mr., HARRISON. I did not understand the Chair to make a
ruling.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair simply expressed an
opinion that the motion suggested by the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Moses] would be in order, but the Chair
would be perfectly willing to listen to argument on the sub-
ject, because the Chair does not elaim to be an expert par-
liamentarian,

Mr. MOSES. Of course, the Senator from Mississippi is, and
therefore he will give us his opinion.

Mr, HARRISON. No; I am merely waiting for the motion to
be made, and then I shall make a point of order against if.

Mpr. MOSES. Then, I move that Senate Resolution 238 be
taken from the table and referred to the Committee on Civil
Service and Retrenchment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. HARRISON. I make the point of order that the motion
is not in order; that if a resolution or a bill is on the table the
only motion which may be properly made is to take it from the
table and lay it before the Senate; and that a matter must be
before the Senate before it may be referred to a committee,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that the two propositions may be coupled in one motion, and
therefore overrules the point of order made by the Senator from
Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. Then, I ask for a division of the question,
so that the vote may first be taken on the motion to take the
resolution from the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
asks for a division of the motion. The question is, Shall the
resolution be taken from the table?

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll on the part of the motion to take the resolution from the
table.

+  The Assistant Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kerroe], who is
absent, I transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr,
Curserson] and vote “yea.” On the last vote I inadvertently
overlooked the fact that my pair was absent.

Mr. STANLEY (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ErNST],
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr,
RaxspeLL] and vote * yea.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the
former vote, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). Making
the same announcement as before with reference to my pair and
its transfer, I vote * yea."

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer
my general pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lobcg] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMax]
and vote “ yea.”

Mr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). Mak-
ing the same announcement as on the last roll call, T vote * yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. In view of the necessary absence of the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], with whom I have a general
pair, I transfer that pair to the Senator from Michigan [Mr,
NewserrY] and will vote. I vote * yea,”

Mr. DIAL. I desire to make the same announcement as to
the absence of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harris] that I
made on the former vote. He is necessarily absent on official
business.

Mr. SHIELDS., Making the same announcement as previously
in reference to my pair and its transfer, I vote * yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 64, nays 1, as follows:

: YEAS—64.
Ashurst Goodin Moses Shortridge
Ball Harrel Myers Simmons
Borah Harrison Nelson Spencer
Broussard Heflin New .‘_- anley
Calder Hiteheock Nicholson Sterling
Cameron Jones, N. Mex. Norris Sutherland
Capper Jones, Wash., Oddie Swanson
Caraway Kendrick Overman Townsend
Curtis Keyes Page Trammell
Dial Kin Pepper Underwood
Dillingham La . Phipps Wadsworth
du Pont McCormick Poindexter Walsh, Mass,
Elkins MeCumber Rawson Walsh, Mont.
Fleteher MeKinley Reed Watson, Ga.
France McLean Sheppard Watson, Ind.
Frelinghuysen McNary Shields Weller

NAYS—1.
Bursam
NOT VOTING—31,

Brandegee Gerry Lod Robinson
Colt Glass McKellar Smith
Crow Hale Newberry Smoot
Culberson Harris Norbeck Stanfield
Cummins Johnson Owen Warren
Edge Kello; Pittman Williams
Ernst La Follette Pomerene Willis
Fernald Lenroot Ransdell

So the motion fto take Mr., HargrisoN's resolution from the
table was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., Towxsesp in the chair).
The .question recurs on the second part of the motion of the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, MosEs].

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I take it that the resolution
is now before the Senate, and therefore I desire to discuss if,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary
inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER,
state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr, CURTIS. The morning hour not having expired, I ask if
the motion is debatable?

Mr. HARRISON. It is after 1 o'clock.

Mr, MOSES. But the morning hour has not expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
the motion before the Senate was divided; the guestion was
taken on the first part of that motion; and now the question re-
curs on the second part of the motion. In the opinion of the
Chair, the question is not debatable during the morning hour.

Mr. HARRISON. DMr, President, does the Presiding Officer
hold that the resolution being now before the Senate, a motion
made to refer it to the committee is not debatable? I under-
stand the rule specifically states that a motion to proceed to the
consideration of a bill is not debatable before 1 o'clock: I be-
lieve that is the hour stated; but there is nothing in the rule
which prevents a Senator from discussing a motion to refer,
whether before 1 o'clock or after 1 o'clock. The resolution now
being before the Senate, I submit that I have a right now to
be heard upon the motion to refer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is still of the opin-
ion that the question having arisen in the way it did arise,
namely, on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire
that the resolution be taken from the table and referred, and
then, on request of the Senator from DMississippi that motion
being divided, and #btion having been taken on the first part,
the same rule applies to the consideration of the second part of
the motion as would apply to the motion if undivided,

Mr, HARRISON. But I desire to offer a substitute for the
motion at the proper time, and whether the resolution should
be referred or whether we should proceed to its immediate
consideration, I submit, Mr. President, a motion to refer is
debatable. I do not like to appeal from the ruling of the
Chair,

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, in the case of the Senator's
own motion to take from the table and consider his resolution,
which was the manner in which he stated his motion, it was
held not to be debatable.

Mr. HARRISON. But since then the resolution has been
taken from the table and laid before the Senate.

Mr. MOSES. The Senate has acted on one-half of the motion
to take from the table and refer.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, .

Mr. MOSES. And the Chair has ruled that it all reverts back
to the one motion, which is not debatable, having been made
prior to 2 o'clock.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal may be taken. of
course, buf it is the opinion of the Chair that he has ruled cor-
rectly on the question now before the Senate. If it were an
indepe.udent matter brought up at this time, the Chair would be
inclined to agree with the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Chair hear me for just a
moment, if the Senator from Mississippi will yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly.

Mr, KING, It seems to me that the moment the motion was
divided and the segregation occurred, the latter part of the mo-
tion would stand exactly in the situation as if it were a motion
de novo; as if it were an original proposition. I can not con-
ceive of its being carried back by some sort of a Siamese twin
twist of the rule to a situation which existed anterior to the
division. As soon as the division occurred and the separation
resulted, then the latter part of the proposition stands or
falls opon its own merit, the same as if it were an original
proposition. I respectfully submit that the distinguisbed occu-

The Senator from Kansas will
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pant of the chair misconceives the rule and applies it in too
nArrow A manner,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps the Chair does.

“Mr, MOSES. Mr. President, the integral quality of my motion
can not be destroyed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest to the Chair that
Rule VIII, on page 13 of the Manual, reads as follows:

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon
motion the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will
proceed to the consideration of the calendar of bills and resolutions,
and continue such consideration until 2 o'clock; and bills and resolu-
tions that are not objected to shall be ts.kenﬁp in their order, and
each Senator shall be entitled fo speak once aiid tfor five minuies only
upon' any question ; and the objection may be interposed at any stage
of the proceedings, but upon motion the Benate may continue such con-
gideration; and this order shall commence immediately after the call
for ‘" concurrent and other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of
the unfinished business and other special orders, But if the Senate
shall proceed with the consideration of any matter notwithstanding an
objection, the foregoing provisions touching debate shall not apply.

Now, here is the point I desire to impress upon the Chair:

All motions made befere 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of
any matter ghall be determined without debate.

This is not a motion to proeeed to the consideration of any
matter. I am going to offer a substitute for the motion to refer
the matter to a committee, and I submit that when I do that it
can be debated. A motion to proceed to the consideration of a
matter can not be debated, but a motion to refer it to a com-
mittee certainly sheuld be debated, so that the Senate may be
informed whether they shall proceed to the immediate consid-
eration of it or have it go to a committee. I submit that the
rule expressly says that it shall not be debated if it is a motion
to proceed to the consideration of a matter, and says nothing
in the world about a motion with respect to reference.

Mr. MOSIES. Mr. President, has the Senator from Mississippi
appealed from the ruling of the Chair?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If Senators will permit the
Chair to say just a word, the Senator from Mississippi has read
the rule which governs procedure under the calendar.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to ask
the Senator if he believes that this motion would have been de-
batable if it had been voted upon as a unit, without having been
divided ?

Mr. HARRISON.
batable.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now, it is divided for the eon-
venience of the Senate, in order that it may vote on each ques-
tion separately. That is the object of the division. The Chair
still is of the opinion that the rule applies to the divided ques-
tion the same as it did to the original guestion.

Mi. MOSES. And has the Chair so ruled?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so rules.

Mr. HARRISON. If the Chair will permit me, the question
was divided for the reason that all except one Senator wanted
to proceed to take the resolution from the fable, and they
voted that way. We are divided on the question of whether we
want to proceed to the immediate consideration of it or refer
it to a committee.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. MOSES. The Chair having ruled, is the Senator from
Mississippi taking an appeal from the ruling of the Chair?

Mr, HARRISON. No; I do not want to appeal.

Mr. MOSES. Then the Senator is out of order.

Mr. HARRISON. But I move, as a substitute, to proceed
to the immediate consideration of this resolution.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, a point of order.
is out of order. The question is on referring it.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the motion that was voted
on was to take the resolution from the table and proceed to its
consideration. This motion is, since it is before the Senate, to
proceed to its consideration; and it iS a mnew proposition,
offered as a substitute for the motion to refer it to the com-
mittee. We are divided now on that question, and I can not
understand why the Senator should make a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will not feel at all
embarrassed if the Senator desires to take an appeal, because
he does not claim fo be an expert on the rules; but the Chair
is thoroughly convinced that the only thing in order now is to
vote on the seeond part of the guestion before the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. I offer an amendment to the motion fo

No; in its original form it was not de-

That motion

refer, that the committee be instructed to report to the Senate
within three calendar days.

Mr, CURTIS.
of order.

Mr. REED. That is in order,

I make the point of order that that is out

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Would

not a motion to refer the resolution to some particalar commit-
tee be in order?
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion was made to refer
it to a particular commnittee. That was the motion before the
Senate—to take it from the table and refer it to a particular
committee, : :

Mr. KING. Yes. Now, is not that amendable, I ask, as a
parliamentary inquiry? The motion is to refer the resolution
to some other committee, and obviously that is gmendable. If
that motion was proper, then it is proper to instruct the com-
mittee named in the first motion to report within a certain
time, because it follows under the rule that a motion to refer
is proper. It does not mean that you may not move to instruct
the committee how to report, or when to report. So I submit
that the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi is
proper, just as much as it would be if he should move to
refer the resolution to some other committee, to the Judiciary
Committee or any other committee of the Senate, rather than
the one named in the motion.

Mr. HARRISON. We ecan not hear the argument of the As-
sisfant Secretary in his conversation with the Chair, but T as-
sume that he is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Assistant Secretary ad-
vises the Chair at his request as to a point on which the Chair
is somewhat in doubt; but in order to solve the doubt the Chair
will go contrary to the advice and everything elge, and hold
that the motion of the Senator is in order, and not debatable,
So the question before the Senate is the motion of the Senator
from- Mississippi to amend the motion to refer by ‘instructing
the committee to report in three days,

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MOSES. I suggest the absence of a querum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The Secretary will eall the roll,

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

Ashurst Frelinghuysen MeNary Bhirlds
Ball Goodin Moses Simmons
Broussard Harrel Myers Smoot
Buarsum Harrison Nelson Spencer
Calder Heflin New Stanley
Cameron Hiteheock Nicholson Sterlin
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Norris h‘utherﬁmd
Caraway Jones, Wash, Oddie Swanson
Curtis Keyes Overman Townsend
Dial King Page Trammell
Dillingham Ladd Pepper Wadsworth
du Pont La Follette Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Elking Lenroot Poindexter Watson, Ga.
Fernald MeCormick awson Weller
Fletcher McKinley Reed Williams
France McLean Sheppard

Mr. DIAL. I desire to announce the absence of the Senator

from Georgia [Mr. Hagrris] on official business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-three Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is
on the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr,
Harrisox].

Mr, HARRISON,
been ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were ordered. The See-
retary will call the roll.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. CALDER (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harris] to the Senator
from Oregon [Mr, StaNFIELD] and vote “ nay.” -

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Making
the same announcement as before as to my pair and its transfer,
I vote *“ nay.” y

Mr. KING (when his name was ecalled). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from North Daketa [Mr. Mc-
Comeer]. In his absence, I transfer my pair with him to the
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMeReNE] and vote “yea.”

Mr. SHIELDS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as before, I
vote “ yea."”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as heretofore,
I vote “ yea.”

Mr. STANLEY (when his name was called). Making the
same'announcement as to my pair and its transfer, I vote
e yen. ? '

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the
former vote, I vote * nay.”

I understand that the yeas and nays have.
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Mr., SUTHERLAND (when his name was called), Making
the same announcement as before with reference to my pair and
its transfer, I vote “ nay.”

Mr, WILLIAMS (when his name was called),
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATsox] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have a pair with that Senator, and in
his absence I am not at liberty to vote. If I were, I would
vote * yea."”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobce] with the Sena-
tor from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop] ; and

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN],

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (after having voted in the negative).
I transfer my general pair with the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WALsH] to the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr., CUMMINS]
and allow my vote to stand.

Mr, DIAL. I make the same announcement with reference to
the Senator from Georgia [Mr, Harris], that he is absent on
official business, and ask that this announcement may stand for
the day,

Mr. BALL (after having voted in the negative).
senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] voted ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, He has not.

Mr. BALL. I transfer my pair with that Senator to the
junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NorBeck] and allow
my vote to stand.

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 37, as follows:

Has the

Has the

YEAS—21.
Ashurst Kendrick Reed Trammell
Broussard King Sheppard Walsh, Mass,
Caraway La Follette Shields Watson, Ga.
Dial Myers Simmons
Harrizon Norris Stanley
Heflin Overman Swunson
NAYS—3T.
Ball Frelinghuysen Moses Spencer
Bursum Goodin Nelson Sterling
Calder Harrel New Sutherland
Cameron Jones, Wash. Oddie Townsend
Capper heyos Page Wadsworth
Curtis Ladd Pepper Warren
Dillingham MceCormick Ihipps Weller
du Pont McKinley Poindexter
Fernald MeLean Rawson
France McNary Smoot
NOT VOTING—A38.,
Borah Gerry MeCumber Shortridge
Brandegee Glass McKellar Smith
Colt Hale Newberry Stanfield
Crow Harris Nicholson I'nderwood
Culberson Hitcheock Norbeck Walsh. Mont.
Cummins Johnson Owen Watson, Ind,
Edge Jones, N. Mex, Pittman Williams
Elkins Kellogg Pomerene Willis
Ernst Lenroot Ransdell
Fletcher Lodge Robinson
So Mr. HarrisoN's amendment to the motion to refer was
rejected.

Mr. HARRISON. TInstead of referring the re%olutlon to the
Committee on Civil Service, I move rllat it be referred to the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, with instructions
that they report to the Senate within three calendar days, and
on that I ask for a division,

Mr. CURTIS. A point of order, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The \enntor will state his
point of order,

Mr. CURTIS,
is not in order.
other committee,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point
of order, for the reason among other things he has already
stated. In this respect the Chair may have been wrong in his
former ruling, though he did it as a matter of expedition. This
motion now changes the original motion as it came before the
Senate, which was to take from the table and refer to a par-
ticular conmnittee, and that motion was in order. A division
of that question simply gave an opportunity to the Senate to
vote on each one of those questions separately. Now, the motion
of the Senator changes that proposition entirely.

Mr. HARRISON, The Chair holds, then, that we would have
to vote down the motion to refer it to the Committee on Civil
Service and then we could vote on the other motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the ruling of the Chair.

Mp. HARRISON, It may be that some of the Senators present
thought that my amendment did not allow sufficient tinre for
the Committee on Civil Service to consider the resolution,
Just three days. So I move to amend by providing that they

I make the point of order that this motion
It is not in order to move to substitute an-

shall make a report within six calendar days.
of no quorum,

Mr.. MOSES, No business has intervened since the last vote,
which disclosed a quornm present in the Chantber,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I submit that the Chair
has just sustained a point of urder against a motion 1 made,
and that, therefore, business has been tranﬂacted I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll.

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

I make a point

Ashurst f‘oudlng Myers Spencer

Ball Harreld Nelson Stanley
Borah Harrison New Sterling
Broussard Heflin Norbeck Sutherland
Bursum Hitcheock Norris Swanson
Calder Jones, N. Mex. Oddie Townsend
Cameron Jones, Wash, Overman Trammell
Capper Kendrick Page Underwood
Caraway Keyes Pepper Wadsworth
Cummins King Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Curtis Ladd Poindexter Walsh, Mont.
Dial Lenroot | Rawson Warren
Dillingham ~ McCormick Reed Watson, Ga.
du Pont MeKinley Sheppard Weller
Fernald McLean Shields Willlams
Fletcher MeNary Shortridge

Frelinghuysen Moses Simmons

The PRESIDING: OFFICER. Sixty-six Senators have an-
swered to the roll call, and a quorum is present.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, were the yeas and nays or-
dered on this amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER.

Mr. HARRISON.
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
amendment,

The Reapixe Crerk. The Senator from Mississippi moves to
amend the motion by adding the following words:

And that the committee be instructed to report the same back to the
Senate within six calendar days.

Mr. STERLING. T make a point of order that any amend-
ment is out of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ruled that a similar
motion before was in order, and no question was made of the
ruling. The question is now on the amendment offered by the
Senator from Mississippi.

Mr, HARRISON. T ask for the yeas and navs.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CALDER (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harris] to the
Jjunior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Stax¥ierp], and vote * nay.”

Mr, McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg]. Not
knowing how that Senator would vote, T withliold my vote. :

Mr. SHIELDS (when his name was.called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and transfer, I vote * vea.

Mr, STANLEY (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement with reference to my pair and its transfer,
I vote * yea.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement with reference to my pair and its transfer,
I vote “nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer
my general pair with the senior Senator from Massachusefts
[Mr. Lopce] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Posmerexe]. and vote
$yea

The roll call was concluded,

Mr. SUTHERLAND., Making the same announcement as be-
fore with reference to my pair and its transfer. I vete * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 30, as follows:

They were not.
I ask that the Secretary report the amend-

The Secretary will state the

YEAS—26. -
Ashurst Heflin Reed Underwood
Borah Hiteheock Sheppard Walsh, Mass.
Broussard Jones, N. Mex,  Shields Walsh, Mont,
Caraway Kendrick Simmons Watson, Ga.
Dial Ladd Stanley Williams
Fletcher Myers Swanson
Harrison Norris Trammell

NAYS—I6.

Frelinghuysen Nelson KRhortridge
mlrlsum (imdllf New Spencer
Calder Harrel Norbeck Sterling
Cameron ~ Jones, Wash. Oddie Sutherland
Capper Keyes Page Townsend
Cumming Lenroot Pepper Wadsworth
Curtis MeCormick Phipps arren
Fernald McKinley Poindexter Watson, Ind.
France Moses Rawson eller
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NOT VOTING—34.

Brandegee Gerry MeCumber Pomerene
Colt Glass McKellar Ransdell
Crow Hale McLean Robinson
Cualberson Harris McNary Smith
Dillingham Johnson Newberry Smoot
du Pont Kellogg Nicholson Stanfield
Edge ing Overman Willis
Elkins La Follette Owen
Ernst Pittman

So Mr. Harrison's amendment to the motion to refer was
rejected,
ADDITIONAT, DISTRICT JUDGES.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the resolution now goes to the calendar, and the Chair
lays before the Senate the unfinished business.

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 United
States courts, to anthorize the designation, assignment, and ap-
pointment of judges outside their districts, and for other pur-
poses,

Mr, CUMMINS.
tion be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question will be
stated.

The ReapixG Crerk. The pending question is the amendment
offered by the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] to
the amendmént of the committee, in line 22, page 10, to insert
before the word “and ” the words “ for the southern district of
Florida, one,”

Mr. NELSON obtained the floor,

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Min-
nesota yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. NELSON. TFor what purpose does the Senator ask me
to yield? I have no objection to yielding if the Senator merely
desires to introduce a bill or other paper,

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to speak about one matter connected
with the pending bill. It will require only a moment,

Mr. NELSON, I have no objection to yielding if the Senator
desires to introduce some paper.

Mr,.SHIELDS, I am informed that while I was absent from
the Chamber this morning the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
STERLING], as a matter of courtesy to the junior Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Erxsr], offered an amendment to the pending
bill to restore to the bill a provision for a judge for the middle
district of Tennessee. The House bill provided for this judge,
and it is the House bill that was reported with amendments and
is now being considered. The provision for a judge in the middle
Tennessee is immaterial, in the sense that it would be consid-
ered by a conference committee, and therefore there is no amend-
ment necessary in order that it may be finally considered.

Tennessee has two Senators in this body and, if I may be al-
lowed to say so, they are both able to take care of the affairs
of Tennessee and to provide all necessary judges, and they
have introduced and had a bill of that kind passed on two
occasions,

1 have understood that the junior Senator from Kentucky
moved fo strike this provision from the. House bill in the com-
mittee in its last meeting when I was absent on account of ill-
ness, and it was so stricken. It is not necessary that it be con-
sidered or that any amendment be offered to the bill. What
has come over the spirit of the dreams of the junior Senator
from Kentucky, what influences. have changed his mind, I am
not here to state and will not in his absence state any opinion
I may have. But I do wish the Senate to know that the two
Senators from Tennessee are amply able to take care of proper
provisions for the judiciary of their own State,

Mr, STERLING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne-
sota yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. NELSON. I yield, .

Mr. STERLING, I simply desire to say that I do not doubt
the ability of the two Senators from Tennessee to look after
the judicial requirements of that State, but I think the senior
Senator from Tennessee knows that I presented the amend-
ment suggested to the bill, providing for a judge for the middle
district of Tennessee, at the special instance and request of the
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst], and. on his behalf
and out of courtesy to him. The amendment was not offered as
an amendment, but I think the Recorp will gshow that I sub-
mitted it as an amendment intended to be proposed at the
proper time, I did not know the amendment had been offered,

LXIT—319

Mr. President, I ask that the pending ques-

Mr. SHIELDS. I want it distinetly understood that I was
not resenting any action of the Senator from South Dakota, and
I thought I had stated that much. If not, I now state that his
action in the matter was mere courtesy to the junior Senator
from Kentucky and was in no sense an interference with the
prerogatives and duties of the Senators from Tennessee.

The provision is in the bill and is one that ought to have
stayed in it. Tennessee has one of the ablest district judges in
the United States. The Chief Justice went out of his way to
say, when he was before the Committee on the Judiciary of the
House, that Edwin T. Sanford, of Tennessee, was one of the
ablest district judges of the United States and was overworked,
and in that I agree with him. He is a fine judge, he is an in-
dustrious judge, and in the two districts for which he holds
court, one of them not having a judge provided by law, he does
twice as much business as some of the judges in districts for
which assistance is provided, and five times as much as some
of those judges,

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I propose to take the time of
the Senate but for a few moments in discussing the amendment
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. FrerceEER] proposing to ap-
point an additional judge for the southern district of Florida.
The Senator from Florida on yesterday in his remarks, after
adding between 200 and 300 cases to those listed in the report of
the Attorney General as pending and undisposed of in the south-
ern djstrict of Florida, kept continually comparing that judicial
district with other judicial districts of the country. The fact
of the matter is, however, that Florida, with a population of not
more than 1,000,000, has two districts, and as a result of
the manner in which the State was divided into those districts
in 1894 the district court in the northern district of Florida has
very little business to transact. Let me read the figures as to
the number of cases which were pending there undisposed of
on June 30, 1921:

United States civil cases__ e R |
Criminal, including prehibition cases____ Z - 146
T e T AR WL Sl e S R P A S DR A S e S 26
All other cases_.__ 82

Total cases —... et 208

That is the number of cases pending in that district on the
date indicated.

As a matter of fact, the judge of that district does not spend,
and it is not necessary for him to spend, to exceed two months
in the year in his district. He spends most of his time, and he
has done so for the last two years, holding court in the State
of New York.

The situation in Florida is peculiar in one respect, Mr. Presi-
dent., Some years ago, in 1890, a man by the name of Charles
Swayne, from either Delaware or Maryland—there was some
question raised in the impeachment case whether he was from
one State or the other—was appointed district judge for the
northern district of Florida. For some reason, Judge Swayne
became very unpopular; and from what transpired in the im-
peachment proceedings I have reason to believe that there was
some ground for his unpopularity. Four years after he had been
appointed judge, largely, I presume, because of his unpopularity,
most of the territory in the northern district—Swayne's dis-
trict—was transferred to the southern distriet; so that out
of 61 or 62 counties in the State of Florida, 41 counties were
transferred to the southern district of Florida, including nearly
all of the long peninsula, as Senators will see if they will ex-
amine the map hanging on the wall of the Chamber, from the
Georgia line clear down fo the coast, embracing all the towns of
any consequence except Pensacola on the west; Tallahassee, the
capital of the State; and a small town of about 3,000, Apa-
lachicola. All the other towns of any consequence in a wide
range of territory were transferred to the southern judicial
district. From the best information I could obtain at the time,
the transfer was made because of hostility to Judge Swayne.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, if I may interrupt the Sen-
ator from Minnesota at that point, I desire to state that other
important peints in the northern district of Florida are Mari-
anna, where there is one term of court held, Madison, Live Oak,
Lake City, and Gainesville. Gainesville is far over toward
the eastern part of the State. The distance from Gainesville
to Pensacola must be 350 miles at least, Pensacola being at the
extreme western end of the northern district, while Gainesville
is at the eastern end of the district. A term of court is also
held at Gainesville.

Mr, NELSON, As I have stated, two-thirds of the territory
of Florida was put into the southern district in 1894, four
years after Judge Swayne had been appointed. The hostility
against him continued. and the delegation from Florida were
constantly pressing for his impeachment, They finally suc-
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ceeded in inducing the House of Representatives to prefer
articles of impeachment against him in 1904. Judge Swayne
was tried here. There was a large vote against him; my recol-
lection is that on one or more of the articles of impeachment
I voted for his conviction; but there was an insufliciency of
votes to constitute the two-thirds vote which was necessary to
convicet him,

Mr. President, it seems to me if Florida would utilize the
services of the judge in the northern district, who has little or
no work to do, for the work in the southern district, the business
could be properly tramsacted. Adding the number of cases in
the two districts together, leaving out draft and bankruptcy
cases, there would not be over 1,500 cases for the two judges.

As I have said, the judge of the northern district spends very
little time in that district; most of his time being spent in
holding court in the State of New York. It may be that the
judge in the southern district has a great deal of work, but where
there are two districts in a State and one judge has little or no
work to do, why can his services not be utilized in the district
where there is more work instead of his going outside into other
States? If I have the list correctly, it appears that nearly all
of the larger towns in Florida are in the southern district, in-
cluding Jacksonville, with a population of 91,000; Key West,
with a population of over 19,000; Miami, with a population
of 20,000; Tampa and West Tampa, with a population of
59,000; Palm Beach, with a population of 8,650; St. Augustine,
with a population of 14,237; Orlando, with a population of
9,282; and Lakeland, with a population of 7,062. All of those
towns are in the southern distriet, which, as I have said, was
carved out of Judge Swayne's district.

As I said a moment ago, the number of towns in what is left
of the northern district, comprising the Panhandle, are Apa-
lachicola, with a population of 3,066; Tallahassee, with a popu-
lation of 5,637; and Pensacola, with a population of 31,000,
There are some other smaller fowns, but they are not of great
consequence,

I have examined the railroad map of Florida and find that
the railroad facilities in that State are good. There is a road
which runs from Pensacola eastward through Tallahassee, con-
necting with the great lines running down the east and west
coasts. A judge residing in any part of the State will experi-
ence no difficulty in reaching any other part where a term of
court is to be held. There is even a railroad runmning to Key
‘West, which is situated away down in the Gulf. There is also
a railroad running down the western coast of Florida nearly
the whole length of the State, and there are two lines, I be-
lieve, on the east coast. There are also lines running across
from one of these railroads o the other. Thus the State has
good railroad facilities.

Mr. President, to do exact justice in the case of Florida,
either one of two things should be done: Either some of the
territory now in the southern district should be placed in the
northern district, where it really belongs, thus equalizing the
districts and making it entirely possible for the two judges to
conduct the business of the Federal courts in those districts; or,
as has been done in Massachusetts and Minnesota, the State
could be made one district and the services of the two judges
could be utilized all over the State irrespective of district lines.

Massachusetts, with a population of over 3,000,000, has at
present only one district judge, the entire State comprising one
district. This bill proposes to add two additional judges to
the Massachusetts district;, and when the business and the
population of that district are compared with others, that does
not seem to me to be unreasonable.

The Senator from Florida yesterday made considerable ado
about the distances by water around the coast of Florida from
one place to another. Mr. President, as I have indicated excel-
lent lines of railroad run there, and it is very easy by means
of those railroads for a judge to travel from place to place
where terms of court are to be held; he need experience no trou-
ble in that respect whatever.

I imagine that one of the reasons back of the suggestion
that an additional judge be provided for the southern district
of Florida is that the judge in the northern district is not very
well liked and that, therefore, the people of the State desire
to secure an additional judge for the southern district.

The Senator from Florida stated that the creation of an addi-
tional judge for the southern district of Florida would not in-

- volve much expense.
does involve considerable expense, for every time a new judge
is appointed there is created a life office. The judge not only
receives his full salary while he is in office but he continues to
draw that salary for life. It seems to me in the interest of
economy—and we all talk economy, but fail oftentimes to en-
force it—that no additional judge should be appointed for the
,southern district of Florida, but that one of two things, as I

Mr. President, the creation of new judges

have indicated, should be done: Either equalize the districts
from the standpoint of territory—and that can easily be dong,
as Senators may see if they will examine the map—or else do,
as has been done in Massachusetts and Minmesota, make the
entire State one district, and then the judges may be sent any-
where within the State to hold court,

Florida is not such a very large State. It is large compared
with some of the Atlantic States and the New England States,
but in comparison with our Western States it is not large. It
contains 58,000 square miles. Minnesota has 83,000 square
miles, and the distances from southern to northern or northeast-
ern Minnesota, on Lake Superior, are fully as great as the dis-
tances in Florida. Se it seems to me that it is utterly unfair
and nnreasonable, under the circumstances, to ask for another
Jjudge for the southern district of Florida. The people them-
selves can correct and remedy the matter at their next legisla-
ture. They can set back to the northern district some of the
territory that belongs to the northern district, equalize it,
divide up the territory, and divide up the business so that each
Jjudge will get his fair share of the business. As it is now they
have one judge in the southern district with a large amount of
business on hand, and they have one judge in the northern dis-
trict with little or no business. The total number of civil cases
in his district was only 4. The total number of criminal cases—
I read from the last report of the Attorney General—

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow
me to interrapt him, the Senater suggests that the legislature
ean correct that situation. I submit that the legislature can
m:t redistrict the State. Only Congress can take Action of that
sort.

Mr. NELSON. Tt can be done by an act of Congress.

Mr. FLETCHER. That would not meet the situation.

Mr. NELSON. A bill ean be introduced in Congress, and
there is no trouble in passing such a bill, dividing up the terri-
tory equitably. The representatives of Florida brought about
this condition themselves by securing legislation detaching most
of the important part of the northern district from that district
and assigning it to the southern district, and leaving the judge
with only that little panhandle that runs west to Pensacola.
All the rest of the State, all the business end of the State, all
‘the pepulous end of the State is in the southern district. The
northern district has next to no business.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne-
sota yield to the Senater from Utah?

Mr, NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. KING. If I understand the Senator, he is discussing
now the two districts in Florida, and is accounting for the fact
that in ome district there is a vast amount of business and in
the other but little. Why does not Congress amend the act so
that either the senior judge could call upon the other judge, or
there could be a redistricting of the State with reference to
population and litigation? :

Mr. NELSON. This judge now can be called into the south-
ern district, but they do not want him there, I presume. The
judge in the northern district spends most of his time holding
court in New York City, and there are one or two other cases
of that kind in the country. When they come up here 'I will
refer to them. Here is one district with little or no business,
the northern district of Florida. They have a judge there. In-
stead of utilizing him in the southern district of Florida, as
they might and ought to do, he goes off to New York and holds
court up there during the whole summer, and has little or no
business,

My position is this—and T say it in all fairness: The terri-
tory and population of these two districts should be equalized
and put in such a condition that there is a fair proportion of
population and business and territory in each distriet. If that
is done, the two judges that are there now can easily do all
the business in Florida. The same result can be reached in
another way, by doing as they do in Massachusetts and as we
do in Minnesota, and having the State all one district. That
can be done. If the State were made all one distriet, the judges
could go all over the State and change with one another.

Mr. KING. The Senator, if he is making a plea now for legis-
lation of either character, I think, speaks wisely.

Mr. NELSON. I =ay, either one of those things can be done,
I do not feel like initiating legislation of that kind for Florida.
I am simply suggesting it. The legislation to remedy this evil
ought to come from the Senators from Florida. Instead of that,
they come up now and ask for an extra judge for the southern
district, and do not propose to do anything about the other
matter, X

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator conecludes, if
he has not already discussed the matter, I hope he will call
attention to some of these other States—for instance, Massachu-
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setts, where two judges are allowed—and demonstrate, as I
think the Senator can, that there is no necessity for two addi-
tional judges in Massachusetts,

Mr, NELSON. I will refer to them when they come up; but
Massachusetts has a lot of business. It has 3,000,000 people—

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Four million.

Mr, NELSON, And there is a great commercial center there;
and Massachuseits has only one Federal judge. Just think of
that! Massachusetts to-day has only one Federal judge, and
Florida, with not quite a million people, has two, and now the
Senators from that State want a third, and they are finding
fault because Massachusetts wants three,

Mr., FLETCHER. Mr. President, may [ suggest to the Sena-
tor that we are not finding fault with Massachusetts, but this
is the situation: If we had an additional judge in the southern
district of Florida we would still need all the time that Judge
Sheppard, of the northern district, could spare from his court
to assist the two in the southern district of Florida. Nobody
dislikes Judge Sheppard. Everybody loves him, and he is a
splendid judge; but he has his own court to attend to, and his
district stretches over an area of 400 miles one way,

Mr. NELSON. I do not know what the reason is. I only
know that he spends most of his time holding court in New
York City, more than he does in the northern district of Florida.

Mr. FLETCHER. He does both; but in summer he is obliged
to come to New York for some reason or other, and he spends
most of his time there, and he is helping out with the work
all the time. He is not loafing,

Mr. NELSON. I shall not take up the time of the Senate in
needless discussion, I have aimed to state the facts as I know
them,

Judge Swayne, when he went down there, turned out to be a
most unpopular judge. After he had been there about four
years, or something like that, they cut up his district into
pieces, as it is now. They followed that up by impeachment
proceedings and a trial, and he was finally acquitted. I have
nothing to say about that matter. I think there was some good
ground for complaint against Judge Swayne; but I ask Senators
to look at the map and see what resulted from cutting up his
territory as they did and putting everything in the southern
district of Florida. Look at the State of Georgia, and you will
see that practically all the territory south of the southern line
of Georgia down to the Gulf is in the southern distriet, while
the panhandle that extends westward, which I understand is
the poorest part of the State, the least densely inhabited, with
the least towns, is put into one district, and the facts show
that there is little, if any, business there. The total number
of all kinds of cases in the district, outside of draft cases
and bankruptcy cases, is 208, They had only one draft case
in that district. They had 192 bankruptcy cases,

I can say nothing more. I have no feeling about this matter,
Mr, President, I have simply aimed in this case, as I have in
the others, to work in the interest of economy and the welfare
of the United States.

The Senator from Florida took oecasion to compare Florida
with Minnesota. I want to say to him that Minnesota to-day
has 2,500,000 people. It contains 83,000 square miles. From the
southwest part of the State to the northeast part, on Lake
Superior, is a distance of probably seven or eight hundred miles,
It has two large cities, the great commereial and jobbing center
of that northwestern territory, with a population in the two
cities—and they have grown together so that it is difficult to
tell one from the other—of over 600,000, It is not only a great
wholesale and jobbing place for all that northwestern country,
but it is a great railroad center. Outside of Chicago. I think
it is the greatest railroad center in the Northwest anywhere,
In addition to that it is by all odds and by great lengths ahead
of every other city as a milling center. The quantity of wheat
ground there and the volume of flour manufactured there is
enormous. They grind from 25,000 to 50,000 barrels a day,
and even more,

Then, in the northeastern part of our State, in the territory
contignous to or back of Duluth, we have the greatest iron
mines in America. We produce from those iron mines I think
somewhere around 70 per cent of all the iron ore mined in the
United States. In one of the ranges—I believe the Cayuna
Range—there is considerable manganese ore, Our mines are
peculiar in this respect: We have not only the common deep
mines, where they bore in the ground and hoist the water and
the ore up to the surface, but we have large mines there on the
Mesaba Range, where they plow and scrape off the ground on
the surface, scrape it down to the iron ore, lay railroad tracks
on top of the ore, blast the ore on hoth sides, and load it onto
the cars with steam shovels like they load gravel out of a gravel
pit onto a freight car. The business of Duluth is enormous.

That is the point from which all the iron ore is shipped and
nearly all the coal that Minnesota uses., The shipping is im-
mense, Minnesota is unfortunate in one way. While we have
such an abundance of iron we have no coal, and the result is
that our iron ore is shipped from Duluth, Two Harbors, Su-
perior, and other points at the head of the lake, down to the
ports on Lake Erie, and our supply of coal is brought up in
veaset}!s. All this traffic makes a good deal of business for our
courts.

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] yesterday, in one
of his questions, showed that he was astonished at the number
of civil cases there were in Minnesota. If he knew the volume
of business that was handled in the Twin Cities, as we call
them, and at Duluth, in the iron mines and in the mills, he
would not be astonished at that amount of litigation,

Mr. President, before I sit down I intend to refer to some
remarks of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SmiELps]. If I
understood him correctly, he held this bill to be unconstitutional
because it provided for the fransfer of judges, not only within a
circuit but from one circuit to another, I think he went so
far as fo say it was unconstitutional and irregular. I do not
intend to quote the statutes now, but if he will refer to the
statutes he will find that there are in them to-day provisions
for the transfer of judges from one district to another district
in the same cirenit, and that the transfer is to be made upon
the certificate of the clerk of the court under the existing
statutes, 3

He will also find in the existing statutes two provisions for
LAransfer of judges from a district court in one circuit to an-
other circuit. It is nothing new; it Is in the statute now. Let
me read the last part of section 13 of the Judicial Code:

Whenever it shall be certified by any such circuit judge or, in his
absence, by the circuit justice of the circuit in which the district lies,
that for any sufficient reasor it is impracticable to designate and ap-

oint a j ie of another district within the circuit to perform the
uties of such disabled judge, the Chief Justice may, if in his judgment
the public interests so require, designate and appofnt the judge of any
district in another circuit to hold said court and to discharge all the
judicial duties of the judge so disabled.

I cite this because it shows that this provision is not new.
Under certain conditions district judges can be transferred
from one circuit to another. :

Section 14 of the Judicial Code provides: ,

When, from the accumulation or urgeny of business in any district
court, the public interests require the designation and appointment
hereinafter provided, and the fact is made to appear, by the certificate
of the clerk—

And so forth.

I call attention to that to show that in the existing provision
of law the transfer of a judge from one district to another in
the same circuit is made upon the certificate of the clerk,

We do not adopt any new theory, but we adopt a more sys-
tematic plan of carrying out what is already in the statutes.
The provisions which we have incorporated in the bill were pre-
pared by Judge Dennison, one of the ablest and best circuit
judges. There were provisions in the bill as it came to us
from the House and there were provisions in the “18 judge "
bill, what some called “roving"” judges, introduced at the
instance of the Department of Justice, in reference to this
matter, but we adopted this language, and see how plain it is,
Instead of leaving it to the certificate of the clerk of the court,
we leave it to the judge. The bill provides that section 13 of the
Judicial Code shall be amended so as to read:

Sec. 13. (1) A distriet judge for a district may be designated to aect
hl: anot)her district of the same circult (including territory attached
thereto) —

(u.{ In the place of a district judge who is physically or mentally
upnable for the time being to perform his duties or who is or who is to
be necessarily absent from his district ;

(b) In aid of a district judge who on account of the accumulation
g?ddtilrtg:_infy of business is unable to perform speedily all the work of

s district ;

{c) In aid of a district judge when the public interesta so require.

Listen to this:

(2) Buch designation shall be made by the senior ecircuit judge
whenever he is satisfied that condition (a), (b), or (¢) exists and that
the designation can be carried out without such prejudice to the regular
work of the designated judge as to make it inadvisable.

How much superior that is to this provision in the Judicial
Code, I read it again:

When, from the accumulation or urgency of business in any district
courf, the public interests require the designation and appointment
hgreli:nnflte:i‘ provided, and the fact is made to appear, by the certificate
of the clerk—

It is left to the clerk of the court in the law as it is.

Under the seal of the court, to any circuit judge of the circuit in
which the district lies, or, in the absence of all the cireuit judges,
to the circuit justice of the circuit in which the district lies, sueh _
circult judge or justice may des[flmte and appoint the judge of any
other district In the same elrcult to have and exercise within the
?histrlcé first named the same powers that are vested in the judge

ereof.
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We do not change the principle of transfer. We only put it
in a plainer and more workable manner than it is in the existing
statute, There is no innovation. If this bill is unconstitutional,
as the Senator contends, we have had unconstitutional provi-
gions in our statutes ever since the Judieial Code was adopted,
and even before that, because some of these provisions are taken
out of the Revised Statutes.

Section 16 of the pending bill refers to the transfer of judges
from one district to another in the same circuit: It provides:

The designation provided for by sections 13, 14, and 15—

That is, by the senior cireuit judge or the cirenit justice—
ghall be in writing, signed by the Judge or justice designating, and
sha.lli specify the district aided, the judge designated, and the period of
ser(v2;:e.“ ghall be filed in the clerk’s office and entered in the minutes
of the district court of the aided district—

And so forth.

I want to call attention to the simple and plain way in which’

we have provided for the transfer of a judge from one circuit to
another, as compared with the existing statute, The pending
bill provides:

Sec. 16. (a) A district judge of a district (called herein the home
district) may be designated to act in any district of another cireuit or
jts attached territory (called herein the aided district) in place of or
in aid of a judge thereof, in ease—

{a) The senior circuit j‘udge of the aided district shall certify to the
O Justice of the United Htates that the publie interests require the
destgnation of an additional judge or judges in such district and that
ii is i'!.n:p1-:;.(;:ti¢:.ul:.-le to supply the need from among the judges of his
circuit ; an

(b) The senior eircuit judge of the circnit of the home district shall

certify to the Chief Justice of the United States—

Angd so forth. »

In other words, the eircuit judge of the home cirenit of the
judge who'is to be tramsferred and loaned to another circuit
has to certify that he ean be spared, and then the judge of the
other eircuit has to certify that he is needed, and when the two
judges so certify to the Chief Justice of the United States, he
makes the transfer. Is not that more logical and more reason-
able than the provision contained in this law I have quoted,
which provides:

Wheneyer it shall be certified by any such eircuit judge or, in his
absence, by the cireuit justice of the eircuit in which the district lies,
th?t écﬁny sufficient reason it is impracticable to designate and appeint
S

And so forth.

Tn this bill we not only provide that the circuit judge of the
¢ireunit that is loaning the jndge must certify that he can be
spared, but that the cireuit judge of the circuit in which it is
desired to secure his services must certify that he is needed.
In any case, it is left in the hands of the Chief Justice.

So in principle there is nothing novel in this. If the Senator
maintained that a distriet judge having been appointed to a
given district is an immovable fixture, and we have no constitn-
tional right to move him from his own district, we would have
no right to move him to a distriet in the same circuit. If you
can move a distriet judge from his district to another distriet
in the same circuit, what constitutional impediment is there to
having that same district judge moved to another district in
another circnit? In other words, if T may use a rather vulgar
phrase, if you can move him from his roost at all, there is no
reason why you can not move him from a distriet in one circuif
to a district in another, if you can move him from one district
to another in the same circuit.

I do not want my friend from Florida [Mr. Frercaer] to
think we are diseriminating against him. There was another
case brought before our committee somewhat similar to the
Florida case. An amendment was offered, and we rejected it on
the same principle on which I am oppesed to the Florida amend-
ment. I refer to the eastern district of Washington. An amend-
ment no doubt will be offered covering that. What are the
facis? The eastern district of Washington has not any more
busginess than the northern district of Flerida, if as much. Let
me call attention to the amount of business in that distriet. The
total number of cases, outside of bankruptey and draft cases,
was 104. That is less than the number in the district in Florida.
Judge Rudkin, of that district, spends most of his time holding
court in the northern and in the southern districts of California,
and has spent very little time in his own district.

1 make these statements because I want the Senator from
Florida to understand that I did not discriminate against him,
1 took the same view of the Washington case that I did of the
Florida case. The western district of Washington has two
judges to-day. One of the judges in the western district spent
part of hig time in the southern district of California, and the
other judge of that district spent a large portion of his time
holding eourt in the city of New York.

1 shall not weary the Senate further. We preach economy on
the stump and here in the Senate, but when it comes to applying

it as a praetical matter I am sorry to say that we fail. I have

always felt and I feel fo-day that while I owe a duty to my eon-

;ﬁtgtﬁ. I owe a higher duty to the Government of the United
ta

It is my duty here at all times to stand for the welfare and
protect the interests of the Federal Government. The Federal
Government has many of what I might call guasi enemies,
They think everything is fair to get from the Government.
“Go to the Government and get anything you will and it is
all right. Grab with all your might in any direction. Uncle
Sam has shoulders enough and pockets enough to bear it.”

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne-
sota yield to the Senafor from Florida?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. :

Mr. FLETCHER. On that particular point I am quite con-
vinced myself, and I believe I submitted an argument yester-
day which would prove, that it would be more economieal for
the Government to place an additional judge in the southern
district of Florida than it would be to keep sending help from
the outside, even from the northern district.

But with reference to the case of Washington I eall the Sena-
tor's attention to the fact that the table shows the total num-
ber of cases pending in the eastern district of Washington was
104 as against 1,336 pending in the southern district of Florida,
and in the western district of Washington the tetal number
of cases pending was T13 as against 1,336 in the sonthern dis-
trict of Florida, and in the western district of Washington they
already have two judges.

Mr. NELSON. I am aware of the faet, and it may seem un-
gracious to oppose Senators when they want additional judges.
We are all creatures of circumstance, and we all have our
friends and we all have our candidates for judges in one form
or another. It may seem rather ungracious, but I refer to this
case of the State of Washington more for the purpose at pres-
ent of pointing out to the Senator from Florida that I was
not actuated by any discriminatory feeling against their State.
I took the same stand in referemce to that matter that I did
in the case of Florida, and I shall take it in every case if simi-
lar cases are brought here. I feel that my first duty is te pro-
tect the Federal Government, and next to that is the duty to
do what is for the best inferests of justice, economy, and good
government.,

Mr, TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I am sure that no one would
question the sincerity at all times of the Senator from Minne-
sota and no one would for a moment think of him being actuated
by any diseriminatory motives.

It is the policy of the bill, as brought before the Senate by
the committee, to afford relief to districts in which relief is
needed. The committee has not recommended a policy of con-
solidation of districts nor of the discontinuance of a particular
distriet in a State, but has adopted a poliey of eonsidering the
districts respectively. On yesterday my colleague very force-
fully brought to the attention of the Senate in argument and by
statisties the fact that the southern district of Florida is one
of the most congested in its business and is needing relief as
greatly as any district in the United States. Based upon the
case of merit, upon the conditions which demand relief, we are
asking the Senate ta allow an additional judge for the southern
distriet of Florida. The merits of the question have previously
been considered by the Senate. On two occasions the Senate has
previously passed a measure providing for an additional judge
for this district in Florida. The merits have also been passed
upon by the House, the House Committee on the Judiciary hav-
ing recommended an additional judge, and in the bill of which
this is an amendment the House wrote a provision for an addi-
tional judge in the southern district of Florida.

Take the question of the two districis in the State. It is
true that there is a much larger volume of business in the south-
ern than in the northern distriet. It is true that there is more.
territory in the southern than in the northern district. Buf this
condition exists in almost every State of the Union in the United
States district courts. An analysis of the situation will dis-
close that in many States where an increase in the judiciary is
being autherized there are districts which are not congested,
and in a number of instances distriets which will have but lit-
tle, if any, more business than the northern district of Florida.
Take the court which has no more business than the court can
dispateh, necessarily if we look at the docket of pending cases
we can not determine the amount and the volume of business in
that district, because it is not allowed to accumulate and to con-
gest the dockets. On the other hand, in the congested districts,
necessarily the business aceumulates and piles up-on account of
the judge not being able to dispatch the business promptly.

The northern district of Florida covers in a very large meas-
ure the older part of the State. That is one of the best sections
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of our State, and there are many prosperous towns in that part
of Florida which were not mentioned by the distinguished Sen-
ator from Minnesota [Mr, Nersox] in going over the list of
cities and towns in the northern distriet.

I have not taken the time to compile the statistics, but I am
confident that within that distriet there is a population of not
less than 350,000, I know that the district embraces within its
limits all of one congressional district and a considerable part
of another congressional district in the State of Florida. It is
true that the judge may have the time to work in another dis-
trict, but, on the contrary, it is untrue that the judge of the
northern district and the judge of the southern district of
Florida would be able to attend to all of the business in the
two districts,

In the Minnesota cases referred to it is true that in the two
districts they have probably 200 more cases than they have in
the two districts in Florida, but it is proposed on that account
that an additional judge be given to Minnesota. In that case
we would have an additional judge for Minnesota and the
three judges in that State would find a docket of only abeut
100 more cases for consideration than the three judges would
find in the two districis of Florida if we were allowed an ad-
ditional judge for the southern part of that State.

The congestion in the southern district of my State is de-
plorable., It is absolutely impossible for one judge to dispatch
the business coming before his court under the present condi-
tions. There is not a judge in the United States who could do
it. We have a very able and capable judge in that district, a
man who is interested in his work, who is endeavoring to dis-
patch business, but it is humanly impossible for him to dis-
patch the work which is incumbent upon him in that large dis-
trict. :

Geographiecally speaking, it would be very inconvenient for
the State of Florida to be conselidated into one district and
have the headguarters of the court in one particular city. It
is true that we have splendid railroad facilities and good train
service, of which we are prond, but on account of the peculiar
geographical condition and situation of the State we can not
reach the northwestern part of the State from southern points
without making an “elbow ™ to get into that part of the State.
If one would go from any of the more northern or western
section cities down into the interior or southern part of the
State, it means a trip from Pensacola to Jacksonville and back
down the other angle of the elbow to wherever he wishes to go.

It would be very impractical to have the distriets consoli-
dated. The most practical and logical thing to do is to have
two distriets in the State. If we consolidate the business of
the two districts there will be more business than can possibly
be dispatched, and dispatched as it should be, by two judges.

We have presented the case of the southern district of Florida,
and, as I have before stated, the committee has adopted a policy
of considering each district upon its own merits in other States,
In this district, when the statistics were made which were pre-
sented to the committee, there were pending 1,336 cases, and we
have only one judge. The bill provides for one new judge in
the eastern district of New York and two for the southern dis-
trict of New York, where they already bave three judges, mak-
ing a total of six, with nothing like the number of cases pending
proportionately in those courts, according to the number of
Jjudges, that we have pending in the sonthern district of Florida.
In the eastern district of Pennsylvania one additional judge is
provided, although that district now has two judges, with a
total of 2,788 cases pending, which is nothing like a propor-
tionate number of cases, according to the number of judges,
that are pending in the southern district of Florida.

In the western district of Pennsylvania, with a total of 2,449
cases pending, with two judges at present, it is proposed to an-
thorize one additional judge. In that instance, if we divide the
number of cases by two judges it will be found that there are
only 1,224 cases pending before each judge. In the southern
distriet of Florida there were 1,336 cases pending at the time
the statistics found in the commitfee’s report were prepared,
and on account of the rapid increase of business to-day there
are over 1,600 cases; yet an additional judge is authorized in
the western district of Pennsylvania, with an average of only
1,224 cases to each judge, but an additional judge, in the opinion
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELsoN], should be denied
Florida, with 1,336 cases pending in the southern district of
that State.

In the northern district of Texas we find there are two judges
at present, with a total of 1,220 cases pending. The committee
proposes to allow one additional judge to the northern district
of Texas, which will give that district three judges, with 1,220
cases pending—a smaller number of cases pending for three
iugges than we have in the southern district of Florida for one

udge.

In the eastern district of Michigan, with a total of only 754
cases pending, having already one judge of course, there is to
be authorized under the pending bill an additional judge.

For the two distriets of Ohio it is proposed to give one new
judge., At present there are four judges in Ohlo and there are
1411 cases pending there. There is an instance where, with
four judges at present and with only 1,411 cases pending, in
comparison with 1,336 cases pending in the southern district of
Florida, it is proposed to give an increase of one judge to be
added to the four already sitting there at the present time, e

The northern district of Illinois has two judges at present,
with 2,184 cases pending, and it is proposed to authorize one
new judge there. Even with only two judges, according to the
statisties, they have no more upon them in the way of liti-
gation to dispose of for each judge than does the judge of the
southern district of Florida; yet it is proposed to allow an
additional judge in the northern district of Hlinois.

Take the eastern district of Missouri. At present there is
one judge; the total number of cases pending in that district
is 622; yet it is proposed under the pending bill to authorize
an additional judge for the eastern district of Missouri.

Montana, with one judge and a total number of cases of 525,
is to be given an additional judge by the pending bill,

For California, with two judges in the district and only
jlﬁgz? cases pending, it is proposed to provide an additional

.
; dArizona, with only 310 cases pending, is to have an additional
udge.

Oklahoma, with 1,399 cases in the eastern distriet, is to have
an additional judge. The Oklahoma case is one that might
very reasonably be compared with the Florida case, because
the number of cases pending in that court is approximately
the same as in the southern district of Florida.

I submit, Mr. President, that doubtless in a number of these
instances an additional judge should be authorized, and that
the public business requires that Congress provide for addi-
tional assistance for the purpose of dispatching the court busi-
ness of the country; but I ean not quite conceive of the logie
of some of our friends who oppose Florida having an additional
judge for the southern district of the State when, upon the
other hand, they are supporting each of these additional judge-
ships as provided in the pending measure.

All we ask for is that Florida be dealt with just the same as
the other States and districts of the Union have been dealt with
by the committee. We feel that Florida is justly entitled
to an additional judgeship for the southern district of the
State. We are actuated by absolutely sincere motives and
only desire to have the public business of the State which is
transacted by the Federal courts expeditiously carried on, as
it should be.

In our State we have a number of good Republicans, one of
whom, ne doubt, will be appointed to the judgeship should it
be created. We have no hope of having a Democrat appointed
to the judgeship there; but we do feel that the business of
the court in the southern district of the State demands this
relief and that Florida deserves this consideration at the
hands of Congress. I very much hope, therefore, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the amendment offered by my colleague the senior
Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercaer] will be agreed to.

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have no hestiation in say-
ing that the southern distriet of Florida, considered in and of
itself, is entitled to an additional district judge: but I desire
to suggest to the Senate some of the reasons which influenced
the Judiciary Committee in the exclusion of that district, all
of which reasons, at least, have not been stated by the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. NELsoX].

The general purpose of the commitiee was to provide the
United States, as a whole, with a sufficient judicial force. In
many instances the survey of the subject passed far beyond the
immediate districts concerned. As the Senator from Minne-
sota has stated, the northern district of Florida has so little
business of a judicial character that the judge of that distriet
is able to employ half or more than half of all his time beyond
the district, and latterly it has been employed beyond his eir-
cuit, It is very clear to me that in considering the needs of
the southern distriet of Florida we ought to take into account
and give great weight to the fact that the judge of the north-
ern distriet of Florida could give half or more than half of his
time to the work of the southern district of Florida, and I do
not know of any reason why he should not be assigned to the
southern district of Florida instead of being assigned to the
southern distriet of New York.

Moreover, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to an-
other fact. If Senators will look at the map that hangs on the
wall, it will be seen that the States of Alubama and Georgia
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lie immediately north of and adjoining the State of Florida.
The State of Alabama is already provided with three district
judges, and I say frankly that I think it has more district
judges than its necessities demand. The State of Georgia has
two district judges, but this bill provides another judge for
Georgia. If that provision remains in the bill, it will be seen
that the group of States composed of Georgia, Alabama, and
Florida will have eight district judges. I think eight district
judges are all that are required and, indeed, more than
are required for the transaction of the judicial business of
those three States. I have no doubt—at least, it was so with
me, and I think it was so with some of the other members of
the committee—that we took into account the judicial force of
that group of States; and there is no reason in the world why
the eight district judges should not combine their energies
for the purpose of trying cases in those States.

Mr. SHIELDS. DMr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bursum in the chair).
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Ten-
nessee?

Mr. CUMMINS. T do.

Mr. SHIELDS., Referring to the argument the Senator is
making ds to the three States he has mentioned, and especially
as to Florida, where he speaks of the northern distriet not hav-
ing sufficient business to occupy the judge all the time—I have
not examined it, and I do not know how it is in detail, but I
will look at it—and therefore that he should aid in the southern
district, where unguestionably great congestion exists, 1 ask the
Senator, why was not that principle applied to the State of
Ohio? It is conceded that the two judges in the southern dis-
trict have their dockets clean and tried up, and that they are
spending much of their time in holding court in other dis-
tricts. Why give a new judge to the northern district of Ohio,
instead of letting the two from the southern district relieve that
congestion ?

Mr. OUMMINS. 1 do not think that is true of the southern
district of Ohio in the degree or anything approaching the de-
gree in which it is troe of the northern district of Florida; and
the docket of the southern district of Ohio, as I remember, is
very much larger than the docket in the northern district of
Florida. Let us see,

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr, President, we know as a fact that those
two judges are holding court in other districts.

Mr. CUMMINS. 1 do not know it personally.

Mr., SHIELDS. The Senator will remember that Judge
Sater, of Columbus, of that district, stated before the committee
that he held court in Pennsylvania and in Tennessee and in
some other districts,

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes; I do know that; and I think it is a
very common thing; but I do not know that Judge Sater was
absent from his own district for months at a time, although he
may have been. I have no information on that subject; but I
desire the Senate to know that in the southern district of Ohio
on the 30th of June last there were 448 criminal cases pending
and undisposed of, and that there were 309 civil cases pending
and undisposed of.

I mention these things, Mr. President, simply to show that
the committee made an effort to provide sufficient judicial
force in every part of the country; and with me, at least, the
fact that the northern district of Florida had little business,
and that there are to be six judges in Alabama and Georgia,
influenced my action to some extent,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, permit me to call the Sena-
tor's attention to this situation, which evidently escaped the
committee in considering this bill if they were looking at it from
the standpoint the Senator now mentions,

New York, for instance, has nine judges already. The com-
mittee proposes to give that State three more. There are certain
districts in New York where they certainly do not need any
additional judges, and where they have no more business than
in the northern district of Florida. Take Vermont and Connec-
tieut, right around New York, and that whole region: In Ver-
mont, for instance, the total number of cases is 185, and in
Connecticut the total number of cases is 386. There they have
two judges, nine judges in New York, right in that immediate
vicinity, and the same way in New Hampshire.

Mr. CUMMINS. The committee took those facts into con-
gideration. New York has a population of more than 9,000,000
people, and the circuit is composed of New York, Connecticut,
and Vermont.

Mr. FLETCHER. They have 9 judges in New York alone,
1 in Vermont, 1 in Connecticut, 1 in New Hampshire, and so
forth; but I say that if the committee were reviewing the mat-
ter from that standpoint they could have found in these cir-
cuits, right adjacent to each other, less need for additional

Jjudges than exists in the southern district of Flordia; and the
Senator is altogether mistaken about the idea that the judge in
the northern district of Florida has practically nothing to do,
or that only a small portion of his time is taken up with his
work. The figures show that there are pending in that court,
undisposed of, 209 cases, and in addition to that 192 bankruptey
cases, 1 draft case, and 22 prohibition cases, making a total of
424 cases pending now in the northern district of Florida.

Mr. CUMMINS. That is including the draft and the prohibi-
tion and the bankruptcy cases.

u}l\{r. FLETCHER. Yes; but there are 209 cases outside of
at.

Mr. CUMMINS. T did not mean to be understood as saying
that there was no business in the northern district of Florida:
but I said that the business of the northern district of Florida
did not consume more than half the time of the judge of that
distriet.

Mr. HARRISON.
question?

Mr. CUMMINS. T yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr., HARRISON. I notice that this report states the num-
ber of cases that are pending that have not been tried in the
various districts, and it seems that that moved the committee
to make its various recommendations., Did they not take into
consideration the number of cases that were tried in these
various courts? Does not the Senator think that that is a better
way to judge as to the need of a new judge, rather than to
state how many cases are left over and not tried?

Mr. CUMMINS. The committee undertook, as well as it
could, to examine the report of the Attorney General showing
the number of cases that had been disposed of in the various
courts during the preceding year.

Mr. HARRISON. It would seem to me that the fact that
there were not many cases left over shows that one judge was
doing his duty, and that those who had a lot of cases left over
were not doing their duty. What I rose to ask the Senator,
however, was this: He was speaking of that southern tier of
States there—Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, and Florida.

Mr, CUMMINS. I did not speak of Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. That is why I am going to ask the Senator
a question., I am wondering if there was any method in that
madness or in that omission. Why was Mississippi omitted in
the discussion of the Senator?

Mr. CUMMINS, There was no movement upon the part of
anyone representing Mississippi for additional judicial force,
and I infer from the record made by the report of the Attorney
General that those representing Mississippi, not only here but
in the other House, felt that they could not conscientiously ask
for another judge, in view of the comparatively little business
done in the court in Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON, That does not answer the question that I
propounded to the Senator. I asked him why it was that he
omitted to mention Mississippi in connection with his discus-
sion a few moments ago, when he said that there were so many
judges for Alabama, Georgia, and Florida.

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not mention Mississippi because Ala-
bama and Georgia lie immediately north of Florida and have
an easy entrance into Florida through the means of communi-
cation that are established, and the judges of Alabama and of
Cieorgia, assuming that all.their time would not be required
at home—and as to that I assert mothing—can easily reach
Florida.

Mr. HARRISON. It was nof, then. because if the one judge
who is assigned to Mississippi under the law had been added to
the sum total of those in Georgia and Alabama and Florida it
would reduce the average that the Senator omitted the State of
Mississippi?

Mr. CUMMINS. I should be sorry to arrange a system that
would require the single judge that Mississippi has to be as-
signed anywhere else. I think the judge in Mississippi has all
that a judge can comfortably do.

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator said that Mississippi was
omitted because apparently the Senators and the delegation in
the House made no move to bring that about. ;

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I said that it was not considered be-
cause apparently there had been no representations from Missis-
sippi that the work there had accumulated so that an additional
judge was necessary. .

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Mississippi could do no
more than to offer an amendment and to introduce a bill; and
the Senator from Iowa, of course, is aware that there is pending
a bill to create a new judgeship for Mississippi, and that an
amendment was offered to this bill to that effect; and I think
the Senator from Tennessee offered that amendment in the
committee, :

Mr. Presidept, may I ask the Senator a

.
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Mr. CUMMINS. I do not remember that the Senator from
Tennessee offered such an amendment, though he may have
done so,

Mr. HARRISON. It would have taken the usual course and
been defeated had it been offered.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know that. If the Senator means
that there was any discrimination on account of the locality
from which the amendment came, he is very much mistaken,
because we have added in this bill, I think, everything con-
sidered, quife as liberally to the South as we have to the North.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; you have put in 3 judges for the
South and 16 for the North. That is the liberality that the
Senator’s committee has shown.

Mr. SHIELDS., And that is enough.

Mr. HARRISON. That is enough under the present ¢ircum-
stances, I think. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. CUMMINS, Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, the Senator is aware, becanse
he has been on the committee for a long time and he has voted
three times, I think, for a bill which has passed the Senate for
the creation of another judgeship in Mississippi—

Mr, CUMMINS. Never,

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator may have done it when he ‘did
not know what he was voting for, but I will say to the Senator
that on three different occasions bills have passed the Senate for
the creation of a second judgeship for Mississippi,

Mr. OUMMINS. What the Senator means is that T did not
raise my voice in protest against the bill when it was on its
passage.

Mr. HARRISON. The thing I am surprised at is that the
Senator did not raise his voice in behalf of if.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have never voted for a Dbill of that char-
acter, and I have never voted for one for the middle district
of Tennessee. 1 have been opposed mainly to these additions
heretofore.

Mr. HARRISON, Does not the Senator think this is an
almost inexcusable course on the part of the committee when it
is realized that Mississippi has one judge for two courts and
at an expense of only $7,500 we could create one more judgeship
in Mississippi? Three bills creating judgeships have passed
in the Senate before, and this attitude of the committee seems
unjust when you take into consideration the fact that in some
of the adjoining States there are as many as three judzes with
little or no more business. Is there any excuse for omitting the
creation of an additional judgeship for Mississippi under those
circumstances?

Mr, CUMMINS. There was one reason for the omission of
a provision for an additional judge from Mississippi, and that is
outweighed by another reason. The reason for the creation of
a new judgeship lies in the fact that Mississippl is one of two
instances in the United States in which there is not a judge for
each distriet. The other instance is the middle district of Ten-
nessee. That can be said in favor of appointing a new judge
in Mississippi. On the other hand, a comparison of the business
done in Mississippi—and it is greatly to the credit of Mississippi
that there is no more business than there is—I think shows that
the State is not entitled to another judge.

Mr, HARRISON. But I had understood the Senator to say
that he had not investigated the situation so far as Mississippi
is concerned.

Mr. CUMMINS. The figures are hefore us,

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator refers to the fizures showing
the number of cases which are pending; but the Senator did not
investigate, as 1 understood him to say, the number of cases
now being tried in the courts there.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator misunderstood me. The rte-
port of the Attorney General shows the number of ecases which
were tried the year preceding the 30th of Junme, 1921, and all
the members of the committee, T assume, have investigated those
statisties.

Mr. HARRISON. Is it the opinion of the Senator that the
Senate would not be justified in adopting an amendment to this
bill ereating another judgeship for Mississippi?

Mr. CUMMINS,. Regrettable as that may seem to be, that is
my opinion.

Mr. HARRISON. T am sorry to hear the Senator say that.

Mr. SHIELDS. T would like to know if the Senator thinks
that of the middle district of Tennessee, He says he mever
voted for an additional judge for that district.

Mr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator please repeat the question?

My, SHIELDS. T would like to know if the Senator has the
same opinion as to the middle district of Tennessee that he has
of the Mississippi district? The northern district of Mississippi
and the middie distriet of Tennessee are the only two districts
in the United States which have no judges.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Tennessee stated ‘the fact
correctly. Does he now ask me my opinion as to the advisa-
bility of another judge?

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 do.

Mr, CUMMINS. I adhere to the action of the committee in
that respect. I intend to be loyal so far as the committee in con-
cerned. I have not been attempting, the Senator knows, to work
;:ué my individual views respecting the distribution of these

ndges.

Mr. SHIELDS. T have not made any such insinuation, even,
much less statement, to the Senator, but the Senator said he had
never voted for an additional judge for the middle district of
Tennessee. Of course, a measure so providing could haye passed
without his vote. A bill has passed the Senate three times in
the last 10 years for that purpose, but failed in the House. The
Senator has two districts in his State and one judge in each,
and the two districts in Tennessee, presided over by Judge
Edward T. Sanford, of the eastern district, have more business
than those two districts in the State of Towa, where they have
two judges. I will present the figures later. I invite the Sena-
tor’s attention now to the fact that Judge Sanford is now doing
more work than both of the Iowa judges are doing, each and
every day.

Mr, CUMMINS. The Senator from Iowa begs leave also fo
remind the Senator from Tennessee that Towa has not asked for
;md additional judge. I do nbdt think we need an additional
udge.

Mr. SHIELDS. But to put it back on the same basis Ten-
??lgsee is on, Towa ought to have one of those judgeships abol-
shed.

Mr, CUMMINS. I question very much whether the Senator
can, by any satisfactory evidence, prove that any judge in his
State is doing twice as much work as a judge in my State,

Mr, SHIELDS. The Tennessee judge is doing more than
both of the Towa judges. I will present the figures later,

Mr. CUMMINS, The Senator will not be able to satisfy me,
at least, by any proof he may have in his possession on that
point, because I am familiar with my own State and know what
has been done. I know that we have had one judge for the
last year or more who has been practically disabled, and there-
fore has done no work, or substantially no work, other than the
trial of eriminal cases. The judge who has been at work has
done as much, I venture to say, as any district judge in the
United States.

Mr. President, T have nothing further to say, and I ask for a
vote on the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Florida [Ar, FrercEEr] to
the amendment of the committee. !

Mr. OUMMINS. Does the Senator from Florida desire a
full Senate when we vote on this question?

Mr. FLETCHER. It is not material to me. I think we
could carry the amendment now, as the Senate stands, and I
am ready for a vote.

Mr. CUMMINS, Fearing that such would be the result, I
suggest the absence of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

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

Ashurst Harrison Norris Bhortridge
Broussard Heflin Overman Underwood
Bursum Jones, Wash. Page Walsh, Mass,
Cameron Kendrick Phipps Warren
Capper Keyes Poindexter Watson, Ga.
Cuniming McKinley Pomerene Weller -
Dial McNary Rawson Williams
Fleéteher Moses Reed

France Nelson Sheppard

Harris New Shields

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-seven Senators having
answered to their names, a quornm is not present. The Secre-
tary will eall the names of absent Senators.

The reading clerk called the names of the ahsent Senators,
and Mr. Lapp, Mr. Oppie, Mr. Peprer, Mr. SPENCER, and Mr.
WanswortH answered to their names when called.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr, McCouser], the Senator from
Utah [AMr. Smoor], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, La For-
LETTE], the SBenator from Vermont [Mr. DinuisaEAM], the Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax], the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. Cortis], the Senator from New York [Mr, Carper], the

‘Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox], the Senator from West

Virginia [Mr. Suraercanp], and the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN] are absent in attendance on the Com-
mittee on Finance,
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The following Senators entered the Chamber and answered to
their names:
Lenroot Simmons Curtis Swanson
Townsend Stanley Gooding Trammell

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TowNseND in the ehair).
Fifty Senators have answered to their names., A quorum is

present.

Mr. OUMMINS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
on the calendar day of Thursday, April 6, at not later than 4
o'clock in the afternoon, the Senate shall, without further de-
bate, vote npon all amendments that are pending or that may be
offered, and upon the bill through the regular parliamentary
stages to its final disposition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. HARRISON. I regret to object; but one of the most im-
portant amendments that could possibly be offered to the bill
has not been discussed at all, and I may want to discuss it
unless it is accepted.

Mr, CUMMINS. There will be ample time between now and
then.

AMr. HARRISON. Between now and 4 o'clock to-morrow?

Mr. CUMMINS. When we shall conclude this afternoon I
will ask for a recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock, and the
recess will not be taken before half past 5.

Mr. HARRISON. There is a very important resolution which
goes over from to-day until to-morrow, and I shall want it acted
on to-morrow. So I object.

Mr. SHIELDS. Would it not be better to make it 4 o’clock
Friday?

Mr. CUMMINS, I anr willing to make it 4 o'clock Friday.
Will the Assistant Secretary state the proposed unanimous-
consent agreement, so that we may all understand it?

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT.

It is agreed by unanimous consent that at not later than 4 o'clock p. m.
on the calendar day of Friday, April 7, 1922, the Senate will proceed
to vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that maﬁ be

ding, any amendment that may be offered, and upon the bill (H. R.
103) for the appointment of additional district judges for certain
courts of the United States; to provide for annual conference of cer-
tain judges of United States courts; to authorize the designation, as-
s ent, and appeintment of judges outside of their districts, and
for other purposes, through the regular parliamentary stages to its
final disposition. .
Mr. HEFLIN. I thought it was the purpose of the Senator

to vote this afternoon on the amendments that are pending

noWw. »

Mr. CUMMINS. I intend to ask the Senate to remain in ses-
sion until half past 5 for the very purpose of voting on the pend-
ing amendments.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator does not intend to hold up the
vote on all amendments until Friday afternoon?

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I do not. I desire to dispose of just as
many of themr as possible to-day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the unani-
mous-consent agreement? The Chair hears none, and it is
entered into. The question is on the amendmment offered by the
Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercHER] to the committee amend-
ment.

Mr. FLETCHER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ker-
roga]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. GerrY] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. STANLEY (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst].
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
RaxspeLL] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SyarH] to the
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu PoNt] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when bhis name was called). 1 have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Longe]l, which I transfer to the senior Senator from Nevada
[Mr. PrrMaN] and vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I
observe that my pair, the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
WagrgeN ], is absent, I transfer that pair to the senior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrorcock] and let my vote stand.

Mr, DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. I transfer that pair to
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Crow] and vote
" nn},.ﬂ :

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have a general pair with the senior
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinsox]. I transfer that pair
to the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Branpecee] and
vote “ nay.” -

Mr. NEW (after having voted in the affirmative). As on
the previous vote, I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McKerLLar] to the junior Senator from
Ohio [Mr. WirLis] and allow my vote to stand.

Mr, KENDRICK. Has the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mc-
CorMicK] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted.

Mr. KENDRICK. I have a general pair with that Senator,
In his absence I am compelled to withhold my vote.

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Erxins] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted,

Mr. HARRISON. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Hixins], and in his absence I
withdraw my vote, If permitted to vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr., FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 observe that my general pair
[Mr. Warsa of Montana] is absent from the Chamber. I
transfer that general pair to the junior Senator from Maine
[Mr. Hare] and vote * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 29, as follows:

YEAS—29,
Ashurst Harris Rawson Trammell
Broussard Heflin Underwood
Bursum McKinley Sheppard Walsh, Mass,
Cameron Myers Shields Watson, Ga,
Caraway New Shortridge Williams
Dial Oddie Simmons
Fletcher Overman Stanley
France Pomerene Swanson
NAYS—29.,
Borah Jones, Wash M¢Nary Smoot
Calder Keyes Moses Sterlin
Capper Kin, Nelson Sutlmrfand
Cummins Lad Norris Townsgend
Curtis La Follette Page Watson, Ind.
Dillingham Lenroot Pepper
Frelinghuysen MeCumber Phipps
Gooding McLean Poindexter
NOT VOTING—38.
Ball Gerry Lodge Smith
Brandegee Glass MeCormick Speuce’d
Colt Hale McKellar Stanfie
Crow Harreld Newberry Wiadsworth
Culberson Harrison Nicholson Whish, Mont,
du Pont Hiteheock Norbeck Warren
Edge Johnson Owen Weller
Elkins Jones, N, Mex. Pittman Willis
Ernst Kello Ransdell
Fernald Kendrick Robinson
So Mr. FrercHER'S amendment to the committee amendment
was rejected.

Mr. FLETCHER. I wish to reserve the amendment which
has just been voted on for a separate vote in the Senate.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. REED addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I offer the amendment which I
gend to the desk.

Mr. REED. I am going to ask the Senator from New Jersey
if he will not do me the favor to let me offer an amendment
to the bill at this time, because I think I have to leave the city?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I withhold my amendment for the
present, in view of the request of the Senator from Missouri.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk.

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

The ReEaping CLER. It is proposed to amend the committee
amendment by inserting after the word “one” in line 18, page
10, the following:

For the western distriet of Missouri, one.

Mr, REED. Mr. President, I shall take the time of the Senate
only very briefly to state the situation existing in Missouri.
The business of the-Federal courts of that State has been grow-
ing enormously for several years. We have two judges; one of
them Judge Van Valkenburgh, happens to be a Republican, and
holds court in the western district, and the other, Judge Faris,
who happens to be a Democrat, holds court in the eastern dis-
triet. Federal court terms are held at several points in the
State. The House bill allowed two additional judges for
Missouri, one for the eastern and one for the western district.
The Senate committee eliminated the provision for an additional
judge for the western district. I thought it had been arranged
that there would be a different result from that, but I am not
here now to urge that matter of procedure,

The city of St. Louis has been growing very rapidly, Kansas
City has also been growing very rapidly; in fact, all of that
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section of the country has been growing in population and busi-
ness. Both of our judges are vigorous men; both are worked
to the point of absolute exhaustion; and yet the business of
their courts is falling behind.

I want to say for both Judge Faris and Judge Van Valken-
burgh that they dispatch business rapidly ; they are industrious;
but it is greatly feared by members of the bar that they will
break down under the strain which they are now enduring.

The increased criminal business, owing to the recent legisla-
tion of Congress, is now taking almost all of the time of those
judges; civil business can not be attended to. I make that
statement now from my personal knowledge, because 1 still
practice law, and in that way I know the condition of the court
dockets. The loss to the people of the State and to litigants
through this congestion of business amounts to many times
more than the salaries of the judges.

I think I will merely put into the Recomp, as much more
conclusive than anything I can say, statements of the two dis-
trict judges and the statement of his honor, Judge Sanborn, who
is the presiding justice of the circuit court of appeals. Judge
Sanborn stafes: i

A dispatch from Washingtnn in one of the newspapers states that
you have renmewed your endeavor to get an additional district judge
for the western district of Missouri. One é:egrentty needed there, as
you and 1 know, and I hope you will suc . To that end I have
written a letter to Senator NELSON and gresented, as well as 1 conld
in a short letter, the great need of an additional judge there.

Sincerely yours,
WALTER H., SAXBORY,
Renior Circuit Judge.

I will read an excerpt from a letter from Judge Faris, who is
the judge of the eastern district:

1 have your wire of to-day and have just wired you as follows:
“ Humanly impossible one judge to do work in eastern district Mis-
sourl, Health breaking under strain, and unable to keep up. Com-
ared to five years ago, cases filed increased 100 per eent, not includ-
ng lmnkru%ti:_v cases, Latter increased over 30 per cent same period.
Must have help. Letter follows."”

In his letter the judge states:

As shown by the figures inclosed, I have disposed of 808 cases in the
fiscal yvear preceding July 1, 1921, besides handling a vast amount of
administrative work and all of the bankruptcy work. Since July 1,
1921, I have been disposing proportionately of more work than was
done in the fiscal year of 1921. I can not kl:'i‘? this up, and I am frank
to say to you that 1 am not going to keep it up. simply can not
stand the strain, and if Congress will not treat this district fairly, I
ghall be compelled to do what I ean and let the rest go undome. If
Congress continues to Eumue the present course of taking over all
eriminal cases from the States; it will only be a short time until the 73
State judges will be enjoying perennial vacations and the two district
judges will be doing all the work. The situation is very serious, and
something must be done,

Very truly yours, C. B. Fanis,

I agree with all the judge says, except that the State courts
will still have business to do, but there is a vast amount being
thrown into the Federal courts,

I have a letter here from Judge Van Valkenburgh, who is the
judge of the western district. 1f is a very complete review of
the business in the courf. I shall read the letter and ecall it
particularly to the attention of the Senate:

UNrrep STaTEs DisTrRIicT COURT,
WEesTERN DISTRICT oF MISSOURI,
Kansag City, February 24, 1922,
Hon. JAMES A, REED, -
United Rtates -Nenotor, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SexaTor: Your telegram of to-day asking for my views in
regard to an additional judge for the western district of Missouri and
condition of the dockets is duly received. 1 wired you this morning in
general terms promising to follow with a letter containing additional

data.

While this matter was before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate
early this month Senator Srexcen telegraphed for information. I was
ill at the time, but the district attorney compiled the data to the best
of his ability, and the information conveyed is embodied in the in-
closed file of telezrams which I have had copied and inclose for your
information. This carried the mutter up to February 9. Of course,
it iz not as necurate as the annual compilation for the Attorney Gen-
eral, but it is substantially .so. You will realize that we have four
outlying divisions: 8t. Joseph, Springfield, Joplin, and Jefferson City,
The dockets are lodged with the deputy clerks at those points, and it
would be impossible for us to get leiter I;Ierl'ect figures from them with-
ont a consumption of time which is prohibitive for your needs. How-
ever, we can give that approximately.

Roughly speakinf{. Kansas City has from 70 to 75 ;mr cent of the
business of the entire district, civil and criminal, and if I give you the
comparative figures for Kansas City you can get a fair approximation
for the entire district. This, however, is to be noted: In the outlying
divisions 1 have endeavored to keep the work up in all departments as
nearly as practicable, feeling that it was better that the substantial
part of our falling behind should be cbncentrated here at home in one
division, where I could deal with it to better advantage than to have
it scattered over the entire district: therefore while there has been a
certain percentage of deferred business in these outlying districts, it
has not been, and is not, 8o serious. Having informed yourself of the
condition of the district for this fiscal year up to February 9 from the
report of the district attorney to Senator SreXceEr, I will submit some
data in all departments affecting the Kansas City division., Of course,
the business of the district for the last fiscal year, as well as that of
other districts, is disclosed in the Attorney General's Report for 1921,

July 1, 1921, there were pending in the Kansas City division 69
criminal cases; since that date 480 prosecutions of all kinds have been
glaced upon the docket, making a total of 549, During this period I

ave disposed of 55 of the old cases and 388 of the new cases, aggre-
gating 443, and leaving 106 still pending. In addition, the commission-
ers advise me that they have bound over for action by the next grand
Jury at the April term, or for the district attorney by information, 250
cases. There are still two months to elapse before that court opens on
the fourth Monday in April, and at the Ereseut rate the number of
cases hound over will total about 500, so that we shall start the April
term with from five to six hundred criminal cases upon the docket. We
shall probably dispose of a few, but not many, between now and then,
because we can have no more juries in Kansas City before the next
term. Meantime, we hold the St. Joseph term, beginning the first
Monday in March; the Jefferson City term, which is fixed for the third
Monday in March; and the Springfield term, which opens the first Mon-
day in April. Following Kansas City we shall have the Joplin term,
still in this fiscal year, which begins the second Monday in June. All
these terms have now become very active, especially on the criminal
side, and 8t. Joseph and Joplin particularly on the civil side. You may
get some idea of the volume of business in these outlying districts
when I tell you that 20 criminal cases had to be left undisposed of at
the last term in St. Joseph, and that 43 new ones have been added to
the docket, making a total of 63. This number will be increased to
some extent before court opens. DBecause of the fact that I have five
active divisions of this court, in each of which two terms are held
annually, but a limited time can be allowed to each division. This,
of course, greatly interferes with the dispatch of business where there
is but one judge, who must distribute himself over the entire territory.
But two weeks each can be allotted to the outlying divisions, and about
eight weeks to the spring term at Kansas City. The November term
can be somewhat extended by holding jury terms after the first of the
vear, excluding the Joplin term in January, but this is done at the
expense of the equity docket, which can be held only at such times as
no jury sessions are on. This climate is not adapted to court work
in July and August, as you know, and not even our State courts at-
tempt to hold trial terms during those months,

At the last spring term in Kansas City, which was the first term at
which the extraordinary congestion of criminal business developed, 286
g_rosecutions were instituted, as against 480 for this November term.

rom this the great increase in the volume of business may be per-
ceived ; and this in spite of the fact that last year out of 722 prosecu-
tions in the entire district I disposed of 635, in which there were H93
convictions, collected fines aggregating $99,000, and sent hundreds to
jail and to the penitentiary in the hope of breaking the back of this
erime wave. This year, in spite of that attempted object lesson, I
have already disposed of more than one-halt that number in Kansas
City alone. We have thus far collected_onl{ 4 little more than $40,000
in fines, indicating an increased severity in prison sentences, always
imposing the limit where the defendants have stood trial, and still the
dance goes merrily on. It is realized, of course, because these parties
and their attorneys are not fools, that this court, with its present foree,
must necessarily be hopelessly clogged if the present system continues;
that if greater severity iz exercised and the. number of trials corre-
s}mnding y and naturally increases, the court can not begin to handle
the criminal docket alome, which, even at present, it can mnot quite
compass. This court must therefore degenerate into a second-class
eriminal tribunal, and the civil business of the district must go to the
dogs. This is so self-evident that I feel almost ashamed to presume
to take up yvour time by stating it.

If Congress passes drastic laws, which meet with stubborn resistance,
it can not expect those laws to be enforced unless it provides adequate
machinery for that purpose. It seems hardly fair to throw upon the
courts respongibility for a condition which they are helpless to remedy.
Incidentally for several years, even before the present influx, this court
by comparison with other districts, has been entitled to an additionai
judge. If we have such, the very certainty that business can be reached
and dispatched will have a wholesome effect upon the temper of the
community and of those who are disposed to set the law at defiance,
My great concern has been that the prestige of the Government should
not suffer in the estimation of the public—a situation fraught with
great future menace.

There is another consideration not disclosedrl;{ the naked figures of
reports from the districts to the Attorney General. The district courts
are now burdened with a great volume of business that is not disclosed
by the figures of cases brought and disposed of. We have a large bank-
ruptey business, and many reviews come to the court from the orders
and rulings of the referees. Some of these involve records and issues
equal to the report of a master or a final hearing in general equity
cases. They do not appear upon the docket as cases brought and dis-

osed of. e have to sit in three judge cases, many of them where

tate statutes are involved, and we are drafted from time to time upon
the circuit court of appeals, already overtaxed by the volume of appeal
cases, If the district judges are kept sitting continuously in trial
dockets and can not give necessary consideration to the briefs of
connsel upon abstruse guestions in involved and complex cases, of which
we get many, the unsatisfactory disposition of those cases leads neces-
garily to a greater number of appeals and a greater burden upon
appellate courts. :

Applications for restraining orders, injunctions, and receiverships
are greatlf increasing in volume; they mrust be heard and they should
be carefully considered. There are now pending something like 2
receiverships in this district, including those few in charge of cirenit
judges. The court should be able to give adequate supervising attention
to such, and the work of the court is greatly increased by enforced
attention to such proceedings. No week passes without one or more of
such applications being presented. TFurthermore, with but one judge
in a district of this size and volume of business, it is impossible to
follow up cases with promptness and decision. Where juries intervene
with such continuity, equity cases wait upon juries, or great expense
to the Government must be entailed. All the matters to which I have
referred are pregnant with substance. I have been able to do little
more than sugﬁest the toPics, rel:rinf'; upon the appreciation of sound
and experienced lawyers like yvourself and others npon the Judiciary
Committee to accord to them their practical ai}g{nlﬁcance.

Recurring to the civil docket, I find that in Kansas City alone during

fmxr ending July 1, 1921, 163 cases were brought and 121
digposed of. I held a civil jury trial docket in Kansas City in the fall
but was unable to do so in the spring. This year already there have
been filed 135 civil cases jn Kansas City, and but 65 have been disposed
of, no civil jury trials having been held in Kansas City.

Let me pause there. That is just the condition of the docket.
The civil cases have to wait. Business of the very greatest

the fiscal
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importance is held up. ‘The loss to litigants is tremendous,;
und the general disruption of the legal business is becoming
not only ‘burdensome, but—I do not like to use the word
“ frightful "—it is in a very bad condition.

This letter continues:

Of course, in this number of 65 there have been a few equity cases
and hearings to the eourt, but the ‘greater part of ‘these cases have
been settled and disposed of beeause of the uncertainty of a Jjury
session. These figures indieate, however, that the e¢ivil docket is
increasing, while my -ablll? to dispose of it has been obstructed by ‘the
mass of eriminal 'work. In 1921, 73 civil cases to which the United
Btates was a party were brought and 49 disposed of. This year, so
far, 81 have been brought and 39 -disposed of in Kansas City. These
eases, of course, are not of the importance and do not entail such
work ago those to 'which the United States ls mot 'a party above re-

ferred to.
It will be jnstructive to compare the work of ‘this district for the
ending July 1, 1920, with that of the year ending July 1, 1921,
n ‘the former 5921' in the entire district 806 ¢rimingl cases were com-
menced and 203 disposed of ; 211 civil ‘cases to which ‘the United
‘States Was not a party were brought and 241 disposed of. Last year.
%22 criminal ecases were broufht and 655 dhgooed of, and 226 ecivil
cases were commeneed and 181 disposed of. ere ‘was-f net accumiu-
lation of 45 of such cases upon the clvil docket.

It is further instructive to compare the work of this distriet for
the last fiscal year 'with some other districts to -which, I understand,
it is proposed to give ndditional judges. ‘Compare, with the figures
above stated Tor the fiseal year ending in 1921 in this distriet, the
eastern distriet of Micmﬁan. in which 580 criminal cases were brought
and 382 disposed of and 187 civil vases were brought and 132 dis-
posed of. With ‘the district ¢f Arizona, in which 462 criminal eases
‘were brought and 471 disposed of and 138 ecivil cases brought and 98
fisposed of. I do not complain that these districts are to get help.
1 believe that the judieial establishments pretty well all over the
United States should be tly inereased. merely wonder why this
distriet s ignored. It ds idle to suggest sending in a nonresident
2 | from time to ‘time to relieve the sitnation. In the first ‘place
such a judge would be needed all the time, and in the second place
any visiting judge accomplishes but a small percentage of what can.
be accomplished by a resident judge, with Tocal responsibility and
knowledge of local dffairs. This ‘fact is notorious among all who have
any knowledge and experience with misi prius courts. The guestion of
expense of ‘providing an adequate mumber of judges is comparatively
negligible ; but this is immaterial. The Government ‘munst have ade-
guate machinery with which to funetion, and its cost is as imperative
a8 that of any other item inthe Budgﬂ’et

With sincere appreciation of your efforts, I am,

Cordially 'yours,
ARpA B, VAKX VALKENBURGH,
Distriet Judge.

Mr, President, in addition to ‘that I desire to call attention
particularly to the letter of Judge Sanborn, the presiding j'u‘dge
of the court of appeals, who stands in a disinterested position,
-and who is one of the very great judges of this country; and I
think I can include right mext to him these two district jundges
as among the very fine judges. T am not claiming that they are
‘better than all the others. The country would be fortunate if
4t had judges of that character in-all of our courts.

1 present the petition of the executive committee of the Mis-
gouri Bar Associgtion, signed by all of the members of the
‘executive committee, in which they dwell upon the necessity -of
an additional judge in both the eastern and western districts.
It is as follows:

Petition to Congress of executive conmimittee of Missouri Bar Association
to provide additional judges in Missouri.
To the Oongress of the United States:

The executive committee of the Missourl Bar Association respectiully
represents that the business in the Federal courts in both the eastern
and 'western districts of Missouri has multiplied in the last three or
ton{egurs to such an extent that the dockets have hecome badly con-
gested, and that, although the judﬁm of ithese courts are highly effi-
clent and working hard and 'faithfully all of the time, they have been
unable 'to 'dispose of the business coming before them, and that the
civil docket in the western distriet is mow nearly one year behind;
that the business in both districts is growlnf constantly and that there
is more than sufficlent business in ‘each district to provide constant
work for an additional judge in each distriet.

‘Bpeaking for the bar of Missourl generally, we urge npon the Congress

creation of judgeships in both districts of Missouri. If the ¢reation
of new Eudgexm;m, as suggested, 18 not provided, it will result in the
practical denial of justice to litigants in these districts.

We are sincere in stating that, in our opinion, there are no districts
in the United States that are more In need of additional judges than
the districts of Missouri.

C. W. GERMAN,

Pre.

sident,
Kexyera C, SEins,
Seeretary,
VinroN PIKE,
Vice President.
D. D. DurToN,
Treasurer.
J. B. MCBAINE,
Vice President,
Jno. ‘C. CaRg,
Vice President,
R. B. Ouiver, I,
Viee President.

I-do not want to take the time of the Senate to read them,
but I have here telegrams, and a large number that I do not
hold in my hand but have upon my desk, which come from the
very best of our lawyers, men who have large business, and

without exception they all tell the same story.

‘So, Mr. President, T venture to ask that the Senate agree to
this amendment. I am as much in favor of economy as other
‘Senators. There is no economy in a congested court. There is
no economy in {rying to run a machine that is so overburdened
‘that it can not do the work. The immense cost to litigants is a
‘thing to be eonsidered. The loss in money to the taxpnyers
‘who have to go to these courts to have their business attended
to is to be considered. The convenience .of lawyers who have to
practice in ‘the courts is to be considered, The salary of an
:additional district judge amounts absolutely to nothing in eom-
parison with the distress and loss occasioned by failing to have
a suflicient number of judges,

So far as I am concerned, I do not want to see unnecessary
judgeships created anywhere ; but we must take into considera-
‘tion 'the fact that we have doubled and then doubled again and
I think then doubled again the work of our United States courts.
‘We ‘have 'put upon them the burden of trying a vast flood of
fraud cases that ordinarily, or before we enacted the mail-
fraud statute, never would have reached the Federal courts at
all. We have imposed upon them another vast amount of busl-
ness growing out of the enlargement of our interstate com-
anarce statutes, both civil and eriminal. We have imposed upon
‘them a vast criminal business growing out of the Mann Aet, and
‘mow an almost illimitable flood of work growing out of the
prohibitory law; and T think the chairman of the committee
having this bill in charge will feel that, whatever may be the
fﬂ{tll; of this bill as a whole, it ought to include this additional
judge.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I feel with regard to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep]
precisely as I felt with regard to the amendment offered by the
Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercaer]. I was of the opinion,
as a member of the committee, that there ought to be one addi-
tional district judge in Missouri; but, comparing the necessities
in Missouri with the necessities elsewhere, and with our pro-
visions made for other communities, I could not see my way
clear to the addition of two judges in Missouri. I should be
glad if the same arrangement could be made in Missouri that
is expected to be made in Georgia, and have-the district judge
‘that we have added made a judge of both the eastern and the
western districts ; but there is no movement of that kind, and
‘hence, I suppose, that will not be done.

The personal knowledge of the Senator from Missouri re-
‘specting the work that is actbally being done and the work that
is left undone has very great weight with me. So far as my
own vote is concerned, I shall stand with the action of the com-
mittee ; but there is nothing more to be said than has been said.
The Senator from Missouri has read in substdnce the report of
fhe Attorney General, and has supplemented it with a statement
from ‘the judge himself. Apparently nothing remains to be
said, and I am guite willing to have it disposed of at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-

‘ment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] to the
‘amendment of 'the committee.

On a division the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, in the provisions
of this bill the district of New Jersey is not provided for. In
view of the location and certain conditions existing in my
State, I desire to present some facts for the consideration of
the Senate and at the close of my remarks to offer an amend-
ment to ‘this bill which I trust will receive the favorable con-
sideration of the Senate.

In the first place, I wish to point out how the location of
New Jersey results in much litigation which is not found to
nearly so great an extent in most of the other Federal districts.
We have an exeeptionally long seacoast. This, coupled with
the fact that we are located between the two great ports of
New York and Philadelphia, results in the courts of our State
trying ‘exceptionally large numbers of admiralty and maritime
cases.

‘Of these admiralty cases there were 178 pending at the close
of business on June 80, 1921, this number being exceeded by
only one district, that of New York, and equaled by two others,
Another need is found in the fact that a great number of our
large corporations are incorporated under the laws of New
Jersey. Because of this we have a large number of cases; but
here it is not only the number of cases which should be con-
gidered but the importance of these cases. Inasmuch as in
many cases patents are involved, the litigation is important
because of the large amount of money involved and also the
large amount of time consumed in trying the cases. A case
in point is the case between the Buckeye Powder Co. against
E. 1. du Pont de Nemours Powder Co., which consumed five
months’ time in the trying.
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This case illustrates another point: That ig, that although the
plaintiffs are in a great many cases from outside the State, the
Jitigation is brought to New Jersey because the defendant is
incorporated under the laws of the State. The same applies
to many of the citizens of the State who have either New York
or Philadelphia for their place of business. Because of their
citizenship in New Jersey they are tried under the New Jersey
courts.

Therefore, in addition to the usual eriminal, civil, and bank-
ruptcy cases found on the docket of the average Federal court,
we have in New Jersey, because of its location and laws gov-
erning corporations, large numbers of admiralty and corporation
cases,

I want to say at this point that unfortunately I was unable |

to appear before the Judiciary Committee and present the
claims of my State. It is a matter of great jmportance to the
bar of New Jersey and to the State and to its jurisprudence.
By reason of that fact I spoke to the chairman of the committee
and asked that I have an opportunity of presenting my claims
to the Senate, and I hope at least those Senators who are here
will listen for a few minutes—and I will only take that time—to
the claims of New .Jersey, and to a statement of the present
condition of the Federal courts of the State.

Another point which shows the need of another judge, which
is also emphasized by our location, is the number of cases aris-
ing out of the prohibition enforcement law. In the hearings
held before the committee it was brought out that one of the
chief causes of congestion is the number of cases pending aris-
ing under the prohibition law. At the end of June, 1921, there
were 395 eriminal and 34 civil prohibition cases pending.

At the present time we have three Federal judges sitting at
Trenton, the capital of the State, thus doing away with consid-
erable overhead expense which is necessary when the judges
move from place to place. These judges are giving full time to
their duties; I shduld say that they are hard-working judges, of
the highest character and standard of ability, but the dockets
are overcrowded, there being 13,567 cases pending on June 30
of last year.

Jomparing the number of judges to population for the entire
country we find that the ratio is one judge to each 800,000 of
population, which ratio would entitle New Jersey, with its
3,155,000 people, to four judges. In 1898 we had one judge in
the district. Now we have three, but the volume of business
has increased at a much faster rate, being tenfold larger now
than at that time. In 1915, at the close of the fiscal year, 111
civil cases were pending, while on the same date in 1921, 331
cases were pending,.a larger number than in any other district
excepting the southern district of New York. In criminal cases
in 1915, at the close of the fiscal year, there were pending 145
cases, while on the same date of 1921 there were pending 11,582,
this large increase being partially accounted for by the number
of selective-draft cases. In the admiralty cases we had 178
cases pending, and in bankruptcy 914 on June 30 last. Other
cases to which the United States was not a party totaled 562,
making the grand total of cases pending 13,567. This number
in itself would justify another judge for this distriet, but when
it is considered that the amount of litigation is increasing rather
than decreasing, due to growth in population, expanding busi-
ness enterprises, and the coming in of new corporations, an
additional judge is an absolute necessity if the Federal courts
are to discharge their functions expeditiously and the needs of
the situation met,

Because of overcrowded dockets the Federal judges them-
selves have indorsed the need for the appointment of another
judge, The New Jersev Bar Association has indorsed and re-
quested that Congress act in the interest of the proper dispatch
of the business coming before these courts.

I might-say here that this bar association is composed of the
ablest and best lawyers who have ever practiced in any court,
We have a splendid bench and bar in New Jersey., These gen-
tlemen have come here and urged that I present to the Senate
and the Judiciary Committee the great need at the present
time for an additional judge. The respective bar associations
of the various counties of the States have likewise indorsed
this request,

Unfortunately, I did not have an opportunity of appearing
before the committee, but I know what the conditions of the
courts are at the present time, how congested they are with
business, and how necessary it is that we be given an addi-
tional judge to clear up the congestion. I am not asking it
simply because it means more patronage and that we will have
another judge. It is because the lawyers have come and told

me that it is absolutely necessary. 1 shall therefore offer an
amendment, which I did not have an opportunity to offer to the
committee, and I ask that the Senate favorably consider giving

New Jersey an additional judge. I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk, and move its adoption. ,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the
amendment to the amendment,

The Assistaxt SECRETARY, On page 10, line 13, after the
word “two,” insert the words “ for the district of New Jersey,
one” and a semicolon.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the Senator a question or
two, He has impressed me very greatly by what he has said
as to the necessity of another judge in New Jersey. I am im-
pressed also by what other Senators have said, and I have
some knowledge regarding conditions. I think the Senator
must realize, and I believe we will all have to realize, that jus-
tice in the United States courts is hecoming expensive. I
wonder what the result would be to the taxpayers if we give
an additional judge to every place which makes a good showing,
as the Senator has made one, and there are quite a large
number of districts which could make a showing almost as
good as that which the Senator has made. I wonder what the
result will be if we go on increasing the number of judges, as it
is indicated will be necessary on account of the kind of litiga-
tion which is arising. The Senator referred to one case in New
Jersey which took five months to try. That was between two
great corporations, I assume., Does the Senator mean that the
court was actually in session five months, actually engaged in
the trial of that case? And what kind of a case was that?
What was the nature of it?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think it was a civil suit involy-
ing a contract. I do not remember the details of the case; the
information was given to me. I know that the Federal courts
in New Jersey are very much sought, and that by reason of the
fact that New Jersey, under our general corporation laws, has
been practieally the home of corporations for a time, until some
of that business went to other States, many of these large cases
have been fried in the Federal courts there, and some very im-
portant ones.

Mr. NORRIS. Could the Senator give me any idea as to how
much money it cost the taxpayers of the country to try that one
case which took five months?

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I can not. Of course, as the
Senator knows, I am not a lawyer. 1 had to secure my informa-
tion from the bar association and the judges with whom I have
conferred. They say that the courts in New Jersey are so over-
crowded with important cases that there is an absolute neces-
sity for more assistance for the three judges who are now sit-
ting, and they are judges who sit practically all the time, I
know that Judge Rellstah is constantly holding court. Of
course, New Jersey is not a very large State, and the center of
our courts is practically Trenton or Newark, within an hour of
each other. 8o the lawyers go either to Trenton or to Newark,
and there the courts are held. It saves a great deal of expense
to the Federal Government by reason of the fact that the over-
head is reduced. I can not give any figures as to the present
cost to the taxpayers of the Nation of the Federal courts in New
Jersey. AllI know is that the courts of New Jersey at present
are congested and overcrowded, and we are asking for this
Jjudge because we need one, and I think, after taking it up with
the Attorney General and with the judges in the State, it has
been clearly established that three judges can not possibly
handle the business there.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, there are comparatively few
Senators here, and I know the difficulty of securing a quorum
this late in the day. I believe there ought to be more Senators
here before the amendment proposed by the Senator from New
Jersey is voted upon. I move, therefore, that the Senate take a
recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow.

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator withhold that motion a
moment ?

Mr., CUMMINS, 1 withhold the motion,

Mr. HARRISON, I hope the Senator will not move a recess,
but will move an adjournment. There was a resolution pending
to-day, which is fresh in the minds of all Senators, and there is
no use letting grass grow around it before it is discussed again.
So I hope that we can enter into a unanimous-consent agree-
ment that to-morrow it may come up, and that then the Senator
will move an adjournment.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the resolution is on the calen-
dar, and it will have to be taken up by motion. Why not get
rid of this court hill and get it out of the way?

Mr. HARRISON. A unanimous-consent agreement has been
entered into to vote at a certain time on the judges bill, so
there is no question but that the bill will be passed on Friday
at 4 o'clock. If the Senator from Towa will withhold his mo-
tion, I would like to submit a unanimous-consent request before
that motion is made,




5066

.

CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—SENATE.

Mp. CUMMINS. T am willing to withhold the motion long
enough for a unanimous-consent agreement to be entered into.

Mr. HARRISON. I present a unanimonus consent request
that to-morrow morning, on the convening of the Senate, the
first order of business shall be the consideration of the resolu-
tion I have offered and which was pending to-day, and that not
more than an hour and a half of discussion shall be had upon
the proposition before the vote is taken.

Mr, MOSES. If the Senator will make tirat one-half hour, I
think he will have no trouble in getting his agreement.

Mr. HARRISON. One-half hour, providing I can get the
floor.

Mr. MOSES. Let there be no proviso about it.

Mr. CUMMINS. T suggest to the Senator from Mississippl
that he should not ask for the consideration of his resolution
until it is seen at least that those who desire to discuss the
judicial bill have had an opportunity to do so. It is now agreed
that we shall vote upon it at not later than 4 o’clock on Friday.

1 presume there are half a dozen or a dozen amendments,
and T hope that those amendments may be debated and disposed
of before we reach the time for the final vote. The Senator
from Kansas [Mr. Curris] just reminds me that there are 16
amendments. I think it is not fair to Senators who are pro-
posing amendments to the judicial bill to take any time out of
the period from now until 4 o’'clock on Friday to devote to some

_other subject. That is the reason why I moved for a recess
rather than an adjournment. .

Mr, HARRISON. I do not want to interfere with the plans
of the Senator, but when the first unanimous-consent request
was made to-day it was to vote to-morrow at 4 o’clock, and I
objected to that, so we could get more time. It was then put
over until 4 o’clock on Friday, There will be ample time for
consideration of the judges bill. The resolution that was up
to-day will be disposed of one way or the other, I have no dis-
position to prolong the debate on it. T will consent to a half
hour’s discussion or an hour and a half to-morrow, but let us
have action upon it.

Mr. MOSES. I understand that the resolution is pending
with a motion to refer it to the Committee on Civil Service and

Retrenchment.
Mr. CURTIS. No; the resolution, I understand, is on the

calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Senator is correct about
that.

AMr. MOSES. Did it not go to the calendar at 2 o'clock?

Mr. LENROOT. Was not the motion to take from the table
and refer, and that was divided, and so the motion to take from
the table was never acted upon by the Senate?

Mr. HARRISON. It is now before the Senate, as I under-
stand.

Mr. MOSES. The motion to take from the table was carried,

Mr. LENROOT. Then I am mistaken.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. True; and the Chair announced
that the morning hour having expired when the resolution com-
ing over from the previous day had been under discussion, it
went to the calendar,

Mr. HARRISON. My unanimous-consent request, if granted,
might expedite all this matter and save confusion, so I ask
unanimous consent that upon the convening of the Senate to-
morrow the resolution be taken up for discussion, and that not
more than one hour and a half of debate—

Mr. MOSES. I thought the Senafor was going to make it
one-half hour?

Mr. HARRISON. One-half hour, if I can be given the half
hour.

Mr. MOSES. I shall not object, if we can then take a vote
on the disposition of the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
withhold his motion for the purpose indicated by the Senator
from Mississippi?

Mr., CUMMINS. I am perfectly willing to withhold my mo-
tion, but I must objeet to the request for unanimous consent.

Mr. HARRISON. Then, Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

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

Ashurst Curtis Harrison McNary
Ball Dial H Moses
Broussard du Pont Jones, Wash, Nelson
Bursum Ernst Kendrick New
Cameron Fletcher Keyes Norris
Capper France King Oddie
Caraway Frelinghuysen Lenroot Overman
Cummins Harris McKinley Pepper

APrIL 5,
Phipps Sheppard Spencer Warren
Poindexter Bhie!%s S?:ﬂing Wz:arsn. Ga.
Rawson Shortridge Townsend Weller
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-four Senators have an-

swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the names of absentees.
The reading clerk called the names of absent Senators, and
the following Senators answered to their names when called :
Satherland Wadsworth =
Mr. CALDER entered the Chamber and answered to his name,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is not present,
Mr. OUMMINS. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be di-
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. !
The motion was agreed to. :
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will
execute the order of the Senate, '
The following Senators entered the Chamber and answered
to their names:
Watsof, Ind, Gooding Fernald

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered
to their names. A quornm is present.

Mr., CUMMINS. I move that the further execution of the
order of the Senate by the Sergeant at Arms be dispensed with.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I move that the Senate
adjourn,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a motion to take a
recess.

Mr. HARRISON., A motion to adjourn has preference over a
motion to take a recess, but I suggest the absence of a quorum,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, no business has been transacted
since the last call for a quorum.

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. I submit that at least three
orders of business have been tramsacted. The Senator from
Iowa moved to dispense with the order under the call to send
out and request the attendance of absent Senators——

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator is correct.

" Mr, HARRISON. And a motion to adjourn has been voted
oW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
su{glgests the absence of a gquorum. The Secretary will call the
roll.

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

Ashurst Fernald MeNary Shields
Ball Fletcher AMoses Shortridge
Broussard France Nelson Smoot
Bursum Frelinghuysen New Spencer
Calder Gooding Norbeck Stanley
Cameron Harris Norris Sterlin
Capper Harrison Oddie Suthcha nd
Caraway Heflin Overman Townsend
Cumming Kendriek Pepper Underwood
Curtis Keyes Pomerene Wadsworth
Dial La Follette Rawson arren

dn Pont Lenroot Reed Watson, Ga.
Ernst MeKinley Sheppard Watson, Ind.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quornm present.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I again ask unanimous con-
gent that on the convening of the Senate to-morrow the Senate
Resolution 258, which was under consideration to-day, may be
taken up immediately, and that after one hour of discussion a
vote thereupon be taken,

Mr. MOSES., I object.

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. OUMMINS. T raise the point of order that the motion
to adjourn is not in order, because a motion to take a recess was
pending at the time the Senator from Mississippi formerly made
his motion to adjourn. He can not make another motion to ad-
journ, because it would be purely dilatory.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I submit that since the
motion to adjourn was made and voted down there has been
a quorum call, there has been other business transacted, and
that a motion to adjourn is always in order,

Mr. MOSES. What other business has been transacted—the
Senator's request?

Mr, HARRISON. The Senator from New Hampshire has just
objected to a request for unanimous consent which I made.

Mr. MOSES. Poor business that, Mr. President, I will say.

Mr, HARRISON. That may be true, in the opinion of the
Senator.

Mr. CUMMINS. If the motion is in order, it puts the Senate
into the power not of a few men but of one man. I do not be-
lieve that a motion to adjourn can be made under these circum-
stances. 3
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‘Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, what is before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. HarrisoN] that the Semate adjourn, to
which the point of order has been raised that it is dilatory.
The Chair has not any doubt about that, and he does not think
the Senator from Misgissippi has any doubt; but the present
occupant of the Chair dislikes to introduce a new rule that he
has never yet seen enforced, although he would be very glad
to do it.

Mr. SMOOT. Was there any question before the Senate at

the time the Senator from Mississippi made his motion to ad-
journ?
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr,
Cummins] moved to take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow,
and the Benator from Mississippi moved to take an adjourn-
ment. Then the point of order was raised and a quorum was
called for and developed ; several votes were taken; and now,
after his request for unanimous consent has been refused, the
Senator from Mississippi makes another motion to adjourn.
The Chair is inelined to put the motion. The question is on
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi that the Senate
adjourn. :

The motion was rejected.

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. CURTIS. I make the point of order that that motion is
dilatory, and that no business has been transacted since the
last call for a quorum was made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point

of order.
Mr. HARRISON. 1 appeal from the decision of the Chair.
Mr. MOSES. I move to lay the appeal on the table.

Mr. HARRISON, I submit that intervening business has been
transacted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from New Hampshire to lay on the table the
appeal of the Senator from DMississippi from the decision of
the Chair. That motion is not debatable.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for a division.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of the motion
of the Senater from New Hampshire will rise and stand until
counted. [A pause.] Those opposed will rise. [A pause.]
The appeal from the decision of the Chair is laid on the table.

Mr. HARRISON. Now, I suggest the absence of a quorum
upon the count which was made on the division.

Mr. LENROOT. T make the point of order that no business
has intervened since a quornm was developed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. Upon the count as announced by the Presiding Officer
there is not a quorum present,

Mr, LENROOT. The Chair did not announce the result of
the count, so far as I am aware,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had already an-
nounced that there was a quorum present.

Mr. HARRISON. I refer to the last count on the division.
I ask for another division to see if there is a quorum present.

The Senate again divided.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the second division 32
Senators have voted in favor of the motion of the Senator from
New Hampshire and 14 have voted against it.

Mr. HARRISON. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr, STERLING and Mr. CURTIS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da-
kota,

Mr. STERLING. May not the Presiding Officer count Sen-
ators who are in their seats but are not veting on this question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not feel dis-
posed to do that.

Mr. HARRISON. T suggest the absence of a quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

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

Ashurst France Nelson Bmoot

Ball Frelinghuysen New cer
Broussard Norbeck Stanley
Bursum Harris Oddie Sterling
Calder Harrison Overman Sutherland
Cameron Heflin Pepper Townsend
Capper Jones, Wash, Phi Underwood
Caraway Kendrick Poindexter Wadsworth
Cuommins Keyes Pomerene Warren
Curtis La Follette Rawson Watson, Ga.
du Pont Lenroot Reed Watson, Ind.
Ernst MeKinley Sh;z(ﬁgird

Fernald M¢éNary Bh

Fleteher Moses Shortridge

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present.
Mr. CUMMINS and Mr, HARRISON addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Towa.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the question now is upon my
motion to take a recess, is it not?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct.

My, HARRISON. Mr. President——

Mr. LENROOT. I demand the regular ordet.

Mr. HARRISON. I move, as a substitute, that the Senate
adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow.

Mr. LENROOT. I make the point of order that a motion to
adjourn to a given time is not privileged over a motion to take
A recess,

Mr, HARRISON. I submit that it is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point
of order. .

Mr. HARRISON. T move that the Senate adjourn until to-
morrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Mississippi that the Senate adjourn until
to-morrow.

Mr. HARRISON. On that T ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand seconded? [A
pause.] Not a sufficient number have seconded the demand,
The motion is lost. :

Mr, HARRISON. T ask that the other side be counted.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President—

Mr. MOSES. A point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A demand for the yeas and
nays was made, and the Chair stated that it was not supported.

Mr., HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
As i takes one-fifth of the membership present to obtain the
gea% a;:d nays, I ask the Chair how many Senators raised their

ands

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eight.

Mr. HARRISON. * And how many were against it?

Mr, MOSES. That has nothing to do with it. It takes one-
fifth of those present to call for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was counting ac-
cording to the roll eall that was just had.

Mr. HARRISON. 1 ask for a division upon the motion to
adjourn.

Mr. CURTIS. I demand the regular order.

; Mr. HARRISON. I ask for a division on the motion to ad-
ourn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen-
ate is the motion of the Senator from Towa that the Senate take
a recess until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

Mr. HARRISON. T suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of that motion
will say “aye.”” [A pause.] Those opposed will say “no.”

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for a division.

i%l‘h!?is PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of the motion
w e,

Mr. HARRISON. T ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those opposed will rise.

Mr. HARRISON. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

G Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, what is the vote on the mo-
on?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote as counted by the
Chair is 41 to 14; =o the motion is agreed to, and the Senate
stands in recess until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

Thereupon (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the Senate took
a recdﬁss until to-morrow, Thursday, April 6, 1922, at 12 o'clock
meridian. b

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WebNespay, April 5, 1922.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by
the Speaker.

The chaplain, Rev, James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer :

Our heavenly Father, may the day be to us a message from
the changeless heart of God to the changing heart of man. Let
us enjoy life at its best and give the life of joy to others. Talk
in whispers to our listening hearts. Send messages of happiness
to all our homes and make for all feet a new earth and a new
heaven for all weary eyes. Forgive our failures and help us to
an increasing mastery over self. With unfaltering faith and
courage endow us, and thus may we take our part in the
furtherance of good will among all men and in upholding free
and righteous government. Through Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved,
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on the particular phase of the bill H. R.
10329 relating to the abolition of land offices.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

N0 QUORUM—CALL OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Mr, Speaker, I move a call of
the House. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washipgton moves a
call of the House. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Menrbers failed to
answer to their names: f

Ansorge Edmonds Lampert Riddick
Anthony Fields Langley Riordan
Blakeney Fish Lineberger Robertson
Boies Fisher Linthicum Rodenberg
Bond French Me¢Duffie Ryan
Brennan Fuller McLaughlin, Pa. Sabath
Brinson Funk Mansfield Sanders, Ind.
Britten Gallivan Martin Sanders, N. Y.
Browne, Wis, Goldsborough Michaelzon Bchall

Burke Goodykoontz Morin Shaw
Burton Gorman Mot Snell

Carter Gould 5 Mudd Snyder
Chandler, N. Y. Greene, Mass. Nelson, Me. Speaks
Chindblom Griffin Nelson, J. M. Sproul

Chri stokgherson Hammer Newton, Minn, Hteenerson
Clark, Fla. Hardy, Tex. Norton Stiness
Clarke, N. Y. Hawes 0'Connor Strong, Pa.
Cockran Hersey Oliver Tague =
Codd Hicks Olpp Taylor, Ark,
Connolly, Pa. Ireland Paige Taylor, Colo.
erer. Ohio Jacoway Patterson, Mo, Tinkham
Copley Johnson, Miss, Patterson, N.J, Upshaw
Coughlin Johnson, S, Dak. Perkins Vare

Crago Kabn Perlman Voigt

Curry Kelley, Mich, Petersen Ward, N. Y,
Davis, Tenn. Kelly, Pa. Porter Webster
Dempsey Kennedy Rainey, Ala. White, Me,
Denison Kindre« Rainey, I1L Wilson
Dickinson Kitchin Reavis Winslow
Drewry Kreider Reber

Dyer Kunz Reed, N. ¥

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and eight Members have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend further proceedings under the call.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Washington moves to
suspend further proceedings under the call. The question is
on agreeing to that motion,

The motion was agreed fo.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. WOOD of Indiana, by direction of the Committee on Ap-
propriations, presented for printing, under the runle, a confer-
ence report on the bill (H. R, 9881) making appropriations for
the Executive and sundry independent bureaus, boards, com-
missions, and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923,
and for other purposes,

DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN UNDESIRABLE ALIENS.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, I call up the
bill H. R. 11118, to provide for the deportation of certain unde-
sirable aliens.

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar and auto-
matically the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for its consideration., The gen-
tleman from Oregon [Mr, McArTHUR] will please take the chair.

Thereupon the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill H, R, 11118, with Mr. McArTHUR in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
Honse on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill
H. R. 11118, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R, 11118) to provide for the deportation of certain unde-
sirable aliens.

Be it enacted, ete, That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to de-
port certain undesirable allens and to deng readmission to those de-
ported,” approved May 10, 1920, is amended by adding at the end thereof
a new subdivision to read as follows:

“(4) All aliens who may after this subdivision takes effect be con-
victed of any violation or conspiracy to violate any of the following acts,
the judgment on such conviction having become final, but no such alien

shall be deported until the termination of his imprisonment, if any,
upon such convietion :

':}al The national l|:u't)hil:|iti|:m act of October 28, 1919 ;

» (t:? The act entitled ‘An act to provide for the registration of, with
collectors of internal revenue, and to impose a special tax upon all per-
sons who produce, import, manufacture, compound, deal in, d nse,
sell, distribute, or give away opium or coca leaves, their salts, deriva-
tives, or preparations, and for other purposes,’ approved December 17,
1914, as amended ;

“(e) Allilfr other statute of the United States, or of a State or Terri-
tory, prohibiting er regulating the manufacture, sale, transportation,
importation, or exportation of lntoxicatinf liquors for beverage pur-
poses, or of opium, coca leaves, or any salt, derivative, or preparation
of oplum or coca leaves.”

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
men, the bill presented for your consideration by the House
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization—unanimously
presented—is short and to the point. It provides for the de-
portation, if the Secretary of Labor so orders by his warrant,
after hearing, of those aliens in the United States who may be
convicted of violations of the Federal liguor and narcotic acts,
and for the violation and conviction after serving sentence of
those convicted under State laws of violations of narcotic and
liquor acts.

We continually hear it said throughout the United States
in regard to alien offenders, * Why not deport them?"” The
report presented to this bill has the deportation clause of the
Burnett Immigration Act, which is the basic immigration law.
The deportation claunse is section.19 of that law.

It provides that—
except as hereinafter provided, any alien who is hereafter sentenced
to imprisonment for a term of one year or more because of convic-
tion in this country of a crime involving moral turpitude, committed
within five years after the entry of the alien to the United States, or
who is hereafter sentenced more than once to such a term of imprison-
ment becanse of conviction in this country of any crime involving moral
turpitude, committed at any time after entry—

And so forth, Those are the moral turpitude clauses. This bill
presented to this committee is in the nature of an amendment
to an act approved May 10, 1920, which act, if the Members of
the House will remember, was one which was passed to make
certain the deportation of certain alien enemies and certain in-
terned alien enemies. That act of May 10, 1920, provided eight
classifications of those who might be deported in addition to
the general provisions of the moral turpitude deportation clause
which I have mentioned.

That act begins—and I call your attention to this—

1i f the following classes, in addition to those for whose ex-
puﬁ?g; %meg]s tohe l;ni‘tjedmétagtes rovision is made in the existing law,
shall, upon the warrant of the Secretary of Labor, be taken into his
custody and deported in the manner provided in sections 19 and 20 of
the act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An act to regulate the 1mm1§ra-
tion of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United States,” if
the Secretary of Labor, after hearing, finds that such aliens are unde-
girable residents of the United States,

All this bill now before you does is to add three further classi-
fications to the specially enumerated deportation clauses, to give
the Secretary the opportunity, if he so desires and finds, to
proceed on a warrant against aliens convicted of violations of
the acts mentioned here and the State acts on the same subject.

The committee after hearings has come to the conclusion that
the United States has gone far enough with violations of the
narcotic act: for instance, by aliens in this country, who are
filling up the jails in some places, and in other places paying
fines and not being sentenced to imprisonment; but in the West,
where there has been great trouble with alien narcotic violators
the judges have finally come to giving them terms of imprison-
ment—one year, two years, five years, seven years—for viola-
tions of the narcotic act. By the enactment of legislation of this
kind we want to make certain that at the conclusion of their
sentences of imprisonment the Secretary of Labor may and
probably will proceed against them and cause their deportation.
It is not believed that the passage of this act will make it neces-
sary to run deportations down to misdemeanor violations of
the liquor act of the State; but if an alien is arrested for viola-
tion of State liquor acts and convicted over and over again, and
thereby proves himself to be an undesirable alien, and the Sec-
retary proceeds against him as an undesirable alien, and after
hearing as provided by law orders him deported, you may be
very certain that he will be an undesirable alien. That is the
extent of this law.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman answer just one ques-
tion?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington., Yes.

Mr. BLANTON, For the benefit of a number of people who
are making the inquiry just at this time, will the chairman of
the committee tell us about how many aliens have left the
United States since the 3 per cent law went into effect? I
have had a number of inquiries come to my office in the last
weelk.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The exact figures are avail-
able but not at my fingers’ ends this minute. For the year prior
to the beginning of the 3 per cent aet the net increase of aliens
into the United States was 500,000,

Mr. BLANTON, I wish to know the number of those leaving
the United States. 5 i

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. For eight months of the
year following the act the increase was about 40,000 net. Our
inquiry, however, proves the fact that many go out of tbs
country to seek velatives to bring them in. Further inquiry
develops the fact that when times are hard in the United
States there are many people who have come here to work whe
go out of the United States.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman reserves 52 minutes.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its
Chief Clérk, announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment joint resolution of the following title:

H. J. Res. 249, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
the Inferior to donate and grant certain buildings in Alaska to
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episco-
pal Church.

DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN UNDESIRABLE ALIENS.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman
fram California rise?

Mr. RAKER. 1T desire recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman from California opposed
to the bill?

Mr. RAKER. I am not.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, 1 desire recognition in
opposition to the bill.

The CHATRMAN, Is the gentleman from Wisconsin epposed

to the bill?
Mr. STAFFORD. I am.
The CHATRMAN. Does any member of the committee desire

recognition in opposition to the bill? If not, the Chair will
recognize the gentleman from Wisconsin, who is opposed to the
bill,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this bill if
enacted in the ferm in which it is reported would delegate to
the States the right and power of determining what aliens
ghould be allowed to remain within their borders, beciiuse sec-
tion (e) provides that if any alien is convicted of the violation
of any State statute prohibiting or regulating the manufacture,
gale, transpertation, importation, or exportation of intoxieating
liquors for beverage purposes, or of opium, and so forth, then
the Secretary of Labor, under the mandatory provision of see-
tion 19 of the so-called Burnett Act, would be compelled fo
deport him.

The gentleman reporting this bill glesses over the main objec-
tions and tries to represent to this House that a person can he
deported only after the violation of either the national prohibi-
tion enforeement act or a State prohibition act on successive
occasions. I deny it. I claim that if any person is convicted
of a violation of either the national prohibition act or any State
prohibition act, cenvicted of ene offense, then it is the duty of
the Secretary of Labor to deport him immediately under the
provisions of section 19 of the Bmrnett Act.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. How can the Secretary de
that? !

Mr. STAFFORD. Becanse you authorize him to do so in your
bill; becaunse you provide in section 1 that the act of May 10,
1920, 1s amended by adding a new section. Here is the act of
May 10, 1920. It is now a dead letter, because it applies en-
tirely to violations of war statutes. That is shown in the re-
port, which will be found on pages 1 and 2, where you enumer-
ate specifically the provision whereby the alien may be depeorted
for violation of various war acts of Congress. TUnder gection
19 of the so-called Burnett Act the alien could be deported after
conviction of a crime involving moral turpitude committed
within five years ef his admission to the country; he may be
deported if he is found guilty after conviction for a second
offense regardless of the time limit,

Now you propose to out-Volstead Vorsrean by previding that
for a violation of either a national prohibition act or a State
prohibition act for the first offense, whether committed within
five years or after five years of his coming here, not involving
moral turpitude, he shall be deported under the previsions of
the general law—and after, as the gentleman from Maine says,
gerving out his term of imprisenment.

Mr. CRAMTON. Wiil the gentleman yield?

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman wnderstand that the
act of 1920 is mandatory on the Secretary of Labor?

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 do.

Mr. CRAMTON. That in every case the Secretary of Laber
has no discretion except to issue the warrant?

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the practice under existing law.
I now ecall the attention of the House in reply to the gentleman
from Washington and in reply to the gentleman from Michi-
gan to the authority of the Secretary of Labor to mandatorially
deport any alien convicted of a first offense of a violation of any
prohibition law.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. RSTAFFORD. Let me finish,
Mr. CRAMTON. I want to be sare that the gentleman has

my question,

Mr. STAFFORD. Let me proceed, and I will get the gentle-
man’s question afterwards. This is what we are attempting
to amend as found en the first page of the report. Permit
me to read it:

That aliens of the following eclasses, in addition to those for whose
expulsion from the United States provision is made io the existing law,
shall, upon the warrant of the Secretary of Laber, be taken into his
custody and deported in the manner provided in sections 19 and 20
of the act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An act to regulate the immi-
gration of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United States,”

if the Secretary of Labor, after hearing, finds that such aliens are un-
desirable residents of the United States.

Then it enumerates various offenses, mostly offenses involving
a violation of war acts which are a dead letter to-day, and
now it is proposed to add as a new section to that act paragraph
4 of this bill, Under section 19 of the so-called Burnett Act,
the act of February 5, 1917, which you will find printed at the
bottom of page 2 and most of page 3, the power of the Secretary

-of Labor has to deport aliens who have been convicted of crime

involving moral turpitude within five years after the entry of
the alien into the United States, or who has been senteneed
more than once to a term of imprisonment because of a crime
involving moral turpitude.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD, I will.

Mr. MANN. Does not the act of 1920 expressly provide that
in addition to the eonviction the Secretary of Labor shall find
after hearing that the person is an undesirable person in the
United States?

Mr, STAFFORD. I think so,

Mr. MANN, Then it is not mandatory hecause they are con-
victed of a viclation of a statute.

Mr. STAFFORD. It leaves it to the Secretary of Labor to
find if he has been convicted.

Mr. VAILE. It authorizes him to do so.

Mr. STAFFORD. Very well; I am unwilling to vest in the
Secretary of Labor that great authority to deport an alien who
has been convicted for the first time of a viclation of a State
statute or a national statute involving the prohibition laws of
the country. I can conceive of instances where in homes—and
every Member representing a foreign constitueney can conceive
of a case, where younger people have become citizens and there
happens to be an old member of the family, a parent who has
not been able to take out citizenship papers, being convicted or
fined for the manufacture of beer or light wine—and how muny
thousands of instances in the country where these foreigners
are making their wine or beer—and yet the Secretary of Labor
would be authorized to deport the father, to break the ties that
bind the family, and send him back to a foreign country from
which e may have been separated for many, many years.

Mr, VAILE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. VAILE. The gentleman has drawn a horrible picture of
this ogre, the Secretary of Labor, the President’s chief adviser,
and I want to ask the gentleman if he really believes that any
Secretary of Labor, the President’s most trusted adviser, is
going to use the power conferred on him to deport a man for a
trifling act? h

Mr. STAFFORD. I am unwiliing to vest any such aunthority
in any Cabinet officer. I do not want to take any chances with
any futore administration calling to the enforcement of this
act a man who is as fanatical as some men in this Chamber in
the enforcement of the prohibition law,

Mr. VAILE. So the gentleman would not be willing to take
a chance?

Mr. STAFFORD. T would not. I believe it is better to pro-
tect the rights of these aliens who are net guilty of any viola-
tion of law involving moral turpitude, but who are jnst merely
guilty of a minor violation of a State statute er a national stat-
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ute. You do not give him even a chance after he has been con~
vieted the first time, You say to the Secretary of Labor that
he may deport the man. In northern Wisconsin, in the district
represented by my colleague [Mr. A, P. NELsox]—and he is one
of the driest of the dry, and I go into those northern woods
every summer because of hay-fever trouble—nearly every one
of the farmers are manufacturing their home wine and home
brew. Are you going to allow some State prohibition officer to
go and arrest a man who does that, and are you going to put
the authority in the Secretary of Labor to deport that man,
when, under existing law, you permit aliens committing mur-
der, rape, and the most heinous offenses after five years' resi-
dence to remain here?

I say that you are going too far in your exercise of autocratic
power. You judge a law by the extreme cases and you want
to test it by the extreme cases, and I certainly protest against
such an unreasonable enactment of law.

My, HUDDLESTON. In reference to the question asked by
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Vamg], to the effect that
this act as proposed to be amended does not give the Secretary
of Labor discretion merely, but makes it his duty to deport
anyone who may have been convicted; it says that he shall be
deported. So there is no discretion in the Secretary of Labor.
Upon its being brought to his attention that some alien has been
convicted, it becomes his mandatory duty to deport him.

Mr, STAFFORD. I am glad that the gentleman called my
attention to it.

Paragraph 4 states:

All aliens who may after this subdivision takes effect be convicted
of any violation or conspiracy to violate any of the following acts,
the judgment on such conviction having become final, but no such
alien shall be deported until the termination of his imprisonment, if
any, upon such conviction,
~ Now, gentlemen, there was reported just a few days ago a
very well considered bill relating to the——

Mr. VAILE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr, STAFFORD. Not at present. There was reported just a
few days ago a very well considered bill relating to the manu-
facture and control of narcotics from the Committee on Ways
and Means, by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Haprey],
wherein there is a provision providing for the deportation of
those who have been convicted of violation of the narcotic act.
But this bill goes to extremes, goes beyond anything that the
Congress of the United States has ever passed, and violates,
in my opinion, the fundamental prineciples of giving protection
to the homes of the people when they commit no crime involving
moral turpitude but are guilty of only an infraction of a
punitory statute.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the chairman of the
committee, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from California
[Mr, RAKER].

Mr. RAKER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
this committee has given a great deal of consideration to this
subject. The chairman of the committee is always active and
energetic in trying to get proper legislation, and he allows no
other Member of the House or other committee to excel him in
the work, to the end that the Members of the House may know
what is going on, as well as the country generally, and he not
only believes in enforcing the law, but believes in allowing those
who are handsome and beautiful to appear before the committee
and give their judgment, so that the Members of the House and
the country may know. Therefore I desire to have the Clerk
read in my time a clipping that appeared yesterday in a news-
paper, after which I will proceed with this particular question.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

FAIR LILLIAN VERSUS JOHN L,

John L. Lewis, president of the United Mine Workers of America,
held the center of the stage in the capacious House Labor Committee
room this morning, while Chairman Joux I. NorAx smiled at the crowds
which filled rooms, corridors, and Intervening spaces.

Along came Chairman ALBert JOHNSON, of the Immigration Conr-
mittee,

“ T can beat that crowd all to smithereens,” he whispered with a
grin as he sent a notice to the press ;fallpries for pomn%ﬁ

The notice read: - Lilllan Russell, President Harding’s European
conrmissioner, will be present in perszon at the House Immigration Com-
mittee heari Thursday morning at 10.30."

And now they say that Congressman WALLACE WHITE, of the Com-
mittee on Womnan Suffrage, is preparing to negotiate with Rudolph
Valentino to tell what he knows about California women voters,

[Applause.]

Mr. RAKER. Gentlemen, speaking of this bill, I think the
eriticisms made by the gentleman from Wisconsin——

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. I yield.

Mr. MADDEN. What particular language of this bill does
the newspaper clipping have reference to?

Mr. RAKER. That relates to another bill pending, showing
that the chairman of the committee is always active.

One of the things is not necessarily punishment but deter-
rent, and when a man is convicted under the narcotic laws of
the Federal Government, or under the State laws, or convicted
under the act of October 28, 1919, or under the State laws re-
garding the sale of narcotics, or violating the prohibition law,
and he is an alien, and after he has served his term of imprison-
ment, if there is a term of imprisonment, he can be arrested by
the immigration authorities and given full hearings—the evi-
dence will show his conviction—and in addition to that, under
the act as it is now in existence, the Secretary of Labor musg
gnd that such alien is an undesirable resident of the United

tates, :

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER, For a question.

Mr, MILLS. Has the committee any evidence to submit to
the House of the need for such a law?

Mr. RAKER. Yes. We think so. I will explain it.

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman tell us whether there is any
evidence that the Volstead law is being violated?

Mr. RAKER. Yes.

Now, that being the case, an alien who realizes, and it has
been realized—we have amended the narcotic law, and that was
the purpose of the Harrison amendment, to take charge of those
and dispose of them who had been convicted already two or
three times, and we cut so much out of it that there is no chance
of getting anything out of it. But under the narcotic act you
could keep a man in jail some time without putting him on the
community to commit another erime. The same way with the
liquor enforcement.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does the gentleman think that an
alien that violates the prohibition law is any more an unde-
girable citizen than a native citizen who violates it?

Mr, RAKER. My dear sir, it is shown, because there is a
statutory provision, except in a certain instance, that the court
can deprive him of his citizenship. If a man deliberately and
premeditatedly as an alien of this country came here, when
we have a constitutional amendment conducted by practically
all the States, practically all except one, when all the States
have that kind of a law, and when this Congress by an over-
whelming vote of both Houses passed it over the President's
veto—when the American people have a law of that kind and
people come to our country to receive its benefits and pleasures
and opportunities, and they deliberately violate that law, be-
cause the punishment is so small that they will go back to it
again, they do not belong here. The day will come when these
persistent violators, these bootleggers in our counfry, if they
continue, will compel the States to pass laws by which those
citizens will not be permitted to come in them.

Mr. LAYTON. As a matter of fact, this bill is not confined to
the bootlegger, where, if I understand, there is quite a diversity
of opinion throughout the country as to the moral turpitude in-
volved, but, as a matter of fact, this bill does seek at the same
time to cover something that every normal man and woman in
the United States is altogether interested in, and that is the
suppression of the infractions of the Harrison Act.

Mr, RAKER. All right. Now, these are twins from hell
itself, and liquor and narcotic drugs go together, and have from
the beginning of time.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Would not the gentleman's argument
apply equally to the aliens who violate any other statute of the
Unifed States?

Mr. RAKER. No; and for this reason— :

Mr. FAIRCHILD. How about the postal laws of the United
States, where obscene literature is sent through the malils?
Would it apply to that?

Mr. RAKER. Yes; that is a crime involving moral turpi-
tude.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. How about counterfeiting?

Mr. RAKER. That is a erime involving moral turpitude,

Mr. FAIRCHILD, Does it apply to that?

Mr. RAKER. It applies to all such cases. To-day if you
conviet a man of a crime involving moral turpitude, you can
deport him, but the decisions up to the present time have heen
to the effect that a man convicted of violation of the prohibi-
tion law is not guilty of a erime involving moral turpitude.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Then, if you are seeking to punish crimes
not involving moral turpitude, why not make this act apply to all
such cases?

Mr. RAKER. We can not do everything at once. We have
these two evils which have stalked through the world from the
beginning of time, and the people of this country are trying to
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do away here with the sale and distribution of narcotic drugs.
The people of this country have been trying also to do away with
the liquor evil. Therefore we have selected these two because
they work hand in hand, and you ean not separate one from
the other, and it is a good thing to pack them right up and
deal with them together. As the testimony shows, from 50 to
90 per cent of the men who violate the narcotic laws and the
prohibition laws are aliens.

Mr. FATRCHILD. Does not the gentleman understand that
when you single out one or two statutes in this manner you, by
implication, invite violations of all other statutes?

Mr. RAKER. No. We ought, by deporting these people, to
give them an example that no more aliens living in this coun-
try who desire to receive the benefits of living in this coun-
try shall be allowed to violate the law, and then they will begin
to say, *“1 will not violate it, because if I do I will not only
get an imprisonment judgment but I will be sent back to the
old ecountry.” Let me tell you not many of them will take the
chances of that.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RAKER. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Can these people be deported from the State of
California?

Mr. RAKER., My dear friend, do you mot know that these
aliens in California who have been debauching our country in
the way of the narcotic trade, these Chinese, are violating fhe
law to such an extent that for years we have been trying to
get a better and more wholesome condition of affairs, and——

Mr. WALSH. How many of these are there in California?

Mr. RAKER. I do not know. We have tried to get a census,
and we have not been able to get it.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. Ina moment. I read from the hearings:

Mr. RAKER. Just let me ask you this question: Wonld it be material
as to the percentage or as to the exact number if, as a matter of fact,
there is a persistent and determined effort on the part of aliens to vio-
late these laws?

Mr. Joxes. I would not say that it is material, whether it is 50 per
cent or whether it is 80 per cent.

Mr. RAKER. The good result obtained by the example of not only the
punishment or the fine but the finality of the judgment, followed by
deportation, would deter these people and make them believe we mean
business when we pass a law.

Mr. JoxES. You have expressed my view on it, Mr. Congressman,
better than 1 could myself.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

AMr., MILLS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
short question?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California
has expired,

Mr, RAKER. I would like to answer the gentleman's ques-
tion, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the
REecorp,

The CHAIRMAN.
quest?

Mr. STAFFORD. T object.

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is heard.

Mr., STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HubpLESTON ],

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr, HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for
the deportation of any unnaturalized foreign-born person, any
alien, who may be convicted of a violation of the national pro-
hibition act of October 28, 1019, the Volstead Act, or—

(¢) Any other statute of the United States, or of a State or Territory,
prohibiting or regulating the manufacture, sale, transportation. im-
portation, or exportation of intoxicating liguors for beverage purposes,

And so forth. Aliens are to be deported, not only for violating
a Federal statute but for violating a State law. -

To subject aliens to deportation under this bill it is not neces-
sary that they shall be convicted by a court of record or after
a jury trial. Even a police court conviction or a conviction by
a justice of the peace will provide the required basis for their
deportation,

Aliens so convicted are not merely deported without other
punishment. The deportation is in addition to such punishment
as may be given them by the courts convicting them. After they
serve out their sentences or pay their fines they are then to be
deported; that is, are to be sent back to the foreign land in
which they may have been born.

The bill provides for a double punishment for a crime—
punishment by the court which tries the alien and punishment
by the Bureau of Immigration which deports him; punishment
by fine and imprisomment in this country and then by banish-
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Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-

ment to some foreign land from which perhaps the alien fled to
save his life. The bill discriminates between American citizens
who violate our laws and aliens who violate them. The citizen
expiates his offense by fine and imprisonment. The alien for the
same offense i3 not only fined and imprisoned but is then
banished for life. )

THE HIGH-WATER MARK OF INTOLERANCE.

This bill, it seems to me, marks the high tide of fanaticism
and intolerance. Section 19 of the immigration act of 1917 went
far beyond anything that had previously been conceived in this
country in so far as deportation is concerned, The proposal now
is to extend the deportation provisions of the aet of 1917 to
persons who may be guilty of violating the prohibition laws,
not merely the Federal prohibition laws, but the prohibition
laws of any Stafe.

I speak on this subject as one who has been a prohibitionist
from boyhood, but not, as I hope, a fanatical prohibitionist. who
has nothing in his mind except prohibition. I do not expect
prohibition alone to save the world. But I am not willing to
deport a man from the United States for violating a police
statute such as the prohibition law, when I would not deport
him if he had violated some law of more importance and involy-
ing more serious consequences,

WHEN FANATICISM AND UNREASON RUN RIOT.

Bear in mind that the act of 1917 fixes the period at five
years after a man comes to the United States within which a
man must have commitfed the offense for which he may be
deported. Here there is no time limit. The alien may have
lived here until he has raised up American-born grandchildren
to manhood, and then, forsooth, because fanaticism and un-
reason run riot in Congress, he is to be banished te a land
which he may not have seen for 50 years. And all this not
for treason or plotting against the State, not for murder or
theft, but merely because he is found with a flask of liquor in
his pocket or is at an assemblage where forbidden liquors are
congsumed,

PUSHES INTO FIELD OF HYPOCRISY,

This bill not only reaches the limit of unreason but pushes
into the field of hypocrisy. I say that with all deliberation.
It would be indelicate for me to refer to Members of Con-
gresg or to officials of the Government, but let us refer to
other men in prominent stations in society. Let us refer to the
classes of wealth, prestige, and accredited culture who consti-
tute the dominant elements in the United States. Let me ask
you, gentlemen, how many of them have been guilty of violating
the prohibition laws of the Federal Governmept or of some of
the States. Many of themn have their private cellars; they are
the customers of the bootleggers and the rum runners; they are
the “ hooch hounds.” They laugh at the prohibition laws. Do
they deserve exile?

Let us look at this matter like sensible and honest men, and,
above all, like courageous men. Will you say that an alien
who sits down at a table where wine is served and perhaps
drinks some of it himself—will you say that it is such a gerious
offense that he should be banished to some land where perhaps
disorder, starvation, and ruin prevail, when you yourselves, it
may be, some of you, have been guilty of a similar delinquency?
If you have not been guilty I congratulate you. I want to say
that some of the leaders in this land have done such things.
At a recent social occasion, held in the city of Washington, and
attended by some of the most prominent men in America,
liquors were openly served, so I am reliably informed.

Let me say, in further amplification of the question I asked
the gentleman from California {Mr. RAKER], that the alien who
commits an offense does not become thereby more undesirable
than the American who commits the same offense. It is the
utmost of intolerance and unreason that would mete out to him
a different measure of punishment. .

My position upon the subject of immigration is well known.
I have voted for every measure proposed in this House which
would restriet immigration. I will vote to shut the doors of
this country in the faces of undesirable aliens; but the time
to deal with them as foreigners is before they enter, not after
they are here. When an alien leaves his native land and pnts
his foot upon the soil of the United States, the flag reaches out
over him, and the Constitution, not merely in its letter but in
its spirit as the founders of the Republic conceived it, should
grant him every protection. -

EXILE AS A PUNISBHMENT FOR CRIME,

I am not willing, because a wave of intolerance and Chauvin-
ism has swept over us, to punish by double penalties a man who
commits a crime. I am not willing to punish any crime by
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banishment. You would deport the alien merely because the
Constitution permits his deportation. It does not permit the
«deportation of a citizen who is a criminal, no matter how bad
he may be. The same extreme and intolerant spirit that would
deport the alien would banish the American if only it were
constitutional to do so. The same spirit that lies behind this
bill would drive into foreign exile those who are in opposition
to those who are in the ascendency. It is un-American; it is
unworthy. We ought not to go to any such extreme, There is
no occasion for it.

The spirit of intolerance which animates the bill under con-
sideration is the same spirit which brooks-no difference of
opinion. It would stifle freedom of speech and of press. It
would deny the right of citizens to meet together. It would
correct by thumbscrew and rack all errors of religious opin-
jon. The disposition to deport an alien for the violation of
the prohibition law and yet which would condone and laugh
at the offense when committed by an American citizen is the
gpirit of persecution rampant. It would crucify all inde-
penderit minds which did not bow to it. Had it the power, it
would banish native-born Americans who did not speak and
think and walk in the fashion the majority might hold was
proper,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Where would the gentleman
deport an American citizen?

" Mr, HUDDLESTON. To the same place that you would
deport an alien who has lived here for 50 years and lost his
citizenship in his native country. Where will you deport the
alien to? He has become a man without a country. Will you
send him to Russia? Will you deport him to Africa? Where
are you going to send him? He knows nobody in the foreign
country. It is not his country. You can not compel that coun-
try to receive him back., Perhaps if received back he would be
promptly crucified. Would you send a COzarist back to be exe-
cuted in soviet Russia? Is that within the spirit of the gentle-
man’s intention? Would he send a proscribed Irishman back to
Ireland to be hanged? Would he send an Armenian back to
Turkish murderers?

Oh, the matter of not having anywhere to send the man is an
unimportant detail that should give the fanatics little pause.
Why not take his life for the difference in opinion? The same
gpirit of intolerance, the same spirit of fanaticism which would
lead you to banish a man to some land where, perhaps, his life
would be forfeited, where starvation would grip him, where
disease and disaster would overtake him, that same spirit
would send him to the gallows for the same offense or send him
to ruin and death in any other shape.

Mr. WURZBACH, Is it not a fact that this law would also
include within its terms a person who had declared his inten-
tion to become an American citizen and who had taken out his
first papers?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Oh, certainly; and that irrespective of
the lenfth of time that he has lived in the United States. [Ap-
plause.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr, TiNcHER].

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in my section
of the country there are not many aliens, We are not bothered
much with the alien immigration question. However, 1 see in
the hearings on this bill a declaration from parties in power
and engaged in the enforcement of the law that over 50 per
cent of the violators of the narcetic and liquor laws are aliens,
Anyone who has ever had any experience in the enforcement
of the law knows that that can be accounted for by the fact
that to a great portion of the immigrants who come to this
country our jails are a promotion and have no horrors for them.
I know men who will deliberately walk out and commit an-
other crime after being freed from jail, because the jail has no
horror for them or for men of their class. They are aliens.
They have no notion of ever becoming citizens of the United
States. I have not much patience with the theory that we
ghould not return them to the country from whence they came
for fear something terrible would be done to them there. I
remember one case in which a former Assistant Secretary of
Labor refused to deport a Mexican anarchist. While it was
admitted that he was an anarchist and was trying to do all kinds
of injury te this country, a former Assistant Secretary of Labor
would not deport him to Mexico for fear they would destroy his
life there. Well, there might be worse things happen to civili-
‘zation than the destruction of that life.

The statement has been made that the law we are amending
Is a dead letter. I challenge that statement., The law is not a
dead lettér. There are portions of the law living to-day. The
gentleman called attention to certain crimes and said why not

include those crimes. Those crimes are included, because they
have been held to invelve moral turpitude, and the same power
you are giving the Secretary of Labor over these crimes in this
amendment to the bill to-day is now pertaining to the very
crimes the gentleman mentions.

If there are any crimes peculiar to certain foreigners it is
those crimes, and I say to you that the enforcement of the nar-
cotic act has been thwarted and disturbed more by the alien
population in this country than any other and the redemption
of which there is no possibility. They ought to be deported,
they ought to be sent back. Any man who thinks that a jail
is a palace ought to be deported from the country if he is not a
citizen to the place from which he came. BEvery law has a
reasonable and sensible enforcement, and there will not be any
isolated cases like the picking up of the old gentleman my
friend mentioned in the morth woods where he goes hunting.
The men that will be deported under this amendment are the
men that are filling the jails of this country to-day to such an
extent that the dockets of the courts are congested and cases
can not be tried because of that congestion. [Applause.] Mr.
Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box].

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I am in full sympathy with this
measure and the purpose of it. I have no sympathy for an alien
who has been here 50 years and has not become a cifizen, [Ap-
planse.] You will not find much Americanism in such men.
We have too tnany of that kind now. This bill adds two offenses
to a long list already in the law the convictions for which
authorize the deportation of aliens. Among them is Bolshevism,
There is need of putting out of the country those who are not in
sympathy with American institutions—men who go around and
preach the subversion of the Constitution of the country and in
‘a hidden way trying to destroy the ideals of American life, I
naturally expect when that spirit is abroad in the land to find
measures like this meeting with hostility., The man who comes
here and violates the law is not the kind of a man that America
needs now. It is a shame that we have too many of our own
people violating the laws. It is a shame ‘that the 20 to 50 per
cent of the violations of the narcotic and liguor laws are com-
mitted by Americans. I do not understand the spirit of the
citizenship that fights this proposition in the face of the fact
that the acts denounced violate the provisions of the Constitu-
tion. 1 domnot want that kind of spirit to grow in America; there
is too much of it now. Lawlessness is all too prevalent. We have
come to have too little regard for the authority of law. We
need to have some deep-seated genuine regpect for what is in
the Constitution of the United States and what is written in
the statute books. If the ties of society can be weakened at all
in America, they can be weakened by this spirit of lawlessness
filtering into our life.

The fact that we have a large amount of it among ocur ewn
people only makes it more dangerous when such men as gen-
tlemen deseribe come from foreign countries into our life to
blur and mar it. I hope that American public sentiment
will protect itself. The idea of great hordes who have Just
arrived in the United States going about loaded down with
booze and dope and hooth, which they ate peddling. Members
of the great‘body of citizenship, and -even some Members of
the great House of Congress, think that it is no offense or
a trifling one. I wonder if the American people think so. We
need not only to purge our life and our Nation from aliens
who do that, but we need to purge this thing from the body of
American citizenship. We need to get it out of the minds of
our own people. I am not afraid of what my brother Ameri-
ean will do who in his own heart loves the law. If he is an
upstanding man of that stock from which free people come,
he may divide into factions and fight like the mischief with
his brother American, but you will never make a slave of him,
you will find him with too much common sense to get him or
his country into a pandemonium like France had 125 to 130
years ago, or like Russia has now. He believes in law; he
believes in order; he has common sense enough to know that
the enjoyment of life can not work out without law. He knows
that his opportunity depends upon law and depends upon order,
Ametricanism stands for law, and that is why T am for this bill.
I hope it will pass. [Applause.] Mr, Chairman, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman yields back four minutes,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I yield four
minutes ‘to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, CArre].

Mr, CABLE, Mr. Chairman, the question has arisen during
the debate this affernoon as to the method of deporting aliens.
This bill seeks to amend the present laws relating te arresting
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and deporting aliens, and the regulations now in existence will
therefore apply in this case. Officers are required to make thor-
ough investigation of all cases when they are either informed
or have reason to believe that a specified alien in the United
States is subject to arrest and deportation; an application is
filed generally with an inspector of immigration. It must state
facts showing prima facie that the alien comes within one or
more of the classes subject to deportation after entry, and
should be accompanied by some substantial supporting evidence.
The application should also be accompanied by the affidavit
of the person giving information or by a trapscript of a sworn
statement taken from that person by an inspector. A warrant
is then issued for the arrest of such alien, and he is granted a
hearing to enable him to show cause, if any there be, why he
should not be deported.

Mr. ROSSDALE. Is that provided in the bill?

Mr, CABLE. That is provided in the regulations on page 73,
subdivision 5, of immigration rules 22 dealing with * arrest and
deportation on warrant.”

Pending determination of the case, in the discretion of the
immigration officer in charge, the alien may be taken into cus-
tody or allowed to remain in such place deemed by such officer
secure and proper. At the beginning of the hearing under the
warrant of arrest the alien is allowed to inspect the warrant of
arrest, and all the evidence on which it is issued. In addition,
the regulation requires and makes it mandatory that he shall
be apprised that he may be represented by counsel. His
counsel shall be permitted to be present during the conducting
of the hearing and to offer evidence to meet any evidence pre-
sented or adduced by the Government. A complete record of the
testimony, both on behalf of the Government and the alien,
shall be prepared and forwarded to the bureau, together with
any written argument or brief submitted by counsel, and the
recommendation of the examining officer and the officer in
charge for determination as fo whether or not a deportation
warrant shall issue.

Mr. VATILE. And this bill gives him a right te that full
hearing?

Mr. CABLE. This bill amends the law and will be adminis-
tered under the same regulations as govern other deportation
cases, providing in each case for a full hearing and to be rep-
resented by counsel.

Mr. ROSSDALE. Does the alien under this act have the
right to a hearing?

Mr. CABLE. Yes; as I have stated above, a full hearing
is afforded him similar to hearing in State courts.,” After the
record, briefs, and recommendation of the examining officer and
of the officer in charge reach the bureau, they are referred to
the solicitor of the Department of Labor, who again goes over
the evidence and the law of the case and makes his recom-
mendation to the chief of his bureau, viz, Commissioner Hus-
band, who, together with the Secretary of Labor, again for the
fourth time review the finding and make their determination
as to whether or not such alien is a desirable resident,

Mr. BIRD. I believe it is clear that it is not mandatory on

the Secretary of Labor to deport, but under the language of the
act of 1920 is it not mandatory that he make a case out of every
violation?
. Mr., CABLE. It is mandatory thus far: If a complaint is
filed with the Secretary of Labor, or if he knows of a case that
should be investigated, then his men make a thorough investi-
gation and proceed as I have outlined above. Each case will
be considered by the Secretary of Labor on its merits,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I yield three
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Teaere].

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word precisely
on the question which has just been raised, as to whether the
deportation provided in this bill is mandatory on the Secretary
of Labor. I can do that best by putting the documents to-
gether far better than by comment. This bill merely proposes
to amend the act of May 10, 1920, by adding certain sections to
it. The proposed amendment strikes nothing out of the act of
May 10, 1920, The enacting clause and first paragraph of that
act read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That aliens of the following classes, in addition
to those for whose expulsion from the United States provision is made
in the existing law, shall, upon the warrant of the Secretary of Labor,
be taken into his custody and deported in the mamner provided in sec-
tiong 19 and 20 of the act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An mct to
regulate the immigration of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the

United States,” if the Secretary of Labor, after hearing, finds that such
alieng are undesirable residents of the United States, to wit.

They shall be deported from the United States if the Secre-
tary of Labor, after hearing, finds that they are undesirable

residents of the United States, and if he does so find they shall
be deported under the conditions provided in sections 19 and 20
of the act of February 5, 1917.

I wish to call attention to a proviso of section 19 of the act
mentioned. *A judge can prevent the Secretary of Labor from
taking the case up at all. Here is the language:

Provided trurfher, That the provision of this section respecting the de-
portation of aliens convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude shall
not apply to one who has been pardoned, nor shall such deportation be
made or directed if the court or judge thereof sentencing such alien
for such crime shall, at the time of imposing judgment:or passing sen-
tence or within 30 ('lays thereafter, due notiee having first been given
to the representatives of the State, make a recommendation to the Secre-
tary of Labor that such aliens shall not be deported in pursuance of
this act.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that that will apply
to this act?

Mr. TEMPLE. This act is an amendment to the act of May
10, 1920, and that act says that ihe deportation shall be made
in the manner provided in sections 19 and 20 of the act of Feb-
ruary 5.

Mr. MANN. The act provides for deportation, but that does
not carry the exception.

Mr. TEMPLE. The provisions of section 19 are what I read.

Mr. MANN. That is the manner of deportation, but there is
no provision abount finding that a man shall he deported.

Mr. TEMPLE. The act of May 10, 1920, makes the excep-
tion—that is, an amendment to that act—and does not strike
out the exception.

Mr. MANN. This is a reference to the Burnett Act.

Mr. TEMPLE. Oh, no.

Mr. MANN. Yes; it is.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. TEMPLE. I would like just about 30 seconds more
The aet under consideration reads:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act te
deport certain undesirable aliens and to deny readmission to those de-
mrtﬂd." approved May 10, 1920, be amended by adding at the «<nd

ereof a new subdivision to read as follows.

This is expressly an amendment to that act, and that aet
provides that aliens deported under its provisions shall be de-
ported in accordance with section 19 of the act of 1917. That
section, section 19 of the act of 1917, gives the judge authority
to stop the whole business before it reaches the Secretary of
Labor.

Mr. EVANS. As I understand, the regulations are by this
act made part of the law. Is that correct?

Mr. TEMPLE. T do not think so. I would not interpret
what the other speakers state, but that is not my understand-
ing.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hir].

Mr. HILL., Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
apparently the native-born bootleggers of America fear the com-
petition of the alien bootleggers of America, and to-day we have
the first piece of legislation offered to this Chamber emanating
from the boofleggers' union. I am not surprised that this type
of legislation is offered to this House. Were to-day not,
however, April 5, I should think that it were the 1st of April.

We stand here to-day looked down upon in this House by the
picture of the most distingunished alien who ever sojourned in
this country and fought for the cause of liberty. I refer to the
Marquis de Lafayette, who fought in cooperation with General
Washington.

Mr. BOX. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL. In a minute. I will just get through with this,
and then I will yield.

In the days of Marquis de Lafayette “ deportation” was
known as “banishment.” The old remedy of the old French
monarchy, which was tied up with the Bastille, and which we
thought had fallen with the fall of the Bastille, is now invoked
to protect the native-born members of the bootleggers’ union
from foreign competition. [Laughter.]

I am inclined to think that this bill will pass, because I hold
in my hand general order No. 17, I might say, of the general-
issimo of the forces who back this bill, and for the first time
to-day I am inferested to notice that the bootleggers’ union
of America is fighting under the banner of the Anti-Saloon
League of America., [Laughter.]

1 am indebted this morning to some strange chance, becanse
I have never been considered a follower of the Anti-Saloen
League of America, and yet as a Member of this House this
morning I received orders intended for some of the rest of you,
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and in order that you will not miss your orders on this bill I
will read the order of the generalissimo of the bootleggers’
union of America and the Anti-Saloon League of America, which
is as follows,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman; before the
gentleman reads——

Mr, HILL. I do not care to yield yet.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. I want to ask the gentleman
if he wants the prohibition laws enforced or not?

My. HILL. - My views as to the enforcement of the prohibi-
tion laws will be taken up later.

Now, lest some Members have failed to read this order, I will
read it. I understand some of the Members have received this
order. I read:

The Anti-Saloon League of America, TLegal departmeént. Wayne B,
Wheeler, general counsel and legislative superintendent, 30 Bliss Build-
ing, Washington, D. C.

I understood yesterday that'he was also treasurer of the cam-
paign committee, but he dees not put that designation on this

order. I read:
Arrrn 4, 1922,

My DeAr Sk : The appropriation bill, 0. R. 11065, for the Justice De

artment as reported by the committee includes a designated sum of

00,000 for special United States assistant attorneys to enforee the na-
tional prohibition act.| This is the same as last year. The Justice De-
partment estimated that $150,000 additional was needed for clerks, &te-
nographers, assistants, printing, ete., for these assistant attormeys.
The committee amendment requires that this amount be taken from the
total provided for these general purposes or items of expense,

Now comes the order for the day, the general order for to-day,
issued by the combined forces of the bootleggers' union and the
Anti-Saloon League of America:

On Wednesdaf H. R. 10075, to deport aliens who have viclated the
liguor or narcotie laws, will doubtless be reached for consideration.

Zero hour has struck, my friends. It has been “reached for
consideration,” and in a few minutes we will see the forces of
the Anti-Saloon League and the forces of the bootleggers' union
of America going over the top to pass this wonderful bill
[Laughter.] y

Mr, GARRETT of Texas. There will not be any opposition to
the amendment, will there? [Laughter.]

Mr, HILL. There will be a few. There will be a few of us
who believe that George Washington and General Lafayette
were the best guides for the American people in the way of
deciding upon banishment who will vote against this bill.

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL, Not yet. I read further:

It will help law enforcement to provide for the deportation of such
aliens,

Years ago in Franee, before the Bastille fell, they would have
snid * banish " such aliens. I read further:

In many places most of the offenders against the lignor and narcotic
lsatw:; are aliens. There are approximately 8,000,000 aliens in the United

ates.

Now, my friends, that is the general order for the day.
is your order for to-morrow or the day after to-morrow.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington, Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. HILL, I ean not yield yet. Mark this:

“ It has been suggested,” says General Wheeler, “ that an amendment
be added to take away the citizenship of Americans who nse nelpbor-
ing territory as a base for violating the laws of the United States.™

I can see that this emanates from the “bootleggers’ union,
No. 1,” loeated in Washington, and not a border association.
[Laughter.] I read further:

Many so-called Americans are using the islands near our shores for
liquor-smuggling headquarters. Unless there is seme real objection to
the aimendmeut its adoption would help to discourage this indefensible
practice. _

Pass this law to-day, Members of this House, and you will be
asked to pass a further law to take away the citizenship of any
American who violates the national prohibition law.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. That refers to the other law, does
it not?

Mr. HILL, I can not yield. I read further:

1 ho%e you ean see your way clear to support these measures in the

most effective form.
Yours eordially, W. B. WHEELER.

P. S.—The various wet organizations are becoming active in enconr-
aging beer and wine candidates in districts where Congressmen have
supported enforcement legislation. Are there any such candidates in
your district? The friends of the eighteenth amendment will do their
duty if they are correctly informed.

[ Applause.]
I noticed the gentleman cheered, because the gentleman was
here yesterday when a promise was held out that these who

Here

voted with the Anti-Saloon League should be financed in their
campaigns.

Mr. BLANTON, Why should they not be?

Mr, HILL. Mr, Chairman, I ask for order.
yielded,

The bill provides that all aliens who violate the national pro-
hibition act or State prohibition act shall be deported, whether
or not they have had a jail sentence or only a fine, because para-
graph 4 says:

All allens whe may after this subdivision fakes effect be convicted

of any violation or conspiracy to violate any of the following agts, the

judgment on such conviction having become final, but no such allen

shall be deported until the termination of his lmprisonment, if any,
upon such conviction.

That means imprisonment or fine.

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. Not yet.

Mr., LAYTON, I hope the gentleman, who is a neighbor of
mine, will yield.

Mr, HILL. Not yet. Now, gentlemen, I shall vote against
this measure. I expect to see you pass it, because you have
received your orders from the Anti-Saloon League of America.
But I say to you that legislation of this kind is the sort of
thing that will break down all true endeavor to make this
Nation properly temperate instead of fanatically intolerant,
Sueh legislation destroys the foundations of American liberty,
[Applause.]

I yield back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemnan from Maryland
has expired.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CrRAMTON],

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I feel in a fortunate posi-
tion here to-day, in that never has anyone contributed anything
to my campaign fund in 12 years, except one older brother, who
has acted the part generously, and two years ago neither I nor
anyone else paid one cent of expense for my nomination or
election,

In one respeet I am in somewhat the same position as my
friend from Maryland [Mr. Hizr]. Neither one of us makes
much distinetion between alien and American bootleggers, I
do not eare whether they are American or alien; I want to put
them out of business. The gentleman from: Maryland made it
plain by his speech that he does not care whether they are
American or alien, he does not want to interfere with their
business. The gentleman from Maryland complains because in
his “ general order 17" Mr. Wheeler was insisting upon this
bill to put the alien bootlegger out of business, and then he
objected to the postseript put in by Mr. Wheeler asking an
amendment to put the home bootlegger out of business. The
gentleman from Maryland and myself are alike in making no
distinetion between the alien bootlegger and the American boot-
legger, but there we part. I want them both put out of busi-
ness, [Applause.]

There has been a great attempt to-day to put up a smoke
sereen around this bill, calling your attention to that which
might be in the bill but is not, and saying little about what the
bill really does contain, The bill provides that on its passage
the Secrefary of Labor may hold a hearing with reference to a
particular alien who has been convicted of a violation of our
law against the sale of intoxicating liquors or narcotics. There
is nothing to say that he must hold a hearing; but if he holds
a hearing and if the Secretary of Labor, a Federal official of
the very highest standing, finds that such alien is an undesir-
able resident of the United States, then he may issue his warrant
for his deportation. From the time the warrant is issued the
statute is mandatory and the alien goes his way. He is
deported.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman from Washington,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I should like to ask the gen-
tleman if, in his opinion, it is not better, where the Secretary
finds a man to be an undesirable alien, to order his deportation,
rather than let the States toss that convicted violator from one
State to another in an attempt to put the expense on the other
State?

Mr. CRAMTON. I agree with my friend absolutely. I say
from that point the law is mandatory, that the undesirable
alien must proceed on his way ; but until the Secretary of Labor
issues his warrant, it is in his diseretion; not as the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Sta¥Forbp] would like to have you believe,
that the whole statute is mandatory, and that any man convicted
of a technical violation of the liquor laws would have to be
deported no matter how ridiculous it might be.

I have not
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Mr, ROSSDALE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Unless I can get more time I can not yield.
Now, that is the provision of the bill. Is that desirable?” If a
man comes to this country from abroad, and so persistently,
so flagrantly, violates our law against the sale of intoxicating
liguor or narcotics as to be found to be an undesirable resident,
what shall we do with that man? If he is a citizen, we have
no option except to keep him here. We have no other place to
gend him. But if he is an alien, I say we ought to send him
out of the country as undesirable, [Applause.] He does not
have the spirit of our Ameriean institutions in his heart. If a
man is born in this country and has not the spirit of our insti-
tutions in his heart, so much the worse for the country, We
can not put him out.

But if he comes here from abroad and proves sfter a period
of probation—the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON]
is evidently not a Methodist and does not believe in a period
of probation—if this alien comes here from abroad and after a
period of probation proves that he is undesirable, that he has
not the American spirit in his heart, then I say send him home
again, and the sooner the better. What is the American spirit?
What is the spirit of our American institutions? Where is it
codified? It is codified in the Constitution of the United States,
1f there is anyone here who in his heart does not subscribe to
the Constitution of the United States—

Mr. MAcGREGOR. There are a whole lot of them. [

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope the gentleman from New York is
not one of them,

Mr. MACGREGOR. Certainly not.

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope the gentleman does rot stand here
where he took his oath of office and say that he does not sub-
seribe to the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. MacGREGOR. I do subscribe to it.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad to hear the gentleman say that,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Myr. CRAMTON. I would like two minutes additional.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield to the gentleman two
minutes more,

Mr. CRAMTON. The Constitution of the United States is a
codification of the American spirit, and no one has the right to
say that he will subseribe to one part of it and not to another.
[Applause.] The eighteenth amendment to the Constitution
says that in this country intoxicating liquors shall not be sold,
manufactured, or transported. If there are those born in this
country, even those in office, who are not willing to see the
Constitution of the United States enforced, that is the misfor-
tune of America; but if there are those who come here from
foreign lands, where they had no opportunity, who have come to
this land of broad opportunity, and they are not willing in re-
turn to support the supreme law of the land, the codification
of our American spirit, for God's sake send them back where
they came from. [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I yield four
minutes fo the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLaxToN].

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, our incomparably handsome,
most likable, and genial colleague from Maryland is absolutely
sound on every question except one—the enforcement of the
eighteenth amendment of the Constitution. He has assumed the
leadership of the men in this Nation who are against the en-
forcement to the letter of that amendment. He stands for
beer and light wines. He says that until to-day Wayne Wheeler,
the distinguished attorney for the Anti-Saloon League, never
dared to send him a communication., But he said that lately,
as soon as this bill was framed and brought into the House,
‘Wayne Wheeler has assumed the leadership for the bootleggers’
union in this country, and immediately upon assumption of that
leadership representing the bootleggers' union, is it strange that
our colleague from Maryland should receive orders from Wayne
Wheeler? [Laughter.] No, no; why, it is the natural sequence
if that is true; if as a matter of fact Wayne Wheeler is repre-
senting them he was not far astray in sending orders to our
friend from Maryland, [Laughter.]

But I want to say—and I hold no brief for Wayne Wheeler,
and I never received one cent in my life from the Anti-Raloon
League or any other prohibition organization for campaign ex-
penses—I want to say, in justice to Wayne Wheeler, that if
there ig a man on God’s green earth whom the bootleggers of the
country hate, it is Wayne Wheeler. He is the man who has
stood in their way; he is the man who is trying to put them out
of business; he is the man who is trying to protect the homes
of this country.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will give me some time,

Mr. STAFFORD. I will give the gentleman a half a minute,

Mr, BLANTON. Very well.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman know that every boot-
legger in the country is the best friend the Volstead law has?

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, that is because the distinguished gen-
tleman from Wisconsin and the distinguished gentleman from
Maryland and other distinguished genflemen who had some-
thing to do with the legislation some time ago and since have
forced provisions in the Volstead law which permits the boot-
leggers of the country to violate the law with impunity and
receive a 1-cent fine, as was received upon & plea of guilty in
my own State just the other day. A violator of the liquor
law of the country and the Constitution was fined 1 cent hy a
Federal judge in Texas. That is what makes the law ridiculous,
It should be enforeed as every law is enforced.

Mr. ROSSDALE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. ROSSDALE. Does the gentleman suppose that Wayne
Wheeler got this judge to be lenient to the bootlegger?

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, the gentleman’s question answers itself
through its absurdity. Wayne Wheeler stands for the abolition
of the saloon and the liquor business of the country. He has
done more than any other man in the country to abolish the
saloons; he has done more than any other man in the country
to protect the young manhood, the hoys and girls of the country,
and to protect the homeg and the firesides; and he is the man
whom we ought to commend, whom we ought to hold up in es-
teem, and not condemn or criticize without some reason for it.
[Applause.]

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, how does the time stand?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 24
minutes remaining and the gentleman from Washington has 10
minutes remaining.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, T yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsH].

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I am reminded of the lines in
the comie opera, I think “The Mikado,” which run something
like this:

My object all sublime, T shall achieve in time,
To make the punishment fit the erime, the punishment fit the crime,

This is rather a frantic scramble on the part of those who
are endeavoring to conserve accommodations in our jails for
American citizens, to provide some way of eliminating the for-
eign bootlegger. Of course, it appeals very strongly to gentle-
men from the drastic dry States, such as the Representative
from Kansas, where I understand they have become expert in
fixing by legislation the length of bed sheets and other chamber
linen, and also the Representatives from States from which we
have just heard, where its senior Senator recently was called
on to write a letter with reference to an organization operat-
ing within its berders and point out that unless the State
put down the organization the organization would destroy the
State,

I am somewhat familiar with the legislation enacted to en-
force the prohibition amendment. T believed then as I believe
now that we started in with too drastic a law for the enforce-
ment, and to give due meed of praise te the distingmished
author of that law I would say that I never heard him urge
at that time nor since, nor do I think it occurred to him in
his wildest dreams, that we should provide for the deportation
of aliens who have violated some provision of a State law
with reference to the narcotic or the prohibition laws; but I
appreciate the gentlemen on the Pacific coast who have been
unable to find out how many of a certain class of aliens there
are living in their midst and are greatly terrorized because
they are compelled to live in a state of ignorance, and if they
gathered them all up in one place they would find that they
would not equal the population of some modern-sized city in
the United States.

The difficulty out there is that they always find sonre Ameri-
can citizen who is willing to sell their land to them, and, there-
fore giving them a chance to become landowners. And the
difficulty with these alien bootleggers is that they are always
able to find some American citizen who will buy the stuff. Talk
about the distinguished counsel of the Anti-Saloon League of
America. Why, he is the fellow that made bootlegging popular.
He is not considered an enemy by the bootlegger, either native
born or alien. He is the man who made it possible for them
to ply their trade, and it may be that out on the Pacific coast,
rather than build additional accommodations to their jails so
that they can take care of these viclaters of the law, both alien
and citizen, they prefer to have Uncle Sam bear the expense and
ship them out of the country. I have no objection to providing
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that by law, but I think we are entering upon a rather dubious
experiment if we permit the States by legislation to say what
aliens shall remain in the United States. In some of these very
erratic and irrational States we may find that they will pass
some very unreasonable law, with very heavy punishment, and
they can conre in then with their application and require that
the alien shall be deported. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more fo
the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Mr, NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WALSH. Yes.

Mr. NOLAN. I would like to state to the gentleoran that I
represent one congressional district on the Pacific coast, and I
have not heard from anybody in California favoring the passage
of this act. I would also suggest that every time the people in
the State of California have been called on to pass on a State-
witde enforcement act they have voted overwhelmingly against it,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Has not the gentleman read
the reports of the grand juries of his own State? .

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman, I
think, is in that unhappy class that is not permitted to bask
in the sunshine of the smiles of the Anti-Saloon League. How
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hiuc] got on that list I do
not know. The gentlenran naturally would not hear of this
urgent and overwhelming demand, because the band from the
Pacific coast in the gentleman's own State is led by the dis-
tinguished gentleman sitting at the table on the other side
of the aisle, who recognizes, without employing the radio
mechanism, the martial strains, and he can picture in his mind
the banner flowing to the breeze as the Anti-Saloon League army
nrarches along its course, attempting to keep up with the law
which it has fathered and attempting to eatch up with punish-
ment for its enforcement.

1 submit, Mr. Chairman, that we made the law a little too
drastic at the start. We should have followed the course em-
barked upon in the great State of Kansas, or in Minnesota. or
in Iowa, or in Nebraska, and if we had we would find that the
prohibition legislation there was a matter of growth and de-
velopment. They did not fall upon their unsuspecting citizens
at one swoop with prohibition legislation. They found that they
had to formulate the law and improve it from time to time as
publie¢ sentiment supported and indorsed it.

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. TINCHER. Speaking of different State laws, I am won-
dering if the law of Massachusetts punishing witches by death
iz being successfully enforced.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, I would state to the gentleman
that Massachusetts never had any such law as that since the
(Constitution of the United States was adopted, and a great deal
of the punishment of witches by death in Massachusetts is pure
fiction and was used only years ago to frighten naughty little
boys and little girls in Kansas and other Western States
who would not behave and would not go to sleep at night.
[Laughter.]

Mr. Chairman, T am very glad, indeed, to learn from the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CramToN] that no-
body has contributed to his campaign and that he, as he merits,
has received the indorsement of his district. T trust he will con-
tinue to do so for yvears to come. However, there ate campaigns
in Michigan where the successful candidate can not make that
claim. [Laughter.] I mention no names,

Mr, Chairman, [ would like now to ask the gentleman from
Washington [Mr, Joaxson], who has charge of this measure, if
he believes this bill in its present form is entirely free from
complications in respect to putting into the power of a Cabinet
officer anthority. after hearing, to deport an alien for a violation
of some State law.

Mr, JOEHINSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit
me, I shall be very glad to answer that question.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusektts has again expired.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I yield my-
self fwo minutes. Answering the question, I would state that
in all the time that the United States has received immigra-
tion it has never had sufficient deportations to protect the
United States. In 10 years' time the total deportations of the
IInited States for all causes have been only a few over 30.000.
We =zo about and gather people up after they are convicted and
sentenced for certain abhorrent crimes, such as the violation
of the Mann Act, we take them out of the poorhouses as public
charges and send them back to the country whence they came,

and yet we have been sitting here quietly for several years per-
mitting them notoriously to violate our narcotic act by the ped-
dling of dangerous drugs and to seduce and ruin our people,
and now that we have a prohibition act we should try to have
it enforced and should punish aliens who will not live up to it,
even to the point of deportation if repeated violation makes
such aliens undesirable as residents.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think there is any compli-
cation likely to arise—

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Not the slightesit. If a man
commits murder under a State law and serves his senfence, if
they proceed against him under a warrant of this kind, they
can and should deport him.

Mr. WALSH. How were they gzoing to deport him if he
should be hanged the day before? [Laughter.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Oh, they do not always hang*
men for murder,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to
the gentleman from New York [Mr. LoxNpoN],

Mr. LONDON, Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman from
Massachusetts disputed the historical authenticity of the story
of the burning of the witch at Salem, he failed to take cog-
nizance of the fact that the witeh-burning spirit actuates the
proponents of this legislation. This bill provides for the de-
portation of noncitizens for a violation of the prohibition law
or of the prohibition regulation of any State. The penalty of
deportation is to be added to the present penalties. T wish I
could find language adequate to express what I think of the
proponents of the bill. Unfortunately the parliamentary situa-
tion does not permit it, Parliamentary practice would not
permit a Member to say to other Members that they are hypo-
crites, fanatics, or stupid. Deportation is one of the most cruel
forms of punishment. It was practiced by the Bourbons of
France, and I am not surprised that the Bourbons of Texas
support it. If a man violates a law, punish him. If he hap-
pens to have had enough intellect to choose to be born in the
United States, if at the moment of his birth he possessed enough
genius to choose this flag, then if he violates a law of his own
land he should be punished the more severely,

He flouts the law of his own choosing; the law of his own
making., He violates a Constitution purchased by the blood of
his forefathers, and he is so much more of a criminal, if dis-
tinctions are to be drawn between citizens and noncitizens in
the enforcement of the law. Sonie countries of Europe have
been so regrganized that a man can not be deported to the coun-
try of his origin. New governments and new allegiances have
been forced upon many of the peoples of Europe as the result
of the last war. We are centinuing the hysterical war legis-
lation, The prineciple of deportation was brought in during the
war fo deal with an extraordinary and unprecedented emer-
gency. Now you are going to deport a man because he has taken
a drink in violation of the law. Some of you would be de-
ported if you happened to be foreign born and mnoncitizens.
[Applause.] The noncitizen is to be a legal outcast. Let us be
honest about it. Why, gentlemen, this proposition merely indi-
cates that the mentality of Congress has become exhausted,
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute more to
the gentleman.

Mr. LONDON, We have been in session nearly a year. The
legislative projects that you were assembled for have been fin-
ished, and you have nothing to do. But there are some com-
mittees that, out of their fatigued brains, bring forth all sorts
of inane, ineoherent, monstrous, impossible things for us to
contend with. T wish Clongress would adjourn. [Applause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. MacGrEGor].

Mr., MACGREGOR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, T can not
remain silent while you are perpetrating this piece of iniquity,
History repeats itself. They used to boil men In oil when they
did not agree with particular opinions. We are going that way
now. Here you propose to make something immoral that is
conceded to be moral. )

Mr, YAILE. Conceded by whom?

Mr. MacGREGOR. Evidently by the law previous to this. It
is conceded by your report that there was no moral turpitude
in violating the prohibition law. There are thousands, yes
millions, of our people who do not think there i3 any moral
turpitude in violating the prohibition law.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., MaAcGREGOR. I ean not; I have only four minutes.

In my district there are Italians, a splendid people, who have
been accustomed to their wine, Do they think that there isany
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moral turpitude in manufacturing wine for consumption in their
own homes? Do the German people, who constitute the great
bagie people of my constituenecy, think there is any moral tur-
pitude in the manufacturing of beer and wine in their own
homes? Do the Polish people, who constitute another basic ele-
ment of my constituency, think there is any moral turpitude in
the consumption of beer and wine? No: they do not and they
will not. They are most vehement in their resentment against
the curtailment of what they consider their moral right. Now,
you propose to take many hundreds, perhaps, of my people, who
o not think that they have been guilty of any moral turpitude,
hecause of some slight violation of the prohibition law, and cut
them off from their families, They perhaps have been here
many years; their children have grown up in the United States;
their sons probably fought in the World War to make the world
“gafe for democracy.” The mother and the father with their
children are enjoying their lives in America. Perhaps the
old people have not taken out their citizenship papers; I do
not deem them guilty of any serious crime for not doing that
in many, many cases. I am in favor of every man who comes
to our country taking out eitizenship papers and becoming a
citizen, but there are, as I say, many hundreds who have not,
and I do not consider that they have been guilty of any great
or heinous crime. You propose to take these people, break up
their families, and send them out into the world to God knows
where; let their fate rest upon the arbitrary decisions of one
man in the United States, whom you create a czar to deter-
mine the life and the liberty of the individuals covered by this
infamous bill. We are becoming more and more to be a despotic,
autocratie, czaristic country, placing might and power in indi-
viduals to determine the future, the life, the liberty of our
citizens, and it is time that we should stop and not go any
further with this specious, this futile, this czaristic legislation
that you are seeking to place upon the statute books.

The prohibition amendment has been adopted; the Volstead
Aet has been passed. It should be enforced; but to enact this
statute is going beyond the bounds of common sense, It is
another step in the direction of creating disrespect for all law.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my
time, six minutes, I believe, to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Mrrs]. [Applause.]

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
it is difficult to remain silent, even if one has not any original
thought to contribute to the discussion, when such a bill is pre-
sented to this body and when one has reason to fear that the
measure will pass. I suppose one of the greatest faulis in
American public life to-day is hypocrisy, and of all the measures
that are open to that charge this measure is one of the worst.

The gentleman from California this morning stated that the
manufacturer and seller of drugs and the violators of the Har-
rison Act are in the same class with the violators of the Vol-
stead Act. I wanted to ask him then, but he could not yield, and
I desire to ask him now, whether he considers that great
farming class of the State of California that is to-day devoting
itself to the tremendous industry of grape growing, is in the
same class with the manufacturer of heroin intended to be sold
to minors in the streets and slums of New York City? He is
putting them in the same class. And you gentlemen, in this
legislation, are putting them in the same class. Read the
history of the grape industry of California since prohibition
went into effect and you will know what is happening. They
are growing grapes and shipping them by the carload directly
to foreigners to be manufactured into home-made wines. It is
one of the bases of the prosperity of that State. Now, you
gentlemen are going to say to the unfortunate foreigner who
buys the grape and manufactures it into home-made wine for
his own consumption that he is a criminal, to be torn from his
fireside here in the United States and from his family, never to
come back to this, his new home, while the grower of the grape,
intended for the comsumption of that foreigner, is to be con-
sidered among the foremost prosperous and respected American
citizens. [Applause.] In the name of truth, in the name of
honor, in the name of common sense, was there ever a more
outrageous proposition put before a legislative body? To grow
grapes and sell them to the foreigner to manufacture wine out
of is a legitimate business, but we must deport the foreigner
as a criminal. [Applause.]

In this country our citizenship is made up of all races and
of all nationalities. They come here because they believe they
are going to get fair play, a new freedom, and as they find that
our laws are just and there is no diserimination shown t
stay, and after one or two generations they become indistin-
guishable from the native-born American. What is going to be

the effect of this class of legislation on these new arrivals?
You are foisting an unjust measure on them. By this legisla-
tion you are telling them that it is all right for the Americans

to grow the stuff to sell to them, but that he who buys it from

those who grow it is a criminal if he uses it. If you are honest
with yourselves you can not vote for such a proposition.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. What is the alien now if he
uses this manufactured liguor?

Mr. MILLS. What is he if he makes homemade wine?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is he a violator of the law?

Mr. MILLS. I do not Enow whether he is a violator of the
Volstead Act or not, but he may be a violator of some State law.

Now you gentlemen, of course, are going to pass this measure.
It may or may not become a law. But even if I believed in this
extreme legislation I should vote “no™ on this proposition, be-
cause you are going so far in your frantic efforts to overcome
your initial mistake that you are going to break down our whole
system of law enforcement. [Applause.] 4

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired, -

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Chairman, 1 yield the
remainder of my time to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr,
Vame].

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Colorado is recog-
nized for four minutes.

Mr, VAILE. Mr. Chairman, it is rather a new idea to me to
find Members of the House of Representatives of the United
States impliedly, at least, charged with hypowisy on account of
the offense of endeavoring to support a statute of the United
States passed in obedience to a plain constitutional mandate,
and passed by an overwhelming majority of the Congress. It
seems to me it ill becomes gentlemen of the House to bandy
about such words as * hypocrisy ” in that connection.

Mr, FESS8. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. VAILE. For half a minute,

Mr. FESS. Did we not have the same charge of hypocrisy
leveled against the legislation that we are now trying to em-
force?

Mr. VAILE. Yes; and I suppose it will be done in the future
by anybody who does not like such legislation.

Mr. FESS. And by the same people?

Mr. VAILE. Yes; by the same people.

Let us look at this question from the immigration standpoint.
We can admit to the United States whom we please; we can re-
fuse to admit whom we please; we can deport out whom we
please, The question of the admission of aliens to the United
States or their residence in the United States is one which is
addressed only to our own good judgment. If we wanted to be
so0 unreasonable, we could provide that no one should come to
the United States who had red hair, It iz entirely up to us,
We could provide that if aliens come into the United States
they can not stay unless they comply with our rules, and as a
matter of fact we do require such aliens to go back unless they
comply with certain of our rules. One of our rules is that they

.shall not be mentally deficient. Another is that they must not

belong to societies opposed to our Government. Here to-day we
are proposing a rule which is that if they do not comply with
certain statutes of the United States, passed, as 1 say, by an
overwhelming majority of the Congress, they may then be sent
back, if, after their conviction and after they have had another
day in court before the Secretary of Labor, they shall be deemed
by him to be undesirable residents. But lo and behold, when it
comes to the matter of enforeing that kind of a rule we find that
the sentiment of the House is pervaded with another idea.
The enforcement of a particular law is obnoxious to some gen
tlemen and so they would have us understand that there is some
new principle involved in sending an alien away because he will
not comply with it. You may send him back because he is a
mental degenerate, or you may send him back because he is a
moral degenerate. You may send him back because he is likely
to become a public charge; that is to say, because he is poor
and incompetent. You may send him back for this or for that,
but for Heaven's sake do not send him back because he vio-
lates the nareotic act or the prohibition act!

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VAILE, Yes.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Why not for the violation of any statute?

Mr, VAILE. That might be well enough, but we can not do
everything at once.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will you vote for that?

Mr. VAILE. I want to see this statute passed.
want it encumbered by other things,

Now, it is said that an American-born violator of the law is
as culpable as the alien violator., I think he is even more cul-

I do not
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pable. But the American violator is here; he is our citizen. We
have got to deal with him in some other way. We can say to
the alien violator, “ You can not stay unless you comply with
our rule.” Is it a great hardship?

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Stavrorn] gets up here
and in an eloquent address says he is not willing to take the
chance of putting this arbitrary power in the hands of the
Secretary of Labor, the chance that the Secretary of Labor
may hold as undesirable somebody who has been convicted and
had his day in court and who will have another day in court;
he is not willing to take the chance of the Secretary of Labor
holding such a man undesirable. While he was speaking I
counted in that gallery yonder 18 boys all less than 14 years of
age, a group of bright youngsters from some school, eagerly
listening to this debate to learn how their country's laws are
made. They have since gone out of the gallery. I am not
going to take the chance for those boys. I am more concerned
about them than I am for the alien violator of our laws, who
-would wreck their young lives for a few filthy dollars.

My district comprises less than 8 per cent of aliens. I am
informed by the district attorney that during his term of office—
that is, since the beginning of the year 1921—70 per cent of con-
" victions for the violationsof the narcotic and liquor laws have
been of aliens. Talk about taking a chance! There is chance
enough to take from our own citizens who have no respect for
their obligations to this country. I am not making light of that
dreadful chance. It is full of perils, indeed; but must we take
the additional chapice which we are asked to take simply be-
cause of your extreme tenderness to aliens? We did not make
these people. e did not compel them to come here. We do
not have to have them, and if they do not comply with our
laws we are not going to have them. [Applause.]

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HupprLesToN] gives you a
most pathetic picture of some man who has lived here for 50
years being deported to a country whose very language has
erown strange to him, deported because he commits some frifling
violation of law. In the first place, it is perfectly nonsensical
to suppose that anyone is going to be deported for a trivial or a
merely technical violation. This bill is intended to reach the
criminal profiteer in vice and poison, and it will be so applied.
But let us examine the gentleman’s argument a little.

He says that the minute a man lands in this country the flag
covers him and the Constitution protects him. Well, if he is so
interested in the protection of the flag and of the Constitution,
how does it happen that he has remained an alien for 50 years?
[Applause.|

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. YAILE. I will. -

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Many of these people have believed for

years that the filing of their first papers made them citizens of-

the United States, and some of them have gone on for 50 years
under that belief,

Mr, VAILE That has happened in two or three States
where they could vote on their first papers.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. It has happened in a multitude of
States,

Mr. VAILE. The gentleman is mistaken, The Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization has recently investigated
that subject and found only three such States. But, at all
events, there is no reason for their thinking that now. That
subject has been thoroughly threshed out in our committee,
and it has been thoroughly threshed out in the newspapers.
But, in any case, does not that man owe any obligation to the
flag which is supposed to protect him? Is the Constitution to
be a dead letter as to him? Why, gentlemen, let us look at it
from a reasouable standpoint. It is a question of our rules,
Can we enforce our own rules, and can we enforce them by
saying simply that people who will not abide by them can
not live here? They can live in the countries from which they
originally came. It ought not to be such a terrible hardship for
them to go back to the country which gave them birth. I have
very little sympathy with the cry that we hear that people who
can not get along in this country, who can not conform to its
laws, must nevertheless stay here because they will get along
still worse in the country from which they came?

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. VAILE. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. Even if we wanted to deport our own
criminals, we could not do so, but we can deport aliens.

Mr. VAILE. Our own criminals are a separate problem. We
have got to take care of them as best we can. They may fill our
* jails, It is unfortunate, perhaps, that we have not some place
where we can send them ; but, gentlemen, it is of no use to stand
here and urge that the American is more culpable than the alien.
Perhaps he is; for my part I believe that he usually is: but if so.

he is our problem and the alien is some other country's problem,
because the word ‘ alien " means that he belongs to some other

. country and does not belong to us, [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired,
All time has expired. The Clerk will read,
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to de-
port certain undesirable aliens and to deny readmission to those de-
ported,” approved May 10, 1920, is amended by adding at the end
th?lreof a new subdivision to read as follows :

(4) All aliens who may after this subdivision takes effect be con-
victed of any violation or conspiracy to violate any of the followin
acts, the Ijudgment on such conviction having become final, hut no sue
alien shall be deported until the termination of his imprisonmeat, if
any, upon such conviction :

':{a; The national prohibition aet of October 28, 1019 :

b) The act entitled ‘An act to provide for the registration of, with
collectors of internal revenue, and to impose a special tax upon all per-
sons who produce, import, manufacture, compound, deal in, dispense,
sell, distribute, or give away opium or coca leaves, their salts, deriva-
tives, or preparations, and for other purposes,’ approved December 1T,

9!;4, as amended;

(e) Any other statute of the United States, or of a State or Terri-
tory, prohibiting or regulatm% the manufacture, sale, tranuportation,
importation, or exportation of intoxicating liquors for beverage pur-
poses, or of opium, coca leaves, or any salt, derivative, or preparation
of opium or coca leaves.”

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tife last word,

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr, Chairman, I have a preferential mo-
tion. I move to strike out the enacting clause,

The CHAIRMAN., - The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the enacting clause of the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, I am willing that the vote
should be taken without debate.

The question being taken; on a division (demauded by Mr.
STa¥Forp) there were—ayes 30, noes 99.

Accordingly the motion was rejected.

Mr. BOX. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
We have heard something here to-day about Salem witch burn-
ing by those who oppose this measure. I never engaged in any

fight when a question of law and order was involved in which

I did not hear from men who object to law enforcement some-
thing about the question of witch burning. I recognize that the
remark made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TiNcHER]
was a playful one, as he is supporting this measure. If I were
able to do it, I should like to take the old New Englander with
his fanaticism, if he had it, and his faults—and he had them—
but with his upstanding, towering Americanism notwithstand-
ing all, and set him over against the bunch—net here, but else-
where—from which these words have come, whose record for
crime and Iawlessness is bad., I will take the noble old New
Englander in preference. [Applause.]

Something has been said by way of comparison of the great
Frenchman, Lafayette. with the liquor forces in America. That
was an unfortunate and unhappy comparison, The great honor
which we pay to the memory of Lafayette entitles him to more
respectful treatment than that. He belongs in a nobler com-
pany. His name should never be presented in conneection with
such a cause. He joined with our forefathers in the establish-
ment of a free America when they were led by Washington,
whose name was presented by the gentleman from Maryland in
the same connection. The lawlessness connected with the
whisky business presented itself to the great Washington. The
first great uprising against the law and authority of the United
States after its Government was established was from the same
lawless source; and while Washington was a liberal-minded
man, he was above all a great, upstanding. Nordic American,
knowing ‘that law must be upheld, regardless of whether the
citizen approved or disapproved it. He knew, declared, and
acted upon the proposition that the orderly and regular enforece-
ment of the law is necessary to the safety of the citizenship of
the United States and to the continnance of a free Government.
In hig first administration he guelled the whisky insurrection,
We are trying to hold down the same lawless business and re-
duce the evil of dope peddling. [Applause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out para-
graph (c¢), on page 2,

The CHAIRMAN. The zentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Brarrerp ; Page 2, beginning with line 10,
strike out paragraph (c).

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, as I stated in my opening
remarks, this bill is an amendment to a dead-letter law. Every
paragraph to which this is amendatory refers to acts passed
under the war powers of Congress, i

I repeat, as you will find at the bottomn of page 1 of the
report, that this act makes it mandatory, upon the conviction
of any person who has violated a State law, that he shall, upoen




-

1922

o=

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

5079

the warrant of the Secretary of Labor, be taken into custody,
and then a hearing may be had. And the Secretary of Labor,
after hearing, if he decides the alien is undesirable, may order
that he be deported.

Further, this act you are seeking to amend by section 2
zives no power to the court over the decision of the Secretary of
Labor in passing upon the question whether this alien is a desir-
able citizen or not. For section 2 of the act we are amending
provides:

That in every case in which any such ‘alien is ordered expelled or
excluded from the United States under the provisions of this act the
decision of the Secretary of Labor shall be final

Tlhere have been many instances in the administration of this
law under section 19 where the Secretary of Labor has gone
beyond his constitutional authority in imprisoning withont
nofice a large number of aliens on the ground that they were
not in sympathy with our Government: but the Supreme Court,
the palladium of the rights and liberties of the American
zitizens, have upheld the right of even the alien to be granted
a hearing. I repeat that I am unwilling to vest in the Secretary
of Labor the authority to deport an alien who has been sought
after by some State prohibition enfercement officer fanatic
and has been fined to grant to the Secretary of Labor the
privilege of deporting that alien. As has been said many
timmes in debate, the sponsors of this bill recognize the futility
of national prohibition enforcement in communities where the
sentiment is oppesed to it, and now are trying to pass a
legislative moustrosity by granting to the Secretary of Labor
powers that were not even granted in war times to Cabinet
otficianls or the President. That is your much-vaunted liberty
and freedomn under the American institution. On the one side
vou have an American citizen violating the law and paying a
nominal fine, and beside him you may have an alien who has
declared his intention to become a citizen subjected to a similar
fine, and as soon as the fine has been levied and paid the
Secretary of Labor takes him into custody with the power to
deport him from these shores to some land where he has no
home. [Applause.]

Mr. CLOUSE. AMr, Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Chairman and
gentlemen of the committee, I have listened with considerable
interest to the debate on this bill, and I think I came here with
my tind open and free, not having prejudged the case, I am
sure. But I am now prepared to say that I can not agree with
the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin that this bill de-
prives any individual, whether he be native or alien, in any
unreasonable way of any right he has here under the flag of
this country. I think, on the contrary, that this is a reasonable
provision, I think it iz one that should be adopted by this Con-
gress and one that should be enforeed after it is adopted.

Why, -there is nothing in the argument that any man is de-
prived of his rights or of his liberty in an arbitrary manner,
but, on the contrary, he must have been convicted of a violation
of the statutes of the United States, and then only can the
Secretary of Labor take action.

I shall support this bill, but I want to take this opportunity
to call your attention to an existing law which is high-handed
and in violation of the letter and spirit of that Constitution
about which we have heard so much this afternoon. I believe
that in the enactment of legislation for the enforcement of the
eighteenth amendment it should at all times be reasonable in
its character. But you have in cennection with laws adopted in
pursuance of the eighteenth amendment a statute now that
takes the property of an American citizen, not of an alien, and
confiscates that property without due process of law, and it is
being indulged in in every State in this Union to-day.

Suppose that here in the Distriet of Columbia a prohibition
ngenf or one connected with the Revenue Department of this
Government ghould go into a building owned by one of you gen-
tlemen and should there find intoxicating liquors, or, perchance,
find where an illicit still had at some time in the past been
located, He arrestz you, and the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue immediately makes an assSessment of a tax, together
with a $1.000 penalty, provided under the Volstead Act. You
can go into court and be abundantly able to show your inno-
cence before the court and a jury of your peers, but notwith-
standing that fact this assessiment is enforced by notice after
notice, and then a distress warrant is issued and levy is made
upon your property, notwithstanding the jury has passed upon
vour innocence and given you a verdict of not guilty.

Now, I say to yoir that I have been a consistent supporter of
prohibition. In my State 15 years ago the first political cam-
paign in which I ever engaged was to make Tennessee, my
native State, a prohibition State. I am in favor of prohibition
now, but I am not in favor of any law that will take my property
or your property or the property of any citizen of America with-

out due process of law and giving him his day in court. [Ap-
plause, ] .

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to get a little information, if I can, Under
the act of 1920 can the Secretary of Labor arrest a man before
or after hearing?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington.
persons convicted.

Mr. MANN. Of course the act provides—

Shall upon the warrant of the Secretary of Labor be taken into his
custody and deported in the manner provided * if the Sec-
retary of Labor, after hearing, finds that such allens are undesirable
residents of the United States.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Exactly.

Mr. MANN. If it were a matter of original construction left
to me, I should say that he could not issue the warrant until
after the hearings. What I want to know is the fact. What
does he do?

h‘\lr JOHNSON of Washington. He does issue a warrant, I
think.

The act of 1020 applies to

. CABLE. The procedure requires two warrants, When
infornmtlon is lodged with the Secretary &f Labor a warrant is
isgued and the man is taken into custody, and then if after the
hearing is completed the Secretary of Labor finds that he is
an undesirable citizen he is deported,

Mr, MANN, And that is the construction that the Depart-
went of Labor gives to this?

Mr. CABLE. Under the regulations.

Mr. MANN, So that under this bill any man who has been
fined under the prolibition law for violation of either the na-
tional or a State law can at once be arrested?

Mr. CABLE. Yes; when information is lodged and the war-
rant is issued.

Mr. MANN. There is no requirement of information being
lodged by the statute. On information being lodged he can issue
the warrant any time he pleases?

Mr. CABLE. Yes.

Mr. MANN. On his own suggestion?

Mr. STAFFORD, The hearings disclose that that is the prae-
tice of the Department of Labor.

Mr. CABLE, That is the regulation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

The question was taken; and on a division (demranded by Mr,
Starrorp) there were—ayes 41, noes 91,

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, I move to sirike
out the last word. I am a prohibitionist. I participated in
the prohibition contest in my own State when to do so there
was sometimes almost involved the sacrifice of long-standing
friendships. I have consistently supported the prohibition leg-
islation that has been enacted here. I may say further that
I am in full accord with the desire to restrain the activi-
ties of unworthy aliens, So strong is my view on that point
that I deeply regret that the Committee on Immigration, in-
stead of confining its work to legislation that is not very ma-
terial, does not present for our consideration a bill looking to
a permanent law upon the subject of immigration which would
absolutely exclude all undesirable foreigners. For some unac-
countable reason there has been a failure to bring in such a
bill, although the promise was made a long time ago that an
opportunity would be speedily given us to vote on such a meas-
ure. Why that promise has not been kept can only be conjec-
tured. But it has not been kept, and thus we are now engaged
in determining what we will do with offending aliens already
admitted, when, in my humble judgment, we ought to be deal-
ing with the far more important subject.

We are now on section (e¢) of this bill. Is it reasonable?
One of its provisions in substance is that an alien may be
deported if he violates the liquor laws of any one of the 48
States of the Union. Iutting out of view the Federal law, we
know that the State laws are almost as diverse as the condi-
tions and characteristics of the 48 States. I was told a moment
ago by a Representative that in his State the manufacture and
the use of liquor for sacramental purposes is not permitted, and
that it is not permitted for medicinal purposes. Accordingly, we
are asked to say that an alien who violates the law of that
particular State to the extent of making or importing or using
liquor for sacramental or medicinal purposes shall be liable to
deportation,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Not now.

Mr, BLANTON. That law——

AMr. MOORE of Virginia. Please wait one moment. Is that
reasonable? I ask as a prohibitionist if that is a reasonable

proposition? I ask if such legislation wil]l not put us in the
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attitnde before the country of doing something unreasonable,
and which may properly be charged as extreme and fanatical?
One danger to the prohibition cause to-day is that by such legis-
lation those who are deeply and heartily anxious that the
cause shall prove a success may contribute to its final defeat.
I do not discover—and this is rather significant—that the leader
of the prohibition forces upon this floor, the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. VoLsTEAD], the man entitled to more credit than
anyone here for what has been done along prohibition lines,
assumes any responsibility for this bill. Te-day I have not
heard his voice raised in favor of it. Mr., Wheeler has been
criticized on the floor. I for one respect Mr. Wheeler and the
great organization to which he belongs, and, so far as I know,
there is an absence of evidence that Mr., Wheeler or that organi-
zation favors this provision. Regarding this provision as I do,
1 must eppose it. I must vote my convictions on this matter, as
I shall hope always to vote my convictions on every measure,
[Applause.] ~

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Chairman, 1 desire to
say a word in opposition to the motion of the gentleman from
Virginia. Several gentlemen are urging haste with respect
to more restrictive immigration legislation. A great many
people seem to think that you can take a pair of scissors and a4
paste pot and write an immigration act overnight—a strong,
workable act. And yet when one comes on this floor with a
deportation bill of this kind, designed to put some teeth into
the immigration act, you find the very gentlemen who want
more restrictive legislation are afraid of the teeth. Do you
know what we are doing with our present deportation provi-
sions? Deportation is a severe act, the last step, and one of
the very hardest steps to accomplish., You do not pick a man
up and send him out of the country just with a kick. It is a
long process, as a rule, If the alien to be deported has been
here some years-the expense of sending him overseas is borne
by the Government, and he is sent to his own country only with
the consent of that country.
cause it wants to send other immigrants here. Let me refer
you to these figures in respect to deportation for the last eight
months’ period, and we have had more deportations in the past
year than for some time. For insanity, epilepsy, mental defec-
tive, and so forth, we deported 330. Those are the people that
are found usually in insane asylums. The State asylums re-
port to the Immigration Service and ask our Federal authori-
tics to send them out of the country. Those deported because
they were physically defective were 47 in eight months; because

" of loathsome or dangerous contagious diseases, 55; because
they were likely to become, or had become, public charges, 1,190,
Those are the poor broken wretches who failed in life’s battle
after coming here from some other couniry. They have col-
lapsed and they are in the poorhouses, and we grab them up
and shove them out. They have violated no law; they have
gimply broken down in the fight for existemce. Who would
leave the alien narcotic law violators in while he sends out the
pauper? Of criminals we have deported 270 in eight months,
and that number is above the average, As I said in the be-
ginning, at any time the Secretary of Labor or any of his agents
takes a man who is convicted under a State law and deports
him as an undesirable citizen because he has violated a State
law in regard to liguor or drugs, you may rest assured he is
an undesirable alien, not fit to stay in the United States, and
properly one to be deported.

Mr, CHALMERS and Mr. WALSH rose,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CHaAr-
MERS] is recognized.

Mr. CHALMERS, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words,

This seems to have developed into a contest between the
“wets " and “drys.” Now, in one sense of the word I suppose
that I may be classified as a “wet ”; that is, I am in favor of
water transportation. And, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recomp by printing in
8-point type an address I delivered last Saturday before the
City Club of Baltimore on the subject of transportation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner indi-
cated. Is there objection?

Mr, STAFFORD. Earlier in the proceedings I objected to
extending the remarks of the gentleman from California, and
therefore at present I shall be obliged to object to the request
of the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. WALSH., Mr. Chairman, I offer gn amendment. On
page 2, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “ or of a State or
Territory.”

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

That country usually consents be-

~ The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, WaLsm : Page 2, lines 10 and 11, after the word
* Btates " in line 10, strike out the words: * or of a State or Territory.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to state that this
amendment is along the line suggested hy the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] and along the lines which I
suggested earlier in the day, to the effect that I believe we are
entering upon a field that is likely to give rise to complications
if we permit a Cabinet officer, situated in Washington, to pass
upon the guestion of deporting people because they may have
violated some State law.

Now, we have an all-comprehensive national statute, and it
is &s drastic as most of the State laws now in force, with
possibly one or two exceptions. It seems to me that if this
deportation provision in reference to the prohibition act be in-
cluded in the law, we might well confine it to violations of the
Federal statutes,

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition te the
amendment. I want to call the committee’s attention to the
fact that under the present law a man who ig convicted of a
crime for which he is punished for more than a year, and
which involves moral turpitude, is deportable. There are 48
States of the Union now dealing with all those classes of cases,
and any man convicted in any State of the Union to-day of a
crime involving moral turpitude, where the judgment of the
court is for more than a year, he is deported, namely, for
crimes relating to theft, arson, burglary, and all -other ecrimes
of that character involving moral turpitude. And under the
law to-day, after the man has been convicted and served a term
of senfence as provided, it is the duty of the Secretary of
Labor to make a complaint, or for some one to make a com-
plaint, and then the party is arrested. Then it is the ordinary
course of procedure to require a hearing before, first, the in-
spector, the immigration commissioner, and then it goes to the
commissioner on immigration through his counsel; then goes
to the Department of Labor through his counsel, and then
finally comes to the Secretary of Labor after it has passed
through all these proceedings, after due notice has been given,
and when the Secretary finds the man is of an undesirable
character and has been convicted under any of the laws of the
48 States he can then be deported.

Thege statutes to-day in regard to viclating the nareotic laws
are, most of them, State laws. Most of them do not involve
moral turpitude, because opium for many years has been dealt
in not only by England but by this country, and to-day we
permit opium to be sold, and therefore it must be specifically
provided that a man be deported after having been convicted
by a State law. And there is no statute on the statute books
now that reaches thousands of cases of those who are violating
the narcotic laws and to prevent the ruining of the young men
and women of this country, and where the testimony shows
that 98 per cent of the violators are aliens. Then why do you
want to be squeamish in regard to the deperting of these men
who are destroying the very existence of the communities in
which they live?

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts by striking
out the words “ or Territory.” 3

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BLaAxTox : Amend the amendment offered
by Mr. WaLsH, by striking out the words * or Territory.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, this is the only parliamen-
tary way by which I can get to speak on the question raised by
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore], who is a distin-
guished lawyer. He gave as his reason for objecting to sub-
division 3 of the bill that various of the States had passed in-
consistent laws. He said, forsooth, that some State had passed
a law prohibiting this, and another State prohibiting that, and
because such States had passed inconsistent laws he was in
favor of striking out the third provision and limiting the bill
to a Federal law. The distinguished gentleman from Virginia
is too good a lawyer not to know that if any State should pass
a law in any way inconsistent with the provisions of the eight-
eenth amendment it would be unconstitutional, because it would
not be in conformity with the eighteenth amendment of the
Constitution. The eighteenth amendment permits the States
to pass regulatory measures with respect to prohibition only
when those regulatory measures are consistent with the pro-
visions of the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution.

Mr, MANN. Does the gentieman think the States had amn-
thority to pass such a law before the eighteenth amendment was
a part of the Constitution? :
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Mr, BLANTON, But the eighteenth amendment specifically

nrovides that the States are given the same concurrent right
to pass laws to uphold the eighteenth amendment of the Con-
stitution, which is to prohibit the sale and manufacture or gift
of intoxieating liquors.

Mr. MANN. But the eighteenth amendment did not take
away from the States any power which they had before the
eighteenth amendment became a part of the Constitution.

Mr. BLANTON. I am in favor of this bill exactly as it is
written, without the additional crossing of a “t” or the dotting
of an “i" .

Mr. MANN. Then why did you move to strike ont a part
of it? >

Mr, BLANTON, Merely as a pro forma motion in order to
answer the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore]. Under the
parlinmentary situation I had no other means, and I had to

“use a subterfuge in order to gain the floor.

Mr., Chairman. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAYN, Without objection, the amendment will be
withdrawn.

There was no ohjection.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania rose,

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Pennsylvania rise?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
move to strike out the ladt three words.

Mr, Chairman, I suppose it will be of very little consequence
what one may say on this measure, because the Members of
the House seem to have practically made up their minds as to
how they are going to vote, and they will not be influenced by
reason in the matter of their voting. But I would like to call
the attention of my colleagues to the fact that there never was
a more undesirable piece of legislation than this bill which is
now presented for their consideration. [Applause.]

Looking at it from a lawyer’s viewpoint alone and without
regard to the so-called division of “ wets” and “ drys,” this is
a bill which is intended to refer to the question of immigration
and the regulation of immigration through restrictions more
than anything else. The bill should be considered without re-
gard to the question of enforcing prohibition. If you were
dealing with this matter and were framing a scientific piece of
legislation and would deport any alien who violated any na-
tional law, that might be received with some consideration. But
when you are striving to select two classes of offenses, mere
misdemeanors, and say that for them the punishment shall be
deportation, you are making a distinction that is not justified
in logic or in common sense. [Applause.] 7

The criticism of this bill made by the distinguished gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. Moorg] is well founded. Any regu-
latory enactment of a State may become the subject of deporta-
tion. Is that just, equitable, or proper punishment? Think of
it! A man may come here and do that which results in a fine,
not imprisonment—he may commit an act which is malum pro-
hibitum, not one which is malum in se; and for that, on a
stranger in our midst, you are going to impose a penalty which
is one of the severest penalties, in my judgment, that could be
imposed. Does the punishment fit the crime? You are going to
deport him for having violated perhaps a merely regulatory
provision in some State law.

What right has this national body to impose penalties which
are to be enforced for the violation of State laws? Let us con-
fine ourselves to imposing penalties for the violation of Federal
laws, laws made by this Congress. Let us enforce them if we
see fit, even by deportation of aliens. But why say that every-
one who violates some regulatory provision of some State law
ghall be liable to deportation if unfortunately he is an alien
living in our midst?

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. LAYTON. Do I understand that the Secretary of Labor
could deport a titizen of Delaware against the will of the courts
and the people of Delaware?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. If he is an alien resident,
not a citizen resident in Delaware.

Mr. LAYTON. If he is not convicted by the people of Dela-
ware?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, The man would have to be
convicted of some violation of law, but it might be some very
minor violation of law,

Mr. LAYTON. In other words, if he was deported, it would
not be a Federal act in violation of the will of the State?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No.

But the chief objection that T have against the enactment of
such legislation as this is the looseness of its terins. Read it:

All aliens who may after this subdivision takes effect be convieted of
any violation or conspiracy to violate any of the following acts—

And, then, in paragraph (c¢), wherein it says:

Any other statute of the United States or of a State or Territory pro-
hibiting or regulating the manufacture, sale, transportation, Importa-
tion, or exportation of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes—

And so forth.

Think of the monstrous nature and character of a punishment
like that for some trivial violation of the law which a man has
perhaps inadvertently committed, but of which nevertheless he
is guilty ! For remember, my friends, that in those things

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, can we ar-
range for more time?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Pennsyvlvania may proceed for one
minute more. 5

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I ask for one minute.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I was going to remark that
in these cases which become crimes merely because they are
prohibited there is not necessarily any moral turpitude, execept
you may say that a man who violates any law is guilty of woral
turpitude ; but as between those things which men in conscience
consider right and those things which they say are wrong there
is a clear distinction in the law. And when you include in this
section as crimes things which are merely made crimes by stat-
ute, which are not morally wrong, which are ealled bad only
because prohibited, and for which men are liable to conviction
because they are prohibited, in which even the intent of wrong-
doing may be wanting, yet because they are prohibited the per-
son may be convicted, I respectfully submit that when you so
provide, singling out such eases and imposing the grave penalty
of deportation, you are enacting a monstrous piece of legisla-
tion. [Applause.]

Mr. WHEELER rose,

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from
Illinois rise?

Mr. WHEELER. To demand the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN, There is not any regular order.

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I rise in opposition to the motion of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Warsu]., I believe that the amendment should
be defeated. >

According to my understanding, in the adoption of the eight-
eenth amendment concurrent jurisdiction was conferred on the
several States of the Union to enact such rules and regulations
as they might enact or prescribe to assist the National Govern-
ment in enforcing the eighteenth amendment. I can conceive
that perhaps there might be violations of those State laws and
regulations, and there would be cases in which persons should
be punished for violations of State laws where perhaps there
would be no direct violation of any Federal statute whatso-
ever.

But be that as it may, gentlemen, there have been some of the
most surprising arguments made here on the floor of this House
that I have ever listened to. I am nof yet willing to concede
that any violator of the laws of this country is bigger than the
Constitution and laws of this Government.

It has been stated here that this bill should not be passed
because it might be considered too drastic or fanatical. I want
to answer that by saying that in our attempt to support the
Constitution of the United States and enforce it, we are not
going to write a law that is too drastic for that purpose,

That is exactly the trouble now, that the laws by which the
eighteenth amendment is to be enforced are not sufficiently
drastic. I am willing to write into this law the provisions of
this bill, which to my mind are simply these, that the funda-
mental principle of this bill is that if an alien violates the eight-
eenth amendment to the Constitution, he shall be deported
from the United States upon conviction for such erime, and I
believe that should be the law. That is what this bill under-
takes to do, and its enactment will assist us in upholding the
law and preventing its being violated as is now being done.
Of what particular benefit is an alien citizen who comes to
our country and claims the protection of our flag, who having
come here undertakes to tear down the Constitution of our
country? [Applause.] Let us send him back where he belongs.
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That is what this bill will do, and T am im faver of passing
it without making a single change, and I particularly oppese the
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Warss],
[Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that at the end of five minutes debate on this
amendment and all amendments to the bill be closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that all debate on the amendment and all amendments to the
bill be closed at the end of five minutes,

Mr. LONDON. I object.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then I move, Mr. Chairman,
that at the end of five minutes all debate on this amendment
and all amendments to the bill be closed.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman from DMis-
sissippi [Mr. Lowgey] desires five minutes,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then make it 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington moves
that at the end of 10 minutes all debate on this amendment
and all amendments to the bill be closed.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the other day I was reading a
story placed in the time when in Engiland a great many erimes
were punishable by death. The result was that it was rather
difficult in many cases to convict a person of a crime; and the
experience of mankind, at least in those countries where the
people have to do with govermment, is that excessive punish-
ment adds to rather than detraets from the frequency of crime,
Suppose you should put into & law a provision that a man
should be hanged if he violated the Volstead Aet. How often
do you think you could convict anyone? I believe in upholding
the law, but as a practical question if you provided that if a
man took a drink of wine he should be punished by imprison-
ment in the penitentiary for 10 years you could not eonvict one
in a thousand who were brought before the court for trial,
and no man here—with the exception of a few—if he were on a
jury with a plain case before him would vote te send a man to
the penitentiary for life because he had taken a drink of wine
or beeanse he had given somebody else a drink of wine.

I apprehend this bill will pass this House, and I predict now
that the result will be a more lax enforcenrent of the law than
there is now, because if you bring before a jury an alien with
whom the people of his locality are acquainted who has been
convicted of taking a drink of wine or of giving a drink of wine
to his neighbor and say that in addition te punishment by a fine
of $10 he shall be taken away from his wife and children and
sent to a foreign land you will not be able to convict him,
[Applause.]

Mr, VAILE. Is there any United States statute new which
prohibits a man from taking a drink of wine?

Mr. MANN. There is a statute of the United States and
there are statutes of many States. I believe there is no statute
which prevents a man from taking a drink of wine in his
own home if he owned the wine before the eighteenth anvend-
ment was adopted, but there is a statute against it otherwise,
not only Federal but State. It is a question of the enforcement
of the law, Do you think you will be more apt to enforee a
law—which T am sorry to say is now frequently vielated—if
vou attempt to provide a more drastic punishment in a few
cases, and probably encourage people in the end to violate the
law, because the juries will not eonviet them? [Applause.]

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the force of the
argument of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] and
those who take his position, and I shall vete for the amendment
before us. I believe the Federal Iaw is broad enough——

Mr. BOX. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., LOWREY. Yes.

Mr. BOX. Does the gentleman knew that the bulk of the
laws against the sale of narcotics are the laws enacted by the
State, and that he will greatly weaken one of the fundamental
provisions of this lJaw when he eliminates that feature of it
from this bill?

Mr, LOWREY. I shall not take the time to argue that with
the gentleman, because I rose really to present another matter.
I have only five minutes.

Two or three gentlemen have spoken of this bill as being
monstrous, or a legislative monstrosity. I want to refer to
another law that I think is mere a monstresity. I once had a
good friend who was hanged. I suppose a good many of you
gentlemen have had the same misfortune. Some of you may
have had very good fortune to escape yourselves when your
friends were hanged. [Laughter.] My friend was hanged for
murder. The newspaper account said that when he committed
the murder he had spent five hours in the saloon of the town,
He was a man who came from one of the best families and had

been a fine eitizen, but a man whom liguor drove absolutely
mad. He eame out of that saloon and shot down a man in cold
blood. For that he was hanged. The newspaper account said
he had spent five hours in the saloon. Who put the saloon
there and for what was it put there? The good State in which
I.lived was getting a thousand dollars a year of the profits of
that saloen and was in cepartnership with the business, and
putting its fostering hand over the business and protecting it
and backing it with law. The State and National Governments
were both in league with it and helped to put the thing there.
They put it there for one purpose and one alone, that men
might go there and gef drink. When this man went there and
got liquor he became crazed by it. He was a man whose appe-
tite had got where he could not control it, and it drove him into
the saloon, and when he came out drunk he committed this
murder, Then the same State that had passed that law, that
had put that saloon there, that had backed it up, that had -
taken a part of its profits, turned around and hanged the man
for committing the crime that he committed in the insanity
gotten out of that saloon. I submit that you will never find a
law more monstrous than that. When we falk about monstrosi-
ties, let us remember we are fighting a law that was the most
infamous monstrosity this country ever had to deal with. I am
willing to modify this reasenably, but I am in favor of the law.
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired;
all time has expired; and the questioh is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WarsH].

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, may we have the amend-
ment again reported? ;

The CHATRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again re-
port the amendment.,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “er of a State or
Territory.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Warsa) there were 73 ayes and 95 noes.

So the amendment was rejected. .

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move that
the eommittee do mow rise and report the bill to the House
with the recommendation that it do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. McArrrur, 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. 11118) to
provide for the deportation of certain undesirable aliens, and
had direeted him to report the same haek without amendmient
with the recommendation that the bill do pass.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question on the bill to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bilk

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

i Mr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, I desire to move to recommit the

ill.

The SPEAKER.
posed to the bill?

Mr. WALSH. Iam. I move to reecommiit the bill to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization with instructions to
report the same baek forthwith with an amendment striking out,
in llm;s 10 and 11, page 2, the words “or of a State or Ter-
ritery."”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the maotion to re-
commit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. WaLSH moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization with instruetions fo that committee to report
the same back forthwith with an amendment striking out, on page 2,
lines 10 and 11, the words “or of a State or Territory.”

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question.

Mr. BLANTON. DMr. Speaker, T make the point of order
that this particular amendment sought in the motion to recom-
mit was submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts in
the Committee of the Whole, and by an overwhelming vote the
Committee of the Whole passed on this particular question and
denied it, and it is now out of order under the rules of the
Honse.

Mr. MANN. It is surprising that anyboedy who knows any-
thing about the rules of the House would make such a point
of order,

Is the gentleman frem Massachusetts op-
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The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled.. The ques-
tion is on the motion for the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, WarsH) there were 64 ayes and 112 noes:

So the motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

The question-wgs taken, and the Speaker annmounced: that the

ayes seemed to h ¥
Mr. STAFFORD. I ask for a division.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington,
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 222, nays 73,

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the

answered * present ' 2, not voting 133, as follows:

YBAS—222,
Ackerman Davis, Tenn, Larsen, Ga. Seott, Mich.
Almon- Denison Larson, Minn, Seott, Tenn,
Anderson Dickinson Lawrence Sears
Andrews, Nebr,  Doughton Layton Shaw"
Appleby Dowell Lazaro Shelton
Arentz Drane Leatherwood Shreve
Aswell Driver Lee, Ga. Sinclair
Atkeson Echols Little Binnott
Bankhead Elliott Lowrey Sisson:
Barbour Ellis Luce Slemtg
Barkley Fairfleld Lyon Smith, Idaho:
Beedy Faust cArthur Smith, Mich,
Bgfg Fess MeClintie Smithwick
Bell Fordney McFadden Steagall
Benham Foster McKenzie Stedmen
Bird Frear \!e[mughlin Mjch Steenerson
Black Free McPher Stevenson
Bland, Ind. French McSwsin Stoll
Bland Va. Fulmer Ma, Strong, Kans:
Rlanton Gahn Michener- Summers, Wash,
Boies Garrett; Tenn, Miller ers, Tex,
Bowers Garrett, Tex, MIII augh Swank
Bowling Gensman Mondell Sweet
Box Gilbert Montoya String
Branod Graham, I1L Moore, Ohio Taylor, Tenm;
Briggs Green, Jowa- Morgan Temple
Brooks, 111, Hadley Murphy Thomas+
Brooks, Pa. Hnrd:r Colo. Nelson, A, P, Thompson
Brown, Tenn, Hawley Nelson, J. M. Tilliman
Browne, Wis, Hayden Oldfield Timberlake
Buchanan Hays Olver Tincher
Bulwinkle Himes Oshorne Towner
Burroughs Hoeh Overstreet Tyson
Burtness Hooker Padgett Underhill
Burton Hudspeth Park, Ga. Yaile
Butler Hu Parker, N. Y. Vestal
Byres, 8. C. Hum 3 Parks, Ark. Vinson-
Byrns, Tenn, Hutchinson Pou Volstead
Cable James PringE{ Walters:
Campbell Kans, Johnson, Ky, Purnel Ward, N. C.
Cannon Johnson, 8. Dak. Quin Wason
Chalmers Johnson, Wash. Raker Weaver
Clague Jones, Pa. Ramseyer
Clouse Jones, Tex, Rankin' White Kang_
Cole, Towa Kelly, Pa. Rayburn: Williams
Cole, Ohio Ketchnm Reece Wﬂ]iamnn
Collier Reed, W, Va, Wingo
Colton Kincheloe Rhodes ise
Connally, Tex., Kin Ricketfs. Woodruff
Connell Kinkaid Riddick. Woods, Va.
Cooper, Ohio Kline, Pa. Roach Woedyard
Cooper, Wis. Kopp Robsion Wright
Cramton Kraus Rose Wyant
Crowther Langley Rucker Young
Dale Lanham Sanders, Tex,
Dallinger Lankford Sandlin
NAYS—T3.
Andrew, Mass, I].arﬂ? Tex. MscG regor Riordan
Bacharaeh Harriso % ry
Campbell, Pa. Herrlck Mn ney Rossdale
Cantrill Hickey Stafford
Carew Hill Me&d Stephens
Chandler, N. Y. Hogan Merritt Taylor, N. J
Classon Huddleston Mills Tilson
Cullen Hull Montagne Tinkham
Dominick Husted Moore, Va. Treadway
Dunbar Kirkpatrick Moores, Ind. Tueker
Dupré Kissel Newton, Mo, Volﬁt
Fairchild Kleezka Nolan Vol
Fenn Kline, N. Y. O'Brien Walsh
Freeman Knight O'Conuor Watson
Frothingham Knutsgon Ogden Winslow
Gernerd Lee, N. Y Paige Wurzbach
Glynn Lehlbach Parker, N. J.
Graham, Pa, gRIT Perlman
Greene, Mass, London Ransley
ANSWERED * PRESENT "—2,
Crisp Longworth
NOT VOTING—183.
Ansorge Britten Clarke, N, Y. Curry
Anthony Burdick Cockran Darrow
Beck Burke Codd Davis, Minn.
Bixler rter ollins Deal
Blakeney Chandler, Okla. Coumnolly, Pa, Dem
Bond Chindblom opley Drewry
Brennan (‘hristu?hpmn Coughlin Dunn
Brinson Clark, Fla. Crago Dyer

Jefferis, Nebr: Moore; I11. Sanders, M. Y.

Evanzg Jeffers, Ala. Morin Hchall
Favrot Johnson, Miss, Mott Biegel
Fields Kalm i Mmdd Bnell
Fish Kearns Neisom, Me, Snyder
Fisher Keller Newton, Minn, Bpeaks
Fitezgerald Kelley, Mich. Norton Sproul
Foeht Kendall Olpp' Stiness
Fuller Kenned, Patterson, Mo, Strong, Pa.
Funk Kindre Patterson, N. J. Sullivan
Gallivan Kitchin Perkins ague’

arnér Ereider Petersen Taylor, Ark.
Goldsborough Kunz Porter Taylor, Colo.
Goodykoontz Lampert Radcliffe Ten Evek
Gorman Lea, Calif. Rainey, Ala. Upshaw
Gould Lineberger Rainey, I11. Vare
Greene, VE., Linthicum Reavis- Ward, N. Y,
Griest Luhring Reber Webster.
Griffin L{cCorm{ck Reed, N. Y. ‘White, Me,
Hammer MeDuflie Robertson' Wilsom:
Haungen McI.suthn Nebr.Rodenberg. Wood, Ind:
Hawes MecLaughlin, Pa. Rosenbloom Yates
Hersey Madden Rouse Zihlman
Hicks Mansfield Ryan
Ireland Martin Babath
Jacoway Michaelson Banders, Ind.

So the bill was- passed,

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Mr, Keller (for) with Mr. Lampert (against).

Mr. Crisp (for) with Mr. Cockran (against).

Mr. Hersey (for) with Mr. Gallivan (against).

Mr. Strong of Pennsylwania (for) with Mr. Tague (against).

Mr: Fuller (for). with Mr. Sullivan (against).

Mr, Jacoway (for) with Mr. Morin (against).

Mr. Johnson of Mississippi (for) with Mr. Dyer (against).

Mr:. Hicks (for) with Mr. Kunx (against).

Mr. Brinson (for) with Mr. Olpp (against).

Mr. Codd (for) with Mr; Rainey of Illinois (against).

Mr, Ireland (for) with Mr. Sabath (against).

Mr. Patterson of Missouri (for) with-Mr. Hawes (against).

Mr. Gorman (for) with Mr, Griffin: (against).

Mr. Kendall (for) with Mr. Kindred (against).

Mr. Reed of New York (for) with:Mr: Radecliffe (against).

Miss Robertson (for) with- Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania:
(against).

Mr. Patterson of New Jersey (for) with Mr. McLaughlin: of
Pennsylvania (against)..

Mr. Lineberger (for) with. Mr. Rodenberg (against).

Mr. Funk (for) with Mr. Vare (against).

Myr: Darrow (for) with Mr. Linthicum: (against).

General pairs:

Mr. Longworth with Mr. Upshaw.

Mr. Christopherson with Mr. Ten Eyck,

Mr. Sanders of New York with Mr., Wilson.

Mr. Rosenbloom with Mr. Clark of Florida.

Mr. Ansorge with Mr. Martin.

Mr. Wood of Indiana with Mr. Fisher,

Mr. Davisiof Minnesota with: Mp. Garner:

My Griest with.- Mr. Taylor of Arkansas.

Mr. Chandler of Oklahoma with Mr, Favrot,

Mr. Snell with Mr. Hammer:

Mr: Sanders of Indiana with Mr, Kitchin.

Mr. Dunn with Mr. McDuflie;

Mr; Edmunds: with Mr, Taylor of Colorado.

Mr. Luhring with Mr. Deal.

Mr. Snyder with: Mr. Carter.

Mr. Michaelson. with Mr. Goldsborongh:

Mr. Bremnan with Mr. Lea of California.

Myr. Kahn with Mr. Jeffers of Alabama.

Mr. Kennedy with Mr: Drewry.

Mr. Reber with: Mr, Collins.

Mr, Clarke of New York with Mr. Fields.

Mr: Blakeney with Mr. Mansfield.

Mr. Chindbloom with Mr. Rainey of Alabama.

Mr. Burke with Mr. Beck,

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea.” I have a pair with
the gentléman from' New York Mr. Cocrmx, but I overlooked it
I wish to withdraw my vote of “yea™ and answer “ Present.”

The name of Mr. Crisp was called, and he answered * Pres-
ent.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion: of Mr. Joaxsox of Washington, a motion to re-
co;;;-sitler the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the
table:

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE;
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, T rise to a question of priv-

ilege.
The SPEAKER:
Mr. BLANTON.

The gmitleman will stabe it.
I have already presented to the Speaker a.

copy of the New York World for last Sunday, which I submit
raises the question of privilege, and upon that I ask recognition.




o084

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,.

ArriL b,

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that it raises the
question of privilege. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
to ask unanimous consent to address the House, if he desires to.

Mr, BLANTON. But I submit that under the rule any state-
ment appearing in a newspaper which is a misrepresenta-
tion of facts, which would tend to bring into ridicule or dis-
repute the whole membership of the House, presents a question
of privilege.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman cite some authority to
that effect?

Mr. BLANTON. I call the Chair's attention to sections
2704 and 2705, volume 3, Hinds' Precedents,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is so much confusion on the floor
of the House that it is impossible to hear. What is the matter
now before the House?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas rises to address
the House on a question of privilege.

Mr. BANKHEAD, On what statement?

The SPEAKER. On a statement that was attributed to him
in the New York World, and the question now proposed to the
Chair is whether that particular article raises a question of
privilege. -

Mr. BANKHEAD. Has that matter been submitted to the
Speaker, or is it being presented now? -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is submitting it at this time,

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is being offered as a basis for rising to
a question of privilege?

The SPEAKER. Yes, The Chair has already stated that he
does not think it presents a question of privilege.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I refer the Chair to sections
2704 and 2705 of volume 3, Hinds' Precedents.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that those are at
all analogous to this matter. In each of those instances the
Member was criticized in his representative capacity.

Mr, BLANTON. I will eall the attention of the Chair to the
specific matter, if the Chair will permit. The New York World
attributes to me a statement to the effect that all Members of
the House receive, for instance, a whisky flask and a poker set
and various other articles as a matter of right from the station-
ery room, and there iz also attributed to me the statement that
every Member receives each Congress $2,100 of mileage. If that
statement is left unchallenged before the country it may place
the membership in an entirely false attitude. All the charges
that I made in Austin, Tex., are contained in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp for January 12, 1922, in the speech that I made from
this floor.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee., Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the newspaper article to
which the gentleman refers state that the gentleman made those
remarks on the floor of the House or outside of the House?

Mr. BLANTON. Outside of the House. The article states
that I say that every Member receives each Congress $2,100 of
mileage, which is absurd, of course, as to Members from Vir-
ginia and Maryland. I did not make such statement either
here or elsewhere, and I desire to correct it,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am asking the question in
order that I may have something in my own mind about whether
it does present a question of privilege. If the gentleman is
charged with having made it on the floor of the House, and is
misrepresented in any statement that he made on the floor of
the House, it might be different from what he might have been
alleged to say in the State of Texas.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cite the gentleman to a deci-
sion which he thinks covers the case, section 2708, volume 3,
Hinds' Precedents:

No question of privilege arises from the fact that a newspaper has
attributed to a Member certain remarks which he denies having used.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 agree to that.

The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman find any dis-
tinction between this and the matter to which he refers?

Mr., BLANTON, This distinction: If the attributed remarks
are true that every Member here receives each Congress $2,100
in milea

The SPEAKER. Bui the gentleman denies that they are true.

Mr. BLANTON. For instance, an average of $2,100 in mile-
age is received by the Texas Member for each Congress of
three sessions, but is not received hy every Member. Whisky
flasks are received by some Members and poker sets are received
by some Members, but not by all of them.

The SPEAKER. How are they received by any Member?

Mr. BLANTON. By a Member going over to the stationery
room and having them charged against his stationery account.

The SPEAKER. He buys them,

Mr. BLANTON. He buys them against the stationery ac-
count. The remarks attributed to me would lead the country to
believe that, as a matter of fact, every Member receives these.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer the gentleman to an-
other decision, section 2691, volume 3, Hinds' Precedents, where
a select committee was appointed to investigatg certain charges
against a Member. The Chair quotes from tHé finding of that
committee;

But a libelous publication concerning a Member in his private char-
acter and cafadty only has never been regarded as a breach of privi-
Ieﬁe, either of the body of which he is a Member or of the Member him-
self, and he must seek redress for such private injury in the same
manner other citizens do, by vindication through the public press or by
resort to the legal tribunals, ;

The Chair thinks it is entirely proper that the gentleman
from Texas should deny having made the statement. The gen-
Eleémtm had opportunity the day before yesterday under general

ebate.

Mr. BLANTON. I then tried to get time.

The SPEAKER. But the Chair does not think it involves a
question of privilege. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
if he wishes to ask unanimous consent to proceed.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. UNDERHILL. - Mr. Speaker, I object.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr, RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
and a joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker
gigned the same:

H. R.9633. An act to extend the provisions of section 2303,
Revised Statutes, and of the act of September 29, 1919, to those
discharged from the military or naval service of the United
States and subsequently awarded compensation or treated for
wounds received or disability incurred in line of duty:

H. R. 9604. An act for the acquisition of a post-office site at
Madison, Wis.;

H. R.8815. An act to amend the act of March 1, 1921 (41
Stat., p. 1202), entitled “An act to authorize certain homestead
settlers or enfrymen who entered the military or naval service
of the United States during the war with Germany to make final
proof of their entries”;

H. R.2558. An act for the relief of Richard P. McCullough ;

H. R.10297. An act to extend the limitations of tiine upon the
issnance of medals of honor, distinguished service crosses, and
distinguished service medals to persons who served in the Army
of the United States during the World War;

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. 7870. An act for the relief of 1. C, Johnson, jr.; and

H. J. Res. 257. Joint resolution to appoint a comunission for
the exchange of sites for a post-ofiice and courthouse building at
New York between the Federal Government and the officials of
the city of New York.

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESI-
DENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bill and joint reso-
lution :

H. R.9979. An act fo amend an act entitled “An act granting
a charter to the General Federation of Women's Clubs " ; and

H. J. Res. 282, Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of
War to incur obligations for construction and maintenance of
roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska, said obligations to be paid
from the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923,

CALL OF COMMITTEES,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees.
The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees.
STATUE OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN.

The Clerk called the Committee on the Library.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
the Library, I eall up House Joint Resolution 127 to recrect the
statue of Abraham Lincoln upon its original site.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up House
Joint Resolution 127. This is on the Union Calendar. The
House will resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
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Honse on the state of the Union for the consideration of House
Joint Resolution 127, and the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr,
Starrorp, will take the chair. :

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of House Joint Resolution 127, with Mr. STA¥FoED in the chair,

The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House
Joint Resolution 127, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) to reerect the statue of Abraham
Lincoln upon its original site.

Resolved, ete., That the Superintendent of Publie Buildings and
Grounds of the War Department be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to reerect the statue of Abraham: Lincoln ?on its original site in
front of the courthouse, city of Washington, D. C., upon an appropriate
foundation or pedestal in harmony with the statue,

Mr, FESS. Mr. Chdirman, I yield 25 minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Kixa].

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as there are several
matters of historical data interesting to students of Lincoln, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, the first monument erected to the
memory of Abraham Lincoln was unveiled in the city of Wash-
ington on the 15th day of April, 1868, exactly three years after
he had given to his country, to use his own former words, the
“ full measure of devotion.”

As its temporary mantle was withdrawn by the then Presi-
dent of the United States, Andrew Johnson, the mighty voice
of the multitude gathered there rose in approval when the
white marble figure of the martyr, crowning a heroic pedestal,
gtood lifelike before them. The samg Lincoln whom those
about knew and loved seemed fo stand again familiarly befere
sthem, in the words of the orator of the day and Lincoln’s
personal friend, “a plain, unassuming but noble and Godlike
specimen of human nature.” * Here it stands,” he cried, “in
the plaza of the city, and here it will stand, we hope, to be seen
by generations long hence to come.”

Since then many years have passed along; many seasons have
come and gone. More than 50 springs have lighted up the parks
about it, and the winds of more than 50 autumns have whirled
the withered leaves about its base; a thousand morning suns
hiave tipped the pure whiteness of its crest; for half a century
the barrages of the elements have swept its area; storm after
storm have lashed in fury around its base, yet, typical of the
life of its human counterpart, it has firmly stood throughout the
years, the inspiration of the generations which have in reverence
and adoration approached it.

Unveiled and dedicated on the 15th day of April, 1868, this
graceful monument marked the plaza of the city until the 20th
day of December, 1920, when it fell by virtue of iconoclastie
propaganda directed against it, and the saintly figure was
lowered, together with its pedestal and the stones supporting
its plane of exaltation, where his friends, neighbors, and com-
patriots had placed it, and all together rolled away as back-
yard rubbish, suggesting to us once more that—

Imperious Caesar dead and turned to clay

Might sto&a hole to k the wind away.

Oh, that that earth, which kept the world in awe,
Should patch a wall t' expel the winter's flaw.

After a lifetime the figure, when it made its descent from the
pedestal and passed into the sacrilegious hands of those who
profaned it, was in as perfect condition as on the day of its
ascension. Strong as the immortality of the person whom it
represented, the pure stome image, “ corruptible, yet had put on
incorruption ; not mortal, yet had put onimmortality,” and had
it not been for the mental mob spirit of mad burlesque artists
could have remained where it was placed by loving hands for a
thousand years,

This noble monument was the monument of the masses. It
appealed to the common people, who loved it. More than any
other statue of Lincoln, it was preeminently “of the people,
by the people, and for the people.” These people who had per-
sonally seen Lincoln about Washington during the war, many
of them in frequent touch with him, accepted this statue as
almost a living personification of their dead friend, and many
were the sgilent tears that dropped from the eyes of the few
remaining citizens of Washington who were alive at its eree-
tion when they saw its base and pedestal junked. The monu-
ment was paid for out of the meager purses of the citizens of
Washington, who had long suffered the privations of the war,
and from the soldiers and sailors passing through the city.

Of all the thousands who witnessed the dedication of this
etatue of Lincoln, a few tottering souls remain, The distin-

guished company, Generals Grant and Howard ; the orator, B. B.
French; the Congress; the members of the civic organizations:
and all the vast concourse of people in and around upon the
streets and crowded in the windows and upon the roofs, and
with the thousands since born, are gone. On, down past their
sympathetic Lincoln and ““ slowly through the churehyard gate”
they have been borne. They sleep their last sleep. Only then
the dire deed of the humiliation of Lincoln and the removal of
his statue was accomplished. To-day the statue lies prone upon
the earth, but the good which it has done can not be demolished,
and the monument built in memory’s sanctuary can not be dis-
mantled,

All questions involved in the resolution under consideration
revolve around two subjects: First, the fizure; second, the place,

The monument was about 40 feet in height to the top of the
statue. It rested on a solid foundation of blue rock, 6 feet in
depth. The base was an octagon, 6 feet in height and about 7
feet from side to side, on which the base of the column rested;
the lower part corresponded with the base and the upper part
with the shaft, being circular and molded. The shaft was
18 feet in height, with an average of 3 feet—tapering—and
surmounted by a molded cap 4 feet square and 2 feet thick, on
which rested the base of the statue itself. While the monument
was a most substantial and symmetrieal object itself, yet now
that the propaganda directed against it for a number of years
by a coterie of pseudo artists has sncceeded, it is not thought
that the reerection of the old pedestal would be advisable,
especially in view of the faet that the statue itself, from every
angle considered, is worthy of a new support. It is of pure
white marble. It is a little larger than life-size, being 7 feet
in length, while Mr, Lincoln was close to 6 feet 4 in his
stocking feet. Few men exceeded Mr. Lincoln in height, and
this is strikingly demonstrated to anyone who will take the

pains to examine the photograph, now hanging in the office of

Mr. Elliott Woods, the architect of the Capitol, of the second
inauguration of Lincoln on the front steps of the Capitol, in
which he is seen towering above all those about him.

 The statue represents Lincoln standing with his left hand
resting on the emblem of the Union—the Roman facii—his
head erect, with slight inclination forward, and his right hand
partially open, as in the attitude he was wont to take in ad-
dressing an audience.

IT IS ARTISTIC.

The charge is made that this statue is inartistic—that is to
say, it is guilty of not conforming to the principles of art.

To charge a statue of a dead personage with being inartistic
is equivalent to imputing imnrorality to a living personage, so
far as successfully defending the charge is concerned. REither
accusation is liable to be easily believed by the idle and unin-
formed, without even a desire or tendency on their part to
refute it. In neither case does the indictment run “ In the name
of His Majesty, etc.,” or “In the name of the people, etc.,” or
“In the name of the Conrmonwealth, ete.,” but in that more
simple, quiet, and diabolical form of the inguisition of slander
beginning with the words “ They say.”

They say this white marble image of Abraham ILinecoln ig in-
artistic. The physical voice giving this statement utterance was
that of a Government clerk, a mere blameless marionette whose
sinrple’ wax cylinder mind recorded and repeated the impres-
sions made by amother.

Being after all the real tribunal in which the character of
the object must be examined, the Congress will not on hearing
be content with such a general charge of a want of conformity
to the principles of art by simply saying it is inartistic, nor will
the constant repetition of these words make that the truth
which is not the truth.

The constant repetition of a phrase in speeches, poems, hymns,
sermons, and in street-ear ads, on billboards, and screens has
been known to give the temporary appearance of a truth, suffi-
cient to win a presidential election; and we well know we have
acted on the suggestion of “ Eventually; why not now?” so
constantly before us, and taken it for granted that a certain
“ Castoria " is the “kind we have always bought,” a phrase so
often repeated that it must be so. And who is it that does not
know that while in “the dear damp days beyond recall” the
credit should have been given to Val Blatz, nevertheless by
continuous and uninterrupted appeals to our eyesight we were
convinced that it was not Blatz but Schlitz who made Mil-
waukee famous. Yet we can not do such violence to our con-
science as to permit such practice to predominate in the sciences
of painting, architecture, or sculpture.

Furthermore, the qualifications of those who protest in the
name of art should be closely scrutinized before serious con-
sideration should be given to their one and only ery. Of what
schools of art are they? What entablatures of ancient Greece
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have they studied? What association have they had with the

works of the masters that they may sit in judgment on the
works of other men? Can it be shown that the guardians of
art in Washington have any more education in sculpture than
that offered by a summer’s junket at the people’s expense
from New York to Paris, Rome, and Venice, and back as
couriers and cupbearers to a committee of double-breasted
United States Senators visiting there to view and sample the
fineness of arts, the main result of which being the birth of a
persistent and perpetual effort to belittle the sculptored and
bronze heroes of the monumental city and to replace them with
memorial fountains flowing with aridity and crowded with
nudity.

Long ensconcing behind the pillars of pull and preferment
soon renders the meekest bureaucrat a grim image of intoler-
ance, whose rules of action become as unchangeable as the
Procrustean bed. Pliny says, “Alexander issued an edict that
no artist but Appelles should paint him, Pyrgoteles engrave
him, and Lysippus make statues in brass of him.” So strict
were the rules governing artists that even in the Byzantium
school an artist who had dared fo use the beautiful lines in
the marble head of the Grecian Jupiter in the head of the Christ,
instead of those prescribed, had to suffer for such an act the
amputation of his hand.

Unfortunate would be the dawn of that day when the stat-
uary of Washington City shall either be removed entirely or
so judged in the dusk of autocratic ignorance.

But the maligners of this statue of Lincoln, in order to make
a case, can not be permitted to rest on a general charge but
should be made to specify violations in any conformity with
the principles of sculpture.

Even the remote Egyptian times, as depicted in their works
of art, demonstrate that the eanon of preportions was well
known to them; it has been followed through the beautiful
marble statuary of Greece and Rome on down to present days.
The isosceles triangle of Gibson is a very popular method for
the calculations of proportions by sculptors in laying the founda-
tion for a given piece of work. He has not taken his measure-
ments from the average man, but selected the ideal man, bor-
rowing, as the Greeks did, from Adonis, Mercury, Pollix, and
Bacchus, taking the head from one, the limbs from another, and
the body from a third. Perhaps one of the claims of the lack
of conformity of this statue to the principles of art may have
reference to its torso or limbs, the wise critic in his observa-
tions having used the famous isosceles triangle method, for-
getting that the principle involved is not applied to studies
from life. The artist who carved this figure knew Lincoln and
produced him as from life, in which he had seen him. No c¢laim
ever being made that Lincoln had the legs of Adonis, the arms
of Mercury, or the fat stomach of Bacchus, it was unnecessary
to use the triangle test.

The cruel charge, if any, of the inartistic violation of the
ethics of stone by this statue in not maintaining the Lin-
colnian proportions is therefore quashed and for naught held.
The anatomy of the statue, which is one of the principles in-
volved in sculpture, meets the test of the most meticulous
criterion.

The principle of drapery is an important branch of the art
of sculpture, and it is said that it is far more difficult to pro-
duce a statue in clothes than without them. The Phidian mar-
bles are draped with exquisite skill. The drapery of a statue
calls into play the highest skill of the sculptor—witness the
silk cassock on Muhlenberg in Statuary Hall, the gloves on the
hands of General Grant in the Rotunda, and the veil over the
face of the nun at the Corcoran Art Gallery. Lincoln in this
statue is dressed in his customary habiliments, the conventional
unpressed trousers—the pressed article at that date indicating
“store clothes,” and no orders from London having at that time
been received—the familiar Prince Albert coat, open in front;
vest ; high, rolled soft collar; and large black tie. It is rumored
that some enemies of this statue would have been less violent
in their campaign, and would have admitted it would have come
nearer in meeting the measurements of their ornate minds had
Mr. Lincoln been dressed in one of the model and artistic suits
of Hart Schaffner & Marx,

There never was a time since the artists of ancient Greece
chiseled their work out in the open under the spreading shade
trees that they did not have, seated about them, a few lay-
men of ease who listened to their talk as they worked and ad-
mired their genius. So there are here in Washington those
who, without talent themselves to paint or carve, delight in
lounging about on the studio divans sighing in unison with the
artist, synchronizing with his moods, harmonizing with his
execrations and, like him, calling down the imprecations of
the gods on the heads of the inartistic. With this layman class
originated the fable that this beautiful statue of Lincoln was

made by a gravestone maker—all this in further damnation of
the statue by associating it with the robbing of tombs and the
yawning of graveyards. Nothing is further from the truth. I
emphatically deny that the maker of this figure was a grave-
stone maker. I know nothing of the art of a gravestone maker,
but of the workmanship of the grave maker who, as Shake-
speare tells us, builds stronger than either the mason, the ship-
wright, or the carpenter, because the houses that he builds last
'til doomsday, there remains no doubt.

But even if the artist had been a humble gravestone maker,
one of the common people, who can say the great Lincoln, could

‘'he have said so, would not have praised the work the miore!

Lincoln himself had been a woodchopper. Even Christ found
his best disciples among the lowly fishermen. Miss Vinnie
Ream, the 18-year-old Government clerk, carved the figure of
Lincoln now in the rotunda.

The artist of this figure, Mr, L. Flannery, had a brother and
they were in business together under the name of Flannery
Bros,, but the brother, who was a monument maker, had no
hand in the carving of the Lincoln statue,

THE FACE OF THE FIGURE.

The true beauty and correctness of this image of the martyred
statesman i to be found, however, in its face. The real test
of its artistic merit is: Is if, as Gardner says, a true exponent
of the human spirit? And in this face art becomes a true inter-
preter of nature and gives evidence of the true emotions of the
soul,

It must be remembered that the artist himself had resided in
Washington all the time that Lincoln was President, and like
other citizens was familiar with Lincoln's face and form, Lin-
coln frequently walking and riding about the city. The oratsr
of the day took occasion to refer to Lincoln's well-known pres-
ence in Washington when he exclaimed, “ Here he won from all
who knew him—and who is there who did not knew him?—
golden opinions.” .

No doubt Flannery had often conversed with the President.

There had been a number of models of Lincoln submitted to
the committee on award, and this one was selected, from among
many, according to Mr. Crosby 8, Noyes, father of the present
owner, Mr. Theodore W. Noyes, in his paper, the Washington
Star, because of its * excellent likeness.” The money was raised
almost entirely in Washington and was cared for and paid over
to the sculptor by such excellent business men as AMr. Noyes,
George W. Riggs, founder of the Riggs Bank, B. B. French,
commissioner of public buildings, a position requiring him to
be almost in daily consultation with the President, and 22 other
and excellent business men. It seems reasonable to suppose
that had not the statue been a fine likeness, they would have re-
jected it. Ome of the most notable things which occurred at the
dedication was at the moment of its unveiling, when 20,000
people, struck by the close resemblance between the statue and
their then dead friend, cheered vociferously in loud and long
approval of the statue and of the artist. No discordant piping
voice was heard to say, “ It is inartistic.”

All of this is sufficient evidence, coming as it does from our
fathers, but to satisfy the doubly incredulous there is presented
to us a witness—an expert witness—whose dramatic and con-
vincing evidence will satisfy, it would seem, any doubting
Thomas who before believing insists on seeing and putting his
fingers into the nail prints. Let the witness be called. It is
Mr. Freeman Thorp, a portrait artist of many years of national
repute, a man over 80 but strong and robust as a youth,

Some time after this statue was taken down Mr, Thorp hap-
pened to be in Washington, and being a great authority on
Lincoln, having known him personally in his lifetime and done
yeoman service for him in Ohio during his campaign for Presi-
dent, he became much interested in the statue, and especially in
its whereabouts.

THE EVIDENCE OF FREEMAN THORP.

It was understood that the monument, and especially the
figure. was to be carefully preserved, when taken down, in the
basement of the courthouse, before which it stood, but such
was not the case. For a long while no one knew where it had
been taken. The testimony of Mr. Thorp, our witness, and his
opinion on the face of the statue appeared in the Evening Star,
of Washington, on the 3d day of June, 1921, the editor and
owner of which, Mr. Noyes, one of the city's most intelligent
and noble citizens, who has worked untiringly to restore this
monument, and is as follows:

THE LINCOLN STATUE—AN ACCURATE LIKENESS OF THE MARTYRED PRESI-
DENT.
To THE EDITOR OF THE STAR:

Commending your editorial on the Lincoln statue, I desire to say that
after a tedious search I have found the statue that was removed from
its site in front of the courthouse. It is down near the river, in the
rear of the old Bureau of Engraving, not stored at all, tut lyfng out-
doors roughly crated.
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I do not know who chiseled the head and face, but it was accurately
done by some one who studied Lincoln from life, as I did, and was not
done from photographs. It is a better likeness of Lincoln ﬁmn anything
in plaster, stone, marble, or bronze that I have seen, and I have seen
about all that have been made. Some have been made that are un-

nestionably great works of art, but the best of them are not accurate
ﬂkenems of him. This one Is to those who, like ;%ysolt knew Lincoln
pleasing to look at, because it is accurately modeled, and in its simple
truth i= in keeping with the unassuming man we loved.
FregMAXx THORP.

Such is the convineing evidence of a portrait artist of national
reputation.

A sample of his work hangs in the lobby of this House in the
oil painting of the Hon. Schuyler Colfax, Speaker of this House
at the very time this statue was unveiled. Thorp’s oil painting
of Lincoln from life has recently been hung by order of the
Senate in the main hall of the Senate wing not far from the
main door. To muny of us he has exhibited a pencil sketch of
Lincoln's face made by him at Gettysburg at the time Lincoln
delivered his famous address,

Mr. Thorp told me that he found the Lincoln with upturned
face, covered partially with an old piece of gunnysack which he
drew aside, disclosing dust and rainspots. With his handker-
chief he wiped away the stains from the pure white marble and
again the wonderful face of the Lincoln he had known more
than half a century before gazed kindly upon him,

The resemblance to Lincoln was startling. The statue seemed
almost to speak, and, quoting Pope, “ the cold marble softened
into life, grew warm.” It was not hard to believe that the
lips trembled and moved and that one heard the words, * With
malice toward none and charity for all.”

Thorp leaned over and looked into the fine face of the marble
and there he recognized every line that had existed in life, and
all of which, in cambination, told the story of Lincoln's life and
revealed those attributes which made him the permuanent leader
of his time and the exemplar of all time. 5

The marks of early poverty and adversity, deeply seated,
were yet overcast with deeper furrows of power and confidence,
vet all ecrowned with a nobility of intellectuality, sincere, affec-
tionate—the inearnation of courage, the beatification of be-
nevolence,

INFLUENCE OF POPULAR MARBLES.

John Ruskin says:

The sculptor does not work for the anatomist but for the common
observer of life and nature.

The art of the ancients reached down into the common un-
derstanding of the people and its plea to them concerned the
highest and noblest aims of their country. XNerxes, the Persian
conqueror, perceiving this silent appeal and influence, disman-
tled the statuary and pulled down the temples in Greece, and
the first measures Darius took to suppress insurrection among
his victims was to raze their temples and statuary.

On the other hand, recognizing the influence of the marble,
Augustus had statues erected in“honor of the heroes of the Em-
pire and who deserved the recognition of their country. His
theory, and it seems a wise one, was that such a course was not
only an acknowledgment of a debt owing by the nation but
stimulated others to like heroic acts for the Empire. To elevate
the warrior, the founder, or savior of a nation in the imagina-
tion of the people above the ordinary grade of people is a cus-
tom which has been handed down from generation to generation
from the earliest periods of human history, By word of mouth,
by pencil, by brush, by the chisel, has this work of immortaliza-
tion gone on.

And so this exquisite white figure more than 53 years ago
stepped into its position on its pedestal in front of the temple
of justice and in the plaza of the city, fresh hewed, in the
feelings and thoughts of the time, to become the object of ad-
miration of the masses, Criticized? Yes; and so was the disk
thrower by Myron, now and for centuries regarded as perfection
in marble, and by contemporaries was declared a distortion and
an overelaboration., TIts artist ecreator in penury? Yes; but
Phideas himself, known as the “sculptor of the gods,” died in
prison, an exile from Athens.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. KING, Will the gentleman yield me a little more time,
so that I may finish fo-night?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes. .

Mr, KING, I think I can finish in 10 minutes. I thank the
gentleman.

Powerful as was its face, yet it was, so to speak, the ensemble
of all its beauties as a whole, that this statue spoke most
strongly. As Pope, in his essay on art, says:

"Tis not the lips, or eye, we beauty call,
But the joint force and true result of all,

LXTI—321

The whole design stood for something—the Nation. To gaze

“at it meant that one could not help being a better citizen and

to rejoice that he was a brother citizen of Abraham Lincoln.
The white figure seemed to symbolize the power of union, the
strength of constitutions, and the permanency of republics, and
the eternity of justice.

While standing before this statue in veneration, how many
of us have been impelled to call to memory those eloquent
words of Charles Sumner from his funeral oration on Lincoln
at Boston:

Buch a character awakened instinctively the sympathy of the people.
They saw his fellow feeling with them and felt the kinship. With l?im
as President, the idea of republican institutions, where no place is too

high for the humblest, was perpetually manifest, so that his simple
presence was like a proclamation of the equality of all men.

WHY IT WAS PLACED S0 HIGH.

This statue of Lincoln stood high, but was it not this same
spirit that has always incited humanity to lift aloft the images
of its heroes and martyrs and gods that prompted the spirit of
the city of Washington to raise this figure so high? The Greeks
riised the statue of their fuvorite goddess Minerva to a height
of T0 feet. 1t was the prevailing custom of the time to place
statues on high columns. The statue of General Brock on the
Canadian side near the Niagara Rapids, the Duke of York and
Duke of Wellington columns in London will be confirmatory of
this statement. According to the theory of our Fine Arts Com-
mission, the figure was placed high because it was a little larger
than life size to the observer. Such is the habit of theory.
More than once it has been intimated that it was placed high
to protect it against the acts of miscreants and enemies of Lin-
coln, there being svme remaining in 1868,

It is indeed enlightening to get the true story of why Flan-
nery placed this figure of Lincoln on such a high pedestal or
column. About a year ago a reporter of the Baltimore Sun vis-
ited the old artist in his shack, not far from the Capitol, for the
purpese of obtaining a homan interest story about the cele-
brated statue. He found Flannery lying on a cot. He was very
old, weary, and faint, even then—

The ebb and the fHow of his aged blood
Were playlng the game of eternity,

Whether his soul should ride in with the flood
Or adventurously on out to sea.

The reporter, as he fold me, asked Flannery why he chose to
place the statue on such a high pedestal.

Slowly and painfully the seulptor raised himself upon his .
elbow and with difficulty said:

Young man, on the evening of April 14, 1864, 1 was occupying a seat
in Ford's Theater. Arriving early I witnessed the President and his
party come in and enter the upper right-hand box amid the cheers of
the audience. A number of times I ebserved the President's face as he
gat on the side of the box nearest the andience.

Suddenly, while engrossed with the lines of the gingle actor then oc-
cupying the stage and in the middle of the second scene of the third
act, a pistol shot rang out. I looked at the President’s box. His head
had fallen forward. He had been hit.

Instantly the figure of a man sprang from the box upon the stage and
escaped across it 5
- I lived through the days and nights of gloom following the assassina-
tion. As to everyone else it wus a personal lamentation. And when it
fell to me to carve and erect this statue, I resolved and did place it so
high that no assassin’s hand could ever again strike him down,

THE PLACE.

The citizens of Washington, who originated, bought, and paid
for this monument, desired it placed in front of the courthouse
in Judiciary Park, as the fittest and most publie place in the city
and where its patriotic influences might be felt by the greatest
number of persons. This spot was in fhe center of a busy mart,
the seat of judicial sales of real estate and personal property,
the latter kind sometimes, in the now forgotten past, including
the human commordity.

Congress had no anthority to locate if, just as Congress has
no power to remove it now, the jurisdiction over the courthouse
grounds then being in the mayor and the city council of the city
of Washington. This city gave its authority to place the monu-
ment before the city hall and courthouse with the implied trust,
no doubt, that it should remain inviolate. And the then govern-
ment of Washington city, having full authority, confirmed and
recognized the perpetual easement granted the monument asso-
ciation for the location of the statue by setting off the ground
upon which it stood and surrounding it by an iron fence at the
cost to the city of Washington of $800.

The monument association and its successors hold the right of
easement in the plot of ground so set off, and those who reached
up their long arms to pull the statue down were not alone
iconoclasts but frespassers, It is a sacred spot in that it has
held the statue of the great martyr so long., It likewise marks
the place where the historical events tuking place at the time of
the dedication and where the feet of our ancestors have trod.
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It is more than a statne. It is a landmark, and as such deserves
that repose and veneration which has always, almost to worship,
been the rule of nations from archaic times to now. Monuments
were built from earliest times to designate where great events
had taken place. Simple heaps of rock or large stones—but all
this to the populace had the deepest meaning.

Jacob marked the place at Bethel where he had seen the
angels “ ascending and descending ' his ladder, and the place of
making his contract with Laban was commemorated in the same
way. Rachel's grave was so marked.

AFTER ALL, SENTIMENT RULES,

From antiquity the human race has been taught to revere its
monuments, Solomon, the son of David, even now exhorts us to
“ Remove not the ancient landmark which thy fathers have set.”

The young man who was instructed to tell one of our com-
mittees that the statue was inartistic inadvertently murmured
that he believed there was *“some sentiment™ connected with
its removal. In addition to having a belief to that effect, he
now knows, and his sponsors know, that there is a good deal
of sentiment involved. He knows now that his rash statement
pertaining to art in sculpture is repudiated by facts and over-
whelmed by millions in this country, who, when the subject of
Lincoln is touched, however small may be the features, are the
sentimental defenders of every atom of his history and of every
infinitegimal trace of his memory.

Sentiment opposed to the removal! What does the cold and
dry pedant embalmed in civil service know of sentiment? In
his cloistered confines he imagines true art is created not by
merit but by his opinion. This is.artistic, says he. Therefore
it is artistic. And for him who dares protest or doubt, there is
the case of Apollodorus, the architect, who incited the hate of
and was put to death by Marcus Aurelius because he had been
s0 indiscreet as to pick a flaw in a temple the drawings of which
had been prepared by the Emperor himself,

Sentiment! Thackeray says—

Without sentiment there would be no flower in life at all.

No doubt our learned friend has discovered more sentiment
involved in the situation than seemed fo exist at first blush.
He knows that the demolition and removal of this simple statue
has aroused the people like no other single deed has done for
years., Legislature after legislature has resolved against the
sacrilege. Civic organizations have remonstrated. The remain-
ing members of the Grand Army of the Republic have protested.
The Loyal Legion, the Aztec Club, the Sons of the American
Revolution, and President Harding himself have all implored
that the statue might be restored to its original place,

Sentiment! Let our friend zead history, and from its pages
he can cull the fact that the peoples of the world have always
resented, as a matter of sentiment, the removal and change of
the location of their statues and monuments to their heroes
and benefactors.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, KING, Mr, Chairman, may I have permission to procéed
for a few minutes?

Mr. FESS. For how long a time?

Mr. KING. Say five minutes,

Mr, FESS, 1 yield to the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. KING. Thank you.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does the gentleman intend to ex-
plain the picture?

Mr. KING. This line represents where the old statue stood,
and this presents the height of the statue as it would be with
the new pedestal.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, That is the reconstructed monu-
ment?

Mr. KING. Yes. It is not proposed by anybody who is in-
terested to erect this old pedestal. It would not have been so
ungainly but for the fact that a mayor had cut down the street.
This is the figure which is proposed and to which T have been
addressing myself.

Mr. DENISON. How high was the original statue?

Mr, KING. About 40 feet,

Mr. DENISON. And how high is it proposed to erect it at
this time?

Mr, KING. I have not the data on that. Possibly 20 feet.

Mr. DENISON, Can the gentleman state where the statue is
now?

Mr, KING. As described in this statement I read here a while
ago, by Mr. Thorp, it is down back of the old Bureaun of Engrav-
ing and Printing, near the river. It was exposed, and through
the efforts of two or three people, Colonel Sherrill put it into a
box and planked it over. The pedestal lies alongside of it.

Mr. BIRD., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KING. If the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the
committee, will permit me to finish,

Mr. BIRD. Did I understand the gentleman to say that Con-
gress was without authority in taking it down?

‘Mr, KING. That is my judgment about it.

Mr. BIRD. If without authority in that, how could they
give the authority to put it up?

Mr. KING. The government of the District of Columbia has
changed. It is under the authority of Congress now, but was not
at that time.

The Romans were especially jealous of their works of art.
Tiberius, unknown to them, removed to his own palace a statue
by Lysippus of an athlete anncinting himself, and which had
been standing in the baths of Agrippa, to which the public had
access, and which, like Lincoln’s first statue, was considered as
belonging to {he people. On their discovery of the removal, the
populace showed its disapproval so fiercely that Tiberinsg be-
came alarmed lest the people should revolt and was compelled
to give up his object and replace the statue in its original place
and thus appease the people.

For more than 900 years the magnificent statue of the
Olympian Jupiter by Phideas stood in the sacred grove of Altis.
Calignla desired to transport it to Rome. This desire gave
great umbrage to the Grecian people, who had admired and
worshiped it for centuries. So great was the remonstrance
that he was compelled to abandon his enterprise.

Are all our hero statues to come down within the city?
Du Pont has gone. Lincoln is down, and the chalk mark for de-
struction has been placed upon the statue of Admiral Farragut.

Before we let any commission proceed further on such a wild
program let us remember that it is a well-known fact that the
decadency of some of the richest and most powerful nations on
earth began with a disrespect for statuary. It is related that
Athenian youths, exhilarated by nectars brewed in their homes,
in their nightly perambulations persisted in knocking the noses
from the faces of the defenseless marble figures that marked
the gardens and thoroughfares of that ancient city. As Rome
conquered and the surrounding country suceumbed, the peoples
lost their monuments and statuary, 300 statues at one time
being faken from the island of Rhodes to Rome. Nero, the
tyrant, robbed the temple of Apollo at Delphi of 500 bronze
statues, which be removed and placed in his celebrated palace
on Palatine Hill.

And so Rome, in turn, witnessed the commencement of her
decline in the removal of her statues. The Goth sacked Rome
and finaHy set fire to it. The former citizens of Rome, now a
ragged and unfortunate mob, sought for safety the mausoleum
of Hadrian, and there, typieal of their final destruction and in
the last efforts to save their lives, threw down the magnificent
statues which crowded the top of the mausoleum on the heads
of their enemy tormentors, crowded beneath the walls,

REERECT THE STATTE OF LINCOLXN.

No greater opportunity was ever given a group of men to
right a wrong than is here offered us to-day.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman -yield?

Mr. KING. I will

Mr. CRAMTON. While we are taking down these works of
art in our own Capital, American funds are being used to re-
store the old temple of Apolle at Delphi.

Mr, KING. I thank the gentleman for the information.

There is no Member of this House whe does not feel a per-
sonal affection for the memory of Abraham Lincoln, and how
can articulate expression be better given to that love than by
a vote of “yea” upon this reselution, which will raise his
marble image from the ground, reerect and rededicate it to
posterity? [Applause.]

HISTORICAL MATTER IN REGARD TO FIRST STATUE OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, prior to certain remarks in support
of House Joint Resolution No. 127, to reerect the first statue of
Abraham Lincoln, the House granted unanimous consent to ex-
tend in the Recomp certain material historical data, which T
herewith append :

[From the Evening Star, Washington, D. C., Wednesday, April 15, 1868.]
THE DEATH OF LINCOLN-—TRIBUTE oF THE CITIZENS OF WASHINGTON TO
His MEMORY-—THRE CEREMONIES T0-DAY—DEDICATION OF THE LINCOLN
MoNUMENT—MAas0NIC CEREMONTES—TUNVEILING OF THE STATUE—

Appress oF How., B. B. FRENCH.

Three years ago this morning, at T o’clock, Abraham Lincoeln breathed
his- last. The anniversary of that sorrowful day will be marked in
various ways thmu%mut the country, but nowhere with deeper feeli
than in the e¢ity of Washington, where the martyred dead is remembe
with so much of personal respect and affection. The department husi-
ness is suspended to-day, as well as that of the municipal offices, and
the public schools are closed in order to afford opportumity to all to
witness the dedication of the monument to the memory of Abraham

e e e e e e D




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,

2089

Lincoln, raised by the citizens of Washington in front of the city hall
Flags are displayed at half-mast, and the heavy boom of half-hour guns
serve to remind the most thonghtless of the solemnity of the occasion,
The morning opened dark and gloomy, but lightened up to some extent
a8 the hour for the dedication ceremonies approached.

THE LINCOLN NATIONAL MONUMENT ASSOCIATION.

At this time it may be of interest to give a brief history of the associ-
ation through whose instrumentality the present monument to the mem-
ory of Abraham Lincoln was raised. In April, 1865, on motion of Mr.
N, D, Larner, of the city cotaclls, a joint committee was appointed by
the councils to t2ke action in reference to the erection of a monument
in the city of Washington to the memory of Abraham Lincoln. This
commiftee met at the mayor's office on the 28th of A{pril. 1865, and
formed itself into an association to be called the Lincoln Nafional
Monument Association, to carry out the objects proposed by the forma-
tion of the committee. Subsequenily, the following officers were elected
for the association: President, Richard Walla mayor ; secretary,
Crosby S. Noyes: treasurer, George W. Riﬁgﬂ' aite_ctors. Joseph ¥,
Brown, Asbury Lloyd, John B. Turton, Dr, W. & H, Newman, rge
H. Plant, Z. Richards, N. D, Larner, E. C, Carrington, John P. Pepper,
8. J. Bowen, George F, Gulick, B. B. French, George R, Ruff, Charles C.
Morris, John G. Dudley, John H, Semmes, James Kelley, Willlam P.
'l;erg'umn. 8. P. Brown, Dr. C. H. Nichols, Henry Addison, William H,

enney,

To these were added a number of honorary directors, mostly Members
of Congress, one from each State, as it was hoped at that time to se-
cure a national subsgeription to the end of raising a monument at the
National Capitel, the most suitable place, properly commemorative of
the life and character of the lamented deceased. Owing, however, to
the springing up of kindred associations in almost every Btate and city
in vhe country, thiy hope was not realized, and with the exception of
some contributions from Baltimore, among which was a handsome sum
from John T. Ford, Eeq., the proceeds of a benefit for the monument
fund, given at his Baltimore theater, little, if anything was contributed
outside of Washington. The money raised was, however, carefully
hushanded, and was invested by the treasurer, Mr. Riggs, in Government
registered bonds. The sum raised was, of course, inandequate to erect
a monument on anything like the scale originally proposed, but was
yet sufficient to raise 3 monument in the shape of a shaft and statue,
creditable to the city; and it was determined by the association that
this was the best course to pursue. Mr, Lot Flannery, of this eity, who
has achieved a number of successes in his art, among which is the
admired monument over the victims of the arsenal explosion at the
Congressional Cemetery, was the successful competitor for the work and
the result is before the publie.

THE MONUMENT,

The monument is about 40 feet in heiiht to the top of the statue.
It rests on a =olid foundatlon of blue rock 6 feet in depth. The base
is an octagon, 6 feet in height and about 7 feet from side to side, on
which the base of the column rests, the lower part corresponding with
the base and the upper part with the shaft, being circular and molded.
The shaft is 18 feet in height, with an average diameter of 8 feet
(tapering), and is surmounted by & molded ecap, 4 feet square and 2
feet thick, on which rests the base of the statue and the statue itself,
The figure at this helght looks ‘to be about life-size, and stands facing
south. It represents Lincoln standing with his left hand resting on the
emblem of Union—the Roman facile—his head erect, with a ht In-
clination forward, and rislll bhand partially open, as in the attitude
he was wont to take in addressing an audience. The design was first
made in elay by Mr. Flannery lasf summer, and was subsequently cast
in cl|:|lnuter. The model attracted much attention as a s:;:ir!ted design
and excellent likeness. The encomiums bestowed upon his design induced
him to submit it to the managers of the Monument Associntion, and the
result was that it was unanimously selceted from the various desizns
and models before the committee as the best offered. A contract was
entered into with him by which he agreed to have the monument ready
by the 15th of April, 1868, the anniversary of Mr, Lincoln's death. He
has since devoted himself to the work, and the reproduction in marble
ig held to be greatly superior to the model. Last night bhetween 7 and
B o'clock the veiled statue was removed from the studio of Mr. Flan-
nery, on Massachusetts Avenue, to the site of the monument in front
of the Clti’ Hall. It had been designed to raise it to its pedestal last
night, to be in readiness for the ceremonies of to-day, but in conse-
quence of the unfavorable weather and the darkness of the nifht it
was thought prudent to postpone an undertaking of so muech delicacy
until daylight. This morning it was safely raised to the top of the
column uggn which it is to stand. Some little work yet remains to
be done about the base of the monument, which it is proposed to extend
with the beautiful Tennessee marble, and an iron railing is to be placed
around the monument, resting cn a substantial foundation of stomne.

HOISTING OF THE STATUE AXD PREPARATIONS, °

The statue was not moved from the studio until late yesterday after-
noon, and it was landed near the pedestal about 6 o'clock, where it
remained during the night in charge of some of the workmen wnd a
small detail of police to prevent curlous parties from interfering with
the covering, the design being to keep it veiled until the time arrived
for throwing it off. At daylight this morning the Messrs. Flanunery
were on the ground with their force, and the ropes being made fast to

the statue, it was set securcly on the top of the pedestal by 7 o'clock. |.

Even at this hour there were quite a number of persons present anxious
to get a glimpse of it, but in this they were disappointed.

Subsequently the hoisting apparatus, which was kindly loaned the
artist by Captain Mullet, architeet of the Treasury extension, and Mr,
Clark, architect of the Capitol, was so placed as not to obscure the
view, the time being so short that it could not be removed altogether,

Messrs. Downing & Bro. were also early on the ground with a force
of workmen, and during the foremoon had a platform erected, 84 feet
in length, 16 feet deep, and 6 feet in height, for the accommodation of
those invited to be present,

THE PROCESSION,

The procession formed at the corner of Ninth and D Streets, and about
1.30 o'clock the line of march was taken up, when some of the mem-
bers of No. 2 Steam Engine Co. commenced to flre a salute from a field-

jece in front of the engine house. The right of the line was by the

srand Lodge of Masons, with members of the subordinate lodges,
marshaled by A. M. Howard and headed by the Marine Band. E“Lﬂe
Sons of Temperance and Good Templars followed, Mr. John 8. Hollings-
head marshaling the foriner, nssisted by George D, Egleston of Metro-

litan Division, W. H. Gonzalves, W. H. Harrison, . H, ost, J. 8.

rly, J. W. Lloberts, of Good Famoritun, and W. H. Chase, The band
of the Twelfth United States Infantry headed the Sons, the Grand

Lodge having the right of the line, followed b delegates of all the
subordinate %Ivmons. The beautiful flag of l¥i?tlerﬂl City and fine
banner of Good Samaritan Divisions were %n line,

The Temple of Honor followed, marshaled by J. 8. Stokes.

The Good Templars came next, the Grand Lodge being at the right of
the line, followed by a number of the members of the subordinate
lodges, marshaled by W. P. White, C. T. of Harmony Lodge, headed by
Heald's Band of 17 pieces.

The Grand Lodge of the United States of the Knights of Pythias,
now holding a session at Odd Fellows’ Hall, Navy Yard, formed at
the hall and with members of the subordinafe lodges marched direct

the City Hall, reaching the grounds before the main procession
arrived.
AT THE CITY HALL.

During the forencon workmen were busily engaged in erecting a
stand between the monument and the curbstone, 52 by 16 feef, cai)a le
of seating about 400 persons. From the flagsta on the City Hall the
national colors were disiylayed at half-mast, and the corporation offices
were all closed at 12 o'clock. The large derrick had been removed from
over the monument, and everything in readiness for the ceremony
before 1 o'clock, The crowd began to gather about 12 o'clock, and in
Iu;s:;kgan an hour the steps and portico of the City Hall were densely
packed.

By 2 o'clock the entire space in front of the City Hall was crowded,
while the housetops and windows of the houses o Ipou.lfe were filled
with human beings. All the sanitary police, under !Ee\ltenant Noonan,
were on duty. o one was allowed upon the stand except those who
had been invited by the committee. About 400 invitations were issued
by Mayor Wallach and the committee to Cabinet ministers, heads of
btireaus, Army and Navy officers, members of the Diplomatic Corps, and
other distinguished persons. Invitations were also issued to the Senate
and House of Representatives, but owing to the impeachment ftrial it
was im ible for them to attend. Mayor Wallach this morning re-
ceived the following letter from Speaker Colfax:

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
April 18, 1868.
RICHARD WALLACH, Esq.,
Chairman, efe,

Sm: I am directed by the House of Representatives, before whom I
have this day laid your invitation to be present on the occasion of
unveiling and dedicating the statue of the late President Abraham
Lincoln, to inform you that on account of a standing order requiring
their presence in the Senate Chamber at the time indicated they dre com-
pelled to decline the same,

Very respectfully, your obedient servant
ScHUYLER COLFAX,
Bpeaker House of Representatives.

Among those present were President Johnson, accompanied by Colonel
Rives and Mr. Kershaw; Baron Gerolt, Mr. Rangabee, the Grecian min-
Ister ; Major General Hancock and General Mitchell, General Emory,
Colonel Capron, commissioner of agriculture; Ambrosio Abeita, Alezan-
dro P’adilla, governor of the Pueblos of Isleta (one of the 19 villa of
the tribe in New Mexico) ; John Ward, agent; Gen. 0. O. Howard, Mr.
Cantazalli, secretary Italian Legation; Admiral Radford, Assistant At-
torney General Binckley, Gen, Charles Thomas and Gen. Morris 8.
Miller, General Carr, of General Emory's staff; Gen. 8. F, Carey, of
Ohijo; John Hitz, Esq.: Dr. John B. Blake.

General Grant was present and occupled a position on the sidewalk
in front of Mr. Bradley's office, declining to take a seat upon the stand.

THE CROWD.

The gssemblage was very large, and commenced to assemble in front
of the city hall long before the hour for the ceremonies. At 2 p. m.
the crowd, despite the rain, had so increased as to extend down ¥‘uur-
and-a-half Street below the Presbyterian Church, down Louisiana Ave-
nue beyond Fifth Street, and an equal distance down Indiana Avenue.
The open space at the intersection of these streets was densely packed,
and the steps, areas. roof, and windows of the City Hall Bunilding were
closely occupied. The roofs and windows of all the buildings in the
neighborho were thronged, and the boys, as usual, secured eligible

sitions in the treetops. The attendance of colored people was very
arge, filling the space in the rear of the stand, There were probably
from 15,000 to 20,000 present. It was undoubtedly the Iargest gather-
ing of people ever assembled in Washington on such an occasion,

THE I'ROGRAM.

The following was the program of the ceremonies : Prayver by Reverend
Doctor Hamilton ; music by the Twelfth Infantry Band: dedication of
the statue by the Mnsonic fraternity; music by the Marine Band: ad-
dress by B. B. French, Esq.; music by Twelfth Infantry Band: un-
veiling of the statue by the President of the United States; music by
the Marine Band: introduction of the artist: benediction.

THE CEREMOXIES,

After the arrival of the procession on the ground and order had b
restored, Mayor Wallach presiding, Rev. Dr. William Hamilton ol!eerg?i
up a fervent prayer. After the band of the Twelfth United States
Infantry had performed “The Heart Bowed Down,” from the ** Bo-
hemian Girl,” the dedication ceremonies followed.

THE MASOXIC DEDICATION.

The Masonic orler proceeded to perform the dedicatory services of
the craft, as follows:

GrAXD MastER (Benjamin B. French). Rizsht Worshipful Junior
Grand Warden, what is the jewel of your office?

. l.Tvxmu GraXD WARDEX (Joseph B. Will). The piumb, Most Worship-
ul.

Graxp Masten. Have you applied the plumb to such parts of the
base of this pedestal as shoulg e plumb ? . :

Juxton Gnaxp Wanpex (applying the plumb). I hav:, Most Worship-
ful, and the crafstmen have done their duty. A

GrAND MAsTER. Right Worshipful Senior Grand Wasden, what is
the jewel of your office?

SENTOR GrAND WARDEN (John H. Russell). The level, Mozt Worshipful,

Graxp MasTER. Have you agglled the level to such parts of the
base of this pedestal as should be level ?

SENIOR GRAND WAnpEx (applying the Jevel). I have, M it Worship-
ful, and the craftsmen have done their duty.

itAND MastER. Right Worshipful Deputy Grand Mastr. von will
now apply the proper architectural instrument to the |..: of this

eﬂetdsl and see if the several angles thereof are duly z=d properly
ormed.

Deprry Graxp Master (Jobn Lockie) (applying the level). ilost
Worshipful Grand Master, 1 have applied the level to the several
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?gmihor ‘the base of this podestal, -and find that the craftsmen -have
one thelr duty.

GBAND MASTER. As the implements of architecture in the hands of
the skillful operative mason enable him to prepare and adjust the sun-
dry materials of which the complete structure is composed, so do they,
in the hands of enlightened and accepted speculative masons, teac
them to prepare their minds as living stones for that epirimi"bnild-
jng, that * house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens.

-((}'.l‘he deputy grand master gremted the corn.)

EAXD MASTER. Brethren, the corn, wine, and oil, 'which you carry
in your processions and which are the consecrating -elements used on
occasions like this, are to Temind us that in the pilgrimage of life we
are to impart a portion of our bread to the hungry, to send a cup of
our wine to cheer the sorrowful, and to :;pour the healing oil of conso-
lation into the wounds which sickness h made in the bodics or .afflic-
tion hath rent in the hearts of our fellow men. .

In placing the corn upon the foundation of this statue I inveke the
blessing .of plenty on the people «of rthis ity and upon the Eeuole of
our whole country, Especially may they never want for that bread for
whli:'lil’ to eait is litcdeternral. ol et W)

e senior grand warden presen e wine.

‘GRAXD MasTER. In ourl.ngpthe avine upon it, T do it in the fervent
hope that the wine joy may ever gladden the hearts of the people
ever, where.l a s sl he chiy

{ e junior grand warden presen e oil.

xg m:;glf in . nrinﬁp w0il upon the foundation of this statue,
1 hope and p that Pt‘.]s hea m&:lemmt may spread all over the face
of this land -r.;g, like oil upon troubled waters, ealm the waves of
discord and be .conducive to that peace, harmony, brotherly love, and
sincere .allection, assuring happiness to all, that we believe would have
rejoiced the heart of the good man whose semblance it supports had
the will of God been that he should have lived to look once more upon
a united ; e,

Ma th??:onm!nuon of the gospel of the Prince of Peace accompany
us all through life and illuminate our pathway as we pass ‘through the
dark valley -of the shadow of death.

The grand master gave three raps with his gavel on the foundation
and made the announcement: * I now pronounce -this foundation prop-
erly prepared, well laid, true and trusty ; and this statue, erected by the
cltgmns of Was n to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, duly and
fully dedicated to the American people.” [ Applause.] 2 .

The Marine Band then performed the Miserere from “ Trovatore,

ADDRESS BY B, B. FRENCH, ESQ. .

T. B. French, Esq., the orator of the day, then addressed the as-
gemblage, as follows :

We ﬁve met here this fday, my fellow citizens, to dedicate to the
eople -of the United States here, in the central part of their own
“apital, the form and semblance of one who they dearly loved in life,
and whose memory they can mever cease to revere; who three years ago
this day yielded up his life & martyr to Iis love of his country, his love
of his fellow men, and his unshaken confidence in the affection and
reverenee for his person of all around him.

The statue which we now inaugurate is emphatically the offering of
the citizens of Washington to the memory of the man whose Torm and
features it represents,

In April, 18G5, the councils of the city adopted a resolution unani-
mously appointing a committee o consist of the mayor and three mem-
bers of each board for the purpose of forming a aShlnﬁon Lincoln
Monument Association. That committee, in conformity with the reso-
lution, elected a large number of their most res ble eitizens, who,
with the original committee, formed the association, with the Hon,
Richard Wallach, mayor, as president; C. 8. Noyes, Esq., as secrefary ;
and George W. Riggs, Esq., as treasurer. Bubscriptions were solicited
from the citizens of Washington .and & sum suficient to secuve the
erection of the statue was obtained. A contract was entered into with
Mr. Lot Flanpoery, of Washington, to furnish the statue, and it now
stands before you the work of his hands.

Who can ever l'orﬁet that night of herror when the awful intelligence
was borne by the telegraphic wires all through the land that Abraham
Lincoln had been struck down by the hands of an assassin?

“ Oh, night of woe,
How are you jeined with hell in triple knot.”

And that d‘i of grief which followed, when the messenger of death
went forth with the sad tidings that our good President was no longer
on earth—ecan it be forgotten? There is not one within the reach of
my volee—and I think 1 may truly add, there is not one in this broad
land—to whom it is not a wonder and a mystery how the people bore
up as they did under so terrible, so appalling a ecalamity. Bglt they
d‘Pd hear up, and although the President whom they almost adored was
dead, the Nation lived. And let me say here that I belleve nothing
save the final disruption of “ the great globe itself " can destroy ‘this
Nation. The providence of God watches over us, sustains us through
all onr trl?lgim and will preserve us as a free and independent people
throu al ..

It does not require any monument or any words to perpetuate the
memory of that great and good and pure man. Monumental marble
may crumble into dust; bronze may melt away; granite may h
from the earth; but the memory of Abraham Llncoln shall live in
human bosoms and be perpetuated on the living Emges of history as
long as any nation or people shall exist on earth, [Applause.]

But ‘it is a satisfaction and a J)ieasm, tinged with melancholy, to
look upon that venerated form and to view those features which, what-
ever else they may indicate, if true to the life, will glow with_goodness,
kindness, and love, and whereon never rested for a moment a single
characteristic other than such as gave outward l'i“”f of a good and lov-
1nhg heart, a conscience void of offense, and charity toward all mankind,
Oh, lmave-?, that such a man shonld have died in such a time and in such
A manner

I hardly know, my fellow citizens, where to begin on an oceasjon like

. Although the field is ample it has been thorouq:hlfngleued by the
pen of the historian amd the harvest has been garnered in the bosoms of
a loving people. 8till I am aware of your affection for his memory, and
thﬁt you n]ever tire in listening to a rehearssal of his virtues. [Cries of
*“Never!"”

Abraham Lincoln was nnlike any other man, He seemed to be born
to fill the very station he occupled for the last five years of his life and
the faith that was in us stands firm to this day that he alone eould have
carried the country safely through the awful perils that beset it while he
filled the vesponstble and dangerous position of Chief Maﬁismte. [Cries
of “ That's €0.”"] We ean say of him with as muoch truth as it was said
of one of the greatest and best of ¥inglish statesmen, he was, indéed—

The pilot weathered the storm.

Let ‘us attempt to analyze the man. He was ioswnd of a heart as
pure as the snowflake as it falls from above, Although of great sim-
plicity of mind and manner, there was in that mind a penetrati
which seemed to read the very thoughis of others, and which spoke
through the eye in language more powerful thanm could be uttered in
words, a defiance to anyone who sought to deceive him. I have heard
t called “shrewdness.”” 1t was more than shrewdness, and I hardly
ow how otherwise to characterize it, but in the strong language of
the Apostle, as the * sword of the Spirit,” for as I haye myself seen
the searching, powerful, inquisitive expression of that remarkable eye
when turned upon one whose statement the President had cause to
doubt, it has seemed to me to plerce the buckler or “eséption through
and through, and that the wearer was conscious of his discomfiture

M’I??rl?‘.h a wgglpm watjs-uttered.
a on as ial as a ‘bright May morning, with a tem
:Im't° ‘ﬁounlg b,lm;‘ﬁy ber ie{J. b th;h mgt untowarii hclrmrg‘.g::ﬁes, thtl;

’ absolutely ‘beaming throu e eyes, with an : on tha
eaptivated everyone, he was of a firmness of ‘purpose, in his
determination to do right, that could not be overcome,

Pride of place was unknown to his character. To him that spark of
the eternal ‘which gleameid in the bosom of the most humble ghone as
hri%‘ht as if it animated the breast of the proudest and highest in the
land ; and the widow and the fatherless ever found & ready listener to
the tale of distress, and never left him without words of consolation
and acts which spoke louder than words.

Even the hng:age ke used was as peculiar to him as was any other
Eculiarﬂy of his nature—terse, peinted, plain ; never msnﬂerin%nmon

e mazes of rhetoric after adornment, but simple as the man himself,
and going as straight to the mark at which he aimed as an arrow from
the bow of Tell. Bolomon in all his slorf of 'his ‘proverbs ‘might thave
s:!lr\ged hi;n hakﬂi he lived in these days of diffusive writing and still more

sive speaking.

That single sentence in his last inaugural coming up undefiled from
the pure well of his moble heart—* With malice toward none: with
charity for all; with firmness in the right, as God ;iveq us to see the
right, let us strive on to finish the work we are in "—epoke the char-
acter of the man, and will live among the sayings of t and good
men as long as human lips can speak or types ean print; and as we
read it mow we can searcely repress a tear as we reflect how soen after
it was said the volce that said it was silenced forever, and the work
that he was in ‘was finished.

The first we know of Abraham Lineoln as a national man is that
he came into the House of Representatives of the United States as a
Member from Tllinois at the first session of the Thirtieth Congress on
the first Menday «of December, 1847. He served through that Com-
gress without any particular distinction, except that he was rded
48 an honest, kind-hearted, genial, mirth-loving man, i:osular with all
who Eknew him, and the few theg he then made indicated a man
of no inconsiderable talent, But no one, as 1 think, mistrusted the
hidden mine of ability which existed under the unpretending exterior.

In the spirited canvass between him anil the lamented Douglas, in
1858, he so conducted his part in the controversy as to eonvince hia
eloguent and talented competitor that he had “a an worthy of his
steel,” and ,j;he eyes of the whole people were turned upon him .as “ the

enever the people begin really to love a man, when he has fairly
gtolen away thelr hearts, they invariably bestow wupon bhim a pel
name. I believe T may say that the homelier the name the better the
individual is beloved. Bo we find in the annals of those days that
“ Honest 0ld Abe,” as a synonym for Abraham Lincoln, began to be a
household phrase. There is Prnhably no better indieation of the love
of the people—the real gen affection of the mases—for men than
in this pet nomenclature that ﬂ"’?i_. give. We can readily ecall to mind
“The Father of his Country,” “The Mill Boy of the Slashes,” “0ld
Hickory,” “The Defender of the Constitution,” * Old Zack,” with his
“little more grape, Captain Bragg,” * Old Ironsides,” and many more,
But we must return to the subject of our remarks.

In 1860 Abraham Lincoln was nominated as the Republican candidate
for President of the United States, and the nomination was hailed
througheut the loyal portion of the Union with an enthusiasm that gave
assurance that he was truly the candidate of the friends of the Federal
Government. He was triumphantly elected, and his eleetion was, ns we
all know, the signal for the commencement of that dreadful effort to dis-
solve the TUnion that ended in four years of disasirous war and the
final triumph of the Old Flag, but at a terrible saerifice of human life
and an immense expense of national treasure. Through this fratricidal
war Abrabam Lincoln stood at the head of the Government, calm, cool,
firm, and determined, I2ver hopeful in the darkest hours of the struggle
and never for a moment eeasing to place his trust in that—

Divinity that shapes our ends,
Rough hew them how we will.

But the history of those dreadful years has been so many times writ-

, and is so familiar to you all, that it would be a trespass upon
your time and patience to repeat it here. 1 shall. therefore, content
myself by saying that President Lincoln was found grandly egual to
the great trust reposed in him, and performed every duty with a
heroic firmness which met the admiration of all his friends.

But, while I refrain from recapitulating to you the public history
that marked the momentous era of his term of office, T will endeavor
to interest you by relations touching his more private life and char-
acter, some of which, in consequence of the official relations which
for nearly his entire occupancy of the presidential chair existed be-
tween us. are probably known to mo other person. No week passed
that 1 did not see him, and I was often with him many times a week.
This, of course, with a man like 'him led to numerous conversations
between us and enabled me, with no particular intention of doing so,
to observe the peculiar characteristies of Mr. Lincoln.

1 will take the llbertg, however, before commenc that part of my
address to f‘“’ you a brief account of the inauguration ceremonies of
March 4, 1861, as written down by myself at the time, I having been
honored with the chief marshalship of the oceasion:

“At a few minutes after 11, the procession be formed in line in
front of the City Hall, wheeled out into columun of march and moved
toward Willaed’'s. In front of Willard's it sm formed into line and
0 rema until 10 minutes past 12, where ident Buchanan, who
had been detained at the Capitol by official duty, arrived., Iie, with
President Lincoln, Colonel B , and Mr. Pearce, of the SBenate, then
took their seats in an apen carr , Which was received into the
column of march with a per salute from the mili , musie, and
the ‘cheering of the populace. The column then moved toward
Capitol. No mere imposing or more orderly pageant ever &aned ulong
Pennsylvania Avenue. At the morth door of the Capitol the President
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and President eleet were received and escorted in. Inm a few minutes
they, with their aitendants, appeared on the platform of the eastern
pﬂolrtfeo,‘whsn Mr. Lincoln delivered his ingugural and was inte
ollice,

“The inauguraticn ceremenies over, we escorted the new President to
thel White.;] t’lrguse, I;:lé]m ngetcl:;vg all co?tr; wit: that eordial
welcome that so strongly mar neerity of the man.

> ;ga, thedprocession I’“ t? m’r;rlum o ear sp]m;md t;lln;n::ﬁ. 0ntl;;
men and arranged, in w rode 34 young girls. tarn
g‘irls all alighted, and 1 conducted them in and introduced them to the

resident. He wished to be allowed to kizs' them all, aq-l:l did so. It
Was a very interesting sccoe and elicited moch apflans& The kisses
bestowed by that goog man on those young lips will only be forgotten
when deat{. has set his seal uPon them. Such was the peaceful
inauguration of Abraham Lincoln, which so many had prophesied
could never he accomplished without the shedding of human blood!
What I shall now say is from memoranda made at the time.

In August, 1862, just before the Second Rattle of Bull Run, in a con-
versation with the tdent, he asked me mg age, 1 gave it to him,
when he remarked, with much emphasis, * 10 years older than I am,
and 10 years younger."” I replied that he must not view his own years
fo disparagingly, when he repeated, * Yes, Mr. French, I am actually
10 years older than you are, the eares and troubles that are upon me
are agingr me rapidiy—I feel it, and you will live to see me in my
coffin.” his was said with deep solemnity, so much so that I felt sad
and tried to spenk cheering werds. Never in all my intercourse with
Mr. Linecoln, except on this occasion and upon the death of his son
William, did I witness any manifestation in words of despondency or
grief. When Willie died, although he bore himself like a man and a
Christian, his affections would assume their control over his sterner
gelf at times and nature have her way.

As an evidenee of Mr, Lincoln’s power over his feelings, I will men-
tion that on arriving at the Executive Mansion on Monday evening,
Marelh 2, 1863, to attend the reception then to take place, the Presi-
dent informed me that be had just reeeived the news of the capture of
our steam ram Indienole; bul, said he, * it is known to no one else
here, and as 1 do not wish it known until the reception is over, please
not to mention it.” He made some further remarks as to the misfor-
tunes that were befalling us. 'The visitors commenced arriving, and he
stood there shaking hands and conversing in his usual cordial and
pleasant manner until the reception was over, when he turned to me
and said, “ 1 am glad this reception is over; I have been assuming a
cheerfulness that li' vould not feel, for I could not forget that we have
lost the Indiancla.”

That President Lineoln was beloved by every loyal heart we all know,
but 1 can nof refrain from copying from my own deseription of the
dedication of the National Cemetery at Gettyshurg the following :

*As soon as the hymn (the consecration hymn) wuas sung, Marshal
Lamon introduced the P’resident of the United States, who, in a few
brief but most appropriite words, dedieated the cemetery. Abraham
Lincoln is the idel o? the American people at this moment. Anyone
who saw and heard, as I did, the hurricane of applanse that met his
every movement at Gettysburg would know that he lived in every heart.
It was mo cold, faint shadow of a kind reception; it was a tumultuous
outpouring of exultation from troe and loving hearts at the sight of a
man whom everyone knew to be honest and trome and sincere in every
act of his life and every pulsation of his heart. It was the spontaneouns
outburst of the heartfelt confidence of the people in their own ident.”

Perhaps no living man ever hud a keener relish for the ludicrous
than Mr. Lincoln, and his power of illustration by story and anecdote
wis beyond that of anyone with whom I was ever aequainted; and
such was the tendeney of his mimd te mirth that I have known him,
when a grave question was propounded to him, to reply to it by relat-
ing some story perfectly illustrative of the answer required, but of
sach a mature that no one could resist an audible expression of merri-
ment, in which he was certain most heartily to join, and alth the
surplus electricity of bhis nature seemed ever ready to pass off in a
manner to make all around him innocently happ{: he was ever eareful
to gonard against injury to the feelings of amy human being. And I
think I ean give you the assurance that not one in a hundred of the
fmshs:i stories that are now imputed to him were ever even heard of
by bime

To reeall any of the illustrations that I have heard from his lips
would be out of place here; but I can not refrain from stating one of
his qnaint and homorous pieces of advice to me, which you will all
appreciate. The basement of the Executive Mansion was at one time
so infested with rats as to render it almost unimhabitable. I ealled
the President’s attention. to the faet, and he-said to me, with that
inimitable twinkle of the eye and expression of the countenance so
remarkable in bim, * Can you not procure a ferret, one of those little
fellows that drive away the rats? And while you are about it, per-
haps it would be well to get several and distribute them about the
departments, for there are rats everywhere!” And the good President
was so pleased with the ides that he asked me afterwards if I had
got those ferrets.

The kindness of his disposition and hig readiness to indulge his
children may be illustrated two occurrences that fell under my own
observation. The preparations had all been made for the family to
leave the city house and establish themselves for the summer at the
Soldiers’ Home, The carringe was at the door and Mrs, Lineoln and
Tad were in it, The President came out to join them, when Tad said,
“] have not got my cat.” The President replied, “ You shall have
your cat,” ansu he went into the bouselicld and returned in a few
minutes with Tad's ecat In his arms.

At another time when I was with him in his office conversing on
officinl business one of the servants came in and spoke to him, He
at once turned to me and asked me to excuse him for a short time,
and he must go and give Tad his medicine, which he would take from

ue else,

nosgch acts as these do henor to human nature, no matter whether
done by Presidents or peasants; everyone who has a soul will appre-
clate them, and I have thought a thousand times, as I have seen the
evidences of the minute attention given by the great and good Wash-
ington to the smallest matters that concerned his household and his
home, while leading the armies of the United States or exercising the
high functions of Presgident of the infant Republic, how like in many
particulars were these two truly great Presidents.

Although President Lincoln was always ready to assume any official
responsibility that his position required, his innate sense of propriety
was such that he never knowingly encroached on the prerogatives
of his subordinates, no matter what their position mlfht be. A some-
what curious instance of the delicacy of the President In this particular
oecnrred inm November, 1864, The day after the certain information of
Mr. Lincoln's reelection reached this city it oecurred to him that the
laborers at the Exeeutive Mansion ought to be granted a holiday.

Almost any other man being President of the United States and
the pewer to command would have issued an order giving
& holiday. President Lincoln did no such thing, and what was
mﬂfﬂu at receiving a card frem him in his well-known hand and
W now have:
“If Commissioner of Public Buildi chooses to give laborers at
White House a hollday, I have no objections,

“ NovEmesr 9, 1864."

Of course, the commissioner did choose, and the heliday was given.

The autographs of the beloved President are eagerly souiht for and
highly ul:':% and as an evidence of this, I may say that I have seen
a simple , similar to the one above alluded to, on which some re-
quest was wﬂttmnig Mr. Lineoln, elegantly framed and suspended in
the library of a gentleman in Massachusetts, and considered so precions
a memorial that no money can purchase it. And the last manu t
he ever wrote with a pen, on the evening of his assassination, is sac
p , in like manner, in this efty by the gentleman for whom i{
was written. I do not kmow how I can more appropriately elose this
gerhspu already too long address, than by reading an article

{ myself for onme of the city newspapers on the 23d of April, 1865,
It is as follows: ;

“On Friday morning last, at 7 o'clock, all that was mortal of Abra-
ham Lincoln, the sixteenth President of these United States, was borne
from the Capitol, taking their departure for his home in Ilinois, where
they are to rest until the final resurrection,

* The past week has been u sad one to the whole Nation. It has been
particularly sad for Washington, for here the unparalieled atrocit
that deprived a people of a President whom they dearly loved an
almost worshipped, and came near snatching from them a Secretary
of State, cularly eminent for a head and a heart that gave him
an exalt place in the affections of all who knew him, was com-
mitted; and as the awful news spread abroad on the win.gs of the
lightning it earried with it sadness to every heart that beat responsive
to the great prineiples of htmmniti! which were go strongly implanted
in the bosom of our beloved Chief Magistrate,

“At half-past 10 o'clock on Frldaﬁ evening, the 14th instant, the
bullet of the assassin sped through the brain of his illustrions vietim,
and from that instant he was as if he were dead, although he con-
tinued to breathe until the next morning at 22 minutes past 7.

“ That Friday night was an awful one for Washington. The theater
where the horrid event occurred was filled with ple, and the ap-
mmg news spread, as it were, In a moment to all parts of the city.

re was no sleep that night. The long roll—that startling call fo
all military men to all civiliane who understand it—was beat in
the varjeus camps within and about” the city, and the troops were
speedily under arms, f
Ah ! then and there was hurrying te and fro,
And gathering tears, and tremhlings of distress,
And cheeks all pale, which, but an hour ago,
Blushed at the praise of their own lo
L L L 3 L]

“A, LaNcoLn.”

And there was mounting in hot haste; the steed,
The mustering squadron, and the elattering car

Went pouring forward with impetuous speed,
And swiftly forming in the ranks of war.

* Many knew not for a time what it all meant, but everyone knew
that some terrible calamity was upen us; and ere long ‘the dread
reality that cur President had been assassinated and our ry of
State stricken down by the dagger of seme fiend in human shape came
to be known, and a cordon of treops was soon posted all around the
city to prevent, if possible, any egress from it and be prepared for any
emergency that an extended conspiracy might render necessary.

* There was a general rush of our citizens to Tenth Street, where in a
dwuunmom the theater lay the dying form ef Abraham Lineoln,
eiahilere; pebarait: emloeat physicians, €3 SaT s e o A net
m TS, gene nen and many ethers whose tions
gained them ready admittance to the :'ide of the dying President.

* 1 steod at his bedside in the early hours of the morning and there
witnessed sueh a scene of solemmity and grief as I never saw before and
hope never to see again—

There was silence deep as death,
And the Doldest held his breath,

Es [If it werﬁ almost sacrilige to interrupt the solemn stiliness abdut that
ying couch.

“The stern Secretary of War sat with his head bowed down in grief;
the good and kind Secretary of the Navy stood as if transfixed with
sorrow ; the ever mild and sunny countenances of the Secretary of the
Treasury, the Secretary of the Interfor, the Postmaster General, and
Attorney General were now overspread with the clouds of distress and
mourning; Major General Halleck, who had matorally assumed the
direction of affairs, was quietly moving about, fixing his large and most
expressive eyes on everything that seemed to require attention and
directing in whispering tones of sadness what shomld be dome. The
noble form of Sumner, seated near the head of the bed, was bowed low,
and tears were flowing from many, many eyes unused to weep, :

“Not long after sunrise, I should think—time could not well be »
counted and the heavens were weeping in a fentle rain—at the request
of some of the personal friends of Mrs. Lincoln I went to the President's
carriage after Mrs. Secrctary Welles, and ere I could return the noble
martyr had ceased breathing. I witnessed the bearing of the remains
to the presidentinl mansion, saw them remeoved from the tem rary
coffin in which they were borne there, and from that time unti] ¢
were placed in the car at the railread depot for transportation to T1Ii-
nois 1 wae much of the time with them. My official duties made me
almost one of the President’s household, and on all public occasions I
stood at his side or near him, and I felt as if, even had duty not de-
manded my presence. I could not leave the inanimate form of him of
whom I had seen so much and whom I loved so well in life.

“The days of preparation passed by; the lylngbén state in the Bast
Room, where thousands stood at the side of their beloved and martyred
chiefl and paid to hizs memory the tribute of respect with streaming
eyes ; the funeral services, attended by the noble assemblage of all whg
aided the Executive in the performance of his arduous (}utles in Wash-
ington—hundreds of the most respectable civillans of the comntry:
the full Diplomatie Corps, whose rich dresses were in marked contrast
to their sad, sad countenances, for they all loved Abraham Lineoln—
the mourners, not only of the family Aut from his native and his
adopted State; the reverend ciergy in full nambers. I witnessed it all.

“77 listened with a most melancholy but proud satisfaction to the
religicus services, full of submissive piety, but also full of exalted
patriotism. I saw the immense cencourse of people, eivil and military,
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who crowded Pennsylvania Avenue from Georgetown to the Capitol, as
the funeral cortege passed along, marking by their bowed forms and
their sighs and tears their deep grief at the loss of one whom they had
looked upon as their father. 1 saw the sacred remains deposited on the
catafalque in the center of the Rotunda of the Capitol, with the sem-
blages of grief all around it, and heard the pious and eloquent divine,
who had been from the first at the side of the departed and his mourn-
ing family (Doector Gurley), repeat with freat impressiveness, earnest-
ness, and devotion so much of the burial service as was appropriate,
ending with a prayer. y

“The erowd then departed. The guard of honor, which had been ever
present since the sad catastrophe, consisting at least of one major gen-
eral and his staff, and often of two, were left in charge of the body.

“At 8 o'clock on Thursday morning the coffin was opened and the
crowd admitted, and between that time and 10 o'clock in the evening
nearly 40,000 persons looked in sorrow and in tears upon that beloved face.

“ At B o'clock 5. m. on Friday there were assembled in the Rotunda
all the Cabinet ministers, the committee who were to accompang
the remains, Reverend Doctor Gurley, Lieutenant General Grant, an
many other high officers of the Army, the police of the Capitol, and a
few prominent citizens. Doctor Gurley addressed with deep fervor and
great impressiveness the Throne of Grace, and his prayer found a solemn
response, I doubt not, in every bosom.

“ The coffin was then closed and was borne by 12 sergeants to the
hearse, and being escorted by a battalion of the Veteran Reserve Corps
was followed by Lieutenant General Grant and Brigadier General
Hardee, arm in arm, and many other officers of the Army, the Commis-
gioner of Public Buildings, and captain of the Capitol police, all on
foot, and by the President and heads of the departments and the com-
mittee in earriages to the Baltimore Depot, where it was placed in a
car deeply and most appropriately draped in mourning and prepared
for the oceasion, where the reverend clergyman again offered up a
prayer to the Father of us all; and at 8 o'clock the train moved off,
andy he whom we all loved so well and for whom we would have will-
ingly given our own lives was borne in solemnity and gloom toward
his final resting place In the bosom of the State who gave him to us.”

Unveil thy bosom, faithful tomb,
Take this new treasure to thy trust,
And give these sacred relics room
To slumber in the silent dust.

Thus the remains of Abraham Lincoln left us to find a resting place
in the ecapital of his adopted and beloved home. It was one gnmd,
solemn, and imposing funeral lprocession from Washington to Illinois,
and I have been told by a gentleman who accompanied it that no dwell-
ing was passed in all that distapce, whether the palace of the rich
or the humble cottage of the poor., that did not exhibit some outward
badge of the grief that reigned within.

And now, my fellow citizens, we have erected, as I believe, the first
public statue to the memory of that President, who more than any
other since Washington, lived and ever will live in the hearts of the
loyal people, Here, where he won from all who knew him—and who is
there who did not know him—golden opinions; here where in the
midst of his friends, while enjoying a brief respite from the cares and
perplexities, of his exalted but laborious station, he was struck down in
death by the hand of a foul and cowardly assasgin, have we this day
placed upon its pedestal the plain, unassuming, but almost speaking
semblance of that plaln, unassuming, but noble and god-like specimen
of human nature. [Applause.]

We have erected it where the earliest kiss of rosy day, as she ap-
proaches from the east, may fall upon it, and where the last gleam of
evening’s mellow light may salute it as the twilight darkens into night.
Here it stands, as it were, in the plaza of the city;.and here it will
stand, wei h?'P]e' to be seen by generations long hence to come, [Cries
of “It will!

Let the fathers of the eity, in times of trouble, gather around it and
acquire inspiration by calling to mind the firmness, patience, fidelity,
zoal, and nobleness of character of him whom it represents, Let the
generations of young men gather around it and recall, as their emmﬁle
and their guide, the virtue, sobriety, 'iodesty, and uglghtnm of life
and purpose of that great man, And let us all bear mind and ever

rofit by the remembrance how Abraham Lincoln placed all his trust in
;od, and implored His blessing upon every act of his exemplary life,
¢« * * (God called him
Henece to lay his armor down,
To take his more than congueror's wreath,
His martyr's glorious crown.
In the great hosts of freedom’s sons,
Our Lincoln leads the van,
Himself the greatest, “ noblest work
0f God, an honest man,"”
Arise, then, oh, my country, rise!
Be worthy of his fame,
Lift high the banner of the right,
Put all its foes to shame.
Follow where Lincoln's footsteps led—
His spirit be your own—
* Twill lead you on to victory: 'twill
Lead you to God's throne!

[Immense applause.]
After the address of Major French the band of the Twelfth Infantry

formed BRans I'es Vaches
l]“elt;_'a], F. B. Olmstead was then introduced, and recited an original

poem, which was received with great applause.
THE UNCOVERING OF THE STATUE,

Profegsor Heald’s band then performed an appropriate air, when
Mayor Wallach advanced to the front of the platform with the Presi-
dent and said:

“ My friends, it is lm.rtl!iv1 necessary for me to inform you what is
now to take place or who the distinguished person is who will perform
this ceremony, The anxiety”depicted in your upturned countenances
plainly tells that ?‘n are awaiting the unveiling of the statue.”

The President then pulled the cord, when the covering of the statue
fell, and vociferous cheers were given by the crowd.

AMr. Lot Flannery, the artist. was here introduced and londly cheered.

The Marine Band then performed a prayer by Donizetti, after which
Eeverend Doctor Gillette pronounced the benediction, and the crowd
dispersed, -

The Mrs. Ellen Spencer Mussey Tent, No. 1, Daughters of
Veterans, went on record indorsing the reerection of the Lin-
coln statute in a letter June 20, 1921, as follows:

MY DEAR MR. KiNG: The members of the patriotic organization, Mrs.
Ellen Spencer Mussey Tent, No, 1, Daughters of Veterans, whose sol-
dier fathers fought under Lincoln for the honor and unity of their
country and inculcafed in the hearts of their children a wonderful
love and reverence for that great and noble character, Abraham Lin-
coln, desire to express to you their very sincere appreciation of your
action in introdnc{nf before Congress a motion to have the statue of
Lincoln replaced in its former ;;osttion in front of the City Hall, and
to thank you for your interest in a matter: which is very close to the
hearts of the Daughters of Veterans.

Please accept congratulations on the success of your efforts, and sin-
cere good wishes for your future welfare,

Cordially yours,
Mrs., ELLEN SPENCER Mussey Tewnt No. 1,
DAUGHTERS OF VETERANS,
By MArJoRtE MAYNARD,
Becretary pro tempore.

Lieutenant General Miles, speaking before the Society of the
Dames of the Loyal Legion at Washington, D. C., February 12,
1920, said concerning the statue:

Soon after the tragic death of President Lincoln his friends erected
a suitable monument and placed it facing the broad avenue where our
statesmen and Supreme Court judges pass it every day and in front of
the courthouse, where it is seen by thousands of hg; devoted fellow
countrymen. can not describe to you my feelings a few days ago
when I saw men engaged in taking it down. It seemed to me like a
sacrilege, and my views are expressed in the following lines :

You may move or destroy the Lincoln statue,

But you ne'er can erase from hearts that are true
That reverence sublime that all patriots cherish

For a life made immortal, that never ean perish,
From the humblest of homes to the head of the Nation,
Mid the desperate turmoil of war's desolation,

He led our brave sons in a righteous cause

And welded their faith to freedom's just laws.

Loyal hands had there tp!nced it, on sacred ground,
Near the temple of justice and law profound.

In the distance the Nation’s Capitol is seen,

Where patriotism and power are held supreme.

Place it back there again, we earnestly pray,

A Nation’s gratitude will nmpl{ repay.

Put it back where the friends of the martyr's sad story
Had placed it, and leave it alone in its glory.

Demand that the Lincoln statue, recently taken down from
in front of the courthouse, be placed again on—
the same consecrated spot where it was erected half a century ago—
was contained in a joint resolution introduced in the general
assembly of the State of Ohio by State Representative Beaty.

Without qualifieation the rel)resentatives and senators of the eighty-
third General Assembly of Ohio unanimously condemn this un atriot'{c
and unprecedented vandalism and demand that the venerat
ment be replaced on the same consecrated spot where it was e
half a century ago—

Said the resolution.
ABKS PRESIDENT WILSON TO HELP.
The resolution further states—

That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the President of
the United States and to our two Senators and our Representatives in
Congress, with the urgent and respectful request that they use their
power and authority of their great offices to repair this wrong and
restore the venerated shaft to its former place in its entirety as when
dedicated in 1868.

In 1866 and 1867, the resolution states, immediately after the
martyrdom of Lincoln—

Steps were taken in the city of Washington to erect a monument to
Abraham Lincoln in front of the city hall there, and the movement was
made successful by small contributions of the people, who knew per-
gonally and loved the mighty Lincoln. ;

FIRST ONE TO LINCOLN,

Said monument was the first one in memory of Lincoln, modest and
plain, like himself, entirely best representing that great man ever yet
erected—surmounted as it was by a life-size statue of him, as like as life,

8aid monument was dedicated in 1868 in the midst of the lar
and most august assemblage of our mightiest Americans, most of whom

ersonally knew Lincoln well, and with them, also, were thousands of
%nion soldiers who had gone to battle at Lincoln's call,

UNVEILED BY PRESIDENT JOHNSON,

Nomblf'. Andrew Johnson, President, unveiled the statue and made a
memorable speech dedicating the monument and consecrating forever
the sacred spot on which It has stood half a century.

Vandal hands have dared to desecrate, pull down, wreck, and destroy
that monument, and hidden it away from human view, to the shame
and disgrace of the whole American Nation.

monu-

LETTER FROM AN OLD RESIDENT OF WASHINGTON,
WasHINGTON, D, C., Janwary 25, 1920,

My DEAr MR, KixG : I was so glad to read the notice in to-day’s paper
about your effort to have the Lincoln statue reerected. I had been
wondering if some one in authority would not take up the removal of
that statue when it had stood so long as a monument of love to him
who had lost his life in the service of his country.

I knew Lincoln and shook hands with him when he ran for President.
I was then living in Ohio. He was one grand, good man, and how well
do I remember how our hearts were torn with anguish when the word
came that he was shot. Never will 1 forget it, though 80 many years
have lpnssed since that awful tragedy. I thought of the event every
time I passed the statue.

1 for one am glad you have brought this matter to the attention of
Washington people, and I know that you will receive more letters
thanking you for your effort in bringing up the subject of its removal.
1 hope it will be placed again where it stood so long,

Mes. MARY FLORENCR IIDMONSON.
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605 TWENTY-sECOND STREET NW.,
Washington, D. 0., June 13, 1921,

Hon. Epwarp J, Kixa,
Washington, D. O.

Desr Siz: A stranger to you, with no claim on your attemtion, I
craye indulgence and Emrdon for writing to yom about a matter very
near to all hearts that love Lincoln. I am deeply interested in your
bill to restore the deseerated memorial to its proper and original site.

The few of us remaining after 1866, 1867, and 1868, who raised the
money ouf of our poverty msk?” for the only true Lincoln statue on
earth, may be pardoned for asking reparation of the crime of destroying
and despoiling it.

I saw the firgt dollar pald by subseriptions of poor peoplnii mostly
goldiers who knew Linecoln well. We were all young then, and poor—
the country bankrupt.

It was built out of poverty and love by the mites of the lowly whom
Lincoln loved as God does. -

I saw it unveiled by President Johnson, 1868, in presence of such a'
throng of America's greatness as earth neyer before beheld, and alas!
never shall again.

It was a great day.

At 83 T tecall the scene vividly to memory but can not deseribe it.
They who could are gone to the silent land.

It was built by us.

It is our monument.

Lilt lla a masterpiece, because it is a true, simple resemblance of
neoln.

May God prosper you in assisting it to its own place. There is but
one consecrated place.

Privare DALZELL.

The following is a letter from Mr. Freeman Thorp, an artist
who personally knew Lincoln and who painted the portralt of
Schuyler Colfax, one of the Speakers of the House, now hanging
in the House lobby. He also painted the portrait of Lincoln
which was purchased by the Senate and now hangs in the main
corridor in the Senate wing of the Capitol. He also painted
President Grant and others:

WasniNerox, D. C., June 5, 1921,

Hon. Epwasp J. King,
House of Representatives.

Dear 8ig: In support of your resolution ordering the statve of Lin-
coln reerected on Pts original site in the courthouse grounds, permit
me to that baving sketched Linecoln from life just before he was
inaugura and again at Gettysburg, and studied him very ecaretully
and thoroughly under conditions no other man now living has ever
had, I made diligent search for the statue, seeking to kmow whether
it is a real likeness of Lincoln. I consider a true likeness in historical
statues or portraits of rrime importance.

1 found the statue lying out of doors and not safely boxed, and
obtained assurance from the office of Colonel Sherrill that it
at once be made secure from accident or malicious injury.
ere are other statues of Lincoln that are great, considered in the
gense of modern works of art, yet none yet made so true and char-
aeteristic as a likeness of the rugged, strong, unassuming great man
whose memory we all love.

As there is no man now living who make a statue of Lincoln
from life or from memory, this one should preserved with the utmost
care, here where the greatness of his life was enacted and where more
of the people of this great Nation cun easily see it than anywhere else.
. With great respect,

readil,
sho
Th

Frremax THORP,
138 Fast Capitel Etreet.

Restoration of the Lincoln statue was urged on December T,
1921, by a committee representing the Sons of the American
Revolution which ealled on me:

The committee consisted of Admiral George W. Baird, who personally
contributed for the erection of the statue; Rev. William C White,
representing the first E'ﬁikﬂpal arigh of the Distriet; Fred Owen, for
“p years connected with the office of Euhlic buildings and grounds in
Washington ; David Lynn and Charles . Fairman, architeets.

GUARANTERE OF EXPENSE.

The committee stated that descendants of the original comtributors
to the Lincoln statue fund stood ready to meet the expenses for a new
pedestal and reerection of the memorial thronfh private subseriptions.

They also urged that Elliott Woods, architect of the Capitol, be ap-
pointed chairman of a commission to draw u? plans for a new base for
the statue and estimate the cost of replacing it. Mr. Woods had charge
of remodeling the courthouse, and it was in process of this work that
the Lincoln statue was removed.

Mr. Fairman, who Is in charge of the art work In the Capitol, speak-
ing against the removal of the old statue, quotes from Proverbs in say-
ing, ‘' Remove not the ancient lan k which our fathers have set,”
Mr. Fairman said:
can Revolution living in the Distriet desire the statue reerected as an
act of slmple justice. It is as im.ponnnt to preserve the art of 1868 as
it is to preserve the art of 1821’

VIEWS OF ADMIRAL BAIRD.

Admiral Baird pointed ount that the Lincoln stalue * belonged to the
le of Washington. I and my folks contributed to its erection and
Eafe an equity in it to-day. To allow its desecration sets a precedent
for the removal of landmarks and statues, rich in sentiment, through
otect the inherent rights

out the entire country. Congress should
ental valae.”

of the Commonwealth in all matters of sent

Teerection of the Lincoln statue on its original site in fromt
of the courthouse, on a low and artistic base in harmon
with the surroundings, was advocated January 17, 1922, by a
committee representing the Aztec Club of Washington.

"~ The committee consisted of Rev. William Hayloe Snyder,
canon of Washington Cathedral; Col. J. F. Reynolds Landis,
and Col. Robert N. Getty,

“Five hundred members of the Sons of the Ameri-

Elliott Woods, Architect of the Capitol, submitted a new
desi_gn for the base of the statue, which later will be submitted
to the House of Representatives for consideration. The new
base suggested would raise the base of the statue approximately
b feet from the level of the sidewalk.

I recall the statue from earliest ehildhood—

Reverend Snyder said—
and I viewed its re 1 with v ‘
residents of Washington remark on the absence. . Koy contimental s

we;}l as artistic reasons the statue should be reerected at once.
he sugiesteﬂ pedestal would remove all criticism in regard to the

former high pedestal, which, although artistic compared to art at the
time of 1867, would not harmonize w th the courthouse to-day.

This statue should be t
AR Foalle e @ ireasured as valuable evidence of art at the

Colonel Landis said.,
PRESIDENT FOR REPLACEMENT.

Warren G. Harding, President of the United States, pledged
his aid in replacing the statue on April 28, 1921, to a delegation
headed by Gen. Nelson A, Miles, and consisting of more than
100 men and women representing patriotic organizations of the
United States,

On May 2, 1921, President Harding wrote to Hon, NorMaxN J.
Gourp, chairman of the Committee on the Library of the House
of Representatives:

I very recently received a call of a very notable delegali re-
senting the Loyal Legion urging the recugideratjon at efhe clitr:ml;i? of
Congress of the decis! to remove the statue erected in memory of
President Lincoln in front of the City Hall in 1868.

It is such a fascinating story., and there seems to be so much of
appealing sentiment about the restoration of this statue to its original

position, that I think Congress might well expedite the reconsideration
of the aﬂit::i 80 that this memorial may be restored to the place it so

long occupi
I cordially believe the sentiment is one that we ought to sanction,

and I am ad to. expr
action in p%avid.itngem‘:' ’ﬁ:se trtégtgr‘;pt'iont?a - EORATOR: U ol ivenshe
Among those who have worked untiringly for the restora-
tion of the statue are Hon. Norman J, Gould; Hon. Ben John-
son; Hon. Robert Luce; Hon. Herhert C. Pell, ir.; Hon Simeon
D. Fess; Hon. Frank Park; Hon. Ralph Gilbert; Theodore
Noyes; John C. Shanks; Hon, William R. Wood ; Hon. Edward
H, Wason ; and Mrs, Gen. John A, Logan.

CHRONOLOGY,

January 24, 1920 : Original resolution to reerect the statue of
Lincoln introduced.

ﬁjpri! 2, 1920 : Committee on the Library helds hearing on the
subject.
st:tﬁru 28, 1921: President Harding indorses reerection of

e.

May 25, 1921: Committee on the Library reports the resolu-
tion with the recommendation that it de pass.

April 5, 1922 : Honse of Representatives begins consideration
of resolution.

The CHAIRMAN.
the Clerk will read.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. WIill the gentleman from Ohig
vield for a moment?

Mr. FESS. T will.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.
bill this afternoon?

Mr. FESS. 1 think not.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Well, if we can not conclude
it, I wonder if we can not rise now?

Mr. FESS. The gentleman from Indiana [(Mr. Moores] de-
sires to be heard in opposition to the resolution.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, that can be done next
Wednesday. I make the point of no quorum.

Mr. FESS. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do now
rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Sta¥rorp, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration House Joint Resolution
127 to reerect the statue of Abraham Lincoln upon its original
site and had come to no resolution thereon.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.)
the House adjourned until Thursday, April 6, 1922, at 12 o’clock
noon.

Unless there are some further remarks,

Is it hoped to conclude this
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, :

585. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting offer
received from Charles L. Parsons, of Washington, D. C., cover-
ing certain properties at Muscle Shoals, Ala. (H. Doc. No. 220),
was taken from the Speaker’s table. referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. ZIHLMAN : Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R.
6650. A bill providing additional terminal facilities in square
east of 710 and square 712 in the District of Columbia for freight
traflic : without amendment (Rept. No. 877). Referred to the
Clommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DUNN: Committee on Roads. H. R. 11131. A bill to
authorize the uppropriation of additional sums for Federal aid

in the construction of rural post roads, and for other purposes;

without amendment (Rept. No. 878). Referred to the Com-
wittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr, TOWNER : Committee on Insular Affairs. H. R. 10442
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to declare the purpose
of the people of the United States as to the future political status
of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more
antonouous government for these islands,” approved August 29,
1910, as amended by an act to amend said act approved July 21,
1921 : without amendment (Rept. No, 874). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. BURTNESS : Commitfee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 9814,
A bill amending the proviso of the act approved August 24,
1912, with reference to educational leave to employees of the
Indian Service: without amendment (Rept. No. 875). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduoced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, LITTLE: A bill (H. B. 11172) declaring the railway
bridge across the Kansas River, in the State of Kansas, at a
place about 1,578 feet above its mouth, in the city of Kansas
City, Kans,, an obstruction to navigation, and for other pur-
poses : to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R, 11173) to amend section 12§
of the national defense act, approved June 3, 1916, as amended ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. I&. 11174) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at
Manti, in the State of Utah, and appropriating money therefor;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

. By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H., R. 11175) to authorize the
priuting of certain publications at United States Indian schools;
to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. CODD: A bill (H. R. 11176) authorizing the bestowal
of campaign medals upon officers and enlisted men of the World
War who served with what is known as the Archangel expedi-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. SINCLAIR: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 54)
creating a joint commission of three Members of the Senate and
five Members of the House to investigate the subject of crop
insurance, with a view to determining the practicability of
creating a Government crop insurance bureau, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. JONES of Texas: Resolution (H. Res. 320) providing
for the payment of one month's salary to Stella M, Weigel; to
the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

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

By Mr. BACHARACH :- A bill (H. R. 11177) for the relief of
Joy Bright Little; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. DOMINICK: A bill (. R. 11178) for the relief of
Hassie Cantrell; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H, R. 11179) for the relief of Cecilia Rebecca
Fretwell ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11180) for the relief of
Lewis Willinms; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11181). for
the relief of Emma Helberg, Laura Lackner, and F, W. Lack-
ner: to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HADLEY : A bill (H. R, 11182) granting a pension to
Esther E. Babcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JONES of Pennsylvania: A bill (H, R, 11183) for the
relief of Mary L. Sprague; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. O'CONNOR: A bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of
Rose L. Kiefer; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R, 11185) for the relief of Albert
Neurath and W. R. Milward ; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11186) for the relief of Lewis H. Francke
and Blanche F. Shelley; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STAFFORD : A bill (H. R. 11187) granting a pension
to Kathryn Labonde; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 11188) granting a pension to
Jennie G. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 11189) granting a pen-

sion to Eunice A. Prettyman; to the Committce on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

4989, By Mr. ANDREW of Massachusetts: Petition of eciti-
zens of Danvers, Salem, and Beverly, Mass., opposing the pas-
sage of House bill 9753, or any other Sunday bill; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

4990. By Mr. APPLEBY : Affidavits to accompany the bill
granting a pension to Amelia M. Hetherington; to the Com-
orittee on Invalid Pensions.

4001. By Mr. ARENTZ : Petition of 29 business men of Win-
nemucea, Nev,, protesting against House bill 10598 ; also protest
of the Comstock (Virginia City) Chamber of Commerce; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

4992, By Mr. KIESS : Evidence in support of House bill 11011,
granting a pension to George O, Pratt; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

4903. Also, petition of citizens of Potter and Tioga Counties,
favoring the passage of the Voigt bill (H. R. 8086) ; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

4994, By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of William Filene's Sons Co.,,
of Boston, Mass., urging passage by House of Senate Joint Reso-
lution 160; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

4995. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of Henry Kytonen and
seven others, urging the revival of the United States Grain Cor-
poration and a stabilized price on farm products; to the Com-

{ mittee on Agriculture.

4006. Also, petition of W, O. Johnson and 104 others, of Dunn
Center, N, Dak., protesting against the passage of House bills
9753 and 4388 or Senate bill 1948 ; to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia. -

4997. Also, petition of Mrs, A, O. Stoen and nine others, of
Buffalo Springs, N. Dak., urging the revival of the United States
Grain Corporation and a stabilized price on farm products; to
the Committee on Agriculture,

4098, By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Division 585, of New
Castle, Pa., and Division 464, of Elrama, Pa., International
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, in support of House bill
10798 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

4999. By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of James Harper, of Turtle
Creek, Pa., and 82 other citizens of the State of Penusylvania,
asking for the passage of the Towner-Sterling educational bill ;
to the Committee on Education.

SENATE:-
Tuurspay, April 6, 1922.
( Legislative day of Wednesday, April 5, 1922,

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian on the expiration of
the recess.

Mr. CUMMINS.
quorum, ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tow~seND in the chair).
The Secretary will call the roll.

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

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

Ashurst Fernald Jones, Wash. New

Ball Fletcher Kendrick Kicholson
Bursum France Keyes Norbeck
Cameron Frelinghuysen Kin Norris
Capper Goodin Lad Oddie
Caraway Harrel La Follette Overman
Culberson Harris Lenroot Page
Cummins Harrison McKinley Pe?per
Curtis ~ ° Heflin - ‘McNary Phipps
Dial Hitcheock Moses Pittman
Elkins Jones, N. Mex. Nelson Poindexter
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