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pending in Congress which seeks to restriet future immigration
to this country by means of a 2 per cent quota based upon the
census of 1890; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zition.

647. By Mr. CROWTHER : Petition of the Woman's Repub-
lican Club (Inc.), New York City, N. Y., urging an amendment
to House bill 101, providing for the adoption of the method of
examination of immigrant aliens suggested by Dr. Spencer L.
Dawes, medical examiner, New York State Hospital Commis-
sion, New York office, president Interstate Conference on Immi-
gration; also petition of the Woman's Republican Club (Ine.),
New York City, N. Y., urging the enactment of legislation by
Congress permitting the State of New York fo bring sult against
the Federal Government for $17,247,616.71 for the care and
maintenance of insane aliens, public charges, in New York State
hospitals; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

648, Also, petition of Hallett Roach, Edward 8. Carl, and
William Letts, of Delanson, N. Y., indorsing the Mellon plan
of tax revision; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

649. Also, petitions of Furst MeNess Co., Freeport, I1L; the
Chattanooga Medicine Co., Chattanooga, Tenn.; and J. . Wat-
kins Co., New York City, urging the removal of the tax on
industrial alcohol; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

650, By Mr. FULLER : Petitions of W. H. Fess, of Mendota,
11l., and sundry other citizens of Illinois, favoring the plan of
the Secretary of the Treasury for tax reduction; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. X

651. By Mr. KIESS: Papers accompanying House bill 5201,
granting an increase of pension to Evelina C. Gross; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

652, Also, papers accompanying House bill 8881, for the re-
lief of George P. Bailey; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

653. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of E. R. Squibb & Sons,
New York City, N. Y., opposing the removal or reduction of
tax on aleohol used for the purpose of making medicinal prepa-
rations; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

G54. Also, petition of stockholders of the Polish American
Navigation Co., Jamaica, N. Y., asking that consideration be
given to the company in its application for the delivery of
tonnage in lien of $2,250,000, which they have heretofore
paid into the Treasury of the United States; to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

655. By Mr. KING: Petition of the American Legion, Ke-
wanee Post, No. 31, Kewanee, Ill,, favoring the adjusted com-
pensation bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

G56. Also, petition of the Atkinson Woman's Club, Atkinson,
I1l., asking favorable consideration of three measures: Istab-
lishment of an industrial farm for Federal women prisoners;
a reformatory for young men, first offenders; and the develop-
ment of adequate employment for every Federal prisoner; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

657. By Mr. LEATHERWOOD : Petition of Sanpete County
Farm Bureau, of Manti, Utah, approving the message of Presi-
dent Coolidge in relation to tax reduction and the soldier bonus;
to the Comumittee on Ways and Means,

658, Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Commercial
Club, Salt Lake City, Utah, opposing legislation ecreating
monopolistic State insurance funds; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

639, By Mr, McCLINTIC: Papers accompanying House bill
5773, granting a pension to Mallie C. Fikes; to the Committee
on Pensions.

660. By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Kiwanis Club, Gallup,
N. Mex., opposing the extension of the Navajo Reservation; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

#61. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of sundry ecitizens of Niobe,
N. Dak., favoring the enactment of House bill 4159; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

62, By Mr. SNELL: Petition of Women's Republican Club,
of New York Clity, to obtain permission from Congress to bring
suit against the Federal Government for $17,247,616.71 for the
care and maintenance of insane aliens, public charges in New
York State hospitals; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

0363. Also, petition of members of the First Presbyterian
Church, Mineville, N, Y., favoring an amendment to the Consti-
tution empowering Congress to pass legislation regulating child
labor: to the Committee on the Judiciary.

464, Also, petition of Women's Republican Club, of New York
City, favoring method for examination of aliens adopted by the
interstate conference on immigration, October 24, 1923, and
urging that the same he made a part of House bill 101; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

SENATE.
Moxbpay, January 21, 192},

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D.,, offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we thank Thee for yesterday and for all its hal-
lowed associations. And now as we turn toward the week and
its manifold responsibilities we desire to be guided by that
wisdom indlcated in Thy Word, whose ways are ways of pleas-
antness, and all her paths are peace, So help us that we may
honor Thee and that the words of our mouths and the medita-
tion of our hearts may be acceptable in Thy sight, O Lord, our
strength and our redeemer. Through Jesus Christ. Amen.

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following com-
muniecation :
UNITED STATES BENATE,
FPRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, . O,, January 21, 192},
To the Senater
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. SeLnex P,
SPENCER, & Senator from the State of Missouri, to perform the dutles
of the Chair during this legislative day.
ALBERT B, CUuMMINS,
President pro tempore.

Mr. SPENCER thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer.
THE JOURNAL.

The redding.clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Lonce and
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved,

CORPORATE PAYMENT OF EXCESS-PHOFITS TAX,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spexcer) laid before the
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury,
relative to Senate Resolution 115 (submitted by Mr. Joxes of
New Mexice, and agreed to January 9, 1924), stating that he
had issued instructions to proceed with the compilation of the
data and the expedition of the work as rapldly as possible con-
sistent with accuracy, which wus ordered to lie on the table.

CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DISABILITY FUND.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions,
dated January 16, 18924, together with the third annual report
of the Board of Actuaries of the Civil Service Retirement and
Disability Fund, which was referred to the Committee on Civil
Service.

CONDITION OF RATLROAD EQUIPMENT,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senaie a com-
munieation from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce (lom-
mission, transmitting, in compliance with the provisions of
Senate Resolution No, 438, agreed to February 26, 1923, a re-
port for the month of December, 1923, showing the condition
of railroad equipment and related information, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

INDEMNITY FOR DEATH OF SEVERAL NICARAGUANS (8. DOC. NO. 24).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the foi-
lowing message from the President of the United States, which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to be
printed and referred to the Commifttee on Foreign Relations:
To the Congress of the United States:

I fransmii herewith a report respecting claims agalnst the
United States on account of several Nicaraguans killed or in-
jured in eneounters with American marines in December, 1921,
and January, 1922, with a request that the recommendations of
the Secretary of the Navy as indicated therein be adopted, and
that the Congress authorize the appropriation of the surn
necessary fo pay the indemnities suggested by the Secretary of
the Navy,

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of these
claims in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary
of State, the Congress, as an act of grace, and without refer-
ence to the legal liability of the United States in the premises,
authorize an appropriation in the sum of $11,700.

Carvin CooLIDGE.

Tre Wuire Housg, Januwary 21, 192},

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,
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PETITIONS AXD MEMORIALS.,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate resolu-
tions of the Commereial Club of Grand Rapids, Minn., favoring
discontinuance of the use of trust funds belonging to the Chip-
pewa Indians of Minnesota for previous purposes and the
enactment of legislation enabling the Chippewa Indians to se-
cure a settlement of tribal affairs with the Federal Govern-
nient, and paying to the Chippewa Indlans in the State of
Minnesota who are entitled to participate therein, a per capita
sum of §100 out of the trust fund belonging to such Indians now
held for them by the United States Government, which were
referred fo the Committee on Indian AfTairs.

» He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the Distriet of
Columbin Department of Veterans of Foreign Wars of the
United States, favoring the appointment of an ex-service man
to the Civil Service Commission, which was referred to the
Committee on Civil Service,

He also laid before the Senafe a resolution of Federal Em-
ployees’ Union No. 1, of the National Federation of Faoderal
Employees, at San Franciseo, Calif., favoring the puassuge of
legizlation granting & maximum annunity of $1,200 per annum
to retired civil-service employees, lowering the age of retire-
ment to 65 years, and providing a straight 30-vear-service
annuity, which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service.

Mr, EDGE submitted the following coneurrent resolution of
the Legislature of New Jersey, which was referred to the
Committee on Eduecation and Labor:

Concurrent resolution.

Whereas the citlzeng of this State are belng constantly abused by
those responsible for the high price and unfalr distributlon of ceal,
which commodity is u public necessity ; and

Whereas the industry of producing and distributing coal is an um-
conditional monopoly by reason of the combined action of landowners,
operators, miners, transportation companies, and jobbers, which
monopoly is entirely uncontrolled and unregulated; and

Whereas the profita of this industry are outrageonsly oxecssive, and
thoee identifed with it, uotterly disregarding the rights of the publie,
have entered fnto a spirit of greed which kuows no restraint: amd

Whereas this intolerable condition vesults in mueh hardship and
snlfering, particularly among the poor, and at times seriously threat-
ened necessary and vital industries; and

Whereas the ccal I8 mined without the borders of New Jerscy and
passes quickly into interstate commerce, the State of New Jersey,
belng without power to efféect any permanent and substantial relief,
must look to Cougress to take the necessary steps in providing a
remedy : Therefore ba it

Resolved by the howse of assembly (the Senate concwrring):

1. That we nrge upon the United States Senators and Members of
the House of Represenintives from New Jersey the necessity of using
all means within their power to secure an exhaustive examination by
Congress of the coal industry and all possible remedies for the axisting
insufferable conditlon, and the taking by Congress of such means as
will assure a continuous and adequate supply of eoal to the citizens of
thiz State at a reasonable price; which aetion we feel to be the full
duty and responsibility of Congress.

2. That coples of this resolution be sent to the Senators and Repre-
sentatives from this State in the Congress of the Unlted Btates,

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the executive committee
of the Department of Massachusetts, the American Legion, at
Doston, Mass, favoring the adoption of the so-called American
Legion plan granting adjusted compensation to ex-service men,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution of McCook Post, No. 51,
Grand Army of the Iepublic, of Iola, Kans, favoring the pas-
sage of legislation granting a pension of $72 per month to vet-
erans of the Civil War and 530 per month to their widows,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of members of the Young People’s
Classes of the I'irst Methodist Eplscopal Church of Caney,
Kans., praying an amendment to the Constitution regulating
child labor, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry clerks and carriers of
the Great Bend post office, and of the Wichita Federation of
Women's Clubs, of Wiechita, all in the State of Kansas, praying
for the passage of legislation granting increased compensation
and reclassification of salaries in the Postal Service, which
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented petitions of sundry rural letter carriers of
Ellsworth, Ottawa, Harper, Decatur, and Woeodson Caunties, in
the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of legislation
granting an equipment allowance of & cents per mile to rural

carriers, which were referred to the Committee on Post Oftices
and Post Noads,

Mr. JONES of Washington presented petitlons of sundry citi-
zens in the State of Washington, and also in the Territory of
Alaska, praying an amendment to the Constitution regulating -
child labor, which were referred to the Commitiee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tacoma,
Yakima, and Seattle, all in the State of Washington, praying
for adoption of the so-called Mellon plan for tax reduction,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FRAZIER presented a petition of members of the
Women's Literary Club, of Northwood, N. Dak., praying for the
passage of legislation to establish a preserve so as to save from
harmful drainage bottom lands of the upper Mississippi River,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,

He also presented the petition of Charles E. Schroeder and
10 other citizens of Bottineau County, N. Dak., praying for the
passage of legislation establishing a Government corporation
for the stabilization of wheat prices, which was referred to the
Commiitee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented the petition of J. L. Page and 34 orher
citizens of Westhope, N. Dak., praylng for the passage of legis-
lation increuasing the tariff on wheat, also repealing the draw-
back privilege and the milling-in-bond privilege of the Fordney-
MeCumber Tariff Act, and also to stabilize the prices of wheat,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented resolutions of the Commereial Club of Tur
tle Lake, and the Community Club of Finley, both in the State
of Northh Dakota, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1597, pro-
viding a $30,000,000 revolving lcan to the livestock industry,
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fore
estry.

He also presented the petitions of K, L. Smith and sundry
other citizens of Niobe, and of John Anderson and 34 other
citizens of Finley and Blabon, all in the State of North Dakota,
praying for the passage of Senate bill 1597, providing a $50,000,~
000 revolving loan to the livestock Industry, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. CURTIS presented a resolution of the Priestly-Ridley
Post, No. 35, American Legion, of Cherokee, Kans., opposing
foreign immigration for at leust five years, which was referred
to the Committee on Immigration.

He aiso presented resolutions of the Harding Chapter, W. 0.
K. K. K., Realm of Kansas, favoring the enactment of sueh im-
migration legislation as will protect onr institutions and liber-
ties from alien domination, which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Immigration.

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commeree
of Hays, Kans., protesting against any amendment of the =o-
called Esch-Cummins transportation aet, which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Lions Club of Eureka,
Kauns, favoring the enactment of legislation restricting nap-
coties to medical and scientific needs, which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Saline
County Pharmaceutical Association, of Saline County, Kans,,
praying for the enactment of legislation stabilizing the retal]
price on nationally advertised and trade-marked merchandise,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented petitions of rural letter earrlers of Lin-
celn, Bmith, Morris, Pottawatomie, Mitchell, Pawnee, Douglas,
Jackson, Graham, Stevens, Thomas, Chautauqua, Ness, Raw-
lins, Hodgeman, Grant, Chase, Atchison, Lane, Franklin, Green-
wood, Harvey, Clark, Woodson, Decatur, Hamilton, Morton,
Cheyenne, Darton, Ford, Osage, Manhattan, Rooks, Beward,
Wallace, Seott, Cowley, Sherman, Rush, Geary, Trego, and
Jefferson Counties; of the oflicers of the Second District Kansas
Rtural Letter Carrlers’ Association, of Sterling, and of the
officers of the Kansas Rural Letter Carriers’ Association (on
behalf of the rural carrviers of Kansas) of Sterling: all in the
State of Kansas, praying for the enactinent of legislation grant-
ing @ cents per mile per day for equipment allowance to rural
letter carriers, which were referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of A. TL Soles and 170
other citizens of Buchtel, and of Earl D. Menden and 737 other
citizens of Nelsonville, all in the State of Ohlo, praying for the
enactiment of legislation restrieting immigration until 1929,
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of the Toledo (Ohio) Automo-
bile Club, praying for the passage of legislation removing the




1184

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 21,

5 per cent war tax on automobiles, automobile accessorles and
parts, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Ile also presented a resolution of Mount Nebo Grange, No.
664, Patrons of Husbandry, of Leetonia, Ohio, protesting against
the passage of legislation increasing salaries of rural mail car-
riers, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads,

He also presented a resolntion of the Kiwanis Club, of Bowl-
ing Green, Ohio, protesting against any amendment at this time
to the so-called Esch-Cumminsg transportation act, which was
reforred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of Middletown Post No. 218,
the American Legion, Department of Ohlo, favoring the en-
aetiwent of legislation granting a bonus to ex-service men, which
wias referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented resolutions of the Epworth League Chap-
ter, of New Philadelphia, and the New Comers Club, of Colum-
bus, bhoth in the State of Ohio, favoring an amendment to the
Constitution regulating child labor, which were referred to the
Committee on the Judleiary.

He also presented petitions of the presidents of six banking
institutions of Springfield, of sundry citizens of Toledo, and of
Glick Bros. and 16 other business firms and sundry citizens of
Eaton, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of the
so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. McLEAN presented resolutions adopted at the annual
meeting of the Counecticut Civil Service Association, at New
Haven, Conn., favoring the repeal of the act of 1820, which
provided a four-year term of office for certain ofiicials; the
classifieation of postmasters of the first, second, and third class:
and placing the field force for prohibition enforcenent in the
classified service without covering in the present membership,
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bridgeport,
and of the Connecticut State Branch, Post Office Clerks, of
Waterbury, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the
enactment of legislation providing increasced salaries for postal
employees, which were referred to the Committee on Post Oflices
and Post Roads,

He also presented resolutions adopted by Brauch 164, United
National Assocliation of Post Oftice Clerks, at Torrington, and
of Ladies’ Auxiliary, N. A. L. O, No. 104, of New DBritain, both
in the State of Connecticut, favoring the enactment of legis-
lation providing increased salaries for postal employees, which
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented a resolution of Elisha Kellogg Camp, No.
18, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, Division of Con-
necticut, of Thomaston, Conn., favoring the enactment of legis-
lation granting a pension of $72 per month to Civil War vet-
erans and of 350 per month to their widows, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions,

IIe also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce
of Hartford, Conn., favoring the passage of legislation to
obtain public possession, contrel, and ownership of the Cape
Cod Canal, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented the petition of Clare M. O'Rourke, staff
nurse, United States Veterans’ Bureau, of Bridgeport, Conn.,
praying for the enactment of legislation classifying nurses of
the United States as in the professional service, which was re-
ferred to the Committee-on Civil Service.

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the
Stamford (Conn.) Hospital School of Nursing Alumnge Asso-
ciation, favoring fthe enactment of legislation classifying nurses
of the United States as In the professional service, which was
referred to the Committee on Civil Service.

He also presented a resolution adopted by tbe Connecticut
Valley Tobacco Association, of East Hartford, Conn., favoring
the enactment of legislation aeccepting the offer of Henry Forid
for the Musecle Shoals plant, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented resolutions of the Southingion Business
Men's Asscoecintion, of Southington; the shareholders of the
East Hampton Bank & Trust Co., of East Hampton : the stock-
holders of the Middletown Trust Co., of Middletown ; the hoard
of directors of the Fast Hartford Trust Co., of East Hartford;
and of the directors of the Master Plumbers' Association of
Connecticeut, of Bridgeport, all in the State of Connectlicut,
favoring the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction
plan, which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of New
Huoven, Conn., peayihg for the adoption of the so-called Mellon
tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance,

Ie also presenied resolutions of the Civie League of New
Canaan, Conn., favoring the adoption of the so-called Mellon

tax-reductlon plan and opposing a bhonus to ex-service men,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the
United States Finishing Co., of Sterling and Norwieh, all in
the State of Connecticuf, praying for the adoption of the so-
called Mellon tax-rednction plan, which was referved to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a vesolution of the bhoard of governors of
the Hartford Stock Exchange, of Hartford, Conn., favoring the
adoption of the so-called Mellon plan of tax reduction and
opposing the granting of a bonus to able-bodied ex-service men,
which was referred to the Committes on Finance.

He also presented a letter in the nature of a petition of
D. L. G. Hohenthal, of South Manchester, Conn., praying fore
the reduction of taxes and remonsiraiing against the enact-
ment of leglsiation granting a bonus to ex-service men, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented petitions of members of the Sharon
Woman's Club, of Sharon, and sundry citizens of Hartford,
West Hartford, and Branford, all in the State of Connecticut,
prayinz for the adoption of the so-called Mellon plan of tax
reduction and remonstrating agninst the passage of legislation
granting a bonus to ex-service men, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF CLAIMS COMMITTEE,

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred iae bill (8. 1867) for the relielf of the estate of
John Stewart, deceased, reported it without amendment and
submitted a report (No. 77) thereon.

He also (for Mr. Srtanrierp), from the same committee, to
which was referrved the bill (8. 105) for the relief ‘of Arthur
Frast, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 7T8) thereon.

My CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referved the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment and suhmitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 243) for the rellef of Frank Vumbaca (Rept.
No..19);

A hill (8. 384) for the relief of Kate Canniff (Rept. No. 80) ;

A bill (8 256) for the relief of John H. Walker (Rept. No.
81):

A Bill (8. 1249) for the relief of Rosa K. Plummer (Rept.
No. 82) ; and

A bill (8. 1894) for the relief of the owners of the steani-
ship Kin-Dave (Rept. No. 83).

VIOLATIONS OF ANTITRUST ACTS.

Alr. BRANDEGEE. From the Committee on the Judiciary I
report back with an amendment Senate Resolution 73, direct-
ing the Attorney General to report to the Senate the particulars
of cases sent to him by the Federal Trade Commission in
violation of the Sherman and Clayton Aects, and I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the resolution.

The amendment was, on page 2, after line 5, to strike out
the semicolon and the words “and to report further to the
Senate the Intention of the Attorney General with respect
thereto,” so as to make the resgolution read:

Whereas the Federal Trade Commission has econducted Investl-
gatlons of alleged vlolations of the Sherman Antitrust Aet and
the Clayton Act against monopolies and nnlawful restraints of trade
and has transmitted to the Attorney General the record of more than
60 such Investigations, indicating a viclatlon of maid acts, for the
initiation of such proceedings for the enforcement of the law as the
Attorney General may be advised to make; and

Whereas the Attorney General has taken no actlon upon sald records
transmitted to him by the Federal Trade Commission for the purpose
of securing indictments against the parties named thereln, and bhas
brought mo proceedings for the prevention of such violations by
injunction or otherwige: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Attorney General 1s hereby directed to report
to the Senate the particulars and specifications of all cases transmitted
to him by the Federal Trade Commission, presumably indleating a
violation of the Sherman Antitrast Act, or of the Clayton Act,
together with a statemeént as to why prosecution by Indictment or
injunctlon hss not been brought in each of said cases; and further
report to the Senate the number of cases pending, both eriminal and
eivil, for the enforcement of said acts, or elther of them, the time
for which said actions have been pending, and the reason, If any
there be, why such cases are not being prosecuted.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.
The preamble was agreed to.
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CHANGE OF REFFRENCE.

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referrved the bill (8. 2030) for the relief of Ethel Williams,
asked that that committee be discharged from its further con-
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions, which was agreed to.

INVESTIGATION OF PROPAGANDA.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on January 17 the Senafe
pussed FSenate Resolution 107, giving authority to a speelal
committee to make certain inquiries and making the wusual
provision for sending for persons, papers, and so forth, but by
accident or oversight the usual clause was omitted which is
contained in all such resolutions. I move an amendment so
that the resolution will read, as all the rest have read, that
the committee shall be authorized—

to employ a stenograpler at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per hundred
words to report such hearings, the cost thereof to be paid out of the
contingent fund of the Senate, ete.

Mr. ROBINSON., May we have the guestion stated? I did
not hear the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. The Senate on Thursday last passed Senate
Resolution 107——

Mr. ROBINSON.
tion,

Mr. LODGE, TIi is the usual resolution authorizing an in-
quiry, to provide for the employment of a stenographer, and

I have just secured a copy of the resolu-

so forth. It came, of course, from the Committee fo Audit
ant Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but

omitted the words * from the contingent fund of the Senate.”
The cost, of course, could not be paid from any other fund.

Mr. ROBINSON. There is no objection to the amendment.

Mr., FLETCHER. I presume the Senator will move to re-
congider and will then amend the resolution and put it again
on Its passage?

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I make that motion. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the adop-
tion of the resolution will be reconsidered. . Without objection
the amendment will be adopted, and the resolution as amended
will be agreed to, The Chair hears no objection.,

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the resolution which the
Senate has just passed for a second time, the resolution pre-
sented by the Senator from- Missourl [Mr, Reep], contemplates
the appointment of a special committee for the purpose of in-
vestigating the organized efforts that are being made to control
publie opinion and the action of Congress upon legislutive mat-
ters. The provision of the resolution authorized an investiga-
tion of every form of propaganda which is now being conducted.
The committee has already been named and its able members
are at their task.

During the war the people of the United States, it appears,
acquired and developed the propaganda habit. TFhat habit has
not been discontinued sinee the close of the great world conflict,
Senators and Representatives dally are overwhelmed by com-
munications from their constituents and from others fouching
many important subjects of legislation., Under the Constitution
of the United States, gnaranteeing freedom of speech and free-
dom of the press and the right of petition, no political power
exists in this Government or in any of its departments to pre-
vent the earrying on of propaganda so long as it is not eonceived
in treason or conducted through corrupt means. 5

The Speecial Committee on Propaganda created under the reso-
Iation introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] is
now directing its attention to an investigation of what is known
as the Dok peace plan, Let me say to Senators and to the
special committee of the Senate that little harm to this country
or its institutions is to be anticipated from organized effort to
promote international peaee and good will, however misguided
we may believe the sponsors of those efforts to be. In the eyes
of millions of American men and women who are devoted to
the insftitutions upon which this Government rest, who are
loyal to the principles of the Constitution of the United States,
who are proud of the past and hopeful of the future of the
American people, the figure of Edward Bok does not occasion
animosity or alarm. That figure is somewhat dramatic and
pathetic,

The Special Commitfee on Propaganda, if It suffers its at-
tention to be diverted from the important phases of organized
eflort to control legislation by the Congress to a disclosure of
the methods and services of the very amiable and estimable
ladies and gentlemen who are assoelated with Mr. Edward
Bok in his peace plan, however visionary it may be—if the com-
mittee forgets the important work it has to do and permits its
efforts to humiliate the men and women of the country who are

attempting to promote international peace, it will accomplish
no useful purpose and will fail of its real purpose.

We know one of the big issues before the Senate of the
United States is that relating to tax reduction, and every
Senator, so far as my knowledge extends, Is committed to the
principle and purpose of substantially and emphatically reduc-
ing Federal taxes. Every Senator has had hig mail flooded
by form leiters, sent out at the expense of financial organiza-
tions, with directions to mail them to a Senator, urging not
merely tax reduction but the passage of the Mellon plan with-
out change or modification. The tenor of these communications,
as a rule, is that you can not exercise your brain, you ean not
respond to the promptings of your conscience, and improve
the measure presented by the Executive, but you must act as
a rubber stamp, forget your own responsibility, and merely
write an O. K. upon the proposal of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. When you do that you must also agree to defeat ad-
Justed-compensation legislation in every form.

How many million dollars have been collected and expended
to carry on this propaganda? It is not unlawful to earry it
on. The object in investigating it is to disclose that the
opinion which insisis upon the passage of a plan withont
change in the slightest degree, which insists upon the defeat
of adjusted-compensation legislation in whatever form it may
be presented, Is stimulated and promoted by organized and
systematie effort.

My, COPELAND. Mr. President——

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

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield fo the Senator from New York.

Mr, COPELAND. Confirming what the Senator from Arkan-
sas has stated, 1 wish fo read into the Recoxn a part of a letter
which is being sent out by a great concern in New York to its
employees. It starts out:

It 18 of the utmost importance and a matter of vital interest to
all of us that the program for tax revision commonly known as the
Mellon plan be passed at the present session of Congress. It is also
vitally important that the so-called bounus bill should not be passed.

This leiter is sent to every employee. At the end of ihe
letter is stated that—

We shall check np our pay roll within the next couple of weeks
to find out those who have written and those who have not.

This letter is to be signed and passed in to the cashier:
then he checks up to see which employees have not passed
upon it. :

Mr. ROBINSON. And the implication is that if the employee
has not done the bidding of his master he loses his employ-
ment. There is something to investigate. If you want the
facts, you can find who wrote the Mellon plan; you can find
who organized for the collection of the fund, enormous in pro-
portions, to the inoffensive purpose for which it was alleged to
be collected ; you can find that great finaneial institutions have
sent broadeast over the United States directions for their cor-
respondents to drive in line the common herd, to make them
urge a demand upon Congress which many of them do not
understand and which most of them do not desire.

I will say to the Senator from Missouri [Mr.. Reen] that we
will not stop propaganda, no matter what the committee proves:
but if we get the facts we shall at least leave Senators and
Representatives partially free to do their duty to their country,
without the fear of a vengeance which has been stimuluted in
order that it might be employed to prevent them from using
their best judgnient.

Let it be understood now, here and everywhere, that the
Congress is not going fo be intimidated into abdicating its con-
stitutional function to legislate, and that it can and will write
a bill reducing taxes for the Ameriean people in a form that
will neither be unjust nor oppressive. If it shall perform that
function, it will have vindicated its right to exist and to legis-
late. Do not let us, however, waste the-time of the Senate or
its agencies in the investigation of well-intentioned, if misdi-
rectﬁ!, efforts to promote good will among the peoples of the
world.,

Mr. REED of Missouri, Mpyr. President, I am utterly at a loss
to know why anyone should become exeited over what has trans-
pired in the committee appointed to investigate propagandsa. I
believe that the American people have the right to know
whether propaganda is being ecarried on to affect legislation or
official action, to know the extent of that propaganda. as well as
the amount of money that is being expended and the influences
employed. I believe that they have the right to know this and
ought to know this regardless of the merits or demerits of any
particular controversy. An -honest and a good movement will
lose nothing by the fact being disclosed that it has been backed
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by an honest and a good propaganda. A dishonest and a bad
propaganda ought to be similarly exposed and the facts mude
known to the American people. BEvery Congressman who re-
ceives in his mail letters and petitions and ballots ought to
know whether they are the spontaneous production of the indi-
vidual who sends them or whether they have been produced by
pressure, by persuasion, or by any other means. That applies
alike to that which we may regard as good and that which we
may hold to be bad.

Now, my friend from Arkansas, whom I esteem as highly as I
do any man on earth, is of the opinion that Mr. Bok is an
amiable, pairiotic, high-souled gentleman, and that the propa-
ganda he is now conducting is for the upbnilding of the welfare
of America and for the general good of the world. Therefore,
in his judgment an investigation of that particular matter is
highly unimportant, if not improper. That happens to be the
opinion of Mr. Bok himself, for he has just refused to dis-
close the amount of money he has expended, although all of
the eloguent persuasion of friends of his plan who sat npon
the committee was exhausted in order to try fo convince
and, indeed, coax him into an attitude of mind where he would
make the disclosure.

1 do mot question Mr. Bok's sincerity of purpose, but, as |

was stated to him in one of the interrogutories, suppose Mr.
Engene Debs should be equally sincere in believing that we
ouglit to overturn the American Government and set up a
gocialistic form of governmeut—and I say this without of-
fenge to Mr. Bok: 1 am simply searching for an extreme
illustration—and Mr. Debs, either alone or in cooperation
with others, should raise an enormous sum of money and
begin propagandizing the United Stafes and having the people
of the United States in turn seek to influence the action of
Congress. Mr. Debs might wrap the garment of his sincerity
and righteonsness about him and say that it was nobody’s
business but bis own; that he was perfectly sincere; and a
socialist might some time sit In this bedy, as sociulists
have sat in the one at the other end of the hall, who would
be as thoroughly convinced that Mr. Debs was right as my
good friend is that Mr. Bok is right. So there are thousands
of people in the United States undoubtedly who Dbelieve,
whether they believe with knowledge or believe because they
have been propagandized, that the Mellon tax plan is the
perfection of human reason.

My, ROBINSON. Mr. President, before the Senator passes
that, 1 hope he will do me the eredit to remember that 1
did not express the opinion that Mr. Bok was right. I merely
stated that whether he were right or wrong the investigation
ought not to be diverted to the Bok plan to the neglect of the
more important phases of propaganda.

Mr. REED of Missourl. There will be no neglect of the
more immportant phases. The fact is, we took up the Bok plan
because it was so trifling a matter that we thought we could
get rid of it in a few hours and get to the more serious
business.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator agrees with me exactly when
he says it is a trifling matter,

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think It is trifling.

AMr. MOSES. Mr. President, will the Benator permit me to
add that that probably is the fact because of Mr. Bok's re-
fusal to answer questions which are clearly within the pur-
view of the resolution.

AMr. REED of Missouri. Moreover, Mr. Bok had sald that
he was going South for his health or for recreation, and we
thought that we had a very short horse; that he could be
speedily curried; and that it would not take much lather to
shave him. I do not mean to shave Mr, Bok. I refer to the
proposgition.

S0, as I was saying, there are thousands of people who be-
lieve, or think they believe, in the Mellon tax plan. Suppose
that we were to put Mr. Mellon upon the stand. Mr. Mellon
would say: “I am perfectly convinced of the righteousness of
this plan,” just as Mr. Bok said of his plan. Moreover, sup-

that some of our friends on the other side who believe in
it should arise and say to us when we begin fo investigate:
“Why, what business have you to investipate? It 18 a good
plan. We have already passed on that proposition. We have
gatisfied ourselves. Therefore the amount of money that is
being expended is a matter of total indifference, and you ought
to quit fooling around with that. However, we are opposed
to the Bok plan. Why do you not begin at once to go to the
hottom of that nefarious scheme?"

Such a line of reasoning might be applied to the soldiers’
bonus. There sit in this body at least one or two men who
served in the World War. I remember that one of them who
thus served has spoken with great force and eloguence against

the soldiers’ bonus. He inveighs against it. He thinks that
men who were called on to serve their eountry should serve
without money and without price. He is perfectly sincere in
it; and so, when we come to investigate the question whether
there is a heavily financed propaganda directed against the
soldiers’ bonus. that gentleman might arise and say: * Why
are you investigating this? The soldiers are entitled to no
bonus. 1 have mnde np my mind to that, and therefore the
question should not be investigated.”

I think it is the general theory of all of our Members—und
I believe my friend from Arkansas will agree with me—ithat
it is important for the Meinbers of Congress to know, when
they get a letter, whether that letter was written by somebody
who was interested in the question or whether somebody else
got him to write it, and he wrote it without even stopping to
think about the subject matter, perhaps with entire unfamiliar-
ity with the subject matter. Thus we will at least get gome
idea whether this is a spuntaneons uprising of the people or
whether it is a spontaneous uprising of paid propagandists.

We happen to have staried this morning with My, Bok. We
proceeded far enough to find out that Mr. Bok tells us and tells
the country that it is none of our business bow much money
he has spent. He seems to be in the position of Brother
Stephenson, whom we once investigated here for expending too
much woney in his campalgn. He said he just put some money
in the bank and *“told the boys nof to do nothing that was
wrong.” Brother Bok—Iif I msy be permitted to speak of him
in that affectionate way—says he put some money in the bank
and allowed oiher people to draw on it. He does not kuow
how much they have drawn, vut he is certain of only ane thing,
and that is that he Is not golng to tell how much he put there.
I think we have a right to know. and probably hefore we get
through we will be able to find out.

Now with reference to the section of the committee:
have sat all told, I think, about 60 or 70 minutes. We harvdly
ouglt to be criticized for delay up to this time. The commitiee
organized within an hour after it was appointed. ang set the
hearings for the second day after the committee had met. The
commitice intends—I think I can speak for the committee—to
proceed with every matter thut is within the purview of this
resolution. We will investigate the Mellon propaganda. 1
shall be delighied if any of my friends or any of the friends of
the commitiee or anybody else, friend or enemy, will bring us
evidence of the propaganda that is being employed in connec-
tion with the Mellon plan, and alsgo all other prepagaunda.

Mr. ASHURST. Mpr. President, will the Senator yield at
that point?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, IPeexarp in the chalr).
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senntos from
Arizona?

Mr, REED of Missouri. I do.

Mr. ASHURST. I respond to the invitation of the uble
Senator, and read a letter from the Governor of Arizona:

ExEcurive Orrice, Stare llouse,
Phoenip, Aviz., Jonuary 7, 192§,

My DEar Mpr. Asmversr: I am in receipt of a communication from
an employee of the Arisona Eastern Raflroad in Arimowa, submitting
severnl letters received by him and which are adidressed to all of the
agents of that railroad in the State.

- . - - L] L ] -

The letters from the Arizona Kastern te s agents instruct them
to interview warious business men and citizens in thelr communi-
ties-—a list of mames being submitted-—and to urge that these citi-
zens write the Cengressmen and Benators asking- support for the
Mellon plan, and the agents are requested to motify the viee president
and general manager of the railroad that the lerters have becn
written.

It appears that the agents have not been enthusiastic about the
matter, and they have recelved letlers and talegrams dally f{rom
either the president, vice president, general manager, or the superin-
tendent, the latest message reading to the efect that not suficient
futerest iz being taken by agents and insisting that a better showing
be made.

You will, therefore, understand that ecconomie pressure is behig
applied by the railroad to compel the employees to Indorse the Aellon
taxation plan.

I am calling this to your attention for your information and such
action as you may desire to take,

Very truly yours,
Ho~N. HeExey ¥. ASHURST,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D. C.

-If the Senator will permit me, it is wy intention to do justice,
and I desire to corveet an error made in my remarks in the
Senate wherein I said that if-the Mellon plan became a law

We

Gro. W, P. HUNT, Governur.
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Mr. Mellon’s taxes would be reduced $500,000 a year. His taxes
would be decreased, so I am advised, between twenty and thirty
million dollars per year, and I speak, of course, of the Mellon
interests,

Mr., COPELAND. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yleld to the Senator from New York?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield to my friend from New
York: certainly.

Mr. COPELAND. I should be glad if the Senator, in his
investigation, would bear in mind the faet that it is not alone |
interested parties at home who are wrong, but we find some- |

]

times that mistakes creep into Congress itself,

I find in the New York Herald this morning a statement |
madle by Mr. Sxyper, of the House, In which he states that the |
bonus would cost the State of New York $367,000,000. I have I
taken pains to read his statement and find that, in common |
with all men who give eurbstone opinions on the bonus, he is |
not accurate in his statement. He assumes that each soldier |
would be paid $500, on the theory that he served 500 days. As |
a matter of fact, thie average service of the men during the war |
wis less than 300 days. So Mr. Sxyper's figures with reference |
to New York are so wrong that he overestimates the amount |
which would be paid by the State of New York by over $100,-
000.000—a very considerable sum. It seems to me fair that the
attention of the Congress should be called to the fact that many
misstatements and many exaggerated statements regarding the
cost of the bonus are being spread about, and it is right that |
the people of our country should know the facts in the case. |

Mr., REED of Missouri. Mr. President, this is hardly the
time to discuss the merits of the Mellon tax plan. I want to |
suy a word about it; but before I do I want to conclude what |
1 was saying with the assurance that the committee proposes to
proceed to the investigation of the propaganda with reference
to that plan speedily and, we trust, effectively. In like manner
we propose to pursue the twin propaganda which is leveled at |
the soldiers’ bonus. If there should be other matters requiring
attention, we will endeavor to perform our duty.

So far as the Mellon tax plan is concerned, the evidence of |
the propaganda in that respect, and its unfairness, lies all about |
ng, Let me take just a moment to say to the Senate and per-
haps to a part of the country that there never was a more |
unfair propaganda put forth in favor of any measure. To begin |
with, the people are asked whether they want a reduction in |
taxes, and they are led to helieve that this is the only possible |
plan for such a reduction.

(M course, everybody is in favor of reduction of taxes, and it
iz not hard to create an opinion in favor of a bill when the
question is put that way. And it has been put that way. I :
have gone even to moving-picture shows and found the valuable |
time of the moving-picture artist or proprietor consumed in |
putting figures upon the screen to show how much individuals |

|
1
1

woiuld save on their incomes. The way it is put to the people
is that there will be a saving on the smaller incomes, and
nothing is said about the saving on the larger incomes.

What is this Mellon tax plan, stripped naked? We had
Me!lon's real tax plan before us at the last session of Con-
gress,  Experts of the Treasury had been employed and had
been instructed to draw a tax bill which would show a redue-
tion upon all incomes. When we came to examine those ex-
perts we found that while acting under their instructions they
had reduced the taxes on every income in the United States,
the reductions upon incomes of from fifteen or twenty thousand
dollars down amounted to the princely sum of about $10 per
income, and smilingly they admitted that they had made those |
reductions in order that it could be said that there was a re-
duection upon all incomes.

Then we looked for and found the bug under the chip. It
was proposed that the surtaxes upon all large incomes should
be ¢ut from 65 per cent to a flat of 35 per cent, and that the
incomes which would be covered were incomes of $1,000.000
and upward ; that about 12,000 millionaires in the United States
were to be practically the sole beneficiaries of that Mellon
tax plan, and that it would save to them hundreds of millions
of dollars. The Mellon tax plan was a plan to reduce taxes
upon the ultra rich and to leave the burdens substantially as
they were upon the possessors of moderate incomes,

We fought that out upon this floor, and with the help of |
some votes we got from the much-eriticized insurgent hloc on
the Republican side, if it may be so called, we partially defeated
the scheme, and the reductions were from 65 to 30 per cent,
if T remember the figures aceurately, instead of going to 35

per cent; we forced some reductions upon the smaller incomes,
It may be that T am inaceurate in saying that there was no |
reduction on the smaller Incomes except one of $10. I believe

there was one particular class which received a benefit more
substantial, but to all intents and purposes and as generaliza-
tion my original statement stands.

Mr. President, having been defeated in his purpose to take
the taxes off of the very large incomes and leave them upon the
smaller incomes, Mr, Mellon comes back with exactly his
original plan, with this addition, that in order to get a redue-
tion upon the large incomes now he is willing at the same time
to make some reduction upon the smaller incomes,

The Mellon plan is, after all, a plan to benefit chiefly posses-
sors of extremely large incomes. The issue that will be pre-
senfed to the people of this country by this side of the Cham-

| ber—and I hope with the help of some patriotic Senators upon

the other side of the Chamber—is not whether we are going to
have tax reduetion, for we all favor that, but where the redue-
tion will be made. Shall it be made upon the income of the
gentleman who has $60,000 a year income, and from that up to
five or fen million dollars? Shall the cut be prineipally there?
Or shall the cut be made upon the income of the man who has
only three or four or five thousand dollars a year, and from
that up to fifteen or twenty thousand dollars? That will be
the issue—whether the many will be benefited or the few;
whether those least able to pay taxes shall he relieved or those
best able to pay taxes shall escape the just burdens of Govern-
ment ?

Back of that effort of Mr. Mellon, of course, is found every
possessor of a large income, with a few of those rare exceptions
oceagionally noted of men who are willing to help pay the ex-
penses of this Government out of their great wealth, but they
are very few. You can almost count them on the fingers of your
two hands. 1 believe one of them sits in this Chamber, who,
much to his credit, is not trying fo escape surtaxes,

All of the great banks are found’in this movement. It has
been disclosed this morning that the railroads are in the move-
ment; that railroad officers are endeavoring to do something
which, if the statement read by the Senator from Arizona be
accurate, amounts to nothing more or less than attempted co-
ercion of employees. Other similar literature has been called
to our attention. So it seems we are about to repeat, in a sense,
the thing which ocenrred when Mark Hanna conducted a cam-
paign, when men were compelled to march in political proces-
sions wearing yellow badges upon their breasts, and to do that
in order to hold their jobs, although those men were against the
policy represented by those yellow badges,

It appears that wealth, which now seems to have its hands
upon the threat of this country, has become bold enough to dare
to undertake another crusade of coercion of its employees. 1
have seen slips that have gone out from banks calling upon the
customers of the banks to write for the Mellon plan. There are
men going over the United States speaking for it, who, I believe,
are paid for doing so. We have the right to know whether
money, money, money is to be the controlling influence in the
affairs of this Nation.

The same gentlemen who are sending out this propaganda

| are the men who have insisted that a tax shall be levied for

their benefit; that every dollar’s worth of foreign goods that
comes into this country shall be taxed so that they can raise
prices to the American people. A large number of the same
gentlemen are now proposing to take the tax off of the in-
comes they make by virtue of high tariffs, and at the same
time they want to keep in foree a tax which puts its hands into
the pockets of every man and every woman, rich and poor
alike, and enables these men of high income to make a forced
levy upon every purchaser of goods in the United States. -

This administration goes about whining and erying over the
wrongs of the farmer. Perhaps I ought te use milder terms

| about so mild a man as the President of the United States.

1 almost wept when I heard his message on behalf of the
farmers, and the low prices of the farmer. However, 1 could
not forget that the farmer must sell his surplus product upon
the broken market of Europe, and that when he undertakes
to buy a dollar's worth of goods to bring back he is con-
fronted here by an execise officer, who tells him he ean not
bring the goods in without paying anywhere from 30 to 300
per cent tax for importing them. Nor could I forger that the
home manufacturer who had that tax enacted for his benefit
has raised his domestic prices up to the level of the foreign
price, plus that 300 per cent tax, or whatever percentage it
may be, and that the farmer is denied an opportunity of
acquiring his goods at the same Kkind of price at which he
is compelled to sell his products. If you want to help the
farmer, the thing to do is to take thie tax off the things he
has to buy, make it possible for him to buy in the competitive
market, and give to the combinations which control American
markets competition with goods from abroad, so that the
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farmer will not be compelled to buy on a higher level and to
sell on a low level.

The men who complain about high taxes on high incomes,
I repeat, are the men who have insisted, very largely, on a tax
of from 20 to 30 or 40 per cent, to as high as from 300 to 500
per cent being levied for their benefit. Th y put that money
in their pockets; and then say we should not levy a tax upon
any part of their surplus incomes.

Bear in mind that the surtaxes strike only the people who
have the money, who have made it, who have made it daring the
year the tax covers, and who have it in their pockets. If they
have not made great amounts of money, they do not have to
pay large amounts of taxes. All they have to do is to divide a
little with the Government.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spexcer in the chair).
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from
New Mexico?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1 donot know that the Senator's
attention has been called to the last statement issued by Mr.
Mellon on last Saturday, but in that statement he lays down
two principles of economies, that all of the high surtaxes are
ultimately paid by the great masses of the people in the in-
creased prices of their products, and that these high surtaxes
are the cause of the high rates of interest being pald to-day.
He makes this most remarkable statement:

No thoughtful person longer doubts that, Irrespective of his incam'g.
he pays the high surtaxes in the general high price level

The statement of the Secretary of the Treasury is directly
contrary to the one just made by the Senafor from Missouri. I
confess to having given sorhe thought to the economic guestions
surrounding these so<called high surtaxes, and at the conclo-
sion of the morning hour to-morrow, if I may have the attention
of the Senate, I hope to present the views of some other econo-
mists and show that the great Secrei.ry of the Treasury as
to both of the principles which he lays down here shows his
utter ignerance of modern economic thought.

Mr. REED of Missouri. AMr. President, here is a statement
that taxes are passed on. Some taxes are passed on. The
gentlemen whe control these large fortunes attempt to pass
all of them on, but If they were able to pass them all on they
would be the last men in the world who would be putting up
their money for propaganda fo rednce their taxes, |

The next observation I want to make concerns the complaint
about high prices in this country from the high priest of high
prices, for if there ever was a protectionist in the world it
would be Andrew W. Mellon. The protectionist theory ig bot-
tomed on high prices, because the protectionist pretends that
high prices make prosperity and he demands high prices so that
the manufacturers may pay high wages. Yet in the same breath
he complains that prices are made high by virtue of the levy
of taxes which the manufacturer does not have to pay, but
which the consumer has to pay. -

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President——

Mr. REED of Missouri. 1 yield to the Senator from Arizona.

Mr. ASHURST, In other words, Mr. Mellon's argoment is
that if we allow the rich to keep their money and to go un-
taxed they will employ the poor. By a parity of reasoning
Dives ought to be allowed to have a great banquet smd all
the food of the country should be put upon his table because
he will now and then sift down a few crumbs to poor Lazarus,

Mr. REED of Missouri. The protectionists come forward
with another argumént. They say that all of this money made
by the taxes that have been passed on is being pnt into tax-
exempt securities, and hence we must immediately ‘reduce the
taxes on them. Now, if that money was made by these gentle-
men and it is in their “coffers and yet the burden has been
passed to the other people, so much the more reason why they
should pay generously but if it be true that they are putting
their money into tax-exempt securities, what is the alternative
to which we are driven? Shall we do away with tax-exempt
securities, or ig there another remedy so to amend our laws,
and if need be our Constitution, as to reach their property
when it is invested in the so-called tax-exempt securities?
As to the remedy, it is the logical and the sensible thing to
do if what is said be true?

Let me again call attention to the fact that there is a great
deal of moonshine about the proposition of tax-exempt secur-
ities being such a terrible thing to this country. Now, let us
gsee. Let us take the State of Utah—and I speak of 'that
hecanse my friend, the junior Semator from Utah [Mr. Kixgl,
just suggested In an aside that T elaborate that a little—Is, I
will assume, about to borrow $100,000,000 to build good roads

through the State. If it sell its securities tax exempt,
it probably wvill float them at 4 per cent and the people of that
State will pay a tax sufficient to pay the 4 per eent interest,

But if the. securities are not tax exempt they will probably
have to pay 6 per cent, and the people of Utah will be com-
pelled to pay a tax egual to 8 per cent on $100,000,000,
What is true of Utah is true of every other State, and it is
true of our mumicipalities. Thevefore, when we put a tax
upon tax-exempt securities we raise the interest on the tax-
exempt securities and raise the taxes upon the people to pay
that interest.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President—— !

Mr. REED of Missouri, Therefore, so far as that argument
is concerned, while I do not say that it is a complete answer
in favor of tax-exempt securities, I say it is a factor which
does demand weighty consideration.

I yield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Would there not be some return to ihe
city, however, from the fact that the city has to pay a tax
upoen those securities?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not know of any city that does
do it. I am mot arguing the merits of it. I simply say that
is one fact te be considered.

Mr. COPELAND. Does not the city refrain from doing it
becanse they are taxing their securities?

Mr. REED of Missourl, DBut the city is not held down by
the Constitution of the United States except as to Government
bonds. They are at liberty ‘to act as they can act under their
own municipal or State law. However, I am not arguing that
there is no merit in abolishing the tax exemption attached to
such securities out of the exemption. I do say, however, that
there are many facts te be considered which have a bearing
upon it and I have just named one of them.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. May I just snggest another
thought to the very important one which the Senator has men-
tioned? 1If the tax-exempt securities sell at 4 per cent and
nontax-exempt securities would sell at 6 per cent Interest—
and I think the Senator’s figures are relatively fair—the result
wounld be that the purchaser of those securities wonld not in
effect pay any tax upon his investmment, but his tax wonld
amount to the difference in the loss of interest to him, and it
would be paid to the State rather than to the Federal Govern-
ment. BSo that the State would collect at the source in the
sale of its securities a_tax of about 33} per cent. Thus the
Increase in the rate of interest would have to be about 50 per
cent, which would be a saving of about 83} per cent by reason
of the securities being tax exempt and the effect of it is that
through the process of capitalization the purchaser of those
securities would be paying to the State a tax of about 33%
per -cent o

Mr. REED of Misseurl. I am obliged to-the Senator. 1 do
not intend to follow that theme because ‘I only mentioned it
incidentally and the whole subject requires more time than
I can give to its analysis to-day.

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator another question?
If Mr. Mellon’s plan is carried out, the tax-exempt securities
that are now Issued would still be in existence, would they not?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think so. I question whether we
could reach them even by a constitutional amendment.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think there is no question about that,
We could not pass a retroactive law. I wish to ask the Sena-
tor to reserve his final econclusion on that subject, because I
hope to have some opportunity to discnss it, and I believe he
will change his present opinion regarding it. In the cnse of
the people of Ttah, if they have to pay 2 per cent additional
on their bonds, where do they make any gain if we tax those
securities and increase the interest? But I merely say now, as
the Senator dees not want to go into 'it, that I hope he will
reserve his conclusions,

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; I want to conclude in a very
few moments.

1 believe one of the very great impelling causes for this
crusade of propagandists for the Mellon plan is to defeat the
soldiers’ bonus. Why? Because if the taxes are allowed to re-
main and the soldiers’ bonns is provided for, of course it means
that mltimately in some form or other that bonus must be paid
by the people, and of eourse those who possess the larger for-
tunes ought to pay their proportionate part.

In the original Mellon plan the same argument was produced
that is now brought forward, that we could not rednce taxes at
all unless we denied the soldiers the bonus. When it was pro-
posed to Tetain the surtaxes and pay the soldiers’ bonus out of
the surtaxes there were more fits thrown in the very large
centers of money than they had experienced In many years.
These gentlemen are now making a campaign, and I believe
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financing it heavily, against paying the soldiers a bonus. They
do not believe in taxes.

Let us stop a moment and ask what a tax iIs. If the Govern-
ment of the United States takes the money out of my pocket
it is a tax, but if the Government of the United States takes
my property by way of a tax it is equally a tax. Whatever
the Government takes from me and puts into 1ts coffers or Into
its service is in all its essences a tax. One tax against which
we have inveighed in this eountry, and never yet levied, is a
capital tax in the name of a capital tax. We take the income,
but we leave the property. ‘I assert that there was a capital
tax levied on every soldier of the United States. We were in
war. ‘We levied a tax upon incomes. We levied excise taxes
and finally we levied a tax on the soldiers; that is to say, we
took from a few months to a year and a half of the time of
those men. who went to war. We levied upon their eapifal,
upon that part of their Iives, upon their total income for that
time, and it was a tax. It was a levy of a capital tax upon
them.

Here are two men working at the bench, Both of them are
recelving $3 a day, each of them equally liable to military
service because of age and other requisites, The Government
takes Jones away frem his beneh. The Government takes &
year and a half of his time and a year and a half of his earn-
ings and apprepriates them just as much as though he had
these earnings In the bank, and the Government sequestered
his bank aceount and teok the total of those earnings.

Smith, werking beside him, equally liable to military service,
{s not taken. He stays at his beneh. His wages are increased
to eight or ten dollars a day. He enjoys the benefits of the
war, and at the end of the war what is the situation? We have
levied a capital tax on Jones for $1,800 or $2,000, all his total
wiage for that year and a half. We took it all from him, and
now we say that there sheuld be nothing done to equalize the
expenditure and loss that he suffered nor to recompense him
for his ability or for his patriotism, but to recompense him for
the capital tax we unjustly levied upon the entire year and a
half of his earnings.

Here is Jackson, who had a piece of land that was worth
£1,800. The Government wanted Jackson’s land on which to
establish a military eamp. The Government took his land.
Why not say to him * Give your land freely "? But when the
Government took his land it paid him dollar for dollar its value
at the very least. Such is the ease of Jackson. The Govern-
ment levied a eapital tax on him—that is, it took by proeess of
law, which Is the same thing, his land—it paid him back dol-
lar for dollar, if not an excessive price.

Take the ease of Smith who worked at his bench and eontinued
to work, to earn not only his former wages, but to earn in-
creased wages, and he is allowed to keep his money. Jackson
and Smith are both made whole, perhaps better than whole.
But the poor fellow who went to war, in addition to risking his
life, in addition to the heartaches of his family, his sister, and
his wife and his children, if he had any, in addition to the terri-
ble risk, in addition te the awful experiences that he was com-

* pelled to suffer, he must give the entire year and a half, pay that
tax levied out of the eapital of his life; and there are to be found
in this country gentlemen worth their millions, many with their
hundreds of millions, whose mouthpiece and spokesman is
Andrew W. Mellon, direetor in 68 great trusts, banks, and
counting houses, the practieal owner of the aluminunm monopoly,
a man of unlimited wealth, whose wealth was protected, whose
life was protected, whose country’s honor was protected by the
gallant boys who held the erimson line of France, who besieges
Congress saying, “ You must not levy any tax on our surplus
incomes, but must take the whole of this boy’s year and a half
of time and of earnings and make him contribute it.” t

There never was presented to the American people such an
insolent exhibition of cupidity, such a disposition to rob and
plunder for the benefit of the ultrarich. I make no war on
wealth, I have never made war on an honest dollar in my life,
I hold it good that our people have the prospect of great riches
as a prize to whieh they may attain. But when they obtain
those riches, I insist that eut of their abundance they shall
help to defray the expenses of this Government. When we go
to the polls, as we shall next November, we shall find out
whether or not the eounting houses and the elubs and the banks
and the railroad presidents are going to control the opinion of
the people of this eountry. We shall find out whether labor
can be coerced and farmers can be bamboozled and the country
sold in the shambles and markets where dollars are sacred and
meén of but little account.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, this morning the special com-
mittee commenced its investigation of the propeganda back

of the movement for universal peace. I went by the committea
room, and I do not think I have ever seen a committee room
so crowded by people who were curious to see what manner of
man this man Bok is, who now dares to make an effort to
promote peace and to prevent war.

As I looked upon these men and women assembled there—
many of them In sympathy with him and some of them opposed
to the proposition that he has in mind—I thought of the time
when the President of the United States, the Commander in
Chief of the Army and Navy, Mr. Wilson, was promising tha
boys on the battle front in France that the first thing he would
do when war was over would be to use the influence of tha
United States to prevent the recurrence of another such war.
I recalled the promises of the Republican Party in 1920, when
the leaders told the people that the surest way of getting into
some international tribunal for the promotion of peace and the
prevention of war was by the election of the Republican ticket.
I thought of how that party has dallied with the question and
had done nothing whatever to promote peace and prevent war,
but had quietly manipulated a situation which may result in
two wars.

I want to drop this suggestion to the eountry and to seme of
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who are so hos-
tile toward Mr. Bok, who dares fo use his money to promote
peace and prevent the slaughter of our boys in the future as
they have been slaughtered in the recent past, that there may
be a quiet effort going on now to involve us in war with
Mexico just before the mnext election, and if not war with
Mexico in war in the Philippine Islands, and it may be in both.

It is the duty of a Senator to mark the approach of evil of
any kind to his eounfry; not to wait until it comes, but to point
it out when he sees it in the distance. I see signs of an effort
on the part of some of those who have big holdings In Mexico
to involve the United States Army in that eonflict, and I fear
that Republican leaders are looking with favor upon such a pro-
gram. I see similar signs with regard to the Philippine Isiands,
where the son of the Governor General of the Philippine
Islands, by speculation on the Stock Exchange of New York,
has recently accumulated about $1,000,000. Of course, there are
men in New York who own millions of dollars of property in
the Philippine Islands and they would not mind a small war
out there in order to solidify sentiment in the United States back
of the party that would permit them to have their way out there
a little longer. I do not intend to diseuss this question now, but
I will have more to say about it a little later on.

I merely drop this suggestion for the consideration of Senators
on the other side that, in view of the treatment of the American
soldier by the leaders of the Republican Party, ill does it be-
come them at a time like this to seek to embroil this country in
any war. The American people are not in any humor to go
out upon a war of exploitation and conguest. Mexico offers
the finest field for exploitation under the sun, and there are
men In this counfry who think more of gold than they do of
God, who would not mind spilling the blood of our boys along
the border and on the soil of Mexico to carry out their purposes,
and they would not mind invelving us out yonder in the
Philippine Islands. I felt that I ought to say this now, Mr.
President, in order that the people of this country may begin
to think about what may be resorted to this year in order to
elect the Republican ticket one more time.

The Washington Post this morning carries a headline “ Cool-
idge policies have only minority support at the Capitol.” The
Republican Party has been repudiated by the masses of the
people. The power of the purse is being resorted to to-day mere
than it ever has in my time to eontrol the politics of this
country. The large elass of millionalres, to which the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Rzep] has referred, are determining to
use the taxing power to relieve themselves and to unload the
burden upon the masses what they term the uninfluential men
and women In the common walks of life. It is my business and
the business of other Senators here, who took an oath to support
the institutions of this ecountry, to do justice by all the people and
to see to It that those most able to pay taxes shall bear the larger
burden of taxation in this country and that those least able
to pay shall have the smallest part te pay. That is in keeping
with the doctrine lald down by the Master Himself when He
demanded more of the man with 5 talenits than He did of the
man with 2.

Who is it that eomes with this suggestion of tax reduction on
the big taxpayers?

He is one of the three richest men in the world, the leader
in many monopolies and trusts, as the Senator from Missouri
[Mr. Reep] has said, and he owns a monopoly in the aluminunt
business of America. He suggests a plan, and there is such a
hard and fast prepaganda behind it that Congress, eomposcd
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of 435 Members in the House of Representatives and 96 Sena-
tors from the sovereign States of this Union, is told * You must
not dot an ‘i’ or cross a ‘t'; you must swallow it just as it is
labeled by one of the three richest men on the globe.”

Some of us said, “ Let us raise the curtain, loock behind the
screen, and see what is up for consideration.” We hear the
reply, * No, do not look; if you do you will find that the man
who suggests this plan will relieve himself of the payment of
many million dollars of taxes.” 1Is that the motive?

Mr. President, I have seen the time in the courts of this
country when a juror who presented himself for service and
admitted that he was in any way interested in the pending
case would not be permitted to sit in judgment upon it. He
was disqualified and had to stand aside. That order has been
reversed under Republican rule, and now the more interest a
man has in a thing the more readily he is selected to consider
it. I saw Senators in this body whose wealth consisted in
sheep—the woolen industry—voting fo lay a tax upon wool to
enhance the value of their own property and to put a tax upon
the masses who consume the products of wool,

And here is |

the Tariff Commission, sitting in judgment upon tax rates, |

when members of the commission themselves own interests in
the matters under consideration. It was suggested the other
day by one member of the Tariff Commission that, while he
did own an interest in the sugar trust or in the sugar business,
he would retire when the commission came to consider that
particular question. How easy it would be for the man who
owns an interest in sugar to say to the man who owns an inter-
est in wool, * When we come to consider wool you retire. I
will take care of your wool; and when we come fo consider
sugar 1 will retire and you remember my sweetening for me.”
Oh, how easy that would be, Mr. President!

Coming back now to the other proposition—and then I wiil
not detain the Senate longer this morning—history is full of
instances where kings, in order to bolster up their waning for-
tunes, have embroiled their countries in war with foreign
powers in order to bring back the affectionate esteem of the
people to the crowned head. It has been done many a time, and
young men have poured ont their blood upon the battle field for
just such a purpose,

Mr. President, the American people are going to have notice;
- they are getting it from me fto-day. There are signs that
something is wrong with regard to the Philippine Islands and
Mexico. I do not know, but I should like to know what the
Governor General of the Philippines discussed when he
was here recently. He made a visit here, I understand. I
should like to know something about that. It might be well
to investigate his mission; and it would be well to investigate
his son, who, while holding office under his father in the
Philippine Islands, has made a million dollars speculating on
the New York exchange. Money is not made in that way
without somebody up yonder to watch and manipulate the
market. Why were they doing that big favor for this young
man, the son of General Wood? I have been in the public
service at this Capitol nearly 20 years, and I confess with
humiliation that dollar aristocracy has this Government by
the throat to-day as never before.

Rather than give up the use of the taxing power and control
of the money supply of the country, this aristocracy of the
dollar will plunge us into war if necessary to retain control
of the Government.

NORTH POLE FLIGHT OF THE “SHENANDOAH.”

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, a few days ago when, the Shen-
andoah broke loose from her moorings and was saved as if
by a miracle, I ventured to protest against the flight of that
vessel to the North Pole. Since that time, I think on Satur-
day, the Secretary of the Navy, Admiral Moffett, and Com-
mander Bartlett have given certain reasons, as they call them,
why this flight should be carried out. I confess that the rea-
sons they gave appeal to the imagination and I want for just
a moment to pursue them.

It is proposed that this airship shall fly into the great un-
known of the Far North and discover and explore a new
continent and annex a million square miles of territory to

this country's domain. Mr. Denby is to father this move- |

ment. Under such a plan Admiral Moffett would be a new
Columbus and Denby a sort of Ferdinand and Isabella to him.
When they have discovered this new continent, think of the
delightful contest before the Board of Geographic Names in
selecting a name for it! It might be called * Denby’s Do-
main,” or * Moffett’s Land " ; or, being a cold and silent land,
it might even be called the “ Coolidge Country.”

There are also great political possibilities in the discovery
and annexation of a continent like this.

A million square |

miles of new land would offer a means of settlement of the
bonus problem that would not be embarrassing to the Presi-
dent, like being compelled to veto a bonus bill and lhave it
passed over his veto. We could divide this 1,000,000 square
miles of land into 4,000,000 tracts, and give every soldier a
free tract of land, and let him go up there and cut ice and
catch polar bears and shoot ptarmigan and snow rabbits.

That is not all. We are told that there is oil to be discovered
in this new continent; and certainly the oil men would follow
the Navy, in the light of the way that the Navy is now follow-
ing the oil men into Mexico; and I suggest that there would
not be the same danger of breaking the peace with the Iskimos
that there is of breaking the peace with the Mexican people
through the activities of the Navy.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President——

Mr. DILL. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. NEELY. Inasmuch as Mr. Fall has either sold or given
away all the oil the United States Government had, does not
the Senator think that some new oll territory ought to be
acquired by this country?

Mr. DILL. I think that is possibly one of the moving forces
in the mind of the Secretary of the Navy—trying to discover
some new oil resources to take the place of the oil reserves
which have been sold or given away by this Government.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr, President, the Senator will recall that
Secretary Denby himself has been openly and avowedly
charged, time and again, with being a party to the giving away
of the oil in the West. May it not be that Secretary Denby
is imbued with the very high purpose of discovering and ac-
guiring some of this oil around the North Pole so that he can
make the United States good for that which he has given away
to these interests?

Mr. DILL. No doubt the reason suggested by the Senator
is one of the reasons moving Secretary Denby to want to
discover and annex this new continent by flying over it and
taking some * movies” of it.

Then there is another political possibility. This great open
space of country would give an opportunity for Russian propa-
ganda to be carried on, and that would give Mr. Hughes some
additional excuses for further objecting to the recognition of
the Russian Government. I commend that thought to the able
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borax], who is investigating Russian
propaganda.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, has the Senator thought of
this possibility? Secretary Denby, when he discovers the land
and takes charge of it, can appoint ex-Secretary Fall as
Governor General of the new territory.

Mr. DILL. I note in the papers that ex-Secretary Fall is
thinking of traveling somewhére. I think that would make a
nice trip for him. I am sure the committee would not follow

| him up there to get information as they followed him to

Florida.

But, Mr. President, the Secretary of the Navy is thinking not
only of annexing new territory. Like a good naval man, he is
thinking of the defense of his country also and tells us that
unless we go and explore that country by flying over it another
nation will seize it. They tell us that England is about to take
this northern country, and therefore as a matter of self-defense
we must rush the Shenandoah across it this summer and ex-
plore it and annex it. That is a great idea, it seems to me,
for the new labor government of England. Mr. Ramsay Mac-
donald, coming into power to-day, might very easily take con-
trol and might send his dirigible ships up there and solve the
unemployment problem of England. The possibilities of this
land, I say, are indeed unlimited.

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator yield again?

Mr. DILIL. Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator has evidently made a study
of this matter he is discussing with such great interest to all
of us, and I want to know If he has examined into the ques-
tion as to where the money is to come from to enable the Secre-
tary of the Navy and the Secretary of War to discover the
North Pole again? I thought that Doetor Cook and Commodore
Peary had already done that. Why should it be rediscovered
and who is putting up the money for it? Out of what appro-
priations does it come? This expedition must of necessity cost
a great deal of money, I am frank to say that I have not
hitherto served on the Appropriations Committee, but I have
no recollection of any appropriations passed by the Congress
that would authorize this expedition. YWhere is the money to
Out of what appro-

come from? Where are they fo get it?
priation s it to come?

Mr. HARRISON (in his seat). They borrowed it from Bd
MecLean, probably.
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Mr. McKELLAR. Tt has been suggested that it might have
beeen borrowed from Ar. MucLean,

AMr. WALSH of Massachusetts (in his seat), Out of the
income from the Teapot Dome.

Mr. McKELLAR. Or out of the income from the Teapot
Dome., Perhaps in some way we will get something good out
of the Teapot Dome after a whilee But I am interested to
know where the money is to come from. We are supposed to
appropriate year by year for the expenses of the Government,
and each item of appropriation, especially under the Budget
system, must be declared in advance and the money for that
direct appropriation must be forthcoming.

Mr, KING. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. In just a moment. There has been no
direct appropriation for this expedition, and I can not under-
stand how they change the money from one fund to another,
pass it from one purpose to another. I think the Senate and
the House both should look into it and find out how they have
been juggling the money of the Unlted States Treasury in order
to carry out such a proposition as this. I am delighted that
the eloquent and splendid Senator from Washington is investi-
gating the matter, and I hope he will throw further light
upon it.

IJI\Ir‘. KING. If the Senator will yield, I might suggest to the
able Senator from Tennessee that perhaps the money is ob-
tained in the same way the Navy Department has entered into
contracts to expend, and has expended, many millions, more
than £100,000,000, for receptacles for oil and for stations for
oil. The Naval Affairs Committee did not recommend it, Con-
gress did not appropriate the money, and yet the Secretary of
the Navy has made contracts to expend more than $100,000,000,
absolutely in violation of law, in contravention of his duty.
The President of the United States, knowing, as he must know,
of this strange conduet upon the part of the Navy Department,
ought, it seems to me, immediately eall for a cancellation of
the contract which was made and for a restoration to the
Government of oil lands of which it has been deprived, and
ghould compel the immediate cessation of the expenditure of
more than $100,000,000.

AMr. DILL. Mr. President, I appreciate the suggestions of
the able Senators. I have just one more possibility to suggest
growing out of this contemplated flight over the North Iole,
and that is that since the Secretary of the Navy, in the in-
terest of national defense, is to discover, explore, chart, and
annex this land, we should all be prepared to have poured upon
us the propaganda of all these patriotie organizations whieh
are always behind any defense proposition. The National De-
fense League, the Navy League, the National Security League,
the National Chamber of Commerce, the Manufacturers’ Asso-
eiation, and even the Bok Peace Committee are likely to get
busy now. I should think they would, and I think the select
committee just appointed to investigate propaganda might well
watch them to see where the money comes from, if they attempt
to stampede the country into a North Pole flight.

Mr. President, 1 have spoken thus in order to call attention
to the silly and ridiculous position into which the Secretary of
the Navy is forced when he attempts to defend this foolhardy
and suleide-inviting trip that is proposed over the North Pole.
The argument that it is being made for the purpose of exploring
that country, flying across it, in view of only a 50 or 100 mile
strip at most, and thereby claiming to explore a million square
miles, is not worthy of an eighth-grade rchoolboy, much less a
man in high position. The other argument, that it is a matter
of self-defense, is the purest, unadulterated * bunk.”

Mr. McKELLAR. Does it not seem strange to the Senator
that this administration, which has vigorously and actively
opposed adjusted compensation to the soldiers, who received
only 30 cents a day during the war, should have enough money
to be frittering it away—wasting it—on such foolhardy expedi-
tions as this?

Mr. DILT.. Yes; and I remind Senators and the Senate and
the country that the testimony was that it will cost nearly a
quarter of a million dollars to carry off this flight, to say
nothing of the loss of this ship, whatever value it may have to
the Government. ;

Mr. McKELLAR. It will cost the Government over a million
dollars, and maybe several million dollars, before it is over,
if it is persisted in, without any possibility of a return. It is
a willful waste of the people’s money.

Mr. DILL. When a dirigible can not stand a 72-mile gale,
attached, as it was, by all of the modern methods of attaching
a great dirigible to a mast, what will happen to it when it
gets into a 95 or a 100 mile gale over those Arctic lands, over a
thousand miles from any civilized country? I am told that had
it not been for the broadcasting stations along the Atlantic

coast the captain of that dirigible would not have been abla
to bring it back into its hangar, as he was able to do.

Why do the Secretary of the Navy and his supporters and
his subordinates not tell the real reason for proposing this
flight? There is only one reason, and that is to advertise tha
Navy service in the hope of stimulating recruiting. That Is all
there is to It, and if they have been driven to such a status
that they can not make the Navy attractive in_ any other way
they had better resign and let somebody take charge of that
department who can make it so.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yield again, may it
not also be the case that the Secretary of the Navy, realizing
the impossible position in which he is placed by his giving away
of the naval oil reserves to big interests, wants to organize
gome kind of an expedition of this sort in order to take the
public mind off of the Teapot Dome and concentrate it on the
North Pole?

Mr. DILL, I think the Senator's idea is a

very natural con-
clusion to make. . r

SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, some days ago tha
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge] delivered a
speech in the Senate Chamber on the subject of the recogni-
tion of the Russian Government. In the course of his speech
he had prinied, I am very certain without delivery upon the
floor, a criticism of a book written by Professor Ross of the
Wisconsin State University, in which it was charged by Pro-
fessor Ross that antisoviet Russians were employed in tha
State Department. £

I listened, I think, to every word of the delivery of th
Senator’s speech, and had such criticism of Professor Ross
been made by the Senafor on the floor, I would have noticed
it, and would have made some response to it at the time; but
it was printed as a part of his speech, though I am very cer-
tain not delivered on the floor.

Since that fime there has come into my possession an inter-
view with Professor Ross published in the Madison, Wis., Daily
Capital Times. T have clipped out that interview, and in
Justice to Professor Ross, as it is not very long, I ask to have
the Secretary read it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frazrer in the chair).
there is no objection, the Secretary will read as requested.

The reading clerk read as follows:

ANTISOVIET RUSSIANS EMPLOYED IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT.

(Statement by Prof, H. A. Ross, of the University of Wisconsin, on
January 8, 1924.)

In a statement i{ssued to-day in reply to the Department of State at
Washington, Prof. E. A. Ross, of the University of Wisconsin, stands
pat on the statement in his book that in 1919 the division of Russian
affalrs was ‘“a nest of anti-Bolsheviks connected with the Russian
arlstocracy.”

Professor Ross tells of a Russian princess who was made the confi-

dential filing clerk at Washington of the Russian affairs of the State
Department. Professor Ross's statement follows :
* “ On pages 103 and 104 of my Russian Soviet Republie, after bring-
ing out certain insincerities of our State Department in 1919, T say 3
“The fact is that after President Wilson fell sick the American State
Department exhibited a mallgnancy and hypoerisy respecting Soviet
Russia which i8 very unrepresentative of the American people. This
appears to have been dme to the fact that the divislon of Russian
affairs became a nest of anti-Bolsheviks who by birth or by marriage
were connected with the expropriated Russian aristocracy.’

“ Yesterday's outgiving from the State Department, giving the pres-

ent personnel of the Russian division, is not exactly a refutation of my
contention.
_“1 shall not give here what insiders have told me regarding the
Czarist Russians and American husbands of Russian titled women who
have from time to time been on the staff of the Russian division and
had a hand In molding our state papers relating to Soviet Russia. I
am In hopes that the revelations of my book may be instrumental In
bringing about a congressional investigation of the personnel of the
Russian division for the past slx years. 1 will content myself with
just one sample of the way we Americans have been served by this
division:

“In the spring of 1918 Trotskl proposed to Colonel Robbins, who was
the link between Ambassador Francis and the Soviet Government, that
if a commission appointed by our Government would superintend the
ronning of the Russian rallways he wonld allow it to move out of the
way of German advance the vast supplies of cannon and ammunition
abandoned by the Russian Army. Ambassador Francls begged our
State Department to accept this offer. It was ignored. Bo the Ger-
mans got all these munitions and used some of them on our boys In
France. On page 46 of my book I say:

1t
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“4The State Department, influenced by Bakhmeteff, sent as ambas-
gador to America by Mliliuokev and still treated as representative of a
government, and by its consul general in Moscow, who by marriage and
associations was closely afliliated with the Russian nobllity and whose
wife had lost an estate of 12,000 acres by the Bolshevik overturn,
jgnored the judgment of Francis and Robbins and stupidly withheld
from Soviet Russia its railway experts.’

“ Now mark the sequel:

“This consul general died, and his widow, a former princess who
would naturally feel the most intense hatred of the Soviet Government,
which had taken her estate and humbled her caste, was brought to
Washington and made confidential filing clerk of the Russian division
of the State Department. Think of it. Documents on which hang the
relations of nations, reports of the supremest importance and secrecy
passing through the hands of a forelgner hound by nearly every human
tle to a dispossessed aristocracy! As descendant of a stock which has
been in this country 200 years I protest that this {s no way to give
the American people a square deal”

AMESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ChafTee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
82) extending the time during which certain domestic animals
which have crossed the boundary line into foreign countries
may be returned duty free, requested a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
that Mr. Hawrey, Mr. TREADWAY, and Mr. GarNer of Texas
were appeinted managers on the part of the House at the con-
ference.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Pills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
congent, the second time, and referred as follows:

Dy Mr. UNDERWOOD. :

A bill (8. 2091) to pay to Jere Austill fees earned as United
States commissioner; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HARRISON:

A bill (8. 2092) to amend section 300 of the war risk insur-
ance act; to the Committee on Finance. :

By Mr. CAMERON :

A bill (8. 2093) to place Maj. Gen. Hunter Liggett, Maj. Gen.
Joseph T. Dickman, and Maj. Gen. Henry T. Allen, retired by
operation of law, and Maj. Gen. Robert L. Bullard, upon retire-
ment by operation of law, on the retired list of the Army as
lieutenant generals, without additional pay or allowances; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JONES of Washington:

A bill (8. 2094) transferring to the State of Washington cer-
tain lands for park purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys.

A bill (8. 2095) to authorize the construction of a bridge over
the Columbia River at a point near Vantage, In the county of
Kittitas, State of Washington, to a point on the opposite or
easterly shore in Grant County, Wash.; to the Committee on
Commerce.

A bill (8. 2096) granting a pension to Maria M. Berlew (with
accompanying papers) ; and '

A bill (8. 2097) granting an increase of pension to Patrick
Hennessy (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. FERNALD:

A Dbill (8. 2098) to refund to John B. Keating customs
tax erroneously and illegally collected; te the Committee on

fms.

A bill (8. 2099) granting an increase of pension to Aurelia
H. Gibson; to the Committee on Penslons.

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD:

A bill (8. 2100) authorizing the sale of the United States
Veterans' Bureau Hospital -at Corpus Christi, Tex.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Br. Mr. FERRIS:

A bill (8. 2101) granting a pension to Nancy A. Southwell
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Penslons.

By Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 2102) granting a pension to Fred Rife (wlith an
accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 2103) granting a pension to Willlam Gossett
(with an accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 2104) granting an Increase of pension to Anna
. White (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. BURSUM:

A bill (8. 2105) to provide for the remodeling and enlarge-
ment of the United States courthouse building at Santa Fe,
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SMOOT:

A bill (8. 2106) directing the remlssion of customs dutles
on cerfain War Department property; to the Committee on
Finance.

A bill (8. 2107) for the relief of the Guonison-Mayfield
Land & Grazing Co.; to the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys,

By Mr. SHIELDS:

A Dbill (8. 2108) to grant the consent of Congress to the
Southern Railway Co. to maintain a bridge across the Tennes-
see River at Knoxville, in the county of Knox, State of
Tennessee; fo the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. BALL:

A bill (8. 2109) to provide for the erection of a memorial
armory in the District of Columbia to those who served in the
military or naval forces of the United States during times
of war; and

A bill (8. 2110) to create and establish a commission, as
an independent establishment of the Federal Government, to
regulate rents in the Distriet of Columbia; to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. BAYARD:

A bill (8. 2114) granting a pension to Leon F. Crowley ; to the
Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HARRELD

A bill (8. 2115) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any
claims which the Cherokee Indians may have against the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

By Mr. HARRELD (by request) :

A bill (S. 2116) authorizing the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims;

A bill (8. 2117) conferring jurlsdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate claims which
the Creek Indians may have against the United States, and for
other purposes; and

A bill (8. 2118) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate claims which
fhe Seminole Indians may have against the United States, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. OVERMAN ;

A bill (8. 2119) to amend section 97 of an act entitled “An
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
judiciary ” (act of March 8, 1911; 86 Stat. 1087) ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WARREN :

A bill (8. 2120) to increase the limit of cost of the public
building at Buffalo, Wyo.; and

A bill (8. 2121) to increase the limit of cost of the publie
building at Cody, Wyo.; to the Commitiee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. JONES of Washington:

A bill (S, 2122) to create a Pribilof Islands fund and to pro-
vide for the disposition of surplus revenue from the Pribilof
Islands, Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce,

By Mr. COPELAND:

A bill (8. 2123) granting a pension to Eliza H. Lockwood ; to
the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 2124) for the relief of Perley Morse & Co.;

o A géu (8. 2125) for the relief of the owner of the steam tug

0. 26;

A Dbill (8. 2126) for the relief of all owners of cargo aboard
the American steamship Almirante at the time of her collision
with the U. 8. 8. Hisko;

A bill (8. 2127) for the relief of George W. Trowbridge;

A bill (8. 2128) for the relief of the owner of the steamship
British Isles;

A bill (8. 2129) for the relief of R. H. Macy & Co.;

A bill (8. 2130) for the relief of the owner of the ferryboat
New York; and

A bill (8. 2131) for the allowance of certain claims for extra
labor above the legal day of eight hours at certain navy yards
certified by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I inguire whether the blll for
compensation of employees at navy yards ought not to go to the
Committee on Naval Affairs? -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the last session the same
bill went to the Committee on Claims,

Mr, KING. I think it ought to go to the Committee on
Naval Affairs, and I move that it be referred to that committee,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, we should know
something about the terms of the bill before determining that
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question. If it is a claim bill, T should think that it would
properly go to the Claims Comioitiee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr will say to the
Senator from Utali that the bill provides for a number of claims
which have already been before the Committee on Clalms, and
which have been found by the Court of Claims, This bill is
pursuant to the findings of the Court of Claims, and for the
purpose of carrying them out, At the last session a similar
bill went to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. KING. Then it does not involve an Investigation as to
the validity of the claims?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. KING. It is merely to make recommendations to carry
out an order cr decree of the court?

The PRESIDING OFFLOER, Such is the opinion of the
Chair.

Mr. KING. Then I have no objection to its going to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 2188) to correct the status of certain commissioned
officers of the Navy appointed thereto pursuant to the provi-
gions of the act of Congress approved June 4, 1920; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 2134) for the relief of L. 8. Boyer;

A bill (8. 2135) for the relief of J. H. Orr; and

A bill (8. 2186) for the relief of Arthur A. Smith; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EDGE : :

A bill (8. 2137) fixing the grade upon retirement of certain
officers who served in the war with 8pain, the Philippine insur-
rection, or the Boxer rebellion, and the war against Germany ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 2188) for the relief of First Lieut. Harry L.
Rogers, jr.; and

A bill (8. 2139) for the relief of Bertha N. Rich Reisinger;
to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 2140) for the velief of the Polish-American Navi-
gation Corporation; and

A bill (8. 2141) granting pensions to certain members of the
former Life Saving Service; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A bill (8. 2142) granting a pension to Jolin J. Holmes (with
gecompanying papers)

A hill (8. 2143) granting a pension to William J. Malioney
(with an accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 2144) granting a pension to John H, Burnacle (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE:

A bill (8. 2145) for the relief of George C. Mansfleld Co.
and George D. Mansfield; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NORRIS:

A bill (8. 2146) to amend section 84 of the Penal Code of the
United States;

A bill (8. 2147) to complete the construction of the Willow
Creek Ranger Station, Mont. ;

A bill (8. 2148) to empower certain officers, agenis, or
employees of the Department of Agriculture to administer and
take oaths, affirmations, and affidavits in certain cases;

A bill (8. 2149) to facilitate and simplify the work of the
Forest Service, United States Department of Agriculture, and
to promote reforestation ;

A bill (8. 2150) to authorize arrests by officers and employees
of the Department of Agriculture in certain cases and to amend
section 62 of the act of March 4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify,
revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States;

A Dbill (8. 2151) to increase the subsistence and per diem
allowances of certain officers and employees of the Department
of Agriculture;

A bill (8. 2152) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to
issue licenses for the preparation for sale and transportation
in interstate and foreign commerce of viruses, serums, toxins,
and analogous products for use in the treatment of domestic
animals, and to repeal so much of the act of March 4, 1023, as
relates to such produects; and

A bill (8. 2153) to amend an act entitled *An act for pre-
venting the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi-
cines, and liguors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for
other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906 (84 Stat. 768), so as
to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to define and fix
gtandards for articles of food, and for other purposes,

Mr. NORRIS. Al these bills were prepared and are intro-
duced at the suggestion and request of the Agricultural De-
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partment. They all pertain to either forestry or some other
activity within that department. I move that they he referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

The motion was agreed to.

By Mr. BURSUM :

A bill (8. 2154) to amend the act of September 22, 1922,
entitled “An act to provide for the applicability of the pension
laws to certain classes of persens in the military and naval
services not entitled to the benefits of Article ITT of the war
risk insurance act as amended "; to the Committee on Pensions,

COTTON REPORTS AND STATISTICS.

By Mr, HARRIS:

A bill (8. 2112) authorizing the Department of Agriculture
to issue semimonthly cotton-crop reports and providing for
their publication simultaneously with the ginning reports of
the Department of Commerce; and

A bill (8. 2113) to amend the act entitle “An act authoriz-
ing the Director of the Census to collect and publish statistics
of cotton,” approved July 22, 1812; to the Commiftee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

Mr. HARRIS. T ask that the bills just Introduced by me rela-
tive to cotton reports and statistics may be printed in the Recorn.

There belng no objection, the bills were ordered to be printed
in the Recomp, as follows:

A bill (8. 2112) authorizing the Department of Agriculture to issua
gemimonthly cotton-crop reports and providing for their publication
simultaneously with the ginning reports of the Department of
Commerce,

Be it enacted, etc,, That hercafter the Becretary of Agricalture
ehall discontinue acreage reports based upon farmers' intention to
plant cotton and shall cause to be issued between July 1 and De-
cember 1 semimonthly reports as to the condition, progress, and
probable produetion of coiton. No such report ghall be approved and
released by the Secretary of Agriculture until it shall have been
passed upon by a cotton-crop reporting committee or board consisting
of five members or more to be designated by bim, not less than three
of which shall be supervisory ficld statisticians of the Department of
Agriculture located in different sections of the cotton-growing States,
experlenced in estimating eotton produoction and who have first-hand
knowledge of the condition of the cotton erop based on recent field
observations, and a majority of which committee or board shall be
familiar with the methods and practices of producing cotton.

Provided, That the foregoing reports as of the following dates,
August 1, August 16, SBeptember 1, Heptember 18, October 1, October
18, November 1, November 14, and December 1, shall be released
gimultaneously with the cotton-ginning reports of the Bureau of the
Census relating to the same dates, the two reports to be issued
from the same place at 11 a, m. of the eighth day following that to
which the respective reports relate. When such date of release falla
on Sunday or a legal holiday, the report shall be issued at 11 a. m.
ot the next succeeding workday.

Sec. 2. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions
of this Act are hereby repealed to the extent of such Inconsistency.

A bill (8. 2113) to amend the act entitled “An act authorizing the
Director of the Census to collect and publish statlstles of cotton,”
approved July 22, 1912,

Be it enacted, eto., That the Director of the Census be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to collect and publish statistics concern-
ing the amount of cotton ginned; the quantity of raw cotton consumed
in manufacturing establishments of every character; the quantity of
baled cotton on hand; the number of active consuming cotton spindles ;
the number of active spindle hours; and the guanfity of cotton im-
ported and exported, with the country of origin and destination.

SeC. 2, That the statistics of the quantity of cotton ginned ghall
show the guantity ginned from each crop prior to August 1, August 16,
Beptember 1, September 16, October 1, October 18, November 1, Novem-
ber 14, December 1, December 13, January 10, and March 1: Pro-
vided, That the Director of the Census may limit the canvasses of August
1 and August 168 to those sgections of the cotton-growlng States in which
cotton has been ginned. The quantity of cotton consumed fn manu-
facturing establishments, the gquantity of baled cotton on hand, the
number of active consuming cotton spindles, the number of active
spindle hours, and the statistics of cotton imported and exported shall
relate to each calendar month and shall be published as sonn as pos-
slble after the close of the month. Each report published by the Bureaun
of the Census of the quantity of cotton ginned shall carry with it the
latest available statistics concerning the guantity of cotton consumed,
stocks of baled cotton on hand, the number of cotton-consuming spindles,
and the quantity of cotton hmported and exported. All of these pub-
lications containing statisties of cotton shall be mailed by the Director
of the Census to all cotton ginners, cotton manufacturers, and cotton
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warehousemen, aml to all daily newspapers througheut the United
Btates. The Director of the Census shall furnish te the Department of

Agriculture, immediately prior to the publication of each report of |

that bureau regarding the cotton crop, the latest available statistics

hereinbefore mentjoned, and the said Department of Agricultnre shall

publish the same in connection with each of 1ts reports concerning
cotton,

Sgc, 8. That the Information furnished by any individual establish-
ment nnder the previsions of this act shall be considered as strictly
econfidential and shall be musad only for the statistical purpose for which
it is supplied. Any employee of the Bureau of the Census who, without
the written authority of the Dirvector of the Census, shall publish or
communicate any information given into his possession by reason of his
employment under the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a mis-
demeanor and shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not less than $300
or more than §1,000 or imprisoned for a period of not exceeding one
year, or both so fined and imprisoned, at the discretion of the court.

Sec, 4. That it shall be the duty of every owner, president, treasuter,
eecretary, director, or other officer or agent of any cotton ginnery,
manufacturing establishment, warehouse, or other place where cotton is
ginned, manufactured, or stored, whether conducted as a corporation,
firm, limited partnership, or by miividuals, when requested by the
Director of the Census or by any special agent or other employee of the
Buresu of the Census, acting under the instructions of said director, to
furnish completely and correctly, to the best of his knowledge, all of
the Information concerning the gquantity of cotton ginned, consumed,
or on hand, and the number of cotton-consuming spindles and active
gpindle hours.

The request of the Director of the Census for information eoncern-

ing the quantity of cotton ginned or comsumed, stocks of cotton on
hand, and number of spindles may be made in writing or by a visit-
ing representative, and If made in writing shall be forwarded by
registered mail, and the registry receipt of the Post Office Department
ghall be accepted as evidence of such demand. Any owner, president,
trensurer, secretary, director, or other efficer or agent of any cotton
ginnery, manufacturing establishment, warehonse, or other place where
cotton is ginned or stored who, under the conditions hereinbefore stated,
ghall refuse or willfully neglect to furnish any of the informsation herein
provided for or shall willfully give answers that are false shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not
Jess than $300 or more than $1,000 er imprisoned for a period of not
excecding one year, or both go fined and lmprisoned, at the discretion of
the court.
. Bec. 6. That in addition to the information regarding cotton in the
Tnited States hereinbefore provided for the Director of the Census
ghall compile, by correspondence or the use of published reports and
documents, any available information concerning the production, eon-
sumption, and stocks of cotton in foreign countries and the number of
cotton-consuming spindles in such countries. Each report published
by the Bureau of the Census regarding cotton shall contain an abstract
of the latest avallable information obtained under the provisions of
this section, and the Director of the Census ghall furnish the same
to the Department of Agriculture for publication in connection with
the reports of that department concerning cotton in the same manner
as In the case of statisties relating to the United States.

Bec. 6. That the reports of cotton ginned to the dates as of which
the Department of Agriculture is also required to {issue cotton-crop
reports shall be issned gimultaneously with the cotton-crop reports of
that department, the two reporis to be issued from the same place at
11 a. m. on the eighth day following that to which the respective Te-
ports relate. When such date of release falls on Sunday or a legal
holiday, the reports shall be issued at 11 a. m. on the next succeeding
workday. .

Smc. 7. That the aet of Congress authorizing the Director of the
Census to caellect and publish statistics of cotton, approved July 22,
1912, and all other laws and parts of laws incousistent with the pro-
visions of this act are hereby repealed.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Presidgat, there has been a great deal of
complaint on the part of the cetton producers and manufac-
turers on account of the crep estimates issued by the De-
partment ef Agriculture as to the amount of eotton planted
and the number of bales to be ginned. There has been a
lack of coordination between the Department of Agriculture
and the Bureau of the Census, which publishes statistics at
different times as to the mumber of bales of cotton ginned.
There has been no eriticism of the statistics issued by the
Census Bureau—they get accurate reports from the eotton
ginners as to the mumber of bales actnally ginned. T is
utterly impessible for the Agrieultural Department's estimates
to be acenrate, and while there Is me criticism whatever of
those in charge of this werk, Doctor Taylor and his assistants,
they agree with Senators and Representatives from the cot-
tom States, whe are specially interested in these reports, that
certain changes we are urging will greatly add te the aecn-
racy of the crop estimates as to amount of cotton to be planted

and ginned. The bills T bave introduced will, we believe,
greatly enhance the value of these reports. 1If they become
a law, the Agricultural Department will issue statements of
cotton-crop estimates twice each month beginning August
1, about twice the number of reperts heretofore issued, snd
at the same time the Census Bureau issues its reports, which
also are to be more frequenf. We also prohibit any crop-
egtimate reports based on the intention of the farmers to
plant, as has been done in the past. We have made many
other chunges which will be helpful to the cotton producers
and those interested in the cotton trade, and we have also
tried to prevent so much speculntion by those who gamble in
cotton futures on the exchmnges, which I hepe to see pre-
vented by law, as it hurts the man who produces the cotton
by hard work, and allows the cotton gambler to so manipu-
late the markef as to run cotton up or down at will. I in-
troduced measures in the Senate, which were passed the last
session of Congress, providing practically for what we .are
now attempting the remedy, but the Republican leaders of the
House would not allow them to be considered by that body.
When Congress met in December, most of the Hounse Mem-
bers and severzl Senators from the cotton-growing States
met and recommended certain changes in the law as to cotton-
acreage reports of the Agricultural Deparfment and the sta-
tistics of cotton actually ginned, issued by the Census Bureau.
At this meeting of Southern Senators and Representatives a
committee was appointed to draft bills to bring about these
changes. Congressmen RANKIN, of Mississippi, Ouiver, of Ala-
bama, Winao, of Arkansas, and Swawk, of Oklahoma, wers
named from the House and I was named from the Senate.
We unanimously agreed on these measures I have introduced,
which I ask to be sent to the Committee on Agriculture. I
also ask unamimous consent that these bills be printed in
foll in the Record so that others interested may see what we
recommend,

PROPOSED EXPERIMENT IN RURAL MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. HARRIS. T introduce a bill relative to a proposed ex-
periment in the roral mail service.

The bill (8. 2111) authorizing the Postmaster General to con-
duct an experiment in the rural mail service, and for other
purposes, was read twice by ifts title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, :

Mr. HARRIS. My, President, the bill which T introduce now
calls for experiments of a plan on not more than 50 rural
routes in different localities for one year from the time the law
is passed to send small shipments of farm products by rural
mail route to any consumer or vendor on the route or to the
town where the route originates. The rates would be reduced
from the regnlar parcel-post rates and the mail carrier wonld
receive a commission as additional compensation for handiing
this business, under regulations announced by the Postmaster
General. A rveport te Congress at the next regular session is
required on the results of the experiment, which will not require
any appropriation or additiensal expense by the Gevernment and
will bring in some revenue.

This measure i intended to help the farmers sell small
amounts of vegetableg, butter, poultry, dairy, and farm products
in small quantities, much of which is thrown away and not
sold becaunse aof the expense it would be to a farmer If he had
to leave his work and go several miles to town—the loss of
time and expense would take all of the profit. This plan will
also help reduce the cost of living for the people living in towns
and cities and be a great convenience to them.

I have several times econferred with the Post Office Depart-
ment officials in regard to this measure and they have shown
great interest and they believe there is merit in it.

I ask unanimous consent that the bill be printed in full in
the Recorp and that the letter I present be printed.

There being no objection, the bill and letter were ordered to
be printed in the REcorp, as fellows:

Be it enacted, cte.,, That daring the 12 months next succeeding the
approval of this act the Postmaster Genernl be, and he I8 lereby,
authorized to conduct experiments in the operation of not more than
50 rural routes, in localities to be selected by him; said experiments
shall be designed primarfly to develop and to encourage fhe transpor-
tation of food products directly from producers to consomers or
vendors, and, if the Postmaster General sghall deem ft meeessary or
advisable during the progress of said experiments, he is bereby au-
thorized, in his discretion, on such number or all of sald routes as he
may desire, to redice to such an extent as he may deem advisable the
rate of postage om food products mailed directly on such reates for
delivery at the post offices from which such routes start. and to allow
the rural carriers thereon a commission on fhe postage so received at
such rate as the Postmaster General may prescribe, wbich commission
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ghall be tn addition to the carriers’ regular salaries. The amounts due
the carriers for commissions shall be determined under rules and regu-
lations to be preseribed by the Postmaster General, and when so de-
termined and properly certified to the Comptroller General shall be
payable monthly by warrant directly from the appropriation for Rural
Delivery Service, and the amount so pald shall in no case exceed the
actual amount of revenue derived from this experimental service.

A report on the progress of this experiment shall be made to Con-
gress at the next regnlar sesslon.

UsiTep STaTES PosT OFFICE,
Cuthbert, Ga., Januwary 18, 192§,
Hon, WiLLiAsm J., HARRIS,
Waghington, D. 0.

Drear SExaTor Harmris: 1 read in yesterday's Macon Telegraph of
your appearance before the Post Office Committee in support of your
bill to reduce parcel-post rates on farm products from farms on the
routes to town. The Randelph County Ad Club has put on & move-
ment to enconrage diversified farming, and this bill if it becomes a
law will aid them materially in putting it over. I would appreciate
it very much if you would either send me a copy of the bill or give
me a general outline of it. I am a member of the executive com-
mittee of the club and want to bring it before them. I also figure
that it will materiully increase the receipts of the post office, and
we expect to give it all the publicity possible through that source.

With kindest regards, [ am,

H. J. KxowLEs, Postimaster,

LANDS SOUTH OF MAIN CHANNEL, RED RIVER, OKLA.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I introduce a bill to re-
peal an act entitled * An act to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to issue to certain persons and certain corporations
permits to explore, or leases of, certain lands that lie south of
the medial line of the main channel of Red River in Oklahoma,
and for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1923. I ask that
the bill be printed in the Rrcorp, together with a communica-
tion on this subject from the Department of Justice to Presi-
dent Harding, dated March 3, 1923. I may say that it is proba-
ble that the President did not have time to consider this opin-
ion or report from the Department of Justice before signing
this bill. It was passed in the closing hours of the last session;
but I think it important to have the letter published in the
Recorp along with the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spexcer in the c¢hair),
Without objection, it will be so ordered.

A bill (8. 2132) to repeal an aet entitled * An act to author-
ize the Secretary of the Interior to issue fo certain persons
and certain corporations permits to explorve, or leases of, cer-
tain lands that lie south of the medial line of the main ¢hannel
of Ited River, in Oklahoma, and for other purposes,” approved
March 4, 1923, was read twice by its title; referred to the Com-
mitiee on Public Lands and Surveys, and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That “an act entitled “ An act to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to issue to certain persons and certain cor-
porations permits to explore, or leases of, eertain lands that lie south
of the medial line of the main channel of Red River, in Oklahoma. and
for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1923, be, amd the same is
hereby, repealed.

The letter referred to by Mr, FrercHER Is as follows:
ProrestT BEFORE HARDING.

In a letier to President Harding March 3, 1923, the Department of
Justice wrote:

* With reference to 8. 4197, which I have examined to-day, I have
the honor to advise that it is objectionable on the following grounds:

“ First. The lands in guestion were claimed by the States of Texas
and Oklahoma. Those who went on such lands knew of these moto-
riously conflicting clalms, and It therefore can mot be said that they
developed oil wells on such lands in the good faith which this bill
recites in its first seetion.

“ Second. When the receiver who now holds these lands, and who
was appointed by the court, took possession, six wells had been sunk.
Under his administration several other wells were completed and
10 new wells were sunk. He holds approximately $2,500,000 which
the Supreme Court had adindicated as the money of the United States.

“This bill permits the Heeretary of the Interior to pay 873 per cent
of this amount to the defeated claimants, but such does not appear
on the face of the bill,

RIGHT TO ACCOUNTING UFPHELD.

“Third. The United States under the recent decision of the Supreme
Court has a right to an accounting for the valuec of the oil produced
by tke defeated claimants or others previous to the appointment of

the receiver. This bill directs the Secretary of the Interlor to bring
suits for such accounting, and out of any sum collected by him de-
duct one-eighth for the United States and turn the balance over, after
expenses, fo the persons awarded the leages or permits under this act,

“ Fourth. The property is now In the hands of the receiver, an offi-
cer of the Supreme Court of the United States, which has full and
complete power to administer any fund In the hands of the recelver
in accordance with equitable principles, and this bill contains pro-
visions which may seriously interfere with the ordinary administration
of the fund in the hands of the recelver.

ALL HAD DAY IN COURT,

" In conclusion, permit me to state that in my opinion a most ob-
Jectionable feature of this bill is that it contemplates depriving the
United States of the results of litigation determined by the Supreme
Court of the United States, in which every clalmant had his day in
court, after three years of bitterly fought 1ltigation between the
United States, the States of Texas and Oklahoma, and the individuals
and corporations interested.”

INVESTIGATION OF HOUSING CONDITIONS.

Mr. COPELAND. I introduce a Joint resolution, which I
ask to have read and referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
read.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 65) establishing a committee
to investigate the housing conditions in the United States and
the effect of such conditions upon the existing rentals in its
relation fo the high cost of living, was read the first time by
its title, and the second time at length, as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That a joint committee be established, consisting of
three Senators, to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and
three Members of the House of HRepresentatives, to be appointed by
the Speaker. Vacancies occeurring in the membership of the com-
mittee shall be filled in the same manuer as the original appointments.

Bec, 2. The joint committee Is authorized to Investigate and ascer-
tain all housing and apartment-house conditions, the caunses for the
lack of construction of new dwellings and apartments for rent, and the
causes for the continuous increase of rentals charged to tenants in
dwelling places and apartments, and to formulate such legislative pro-
graim as the committee may deem practical and effective to relieve the
present conditions and prevent the exactlon of excessive rentals from
tenants.

Bec. 8. The committee is authorized to sit during the sessions or
recesses of Congress, to conduct hearings at Washington or at any
other places in the United States, to send for persons, books, or papers,
to take testimony, to adminigter oaths, and to employ experts deemed
necessary by such committee, a clerk, and a stenographer to report
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which
may be before said committee. The expenses of the committee shall be
paid out of the contingent funds of the Semate and the House of
Representatives in equal shares,

Sec. 4. The committee shall from time to time report to both the
SBenate and the House of Representatives the results of its inquiries,
together with its recommendations, and may prepare and submit bills
or resolutions embodying such recommendations, and the final report of
sald committee shall be submitted not later than the beginning of the
second session of the Bixty-eighth Congress.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
referred to the Committee on Edueation and Labor,

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, it seems to me the joint
resplution ought to go first to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent HExpenses of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will still
have to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate after the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor report on it before it can he passed.

AMENDMENT OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PHIPPS submitted an amendment proposing that the
offices of register and receiver at the Denver, Colo., land office
be not consolidated, and that the Lamar, Colo.,, land office be
not abolished, intended to be proposed by him te House bill
5078, the Interior Department appropriation bill, which was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to he
printed.

BIOGRAPHICATL, CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY.

Mr. OVERMAN submlitted the following resolution (8.. Res.
129), which was referred to the Committee on Printing:

Resolred, That the Biographical Congressional Directory, from tha
First to the Sixty-second Congress, inclusive, 1774 to 1911, be revised
and edited up to the close of the Sixty-elghth Congress, and that the
same be prinfed as a Senate document, of which 1,000 copies shall be
for the use of the Senate and 2,600 coples for the use of the House.
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COST OF GASOLINE AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the resolution which I send to
the desk and request its immediate consideration.

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be read first.

The resolution (8. Res. 130) was read as follows:

Reselved, That In accordance with paragraph 3 of seetion 2 of the
printing act approved March 1, 1907, the Committee on Manufactures
be, and is hereby, empowered to procure the printing of 1,000 addi-
tional coples of the hearings beld befors a subcommittee of the
Bixty-seventh Congress, second and fourth sessions, on the high cost
of gasoline and other petrolenm products,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I request the immediate consideration
of the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im-
mediate eonsideration of the resolution?

Mr. IOBINSON. Will the Secretary please read the resolu-
tion again?

The reading clerk again read the resolution.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I may state that the supply of the
printed testimony in guestion and the report has long been ex-
hausted and my office is simply swamped with requests from
libraries and from various sources for additional copies.

Mr, ROBINSON. 1 have no objection whatever to tlie adop-
tion of the resolution.

"The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
resolution.

Mr. ROBINSON. In connection with the consideration of |

the resolution let me focus attention upon a fact which came
to my knowledge to-day illustrative of the spread in the price
of oil '

One of the largest oil-producing fields in the world is what is
known as the Eldorado, Ark., field, developed within the last
few years. During 1923 erude oil in that field sold at 40 cents
a barrel approximately, and it is now selling at 55 cents per
barrel. After extracting certain by-products of considerable
value, yielding sometimes as much as 60 cents per barrel, the
some class. of oil for fuel purpeses I am informed is sold in
the city of Washington at 10 eents per gallon where the amount
is less than 500 gallons, and at 8 cents per gallon where the
amount exceeds 500 gallons, the spread apparently being some-
thing like from 700 to 1,000 per eent.

Of course these figures do not take into consideration the
transportation costs, and I have been unable to ascertain what
they are. But it is of importance to know hew such a spread
can occur.

0il is used very extensively, of course, for fuel purposes in
the United States, and there is every reason why the consump-
tion should be increased. Baut if the cost to the eonsumer is to
represent a spread of 1,000 per eent difference between 1 or 13
cents a gallon and 8 or 10 or 12 eents per gallon some informa-
tion on the subject ought to be gathered so that the public at
Jeast might understand why these extortionate charges are
heing made and whether they can be escaped.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I would not detain the Senate a moment
at this time for n further discussion of the oil problem and of
the proper regnlation of it, I will say, however, that the in-
vestigation which was eonducted by the Committee on Manu-
faetures under a resolution introduced by the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKertar] was, if I may say so, a very thor-
ough-going investigation and elicited a vast amount of very val-
uable information. It was very comprehensive and thorough in
charaeter. I hope to be able within a brief period to introduce a
bill concerning the whele subject which I trust will be made the
gubject of further investigation eliciting important facts that
have transpired since the preceding investigation and which
will mee: just such a situation as the Sonator from Arkansas
has referred to.

Mr., McKELLAI. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator spoke of the resolution under
which the Committee on Manufactures has been acting. May I
usk if there have been any changes in the price of oil since the
time the investigation began, and if so, just about what thosé
changes werae?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, yes; but I am not able to state
what the changes have been in recent months. I was absent
from the couniry for some three mon‘hs shortly following the
investigation, and was ill for a month or fwo after my return,
g0 that I am not able to give the Senator any definite information
as to the fluctuation in prices within, say, the last six months,
but I know in a casual way that there have been wide fluctuoa-
tions in price.

Mr. McKELLAR. There have been substantinal reductions
also since the investigation was begun.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, and there were some legltimate
reasons for that, and some that will bear questioning, perhaps.

Mr. KING, Will the Senator from Wisconsin advise the
Senate whether a report was submitted by his committee at the
conclusion of their investigation?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, yes; a very comprehensive report,
if T may say so, of perhaps 75 pages, It is printed in eonnecticn
with the testimony, and will be reprinted if the resolution is
agreed to, and will then be accessible to all Senators,

Mr, KING. I recall that the testimony taken was very full
and complete. I have had many inquiries for the report, but I
had not been advised that one had been made.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It was submitted during the last
Congress,

: Mr. KING. I hope the request of the Senator may be acceded
0.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion Is on agreeing to
the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

REENTRY OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments
of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) extending
the time during which certain domestie animals whieh have
crossed the boundary line into foreign countries may be re-
turned duty free, and requesting a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend-
ments, agree to the conference reguested by the House, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Sennte.

The motion was agreed to, and the Presiding Officer appointed
Mr. Symoor, Mr. McLeaw, and Mr, Jones of New Mexico con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business ig elosed,

WORK OF MIXED CLAIMS COMMISSION.

Mr. KING. My, President, I ask the attention of the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopbee] to the request which I am
about to make. I nsk unanimous consent to have printéd in
the Recorn a very excellent artiele which appears in the North
American Review of January, 1024. It is written by Mr. Joseph
Conrad Fehr, a brilliant yeung lawyer of my State. In the
article he makes a very comprehensive and able presentatiom
of the work which is being done by the Mixed Claims Com-
mission, which is now considering and adjudieating the claims
of American citizens against Germany. Many inquiries are
coming to Senators relative to the work of the commission and
what is being done by the commission. Mr. Fehr's article fur-
?l(sftes very full and comprehensive information upon the sub-
ec

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

AMERICAN CLATMS AGAINST GERMANY,
{By Joseph Conrad Febr.)

In the midst of what appears row to be a fruitless effort on the part
of European nations to reach a definite understanding as regards tho
projected inquiry into Germany's governmental and cconomic stability,
with a view to determining her relative eapaeity to pay the repars-
tions demanded of her, an anuouncement is made by the Mixed Claims
commission, United States and Germany, by way of that tribunal's
first decigion and opinion, in four parts, which so interprets and clari-
fies the main provisions of the treaty of Versallles which are, by
reference, incorporated into the treaty of August 25, 1921, known ns
the tredaty of Berlin, as practically to settle the entire reparations
question as far as the United States Is concerned.

Although England, France, Italy, and Belgium have thelr own respec-
tive mixed arbitral tribunals and are, therefore, not governed hy any
action taken by the corresponding tribunal sitting in Washington, the
decisions just anncunced by the Mixed' Claims Commission, United
HStates mmd Germany, are of such far-reaching effect, and the ohserva-
tlons made therein so illuminating in construing the language of both
the treaty of Berlin and the treaty of Versailles, that the United Stuies
is again on record as the world’s pathfinder, ready and willing to
blaze the trall to amity and good will among nations. !

This eontinued devotion to the service of the world's peace and
progress: emphagixes the importunee of the doctrine of international
arbitration, which has come to he regarded by the world as dechiedly
Ameriean in modern praetice; that fs to say, the arbitrament of dif-
ferences and misunderstandings between nations through judieinl,
rather than diplomatic or administrative, means, which latter so often
fail because of petty prejudices and animosities.

The work just accomplished by this tribunal, actuated, as it was, by
this larger and much finer international viewpolnt, marks the achieve-
ment of only a year's labor, and was made possible because thg
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United States on August 10, 1922, entered into an executive agree-
ment with Germany providing for the creation of the Mixed Claims Com-
mission, Dnlted ‘States and Germany. By the terms of the agreement
the commission was empowered to pass upen claims of the Unlted
States and Amerlean nationals against Germany and German nationals
ariging out of the war. The claims are classified as follows in the
aforementioned agreement:

#{1) Claims of American ecitizens arlsing since July 81, 1914, in
respect of damage to, or seizure of, their property, right, and inter-
ests, Ineluding any company or association in which they are inmter-
ested, within German territory as it existed on August 1, 1914

*(2) Other claims for loss or damage to which the United States
or its nationals bave been subjected with respect to injuries to per-
gsons or to property, rights, and Interests, including any company or
association in which American nationals are interested, since July
81, 1914, as a -conseguence of the war;

“(3) Debts owing to American citizens by the German Govern-
ment or by German nationals.”

To earry out properly the purposes of this gigantic task It was
agreed between the two nations that the commission should consist
of an umpire, appointed by and with the comsent of both Govern-
ments, together with an American commissioner and a German com-
mistioner. Besides belng president of the court, the umpire is the
finnl arbiter concerning all issues upon which the national commis-
gloners ean not agree. Tach Natlon is to be represented by an agent
or chief counsel In charge of a legal staff of associate counsel, who
are engaged in the preparation of clalms for hearing and argument
before the commission. :

Having full faith in the fairness and integrity of the United States,
the Covernment of Germany urged that an American be named as um-
pire, and in accordance with this expressed destre the two Nations
agreed upon the appointment of the late William R. Day, st that
time Assoclate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States.
Judge Bdwin B. Parker, of Texas and New York, who was chairman
of the Unlted Btntes Tiquidation Commission in Parls following the
war, accepted the posttion of Ameriean commissioner, and Dr, Wilhelm
Kiesselhach, a distingnished specinlist in international law, of Ham-
burg, Germany, was assigned to duty by his Government as German
commissioner,

When Justice Day resigned as umplre last spring because of ill
henlth, the Tnited States and Germany agreed to the promotion of
Judge Parker to the position of final arbiter. Justice Day, it will
be recalled, died soon after. Chandler P, Anderson, long a recog-
nized auvthority on international law and a frequent representative of
the United States on various international arbltratlons at The Hague
and elsewhere, was then appointed American commissioner, suceeeding
Judge Parker. All three of these gemtlemen bring to the deliberations
of the Mixed Claims Commission highly trained legal minds and powers
of observation and pereeption that have been seasoned with many
years of experience in the practice and research of the law.

When the work of the commission was first organized a year ago
the United Btates was represented before the tribunal by Robert 'C.
Morris, of New York City, as agent and chief counsel., Mr. Morris
wus the agent of the United States at the United States-Veneaunelan
Arbitration of 1908 ; and in addition to his law practice he has for
many yeéars labored as a lecturer and writer to further the practice
of arbitration as the first great forward step in the promotion of
world peace. He was assisted in the work of organizing the Amer-
fean agency by Marshall Morgan, who was for many years one of ‘the
assistants to the various incumbents of the office of Secretary of State,

In order to make the adjudication of the more than 12,000 claims
filed with the Department of State for prosecution against Germany
strictly a matter of judicial and not diplomatic or administrative
action, it was early decided that each claim should bave its day in
court. However, for the sake of practical expedition, it was deemed
advisable to file with the commission for hearing and argument cer-
taln typleal cases representing warious classifieations, such as Lusi-
tanis, war-risk Insurance premioms, insurance underwriters, debts,
property In Germany, property in occupied territory, estates, sub-
marine warfare, and other groups of claims,

Both Mr. Morris and Mr. Morgan have since resigned from the
American agency to reenter the private practice of law. Mr. Morris
is succeeded by Robert W. Bonynge, of New York, a former Member
of Congress from Colorado. Harold H. Martin, of Washington, sue-
ceeds Mr. Morgan. In the presentation of claims Mr., Bonynge is
carrying out the policy Inaugurated by his predecessor. Germany's
agent and chief counsel before the commission is Karl von Lewinski,
onc of the ablest members of the German foreign office, who has served
In this eapacity ever slnce the commission was first organized.

That the action just taken by the Mixed Claims Commission, with
respect to the Lusitanie and war-risk insurance premium claims, will
have a material bearing on the economie situntion now impending in
‘Germany, can not be doubted. In laying down the fundamental legal
principles involving Germany's responsibility for the sinking of the
Lusitanis on May 7, 1815, the Mixed Claims Commission, in the opinion

written by ‘the umpire, and concurred in by both the Amerlean and
‘German commissioners, peremptorily disposes of this entire group of
claims arlsing out of this disaster, in the following language:

“e % % The commission finds that Germany is financially obligated
to pay to the Unlted States all losses suffered by American nationals,
stated in terms of dollars, where the c¢laims therefor have continued in
American ‘ownership, which losses have resulted from death or from
personal Injury or from loss of, or damage to, property, sugtained in
the ginking of the Lusitanic.”

Definite principles and rules are laid down for measuring damages
in each of these groups of clalms, rules applicable in all death cases
pending before the commission, The right of claimants to recover
exemplary, punitive, or vindictive damages is denied. The opinlon
points out that “ the words exemplary, vindictive, or punitive as applied
to damages are misnomers. The fundamental concept of *‘damages’ is
satisfaction, reparation for a loss suffered; a judicially ascertained
compensation for wrong. The remedy should be commensurate with the
loss, so that the injured party may be made whole. The superimposing
of a penalty in addition to full compensation and naming 1t damages,
with the gualifying word ‘exemplary,’ * vindictive,’ or * punitive,’ is a
hopeless confusion of terms, inevitably leading to confuslon of thought."
This branch of the opinlon concludes thus:

“ It 18 our opinion that as between sovereign nations the guestion of
the right and power to impose penalties, unlimited in amount, is
political rather than legal in its nature, and therefore mot a subject
within the jurisdiction of this commission. * * * The treaty is one
between two sovereign nations—a treaty of peace. There iz no place
in it for any vindictive or punitive provisions. Germany must make
compensation and reparation for all losses falllng within 1ts terms
gustalned by American nationals. That compensation must be full,
adequate, and complete. To thie extent Germany will be held account-
able. But this commission is without power to impose penalties for
the use and benefit of private claimants when the Government of the

United States has exacted none.”

As soon as every Lusitanie claim has been examined, so that the
measure of damages adopted by the commission may be properly applied
to the peenliar facts of each particular claim, the respective awards will

'‘be made in line with the so-called general Lusifania decislon recently

announced by the commission. :

While allowing, in prineiple, the Lusitania claims, the commission
has at the same time paved the way for dismissing every claim for
reimbursement on account of war-risk insuranee premiums pald during
the war. These claims make a total of 3,190 in number, and aggregate,
in the amount of money claimed, $345,000,000. The group constitutes
nearly 31 per cent in number and 23.08 per cent in amount of all the
claims filed with the American agency for eventual presentation to the
commission. That means that the total number of eclaims in terms of
dollars and cents is thus cut by this sweeping decision from $1,479,064,-
813.92, representing the total amount of the more than 12,000 claims,
down to $1,184,08431392, This figure includes Ameriea’s claim for
the cost of maintaining Amerlean troops in the army of oceupation on
the Rhine, which was on April 8, 1923, estimated at $255,6554,810.58.
It will be recalled that this claim by the Government of the United
States has been the subject of special negotiation with the allied
Governments, and Ellot Wadsworth, Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury, secured an agreement at Paris last May for the payment of
this item by Germany through the Allied Reparations Commission.

1t is clearly set forth in these definitive decisions of the Mixed Claims
Commission that it is not concerned with the payment of Germany's
financial obligations as stipulated in the treaty of Berlin and the
treaty of Versailles,

The umpire points out that the commission's task is confined solely
to the fixi.g of the amount of these obligations. The Mized Claines
Commission, therefore, is controlled and governed in all its mgijudica-
tions by the terms of its charter—the treaty of Berlln, And the
United States is apparently not concerned with the present probability
that Germany will fail to pay the awards to be made by the commis-
sion. For by jolning with the United States In the agreement of Au-
gust 10, 1922, providing for the creation of the commission to deter-
mine * the amount to be pald by Germany in satisfaction of Germany’s
obligation under the treaty concluded by the two Governments on
Aungust 25, 1921, Germany put herself on record as a responsible re-
public ready to meet the obligations set forth in the treaty of Berlin
which restored * friendly relations.”

The United States has cause to feel gratified over the work which
the Mixed Claims Commission is accomplishing, because the profound
but clear-cut decisions of the umpire are distinct contributions to the
field of international law.

The first part of the decisions analyzes Germany's treaty Hability,
deals generally with the functions of the commission, and prescribes
fundamental rules of deelsion. It goes on to point out that in fixing
the amount to be pald by Germany in satisfaction of her financial ob-
ligations to the United States and to American nationals, the commis-
sion must first define its jurisdiction with respect to each e¢laim and
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then prescribe the measure of damages Involved therein, fixing the
exact amount of the financial obligations of Germany upon the basis
thus established. Says the umpire:

“YWhen the allegations in a petition or memorial presented by the
United States bring a clalm within the terms of the treaty, the jurls-
diction of the commission attaches. If these allegations are contro-
verted in whoele or in part by Germany, the issue thus made must be
decided by the comusission. Should the cc ission so decide such
issue that the claim does not fall within the terms of the treaty, it will
ba dismissed for lack of jurisdlction. But if such issue be so decided
that the claim does fall within the terms of the treaty, then
the commission will prescribe the measure of damages, apply such
ineasure to the facts in the particular case as the commission may
find them, and fix the flnancial obligation of Germmny therein., The
commission’s task is to apply the terms of the treaty of Berlin to
each case presented, decide those which it holds are within its juris-
diction, and dismiss all others."

In this connection the commission has specifically stated that it ls
not concerned with the Trealy of Versallles, as such, * but only with
those of Its provislons which have been incorporated by reference inte
the treaty of Berlin."

Although all claims, except Government demands, are presented on
behalf of American nationals who are elther individuals, partnerships,
or corporations, the commlsslon emphasizes the fact that the parties
to this international arbitration are the two Governments. The real
parties in interest in all intermational arbitrations are, of course, the
claimant and the respondent Governments, respectively, either in their
own stead or on behalf of one or more of their nationals, Hence, the
United States appears as the c¢laimant in all cascs before the Mixed
Claims Commission.

1t does not, however, follow that every claim presented before the
commission constitutes a financial obligation on the part of Germany.

There are three different classes of claims which are expressly ex-
empted from thé operation of the decisions just announced, to be cov-
ered later by separate decisions. First, there {s the group of claims
brought strietly by the Government, as such, which includes, begides
the item with respect to the cost of the army of occupation, claims
by the United States Shipping Board, United States Veterans' Bureau,
War Department, and United States Railroad Administration. Then
come the claims for payment of pre-war private debts, owing by Ger-
man nationals, And the third class corsists of claims seeking reim-
bursement from Germany on account of damage or Injury by way of
sequestration, requisition, or otherwise to American privately owned
property in Germany during the war, This group Includes hundreds
of pre-war bank deposits, which were beld in Germany during the war
by reason of the exceptional war measures and measures of transfer
effected by the German Government after the United States entered
the war. The vast scope which this adjudication of c¢lalms has as-
sumed thus serves to combine in the Mixed Claims Commission the
powers and functions of the Reparations Commission, clearing-house
system, and the respective mixed arbitral tribunals which the allied
and assoclated Governments have put into operation pursuant 1o the
treaty of Versailles. And so, although the United Btates falled to
ratify the treaty of Versallles, the Mixed Claims Commnission Is on be-
half of this Government doing the work of the Reparations Commis-
glon, the clearing-house system and the varlous mixed arbitral tri-
bunals, by way of the greatest arbitral lawsuit ever known to mankind.

In order to bring a eclaim, other than a demand made by the Govern-
ment of the United States, within the jurisdiction of the commission,
the rule is that the loss must have been sustalned by an American
national and that the claim arising therefrom was at the time of
its Inception owned, and is still owned, by an American national. The
umpire's language stressing the importance of proving the fact that
the claimant is an American national and that the claim is and was
at the time it originated American owned, reiterates the long-established
principle on the subject, as follows:

#“1In order to bring a c¢laim (other than a Government claim) within
the jurisdiction of this commission, the loss must have been suffered
by an American natlonal, and the claim for such loss must have sgince
continued in American ownership.

“The inquiry is: Was the TUnited States, which is the claimant,
injured through injury to its national? It was not so injured where
the injured person was at the time of suffering the injury a citizen
of another Btate. While naturalization transfers allegiance, it does
npot carry with it existing State obligations. Any other rule would
convert a nation into a claim agent in behalf of those availing of its
paturalization laws to become its citizens after suffering injury.”

Perhaps the chief value of the Mixed Claims Commission’s decision
and opinion lies in Its magnificent exposition of the law of proximate
causation and its effect upon claims based on indirect or consequential
damages. The umpire analyzes the Porter-Knox peace resolution,
which is the introductory part of the treaty of Berlin, with reference
to section 5 in order to ascertain precisely what claims are embraced

within its provisions and intended to be actionable against Germany
on bebalf of American nationals who, since July 31, 1914, have
* suffered, through the acts of the Imperial German Government or itg
agents, * * * Jogs, damage, or injury to their persons or property,
directly or indirectly, whether through the ownership of shares of
gtock in German, Austro-Hungarian, American, or other corporutions,
or inlconsequencq of hostilitles or of any operations of war, or others
wise.'
According to Judge Parker, American nationals must have sulfered—=
A. (Cause?) through the acts of Germany or its agents:
B. (When?) between August 1, 1914, and July 2, 1921, both imn.
clusive ;
C. (What?) loss, damage, or injury to their persons or property
(1) directly or
(2) indirectly, whether
(a) through the ownership of shares of stock in any
domestic or foreign corporation:
(b) in consequence of hostilities or
{¢) of any operations of war, or
(d) otherwise,

A simple test in all cases, as the declsion points out, is Just this:
Has an American national proved that he sustained a loss susceptible
of being measured with a reasonable exactness by pecuniary stand-
ards? And can that loss be attributed to Germany's act as the proxis,
mate cause? Applying this test, therefore, to the facts in the group
of cases which have come to be known as the war-risk insurance
premium claims, the commission “ has no hesitation in holding that
they do not fall within the terms of the treaty of Berlin.” The com-
mission categorically debars them on the grounds that they are not
claims for injury or damage to, or destruction or conversion of, prop-
erty, by the acts of Germany or her agents. They are claims put
forward to recover the amount of premiums paid for protection against
possible happenings which never in fact happened; for protection
agalnst risks to both neutral and belligerent commerce of a highly
gpeculative and uncertain nature, incident to the very existence of &
state of maritime warfare, participated in by both groups of bellig-
erents."

It i the following language of the decision and opinion, laying
down the rule upon this very question of damages, that constitutes,
probably, the decision's chief contribution to international law :

“ It matters not whether the loss be directly or indirectly sustained,
50 long as there Is a clear, unbroken connection between Germany's
act and the loss complained of. It matters not how many links
there may be in the chain of causation connecting Germany’s act
with the loss sustained, provided’ there is no break in the chain and
the loss can be clearly, unmistakably, and definitely traced, link by
link, to Germany's act. But the law can not consider, the Congress
of the United States in adopting its resolution did not conslder, the
parties in negotiating the treaty of Berlin did not consider or expect
this tribunal to consider, the *causes of causes and their impulsion
one on another.! Where the loss is far removed in easual sequence
from the act complained of, it is not competent for this tribunal to
seek to unravel a tangled network of causes and of effects, or follow,
through a bafling labyrinth of confused thought, numerous discon-
nected and collateral chains, in order to link Germany with a par-
ticalar loss. AIll indirect losses are covered, provided only that in
legal contemplation Germany's act was the eflicient and proximate
cause and source from which they flowed."”

Although discussing the category of claims referred to in the
Porter-Knox peace resolution, the language just quoted has, never-
theless, an important interpretative value in connection with articles
231 and 232 of the treaty of Versallles and other clauses of that
treaty dealing with reparations,

Artiele 231 sets forth that—

“The allied and associated Governments aflirm and German
accepts the responsibility of Germany and her allles for causing a
the loss and damage to which the allied and associated Governments
and their nationals have been subjlected as a consequence of th‘f
war imposed upon them by the aggression of Germany and her allies.’

This article, in the opinion of the Mixed .Claims Commission, “at
most amounts to no more than an acceptance hy Germany of the
affirmance by the allied and essociated Governments of Germany's
responsibility for all loss and damage suffered as a consequence of
the war—a moral responsibility, Germany's financlal responsibility
for losses occurring during belligerency is limited and clearly defined
in the suceceeding article and the annex pertaining thereto and other
provisions of the treaty.” :

Claims listed under article 282 of the treaty of Versailles, par-
ticularly those numbered 5, 6, and 7, calling for reimbursement to
the Government of the United Btates as such of the cost of pensions
and separation allowances, instead of damages suffered by the eclvilian
population, have no significance as far as the United States Is con-
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cerned. This Government hag expressly ecommitted ftself mot to
prosecute against Germany any of the claims arising under these
three categories before the Mixed Claims Commission.

Many otherwise public-spirited citizens still ingist that this tre-
mendous arbitration, which has been pronounced as the greatest, in
scope and amount of money involved, in the history of international
arbitrations, is merely an academie proceeding to afford the United
States and Germany an opportunity to indulge in sophistries designed
indefinitely to postpone the payment by Germany of her just obliga-
tions. These critics point to the faet that the Mixed Claims Com-
mission has jurisdiction only to determine Germany's liability and
financial obligations. The commisgion has nof the authority to
provide money settlements in payment of the awards that are to be
made. This is, perhaps, the only important feature in which the
commission differs from the operation of the clearing house instituted
by the ailied governments for the payment of private clajms.

In view of the calamitous situation in Germany, which has been
rapidiy approaching a climax during the past few weeks, claimants are
naturally dubious concerning any promises that their prospective
awnrds will ever be paid by that wanguished nation. This anxiety
is warranted somewhat by Germany's fallure to announce any definite
plan for the financial settlement of American claims.

In this connection it is urged by many that the United States
negotiate with Germany for the purpose of arriving at a sound arrange-
ment for the uoltdmate liguidation of the meritorious claims now
pending before the Mixed Claims Commission. Others maintain that
the United States should hold the private German-owned property
remalning in the hands of the American Alien Property Custodian,
after satisfying the provisions of the so-called Winslow Act, not merely
as a pledge to secure payment of these American claims but as an
actunl fund out of which they ean be paid. In support of this con-
tention it I8 argued that section b of the Porter-Knox peace resolution,
approved July 2, 1921, authorizes such a procedure bty the following
provision :

“All property of the Imperial German Government * * * and of
German nationals, which was on April 6, 1917, in or has since that
date come into the possession or under control of, or has been the
snbject of a demand by the United States of America, * * * ghall
be retained by the United States of America and no disposition thereof
made * * * quntil such time as the Imperial German Government
« = ¢ ghall have * * * made suitable provision for the satis-
faction of all ¢laims * * * of all persons, wheresoever domiciled,
who owe permanent allegiance to the Unlited States of America and
who have saffered * * * Joss, damage, or injury to their persons
or property.”’ * *

Whether the Government of the United States should take this
privately owned enemy property and apply it to the payment of the
several groups of American claims now pending before the Mixed Claims
Commission for adjudication is, of course, a question which Congress
only can decide. And inasmuch as a policy of confiscation is ome
strictly within the determination of the sovereign law of a nation,
this question will no doubt be one of the important measures taken
up for counsideration and action by the Bixty-eighth Congress.

The allled and associated Governments sre already engaged In
liguidating their claims against Germany through the respective cloar-
ing houses. In Great Britaln, for instance, the adjudications of the
Anglo-German Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, which corresponds to the Mixed
Claims Commission, United States and Germany, pass through the
clearing house in accordance with the provisions of the annex following
article 206 of the treaty of Versailles.. Thus, a British national with a
claim against Germany or a German national, which is acted upon favor-
ably by the Anglo-German Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, becomes a judg-
ment creditor and as such can proceed against the clearing bouse and
obtain payment of his award by an attachment upon the German prop-
erty seized during the war by the British public trustee. This pro-
cedure appears to be authorized by the following provision of Great
Britain's treaty of peace order of August 18, 1919 :

“The clearing office shall have power to enforce the payment of any
enemy debt against the person by whom the debt 1s duoe, together with
such interest as is payable under paragraph 22 of the annex to the
sald section 3, and for that purpose shall have all such rights and
powers as if they were the creditor ; and if the debt has been admitted
by the debtor or the debt or amount thereof has been found by arbi-
tration or by the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal or by a court of law in
manuner provided by paragraph 16 of the annex to said section
8 & & »

Just what action Congress will take on this score in the disposition
of the $300,000,000 worth of former enemy property still in the hands
of the Alien Property Custodian is quite problematic. But so mmch is
certain, that baving provided the machinery for the disposition of the
more than 12,000 claims of American nationals againgt Germany, and
Germany having whole-heartedly entered into this great arbitration,
the Government of the United States can be depended upon to protect

the interests of her natlonals and to find some way of bringing a prac-
tical result from the work that is being accomplished by the Mixed
Claimg Commission, United States and Germany.

DEPARTMENTAL EXPEKNSES,

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, while we are discussing the
Mellon plan and other plans for tax reduction, may I say that
1 have just received a letter from one of my constituents
ealling my attention to extravagances on the part of the Gov-
ernment. It is not' only desired to enact some legislation
better than the Mellon plan, but it is also desired to try to
keep down unnecessary expenses.

It does seem to me that some of the departments’ employees
exercise exceedingly bad judgment and put the taxpaying
people, the hard-working people, of the country out of humor
with publie officials and public employees. To illustrate: The
writer of this letter says that if Congress wants to appro-
priate certain sums of money for certain purposes, we should
look into the expenditure of that money. The writer of tha
letter, who is a constitnent of mine and whose name I shall
not disclose, lives within 7 miles of a large city down South.
He states that an employee of the Department of Agriculture
of the Government had a little matter of business with him
and came down in a hack, at .an expense to the taxpayers
of $4 a trip.

My constituent further states that he had two telephone
lines from his office to the office of the Government official
in that city, that messages were transmitted free, at no ex-
pense whatever to the Government, but, notwithstanding that,
this employee of the Government went personally to my con-
stituent’s office merely to deliver a short message of less than
10 lines on a matter that was not secret. The second trip
also was made in a taxicab at a cost of §4 to the Govern-
ment, thereby entailing an expense of $8 for two little mes-
sages which could have been transmitted free.

My constituent states also that he is so mueh disgnsted
with the method of transacting business that he has diseon-
tinned his connection with that department of the Govern-
ment.

Of course, Mr. President, that is a very small matter, but
it is an example of how irresponsible some people are when
they have the opportunity of spending publiec funds. They
show extravagance, indifference, and a total disregard of the
interest of the people of the country.

In this particular instance the employee was under the
Agricultural Department.

I feel that a Government employee who has no more dis-
cretion, no more common sense than to transact a little
matter of business in the manner which this man did ought
to be discharged from the Government, and he should be
allowed to go back to plowing cotton or sowing wheat or to
some other agricultural pursunit. I hope the officials of the
Government will so conduct themselves as to receive and de-
serve the respect and confidence of the public. We are
liberal in appropriations, but there is no use to complain
about taxes until we cut appropriations.

I am exceedingly obliged to my constituent for calling my
attention fo this matter, and I hope more of the constituents
of other Senators will call their attention to any willful extrav-
agance upon the part of Government employees. I shall have
this instance investigated and ascertain whether the conduct
of this man in the case to which I have called attention is his
usual practice and what excuse he may have for transacting
business in the way I have stated. If the Secretary of Agricul-
ture will follow my advice, I think this employee should be
discharged from the pay roll of the Government.

THE CALENDAR.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, do T understand that
morning business has closed?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business has closed.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is the calendar now in order?

The PRESIDING OFFICELR. It is.

Mr., CURTIS. Mr. President, I understand this is Calendar
Monday. If any Senator wishes to submit remarks, I think it
would be well for him to wait until the first bill on the calendar
is stated. In that way we will be able to take up the calendar
and Senators who are absent will know that the calendar is up
and may govern themselves accordingly.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Kansas, I understand,
proposes that the Senate consider unobjected bills under Rulq
VIIIL.

Mr., CURTIB. Yes.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the
calendar under Rule VIIL

The bill (8. 987) to extend the time for the completion of
the municipal bridge approaches, and extensions or additions
thereto, by the city of St. Louis within the States of Illinois
and Missouri was announced as first in order.

Mr. OCURTIS. 1 ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8, 665) to amend section 13, chapter 431, of an act
approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L. p. 855), so as to anthorize
the Secretary of the Interior to issue trust and final patents on
lands withdrawn or classified as power or reservoir sites, with
a reservation of the right of the United States or its permittees
to enter upon and use any, part of such land for reservoir or
power-site purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. I ask that that bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

EMMA KIENER.

The bill (8. 1605) for the relief of Emma Kiener was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been re-
ported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in
line 11, to strike out *$5,000” and insert “ §1,500,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, for the
rellef of Emma Kiener, of Salt Lake City, Utah, widow of Christian
Kiener, deceased, for damages suffered through the destruction by
goldiers stationed at Fort Douglas, Utah, of certain buildings erected
on a homestead location, made in good faith, near Fort Douglas,
Utah, by sald Christian Kiener, the sum of $1,600,

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. DIAL, Mr, President, I do not desire to object to the
bill, but I doubt whether it ought to pass. It seems to me
that perhaps the bill is badly drawn. It refers to the widow of
a man who is alleged to have suffered certain damages to his
property. The report shows that there were children, and
they would have an interest in that property. I do not know
that the bill proiects the Government from another suit later
on at the hands of the other parties in interest. Not only
that, but the report shows that the husband of this claimant
had no title to the land and that he had been ordered from it
by the War Department. I believe, furthermore, the War De-
partment reports against the bill.

This is another one of those difficult cases which it is very
embarrassing to oppose. In my opinion, this kind of cases
ought to go to the Court of Claims. I submit that Congress is
not prepared ; it has not the facilities, the time, or the patience
to arrive at a just conclusion. I want everyone who has a just
claim to be paid, but this is a very slipshod way to adjudicate
such cases, and, while injustice may be done some people by
rejecting the bills for their relief, I am satisfied that great raids
on the Treasury are made when they should not be made.

The merits of this case appear to be such that the bill ought
to be defeated. Not only that, but I look at it as a bad prece-
dent for Congress to override the recommendation of a Govern-
ment official eharged with responsibility. I understand that a
Government department reported against this bill. I see here,
however, plenty of other cases where the Committee on Claims
reports bills after the claimant has been paid in part or some
Government department has said that the claim ought not to be
paid; for instance, where the claimant has brought about his
own injury, and even cases where the parties have accepted a
settlement and then turned around and come back to Congress
and asked Congress for additional money.

If we are going to economize and going to be honest about it,
it is time to get at it in every branch of the Government. I
feel that claims, if we are going to pursue this method of ad-
justing them, ought to be looked into here about as carefully
as can possibly be done in view of the time we can give to them.
I do not think this claim ought to be paid; at least, I question
whether it ought to be paid.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to
explain the bill?

Mr. DIAL. Yes; I shall be glad to yield to the Senator. I
know but little about it, only having had a few minutes in
which to examine the bill, and possibly I may be in error. It
geems to me, however, that the grounds are not adequate to
sustain the claim.

Mr, SMOOT. I will be glad to explain the bill. If there is
any bill at all that should be paid by the Government of the

United States in the way of a claim, it is this particular bill
The facts in the case are as follows: On November 6, 1888,
Christian Kiener filed upon land in the Fort Douglas Reserva-
tion, which was then open to entry. He went to the land office
at Salt Lake City, declared his intention of entering, and did
enter. He built himself a home and cultivated the land, and
when the time for his proof came, in 1890, as I remember, he
made application for title to the land,

That was the first time, Mr. President, that the Salt Lake
City land office knew that that land had been withdrawn from
entry in order to make an addition to the Fort Douglas Reser-
vation. If the Senator from South Carolina will read the
report he will discover the exact facts to be as I have stated.

Mr. Kiener went there, as he had a right to do as an Ameri-
can citizen, and applied to the Salt Lake City land office for
title to the land. He complied with all the laws; he spent
over $15,000 there in the way of improvements, and when he
refused to go off the land the officers at Fort Douglas took him
bodily, with his children and his wife and all his goods, and
removed him. They appropriated the spring of water which
he had developed there, and own it to-day, as they own the
land. The report simply says that it is not strictly a legal
claim. The reason of that is that because of the fact that
here in Washington, where he never was supposed to come, and
no entryman upon any land ever comes, the true condition as
to the land apparently was not known. The fault was that
of the Government of the United States, that when the with-
drawal of the land was made the office at Salt Lake City was
not notified. Mr. Kiener received no notice, but was allowed
to spend over £15,000 upon the land, as well as all of his time,
during the period I have indicated in making a farm,

Mr. President, there was clalmed originally $20,000, and
the first bill that was introduced here proposed to appropriate
that amount. If the Senator wants to take the time to do
so—and I am perfectly willing that the bill shall go over in
order to allow him the opportunity—he can visit the War De-
partment and find there the letters showing how Mr. Kiener
and his wife were treated by the officers.

The committee has sald to this widow: “We will give yon
$1,500.” The bill passed the Senate at the last session of Con-
gress but failed to pass in the House, as is the case with other
bills upon the calendar. Now, of course, if the Senator wants
to object to the bill he ean.

Mr. DIAL. No; but let me ask the Senator how is the
Government protected in settling with the widow and not set-
tling with the other heirs? The other heirs may come back
and ask for an additional amount.

Mr. SMOOT. There is only the widow left.

Mr. DIAL. As I understand the report, Mr. Kiener had
eight children.

Mr. SMOOT. He did have eight children; but the estate has
been settled long ago, and whatever the United States gives
her is hers.

Mr. DIAL. That is true; but the children would have an
equal right to come in and say that they were damaged.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator does not think
for a moment that Congress would pass another relief bill for
the children, does he?

Mr. DIAL. Yes; I do.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not.

Mr. DIAL. I think the Congress would pass almost any-
thing they are asked to pass.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator has, perhaps, some justification
for saying that, in view of some of the bills that have been
on our calendar and passed, I recognize that fact, As far
as this bill is concerned, however, if we are going to do any-
thing at all for this woman, let us do it. If not, let us say so,
and tell her that it does not matter whether the Government
of the United States ill-treated her or not, whether or not
her husband for years established his home there upon land
that he had an absolute right to, and not only that, but the
Salt Lake land office passed the title to him as far as they
could go, and then he came to Washington, and was told that
the land had been withdrawn years before.

Mr. DIAL. Of course I believe that the officials ought to
do their duty. I read here from the report, though hurriedly,
that he only paid $22, I believe, on the land, and cleared four
acres. I can find nothing in the report showing that he spent
any $15,000; but if the Senator says so, of course I do not
question any fact he states.

Mr, SMOOT, The Senator knows that the $22, or whatever
was paid, is the filing fee that is pald by every man who enters
the public domain in the West. When he homesteads land he
does not pay, but he must make certain improvements, and
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he must live upon the land before ever he can get title to 1t;
and this man did that.

Mr. DIAL. I have no doubt that is true.

Mr. SMOOT. This man remained there, built a home there
for himself and his wife and his children, cultivated the land,
and not only did that, but he developed the water that the
Government of the United States is using to-day.

Mr. DIAL. It is simply a spring, as I understand. The
spring was already there, coming out of the hill. Does not
the Senator agree with me on my legal proposition that if the
children are alive they would have an interest in this matter,
along with the wife?

Mr. SMOOT. No; because of the fact that Congress says
this money is given to her, and it is a direct appropriation to
her, and any interest at all that they have in it will come into
existence when she dies. Then, if there is any of the money
left, the children may have an interest in it.

Mr. DIAL. No; they would inherit directly from the father,
and not from the mother, as yet.

The report says:

While the evidence does not concluslvely show the destruction of
the buildings, it is shown that it was the purpose of the commanding
officer of the post at the time of the ejectment to tear them down and
remove them, and the present commanding officer in his report thereon
states that this was undoubtedly done by order of the commanding
officer as a proper sanitary measure. He concludes his report with
the remark that from the facts and correspondence submitted damages
would seem to be due the United States rather than to the helrs of the
estate of Kiener,

That is from the officer’s report. d

That is all T care to say. I know but little about it. I have
had only a minute or two to examine the report; but the first
proposition I make is that the bill ought to be amended by
bringing in the heirs. Whatever Congress pays, if it pays any-
thing, ought to be paid to the heirs of the deceased. In the
next place, I rather question whether anything at all ought to
be paid.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator can object to the consideration
of the bill, and let it go over.

Mr. DIAL. I do not want to object to it. I think it is non-
sense to object to the consideration of bills.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 am the last person in the world to ask the
Government of the United States to pay out of the Treasury a
single, solitary dollar that it does not lawfully owe. I do
know, however, that after the Government of the United States
had sent the plats of this land out to the Salt Lake office it
was open for entry. I do know that Christian Kiener located
on this land. I do know that he built himself a home there.
I do know that he went into the mountains and there drilled
and got water for the land. I do know that these people claim
that they have spent over $20,000 there. I know that they have a
home, because I have seen it myself, and I know that this man
lived upon the land for the allotted time.

When the time elapsed he applied for patent to the land,
and the Salt Lake office agreed to it, and forwarded it here
to Washington; and that is the first time that the man him-
self or the Salt Lake office knew that the land had ever been
withdrawn for military purposes, If the Government of the
United States is not responsible for a condition like that, and
at least, after the years and years that the widow has suf-
fered, and the man has died, is not willing to pay 10 or 15
per cent of the loss involved in the destruction of the im-
brovements put upon the land, the Government never ought
to pay any bill, :

Mr. DIAL. Of course I do not in the least question the
motives of the Senator. I was just reading from the report,
I take it that no lawyer on this floor or anywhere else who
ever read law three months will dispute my contention that
if there are any children they would have an interest in this
proposition, along with the widow.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
at that point?

Mr. DIAL. T yield.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Would the Senator’s point be met if
an amendment were adopted on line 7, after the word “de-
ceased,” inserting the words “in full satisfaction”?

Mr. DIAL. That would not be res adjudicata as to the
parties who were not parties to the bill. If the amount were

directed to be paid to the widow and the other heirs at law,
that would cover it.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Would not that language, however,
carry the very clear intent of the Congress that the $1,500
was to cover all the damages?

Mr. DIAL. It would; yes.

Mr. SMOOT. T am perfectly willing to accept that amend-
ment, if the Senator will offer it.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move, then, fo strike out the word
“for” and insert “in full satisfaction of all.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment be
stated.

The Reaping Crerg. On page 1, line 7, it is proposed to
strike out “for™ and insert “in full satisfaction of all,” so
that it will read:

In full satisfaction of all damages suffered through the destrue-
tion by soldiers—

And so forth.
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 56) for the allowance of certain claims for in-
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 81, 1801,
as reported by the Court of Claims, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. OURTIS. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1769) to carry out the findings of the Court of
Olaims in the case of the Fore River Shipbuilding Co., was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 946) for the relief of the family of Lieut. Henry
N. Fallon, retired, was announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Mr, President, that is another claim that perhaps
ought not to be paid; but I do not see the author of the bill
present, and I will ask that it go over. I want to discuss it on
its merits.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1035) for the relief of the city of New York was
announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

DR. €. LEROY BROCK.

The bill (8. 1664) for the relief of Dr. C. LeRoy Brock was
considered as in Committee on the Whole, and was read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, aunthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Dr. C. LeRoy Brock, Govern-
ment physician at the Northern Pueblo Agency, N. Mex., the sum of
$750 for the loss of his personal automobile in a flood while responding
to an emergency call among the Indians. N

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

will

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER.

The resolution (8. Res. 118) providing that any person or
agency investigated by any Senate committee shall have the
right to be present in person and by attorneys and to present
evidence in their own behalf; was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 49) for the relief of Elizabeth H. Rice was
announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. I see that the author of that bill is not here,
and I ask that it go over. T want to argue it on its merits.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

NAVAL OIL RESERVE LEASES.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I ask unanimons consent to
have read from the desk the clipping which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clip-
ping will be read. )

The reading clerk read as follows:

FALL I8 “THROUGH " WITH PUBLIC LIFE—ANNOUNCES HE'S “oUuT OF
POLITICS ”—T0 TRAVEL—REPLIES TO CARAWAY.

[By the Associated Press.]
NEw ORLEANS, January 18.—Albert B. Fall, former Secretary of the
Interior, stated here to-day he was through with politics.
“I'm out of politics,” he declared. “T'm golng to spend the rest of
my life traveling around and "—with a twinkle—* hiding out, just as
1 have been hiding out. I hope to take that ocean voyage soon.”
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Mr, Fall yesterday replied briefly to an attack in the United States
Benate Wednesday by Senator CARAWAY, of Arkansas, denying charges
of the Senator that he had received any compensation from the Sin-
clair oil Interests in connection with the leasing of the Teapot Dome
oil reserve or that he had registered at a hotel In Palm Beach, Fila.,
under a different name during the congressional investigation of the
oil lease.

“ The investigating committee has been on the job for many months
and has not produced a shred of evidence,” Mr. Fall sald. “ Even the
fnnuendo witnesses are breaking down. One of them, for instance,
testified that T had at one time told him I was broke, and a few years
later bought a large ranch in New Mexico. He admitted being a bitter
political enemy of mine.”

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, there are a few things I
wish to call to the attention of the Senate. y

This, the item just read, is the third statement that Mr.
Fall has made with reference to this matter. In the first state-
ment he said that I had been attacking him all along and that
that was just one in the series. 1 never mentioned Albert B.
Fall until he betrayed my country. It must have been his
conscience that assailed him. It was not I. I had not said
a word about him.

Next, he makes the startling revelation that he is out of
politics. Why, God bless his soul, if he does not mind, he is
going to put all of his friends out, also.

The next statement is that he is going to travel. I remember
that Benedict Arnold traveled after he sold West Point. Bin-
clair has already traveled. He has gone to Europe. Bergdoll
is in Europe also, as I now remember; and when Mr. Fall
joins them they will have a congenial reunion over there.

He next asserts that he was not * hiding out” in Florida. I
do not know what he calls * hiding out.” Nobody could find
him. He said at last, T believe, that McLean had rooms rented
for his friends and that he merely went in there as one of
the guests and it was not necessary to reveal who he was.
McLean, I know, said that he did not invite him; that he
took up his quarters without invitation and had the bill
charged to him. As between these two gentlemen I express
no opinion as to who told the truth. I think either one of
them could be believed if you knew that what he said was
true.

I have here another telegram which I wish to read into the
Recorp.

FALL POSTPONES VOYAGE UNTIL OIL PROBE IS EXDED.

Former Secretary of the Interior Fall, whose actlon in leasing Teapot
Dome oil reserve is being probed by a committee of the SBenate, denied
in a telegram to Universal Service last night that he intended to make
a sea voyage immediately. He stated two physicians had advised he
Jeave at once on a voyage because of the serious condition of his
health, but has replied he will not leave the United States until the
committee probe is finished.

Of course, I do not know anything about the state of his
health, I have not heard of any doctor making any statement
about it at all. He has had lawyers go to Florida from Wash-
ington to consult with him, but my information was that they
were not talking about his health, but were trying to devise
some scheme by which he could make another statement that
would somewhat rehabilitate him. I mean morally, not physi-
cally. 3

ﬁge do know that when a committee went to Florida to take
his statement he could not be seen; he could not be located
except by consulting McLean and McLean's lawyer. A letter
had to be delivered to them in order to get it to the attention
of Mr. Fall. We do know, if public prints may be believed—
and T belleve them in this particular case—that when Senator
WarsH left Florida, Fall eame out of his hiding and boastfully
gaid he was not going before Warse and was not going before
any committee; that it was not anybody’s business where he
got his money, and he was not going to tell.

Here ig 4 man who stands indicted before the bar of public
opinion of trenson—if is nothing less than that when a man
sells the means by which a nation may live—and now declines
to come before the committee which has jurisdiction and de-
fonid himself, but contents himself to stay in hiding in New
Orleans or in Florida and give out silly statements. If he is
not guilty he would come before this committee and tell the
truth. If he does not do that he enters a plea of guilty, and
every man and woman in America knows it, and he knows it.
What is he going to do? Is he going to stay in hiding in New
Orleans until the committee shall have made its report, so
near the coast that if it happens to be that they want him for
any purpose he can get a ship before they can get him?

1 do not care for his little fling at me. He said I had been
breaking my lance on him, I have not discussed him at all

He s not evading any issue by saying it is political animus
in my heart that moves me. He said I was leading a senseless
assault on him. If a man is so sunk In all those things that
animate men of honor that he regards a charge against him
that Involves his honor as a senseless assault, and will not
dignify it by an explanation, I am curious to know what sort
of a statement he would feel Inclined to dignify with an
explanation.

Mr. McKELLAR. Did not Secretary Denby, of the Navy
Department, also sign the lease for the naval reserve oil lands
in conjunction with Becretary Fall?

Mr. CARAWAY., Of course he did.

Mr. McKELLAR. Has Secretary Denby ever asked for per-
mission to appear before the committee and make an explana-
tion of his connection with the deal, and has he made sach an
explanation?

Mr. CARAWAY., Oh, yes; he sald this was just a little
matter of detail that a man with a great mind like his could
not pay any attention to at anll; that selling all the naval
reserve oil was a matter of detail which did not conecern him.
His Assistant Secretary assumed exactly the same attitude.

Mr. McKELLAR. Has he been before the committee since
these last charges were made?

Mr. CARAWAY. No; he has not.

Mr. McKELLAR. Has he asked permission to come before
the committee when a charge reflecting upon his honor was
made here in the Senate?

Mr. CARAWAY, Noj; I am sure he wishes there was not any
committee.

ESTATE OF ELIEABETH H. RICE.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was out of the Chamber for
a few moments when Senate bill 49 was reached in the call of
the calendar and passed over on account of my absence. I
ask unanimous consent that we may return to that bill

Thére being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 49) for the relief
of Elizabeth H. Rice. .

The bill had been reporied from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment, in line 6, to strike out * $34,467.56 " and to
insert in lieu thereof * $42,238.78," g0 as to make the bill read:

Be it engcted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Elizabeth H. Rice, or her
executors or administrators, the sum of $42,233.78, in compliance
with the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Elizmabeth H.
Rice against the United States, congressiomal, numbered 13689,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DIAL. Mr, President, I objected awhile ago to the
consideration of the bill, when the Senator from Massachusetts
was absent. I am very slow to object to any action by the
Court of Clalms. T think the proper way to settle these cases
is to send them to the Court of Claims. But I do not see any
proof in the report of an assignment of this claim from the
husband to the wife.

Mr. LODGE. The husband, Colonel Rice, was a very dis-
tinguished officer in the Army and is dead.

Mr. DIAL. That i8 true, as I gather from the report; but
should not the amount be paid to the executor or administrator
of Mr. Rice? How does the wife become the owner of the
claim?

Mr. LODGE. Because she was the heir of her husband, I
suppose, and inherited the claim for whatever it was worth.

Mr. DIAL, There was no proof to show she was the sole
heir, as I gather.

Mr. McKELLAR. Did the colonel leave any children?

Mr. LODGE. I think not.

Mr. DIAL. I think the Government ought to be protected if
there should be any other claimants.

Mr. LODGE. I think the Government is protected entirely,
I know Mrs. Rice was a widow and had the claim which she
had inherited from her husband.

Mr. DIAL. That Is what I presumed.

Mr. LODGE. And I suppose, as this intimates, that she
herself has died, and the claim goes to her executors, as it is
stated here.

Mr. DIAL. It does state that it will go to her executors
after it is pald, and it will, I have no doubt; but the point I
am making is that there is no proof to show she is the sole heir
of Mr. Rice, and if we pay the claim to her, and he had
children, they will come In with a bill asking that they be
compensated in some way. I merely want the Government's
interest protected. After the Court of Claims has passed on
the amount, I think that is sufficient as to that.
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Mr. LODGE. They have passed on the amount, and the com-
mittee has held that the relief is due to Mrs. Rice. I did not
know of my own knowledge that she was dead, but I have not
the slightest question that she inherited the claim for whatever
it was worth. I am very sure she had no children.

Mr. DIAL. T suggest that the Senator look into that. I
have nothing to say about it, except that I want to have the
Government protected by amending the bill so as to make the
payment go to her or the heirs at law.

Mr. LODGE. I did not look into her legal claim.
posed that point was, of course, covered by the court.

Mr, DIAL. I do not see anything to show it.

Mr. LODGE. I do not suppose the court would make a
decision in her favor unless she had a proper tifle, :

Mr. DIAL. I do not see anything to show that the point
was covered.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, T am not combating this claim,
but will the Senator from Massachusetts consent to an amend-
ment at the close of the pending bill to meet the suggestion
offered by the Senator from South Carolina in part, to add the
words, “and also in full of all claims and demands arising out
of the transactions referred to in such findings of the Court of
Claims "?

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to that amendment.

Mr. KING. I offer that amendment.

Mr. DIAL. Then I suggest to the Senator, if he cares to do
so, that he amend the bill at the end of line 5 so as to read,
“to Elizabeth H. Rice and the other heirs at law, if any there
l‘e’!!

Mr. McKELLAR. T suggest to the Senator that if it is pald
to the executors of Mrs. Rice it is their duty and obligation to
see that it goes to the proper heirs,

Mr. LODGE. Of course.

Mr. McKELLAR. And it would be unnecessary, it seems to
me, to make that amendment.

Mr. DIAL. That would not cover the cage. The heirs at law
of Mrs, Rice would not necessarily be the heirs at law of Mr.
Itice, under the statute of distribution.

Mr. LODGE. Baut the title passed from him to her.

Mr, DIAL. If she were the sole heir at law, it would ; but if
he had children, it would not, She would inherit only a part.

Mr. LODGE. I understand there were no children.

Mr. DIAL. If there were no children, I have no objection.

Mr. LODGE. I knew Colonel Rice. As I said, he was a very
distingnished officer in the Army and commanded a regiment in
the Spanish-American War. I am certain there is nothing
wrong about this. It is perfectly obvious.

Mr. DIAL. I do not claim that there is anything wrong at
all. I merely want to have the Government protected from any
other claims if there are any other heirs.

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me this does protect the Govern-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg].

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

NEW JERSEY SHIPBUILDING & DREDGING CO.

The bill (8. 1572) for the relief of the New Jersey Ship-
building & Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N, J., was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. Before consenting or objecting to the considera-
tion of this bill, may I inguire of the Senator from New York
if it has not been the practice, with measures of this kind, to
refer them to the Court of Claims?

Mr, WADSWORTH. Not in all cases, by any means. When
a department of the Government, such as the Navy Department
in. this ease, has made its investigation, fixed the responsibility
for the accident, made a survey of the property injured or de-
stroyed, and has certified that the damages suffered amount
to so many dollars, it has not been the practice of the Congress
to refer the matter to the Court of Claims, which would
simply go over the same ground again.

Mr, KING. I suggest to the able Senator from New York that
where actions are based upon the alleged negligence of the
Government, or some of its agencies, that issue ought to be
tried by a court rather than by some administrative officer
of the Government. I think it is a rather dangerous precedent
to establish to authorize the payment of large sums upon some
investigation by a department, where the matter does not grow
out of a contract as to which there may be no controversy
whatever, but grows out of the alleged negligence of the Gov-

I sup-

ernment, and there may very properly be a diversity of opinion
as to whether there was negligence or not. I recall that in a
number of cases where there have been collisions we have
referred them to the Court of Claims. So far as I recall that
has been the uniform practice since I have been in the Senate.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think that procedure is adopted in
the absence of any report from the governmental department
involved agreeing upon the extent of the damages, where some
legal question is still left in dispute, and the petitioner hasg
heen required by the Congress to go to the Court of Claims,
sitting in admiralty, to present his case.

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that we have only a small
calendar and will reach this bill perhaps to-morrow or the
next day. Will he not consent that it may be passed over
until I have an opportunity to look into the question I have just
suggested?

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1T shall not object to that course. A
similar bill passed the Senate last year, and it is exactly like
every other bill in which a citizen suffers damages from the
Government and the Government admits the liability and
states the amount of the damages.

Mr. KING. I shall agree with the Senator that when we
return to the calendar the bill may be taken up for considera-
tion at that time. E

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

PROPOSED REDUCTION OF INCOME TAXES.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I wish to say g
few words about the proposal to reduce the surtaxes. So that
we may understand some of the discussion that has preceded
it, I want to put to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouzENs],
whom I now see in the Chamber, a question or two regarding
the statement which he has published about his own tax pay-
ments. I would never dream of interrogating the Senator from
Michigan about his own personal affairs if he had not already
made them public in a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury
and given his letter to the newspapers.

The Senator from Michigan stated, I believe, and he will cor-
rect me if I am wrong, that in the past 10 years his payment
of income taxes amounted to something over $8,000,000. I want
to ask the Senator if he will not tell us whether he has in any
of the last four years paid any income tax whatever; and if he
has, will he not amplify the statement that he has heretofore
made by telling us how much he has paid during each of the
last four years?

Mr. COUZENS. I decline to be interrogated by the Senator
from Pennsylvania as to my personal affairs until the Secre-
tary of the Treasury has disclosed his hand. I hope that is
perfectly plain.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not understand that my
question has anything to do with the correspondence with the
Secretary of the Treasury further than to say that it was In
that correspondence that the Senator had made the statements
which I have asked him to amplify and which I understand he
refuses to amplify.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I would like to speak a mo-
ment upon that remark of the Senator from Pennsylvanla, I
want to point out that not only is the reference made by the
Secretary of the Treasury and the Senator from Pennsylvania
impudent and irrelevant, but it is entirely outside of the issue,
because I pointed out when the correspondence with the Secre-
tary of the Treasury began just exactly what taxes I had
paid to the Treasury in elght years. I did not go into all the
details by years, neither did I make any reference to any per-
sonal investment I had, nor did I make any reference to the
sale of any particular stock I had, and yet the Secretary of
the Treasury has violated the law to the extent of going to thae
records of the Treasury Department to ascertain from confi-
dential records my individual and personal business, somethin,
that no other public officer can get and would have no righ
whatever, if he did have it, to disclose to the public.

Inasmuch ag the Senator from Pennsylvania has raised the
question I want to go on record now as saying that the Secre-
tary of the Treasury not only ought to disclose his own personal
investments and the benefits that he has derived from his posi-
tion as Secretary of the Treasury, but he ought to tell us how
much he is going to save as a result of his proposal to reduce
taxes.

More dishonest statemenfs, misstatements if not absolute
falsehoods, have been handed out at the Treasury Department
of the United States for the purpose of misleading the public
than ever were issued by a public department in my recollec-
tion of government.

Mr. President, it is the duty of the Congress and the Senate
to know the facts, not only the facts with respect to indi-




1204

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 21,

vidual investments and taxes paid by the respective persons
whem the Senator from Pennsylvania has brought into this dis-
cussion, but to find out the motives back of the propaganda and
misstatements. In a statement issued by the Secretary of the
Treasury only a day or two ago as having been sent to the
Ways and Means Committee of the House did he make the
assertion that all surtaxes were passed on fo the consumer and
therefore a reduction of surtaxes would create a reduction in
the cost of living., A school boy would know better than to
make such a statement as that, and yet he is heralded through-
out the press of the country as the Hamilton of the Treasury.
There never was a greater representative of the moneyed in-
terests of the country in the Treasury Department than is there
at this particular time, and yet he has the impudence to bring
into public discussion the private affairs.of a citizen whose record
he has, and he is the only man in the country who has that
record.

I am not going at length into a discussion of the economies
of the situation, but simply point out that the surtax is prac-
tieally the only tax that can not be passed on to the consumer.
He, unfortunately for himself, made reference to maturing bond
issues of the DBaltimore & Ohio Railroad and some other rall-
roads, and said that their debt had to be funded, that they
would have to pay 6 per cent, and the difference between the
bonds which they refund at 84 to 4 per cent and the 6 per cent
that they would have to pay would go upon the farmers in
additional freight rates, There never was a more absurd state-
ment when it is well known that the Interstate Commerce
Commission fixes the freight rate based upon the value of
the property and not upen the investment or the stocks and
bonds a particular railroad company may have upon the
market.

I would like to ask the Secretary of the Treasury If the
Pennsylvanla Railroad Co. dividends, the Baltimore & Ohio
dividends, if there are any, the dividends paid to the
gtockholders of the United States Steel Corporation, or the
dividends paid to the stockholders of the American Telephone
& Telegraph Co. can possibly be passed on to the consumers?
It is net possible to do It, and it is practically the only tax—
at least it is the only tax I kuow of—that ean not be passed
on to the ultimate consumer.

I asked some of the motor ear manufacturers of Detroit in
November whether they preferred to have the surtax reduced
or whether they preferred to have the autemobile tax re-
mitted. They said they preferred to have the surtax reduced.
Why? Because the 5 per cent excise tax on the automobile
ean be passed on to the censumer and is being and has been
passed on to the consumer and will continue to be so passed
on, while the surtax can not be passed on to the public. That
is the reason why the big motor industry is not kicking up a
blg fuss about the 5 per cent tax on automobiles, but prefers
that the reduction in tax, if pessible, be passed to the big
surtax income-tax payers. b

In answer to the Senator from Pennsylvania farther, I want
to say that I have not paid any tax in 1924, but I have paid
taxes within the last four years.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I do not wish to
prolong the discussion at this time, because I expect to speak
again this week on the matter, but I want to say now that I
have an idea that both Mr. Mellon and the Senator from
Michigan are wrong, because they have carried on the dis-
cussion on the theory that the rich men of the country are pay-
ing the high surtaxes., I think the rich men of the country
have all escaped from the surtaxes, that they have all hidden
themselves away under the devices that are open to them under
the law. I think It would be very interesting to know whether
the Senator from Michigan himself has pald any surtaxes dur-
ing the past four years, and whether he thinks that the surtaxes
are just after he has had the experience of paying them, the
way the professional men of the country have to pay them, be-
cause they have no escape from the surtaxes, or whether his
experience goes to prove my theory, and that is that the rich
men we have heard denonnced so often in the Senate, whose
wealth is our excuse for maintaining these high rates, have all
of them slipped out from under and none of them are paying
the surtaxes.

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

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. In just & moment. I have
addressed an inquiry to the Secretary of the Treasury, asking
him the occupations of the 146 men mentioned In his letter
to the chalrman of the Ways and Means Committee. I would
like to find out whether those 146 men are the great doctors,
like Mayo, the great singers, the great engineers and architects.
I am quite confident that if the facts can be obtained they will
support that theory.

When we stand in the Senate and talk about levying the sur-
taxes on the rich, we are deluding ourselves and we are delud-
ing the country, because the rich men have all escaped through
the many holes that we have left in the income tax law. We
ought to face that situation like men, If we are going to tax
the rich, we ought to make a law that does reach them, but we
;)iuiht not to put the penalty upon talent and call it a tax on the

ch.

I yleld now to the Senator from Tennessee,

Mr. McKELLAR. I am very much interested in what the
Senator has sald about the manifest evasion of the act by the
rich taxpayers. If that is true, does not that form a very
cogent argument why the Congress should publish and make
publie the income-tax returns so that the people can see whether
the manifest purpose of the act is being evaded, and if It is
being evaded, take such steps to correct it as justice may de-
mand? Does not the Senator feel that a full publication of tha
income-tax returns wounld prevent an evasion of the aet?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We have enough publication
now to know what the facts are. We have seen published in
the press the detalls of the estate of William Rockefeller, and
v:e saw that about two-thirds of it was utterly exempt from taxa-
tion.

When I speak of evasion of taxes, I do not mean that men are

" doing dishonest or illegal things to escape taxation. I mean

that our lack of power to reach them and the deductions which
we have allowed by the terms of our law have been legally
enough taken advantage of by the rich men of the country, and
the man of invested wealth does not need to pay a surtax
unless he wants fo, and in most cases he does not do it. That
is why I was interested in hearing what answer the Senator
from Michigan could glve me about the surtaxes he had paid.

Just fo answer In a sentence more the question of the Senator
from Tennessee, we have allowed in our income tax law not enly
the privilege of every taxpayer to invest his money in tax-free
bonds, but we let him register off losses and we let him charge
off depreciation, which is an imaginary loss, and as a result of
those various privileges which men of vast property have
under the law, but which no money earner has under the law,
we have a situation to-day where the talent of the country
Enddthe brains and the hard workers of the country bear the

urden.

I am not scolding one side of the Senate more than the other,
because it seems to me the fallacy of the argmment has prevailed
as much on one side of the aisle as on the other. This is not
a partisan argument I am making. It is just an appeal that
we who have to consider the guestion of surtaxes shall stop
for one moement in our consideration to inguire who it is that
is actually paying. I desire to speak more fully on the question
again this week, so I shall not take more of the time of the
Senate now.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I understood the Senator
from Pennsylvania to ask the Senator from Michigan whether
or not in the last four years he had paid any surtaxes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, I did make that inquiry, and
the answer was that the Senator declines to reveal his personal
affairs to the extent of telling us whether he has paid any.

Mr., McEELLAR. Until the Secretary of the Treasury dis-
closes also, as I understand. :

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senater think that it would
be just as pertinent to direct an inquiry to his fellow towns-
man, the distingnished Seeretary of the Treasury, and to in-
guire of him how much surtax he paid and how much he would
save by virtue of the proposed change in the law?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think it would be an imperti-
nence to ask any taxpayer, whether the Secretary of the Treas-
ury or the learned Senator from Mississippl or myself, or any
of the rest of us, to divulge such information.

Mr., HARRISON, It would not be difficult for the Senator
from Mississippi to make reply; he can make it right off the
reel; but does not the Benator from Pennsylvania think it a
little inconsistent to inquire of the Senator from Michigan how
much he pays and then to say it is impertinent to ask the See-
retary of the Treasury how much he pays?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the Senator from
Mississippi has not allowed me to finish my sentence. I think
it is an impertinence to ask any taxpayer to disclose the details
of his payments unless he first, as the Senator from Michigan
did, has made public in a statement to the newspapers the
amonnt that he has paid in taxes. I would not have dreamed
of addressing such an impertinent question to the Senator from
Michigan if he had not already published his affairs broadecast
in the newspapers of the country. The Senator told us that
he had paid eight and a quarter million dollars in income taxes
in the last 10 years, and that about seven and a quarter million
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dollars—the Senator will correct me if I am wrong in the
figures—were paid in one year. I think it would add very much
to our correct appraisal of the situation if we could know
whether the Senator has paid any surtax whatever since that
one great transaction which led to the payment of seven and a
quarter million dellars in one year. I think it would be inter-
esting to us all to know whether a gentleman of such great
wealth has himself escaped from the payment of the surtaxes
that we prattle about here in the Senate as if they were taxes
on rich men. I think they do not reach the rich man at all. I
think it would help us very much if the Senator would dis-
close the situation.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, if it would be of such great
interest to the Senate and to the public to know the amount
of surtaxes which I have paid in the last four years, would it
not be equally of interest to know the financial gains that
would be made by the man who proposes to take off the sur-
taxes? In other words, I am willing to put my cards on the
table for the Senate to see; but we were discussing a propoesal
madde by the Secretary of the Treasury; and if it is of interest
to Senators to know what I pay, should it not be of just as
great interest to Senators to know what the proponent of the
plan has paid and what he would save under the program?

The intimation iz that I have a selfish interést in the mat-
ter; but it must equally be so that the chief proponent of the
measure to reduoce taxes must have a selfish interest. In other
words, it seems to me, Mr. President, to be unfair to call upon
me to disclose such matters when the proponent of the measure
declines to disclose the benefits that he will gain. It is pot my
mensure; it is the measure of the Secretary of the Treasury
.about which we are talking, and he ought to be able to tell us
how much he is going to save if we adopt his plan. I have
endeavored to point out how much will be saved by the surtax
payers in this country if this plan shall be adopted, and the
Secretary of the Treasury ought to aid in that direction.

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to agk the Senator from Michigan
a question before he takes his seat. I am sure that, with the
exception of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Reen], practically all the Senators agree that the distinguished
Senator from Michigan through his eourage and patriotism in
writing these letters and laying the cards, so to speak, on the
table, has rendered a great service to the country. If I read
correctly the Senator’'s last letter which he wrote to the See-
retary of the Treasury, he inguired of him whether or not he
would take the country into his confidence gnd fell just how
much he would save by virtue of the change in the tax
law which he had recommended. T inquire has the Senator
any reply from the Seeretary of the Treasury teuching that
matter?

Mr. COUZENS. No, sir; I have had no reply.

Mr. HARRISON, Has the Senator put info the Recorp his
last letter to the Seeretary of the Treasury?

Mr. COUZENS. No; it has not been put into the Recogp.

Mr. HARRISON. Would the Senator object if I asked
unanimous consent to have it inserted in the REecozp?

Mr. COUZENS. Not at all. =

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted
in the ReEcorp the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to the
Senator from Michigan nunder date of Januury 15, and the reply
of the Senator from Michigan, dated January 18.

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be in-
serted in the Recorp as follows:

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, Janwary 15, 192}.

My Deir SExATOR: I have your letters of January 9 and 11, Much
of what yvou say in these letters is simply a rciteration of your previous
statement. You raise, however, several matters which are not covered
by my letter to you.

Yon argue that the reduction in the high surtax rate will have no
effect upon business, because the most It will mean simply a shifting
of investments, and some one must purchase the tax-exempts if they are
sold. Before the imposition of the high surtaxes, municipal and State
bonds had a wide market. They were well regarded by the investor and
found their way into trust funds and into the strong boxes of the
conservative investors mno longer in active business. Men of Initiative
and activity did not acquire these securities, Their wealth, therefore,
was left free to be devoted to productive business. Under high surtax
rates tax-exempts without risk afforded a greater net return than pro-
duetive business with risk could provide, and men with the eapacity to
produce found it more remunerative to do nothing. Iligh surtaxzes are
no more than a bonus at the expense of the Federal Government to the
State and municipal borrower, giving a wholly artifieial value to tax
exempilon. A removal of this artificlality will restore all securities to
nafural conditions. True State and municipal extravagance will be

curtalled, but their bends will gell on their merits to the same class
of Investors whe beretofore favored them. The men capable of business
success will get out of their dead Imvesiments and put their brains
and money to work.

It Is not the existing highly suecessful industrials which need the
effect of a system of taxation which will give n freer play of capital.
I might mention two busisesses of great importance te the general
public which are not now adequaiely supplied. It is estimated that
the railroads will require a billion dollars a year of new capital
In order satisfactorily to provide the facilities and equipment requisite
to handle the traffic presented and to reduce the cost of transporta-
tion. In earlier years the railroads bave boem able to. malntain a
reasonable proportion between their total stock issues and their total
interest obligations. As illustrative of this, the percentages of new
bond issues to mew stock issues In the three years, 1911, 1912, 1913,
were respectively 59 per cent, 60 per cent, and 53 per cent. In the
last three years, under bigh surtaxes, these percentages have become
100 per cent, 95 per cent, and 94 per cent. The time is rapidly ap-
proaching when the railroads will be unable to issue further bonds
without substantial increase in the stock investment, Originally,
raflroad stocks have been purchased and held by wealthy men and
the bonds have more generally gone into the hands of the smaller
investor. The Supreme Court has recently sustained the validity of
the *‘ recapture elause,” which effectually prevents any new stock
being sold at a price whieh would give a man with large income an
adequate return on his investment. If the raillroads are to be fur
nished with capital, much must come from the sale of stock and te
permit any sale surtaxes must be so redueed as to attract the large
Investor to that type of seeurity,

There s stlll an acute shortage of housing facilities In the large
cities of this country. While it is true that the high cost of material
and labor has contributed to this shoriage, the real reason why capital
has not been more attracted to this investment is the surtaxes. If
a flat building could be built in 1913 on a $100,000 investment, and
the investor desired 8 per cent return, his rents had to be adjusted
80 as to give him net $8,000. If in 1923 a similar building should
require §200,000, the investor, to get the same return after high
surtaxes, would need met rents of $38,000. He would probably, how-
ever, wish to provide against this abnormal eost of building by
amortizing the excess cost and demand net rents of $48,000. We
have either the failure to make investment because of the umlikeli-
bood of adequate return or a gouging of the tenants,

I am glad that you have brought up your own case. It Is not un-
usual. I have heard of other men in your situatien, and actunl ex-
perience is the best test. Just as the statement in your previous
letter that no man having opportunity to invest in Standard Ol stock
would touch tax-exempt securitics was happily answered by the pro-
bate record of the estate of William Rockefeller, which showed the
exact contrary, so I think you are the answer to your ewn argnments.
In your letter of Janvary 11 you say that in 1920 you paid some
$7,000.000 of tax on the profit from the sale of eertain property, ob-
viously your stock in the Ford Motor Car Co, and you then largely
invested your capital in tax-exempt securities. It is reported in the
newspapers that all of your capital is mow in tax-exempt securitles,
and I have not seen any denial from you. This means, if it means
anything, that you pay no income tax. Now, it is a most unusmnal
thing that a man of wealth and business experience should put his
entire fortune into ome class of security which some change in the
law ‘might render much less valuable. It has usually been considered
prudent that investments be diversified, and you might have selected,
as well as tax-exempt securities, United States Government and sonnd
public utifity and Industrial bonds, the care of which would bring
no more business worry than tax-exempts. If, as you say, high surtaxes
are immaterial, it would be interesting to knew what Influenced you
in your selection of tax-exempt securities to the exelusion of all others.

Let us, however, apply your case to the arguments in favor of a re-
duction of high surtaxes, with which I understand you disagree.

It is urged that high surtaxes bear most heavily on the taxpayer
while he Is producing—that is, making momey. The increase in value
of your invesiment in Ford Motor Car Co. stock is uvique, and few and
far between will like opportunities come agaln, but while you were ae-
quiring this wealth you paid, as you say, a large tax.

It is urged that weaith in pessessien, either by inheritance or realiza-
tion of a fortunate investment, s not taxed. Your wealth Is all n
tax-exempt securities and you pay no tax.

It is urged that the high surtaxes are becoming less productive of
revenue. In your case they have become barren,

It is urged that if high surtaxes were reduced it Is probable that the
Government would receive more revenne under a lower rate than it
receives nnder the higher rate. It is not to be deubted that if surtaxes
had been reasonable at the time you invested your wealth yon wonld
have done the prudent thing and diversified your investments, taking
part at least in securities the income from which is taxable. If yom
had done this, certainly the re to the Gow t from your
income would have been greater than nothing,
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You say you pald several million dollars tax on the sale of your
gtock in the Ford Motor Car Co. This tax must have been based on
the difference between your sale price and the March 1, 1913, value,
What percentage did you pay of your actual profit based on your origl-
nal investment cost, which you say is the true criterion?

You say that when you bought your tax-exempt bonds you prepaid
taxes in their price. To what Government did you make payment?

Your tax-exempts must return you about 43 per cent. Sound taxable
bonds would probably not pay over 6 per cent. Is the loss of 13 per
cent of Interest equivalent to 58 per cent of your total income?

Must a system of taxation which permits a man with an income of
over $1,000,000 a year to pay not ome cent to the support of his
Government remain unaltered?

Very truly yours, A, W. MeLLON,
Seeretary of the Treasury,
Hon, James COUZENS,

United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

JanNuamy 185, 1924,

My Dmir Mn, SecrErary: I have your letter of the 15th.

The two fundamentals usetl by you in your recommendation for a
reduction in surtaxes—first, the present surtax Is reducing Government
revenue from that source; and, second, that it is diverting money for
necessary industrial purposes—have evidently been abandoned. I am
delighted that I have convinced you of the fallacy of these two fun-
damental reasons for your recommendations, However, you have not
answered my query as to—

1. Which are the most productive enterprises to put money into—

Behools, water works, lighting plants, street-railway plants, good
roads, colleges, sewers, hospitals, or—

Theaters, office bulldings, moving-picture houses, ball parks, distil-
leries, breweries, chewing-gum factories, cosmetic factories, near-beer
plants, ete.?

The country would be glad to have your opinlon on this, and I urge
you to glve it to us.

2, Now that it has been pointed out to you what a small percentage
of tax-exempt bonds there are on the market in relation to the total
of one hundred and thirty-gix billions of securities, are you still of thae
opinion that they are a vital factor in effecting surtax receipts of the
Government 7

8. You have falled to accept my Invitation to debate publicly these
questions, I repeat my invitation.

Railroads: You point out that the Supreme Court declsion as to the
validity of the recapture clause in the transportation act of 1920
“effectually prevents any new stock being sold at a price which would
give a man with a large income an adequate return on his investment.”
Why does a man with a large income have to have an adequate return
on his investment any more than a man with a small income? You
then make the astonishing statement that If the railroads are to be
furnished with capital it must come from the sale of stock. How do
you expect people to invest in stock of the rallroads after you point
ont that the recapture clause of the transportation act of 1920 “ effec-
tually prevents any new stock being sold at a price which would give
a man with a large income an adequate return on his investment"?

Every investor knows the reason that stock of the railroads can not
be sold, For 10 years or more you must admit that all the campalgn
of the railroads has disconraged investment in their stocks. They

constantly ery about and exhibit their poverty and their demoraliza- |

tion beeause of their fallure to earn more money., The purpose of this
campalign, of course, 18 to Increase freight rates, and there 1s a con-
tinuous effort ‘made in that direction. Now that rates have Dbeen
boosted in many Instances to a point confiscatory of products carried,
and now that there is available from earnings incomes sufficient to pay
large dividends on most roads, there is an effort on the part of the
raiiroads to sell stock.

I am informed from reliable authority that when the report for
railroad operation in 1923 is completed, the railroads will have avail-
able for dividends an amount which would permit a dividend rate of
9.8 per cent to 10.88 per cent on all railroad stocks of Class 1 rail-
ronds, This is on the par value of the stocks and includes the stocks
which are not entitled to earnlngs in that they never represented value,
as well as the sound stocks, Perbaps, If the railroads published this
fact they might be able to sell some of their stock. However, this
may not be possible for the reason of the “public lmpression that
the railroads are badly managed and because it is well known their
relations with the Government are most unsatisfactory.

Investors would not and should not buy stocks on which the rail-
rond managers and the Wall Street bankers can stop dividends with
impunity. They should require mortgages on the railroad property so
that when they stop interest payments the owners will have some re-
course in the way of collecting returns on their investments and, if
necessary, their principal. This is the real reason for the increased
bond issues in relation to stoek lssues.

No matter to what point you reduce the surtax, Investors are not
and should not take this kind of a hazard. All records show, however,
that admlitting your statement that the railroads need a billion a year,
there is plenty of money when the railroads glve security for the
money. They got it last year, and they will get all they need this
year,

Housing facilities: You admit that the high cost of materlal and
labor bas contributed to the shortage of housing faeilitles in large
citles. You further say the real reason why capital has not heen at-
tracted to this investment is the surtaxes. To prove the fallacy of
this conclusion, I desire to point out that every possible plece of build-
Ing constructlon was carrled on last year that men could be secured
to work on, The limit of bullding was the limit of men and not the
limit of capital. Despite this, in 1921 the value of building in 38
States covering seven-eighths of the population was $2,300,000,000; In
1928, it was £3,500,000,000.

The high cost may not make these comparisons mean much, so I
will refer to the amount of square feet of building for three-fourths
of the population in the same years as above. In 1921, there was
built 886,753,800 square feet, and In 1923 it rose to §92,557,900 square
feet. I can not concelve where you got the figures for a flat building
that could be built in 1913 for $100,000, and that if it were built in
1923, it would cost $200,000. We will grant that this difference in
cost might exist, but you say that for the same building an investor
desiring an 8 per cent return would require $8,000 In 1913, and in
1923, for the same building costing twice as much, he would, after
paying the high surtaxes, require $38,000. Let me point out that you
are assuming that only Individuals build these places, while as a mat-
ter of fact, they are mostly constructed by corporations which do not
pay any surtax. If an individual did this, and his total income was
from the investment of $200,000, then he would only require $18,000
in rents in 1923, in comparison with $16,000 for a $200,000 invest-
ment in 1913, Therefore, your example means nothing as affecting
the desirability of reducing surtaxes.

The facts are that corporation taxes have been so reduced by the
removal of the excess-profits tax that if a corporation put up this hypo-
thetical flat, they would be able to rent it for less money than the
example above shows. The shortage of housing facllities is due to the
suspenslon of building during the war and the lack of artlsans to do
the work at this time. There is plenty of momey to be had for this
purpose, R —.A,_._-

Now, as to my own case and the estate of William Rocketeller, to
which ycu refer. The point I made was that Mr. Willlam Rockefeller
would not invest in tax-exempt securities if he could get any more
Btandard Oil stock at the original price It was sold. Nelther would I
invest in tax-exempt securities if I could get any Ford Motor Co. stock
at the price I pald originally. The facts are that neither Mr. Rocke-
feller nor myself can buy these securities any cheaper than anybody
else and there ls no reasgom why we should buy them, because, as
polnted out, it would only be a transfer of ownership from one indi-
vidual to another. These corporations have plenty of money of their
own for expansion and do not have to sell new stock,

With reference to my own experience, you have either only vsed part
of the Treasury record or else you have made a wild assumption that
the taxes I paid in 1920 were on the sale of Ford Motor Co. stock only.
There were other ingomes which went to make up this tax,

Bo long as you have entered into the record of my securitles;, will
you please tell us what your securities are, how much you own of each
and how much you will benefit by the reductlon of the surtaxes as
proposed by yon?

You refer to the newspapers saying that all my ecapital is now in
tax-exempt securities and you assume that it is troe because I hava
not denied it. Certainly I can not enter into a denial of everything the
newspapers print, but I wish to point out to you that such a statement
is absolutely untrue, that I have millions of dollars invested in build-
ings, real estate, and building operations, and I ask if this 18 more
productive than money Invested in distillerles and breweries,

I do not know why it I8 necessary to tell absolute untruths in say-
ing that my wealth Is all In tax-exempt securities and that I pay no
tax. I have already pointed out some of the taxes I bhave pald, and
there are, of course, some years when my losses have exceeded my
taxable income. In addition I gave to hospitals and crippled children
in 1919 nearly 400 shares of Ford Motor stock of a market value af
nearly $2,000,000 on which 1 was receiving 85 per cent dividends on
par value of $400,000 or $140,000 per year, on which I could readily
have paid a 50 per cent income tax and had a comfortable income
besides, ;

You make another misstatement when you say, “ You say you pail
geveral million dollars on the sale of your stock of the Ford Motot
Co.” I made no such statement and I challenge you to point out
where 1 made such a statement, The basis on which T paid has noth-

ing whatever to do with what I paid for the stock, because it was pur-
II ¢hased 10 years prior to the Income tax laws. The cost of the stock
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and the returns thereon are obviously the eriterion as to the returns
on the invesiment, and not the market valwe, because this particular
stock had no market value at the time it was sold,

In my letter I pointed out that onm the tax-exempt bonds I prepaid
my taxes In the price I paid, and to prove this I guote from your own
letter to Congressman Frear, dated January 8, 1924:

“ Your bill affects existing securitles in the hands of Innocent holders.
Tax exemption was a material factor in fxing the price at which
thess securities were sold to their present owners. As an example of
what this means, the first Liberty 34's are fully tax exempt, the 43's
of the same lissue and maturity are exempt as to normal tax oanly.
Bascd upon the average market price of these bonds during last month,
the removal of the exemption from surtax would drop the price from
99.7 per cent to 87.2 per cent, or a loss of §125 for a $1.000 bond, and
removal of the normal tax exemption would reduoce the price further
to 82.4 per cent, or a total loss of $178 on each $1,000 bond. A
gimilar situation would, of course, exist in every municipal and SBtate
bond. This is the value of tax exemption sold and paid for."

You see I use your own statement in saying that I prepaid taxes
when I bought my bonds.

1 do not want in any way to comvey the Impression that I am
ashamed of the faet that I have been a large purchaser of State and
municipal bonds. A considerable part of these were Detroit city bonds,
which I took at a time when there was difficulty in securing the money
needed for schools, sewers, and other most essential public works.

May I point ont further that the effect of making these State and
municipal bouds subject to tax wounld be to Increase their interest rate,
and thereby simply add to the tax burden of the cities and States?
In effect it would amount to taking money from the local public treas-
uries and transferring it to the Federal Government. )

Very truly yours, -
Jaues CoDzZENS,

Hon, Axprew W. MELLON,

Becretary of the Treasury, Waehington, D. O.

Mr. REED of Pemnmsylvania. May I ask the Senator from
Mississippi whether he will offer objection to the reply also
being Inserted in the Recorp when it shall have been made?

Mr. HARRISON. Indeed not. We shall receive it with open
arms and a blare of trumpets if the Secretary of the Treasury
will make it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
blaring at that time. :

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senate
ought not to be so much concerned to know in what degree the
Senator from Michigan or the Secretary of the Treasury
escapes taxation. The Senator from Michigan has stated that
"he can demonstrate that the surtaxes are paid by the rich. The
Senator from Pennsylvania states that be proposes to demon-
strate that they are paid by those of us who are not rich. It
seems to me that the country is interested in having these two
latter demonsirations rather than in ascertaining precisely
what taxes the Senator from Michigan pays or what taxes the
Secretary of the Treasury may be enabled to escape by the
reformation of the revenue law.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I ask the Senator from Virginia a
question?

Mr., GLASS., Yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. It sitrikes me and does it not also strike
the Senator from Virginia that if the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania is correct and the rich do not pay the surtaxes, they are
making a lot of noise about something that is not hurting them?

Mr. GLASS. Yes; I think so; and therefore I am very much
interested to have the Senator from Pennsylvania demonstrate
to me that I am paying surtaxes and that neither Mr. Mellon
nor the Senator from Michigan is paying them.

Mr. CARAWAY., I am sure the Secretary of the Treasury
would be glad to have the Senator demonstrate that. Then he
could change the plan without any further dispute.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I should like to correct one
statement made by the Senator from Virginia. I have at no
time made the charge that the surtaxes were paid by the rich.
I said, and I now repeat, that the surtaxes are paid by those
well able to pay them. The definition of what is rich and what
is not rich may be widely apart in the minds of different Sena-
tors, but I still contend that the surtaxes are paid by persons
well able to pay them.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, it seems to me that
my distinguished friend from Virginia [Mr. Grass], as well as
my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Regn], both
miss the point of this discussion, If they will permit me to say
so. It is true that the main question is the one stated by the
Senator from Virginia; that {s the real controversy before the
peaple; but it is alse true that the personal interest of any wit-
ness goes to his credibility and the force of the testimony.

We shall have two trumpets

As I understand, the Senator from Michigan wrote an arti-
cle—I have not followed the correspondence in detail—in which
he advocated a reduction of the tax upon large incomes and
opposed the plan of Mr. Mellon. If Mr. Mellon had met that
with a simple argument discussing the question which the Sena-
tor from Virginia rightly says is the question, and if Mr. Mellon
had remained content with that kind of argument, no one would
have raised any question as to Mr. Mellon’s personal interest;
but, in order to weaken in the public mind the statement of the
Senator from Michigan, the Secretary of the Treasury enters
into personalities. He gives out a statement to the effect that
the Senator from Michigan has invested his wealth largely in
tax-exempt securities. His purpose was perfectly plain. Hav-
ing entered upon that kind of argument as to his opponent,
having made this appeal to prejudice as against his opponent,
what is the impropriety in our having the interest of the witness
on the other side shown up? Let us see whether there is any
motive that controls his judgment. That would be permitted in
ordinary courts of justice.

So it seems to me, while it is entirely true that it might be
impudence, as the Senator from Pennsylvania says, to ask Mr.
Mellon how much his tax returns were as an original proposi-
tion, and it might be aside from the real merits of the question
to enter Into the inquiry at all, as the Senator from Virginia
says, still, since the Secretary of the Treasury has entered into
the personal field and appealed against his antagonist upon the
ground that his antagonist escaped taxes, it becomes somewhat
pertinent to learn whether he has not hold of the same end of
the tarred stick, if, indeed, it be a tarred stick.

Mr, GLASS. Mr. President, I would not relish being identi-
fied as in particular sympathy with either one of these dis-
putants. I am not here to defend the attitude of the Secretary
of the Treasury or to criticize that of my colleague from Mich-
igun, and I confess to just as much curiosity as the Senator
from Missouri ean possibly have to know what amount of taxes
the Seeretary of the Treasury or any other immensely wealthy
man pays. I have some curiosity to know how much the Sena-
tor from Michigan pays. But I merely offered a suggestion to
rescue the problem from the personalities with which it is now
invested. Let us determine what are the real facts as to who
does and who does not pay the surtaxes .

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I think the Sen-
ator from Virginia is exactly correct and that the Senate ought
to try, if it can, to determine these questions aside from per-
sonalities, But where any disputant in a publie correspondence
tells us a part of the truth there surely is no impropriety in
asking him to tell us the rest of it. If Mr. Mellon chooses in
the course of this long correspondence to make any statements
about his affairs, then I hope that we will insist that he make
a full disclosure. If any one of us in debate sees fit to Introduce
his own personal affairs into the discussion by way of illustra-
tion, then I hope that his brethren here on the floor will invite
him to tell the whole truth, and so with any other public offi-
cials; but so long as one refrains from talking about his per-
sonal affairs, I think that he should be accorded the same cour-
tesy that each of us expects, 80 long as be chooses to hold his
peace about his own personal business.

I hope I have made my point clear. I would not have
dreamed of asking the Senator from Michigan so impertinent a
question if he had not already voluntarily interjected, by way -
of illustration, numerous statistics regarding his own affairs.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia and
the Senator from Pennsylvania on part of this dispute have
reached a common ground upon a matter that I think we will
all agree with, namely, that it is desirable to know, in connec-
tion with this disputed question, who pays the big income
taxes and who escapes payment,

When this income tax law was first proposed this same ques-
tion arose. The Senators who are anxious to get this infor-
mation admit that they have not the information. 1t is an
impossibility to get it. The Secretary of the Treasury has it,
but it is locked up. We have not access and the people have not
access to the records. We who are going to be called upon to
pass a new law on the subject are kept in absolute ignorance
as to what the experience under this law has shown during the
time it has been on the statute books.

Publicity is a great cure of governmental {Il1s. When the first
income tax law was brought before the Congress under a Demo-
cratie administration the proposition was made that we shounld
have publicity of these returns, and at that time we had a roll-
call vote upon the guestion. I think there was more than one
roll eall, but I have here one that was taken on the 5th day of
September, 1916. On that roll call there were 26 Senators in
favor of this publicity, 32 opposed to it, and 87 not voting.
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When the administration changed, and the law was changed
under a Republican administration, this same question again
arose and another roll-call vote was had. It was taken on
November 7, 1921. At that time there were 28 Senators who
voted in favor of making these records publie, 834 Senators who
voted against it, and 34 Senators not voting.

Mr. President, if on elther one of these oceaslons those who
swere in favor of publicity of returns had prevailed, and that
provision had been put into the law, this discussion in the dark-
ness and this lack of lizht for legislation would not be here,
We would then be able to revise this tax law in the light of
our governmental experience, which is going to be denied us
TOW,

When you give your tax return to your local assessor he files
it in his office. It is kept in the county seat. The reviewing
board or equalization board has access to it, and any of the
county taxpayers can come in and complain that his tax is too
high or that your tax is too low. He does that because of the
publicity, because the records are public. I never have heard
of anyone being injured on account of that publicity, nor have
I ever heard of any particular damage resulting to a man from
having all his neighbors know the value of his taxable property
that he himself has returned under oath; and I can not myself
understand why, in making a Federal tax return under the
income tax law, the same rule should not apply and the same
kind of a law be in force.

That would remedy this dificulty. It would not only remedy
the difficulty but all students of economics know that it would
increase by many millions of dollars every year the taxes on
incomes that would come Into Uncle Sam's pocketbook. The
fact that the return would be publie, the fact that it would be
within the province of anyone to point out what he might know
about as being erroneous in the return of anyone’s income,
would of itself prevent that same kind of error creeping into
the returns: and we would not have, as we always have had,
and as we always will have, this continual talk about men
escaping payment of their income taxes because the returns
would be public. Everybody would know about them, and
without any question that would not only bring to us the ability
to legislate in the light and with the knowledge of our past
experience but it would make it much more difficult for anyone
to cover up his income and to creep out through the various
loopholes the law has ready for him.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep], who has studied
this question probably much more than I have, says that there
are many loopholes—and there is not any doubt but that he
tells the truth about that—by which wealthy men with large
incomes escape taxation. If we should not change the law
g0 as to shut up those loopholes, they would escape just the
game under Secretary Mellon’s plan as under anybody else’s
plan. If we had publicity of returns, we would know what
those loopholes are, and where they are, and how many men are
crawling through them.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
vield?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If the Senator has read the bill
which has been introduced in the House of Representatives,
he has seen that one of the largest loopholes is closed, and that
is the one by which losses are registered by the large taxpayer.
That has been the greatest source of loss of revenue to the
Government. Such a provision is in the bill and will plug that
hole,

AMr. NORRIS. If that be true, then will it not follow that
even though we do not cut down, as Secretary Mellon wants us
to do, the surtaxes on the large incomes, a lot of fellows who
in the past have been going out of that-loophole will be unable
to continue to do'it? So it is not proper to charge that there
will be a continual loss of income tax becanse the surtaxes are
ton high.

At present these fellows are getting out of these loopholes,
and the one that the Senator has mentioned is not the only
loophole that will be found. There will be loopholes that we
never will find until we are able to look into the returns, and
we never will be able to do that until Congress passes a law
that will make those returns public property, so that anybody
can examine them and see where the loopholes are and where
the difficulty lies.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
yield again?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Does not the Senator think
that some light is cast into the darkness, of which he speaks,
by the publication of such estates as that of Mr. William
Rockefeller?

Mr. President, will the Senator

Mr. President, will the Senator

Mr. NORRIIS. Yes, sir; I do. I am not denying that. I
think light has been cast on it by the discussion between the
able Senator from Michigan [Mr, Couzexs] and Secretary
Mellon. Of course, I have no right to say to Secretary Mellon:
“You ought to disclose your hand now, as the Senator from
Michigan has done.” He is not compelled to do that under
the law. He has a perfect, legal right to decline; but being
Secretary of the Treasury, and being, I presume, the author or,
at least, the backer of this new plan of reduction of high sur-
taxes, and, being, as everybody knows, one of the wealthiest
men in the world, and presumably having one of the largest
incomes, and occupying a great place in the Cabinet of his
country, what good work he could perform if he would lay
his cards face up on the table and say: “I am not required
to do this, but in answer to the challenge of the Senator from
Michigan I say, ‘Here are my returns. I will save so many
do]lufs if my proposition to amend the law is enacted into

Why, Mr. President, in every lawsuit before any justice of
the peace, anywhere in any civilized community where a man
is trying to do something, where it is shown in the case that he
has an interest in it, you ecan always show, as throwing light
on his motives, what effect it will have on him.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr, President, will the Senator
yield again?

Mr. NORRIS. In just a moment. You can always show the
interest of the witness. You can always show the interest of
either side to the controversy, as to whether it would be for
their interest in a financial way or otherwise if this or that
were done. It would have great welght with me, and I pre-
sume it wonld with millions of other common people in this
country, if Secretary Mellon were able to show by his own case,
using that as an illustration, as the Senator from Michigan
used his: * If the proposal that I have made to cut down these
big surtaxes is passed, I will save every year so much money,
or I will lose so much money, or it will make no difference.”
In any case, those who judge his proposition would be able,
as they have a right to do, to judge it in the light of his own
personal interest in what he proposes,

Now I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. REED of Peunsylvania. Would not the Senator think,
then, that inasmuch as the Secretary of the Treasury has no
vote on this subject, and as each of us has a vote, it is still
more important that each of us who speaks or votes upon this
matter of a revision of the tax law should disclose to the coun-
try what his interest is?

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly,

Mr. REED of PPennsylvania. DBecause we siand to be judged
by our action, and each of us has a vote, and he has not.

Mr. NORRIS. I am perfectly willing, and when I propose
that all these returns shall be made public T will not exempt
Senators of the United States. They will be included just the
same as anybody else, and they were included in both of thesze
propositions that we voted on.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President——

Mr, NORRIS, I yield to the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. GLASS., May I ask if, in either event, the disclosure
suggested by the Senator would determine the soundness of a
fax measure?

Mr. NORRIS. No; I do not elaim that.

Mr. GLASS. It would satisfy my curiosity, as it would
that of other people——

Mr. NORRIS. No; it is not curiosity.

Mr. GLASS. And I grant that it might in some degree de-
termine the sincerity of the Secretary of the Treasury in mak-
ing certain recommendations to Congress; but, after all, it
would not determine the soundness of a taxing poliey.

Mr. NORRIS. I admit that. T do not claim that is the only
thing involved in it, If I have given anybody that Impression,
he certainly has misunderstood me, or I have not bheen able to
convey the idea I wanted to convey.

I am only claiming what I would elaim if T were trying a
lawsuit involving 85, that when a witness went on the witness
stand, if I was able to show, by cross examination of that wit-
ness, that he was directly interested in the result, I would have
a right to do it, as throwing light upon the transaction. Every
judge says to the jury when he charges them, * It is not only
your right, but your duty, in considering the weight you shonld
give to anypody's evidence, to consider what, if any, interest
he has in the result of the suit, what bias or prejudice he may
have.”

Therefore it seems to me It would have a good deal of weight
hefore the American people if they knew just how that propo-
gition wounld affect Mr. Mellon himself.

Mr, CARAWAY, Mr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. Evidently the Secretary of the Treasury
thought those things would influence people’s conduct, because
he =ays to the Senator from Michigan, * You are affected by
reason of certain exemptions.” He recognized that as proper
to be known, so that you could judge of the sufficiency and
disinterestedness of the testimony of the witness. Therefore,
why should he not be fair and disclose his interest?

Mr. NORRIS, 1 think he should, as would persons interested
in the result of even a lawsuit. It does not follow that he
would testify falsely. A man may be directly interested and
not shave the truth an iota; but the men who are passing on
the case—the jury—will be told by the judge, who knows human
nature, “ You have a right to know that, and you have a right
to congider it, together with all the other evidence in the case,
and give It such weight as you think it is entitled to.”

When Mr. Mellon proposes a certain tax scheme in lieu of
one that now exists, if it should appear to the American people
that it would decrease his taxes several million dollars every
year, do you not suppose they would give that some weight?
They might say, and it might be true, that that did not in-
fluence him a particle; but they have a right to know it when
they pass judgment upon it.

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me it comes back to
this: That we ought te have publicity of these returns. I can
not myself see how it would hurt anybody to give publicity to
his tax returns any more than it hurts one when publicity is
given to his tax returns to his local assessor; and as far as I
know, everywhere in the United States such returns are made
publie, and nohody objeets to it. It does not hurt anybody.

It seems to me that if a man has a good big income he onght
to feel pretty good if everybody knows about if. T would be
glad, if I had that kind of an income, to have everybody know
about It. It ean not hurt anybody. We see now what good it
would do. If such a law had been on the statute books from
the time the first income tax law was passed until now, there
is no question in my mind—and I do not believe there Is any
question in the mind of any student of economics—but that in
the aggregate it would have increased the refurns going into
the United States Treasury, not millions but billions of dollars.

1 do not intend to read these roll ealls at this time, Mr. Presi-
dent, but if Senators have occasion to look them up they will
find this about them, that some Senators voted the same way
both times, on both those propositions—and they were in effect
the same. Some Senators voted one way when their party was
in power and the other way when the other party was in power.
They voted one way when they had a man of their party in the
White House who was moving the political and partisan
checkerboard down here and they voted the other way when
they were free, and I suppose then they voted their conscien-
tious convictions. The object at one time was to save the party
policy of one political party, and the other time the object was
to put the other political party in a hole. But there were some
Henators, as the roll ealls show, who voted the same way both
times, some on one side and some on the other—and I give one
gide just the same credit I give the other. The man who voted
believing the returns ought to be kept secret, and consecientionsly
believed that, is entitled to eredit for doing so. I concede that.

Mr. President, in due time there will be another tax hill be-
fore Clongress. In due time that measure will reach the Senate,
and in due time we will have an opportunity to vote on this
question, because I call attention to the fact now that there
will be a roll-call vofe upon it.

T.et us remember then what has happened to-day. All of this
difficulty has arisen simply because we have not the law we
ought to have had, and we will in the future put a law on the
statute books that can be examined by anybody, so that after
it has been on the statute books a year we will be able to know
where the loopholes are, who gets out, and how he gets out, in
order that we may shut those loopholes up.

Mr. DIAL. It seems to me, Mr. President, from the way
Senators are consulting the roll calls on the desk of the Senator
from Nebraska, that some of them have forgotten how they
voterd.

Mr. NORRIS. They are finding out. Senators can tell by
either the smiles or the disappointed looks on the faces of the
Senators who are examining the roll ealls how they voted.
[Laughter.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Mr. President, I desire to
take only a few minutes of the time of the Senate. I Intend
to speak a little bit later on the tax problem,

LSV—11

I am for publicity, and T know that we will have it. 1 am
Indeec]_glad_ that the Secretary of the Treasury stirred up
something when he proposed the Mellon scheme., In the great
progressive State of Minnesota we have had publicity lately.
I know that perhaps there are other States in this great Union
which to-day are publishing the personal property tax state-
ments, and I know that the Nation at large should give more
publicity to them.

I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REeen]
is defending Mr, Mellon because Mr. Mellon is not a member
of this body, and that he has not a vote on this proposifion j
and, by the way, I happened to make a little speech in a little
town in Pennsylvania a few days ago. I am sure that Mr,
M_ellon to-day has men with fortunes behind them and also
with ability and high standing, if not officials, men of high
standing in thelr respective communities, to defend him.

I was of the impression that the judges of the courts in this
country were not in politics. When I stated the other day
in Philadelphia that the Mellon tax plan would not go through
the way he proposed it if I had anything to say ahout it, I
was hissed. That is all right. I did not kick on that, but I
really kicked, when I got through speaking, when the chief
justice of the supreme court of the great State of Pennsyl-
vania got up and said, * We are going to see to it that the
Mellon tax plan does go through, and if Congress at this ses-
sion does not put it through, we will see to it that the next
Congress will put it through.”

This is mighty interesting when we are talking about inves-
tigations. We got after the Steel Trust, that blg corporation
that was mentioned only a few moments ago by one or two
speakers, 1 have had something to do In regard to the Steel
Trust in the State of Minnesota. We put a tax upon it. Of
course they squealed, and they tried to evade it by going into
the State supreme court, and also the Supreme Court of the
United States, but we licked them on that proposition.

I am taking an interest in these tax debates, but I could
Just as well inform the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Covzexs]
and also the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] that as
far as the country people are concerned, and especially the
farmers—hbecause I am one of them—we are interested in who
is paying the taxes.

Some of us do not need to pay taxes any more, because we
lost everything we paid taxes on, but I want to say that
the Steel Trust of this country, which was forced to pay three
or four million dollars into the treasury of a State like the
State of Minnesota, will not help the people of the great
United States if under thie laws of this eountry it will have a
right to take back the taxes paid from those who buy the
things It produces. That would not help us at all. There-
fore I tell both of these Senators that we do not care who
paid the taxes. If Mellon pays $1,000,000 taxes a year, that
does not hurt him at all if he has an opportunity to go to the
people of this country and get the money back.

Therefore I certainly approve of the remarks of the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Nogrrs] that there should be publicity.
God knows we need more publicity, and there is going to be
more publicity if the progressive forces of this country have
anything to say about it at this session of Congress.

Mr, HEFLIN. DMr. President, this discussion is very inter-
esting. It discloses the need for some very important legisla-
tion, As the Sepator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has said,
Why should not a record be provided by which the people of
the country ean know whether a man is paying taxes that are
fair and just? I would be glad to suppori a measure providing
for such a record.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] tells us that
the mighty rich are escaping the payment of taxes. They have
done that always when the Republican Party was in power,
I can tell the Senator how some of them escape taxes now.
I think the Senator from Penmsylvania lLimself was present
and voted for a measure which permitted them to escape cer-
tain kinds of taxation. I saw the Republican Party take off
the profiteers’ excess-profits taxes amounting to $450,000,000 a
year. If there ever was a tax that was fair and just, 1t was
the excess-profits tax. There was no excuse for lopping off the
profiteers’ taxes which the Republican Party took off, amount-
ing to $450,000,000 a year.

I saw thie Republican Party take off surtaxes to the amount
of $90,000,000 a year. In the four years of Republican ad-
ministration, these profiteers’ taxes and surtaxes would have
amounted to $2,100,000,000 in round numbers,

This, with the insurance features and the land features,
would have paid the soldiers’ bonus by the end of the present
administration. 1 suggested that we continue that tax on
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profiteers and that we let that surtax remain and use the
money thus raised to pay adjusted compensation to our ex-
service men. But no, these mighty men, influential with the
Republican Party, whose wealth Is powerful with the leaders
of that party, demanded that the soldiers be put aside and
that that tax be taken off, and it was done. The Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] suggests now that the rich are
escaping taxation. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caga-
waAY] said: “ Why should they be complaining then about the
tax if they do not pay it?"

Mr. President, when they took off that $90,000,000 they sald:
“This is about as much as the country will stand at this time.
The people will soon forget, and then we will take the other
off.”” Now they view publie opinion in the country with alarm.
They think they are going to be driven from power this fall—
and they are right about it—and they say they had better put
this bill through now while they have a Republican President,
Republican House, and Republican Senate, for they feel that
the places that know them now will soon know them no more
forever.

I saw in the Washington Post this morning where the leader
of the Republican Party in this body, Mr. Lobge, and the
leader of the Republican Party in the House, Mr. LoxaworTtH,
had decided to adopt conciliatory measures Instead of reprisal
tactics, and I thought of the story of the man who lived on
the roadside and whose neighbor built a modern mansion just
opposite his home on the other side of the road. He was filled
with envy and jealousy. He wanted to dispose of that house,
Late one afternoon when the workmen were gone, seeing this
splendid frame house nearly completed, filled with shavings
and fat dry timbers lying around, he tied a corn shuck to a
cat's tail and struck a match to it and tried to shoo the ecat
across the road so it would run under this new building and
dissolve it in flames. But the cat suddenly turned and ran
under the man’s own house and was about to set it on fire
when the man threw a rock at the cat, saying, “ Scat out from
under there.” Dut the cat did not scat. Then in his anxiety
and desperation he changed his tactics and his tone and said
softly, * Kitty, kitty, kitty.” [Laughter.]

I wondered if the progressives in the House would respond
to the * Kitty, kitty " call of the old guard. It was seat out
from here just a little while ago, and the Washington Post, the
administration paper, had double-column editorials excoriating
the progressives, threatening them, abusing them, and trying
to whip them into line. Now, the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. LobGe], o past master in such matters, with the smooth
artist in the House from the State of Ohio, Mr. LoOXGWORTH,
have gotten together and they have at last degided that they
would abandon the “scat, scat” tacties and employ * Kitty,
kitty, kitty.” [Laughter.]

Oh, Mr, President, if we can just get to the country what
we are unearthing here now, things that have been going on in
this Republican feast, scandals that smell to high heaven, there
will be such a landslide in the country this fall as the people
have not witnessed in a long time. The Republican Party
seems to have thought when it eame into power that it was
licensed to go into the business of pillaging and plundering the
material substance and natural resources of the country.
There never has been a time in the history of the Government
when greed for the dollar was so great among the grafters
and when the almighty dollar was so potential and powerful
with the party in power. Why, nobody fears prosecution and
punishment at the hands of the party now in power. You ean
go into any kind of questionable business if you have a big
bank account and contribute large sums to the campaign funds
of the Republican Party; you ean go home and go to sleep,
beeause they will baby your case along until it has whiskers
on it. No. vigorous prosecution against a big erooked rich man
has taken place. Show me oue man who has money who has
put on the stripes under this administration! But the poor
fellows who have but little of this world’s goods are overtaken
and put into the penitentiary and are now eking out a miserable
existence maybe for offenses they committed at the instance
of crooks higher up, and the crooks higher up are clipping
their coupons and driving in their big limousines and writing
checks for contributions to the campaign funds of the Repub-
lican Party.

I thank God for the signs that I see of an awakened con-
science amongst the masses of America. The day is net far
distant when there will be a new declaration of independence.
It is coming this year—the independence of the people from
the money lords of the United States. The most dangerous
trust in America to-day is the money trust. Several thousand
greedy millienaires forming themselyves into a band of maraud-

ers are marching upon the Capital for the purpose of taking
taxes off themselves and placing the tax burden upon the
people in the common walks of life, the rank and file of the
masses of over 100,000,000 of people. “Do what we tell you
to do. Did not we furnish your campaign funds?” say these
tax dodgers. “ Why, certainly.” *“ Well, take that tax off,"”
There were thousands of soldier boys who had but little to live
upon. They were discharged from the Army when they were
getting the dollar a day, and discharged when a panic was
upon the country and the deflation hogs were devouring our
material wealth, making for themselves millions and hundreds
of millions of dollars. We must do something for these boys.
They saved our liberty and the liberty of the world. But they
say, “Away with that. They are commercializing their patriot-
ism." They are doing nothing of the kind.

Mr. President, if we have another war while T am serving
here, I am going to have something te say about getting more
men to the front who possess large financial fortunes. Why
should I be criticized and why should other Senators be
criticized for saying to the soldier and to the country and to
the rich of the country who made money out of the war that
we have not paid the boys enough? They have an account
against the Government, and T for one am willing to hear them
on it. I want to pass judgment on it, and if the country ought
to pay them more per day than we have paid them—not a
bonus; it is not a bonus; it is doing justice to them by giving
to them adjusted compensation—why should I be eriticized
for it and why should the soldier be criticized for asking that
this bit of justice be done him by his country?

We have reached the point in this country that every other
country that has perished has reached when it got on the down-
ward grade, and that is when the purse-proud plutocrats, band-
ing themselves together, every crooked interest tying itself to
every other crooked interest, until the power of greed and the
power of predatory wealth became a menace and a danzer to
the liberties of the people. We have reached that time right
here in the United States of Ameriea.

What are we to do? Where are we to go? We shall appeal
to the jndgment and the conscience of the intelligent men and
women of the country and ask them, “Are you ready to demand
at the hands of the Government the enforcement of the laws
of justice? Are you ready to demand the adoption of prin-
ciples and policies which will bring about the greatest good to
the greatest number? "

I rejoice that the time has come when the American people
are being aroused to the importance of having a thorough
housecleaning in Washington and the driving from power those
who have practiced deception upon the public and been un-
faithful to the American people. Rich coal lands have been
squandered fo coal kings under Republican control. The Na-
tion’s oil lands have been squandered to oil kings under Repub-
lican rule. The natural resources of the Government become
a matter of speculation and barter when the Republican Party
is in power. That is plain talk, Mr. President, but it Is the
plain truth.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, we have some things, how-
ever, for which we shounld be thankful. Mr. Albert W. Fox,
one of the most brilliant of our newspaper correspondents in
the Capital, and one perhaps nearest to our Republican admin-
istration, usually speaking by the eard, wrote a very Interest-
ing article this morning headed * Coolidge policies at Capitol
backed by minority only.” In the article he undertakes to
show that the Republican organization in the two Houses and
the Republican administration have at last realized they do
not have a majority in each body, and that therefore they
are going to let Congress pass its own revenue bills. I want
to read just the concluding sentence by this correspondent
who speaks by the card and sits right under the throne. We
konow he always reports accurately and faithfully what is
told him. The conecluding paragraph reads as follows:

It is mow realized gemerally that the Mellon bill will be changed
and that the changes will be the result of compromises. It was
made clear at the White House on Friday that the President appre-
clates this phase of the situation. The work of preparing a tax-
reduction program for the country -will now go on, It ls explained,
and the best means of expediting such work, it is added, wil be to
let the Congress have full and unhampered opportunity to register
its judgment.

I congratulate the €ongress upon having the permission of
the administration to register its judgment unhampered by
the administration. But is it not a remarkable thing—the
Congress, upon whom devolves the duty under the Constitution
of raising all the revenues for the Government, having to
be permitted by the administration to do its work?
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I joln with thig correspondent in congratulating not only
the Congress itself but the country upon the fact that Presl-
dent Coolidge and his administration have at last, when they
have found defeat staring them in the face, when they know
they can not put through this measure without dotting an
“i” or crossing a “t” as they first declared they were going
to do, when they find an outraged people rising up against
any such nefarious measure, that they are willing to let Con-
gress register its judgment. They are willing, Mr. President,
gimply because they know they can not themselves control it
and because they know that the Members of this Congress
are going to pass a tax-reduction bill which will be a real
tax-reduction bill; one that will reduce taxes equitably, fairly,
and justly on all the income-tax payers of the .United States
and not merely upon a favored class of wealthy income-tax
payers,

While I am on my feet, Mr. President, I wish most heartily
to commend the views of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Norers] in regard to the publicity of income-tax returns.
Publicity is the only way to bring about a fair and equitable
adjustment of income taxes. Who knows what Income taxes
are being paid? Who can tell? There is not a Member of
Congress who has a right to look into the matter. We have
ourselves cut off our right to look into the matier of the
evasion of such taxes. A man may be worth a thousand
million dollars and yet may be escaping all taxes under the
present régime. We do not know whether or not such a man
is paying an income tax. We, however, ought fo know it.
Every income-tax return should, under proper rules and regun-
lations, be made publiec for examination. I am happy to say
that I was one of those who in 1921 voted for the publicity
of tax returns. I shall do so again, and 1 hope the next time
with more success, for we shall never get an honest adminis-
tration of the income tax law until we have publicity of tax
returns.

HEIRS OF AGNES INGELS, DECEASED.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
next bill on the ealendar.

The bill (8. 1765) for the relief of the heirs of Agnes Ingels,
deceased, was announced as next in order.

Mr, DIAL. Mr. President, this is one of those bills which
ought to be referred to the Court of Claims. The report of the
committee, on page T, shows that the accident involved was
unavoldable. The report states:

The two accidents were immediately investigated by the board of
officers, which found that the accidents were unavoldable and not due
to neglect or carelessness on the part of the driver of the Dodge
truck.

Mr. President, I wish to be consistent in these matters, but
thig bill shows the improper way that we have of appropriating
money. Here is a report of the Government official who in-
vestigated the case, which states that the accident was un-
avoidable on the part of the driver of the truck.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr, President——

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

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

Mr. DIAL. I yield.

Mr. CURTIS. If the Senator Is going to ask that the bill
go over, may it not now go over in order that the matter may
be looked into before we reach the calendar to-morrow?

Mr. DIAL. Yes; I have no objection to the bill going over,
if that be the desire,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over,

£ EILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 1330) for the relief of the estate of Ely N.
Sonnenstrahl, deceased, was announced as next in order.

Mr. DIAL. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill
will go over.

The bill (8. 1918) relative to officers in charge of publie
buildings and grounds in the Distriet of Columbia, was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I have just looked over
that bill very hastily, but I see from section 4 of the bill that
it is largely, 1f not entirely, a bill to raise the salaries of certain
officers. 1 had rather look into the bill, and I will ask that it
g0 over. 5

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to suggest that I hope whatever
Senator reported the bill will offer an explanation of the bill
to-morrow,.

CHANGE OF NAME OF KEOKUK STREET TO MILITARY ROAD.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
conslder the bill (8. 113) changing the name of Keokuk Street,
in the county of Washington, D. C., to Military Road, which
was read, as follows: t

Be it enacted, cte., That the name of the street known as Keokuk
Street NW., extending from Military Road at Twenty-seventh
Street to Wisconsin Avenue, be, and the same shall henceforth be,
known as Military Road. And the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia are hereby directed to cause the name of Milltary Road
from Military Road at Twenty-seventh Street to Wisconsin Avenue
NW. to be placed npon the plats and maps of the District of Columbia.

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

BILLS PASSED OVER,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, the four remaining bills on
the calendar involye a change from the existing law now in
force in the District of Columbia. They provide that a different
rule shall be put in force because of speecial reasons. T there-
fore ask that all of those bills go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will go over,

The bills referred to are as follows :

A bill (8, 1339) to authorize the widening of Georgia Avenue
between Fairmont Street and Gresham Place NW. :

A bill (8. 1341) to authorize the opening of a minor street
from Georgia Avenue to Ninth Street NW. through squares 2875
and 2877, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 1784) to provide for the closing of a portion of
Massachusetts Avenue NW., in the District of Columbia, and
for other purposes; and

A bill (8, 1843) to anthorize the widening of Fourth Street,
south of Cedar Street NW., in the Distriet of Columbia, and
for other purposes.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senafe proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, January 22, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate January 21, 192},
PROMOTIONS IN THE DIPLOMATIC ‘SERVICE.
From secretary of embassy or legation of class 2 io secretary of
embassy or legation of class 1.
Frederic O, de Billier, of the District of Columbia.
Frederic R. Dolbeare, of New York,
Franeis White, of Maryland,
Norman Armour, of New Jersey.
Allen W, Dulles, of New York.

From secretary of embassy or legation of class 3 to secretary of
embassy or legation of class 2.

Frederick C. Chabot, of Texas.

J. Theodore Marriner, of Maine,

Clarence B. Howes, of Louisiana. 4

Jay Pierrepont Moffat, of New York.

Richard B. Southgate, of Massachusetts,

James Clement Dunn, of New York.

Myron A. Hofer, of Ohio.

F. Lammot Belin, of Pennsylvania.

George A. Gordon, of New York.
From secretary of embassy or legation of class § to seeretary of

embassy or legation of class 8.

Benjamin Muse, of Virginia.

Cord Meyer, of New York,

J. Webb Benton, of Pennsylvania.

Frederick P. Hibbard, of Texas.

G, Harlan Miller, of Pennsylvania.

H. Dorsey Newson, of New York.

Foster Stearns, of Massachusetts,

Jefferson Patterson, of Ohio.

Elbridge D. Rand, of California,

MeMBER oF THE FeDERAL TrRADE COMMISSION.

George B. Christian, jr., of Ohio, to be a member of the -
Federal Trade Commission for the term expiring September 235,
1925, vice Vietor Murdock, resigned.
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SURVEYOR GENERAL OF ARIZONA. ‘CONFIRMATIONS.
Charles M. Donohoe, of Arizona, to be swrveyor general of Beecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January
Arvizona, vice Frank P. Trott, whose term will expire January 21, 192}.

256, 1924,
Unrrep States DistricT JUDGES.

Frank H, Kerrigan, of California, to be United States district
judge, northern district of «California, vice William O. Van
I'leet, decensed.

Charles N. Pray, of Montana, to be United States district
judge, district of Montana. (An additional position created by
the act approved September 14, 1923.)

Charles B. Davis, of Missouri, to be United Stafes district
_judge, eastern district of AMissouri. (An additional position
created by the act approved September 14, 1922.)

UnNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

Allen Curry, of Missouri, to 'bhe TUnited States attorney,
eastern district of Missouri, vice James E. Carroll, resigned.
(Mr. .Curry is now serving under a recess appointment.)

ProAMOTIONS TN THE REGULAR ARMY,
To be colonels.

Lieut. Col. Howard Campbell Price, Infantry, from January
3, 1924,

Lieut. Col. Walter Bogardus MeCaskey, Infantry, from Janu-
ary 8, 1924,

Lient. Col. Oliver Iart Dockery, jr., Infantry, from January
16, 1024,

To be lieutenant colonels.

Maj. Glen Fay Jenks, Ordnance Department, from January
8, 1024,

Maj. Clarence Beaumont Ross, Coast Artillery Corps, from
January 8, 1924,

Maj. Itichard Henry Jordan, Quartermaster Corps, from
January 16, 1924,

To be majors.

Capt. Paul Alfred Hodgson, Corps of Engineers, from Janu-
ary 3, 1924,

Capt. Donald Angus Davison, Corps of Engineers, from Janu-
ary 3, 1924,

Capt. Henry Spiese Aurand, Ordnance Department, from
January 8, 1924,

Capt. Thomas Bernard Larkin, Corps of Engineers, from
January 16, 1924,

To be captains.

First Lieut, Louis Arthur Witney, Infantry, from December
23, 1923.

First Lient. Ade Orrill, Infantry, from December 24, 1923

First Lieut. Oscar Glenn Stevens, Infantry, from December
28, 1923.

First Lient. Willilam Thomas Brock, Infantry, from December
20, 1923.

First Lieut. John Edward Langley, Corps of Engineers, from
December 30, 1923,

First Lieut. Lorenzo Dow Macy, Infantry, from .January 1,
1924,

First Lieut. George Augustus Jahant, Infantry, from January
3, 1924,

First Lieat. Curtis DeWitt Alway, Infantry, from January
3, 1924,

To be first lieutenants.

Second Lieut. John Endler, Infantry, from January 3, 1924,

Second Lieut. John Howell Collier, Cavalry, from January
3, 1924,

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY.
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT.
Maj. Basil Duke Edwards, Infantry, with rank from July

1, 1920.
SIGNAL CORPS.
First Lieut. Charles Wesley Wood, Quartermaster Corps (de-
tailed In Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920.
FIELD ARTILLERY.
Maj. William Anderson Raborg, Cavalry, with rank from
July 1, 1920.
Capt. Charles Conrad Brown, Quartermaster Corps, with
rank from July 1, 1920.
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS.
Second Lieut. Kenneth Eugene Webber, Air Service, with
_rank from June 12, 1923,
AIR SERVICE.

Maj. Huogh Johnston Knerr, Coast Artillery Corps (detailed
in Air Service), with rank from July 1, 1J20.

“UNITED STATES DISTRICT JupgE.
Ernest F. Cochran to be United States district judge, eastern
district of South Carolina.
UNrrep STATES MARSHAL.
Bamuel L. Gross to be United States marshal for the north-
ern district of Texas.
POSTAMASTERS,

ALLINOIS,
Alice Bacon, Buckner,
George T. Schuler, AMounds.

MICHIGAN,
Lila Botsford, Comsteck.
Edna B. SBargent, Levering.
Mathew A. Brami, Ramsay.
Frank W. Thompson, Reese.

MISSOURL
‘William 'W. Shoop, Green City.
Myrtle V. Duncan, Iberia.

NEW JERSEY.
George W. Schloendorn, Clementon.
NOBETH DAKOTA.

Edith M. Will, Leith.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpax, January 21, 1924.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

We bless and praise Thee our Father in heaven for all the
wonderful works of Thy hands and for ‘the depth of the riches
of the wisdom and the knowledge of God. How unsearchable
are Thy ways, and yet goodness and ‘mercy are the marvelous
expressions of Thy glory, which rises in universal assurance and
says: “ Lo, T am with you always.” Oh, let the moral beauty
and the spiritual excellence of Jesus of Nazareth be revealed
unto us. He makes us love God, because He makes -God lov-
able; He makes us know God by making God knowable. Do
Thou make our souls braver and more hopeful so they shall
leave an atmosphere of sweetness and light that can not be
dimmed. Bless our country and onr President and direct this
Congress In all its ways. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Baturday was read and
approved,
BWEARING TN OF A MEMBER.

Hon. James A. Garrivan of Massachusetts appeared at the
bar of the House and took the oath .of office.

PERMISSION TO APNRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. CeamTox].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tllinois asks unani-
mous consent fo address the House for five minmtes at the
conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Michigon
[Mr. CramronN]. Ts there objection? T[After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

AMESSAGE FFROM THE BENATE.

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments
to the joint resolution (H. J. Res, 82) extending the time dur-
ing which certain domestic animals which have crossed the
boundary line into foreign countries may be returned duty
free, disagreed to by the Honse of Representatives, had agreed
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes
of ‘the two Houses 'thereon, and had appointed Mpr. Saroor, Mr.
McLeaw, and Mr. Jones of New Mexico as the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

BENATE RILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXTV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from ‘the Speaker's table and referred to their
appropriate .committees, as indieated below :

S. 384. An act to authorize the building of a bridge across
Waccamaw River in South Carolina, near the North Carolina
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State line: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

8. 1. An act granting a pension to Florence Kling Harding;
to the Committee on Pensions.

The message also announced that the President pro tem-
pore had appointed Mr. Werres and Mr. Fernis members of
the joint select committee on the part of the Senate, as
provided for in the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by
the aet of March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to aunthorize and
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the executive
departments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the De-
partment of Commerce. :

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

A message, in writing, from the President of the United
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

The SPEAKER. By special order of the House the gentleman
from Michigan is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I will be glad to be notified
when I have consumed 25 minutes.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this day there
meets in Washington the Association Against the Prohibition
Amendment in a so-called face-the-facts conference. I would,
therefore, call attention at this opportune time to some faets
deserving of consideration in connection with this assoclation
which has in its aims, its policies, and its methods more pos-
gibilities of evil for the future political, industrial, and moral
welfare of our land. than any other organization now in ex-
istence. [Applause.] It is an organization opposed to law
enforcement, promoting, thriving upon, and rejoicing at
triumph of erime and disorder over law and order. It brazenly
proclaims by its title its opposition to a part of the Constitu-
tion of the United States, the fundamental law of the land—
that Constitution which is the very code of Americanism
wherein from time to time our democracy has enshrined its
political policies and ideals. It zealously proclaims in its con-
stant propaganda its right and the purpose of its membership
to respect, support, and obey only such part of that Constitution
as it suits their purposes and their appetites to conform to.
It exalts the individual will, the personal desire, and would
undermine the effectiveness of the formal decigion of a great
Nation on a question affecting the common welfare of all its
people. Through its opposition to prohibition of the liguor
traffic it has become the outstanding opponent of law effec-
tiveness.

1t appears to have in its membership a large number of men
of high standing in their communities, of eminence in the pro-
fessions, or in the world of finance. It is only because of this
that the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment is
dangerous to the Nation's welfare. America does not need to
fear organized criminals and bootleggers. But when men of
high place in legitimate callings, men fitted for and insisting
upon leadership, lend their names and their influence to direct
attack upon the Constitution and seek to justify its nullifica-
tion, lovers of our country who have due regard for its insti-
tutions and for supremacy of law and order may well give
heed. [Applause.]

The following facts demand your thought:

1. The Association Againsi the Prohibition Amendment was
formed for the avowed purpase of nullifying the eighteenth
amendment. From its very beginning the Assoclation Against
the Prohibition Amendment has proclaimed its nullification
program. In its prospectus, issued soon after the incorpora-
tion of the organization in April, 1919, before the war-time
prohibition measure had gone into effect, but some months
after the eighteenth amendment had been ratified In the man-
ner prescribed by the Constitutlon, it declared:

This association has two Immediate alms: (1) To prevent the rountry
from going on a bone-dry basis on July 1 and (2) to make the
elghteenth smendment forever inoperative.

2. To bring about nullification, it opposes any lmws, Stato
or Federal, for enforcement of the eighieenth amendment. In
its literature it has constantly declared its purposes to be:

A. To get the Volstead Act out of the law and to keep it out.

B. To oppose the passage of similar tyrannical laws, and to endeavor
to have the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment (so long as it
remains in force) left to the people of the several States under tha
* concurrent *' clanse.

C. To work patiently, lawfully, fairly, and patriotically for the repeal
of the prohihition amendment and in the hope that the Constitution of the
United States will hereafter be preserved from mutilation by an oi-
ganized fanatical minority.

If the association confined its labors to patient, lawful, fair,
and patriotic efforts for repeal of the eighteenth amendment,
there could be no criticism of its course even by those who
would disagree with its wisdom. But it makes no such efforts.
It seeks, rather, repeal of the eighteenth amendment as a
surrender by Unecle Sam to the lawless, to be brought about
by nonenforcement.

As to enforcement of the eighteenth amendment, the policy
of the organization and its leaders is clear:

1 No Federal enforcement.
2. No State enforcement,

Their policy is typified by the course of their *typical Mem-
ber ” and spokesman in this House, the gentleman from Mary-
land, the Hon. Jou~ Prrure Hrirr, who advocates repeal of the
Volstead law, and has assured this House that, due in part,
at least, to his leadership, “ there will not be any enforcement
act in Maryland in the next three years.” And in New York
the association actively aided in repeal of the State enforce-
ment law and proposes nothing in its place.

So hamstrung, they would make the eighteenth amendment
“ forever inoperative.” Such is the course of modern nullifica-
tion. It is for this that Iawlessness reported from any place
in our land brings joy to the headquarters of the Association
Against the Eighteenth Amendment,

3. No American institution is high enough, sacred enough, to
be safe from attaek of this organization formed to make “in-
operative” the fundamental law. The Supreme Court of the
United States was itself the object of attack by the nullifica-
tionists. In its prospectus, the cloging paragraph asserted that
the highest tribunal in the Nation, the guardian of the consti-
tutional rights of the people, the very fountainhead of jus-
tice, may be influenced, if not intimidated, by a * crystallized ”
public opinion. This is the language quoted from that docu-
ment of the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment:

As to the Federal prohibition amendment, all the lawyers who have
been consulted are unanimous in the statement that it is illegally a
part of the Constitution of the United States and that, therefore, the
United States Bupreme Court will declare it null and void. But the
members of the United States Supreme Court are extremely sensitive
to public opinion, They must be made to feel the welght of public
opinion that has been aroused all over the country by this attempt to
prohibit, by constitutional amendment, the natural and inherent rights
of free men in a free country. That sentiment can only be crystallized
by the expenditure of a very considerable sum of money, and the Asso-
ciatlon Opposed to National Prohibition has nowhere near enough money
to prosecute the campaign.

Public opinion has its legal and orderly method of expression
through elections, petitions, or court procedure. * Crystalliza-
tion™ is a rather vague phrase, but there is nothing vaguae
about the false assertion that the decisions of the supreme tri-
bunal of the land are * extremely sensitive to publiec opinion.”

As yet, fortunately, the association has neither been able to
“ crystallize ” public sentiment nor tamper with the Suprema
Court. It is simply a startling example of the reckless disregard
of all else in the struggle for booze.

4. The association has close liaison with the liguor interests.
In its literature the association frequently refers to what it
terms a clause in its general rules to the effect that “ brewers
and distillers are ineligible to voting membership.” No state-
ment is made concerning contributions from such sources. The
following letter may illustrate possible channels of revenue for
those who are working to repeal the outlawry of brewers:

MiLwAUEER, WIis., October 6, 1922,

GENTLEMEN : In view of the fact that the Wisconsin division of the
Assoclation Against the Prohibition Amendment has done such wonder-
ful work during the last primaries, having been positively instrumental
in securing 8 “ wets ™ out of the 10 congressional eandidates, and all
of which facts were again praised and confirmed by Mr. Dietrichs, of
Chicago, at our meeting held yesterday, it was unanimously decided to
give them further financial aid in order that the askoclation might be
able to complete the work they have set out to do. :

To this end we permitted ourselves to be assessed for half of the
amount contributed at our previous meeting, namely, at the rate of
b cents per 1,000 bushels of steeping capacity.

In as far as the money is needed now, will you not be kind enough
to forward immediately to the undersigned your check for §——17

Very truly yours,
Wiscoxsix MarsTErs’' CLUB,
Per WALTER A, ZINX, P. 0. Box No. §1.

A blue ticket inclosed witfl this letter read as follows: * No
money for our soldiers unless you bring back beer. Moonshine
pays no taxes.”




1214

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 21,

§. The proposal of the association for return of beer and
wine is not possible under the present Constitution. The courts
have taken judicial notice that beer and wine are intoxicating,
and hence forbidden by the eighteenth amendment. Wine that
contained =o little alcohol as to be nonintoxicating would not be
wine. The “beer and wine ” slogan is useful to rally the votes
of those whose thirst and gullibility exceeds their knowledge of
the Federal Constitution, but its proponents know they are
“imagining a vain thing.”

6. Bupremacy of law is a greater issue than the use or pro-
hibition of liguor., While Vice President, Calvin Coolidge de-
clared at Reynoldsville, Pa.:

Law relgns. It is the source of order, of freedom, of righteous an-
thority, of organized society, and also of industrial success and pros-
perity. To disregard it is to perish, to observe it is to llve, physically,
mentally, morally, spiritually.

In his Denver speech last July the late lamented Harding,
speaking of this very issue and after long official contact with
the problem, declared:

I do not see how any citizen who cherishes the protection of law in
organized society may feel himself secure when he himself is the
example of contempt for law.

A millionaire member of the Association Against the Eight-
eenth Amendment has no more right to claim protection of
constitutional guaranties of property rights while refusing to
respect and support the constitutional provision for national
sobriety and the common welfare than has the * down-and-
outer " to plead the law of necessity as a justification for taking
the property of another without *“ due process of law.” [Ap-
plause.]

Former Vice President Marshall, who was not an advocate
of national prohibition, well said January 7, 1923:

When citizens of foreign birth note the attitude of mind and observe
the conduct of other citizens who appear to be leaders in all walks of
life toward the Volstead law, what ideas do they gain about the Gov-
ernment ; what impression do they receive as to the kind of Americans
they ought to be? * * * We are going to have much difficulty in
teaching our foreign-born man to be a law-abiding cltizen so long as he
has examples of so-called good citizens who reserve the right to eliml-
nate certain laws from among those which they voluntarily obey. And
we are doing a very bad thing when we tell him that those laws can
not be enforced, That should be said of no law, and no law should be
repealed because it ean not be enforced. It should be enforced to its
strictest letter until eitizens, voluntarily obeying it, go about its repeal
in an orderly manner. * * * We can not make Americans out of
foreigners by teaching them prineiples and at the same time showing
them that loyalty to them is merely lip service. We will make of them
good Americans only when we keep and enforce our laws.

Chief Justice Taft has said:

If every man thinks every law must suit him in order to obey it, he
is not a demoecrat but an anarchist.

Y. The Association Against the Prolibition Amendment is in
large part responsible for whatever failure prohibition enforce-
ment has suffered. It daily prophesies failure, justifies violation
of the law, opposes enforcement, throws its influence on the
side of lawlessness when it ought to be on the side of law and
order. It seeks to constitute itself, and in some States no doubt
is, the balance of power that throws the victory to the violator
rather than to the law. It is not playing the game of self-
government fairly. [Applause.] What William Howard Taft
said February 5, 1919, applies to the Association Against the
Prohibition Amendment :

Thiz is a democratic Government, and the voice of the people ex-
pressed through the machinery provided by the Constitation for its
expression and by constitutional majorities is supreme. Every loyal
citizen must obey. This is the fundamental principle of free govern-
ment. Those who oppose passage of practical measures to enforce the
amendment, which itself declares the law and gives to Congress the
power and duty to enforce it, promote the nonenforcement of this law
and the consequent demoralization of all law. This was the evil
result of the amendment prophesied, and they are thus doing all they
can to vindicate their view. B8uch a course is unpatriotic and is not
playing the game of self-government fairly.

In a recent personal letter to me, Hon. Arthur J. Tuttle,
United States distriet judge for the eastern district of Michi-
gan, who has served many years on the Federal bench with high
credit to himseif and to his country, says:

For the present discussion, passing over all those officials who dis-
honestly econduct themselves and try to make the law a failure, I
think the harm done by well-meaning and honest officials and indi-

viduals could be enumerated In three classes: (1) Those who by word
of mouth and publication continually clrculate the reports and state-
ments that numerous people are becoming rich by unlawful traffic in
liguor; (2) those officials and individuals who are repeatedly declaring
that the law can not be enforced; (3) those judges who, through
sympathy and kindness of heart, are imposing very light sentences for
violation of this law.

1 can't help but feecl, after confidentinl talks with hundreds of
offenders of this kind, that very many of them are taking up the un-
lawful pursuit because they have the mistaken notion that they can
get rich, the offlcers will not catch them, and if they do catch them
they will get off with a little fine. I think there is no more mistaken
notlon Dbroadecast to-day than the ome that very many men are
accumulating forfunes in this way. I know that people believe that,
but I am equaliy certain that if they will go at it and make a careful
study of the gitvation they will find that out of every 100 reports of
rich men who have accumulated fortunes in this way they will not
average 1 where the actual facts bear out the reports. The trunth is
the majority of the men who go into this unlawful business turn out
like everyone else who undertakes an unlawful thing—they get poor,
unhappy, and eventually land in jail

Of course, every time they hear that this law can’t be enforced it
encourages them to take a chance on making some money in the belief
that they will not get caught at it. It is not a difficult law to enforce
from the standpoint of getting the evidence. Intoxicating llguor is
bulky stuff as compared with narcotic drugs and many other things in
which men unlawfully traffic. In other words, it is necessary for them
to handle a lot of liguor in order to make $100. While one woman
can put $100 worth of morphine in the halr of her head and walk
around town without being discovered except by careful examination,
and $1,000 worth of counterfeit money can be carried In the inside
vest pocket, common sense tells ns that if a man Is bootlegging it 18
not difficult to get the evidence. The principal difficulty, as I see it,
is the large number engaged In the business. That, as I have said,
results very largely from the three things which I have mentioned.
It may not he easy to remedy those things but, if I am right about it,
it Is the duty of those who want to see the laws and Constitution of
their country enforced to try to remedy those things.

The leader in the whole movement to diseredit the law and
make it “ inoperative,” as originally promised by it, is the Asso-
ciation Against the Prohibition Amendment.

A few days ago the Detroit 'ree Press ran a short editorial
with reference to this “ Facing the facts conference,” heading it
“How about facing this fact?™ The Free Press was always
an avowed opponent of prohibition, but since its Incorporation
as a part of the Federal Constitution is rendering splendid sup-
port to enforcement of the law. It said:

The Association Against the Prohibitlon Amendment announces a
“ face-the-facts conference™ fto be held in Washington January 21.
The forecasts indicate that those who attend the conference will work
from the general premise that prohibition has been and is a hopeless
failure. There is no homan likellhood that this preconceived verdict
will be altered in any material way. Consequently it will be a waste
of breath for the drys or anybody else to argue this main polnt with
those who are delegates to the gathering.

But the question of the cause of the condition which the Association
Against the Prohibition Amendment asserts exists is a little different
matter. And If the members of that assoclation are conscientions and
really undertake to face all the facts they can not avoid asking how
far they themselves are responsible for whatever failure prohibition
enforcement has suffered, because they have persistently disobeyed the
eighteenth amendment and have tried to cripple the agencies for its
enforcement. In short, how many of the members of the organization
will go to Washington with clean hands?

Such a statement from a great daily in one of the country's
greatest industrial centers should be a revelation to these nulli-
fiers of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and Washington as to
just how provincial is the eastern attitude.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON, I will be glad to yield for a question.

Mr, TILLMAN. The gentleman refers to what some people
charge as a failure of the enforcement of the Volstead Act. As
a matter of fact, the Volstead Act is not a failure,

Mr. CRAMTON. It is not a failure, and I am very glad the
gentleman asked that guestion. I have not time really in this
speech to discuss it, but, using only two minutes, I want to eall
two witnesses upon that question. One of them is Mr. Brisbane,
the noted editor, not noted for his advocacy of this particular
policy, who writes as follows:

However, accidents have diminished by 250,000—prohibition deserves
all credit there. And while New York statisties show many more
arrests for drinking in 1923, compared with 1922, the 1923 number is
80 per cent below the days before prehibition,
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Next is that of Roger W. Babson, who gays:

The great improvement in business which followed the war was
very largely the result of the influence of prohibition and the salvage
of our former waste of $2,000,000,000 or more each year due to the
liquor traffic. 1 know of no other way to account for the great im-
petus in home building, the tremendous numbers of mew antomobiles
purchased, the larger volume of department-store sales, accompanied at
the same time by a continued swelling of savings-bank deposits, when
the tendency of business asa whole should normally have been downward.

Perhaps I may also be pardoned for calling a third witness,
one of my constituents, a eountry editer, my fellow fownsman,
Mr. Forrest Lord, publisher of the Lapeer County Clarion. In
the reeent prohibition contest of Collier's Magazine Mr. Lord
won second prize by his statement. I weuld have given him
first place. In any event in 8 few words he demolishes the
whole pregram of the Association Against the Prohibition
Amendment, beer, wine, and all. This is Mr. Lord’s statement :

1 have lived among the lumberjacks of northern Michigan, and in
the city of Detrolt under both wet and dry conditions; have wvizited
FEurope; seen the results of the lcensed sale of hard liguors in Eng-
land and Scotland; observed the praetical working out of Norway's
prohibition law. Asd I still belieye that the American people did a
wise thing when they adopted the eighteenth amendwment, and that it
ghould be respected and enforeed.

In one week I saw more drunkenness in Great Britain than I have
seen in the United States in five years. 1 visited the Merchants’ Club
in Christiania. My host ordered whisky and got it. No questions
asked ; no attempt at concealment. Plenty of wine and beer to be had
without violating Norway's prohibition law, but everyone around me
was drinking whisky. Four American battleships came into the har-
bor. Two thousand marines gpilled into the eity. Three hours later
the parks were filled up with spewing American youths, drunk and
gick on Norway's “‘ light wines and beer.”

And this is what a liberal minority want to foist on the Ameriean people.

Will wine and beer satisfy the American thirst? It hasn't the Nor-
wegian., Our prohibition enforcemeént problem, discouraging as it is,
48 vothing cempared with Norway's. When we see a man drunk in
this country it is evidence that some one has violated the law. Im
‘Norway they den't ksow whether he is drunk on legal beer or illegal
gin. My ohservations in Norway convince me that there can be no
halfway measures.

1 think the Volstead Aet should stand ; that the people of the United
Btates should emerge from their cloak of hypeerisy and obey the spirit
of the eighteenth amendment; that prohibition should be given an
bonest trial, whieh it has never had. If then it fails to stand the
test, I am ready to compromise. I want what is best, not for myself,
but for my country.

FORREST LORD.

8. Leadership awhich leads to nulliflcation is inglorious,
These leaders of the professions and in finance whose names
bolster a discreditahle cause, and we who are gathered here to
legislate for the most progressive people in the world, leaders
in a Government framed to advance the common good of all,
should all appreciate our responsibilities.

Edgar A. Guest recently wrote Law and Leadership, which
I will read to you in closing. It is for the nullifiers; it is for
us all as well;

He who is wise is the strength of the fool, the strong is the guide to
the weak,

As a man and his wife are we bound in our race and one common
glory we seek.

And the law is onr tie and who laughs at the bond or shrinks from the
duty it asks

Bhall find with the morning the men of theé field unwilling te go to their
tasks.

For all was it written, the great and the low, for the dull and the wise
is it sald,

This you must do for the good of our land and this is the path you
must tread.

And the rich man, the great man, the wise man who sneers and turns
to an easler way

Bhall find with the morning the men of the field unwilling the law to
obey.

High the example the great man must set, wise deeds must eome from
the wise,

Much must be done by the man whe has much or all of his glories are
Hes.

And if wise men shall scoff at the law of the land it must follow as
night follows day

That the men of the field, seeing all

that you do, shall also refuse to
obey. 3

You who are lJeaders must lead to what's best or our Natlon goes down
in despair;

If you shall venture to scorn of the law, your people will follow you
there.

They see what you do and they know what you are, and if to the law
you're untrue,

You shall find, with the morning, the men of the field betraying our
country as you.

[Applause.]

Gentlemen, I thank you. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield?

Mr. CRAMTON, I will yleld to my friend.

Mr. BLANTON. There has been a resolution introduced in
the House to investigate the Anti-Saloon League, which is com-
posed of the leading men and women of this Nation who stand
in their respective communities for morality. I want to ask
the gentleman if he does not think at the same time it would
be wise to introduce in the House a resolution to investigate
this organization so as to know exactly the wherefores of the
various men who are behind it?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, T have no desire to bring on
a joint debate between the gentleman from Texas and my
friend from Maryland [Mr. Hius], who is also on his feet.

Mr. BLANTON. T thought possibly if the gentleman intro-
duced the resolution the other one might be withdrawn.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do recall—

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield for just
one question?

Mr. CRAMTON. 1In just a moment. I do reecall, with referenca
to a former resolution introduced by the gentleman from Mary-
land, that when we proceeded to widen its scope we heard no mora
of it. When congidering the resolution with reference to some
remarks the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] had made
outside the Chamber alleged to impugn the integrity of Members
of the House, and the attention of the gentleman from Maryland
having been directed to the fact that he himself had more
flagrantly impugned the virtue of Members of the House in his
speech in St. Louis, and it being suggested that his resolution
be broadened to include his own remarks, we heard nothing
more of it. I am not, however, one who believes that we are
ever going to get far by constantly investigating. 1 believe in
legislation and eflective administration. That is what is
needed. [Applause.]

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr., Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, I yield

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to say to the gentle-
man from Michigan, in answer to the suggestion of the gentie-
man from Texas [Mr. BraxrtoNn]—

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I thought you wanted to ask me a
question.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would be glad to move an amend-
ment to provide that this proposed meeting should be investi-

| gated when the Anti-Saloon League is investigated.

I want to ask the gentleman eone other question. Gov-
ernor Pinechot stated that the law was not being enforced.
I have introduced House Resolution No. 153 for the investi-
gation of the prohibition unit, suggested by Governor Pinchat,
a prohibitionist. I will ask the gentleman if bhe will vota
to belp get out a favorable report on House Resolution No,
1537 :

Mr. CRAMTON. Absolutely no; I am not ready to help the
gentleman in his campalgn, to which be refers, to make in-
effective the Constitution by his effort to cause the country
to think that It can not be enforeed and is mot.

I am frank to say that I do not subscribe entirely to the
statement made by the Governor of Pennsylvania, but I never-
theless have great respect for him on account of his deela-
ration for enforcement and his efforts to make the law effective,
which is not the purpose of the gentleman who introduced
House Resolution 153. 1 do recollect with pride a former state-
ment by Governor Pinchot when he opened his administration:

This administration will be dry. The executive manslon will be
dry, and the personal practice of the governor and his famlly will
continne to be dry. * * * T ghall expect and demand from every
public servant appointed by me or subject to removal by me, from
the highest to the lowest, entire and ungrodging obedience to the
elghteenth amendment and the Volstead law.

[Applanse. ]

If that policy were followed throughout by Federal, State,
and municipal governments, there wonld be less trouble
about this enforcement. Let me remind the gentleman of
the contrast. In the tity of Philadelphia the clty authorities
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brought in a splendid man, General Butler, to clean up the
city of Philadelphia. That great city is being cleaned up,
and the mayor goes to the city fathers with General Butler
and says he can get along with 500 less policemen ., [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has con-
sumed 25 minutes.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the gentleman be given 10 minutes more.

Mr. ORAMTON. I do not need it.

Let me remind you of a contrast. A few months ago the
chief of police of another great city, the e¢ity of Detroit, an-
nounced that the law could not be enforced. He went the
other day before the eity authorities, not asking for 500

olicemen less, but asking for 500 more policemen in order to

etter enforce the law.

In other words, gentlemen, you see that the moral inflnence
of an uncompromising stand by the man who is at the head of
the task of enforcement in any great city is equal to a thousand
policeman under him. [Applause.]

I yleld back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman for Illinois [Mr. YATES]
is recognized for five minutes.

PERMISSION TO A COMMITTEE .'!'0 BIT DURING THE SESSIONS OF
THE HOUSE.

Mr, ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have a personal request to
make. Elections Committee No. 3 commenced hearings this
morning in the case of Chandler against Bloom. There are a
number of attorneys from New York here, and it I8 going to be
a good deal of an accommodation fo them to continue the
hearings as promptly as possible. I therefore ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on Elections No. 3 be granted
permission to sit and conduct hearings during the sessions of
the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indlana asks unan-
imous consent that the Committee on Elections No. 8 be
granted permission to sit during the sessions of the House,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. YaTEs]
is recognized.

PROHIBITION.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I shall be obliged to read, be-
cause my time is limited to five minutes. 1 would like to ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorb,
instead of reading all the questions, as I have not the time to
read them. I request unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I am in receipt of a printed
invitation to a convention, namely, a * Face the facts conven-
tion,” of the so-called “Association Against the Prohibition
Amendment,” beginning this morning in this city.

For whatever of courtesy was intended, in and by the
sending of this, I return thanks; it is far from my thought
ito be discourteous concerning any invitation, especially when
that document bears upon its printed third page the printed
names of some scores of American citizens who are leaders
in their professions, generals and admirals, editors and edu-
cators, captains of indusiry, wizards of finance, magnates of
baseball, actors, promoters, and so forth.

But when the recipient of an invitation has reason to be-
lieve that a gigantic injustice is being staged—an injustice
on the one hand to all Americans in general, and on the other
to the scores of men and women, respectable, conscientious,
and influential, who would not willingly be guilty of any
double-dealing—then it is a plain duty to, in plain words,
call attention to this thing.

I believe the men behind the scenes—rich, ruthless, and
resourceful—intend to use this convention as a smoke screen
and a sham fight to lure American patriots to lend their aid
and comfort to an attitude and to an attack the triumph
of which would not bring about the thing which the invitation
intimates that it seeks. The invitation says “ Come and fight
the eighteenth amendment,” but no fight on the amendment,
other than a sham fight, will be started or mentioned or
conceived by the masterful managers. No man or woman
involved has any hope of repealing the amendment. On the
contrary, every man and woman in America knows that there
is no more chance of repealing the amendment than of abolish-
ing the Declaration of Independence.

I deem it my duty, as just one man, just one Representa<
tive—appealing for my vindication to my own State of Illinois—
to submit to the rulers and whips of this convention a few
questions. If I am wrong—that is, if the convention really
starts a fight to repeal the amendment—it will be easy to
answer the questions; but if the hidden purpose exists,
namely, to ruin the amendment by wrecking the enforcement
act, so as to make beer and wine unlimited and free, that
purpose will be disclosed by the answers—or by the silence—
which I expect.

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY CONGEESSMAN RICHARD YATES, OF ILLINOIS,
TO THE ASSOCIATION AGAINST THRE PROHIBITION AMENDMENT TO BH
ANSWERED AT ITS CONVENTION AT WABHINGTON.

If your association, as its name suggests, is opposing the
prohibition amendment by legal and orderly methods, why does
it not fight to have that amendment submitted to the States,
so that it can be repealed or changed legally, Instead of trying
to nullify it?

Do you still advocate your original slogan, “ Repeal the
Volstead Act"?

If, as you assert, you favor the enforcement of the law by
the separate States, why did your association in the State of
New York help to repeal the State enforcing act without sub-
stituting anything in its stead?

Why does your association oppose the enactment of any
legal code to enforce the prohibition laws in Massachusetts
and Maryland if you stand for law and order?

If you still advocate your slogan, “ Beer and light wines now
the saloon never,” how would you distribute the beer an
wine?

Do you believe it is possible to legalize the sale of beer and
light wines withont changing the eighteenth amendment
when the courts have taken judicial notice of the fact that beer
and wine, light or heavy, are intoxicating?

Since you can not license the sale of beer and light wines for-
bidden by the eighteenth amendment, how can you defend
your proposals to remove the penalties for their manufacture,
transportation, sale, and so forth, in violation of the Con-
stitution?

Do you believe it possible for Congress to legalize any liquor
which a State has prohibited?

Since more than two-thirds of the States have prohibited
alcoholic liquors containing one-half of 1 per cent or more
of aleohol, why should Congress attempt to legalize what these
States, by their own laws, prohibit?

Why should Congress ignore the practically uniform expe-
rience of the States and enact a law at the request of a small
minority of the States opposed to the Constitution?

Is your association not resorting to a subterfuge by which the
eighteenth amendment to the Constitution may be nullified
because you know that you can not command more than a small
fraction of the legal majority to repeal it?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired. z

Mr, YATES., Mr. Speaker, I would like to have one minute
more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinols asks unani-
mous consent for one minute more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. YATES., Inasmuch as the organized liquor forces at
the height of their power were unable to obtain a favorable
vote from one third of either branch of Congress—all that
was required to defeat the submission of the eighteenth
amendment—do you believe that you can obtain over twice
your former vote now?

Since the liguor interests could obtain a favorable vote
from only 237 members of the State senates to 1,510 votes
cast in favor of ratification, or only 154 per cent of the
number voting; and only 1,085 votes of members of the
houses of representatives to 8,732 voting for ratification, or
a wet vote of 21.5 per cent, do you believe the lawless tactics
of the liguor forces have reversed this overwhelming majority
against them?

Should you not have the courage to come out in the open
and fight for the repeal of the eighteenth amendment or have
the manhood to obey it and quit opposing the necessary legis-
lation to enforce it until you can get the required majority
to repeal this part of the Constitution?

Why do you guote extracts from President Coolidge’s ad-
dresses which had no relation to prohibition and ignore his
recent ringing appeal for the enforcement of the eighteenth
amendment and the laws to make it operative?

I would like an answer. [Applause.]

JANUARY 21,
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THE TARIFF.

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the House for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is
there objection?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I would llke to ask
for three minutes when the gentleman from South Dakota
finishes.

Mr. BEGG. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask on what subject the gentleman from South
Dakota desires to speak?

Mr. WILLTAMSON. On the tariff question.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, is the gentle-
man asking for time now?

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objectlon to the request of the
gentleman from South Dakota for two minutes?

Mr. BANKHEAD., Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I do not know what the gentlemen have in mind to talk about,
but this Congress has been in session since the 3d of De-
cember and we have transacted practically ne public business.
We have to-day an opportunity to pass a few bills that have
been reported from the committee, and I hope, although we are
not responsible on this side for legislation, that the House may
do a little business to<lay.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
Hrmr] object to the request of the gentleman from South
Dakota ?

Mr, HILL of Maryland. No: he does not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Dakota?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota is recog-
nized for two minutes.

Mr, WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, on December 10, 1923, T introduced H. R. 2813, pro-
posing to increase the duty on wheat from 30 cents to 50 cents
per bushel. I have been preparing some data on this subject
with a view to presenting it to the House at some convenient
time. On the 20th of this month there appeared in the Sunday
Omaha Bee an article covering a large part of the data which I
have been gathering. This article will cover less than one page
of the CoNGrEss1ONAL REcorp and I should like the privilege of
extending my remarks by having it printed in the Recorp. I
ask unanimous consent, therefore, to insert in the REcorRD
the article referred to. The article is written in support
of the tariff bill on wheat and alfalfa which I have intro-
duced.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp an article from the
Omaha Bee. Is there objection?

Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object, I would
like to ask the gentleman whether this is an article he wrote for
this paper, or whether it is one of their own?

Mr., WILLIAMSON, The article is not written by myself,
but it does contain data similar to that which 1 have been
gathering upon this subject, and it will save the time of the
House to have it inserted in the REcorp.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Then I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to re-
vise and extend my remarks in the REcorp.

Mr., KINCHELOE, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, may I ask the gentleman whether he is still in favor of
an increased tariff on wheat and a 30 per cent drawback?

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The bill which I have introduced pro-
vides for the repeal of the drawback.

Mr. KINCHELOE. The gentleman wants to have something
passed which will have some teeth in it?

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by
the gentleman from South Dakota? ;

There was no objectlon.

Mr. WILLIAMSON. DMr. Speaker, the present tariff on
wheat has been of very great aid to the farmer in that it has
to a large degree preserved the domestic market for the Amer-
ican wheat grower. Millions of bushels of Canadian wheat
which otherwise would have found a market here have been
shut out. This holding back of foreign importations is re-
flected in a higher market for the same grade of wheat on
this side of the line which has averaged from 13 to 15 cents
per bushel since the present tariff law became effective. But
large quantities of Canadian wheat still come in over the tariff

wall. To just the extent that it does so come in it tends to
depress the domestic market by adding to our surplus. Bx-
perience has shown that a tariff of 30 cents per bushel is
inadequate. Those who have given careful study to the ques-
tion believe that the tariff should be raised to 50 cents per
bushel. The bill which I have offered has the ungualified in-
dorsement of the wheat-growing section of our country and so
far as I have been able to learn has the indorsement of most
of the national farm organizations.

In support of this measure I desire to quote from the
Omaha Bee of January 20, 1924, in which the question 18 in
part discussed, as follows:

L] L] - - - - L

BILL NOW BEFORE COXGRESS,

Congressman WILLIAM WILLIAMSON of the Third South Dakota dis-
trict has introduced a bill providing for a tariff of 50 cents a bushel.
This bill should be passed at once. There are those in Congress who
argue that to open the tariff bill for the benefit of the farmer will
precipitate a general discussion of all tariff schedules and bring forth
a flood of amendments to other sections.

Surely the Senators and Congressmen from the Middle West, the great
wheat-growing section of the country, are strong enough to comntrol
the situation. v

FARMER HARDEST HIT.

The rest of the country 1s prosperous, only the farmer suffers
from inadequate tariff protection., * =* =

President Coolidge, upon the advice of Secretary Wallace of the
Department of Agriculture, has called upon the Tariff Commission to
Investigate the wheat tariff and to report to him the increase nNecessary,
to meet the situation. He will then act under the flexible section of the
tariif law and direct & modification accordingly.

This will take time. The inquiry by the commission will eonsume
weeks, and even when the report Is ready, 30 days must elapse
before the President’s proclamation ean be put into effect.

In the meantime millions of bushels of Canadian wheat are stored
in the elevators at Fort William, ready to take advantage of lower
water freight rates to reach the American market, and milllons of
bushels of American wheat must sell at depressed prices beeause of
this competition.

CHIEF HOPE IS CONGRESS,

It is up to Congress to act. The increase in the tariff ean be put
into effect in two weeks if Congress will get busy. The President
will sign it.

In 1920-1921 importations of Canadlan wheat amounted to 50,000,~
000 bushels. There was no tariff on wheat at that time and prices
at Winnipeg were on a level with and sometimes above prices at
Minneapolis. After the adoption of the B0-cent tariff in the emer-
gency Dbill in May, 1921, Minneapolis prices were 25 to 80 cents
above Winnipeg. This tariff differential in favor of the American
wheat farmer fell in 1922 to around 6 cents.

While the tarif was effective to a considerable degree there wers
still about 20,000,000 bushels imported from Canada in 1923,

It will be of interest to read the findings of Becretary Wallace on
the effects of the tariff on wheat :

“ The tariff has been effective in protecting the spring-wheat farmer.
In Liverpool Canadian spring wheat ordinarily sells at a small preminm
over American spring wheat. On the other hand, a comparison of
prices for comparable grades of spring wheat in American and Cangadian
markets which have practically the same transportation rates to Liver-
pool shows a margin in favor of American prices which can only be
explained as an influence of the tariff.

“The Minneapolis price of No. 1 northern spring in the period from
1809 to 1913, when a 25-cent tariff was in force, ranged in general from
6 to 10 cents above Winnipeg No. 1 northern. Under a reduced tariff
of 10 cents per bushel, prices at the two markets from 1912 to 1916
were practically on a level. From 1916 to 1920, controlled prices and
other conditions incident to the war destroyed normal price relation-
ghip.

WHEN TARIFF WAS OFF,

“With the release of Government control Winnipeg prices in the
latter part of 1920, when no tariff was in effect, rose to a level with,
and at times somewhat above, Minneapolls. After the emergency tariff
went into effect, In May, 1921, however, Winnipeg fell to around 25 o
80 cents below Minneapolis, remaining near that level for the balance
of the year. The difference narrowed early In 1922, and the Canadian
market since that time has fluctuated from 6 cents above to 22 cents
below Minneapolis.

* Winter-wheat prices appear to be less affected by the tariff. Amer-
fcan winter wheat at Kansas Clty is usually above Canadian spring
wheat from October to May or June and below during the summer
months, when the bulk of the American crop i8 moving to market. Un-
der the 25-cent tarif existing before the war the average monthly
marging in the two periods practically offset one another in amount,
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but under the 10-cent duty In force from 1013 to 1917 Winnipeg prices
averaged from § to 7 cents above Kansas City. Under our peostwar
tarifs Winnipeg prices from Junme, 1921, to September, 1023, averaged
b cents above Kansas City, but this average in favor of Canadian wheat
has been due to the high margins that obtained during the summers of
1921 and 1922, Kansas City hard winter wheat prices have averaged
2 cents above Winnipeg during the last 12 months and in the month of
October averaged 14 cents above Winnipeg.

“ The beneflcial influence of the tariff is also illustrated by compar-
ing prices of wheat in Liverpool with prices in produecing countries plus
cost of transportation to Liverpool. Prices of Canadian wheat in Liver-
pool averaged for the year 1922, 10 cents, and for nine months of 1923,
6§ cents above Winnipeg prices plus freight on the basis of an all-rail
rate to seaboard.

TARIFF RAISED PRICES,

* During the month of October, 1922, they averaged as high as 30
cents per bushel above Winnipeg plus freight. Lilverpool prices of
American hard winter wheat, on the other hand, averaged during 1922
only 2 cents more than Kansas City plus freight, and during the early
months of the year were considerably below. In January, 1923, Liver-
pool again dropped below Kansas City plus freight, and has averaged
from 1 cent to 2 eents under during the first nine months of the year.
American hard spring wheat, on the other hand, as shown by the limited
data obtainable, has sold in Liverpool during the first half of 1923 at
prices ranging from 3 to 15 cents below Minneapolis plus freight (all
rall). The average for the first four months, in fact, was about 13
cents below. Even No. 1 Mamitoba, which usually sells above No. 1
northern in Liverpool, was below No. 1 nortbern hard spring at Minne-
epolls plus freight. These figures show that, on a Liverpeol basis, hard

_red spring wheat prices have been high throughont 1023, and indicate
roughly the extent to which the tariff has raised prices of this wheat
above world levels. It also appears that prices of hard winter wheat
in the Kansas City market at times are favorably influenced by the
tariff. ;:

“The present tariff has not prevented the importation of Canadian
wheat for demestic consumption. Our total imports of Canadian wheat
from May, 1921, when the emergency tariff went into effect, to June 30,
1023, amounted to 32,567,664 bushels, of which 22,642,059 bushels were
imported In 1922, Forty-seven per cent of this was milled in bond and
exported as flour. Drawback was paid on only 4,638 bushels. The
balance was consumed in the United States.”

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the House for three minutes on House Resolution
163, which I introduced to-day.

Mr. BEGG. Reserving the right to object, I should like to
ask the gentleman what that resolution pertains to.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. That is what I want to tell the
gentleman, and therefore I ask that the Clerk read the resolu-
tlon for the information of the House.

Mr. RUBEY. I do not want the resolution read, but I want
to know its title.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, uniess I have some way of finding
out what the resolution pertains to I will object.

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman withheld his
objection until I answer his question?

Mr. RUBEY. Yes; but I do not want to have the resolution
read. 1 want the gentlemun to answer my question.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. It is very difficult to amswer the
gentleman’s question without reading the resolution.

Mr. RUBEY. Then I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

CONSENT CALENDAR.

The SPEAKER. The order of business to-day is the Con-
pent Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill on the
calendar.

BRIDGE ACROSE THE PEEDEE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA.

The first bill on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
BB79) to authorize the building of a bridge across the Peedee
River in South Carolina.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted eto., That the countles of Horry and Georgetown, in
the State of South Carolina, be, and they are hereby, autherized to
construct, operate, and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Peodee River at a point suitable to the Iinterests of
navigation and at or near a polnt known as Yawhannah Ferry in said
State, in accordance with the provisions of the aect entitled “ An act
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,”! ap-
proved March 23, 1808,

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

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

BRIDGE ACEOSS KINGSTON LAKE AT CONWAY, 8. C.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
8680) authorizing the building of a bridge across Kingston Laka
at Conway, 8. C.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows?

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the county of Horry, in the State of South
Carolina, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, operate, and main-
tain a bridge and approaches thereto across Kingston Lake at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation at a point near the end of
Fourth Avenue in the city of Conway, in said State, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906.

8kc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

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

BEIDGE ACROSS THE WACCAMAW EIVER, 8. C.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. B.
3681) to authorize the building of a bridge across the Waccamaw
River in South Carolina.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the county of Horry, in the State of South
Carolina, be, and 1s hereby, authorized to construect, operate, and maln-
taln a bridge and approaches thereto across the Waccamaw River, in
the State of Bouth Caroling, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, and at or near a point knewn as Star Bluff, or at or near
a point known as Bellamys Landing, in said State, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1908,

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to conside mila
Senate bill in place of the Hon’::tbill? s 3

AMr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, is that Senate bill 160?

The SPEAKER. No; Senate bill 384.

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Speaker, you will notice that one of the
bills auhorizes the county to comstruct the bridge, while the
otli‘e]:-e aggwr.izes I: private concern to construct the bridge.

HAKE The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

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

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE.

The mnext business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 5196) granting the consent of Congress to the construe-
tion of a bridge across the Rio Grande River.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? '

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the ‘El Paso Electric Rallway Co. and the I Paso & Juarez Traction
Co., corporations organized and existing under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Texas, and their s and assig to con-
struct, maintain, and operate an electric street railway, vehienlar, and
foot bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Itlo Grande at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation at or mear the point where South
Btanton Street, in said city of Fl Paso, crosses the Rio Grande, in tha
county of El Paso, State of Texas (to replace the wooden bridge now in
use at or near the aforesaid location, operated by sald corporations
under the authority of an act of Congress passed and approved July 28,
1882), in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to
regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, such construction to be made only with the consent
and approval of the Republic of Mexico.

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

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

| was read the third time, and passed.
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The title was amended to read: “A bill granting the consent
of Congress to the construction of a bridge across the Rio
Grande,”

On motion of Mr. HupspETH, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 477) to authorize the State of Georgia through its State
highway department to construct and maintain a bridge across
the Chattahoochee River at or near Fort Gaines, Ga., connect-
ing Clay County, Ga., and Henry County, Ala.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I introduced the bill just read to
authorize the construction of this bridge the first day Congress
met, December 3, 1923, but since then the Senate has passed a
bill (S. 160) authorizing the State of Georgia to construct a
bridge across the Chattahoochee River, between the States of
Georgia and Alabama, at or near Fort Gaines, Ga. That bill
is now on the Speaker’s table and is practically identical in
terms with the House hill, and I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate bill be considered in lieu of the House bill, and that
the House bill, when the Senate bill passes, lie on the table.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
not that I have any objection, it seems to me this ought to be
called bridge day rather than unanimous-consent day.

Mr. CRISP. “A rose by another name would smell as sweet.”

Mr. SNYDER. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Georgia if there has been a flood or something of that sort in
that country that washed away all the bridges which requires
so much new construction of bridges?

Mr. CRISP. I can only answer as to this particular one. TFor
many vears, at least 30 or 40 years, there has been a bridge
at this particular peint. The bridge has become unsafe, and it
is now practically closed to traffic. This bill gimply authorizes
the Georgia highway department to construct a bridge at this
point where there is now an unsafe bridge. 1 can not answer
as to any of the others.

Mr. SNYDER. I have no doubt if the gentleman says it is
needed that it is needed, but it seems-to me that after passing
five bridge bills without anybody giving any explanation about
any one of them it is about time we began to have a slight ex-
planation.

Mr. CRISP. I can say to my friend from New York, I am
perfectly willing and able to give a reason why this bridge
bill should pass. There has been a bridge at this particular
peoint for at least 30 years, and it has now become unsafe, and
there is no way to cross the river there. There is not even a
ferry, and the highway department of the State is asking au-
thority to construct this bridge.

Mr. SNYDER. After that statement I will not raise any ob-
jection.

Mr. BLANTON. This simply shows the aetivity of the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House
hill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it emacted, eto.,, That the Biate of Georgla be, and is hereby,
authorized to comstruct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches
thereto across the Chattahoochee River, at a point suitable to the in-
terests of navigation, between the States of Georgia and Alabama, at
or near Fort Gaines, Ga., in nccordance with the provisions of the
act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1908.

8gc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this
pressly reserved.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I wounld like to ask
the gentleman from Georgia one question. I notice that this
bill authorizes the State of Georgia to construct one end of the
bridge in the State of Alabama. The next bill on the calendar
authorizes the States of Alabama and Georgia, through their
respective highway departments, to construct a similar bridge,
with an end in each State. Has the gentleman considered this
proposal to authorize the State of Georgia alone to construct a
hridg% one end of which is to be located in the State of Ala-
bama

Mr. CRISP. Answering the gentleman from Wisconsin, T am
familiar with the situation. The two bills to which the gentle-
man refers are with respect to bridges at different places, They
are about 20 miles apart. The second bill to which the gentle-
man refers is in reference to a bridge which crosses the river

act iz hereby ex-

from Eufaula, Ala., to Georgetown, Ga. Georgetown is also in
my distrlet. The bill now up authorizes the construction of a
bridge crossing from Fort Gaines to Henry County. Ala. As
a matter of fact, the Highway Commission of Alabama and
the Highway Commission of Georgia have both approved a post
road, an interstate road, across this navigable stream, which is
the boundary line between the States, and both the highway
departments of Alabama and Georgia are interested in the
passage of both of these bills, and what I said to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. SxYbpER] as to a bridge being at Fort
Gaines now also applies to the next bridge bill. There is a
bridge there now, which is just 3 miles from Eufaula, Ala,,
which crosses the river, and the bridge is also becoming unsafe,
and that is why the Alabama Highway Commission is request-
ing authority to construect another bridge.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman think
of the naked proposition to have a law of the United States
authorize a State to construct, across a navigable stream, a
bridge one end of which is to be located in another State?

Mr. CRISP. 1 see the gentleman’s point, and I am not pre-
pared to say that he is not right in being very careful: In this
particular case the Alabama Highway Commission is as much
interested in this bill as the Highway Commission of Georgia,
and if the gentleman prefers to offer an amendment authorizing
the States of Alabama and Georgia, through their highway de-
partments, to construct this bridge, I have no objection to his
offering the amendment.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would
offer an amendment that the title shall be “A bill to authorize
the States of Georgia and Alabama, through their respective
State highway departments, to construct a bridge,” and so forth.
I offer that amendment, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CoorEr of Wisconsin: Amend the title so
as to read: “An act authorizing the States of Georgia and Alabama,
through their respective highway departments, to construct a bridge
across the Chattahoochee River "—

And so forth.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And, Mr. Speaker, I would offer
the same amendment wherever necessary in the body of the bill.

Mr. WINGO. Who has the floor—the gentleman {rom
Georgia? Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr, CRISP. I will, if T have the fioor. .

Mr. WINGO. I wish to direct the attention of the gentleman
from Georgia, as well as the gentleman from Wisconsin, to the
possible effect of the amendment that is suggested.

As I gather from the gentleman's statement, the bill grants
permission to the State that intends to really construct the
bridge to construet it, but if the amendment of the gentleman
from Wiseonsin is adopted it would mean that the permission
of the Federal Government was only granted to a joint con-
struction by the two States, and it might be that the other
State did not care to have any liability or any responsibility
with reference to the erection of the bridge. I assume that the
other State has done what is customary where one State
seeks, through their State authorities or through some subdi-
vision of the State like a county, to build a bridge across a
State stream onto the territory of the other State, and that
the permission of the other State has been properly granted.

It might be that the State which is given authority under
the gentleman’s amendment would not care to and, in fact,
would object to taking any responsibility on itself or its politi-
cal subdivigions. This bill Is to grant permission of the Fed-
eral Government to the authority or State that is actunally
going to construct the bridge across a navigable stream.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman will note that
the next bill on the calendar is one to authorize the States of
Alabama and Georgia, through their respective highway depart-
ments, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Chatta-
hoochee River at or near Eufaula, Ala.

Mr. WINGO. What point does the gentleman wish to sng-
gest in reference to that?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That corresponds with the
amendment that I am offering to the pending bill.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman did not cateh the suggestion I
made. It may be that the second bill which the gentleman
refers to, the bill with reference to the two States, intends
jointly to construect the bridge. This bill refers to a case where
one State is to construct it.

Mr, SANDERS of Indiana.
yield?

Mr. CRISP,

Will the gentleman from Georgia
I yield.
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Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I would like to suggest to the
tleman from Georgia that this bill ought not to be amended
ﬁ‘jrl'iedly, and I suggest to him that it might wait until we
consider some other measures during which time an amend-
ment can be prepared satisfactory, perhaps, to both parties.
If we should adopt an amendment granting authority to two
States where only one State is concerned, it might interfere
seriously with the plans for the construction of the bridge.
I see no impropriety in granting the right to one State to build
a bridge across the river where it enters into another State.
That would not give the right to go into the other State against
the will of that State. This bill may do just exactly what is
needed. I wonder if the gentleman does not want to give more
sindy to this matter.

Mr. CRISP. I appreciate the suggestion of the gentleman
from Indiana and the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkan-
gas, and personally T would prefer the bill as introduced, but
I find sometimes that a bird in the hand is worth two in the
bush, and as I now have consent of the House to consider the
bill I am not willing to postpone consideration of it. The bill
is up and if the House prefers to amend it, if the amendment
does not seriously cripple the bill T prefer to take the amend-
ment and see what the Senate will do with it.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If this bill were a bill providing
that the United States Government itself was to build a bridge
across a navigable stream between two States, that would be
quite a different thing from the Federal Gevernment authoriz-
ing the State of Georgia alone, in its discretion, to go into the
State of Alabama and put the end of a bridge on Alabama’s
territory.

Mr. WINGO. I want to suggest this—I may be in error.
If Congress grants to the State of Georgia permission to erect
this bridge with one end on the soll of another State, that does
not control the State of Alabama. All that this bill does is
to grant permission to the State of Georgia, and then Georgia
would have to get the permission of Alabama. The point I
want to raise is—and I have had something to do with these
matters—if you adopt this amendment the attorney for the
bondholders may say, " You have authorized the two States
jointly to build this bridge, and yon have nothing to show that
the State of Alabama has engaged in its construction.”

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is immaterial how it might
affect the bondholders.

Mr. WINGO. It is very material whether the bondholders
will accept the bonds to furnish the money for the building.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I have no objection to the gen-
tlemen having the bill amended in any way they want it.

Mr. BURTNESS. If the gentleman will yleld, I think this
is a very simple matter. The objection of the gentlemen might
be avoided by adding the words “or either of them.” I think
an amendment to the amendment is very necessary because of
the point raised by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, Wixco].

Mr. CRISP. WIill the gentleman from Wisconsin aecept the
amendment suggested by the gentleman from North Dakota?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; for such an amendment
would, I think, not meet the difficulty at all. The amendment
of the gentleman from North Dakota simply means that Georgia
alone could build the bridge with one end in Alabama, or Ala-
bama alone could bulld the bridge with one end in Georgia.
That does not at all meet the objection to the bill

Mr. BEGG. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wiscon-
gin a question. The only reason for this bill is to get the per-
mission of the Government to build a bridge over a navigable
stream?

Mr, CRISP. That is all.

Mr. BEGG. All this bill does is to permit somebody to build
it. Who is going to build it? The State of Georgia. Where?
Partly in Georgia and partly in Alabama. We ean not grant the
{)ermlasion of Alabama to the State of Georgia nor can we

egislate in any way that will violate the rights of Alabama by
granting permission to Georgia.

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman states the situation ac-
curately. I think the bill as originally drawn is sufficient, and
I hope my friend from Wisconsin will withdraw his amendment
and let the bill go through as passed by the Senate. If he does
not, I ask that a vote be taken on the amendment, and I request
the House to reject the amendment.

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman from Wisconsin sald it made no
difference about the feelings of the bondholders. I know a
little about the bond business myself, and I know it makes all
the difference between being able to market the bonds and not
belng able to market them how the legislation is drawn up. If
the gentleman from Arkansas is correct, it makes a joint con-
struction mandatory and you could not market the bonds at all.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, there has been a
complete misapprehension of what I said or had in mind in
replying to the observation of the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. Wixngo], I did not mean to suggest that this would not
affect the feelings of the bondholders, but that the feelings of .
bondholders are not material when a question of constitutional
law is involved. Will the gentleman permlt me to make one
more suggestion?

Mr. CRISP, Certainly.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We have in many States navi-
gable streams all within one State. If the stream mentioned
in this bill were within the confines of the State of Georgla,
Congress could authorize the State of Georgia to construct a
bridge across that stream both ends of which would be in the
State of Georgia; but a different question arises when it is a
boundary stream between two States. I notice that the next
bill on the ecalendar was introduced by the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Steacarn] and that it in express terms author-
izes the States of Alabama and Georgia, through their respeec-
tive highway departments, to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Chattahoochee River at or near Eufaula, Ala., con-
necting Barbour County, Ala., and Quitman County, Ga. In
the Steagall bill the United States Government authorizes the
two States, through their respective highway departments, to
build a bridge across the river between them.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will pardon
me just a moment. The other bill, as everyone knows after
this discussion, authorizes the State of Georgla alone, through
its highway department, to go a@cross a navigable stream and
in its discretion build one end of a bridge upon the territory
of Alabama. I am a friend of State rights, but a doubt arises
in my mind when it comes to a gquestion like this of having one
State go onto the territory of another State and locate a bridge.
Will the friends of State rights say that they are in favor of
this sort of an exercise of Federal authority?

Mr, WINGO, DMr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Georgia
yield to me? :

Mr. CRISP. Certainly.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, may I suggest to the gentleman
that the trouble between the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Cooper] and myself is that we are thinking of two different
things? I direct his attention to this: The gentleman speaks
of the Federal Government authorizing the State of Georgia
to build a bridge. The Federal Government does not authorize
the State of Georgia to build a bridge. The State of Georgia
has an inherent right to build a bridge, but she can not exer-
cise that right across a navigable stream without getting the
permission of the Congress. The object of these bridge bills is
not to authorize anyone to build bridges, not to grant any
such authority, but it is solely to grant the permission of the
Federal Government to a railroad, to a State, to a county, to a
city or whoever it is that is going to do the work to bulld the
bridge across a navigable stream. In other words, the gentle-
man confuses the proposition. He confuses the power that is
granted by this bill. This bill does not give any power to
anybody; it grants permission to the person going to do the
work. The point I raised about the bonds is this: If you grant
that permission as a joint permission to the two States, when,
as a matter of fact, Georgia alone is going to build the bridge,
the attorney for the bondholders, in examining the record to
see whether or not the State of Georgia in issuing the bonds
to build the bridge has complied with all of the laws, will run
through the general bridge law respecting bridges across navi-
gable streams and will conclude that Congress for reasons best
known to itself refused to grant permission to the State of
Georgia, but did grant joint permission to the two States to
build & bridge. Why should Congress say to two States, you
shall go together and build a bridge? Is not that a thing for
them to agree upon between themselves? If we grant this bill,
the State of Alabama can still say to the State of Georgia
the Federal Government has no power to permit you to build
abutments here. The State of Georgia would still have to go
to the authorities of the State of Alabama to get the right to
put abutments in Alabama. Talk about State rights! I am in
favor of State rights, and I would not require the State of Ala-
bama to butt into something that she is not interested in.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have one or two
words to say upon this proposition myself, inasmuch as it is
my time. I think this is unnecessary caution upon the part of
my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPEr]. As a practical thing,
the State of Alabama and the Alabama Highway Commission
are just as much Interested in the authorization for this bridge
as the Georgia Highway Department. The House bill was pre-
pared by myself at the request of the Georgia Highway Com-
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mission, who is initiating this. I do not think the State rights
of Alabama are in any way involved, The only necessity for
the permission at all is that this happens to be a navigable
sgtream and the consent of Congress must be obtained before
a State or a private eoneern or a quasi public concern may econ-
struct a bridge across a navigable stream. Congress could
grant this authority to a railroad corporation or to any private
concern to construet @ bridge acress this stream, although it
is the boundary line between the two States.

AMr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. In just a moment. I think the bill as passed
by the Senate is perfectly all right. It will meet the approval
of the highway departments of Alabama and Georgia. It does
not in any way interfere with State rights. It simply gives the
State of Georgia, who ig to take the initiative in the construe-
tion of this bridge and the maintenance of It, the right to
construet it across this stream. I hope the House will vote
down the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. STEAGALIL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Srteacarr] is interested in this matter. His distriet and mine
adjoin, and he is the author of the next bridge bill, to which
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] referred. The
river separates our districts. Therefore I am very glad to
yield to him.

Mr. BSTEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, the project invelved in my
bill at Eufaula refers to the joint enterprise of the highway
commissions of the Btates of Alabama and Georgia. They are
working with perfect agreement and understanding. There ecan
not be the slightest application of the suggestion made by the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] in respect to a viola-
tion of State rights so far as the bill that T have introduced is
concerned, permitting a bridge to be constructed at Eufaula.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
moves the previous guestion on the hill and all amendments to
final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin to the
body of the bill, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise? The previous question has been ordered.

AMr. BURTNESS. 1 was out for a moment, and T intended to
propose an amendment to the amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the previous question has
been ordered.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin to Benate bill 160:
Page 1, line 8, after the word * Georgia,” Insert the words “ and the
Btate of Alnbama through their respective highway departments,” and
In the same line strike out the word *is* and insert the word ‘“are,”
so that as amended the bill will read:

“That the State of Georgia and the Btate of Alabama through
their Tespective highway departments be and are hereby authorized to
consgtruct, maintain," ete.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the adop-
tion of the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis-
congin withdraw his amendment to the title?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the third
reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Crisp, & motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER AT OB NEAR EUFAULA,
ALA., ETC.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
8108) to authorize the States of Alabama and Georgia, through
their respective highway departments, to construet and main-
tain a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near
Eufaula, Ala., connecting Barbour County, Ala., and Quitman
County, Ga.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

The Clerk read as follows:

B it enacted, ete., That the Btates of Alabama and Georgia, through
their respective highway departments, be, and are hereby, authorized
to construct and maintaln a bridge and approaches thereto across the

| Chattahoochee River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation,

at or near Eufaula, Ala., connecting Barbour County, Ala., and Quitman
County, Ga., in aceordanee 'with the provisions of the act entitled “An
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap-
proved March 23, 1006.

8gc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or Topeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. The question 1s on the en-
grossment and 'third reading of the bill.

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

On motien of Mr. BTEAGALL, & motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

BRIDGE BETWEEN THE BOROUGHS OF BROOKLYN AND QUEENS, CITY
AND STATE OF NEW YORK.

The npext business of the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 3265) for the comstruction of a bridge between the
Boroughs of Brooklyn and Queens, in the city and State of
New York,

The Clerk :read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there jobjection to the
present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
lhears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be -t enacted, etc., That the city of New York be authorized to coa-
struet, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across
Maspeth Avenue between the Beroughs of ‘Broeklyn and Queens in the
city and SBtate of New York, at point suitable to the interests of mavi
gation, one end of said bridge being in the Borough of Brooklyn and
city of New York, and the other in the Borough of Queens, eity of
New York, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An
act to regnlate the construction of ‘bridges over navigable waters,"”
approved Mareh 28, 1966,

The committee amendments were read as follows:

Page 1, line 8, after 'the word * York " strike out the word “be™
and insert the words *is hereby.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Page 1, line §, after the word “across” insert the words, “ New-
town Creek, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or
near." '

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Page 1, line 8, after the word * York " strike out the words *“at
point suitable to the interest of navigation.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Page 1, line 9, after the word “ bridge ” strike out the word * being "’
and insert the words “ to be"

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Page 2, line 4, insert a new -paragraph, as follows:
Beetion 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this aet is hiereby
expressly reserved.

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the tifle
will be amended in accordance with the text.

There was no objection,

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize
the eonstruction of a bridge between the Boroughs of Brooklyn
and Queens, in the city and State of New York."

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURT RIVER BETWEEN BRULE COUNTY
LYMAN COUNTY, 8. DAK.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 1367) granting the consent of Congress to the State of
South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the AMis-
souri River between Brule County and Lyman County, 8. Dak.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ba it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the State of South Dakota to construct, maintain, and aperate a
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River, at a point
sultable to the inferests of navigation, between Brule County and
Lyman County, 8. Dak., in accordance with the provisions of an act
entitled “An act to regulite the construction of bridges over navigable
waters,"” approved Mareh 28, 1906.

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

AND
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

Mr. WILLTIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move fo reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed and to lay that motion on
the table,

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to object to the request.
We went into this matter very thoroughly during the last Con-
gress. I refer to these motions to reconsider and to lay that
motion on the table. It causes a great deal of extra bookkeep-
ing among the clerks, it encumbers and very much prolongs the
Journal, and in the case of all bills to which no objection is
made or which are uncontested is entirely unnecessary.

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I withdraw the motion.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILSON. I will.

Mr. BLANTON. As a question of policy, the gentleman
knows that unless that Is done there could arise occasions when
the motion fo reconsider could be made.

Mr. TILSON. I understand that thoroughly——

Mr. BLANTON. And such a distinguished parlinmentarian
as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] made that motion
a few moments ago.

Mr. TILSON. It has been the practice of the House to make
the motion, but bills that go through the House by unanimous
consent, such as private bills, unobjected to, and bills on the
Consent Calendar, are not apt to be reconsidered, and the
motion is not necessary. Where a great number of bills pass
in a single day and the motions to reconsider and to lay that
motion on the table are made in each case a great deal of un-
necessary work and expense are imposed and considerable time
is wasted. 3

Mr. BLANTON, One minute,

Mr, TILSON, It is not the time of the House that I mean,
but the additional time and labor required of the clerks. The
Journal work is considerable and the expense of doing the ad-
ditional printing is something. Therefore it is not only the
time here, but is is also the work of the Journal clerk and
the expense of it with which we are concerned. I hope that
the practice of making this double motion in cases where no
good purpose is served by it may be abandoned.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Saxpers of Indiana). The
motion has been withdrawn, and the Clerk will eall the next bill,
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER BETWEEN WALWOBTH COUNTY

AND CORSON COUNTY, 8. DAK,

The next business on the Consent Calendar wag the bill
(8. 1868) granting the consent of Congress to the State of
South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River between Walworth County and Corson County,
8. Dak.

The Olerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress ls bereby granted
to the Btate of South Dakota to construct, majintain, and operate a
bridge and spproaches thereto across the Missourl River at a point sult-
able to the interests of navigation between Walworth County and Corson
County, 8. Dak., in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,”
approved March 23, 1906.

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

The bill was ordered to he read a third time;, was read the
third time, and passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
H. R. 477 will lie on the tdble.

There was no objection.

SITE FOR FEDERAL RBUILDING AT KENOSHA, WIS,

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 51) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
negotiate with the authorities of the city of Kenosha, Wis,, to
ascertain terms and conditions upon which can be secured a
glte for a Federal building located in accordance with the plan
for a civie center adopted by said city of Kenosha.

The title of the resolution was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? -

Mr. BLANTON, Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
this is pribably a meritorious resolution, but I dare say there
are several hundred cities of this size in the United States in
identically the same situation, where the postal receipts have
increased 100 or 200 or 300 per cent. I do not believe that it
ought to be the policy of the House to take up one particular

measure as against all the other hundreds that are not given
any relief whatever, .

Now, I know that there is a dlsposition to be liberal with our
friend from Wisconsin——

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The last vote showed that.

Mr. BLANTON. I did not vote for him for Speaker, but we
would like to see him pass a resolution and make his people
feel good at home. But this bill is to the exclusion of three or
four hundred other cities in exactly the same situation.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman permit me
to reply to that?

Mr. BLANTON. Certalnly.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Texas pos-
sesses an alert, keen intellect, and does much good by staying
on the floor and keeping track of things. But he is in error
this time and, I think, completely misunderstands the question
involved in the pending resolution, :

Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I will answer his state-
ment. The gentieman from Texas, Mr. Speaker, sald that there
are several hundred citles in this country in exactly the same
situation as Kenosha.

Mr. BLANTON. Probably. I have a number of them in my
own distriet.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Wait a minute. We will see
whether or not the gentleman’s statement is correct. The gen-
tleman from Texas said also that he has two or three post offices
in his own district in the same condition as this one.

Mr. BLANTON. Oil towns. Several of them jumped from
100 population to 25,000,

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Inerease in population is not at
all involved in the pending question. Let me get here at the
desk in front, where I may more easily concentrate on the gen-
tleman from Texas, whom I admire, and whom I wish to
enlighten on the subject now before the House. [Laughter.]
He is always willing to obtain information; and I have more
than once seen him change his mind. In faet, I am sure that
he is inclined to change it when convinced that he is wrong,
and I am going to try to convince him that he is wrong now.
I am confident that he read this resolution too rapidly to enable
him properly to interpret it,

Now, if the gentleman please, the city of Kenosha 18 in my
home State, but it is not my home town. That was error No.
1 on the part of the gentleman, :

Mr. BLANTON, T sald he would make his people feel good,
for they are the people interested.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, The gentleman intimated that
Kenosha is my home town, but it is not.

Kenosha has a population of about 42,000 and is one of the
most enterprising and important manufacturing cities of its
size in the United States. The works of the internationally
known Simmons Manufacturing Co., manufacturers of steel beds,
brass beds, woven-wire mattresses, and so forth, the largest and
perhaps the best concern of its kind in the world, is located there.
So also are many other great plants, including the Chicago
Brass Works, the plant of the Cooper Knitted Wire Co.—not
any relative of mine. [Laughter.] I saw what the gentleman
was about to ask, and therefore I anticipated him. [Laughter.]

Mr., BLANTON. This being in my own time, will the gentle-
man yleld for me to ask him a question?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not now, if the gentleman will
permit me to occupy the time,

Mr. BLANTON. I believe that 1 have the floor, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has
the floor. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin?

Mr., BLANTON. Yes; 1 will yleld the balance of my timo
to him, but I want to ask him one question. If the gentleman
can convince me, I will withdraw my objection. I will with-
draw it if the gentleman can answer this question: Does he
think it fair to the other 434 Congressmen here, who are the
gentleman's colleagues, when every oné of them have these
post-office cases In their district, to let their bills go and take
up the gentleman's bill and allow it to go by at this time with-
out objection?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman please, if all
of the 435 Members of the House had identically similar build-
ing propositions in their respective districts, it would be per-
fectly fair to permit all of them to have passed resolutions like
the one now pending; and as Kenosha is the only place in the
country where conditions are as set forth in this resolution, it
is perfectly clear that the passage of the resolution would not
discriminate against any other city or against any Member of
the House. The sitnation at Kenosha is wholly unique, differ-
ing entirely from that in any other place. And therefore the
gentleman in mistakenly assuming to be true a lot of things
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that are not true, but wholly imaginary, in order that he may
use them as a sort of premise on which to base his argu-
mentative question, is guilty of what he well knows, and will
please permit me to remind him, is called in logic “ petitio
prinecipil "—begging the question.

Mr. HILL of Maryland rose,.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The prohibition question not
being involved here, there being no mention of lignor in con-
nection with. the post-office building, the gentleman is not in-
terested.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In view of that situation I objeet.
[Langhter.]

Mr. BLANTON. I will withdraw my reservation.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I make that objection in view of
the uncalled-for remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin.
[Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I withdraw that in deference
to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Does this cost the Government any
money?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not a cent.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Then I remove my objection.
[Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I add to my apology to the
distinguished gentleman from Maryland my sincere thanks for
his counrfesy.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I appreciate them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
slderafion of this resolution?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso-
Tution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resoletion 01,

YWhereas the city of Kenosha—42.000 population—in the State of
Wisconsin, has duly adopted a comprehensive plan for a civie center,
necessitating the widening of streets and the tearing down and re-
moval of many existing structures, including the county courthouse and
the United States post-office building; and

Whereas the county of Kenosha is now engaged in erecting on a site
locuted in accordance with said plan a county courthouse at a contract
price of more than $800,000; and

Whereas since the present Federal building was construeted in said
city the annual business of the post office has incrensed to a total of
$£230,000 a year; and

Whereas this increase of approximately 300 per cent in the wolume
of business renders the building grossly Inadequate to meet the urgent
needs of the Postal Service; and

Whereas in the said plan there is a fine site, near the present build-
ing, reserved and set aside as a site for a new and absolutely necessary
post-ofice building : Now, therefore, be it

Resolred, That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he iz hereby,
suthorized and reguested to ascertain, through negotiations with the
duly constituted anthorities of the city of Kenosha, in the State of Wis-
consin, the most favorable terms and conditions on which the Govern-
ment of the United States can secure the title to the site set aside in
the plan for a civie center adopted by said clty as a site for a new
Federal building, and to make report of such negotiatinns at as early
# date as possible to the House of Representatives.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was going to offer
an amendment. I was going to move to strike out the preamble.
Has the gentleman from Wisconsin any objection to striking
that out?

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin., I will have none after the reso-
lution has passed.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I want to offer an amendment at
the proper time.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I
shall detain you just a moment. There is not another case
parallel with the one now before you. The city of Kenosha
adopted a civie-center plan which involves the widening of
streets and the tearing down and removal of buildings. Among
the buildings to be destroyed and removed, if that civic-center
plin is to be carried out, are the county courthouse and the post-
oflice building. - Now, the post-office building is grossly inade-
guate at the present time, the business of the office having
inereased approximately 300 per cent since the struocture was
erected.

The county of Kenosha is showing its good faith by erecting
a new courthouse at a contract price of more than $800,000.

The post-office building will have to be removed if that civie-
center plan is carried out. The Government needs a new post-
office building, the old building being so crowded that it became
necessary to put up a mezzanine floor, compelling some of the

clerks for a considerable portion of the time to work by arfifi-
cial light.

The Government of the United States three or four years ago
recognized the necessity of a very considerable addition to that
building, and the House passed bills which I introduced, one
for $75,000 and the other, I believe, for $90,000, provlding for
the construetion of an addition to the building. Both of those
bills, as I say, passed the House, but for lack of time failed to
be reached in the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has

expired.

Mr:! COOPER of Wisconsin. May I have three minutes
more

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that
the gentleman is entitled to one hour if he claims it. I hope
he will not take it, but he is entitled to it if he wants to
clalm it

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I shall take but a minute or
two.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is being consldered in
the House as in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLANTON. There has been no such recommendation
made by the House. This bill comes up under the regular rules
of the House, which give the gentleman a whole hour if he
desires it. I do not think he is going to take over three minutes
more, because I think he wants his bill to pass.

The SPEAKER pro tempore., I am informed the bill i8 on
the House Calendar and not on the Union Calendar, and
henee——

My, BLANTON. It is on the new Consent Calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill being on the House
Calendar and being considered in the House the gentleman is
entitled to additional time,

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin. T am again indebted to my dis-
tinguished friend from Texas.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, this resolution does not call for
any appropriation nor does it discriminate in favor of Kenosha
against any other city, village, or hamlet in the United States,
It simply asks the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate with
the authorities of the city of Kenosha, who have adopted this
civic-center plan and in it set aside a site for a new post-office
building within a comparatively few feet of the old site, and
ascertain the most favorable terms upon which the Government
can—should it desire at some future time—purchase the new
site and secure the fee simple title.

AMr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. When I have said this one word
I will yield with pleasure. The Secretary of the Treasury will,
through his agents, go to the city of Kenosha, look at the sug-
gested new site, and come back and report to the House the
terms upon which the Government can secure it, and the House
in its discretion, when it comes to make up the omnibus public
building bill, will accept the terms of the eity of Kenosha or
will not accept them.

The Secretary can not enter anything even resembling a econ-
tract. He will merely procure information and submit that in-
formation in his report to the House for its use in making up
an omnibus publie building biil

Mr. DOWELL, Will the gentleman now yield?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Wis-
consin yield to the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; I yield.

Mr, DOWELIL. This negotiation is necessary in the purchase

.of any piece of ground for the purpose of the erection of a public

building thereon,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. DOWELL. And any authorization which iz made by
Congress for the erection of a public build'ng at a certain place
carries with it, does it not, the anthority to make the negotia-
tions for the purchase of the ground upon which the building
is to be placed?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. DOWELL. Now, I am asking, if this does not cover any
moral reason for the Government to purchase this specific tract,
why it is necessary to take this action in advance of the appro-
priation or the authorization of the construction of a building
on that piece of ground.

AMr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say to my friend that
that is a pertinent inguniry, but I do not think it has the point
which, I believe, the gentleman thinks it has.

Mr. DOWELL. I am asking for information.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand, and I shall be very
glad to reply to the very best of my ability. If we delay this
until the House in its discretion passes an omnibus public buiid-
ing bill, it would net kmow what to appropriate nor what, if
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anything, to do about a building for Kenosha, because (he
civie center place makes the situation there entirely different
from any other. The new site is within a comparatively few
feet of the old one, and the Government ought to secure it if
proper terms can be secured. If private persons should put up
s structure on that site, it would spoil the civic center plan
and deprive the Government of a most convenient site. The
gecuring of the information by the Secretary of the Treasury
will not in the slightest degree oblizate the Government.

Mr. DOWELL. I think there is much in the gentleman's
position, but I am wondering if that same thing is not true to
some extent in the purchase of other tracts at other places.

AMr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no; the making up of this
civie center plan, which is a very beautiful thing, and the abso-
Iute necesgity of a new post-office building there, those two to-

ether make a very novel and anomalous case for Kenosha. It
s entirely different from any other, and they want this infor-
niition right now if they can get il.

AMr. DOWELL. I think the gentleman’s position is well
Tounded.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am in hearty accord
with my colleague that we should have an omnibus bill,
although they sometimes call me a * pork-barrel * Member, from
my position. You referred to when we shall have an omnibus
bill. Can my colleague tell me when that will probably be.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nobody knows when that time
will be, but T have no doubt that in due time the Congress of
the United States will make an appropriation for greatly needed
public buildings. The facts show that the Government of the
United States Is paying many millions of dollars to private
property owners and in 10 years or a little more in some
instances paying for their buildings. A private individual would
not do that any longer than he could afford to do it, and he
eould not afford to a minute longer than his pocketbook would
permit him to put up a building and save that expense.

AMr. SEARS of Florida. Will my colleague yield further?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes,

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I am in hearty accord with my
colleague, but I was struck with his statement that in his
distriet he could take care of the postal facilities in the build-
ings. In my district there are two or three hundred sacks of
first-class mail out in the open with nothing but a tent over
them, and yet we can not get a building; and that is why I
wanted to know if you could tell me when we could expect to
get a public building bill

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not know. I am not on that
committee, but justice to the Government demands that at the
proper time a bill be introduced and enacted into law.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, T desire to offer
an amendment., I move to strike out the preamble of the reso-
lution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
moves to strike out the preamble.
recognition?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. T just want to soggest to the
Members of the House that this preamble ought not to be put
in this resolution. I think a point of order could have heen
properly urged against it. This is no part of the resolution.
The House does not want to find as a matter of fact and de-
clare in a law that they have formed this civie center up there,
that they have located a site and that they have plauned a
county courthouse to eost £8800,000, and that the business of the
Post Office Department has inereased to $230,000 a year. We
do not know anything about that. i’

Mr. COOPHER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an
{nterruption?

Mr. GRAHAM of Ilincis. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wiscousin, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
gays the preamble is no part of a law. This would not be a
law if it passed the House. A House resolution, reported only
to the House for its enlightenment and to be considered only
by it, is not' when it passes the House a Iaw.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, All right; let us say it is not a
Jaw, but is a House resolution,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
formation.

Mr., GRAHAM of Illinois, The gentleman from Wiscongin
wants this Honse to declare a lot of things we do not know
aiything about and that we ought not to pass our judgment
upon. The only reason for putting it in here, we know, of
courge, is so that somebody may have some justification for
this proposition, He would have just the same authority if
this resolution is passed for the inquiry and the furnishing of
information, and it is poor practice to put this sort of thing
on every resolution that comes along.

The gentleman from 1llineis
Does the gentleman desire

It is a House resolution for in-

Mr..COOPER of Wisconsin. The preamble in this case was
read by the committee whicll reported the resolution, and the
report of the commitiee embodies in all of its essentials the
statements in the preamble. They made that report after a
hearing on the resolution.

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Is this & mere House resolution?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, A House resolution.

Mr. DOWELL. Or & concurrent resolution?

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin. A House resolution to secure
information; that is all !

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question i on the adop-
tion of the amendment offered by the gentlemuan from Illinois.

The question was taken,

Mr. GRATTAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division.

The House proceeded to divide.

AMr. COOT'ER of Wisconsin (while the House was dividing).
I withdraw the preamble, Mr, Speaker,

Mr. KING. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman can not withdraw It now
except by unanimous consent. We have already voted on it,

Mr. GRAHAM of Ilinois. Oh, yes; he can. He can with-
draw it at any time,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Illinois
can withdraw his amendment and make it simpler,

Mr. GRATTAM of Illinois. But the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin can withdraw his preamble,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the House is dividing on a specific proposition, and we
ought to conclude the vote on that.

Mr. DOWELIL. The House is voting now to determine
whether the amendment shall be adopted, and that will settle
the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks to with-
draw the preamble, and 1 think he has the right to do that
during # division. The preamble and the resolution can be
voted on separately, and tle gentleman having withdrawn the
preamble the question is on the third reading of the resolution.

AMr. BLANTON. I raise the point of order for orderly pro-
cedure. The Chair is one of the best parliamentarians in the
House. He does not want to establish a bad precedent, Can
a gentleman present a bill, and when there is a division on the
passage of it, can he withdraw any paragraph of his bill that
he desives? I think that is not within the rules of the House.
The chairman does not want to set a bad precedent here that
may be followed by other chairmen,

Mr. DOWELL., Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from
Texas is correct. 1 do not believe that a Member may amend
hig resolurion now. He has the right to withdraw it after it
has been adopted or after it has been presented, but there is
certainly nothing in the law to permit him to withdraw a part
of his resolution and not all. The rule, I think, is very clear
that a Member introducing a matter before the House has the
right to withdraw it at any time before the vote is finally
concluded. But certainly that wounld not permit him to with-
draw part of it without unanimous consent. I think the point
of order iz well faken, and thal we should proceed to vote on
the amendment.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, rather than delay
the proceedings, I ask unanimous consent to have the preamble
stricken ouf.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to ohject, was this
preamble a part of the resolution reported by the committee?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the preamble, Is there ob-
Jjection?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed fo.

BEIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MIRS.

The next bill on the Consent Calendar was the bill (I. R.
G57) granting the consent of Congress to the boards of super-
visors of Rankin and Madison Counties, Miss, to construct a
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippl.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows !

Be it ¢nacted, efe., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the boards of supervisors of Rankin and Madison Countles, Miss,,
to comstroct, maintain, and operate n bridge and approaches thereto
across the Pearl River at o point suitalile to the interests of navigation
at Meeks Ferry, in the State of Mississippl, in accordance with the
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906,

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
gideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

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

HUDSON RIVER CONNECTING RATLROAD CORPORATION.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
‘(H. R. 4796) to extend the time of the Hudson River Connect-
ing Railroad Corporation for the completion of its bridge across
the Hudson River, in the State of New York.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of the bridge
of the Hudson River Connecting Rallroad Corporation, under the
provisions of the act approved Febroary 15, 1921, be extended to the
1st day of January, 1925.

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

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

BRIDGE ACROSS COLUMBIA RIVER, OREG.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
‘(H. R. 726) to extend the time for the completion of the
consfruction of a bridge across the Columbia River between
the States of Oregon and Washington at or within 2 miles
westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table a similar bill,
the bill (8. 484) to extend the time for the completion of the
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River between
the States of Oregon and Washington at or within 2 miles
westerly from Caseade Locks in the State of Oregon, and con-
gider the same in lieu of the House bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing-
ton asks unanimous consent to substitute the bill S. 484, for
the bill H. R. 726, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it emacted, ete., That the time for the completion of the con-
struction of a bridge and approaches thereto across the Columbia River
at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near a point
within 2 miles westerly from Cascade Locks, in the county of Hood
River, Btate of Oregon, autborized by the act of Congress approved
February 8, 1920, is hereby extended to February 15, 1926.

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

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was read
the third time and passed.
The bill H. R. 726 was ordered to lie on the table.

EXTENDING PROVISIONS OF CERTAIN LAWS TO THE TERRITORY OF
HAWAIL

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 4121) to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Terri-
tory of Hawail,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That beginning with the fiscal year ending June
80, 1025, the Territory of Hawail shall be entitled to share in appro-
priations now or which may hereafter become available for apportion-
ment under the act entitled *“An act to provide that the United Btates
ghall aid the States In the construction of rural post roads, and for other
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, or the Federal highway act, or any
act amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, upon the same terms
and conditions as any of the several States, and such Territory shall
be included in the calculations to determine the basis of apportionment
of such funds: Provided, That in approving road projects in guch Ter-
ritory to recelve Federal aid the Secretary of Agriculture shall give
preference to such projects as will expedite the completion of an ade-
quate system of highways for the national defense or which will con-
nect seaports with units of the national parks.

Sec. 2. Subject to the approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board, and
unider such conditions as it may prescribe, the provisions of the Federal
farm loan act, as amended, are extended .to the Territory of Hawail
Buch board shall include the Territory in a Federal land-bank district,
and such Federal land bank as the board may designate 18 authorized
to establish branch banks in the Territory.

IXV—T8

SEC. 8. The Territory of Hawail shall be entitled to share in the
henefits of the act entitled “An act for the promotion of the welfare and
hygiene of maternity and infancy, and for other purposes,” approved
November 28, 1921, or any act amendatory thereof or supplementary
thereto, npon the same terms and conditions as any of the several
States. For the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, there is authorized to
be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $13,000, to be available for apportionment under
such act to thé Territory, and annually thereafter such sum as would
be apportioned to the Territory If such act had originally included the
Territory.

SEC, 4. The Territory of Hawaii shall be entitled to share in the bene-
fits of the act entitled “An act to provide for the promotion of voca-
tional education ; to provide for cooperation with the States in the pro-
motion of such education in agriculture and the trades and industries;
to provide for cooperation with the States in the preparation of teachera
of vocational subjects; and to appropriate money and regulate its
expenditure,” approved February 23, 1917, or any act amendatory
thereof or supplementary thereto, upon the same terms and conditions as
any of the several States. There ig authorized to be appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, and annually thereafter, the sum of
$30,000, to be available for allotinent under such act to the Territory.

SEc. 5, The Territory of Hawaii shall be entitled to share in the
benefits of the act entitled “An act to provide for the promotion of voca-
tional rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and
their return to civil employment,” approved June 2, 1920, or any act
amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, upon the same terms and
conditions as any of the several States. There is authorized to be
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and annually there-
after, the sum of §5,000, to be available for allotment under such act
to the Territory.

The SPEAKER.
tion of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to
ask the gentleman a question. IHas this bill been submitted to
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations?

Mr. CURRY. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions is In favor of the bill

Mr. BLANTON. He raises no objection to it?

Mr. CURRY. No; he is in favor of it, and it is also approved
of by the heads of each department of the Government that deal
with the several questions.

Mr. BANKHEAD., I would like to ask the gentleman, is it
the unanimous report of the Committee on Territories?

Mr. CURRY. It was reported out unanimously by the
Committee on Territories on the motion of the ranking minority
member.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

There was no objection.

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

On motion of Mr. Curey, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. JARRETT. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks, I would like to say a few words regarding Hawaii,
her early history, and the circnmstances whiech led up to the
annexation by the United States.

The Territory of Hawalil, formerly known as the Sandwich
Islands, comprises a group of eight prineipal islands, with a
total area of 6,450 square miles, lying in latitude 21° north,
about 2,100 miles from the west coast of the United States. The
population at the last census was, in round figures, 250,000.
The estimated population to-day, based on statisties compiled
by the board of health of the Territory, is about 300,000.

The islands were discovered by Capt. James Cook, a British
navigator, In the year 1778. At the time of discovery Captain
Cook wrote them down as * Friendly Islands,” also wrote of the
inhabitants as being highly ecivilized, industrious, and labeled
them, as few would object to being labeled, as being stalwart,
upright, straightforward, fearless, candid, and open-minded.

It was true that there was a civilization of an exceptionally
high standard at that early date. The boys excelled in various
forms of athleties, all arranged by their chiefs to make them
later proficient in the arts of war.

We read of the navigation of Calumbus and men of his type,
but the Hawaiian just as fearlessly sailed the broad Pacific in
his canoe with only sun and stars to guide him.

They had a knowledge of the use of roots and herbs in com-
bating disease, and the manipulations and adjustments of the
present schools of osteopathy and chiropractic were highly
developed among the Hawalians.

Is there objection to the present considera-
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The system of government from the king down through his
chiefs and subchiefs was remarkably like the feudal system
of Hurope, and this continued to the time of Kamehameha L
Prior to his time each island had its own king. Through his
knowledge of warfare he became after long and desperate fight-
ing the monarch of all the islands.

During his: long and vigorous reign there was manifest in
everything that he did a superior intelligence and a deep rev-
erence for a power greater than his. With such an influence
governing his life; he ruled his people, even those whom he
had conquered, with justice.

About this time a number of Hawaiian boys were sent to
Cornwall, Conn., to attend a mission school. There they learned
English and soon interested the American Board of Foreign
Misgions in their homeland. A missionary party was made up
and landed in the Hawaiian Islands in April, 1820.
~ The Hawailan boys who had been in school in Connecticut
had reduced their language to writing and had translated most
of the Bible, and had made considerable progress toward com-
pleting a grammar, a dictionary, and a spelling book. From
this start the missionaries had already printed some books and
tracts in the Hawalian language for use upon their arrival in
the islands.

When this band of missionaries landed in the islands they
were surprised to find a people who were ready to receive them
and embrace the religion which they brought. They found
that the Hawailans were a highly Intelligent and industrious
people, and had by their own hand destroyed their idols and
burned their temples and abolished forever the Tabu, the an-
eient and terrible power of the priesthood, the king and the
chiefs ever the common people.

Eduneation was undertaken immediately by the missionaries,
and the desire for learning became so widespread among the
natives that at the end of five years there were 20,000 pupils
enrolled in the various schools, and in 10 years' time the regis-
tration had inereased to £3,000, of an estimated population of
130,000. Some of the schools established at that time are still
in existence, and our present school system, modeled after the
best American schools, leads through all the various grades,
ending with the University of Hawail :

A large part of Hawaii's wealth has been expended for edu-
cation, and the percentage of illiteracy among the Hawaiians
and Anglo-Saxon population is practically nil.

In 1833, when Kamehameha III ascended the throne, he be-
came deeply interested in the welfare of the common people. In
1839 he proclaimed his famous bill of rights. It was Hawaii's
Magna Carta, not wrung from an unwilling monarch by force
of arms but the free surrender of despotie power by a wise and
generous ruler.

The king in 1848 caused a division of all the lands. One-
third was designated to support the crown, one-third to the
government, and the remaining third for the common people.
A land commission had previously been established, and all
those who were occupying land under the king or chief were
given an opportunity to aequire title by proving such ocecupaney.

Thus a stable and satisfactory government, by a constitu-
tional monarch, with a legislature composed of two branches,
was established and functioned until 1803 when the monarch
was overthrown. It appeared, perhaps, to the outside world
that the monarchy was overthrown frem: within, but the pas-
sage by the United States Congress of the McKinley Tariff
Act, which took from Hawail the advantages previously enjoyed
under the reciprocity treaty, which had been negotiated by
King Kalakaua with the United States in 1876, in my opinion,
was a contributing factor.

After the overthrow the Republic of Hawaii was established
and that was the government in existence when the treaty of
annexation was negotiated with the United States in 1898,

Since annexation Hawaii has contributed fo the United
States Treasury more than $100,000,000 in enstoms and internal
revenue collections alone.

The: money appropriated by Congress in the past 20 years
to be spent in Hawaii has been used largely for developing
a naval base at Pearl Harbor and for constructing military
defenses. While all of this is beneficial to Hawaii, the faect
must not be overlooked that we are the first line of defense
guarding the great coast line of the Western States,

In this bill, H. R. 4121, ‘we seek the authorization from
Congress to extend warious Federal aid laws to include the
Territory of Hawaii—namely, the Federal highway aet, so
called ; the farm loan act; the act for the promotion ef the
welfare and hygiene of maternity and infancy; the voeational
education aet; and vocational rehabilitatien.

In the matter of roads Hawaii herself has expended ap-
proximately $26,000,000 on the construction and maintenance

of highways, with the result that to-day we have 1,479 miles
of main roads within the Territory, of which 44 miles are
paved in concrete, 810 miles of asphalt macadam, 54 miles of
coral, 143 miles of oiled macadam, 68 miles of water-bound
macadam, 250 miles subbased, and 610 miles still to be paved.

No money has ever been spent on these roads by the United
States, even though the military maneuvers and constant haul-
ing of supplies to the various Army posts by long trains of Army
trutéks has very greatly increased the cost of maintaining our
roads.

In the concrete reconstruction of our roads we have sought
to cooperate with the wishes of the military authorities and
builded a wider road and a road with at least 2 inches more
of concrete in thickness than ordinary commerecial nse would
demand so that the Artillery branch of the service could
maneuver their heavy gun tractors over the county roads.

No money comes to Hawaii for Territorial forest reserve
roads, and so far the roads to and through the national parks
have been constructed and are maintained by the Territory of
Hawaii.

What is true of our road situation is more or less true of
our educational status. Hawail has spent much money on
education and, I have said before, enjoys a very low percent-
age of illiteracy. We seek the benefits to be derived from the
various voeational edueational appropriations teo assist us in
absorbing our increasing population, We are endeavoring to
teach our youth a trade or vocation which willl help them to he
self-supporting. Our community is ftoo small to assimilate
the large and increasing puber of graduates from our institu-
tions in clerical positions.

We are melting together and molding a type of loyal citizen
from our mixed population and only seek what Is due in asking
recognition in this matter..

In the more recent past, a number of independent agricul-
turists have arisen in the islands largely through the home-
steading of Government lands. We believe that If Hawail be
included in one of the Federal land bank districts under the
farm loan act, a direct benefit would accrue to the small
farmer. Loans made to them would help develop diversified
farming and an independent, rural population, that more
nearly approximates the bone and sinew of our country as you
gentlemen know it in your distriets, would be created.

In the matter of promoting the welfare and hygiene of ma-
ternity and infancy we seek the same treatment as is accorded
the various States. In Hawaii the birth rate is high, likewise
the infant mortality during the first year is very high.

Now, gentlemen, Hawail ean gnalify as to the terms and con-
ditions set forth in the variems Federal aid acts necessary to
participation in their benefits:

Hawnail is entitled to the recognition asked for in the bill

Hawail Is an infegral part of the United States, not acquired
by conquest, but annexed by treaty. :

Hawail enjoys the guiding influence and protection of the
flag we love so well, her citizens loyally responding to every
demand of Government and bearing the finaneial resposibilities
of a State.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I thank you.

SALE OF LANDS ALLOTTED TO INDIANS UNDER MOSES AGREEMENT.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
2878) to authorize the sale of lands allotted to Indians under
the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883,

The Clerk reported the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion. of the bill?

There was no objeetion.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be {t enacted, ete., That any allottee to. whom a trust patent has
heretofore been or shall hereafter be lssued by wirtue of the agreement
concluded on July 7, 1883, with Chlef Moses and other Indians of
the Columbia and Colville Reservations, ratifled by Congress in tha
act of July 4, 1884 (23 Stat. L., pp. 79, 80), may sell and convey any
or all the land covered by such patents, or if the allottee ls deceased tha
heirs may sell or convey the land, in accordance with the provisions of
the act of Congress of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L., p. 855).

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to get some informs
tion about this bill. T netice that it provides for the issuanc
of patents in fee in liew of trust patents. Will the gentlema
from New York tell me how much land is involved in thi.
transaetion?

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, under the sact of 1904 or 1905
certain homesteads were allotted to certain Indians, of which
80 acres were withheld from distribution under the law.
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Sinee then many of the allottees have died. The department
now has no law under which it can dispose of these 80 acres,
either for the benefit of the heirs or anyone else. This simply
gives authority to close out those 80-acre pieces for the benefit
of the heirs.

Mr, CARTER. Were not these restrictions as to sale re-
moved by the death of the individual?

Mr. SNYDER. They were not.

Mr. CARTER. And this applies not only to inheritance es-
tates, but to the estates of living Indians,

Mr. SNYDER. To all estates under the Moses agreement.

Mr. CARTER. And the gentleman does not know how
much land is involved?

Mr, SNYDER. No. I know that it applies to the 80 acres
wherever the department has been unable to clear up the
estate and the 80 acres which were withheld in the original
act were not disposed of. It gives them now the right to dis-
.pose of those 80-acre pieces in the interest of the heirs of the
estate.

Mr. CARTER. And the gentleman can not tell us how many
of those there are?

Mr. SNYDER. No.

Mr. CARTER. Have the Indians any other land except
this?

Mr. SNYDER. No other lands.

Mr. CARTER. And this leaves those Indians without any
land?

Mr. SNYDER. Yes: this leaves the heirs of those men with
no land.

Mr. CARTER. Are not some of these Indians still living?

Mr. SNYDER. Yes; but it does not affect them. It merely

affects the estates of those who died.
Mr. CARTER. I am not so sure the gentleman is right
about that. The bill provides:

That any allottee to whom a trust patent has heretofore been or
shall hereafter be issued by virtue of the agreement concluded on
July 7, 1883, with Chief Moses and other Indians of the Columbia
and Colville Reservations * * * may sell and convey any or all
the land covered by such patents.

Then it provides:

Or if the allottes is deceased the heirs may sell or convey the land,
in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress of June 30,
1810.

So this seems to embrace two distinet proposals, one for the
dead, it is true, but also applying to the living.

The thing I had in mind was that we might be depriving
some Indians of their last land, and that they might fall back
upon the Government for support in the future.

Mr. SNYDER. I do not think there is anything of thar kind
in the matter at all. There are further conditions. Let me
read from the report of the Department of the Interior:

These conditions are further complicated by the fact that many of the
original Moses agreement allotments are now included in irrigation dis-
triets, particularly in the vicinity of Lake Chelan and the town of
Loomis. Under the prevailing law it is fneumbent on this department
to administer these esiates, subdivided among nonresident heirs, and
such frrigable trust lands that can not be sold or conveyed are rapidly
beécoming a burden to the heirs themselves as well as an administrative
nulisance.

Mr. CARTER. 1 see that the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. Hiur] is on the floor, and perhaps he could tell us some-
thing about the number of Indians out there.

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Speaker, thig bill was not
introduced by me, It was introduced by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. 8nyper], chairman of the Commitiee on In-
dian Affairs, at the instigation of the Department of the In-
terior. I have in a general way some Information as to the
Moses Indians, Without having made any special investigation
of this matter, because my attention was not ealled to it until
recently, my information is that the Moses Tribe of Indians
was composed of the remnants of other tribes and accretions
from other tribes. The agreement referred to, having been
made in 1883, was ratified by act of Congress in 1884, and
allotted to them certain lands on the Columbia and Colville
Reservations. The Indians have scattered. There is practically
no cohesion among them. There are merely segregated indi-
viduals here and there. As reported by the Secretary of the
Interior, a number of the heirs of deceased Indians have taken
in their own right and in their own names allotments on the
Colville Reservation, and it seems there are some adjustments
to be made by reason of that fact. Some of these heirs have
allotments on the Colville Reservation.

Mr. CARTER. But not all of them?

Mr. HILL of Washington. I take it not all of them.

Mr. SNYDER. I would state to the gentleman that most of
these original allottees under the Moses agreement are dead.
This is now simply to adjudicate this property in the interest
of the heirs who do not live in that country at all.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Would it not be advisable
to make the bill apply to those cases where the original allottee
is deceased, instead of to those who are living?

Mr. SNYDER. I think the bill in the form in which it is
will deal only with those cases without amendment at all.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I call the attention of the
chairman to lines 8 and 9 of the bill, where it provides—

may sell and convey any or all the land covered by such patents, or
if the allottee is deceased, the heirs, ete.

That very distinctly makes two separate classes,
Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield while I read from
a favorable report of the department the following language:

Your attention is invited to proposed legislation in connection with
certaln Indian allotments in the State of Washington ecommonly iles-
ignated on the records as the *Moses agreement allotments.” The
proposition has previcusly been under consideration with a favorable
report from this department and is embodied in Senate 43065 and H 5
13826, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session.

Section 2 of the act of March 8, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 55-56), which
authorizes the fssuing of the trust patents, contains a provision with-
holding from sale or conveyance at least 80 acres of each allotment,
It is reported that most of the allottecs are mow deceased, that their
heirs are widely scattered, and legislation is desired that will author-
fze the sale of the whole or any portion of the allotments under the
existing laws and regulations governlng the sale of Indian trust lands,

You see these sales are covered by the act, the law, They can
only go to certain limits under the restriction of the act of
1906.

The superintendent of the Colville Reservation, who has jurisdiction
over the Moses agreement allotments, has recently reported that a
Inrge per cent of the heirs of the deceased allottees have received
allotments in their own names on the Colville Reservation and are now
residing there, making it practieally impossible to effect a satisfactory
adjustment of the Moses agreement estates. The allotments if parti-
tioned among the heirs entitled thereto would leave them with small
holdings of land many miles from their place of residence, sald small
holdings being withheld from gale or conveyance by the law. If
such partitioned estates conld be sold, the proceeds of the sales could
then be used very advantageously by the heirs under the supervision of
this department in improving and developing their own allotments or
for such other purposes as may be deemed advisable,

These conditions are further complicated by the fact that many of
the original Moses agreement allotments are now included in irrigation
distriets, particularly in the vicinity of Lake Chelan and the town of
Loomis, Under the prevailing law it is incumbent on this department to
administer these estates, subdivided among nonresident heirs, and such
irrigable trust lands that ecan not be sold or conveyed are rapldly be-
coming a burden to the heirs themselves as well as an administrative
nuisance.

A draft of a proposed bill has accordingly been prepared, outlining
what 1s believed to be the necessary legislation for this purpose, and a
copy is submitted herewith. 1 respectfully recommend the favorable
consideration of the matter to your committee,

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will permit, it would seem
from the face of the bill that this would act as a removal of
a restriction from these Indians to sell their lands without any
supervision by the department, and I have some acquaintance
with the Colville Reservation and know they are not all com-
petent to do that, but T notice the bill does say, “In accord-
ance with the provisions of the act of June 25, 1910.” Does that
act provide for the sale of lands under the supervision of the
department?

Mr. SNYDER.
about it.

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

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN HENNEPIN AND
RAMBSEY COUNTIES, MINN,

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
801) granting the consent of Congress to the construction,
maintenance, and operation by the Valley Transfer Railway Co.,
its successors and assigns, of a bridge across the Mississippi
River between Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, Minn.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

It certainly does; there is no question
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‘ The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the comsent of Congress is hereby granted
to the Valley ‘I'ransfer Railway Co., & corporation organized and ex-
isting under the laws of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to
construct, mpintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Mississippl River between Hemmepin and Ramsey Countles,
Minn., at a point suitable to the interests of navigation and near
where the line between the city of Minneapolis and the Fort Bnelling
Military Reservation, extended, would cross sald river, in accordance
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con-
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1900.

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

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

BRONZE TABLET ON THE FRANCIS SCOTT EKEY BRIDGE.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(8. 627) to aunthorize the National Society United States
Daughters of 1812 to place a bronze tablet on the Francis Scott
Key Bridge.

The Clerk read the tifle of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tlon of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

‘The clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the National Seclety United Btates Daunghters
of 1812 48 authorized to place, on the Francis Scott Key Bridge across
Potomac River, a brenze tablet, imseribed with the imsigeia of such
society and with the last verse of the Star-Spangled Banner, after
the plans and specifications for such tablet have been submitted to, and
approved by, the Commission of Fine Arts on such plans and specifi-
entions, the installation of said tablet to De under the direction of the
Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia.

Sgc. 2. Such tablet shall be erected without expense to the Govern-
ment of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
GRANTING THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO FLORENCE KLING HAEDING.

Mr, GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take

from the Speaker's table the bill (8. 2) granting the frank-

ing privilege to Florence Kling Harding and proceed to its con-
sideration, and upon that request I ask unanimous consent to
make a very brief statement to the House,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman making |

a statement? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, BLANTON. What became of the last bill on page 167

The SPEAKER. That was not filed in time to be in order
to-day.

Mr. BLANTON, Unanimous consent was not asked to take
up the bill?

The SPEAKER. The unanimous consent is for the gentle-.

man to make a statement. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. GRIIEST. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical in language
and purport with the bill introduced in the House by the
gentleman from Ohio who represents the Marion congres-
sional distriet and has been unmanimously reported out of the
Committee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. The franking
privilege has been invariably extended by the Congress to
the widows of Presidents. For the information of the Heuse
I will say that the first extension of this privilege was made
to Martha Washingten. This precedent was followed thereafter
for Dolly Madison, Louise Catherine Adams, widow of John
Quiney Adams, Margaret 8. Taylor, Mary Todd Lincoln, Julia
Dent Grant, Lucretia R. Garfield, Mary Scott Harrison, widow
of Benjamin Harrison, Ida A. McKinley, Frances ¥. Cleveland,
and the last action of this kind was taken in the Sixty-sixth
Congress in behalf of Mrs. Roosevelt. The precedents are
complete in cases of this kind, and in line with the pending
bill. As an additional courtesy to the lady who holds the
gympathy and affectien of the entire country I ask that the
enactment of this measure be expedited by its passage at
this time.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not embracive of
the grant of any amount annually?

Mr. GRIEST. Ne.

Mr. BLANTON. It affects only the franking privilege?

Mr. GRIEST. That is all.

Mr. BLANTON. There is no objection to it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection and the
clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete,, That all mail matter sent by the post by Flor
ence KHng Harding, widow of the late Warren Gamaliel Harding,
under her written autograph signature, be conveyed free of postage
during her natural life.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask recognition for a few
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, so far as
the granting of this franking privilege is concerned it meets
with my hearty approval. I think that is a courtesy that
should be shown. It costs the Government of the United States
just a nominal amount, but there is in connection with this
precedent a new precedent that is sought to be established,
and I want to serve notice now that I have as much senti-
ment as any man in this House, I guess. I got out of bed
at 2 o'clock in the morning when this calamity came upon
us and went down to send my message of condolence to our
President’s widow, but there is a disposition to grant a pen-
sion to the widows of our deceaded Presidents that I do not
think ought to be carried on any longer.

There is a bill that has already passed the other body to
grant $5,000 a year as long as she may live to this good woman.
If she needed it finaneially, I would be the first man to sup-
port that measure, but where a woman is well off, been left a
tremendously large estate, I do not think Congress ought to do
it. I do net think we ought to be carried away with sentiment
on those questions. It is not a question of politics. I would
vote to stop it just as quickly concerning one as another, and
I want to say that that measure can not have the support of
my vote. Where under the Constitution the good women of
this land are on an equality, they have equal privilege and
equal rights under the Constitution, why should we pick out
one, not because of some act she has done, and confer upon
her the right and the privilege that no other woman in the
land has? I am not in favor of it, and while I regret te have
:o ?o it, I feel impelled from a sense of duty to voice my protest
o It
bﬁ'f‘he SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the

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

The SPEAKER. Without objection a similar House bill
will lie upon the table.

There was no cbjection.

BRIBGE BETWEENK THE BOROUGHS OF BROOKLYN AND QUEENS.

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
go back to No. 7 on the Consent Calendar for the purpose of
making an inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make the inquiry with-
out going back, without objection. ]

Mr. STENGLE. Then I make the inguiry without going
back, if I am in order. I notice this is unlike the preceding
hbills in that it authorizes the construction of a bridge, while
the ethers simply authorize somebody to do it. 1 wonder
whether the Government of the United States is going to con-
struct the hridge or whether it is to be constructed by the city
of New York.

The SPEAKER. The language of the bill will determine

af,
Mr. STENGLE. Then I will consult the bill

2 MUSCLE SHOALS.
Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks by inserting in the Rmcorp the offer of
some power companies for Muscle Shoals, with short remarks of
my ewin.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Rucorp by publishing an
offer of some power companies for Muscle Sheals, Is there
objection?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Whom are these offers hy?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Three have signed the offer. Nine
others are to sign it, so 1 understand. The Alabama Power
QOo. and the Tennessee Klectric Power Oo. and Columbus Elec-
tric & Power Co. have signed it

Mr. BANKHEAD. Have these offers been officially presented
to the Secretary of War?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and they are submitted to the
Congress.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted
me to extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the follow-
ing:

th
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Tne TENNESSEE ELEcTRIiC Power Co.,

X Chatt ga, Tenn., J y 15, 198§,
The honorable the SECRETARY oF Wanr:

Fhe undersigned submit the following propesal in connection with
ihe Muscle Shoals projects of the Government:

1. For the purpose of carrying out this proposal, the undersigned,
together with other companies engaged in serving the publie with light-
ing and power in the Boutheasrern States, will form a corporation,
herein ealled the * power company," which will make all contracts
necessary to carry ont this proposal, and will provide $10,000,000 of
eapital therefor, or such portion of that amount as upon the aceept-
ance of this proposal may be determined to be necessary.

2. Upon the completion of Dam No. 2 and its power house the power
company will lease the same for a term of 50 years, under the terms of
the Federal water power act, and will lease the Government steam
plant at Sheffleld, Ala., for a term of 20 years, and will agree to pay
an annual rental therefor to the United States of £2,000,000. This is
interest at 4 per cent on $50,000,000. which Includes the $£45,500,000
of estimated expenditures on the hydroelectric project to the time of
its completion with eight genérating units of 240,000 horsepower total
capacity, and $4,500,000 representing the valoe of the Government's
gteam plant at Muscle Shoals. Sald sum of £50,000,000 also Includes
the $17,000,000 expended on the projeet during and just after the war,
After the expiration of the lease on the steam plant, or if the steam
plant should be sold to the power company as hereinafter provided,
pueh annual rental shall be reduced hy 4 per eent on $4,500,000.

The lease with respect to the project at Dam No. 2 will include the
hydroeleetric and operating equipment and spillway gates, together with
such lands and buildings owned or to be acquired by the United States
in connection with the power projeet as may be desired by the power
company, but will exclude the locks and other navigation facilities. The
lense wilt begin from the date when hydroelectric structures and equip-
ment (including the necessary high-tension substations) of the eapacity
of 100,000 horsepower are installed and made ready for serviee, addi-
tional equipment of approximately 140,000 horsepower to be installed
by the United States and made ready for service by January 1, 1926,
Work on the high-tension substation shall be commenced by the power
company at its own expense as soon ag this offer fs accepted.

Such annual rental will be payable at the end of each calendar year,
except that for the first years of the lease period the rental shall be as
follows: Three hundred thousand dollars at the end of the calendar
year during which 100,000 hydroelectric horsepower is installed and
made ready for service, or the proportionate part thereof if such 100,000
horsepower is not made ready for service the whole of the first calendar
year; and thereafter $300,000 annually at the end of each year for six
years; for the pext four years #.,500,000 annually, increasing in the
following year to the maximum rental.

The power company will, if desired by the United States, install at
its own expense additional units beyond the eighit unlts now provided
for to meet the market demands for power. If not Installed by the
poweér company, such additional units will be installed by the United
Btates to meet market demands for power, and the annual rental will
then be increased by 4 per cent on the cost of such additional units.

8. The power company will at fts own expense throughout the lease
period operate and make all necessary renewals and repairs ineident to
eflicient maintenance of the spillway gates, the power house and sub-
structures, superstructures, machinery, and appliances appurtenant to
the power house, and will maintain the same in efficient operating con-
dition, all In accordance with the Federal water power act, it being
understood that all necessary repairs and maintenance of Dam No. 2
and the locks shall be under the direction, care, and responsibility of
the United States and at its expense during tlhe said DO-year lease
period,

4. At all times during the period of the lease the power company will
furnish to the United States, free of charge, the necessary power to
operate the locks and other navigation facilities of Dam No. 2.

5. The lease of the steam plant shall provide for successive renewals
at the same rent at the option of the power company, each for 10
years, but to expire in any event upen the expiration of the lease of
No. 2 project, and it shall require the power company to make all re-
newals and replacements necessary to maintain the plant In good
operating condition and for the insurance of the plunt up to its full
jnsurable wvalue. The power company shall bhave the right to install
additional units and other equipment therein, which the United States
may recapture in accordance with the provisions of the Federal water
power act,

6. The power company will begin the consiruction of Dam No. 3, its
Jocks, and power house, whenever requested by the United States after
the completion of Dam No. 2, and will construct same at the expense of
the United States and witbout profit to the power company in the
shortest possible time consistent with geod workmanship and economy,
in accordance with plans and specifications prepared by the power
company and approved as provided by the Federal water pewer aet.
The power company will for this purpose be permitted to make use of
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the construction plant at Dam No. 2. The pewer house will have a
total installation of 250,000 horsepower, with equipment which includes
the high-tension substation. .

7. In case the United States so proceeds with such construction, the
power company will lease from the United States under the terms of
the Federal water power act for a period of 50 Years the power house at
Dam No. 8 and all of its hydroelectric and operating appurtenances,
spillway gates, and high-tension substation, together with such lands
and buildings owned or to be acquired by the United States in eonnee-
tion with the project as may be desired by the power company, hut
excluding the locks and other navigation facilitics. Sueh Jease shall
begin from the date when structures and equipment of a ecapacity of
80,000 horsepower are Installed and made ready for delivery of power
to the power company, and the power company will pay to the United
States as annual rental therefor 4 per cent of the actusl cost up fo a
rental of $1,200,000 per annum, payable annually at the end of each
lease year, except that for the first years of the lease period the rentals
shall be as follows: $200,000 at the end of the calendar year during
which 80,000 horsepower is Installed and made ready for serviee or
the proportion thereof if such 80,000 horsepower is not made ready for
service the whole of the first calendar year; and $200,000 annually at
the end of each year for three years, increasing with the following year
to the maximum rental. The Alabama Power Co,, belng the owner of
the site of Dam Ne. 8 and of certain flowage lands acqguired In connee-
tion with the project, agrees to donate the same to the United States
in the event the project is construeted for and at the expense of the
United States. The power company will, if desired by the United
States, install at its own expense all generating units when required
to meet market demands for power.

8. If the United States so proceeds with such construction, the power
company will, at its own expense, throughout the lease period, opernte
and make all necessary renewals and repairs incident to efficient main-
tenance of the splllway gates, high-tension substation, the power house
and subsiructures, superstructures, machinery, and appliances appur-
tenant to the power house and will maintain the same in eficient oper-
ating condition, all in accordance with the Federnl water power act,
it being understood that all nccessary repairs, maintenance, and opera-
tion of Dam No. 3 and the locks shall be under the directiom, cars,
and responsibility of the United States and at its expense during the
said 50-year lease period. If Dam No. 3 is constructed and operated
under license from the Federal Power Commission, as bereinafter pro-
vided, the provision of said act relating to repairs and maintenance and
operation shall apply.

9. If the United States does not proceed with such construction on
the plan proposed, then the power company may at any tice build and
operate soid dam under the terms of the Federal water power act, and
shall be granted a license therefor on application, one-third of the cost
of the project to be borne by the United States cs the value of the
navigation improvement in the Muscle 8hoals section of the river.

10. At all times during the period of the lease the power company
will furnish to the United States free of charge the necessary power
to operate the locks and other navigation facilities at Dam No. 3.

11. The power company also agrees to purchase from the TUnited
States, at the option of the United States, to be exercised npen the
execution of the contract to carry out this offer, the 60,000-kilowntt
steam plant ewned by it at Muasele 8hoals In connectlon with nitrate
plant No. 2, together with the necessary rights of way, lands, and hons-
ing facilities, and to pay therefor $4.500,000 on terms satisfactory to
the Government.

12. The projects covered by the licenses, Including gemerating units
and other additions made by the power cempany, shall be subject to
recapture by the Government at any time during the license period or
at the end of the period of 50 years under the terms of the Federal
water power act.

13. Whenever the power company fs directly benefited by the con-
struetion by a llcensee of the United States or by the United Btntes
itself of a storage reservoir or other hesdwater improvement, the power
company shall, in accordance with the Federal water power act, reim-
burse the owner of sueh reservoir or other improvement for such part
of the annual charges for interest, maintenance, and depreciation thereon
a5 the Federal Power Commission shall determine to be equitable: and
whenever such reservoir or other improvement is constructed by ths
United States, the power company shall pay to the United States
similar charges similarly determined,

14, The license shall provide that whenever the safety of the United
States demands, the United States shall have the right, in accordance
with the Federal water power act, to take over and operate the projects
covered by the licenses for the purpose of manufacturing nitrate, ex-
plosives, or munitions of war, or for any other purpose involving the
safety of the United States, for such length of time as should appear
to the President necessary for such purposes; and the United States
shall also have the right to take over and operate said Sheffield steam
plant in the same manner whenever tbhe safety of the United States
demands,
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15. Upon the completion of No. 2 project the power company will
furnizh and deliver for 50 years at any point within 5 miles of Dam
No. 2 at such voltage a3 may be desired, and at actual cost to the
power company up to 80,000 horsepower, to be used solely in the manu-
facture of fertilizers.

Tpon the completion of No. 8 project, the power company will fur-
nish and deliver for 50 years at any point within § miles of Dam No. 2,
at such voltage as may be desired and at actual cost to power com-
poauy. 40,000 additional horsepower for use solely in fertilizer manu-
facture.

To the exient that the fertilizer company does not use power for such
purpose, the power may be used by the power companics in public-
utility serviee.

16. The power company also agrees to create and cause to be paid
to the directors described below a fund of $1,000,000, which, with the
aceretions mentioned below, shall be used in electrochemical research
in the interest of agriculture and the national defense. 'The expendi-
ture and administration of such fund, both prineipal and interest, shall
be under the control of five directors, one of whom may be from time to
time deslgnated and removed by the Secretary of Agriculture, one by
the Recretary of War, one by the Secretary of Commerce, one by any
eorporation engaged in the manufacture of fertilizers at Muscle Shoals
under contract with the Government, and all not so designated may be
trom time to time designated and removed by the power company. The
directors may Increase their number from time to time to any multiple
of five, the additional directors to be appointed and to be removed
in like manner as the original directors. Action of the directors shall
be by majority vote,

The compensation of the respective directors shall be fixed from time
to time by the joint action of the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secre-
tary of War, and the Secretary of Commerce. The directors may em-
ploy such technlcal and other services as they shall deem desirable, aud
the cour2e of investigations made with the use of said fund (which
may include investigations made elsewhere than in the laboratories of
snld fund), the persons, bodies, and institutions to make such investiga-
tions (which may inelude any bureau or agency of the Government or
of any SBtate or any college, corporation, or scientific body), the dispo-
sltion of any results obtained, in whole or in part, from the use of
such fund, and the terms of such digposal, shall be subject to the direc-
tion of said board of directors, and any royalties or other proceeds shall
be added to and become a part of such fund.

Said directors shall make and publish annually reports of their pro-
ceedings and of the research and investigation made with the use of
the fund and shall account annually to the agencies which appointed
the directors for the receipts, disbursements, and financial commitments
from sald funds. Said directors may af any time vest said fund In a
corporation, which shall hold the same subject to the provisions hereof,
and the Congress of the United States may at any tlme direct that such
funil, or any portion thereof then remaining, shall thercafter be devoted
to any use not herein provided for,

The §1,000,000 mentioned above shall be paid to such fund in 10 |

annual installments, except that any subseriber thereto may at any
time anticipate his subseription in whole or in part.

17. In addition to any other remedies that may be posscssed by the
United States, the power company agrees that the Attorney General
may, on request of the Federal Power Commission or of the Secretary
of War, institute proceedings as provided in the Federal water power
act for the purpose of remedying or correcting by injunction, man-
damus, or other process any act of commission or omission in wviola-
tion of any of the terms of the contract or of any provisiong of the
Federal water power act applicable hereto, or of any lawful regula-
tion or order promulguted thereunder, and In case of the fallure of
the power company to comply with any final decree entered in any
such proceeding, the Attorney General may, on reguest of the Fed-
reral Power Commission or of the Secretary of War, institute pro-
ceedings as provided in said Federal water power act for the purpose
of revoking any i i der.

Respectfully,

i} thcl

TaE TEXNESSEE ELRceTRic Power COMPANY,
By C. M. CLARK. Chairman,

CorLuMBus ELECTRIC & POWER COMPANY,
By B. W. HiLL, Vice President.

AraBAMA Power COMPANY,
By Twros, W. MarTIN, President,

Representative Harry B. Huny of Iowa, member of the House Mili-
tary: Affairs Committee, who initlated the correspondence with the
Federal Power Commission which has resulted in & bld being made
by a number of the power companles of the South fo opsrate Muscle
Bhoals under a 00-year lease for a rental of $100,000,000, to-day
made public the following statement ;

“I am paturally much gratified that this offer hus now been made
to the Secretary of War in a formal manner, and I hope he will im-

medlately transmit it to Congress. The people of the Bonth are to |

be congraiulated upon the offer, because if Coungress accepts it, the
hydroelectric energy from the Sonth's greatest natural resource—
Muscle Shoals—will be equitably distributed all over the Sounth. where
it belongs, through a great network of interconnected transmission
lines, thus assuring to southern industry in every field of cndavor n
constant and large supply of cheap power for the further develop-
ment of the whole South upon sound economic lines.

‘* Not only that, but by the reservation in the offer of 100,000 horse-
power at actual cost for fertilizer manufacture the way is cleared for
production of a constant and large supply of cheap fertilizers for the
benefit of the farmers of the country, exactly in accordance with the
policy of Congress. Furthermore, the new bid contains the admirable
provision that there will be created by the power eompanies a publie
fund of £1,000,000 to be used in electrochemical research in the
interest of agriculture and in the interest of the national defense, thus
assuring the use of not only the cheapest possible processes in fertilizer
mannfacture but also the use of the best processes in producing ni-
trates as a stand-by in_ case of war,

“ 1 regard this offer as far and away the best offer the Government
has ever recelved for the Muscle Shoals projects. Under it we are
not asked to gell or otherwise part with the nltrate plants, which
officials of the War Department regard as our greatest national asset
as a stand-by in time of war. We are not asked to sell or otherwise
part with the Sheffield steam plant, also a stand-by to the nitrate
plants, although it now appears that if we did want to sell it under
the new offer we could obtain $4.500.000 in cash for that one unii
alene.

" No other offer that has ever been made will stand comparigon for ane
moment with this offer. There has been brought out for the first
time in this offer some actual facts as to the large money value to
the people of the United States of the water-power rights and priy-
Heges at Muscle Shoals, instanced by a willingness, as shown in the
offer, to pay $100,000,000 for these water-power rights, under a
S0-year lease from the Federal Power Commission, surrounded by the
safeguards in the interest of the people devised by the eonservation-
ists of the country when we first began to protect our water-power
natural resources, all of these properties to remain the property of
the people rather than be handed over for a song, as has been other-
wise proposed.

“ Under this new offer, as shown in the Federal Power Commission
correspondence, the entire Muscle Bhoals power can be absorbed in
the Bouth within a period of not exceeding 10 years from the com-
pletion of the project. This would Involve its transmission to power-
consuming centers, including the adjacent and intermediate territory
of Memphlis, Chattanooga, Knoxville, and Nashville, In the State of
Tennesses ; various communities in Ggorgin and in the Carolinas, ex-
tending as far eastward as Wilmington ; Birmingham and Montgomery
and other sectlons of Alabama: and with a further extension of the
superpower system can be made available in the Mobile and New
Orleans districts and In the State of Mississippl and portiona of
Florida, including the port city of Pensacola, .
| “ The large quantities of cheap power eventually to be made availl-
able at Muscle Shoals should go to all of those communities, to turn
the wheels of the textile mills and the lumber millg, to take the
workers to thelr tasks on the street railways and to take the children
to school, to dig the ores in the mines and to pump molasses and oll
into and ont of the ocean-going tankers at the ports: to light the
streets and the homes of more and more communities; and in every
other way bring to industry and the people the benefit of electricity,
which should be in almost as common use as water.

“1In making this statement I want it distinetly understood that my
mind Is open as to the best disposition of the Government's wvast
interests at Muscle Shoals. Any proposition to receive conslderation,
in my opinion, must first protect for all time the Government's interest
in pational preparedness, and the farmer’'s interest In the conserva-
tion of soils, from the production of nitrates In peace time at Muscle
Shoals. It must also provide for the completion of Dam No. 8 within
a reasonahle time; so that river transporfation on the Tennessee River
ean be inaugnrated. When the Government has secured these three
es#cntinls it should then accept the best financial offer it recelves.

TABLET TO BE PLACED ON FRANCIS SCOTT KEY BRIDGE.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cousent
to extend my remarks in the REcoep concerning Senate bill
No. 627, which has just passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks concerning the bill
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no obhjection,

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
the bill under consideration (8. 627) provides that the National
Society United Daughters of 1512 is authorized to place on the
Francis Scott Key Bridge across the Potomac a bronze tablet,
| inseribed with the insignia of the society and with the last
verse of the Star-Spangled Banner,
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It is well that in this era of our comntry, when there is such
a mad rush for the sordid and material things of life, that
there still remain patriotic women who desire to perpetuate
the high ideals of our people in tablets of bronze and monu-
ments of marble and stone to inspire the present and future
generations to grander and nobler things.

The National Society United Daughters of 1812 is a na-
tional organization of patriotic women who are descendents
of the men who served in the War of 1812. The general society
was founded January 8, 1892, by the late Mrs. Flora Adams
Darling, and by act of Congress, approved by President Me-
Kinley on February 25, 1901, was incorporated under its pres-
ent name. This society now numbers many thousands of mem-
bers from the various States of the Union.

These patriotic women have marked the graves of hundreds
of men who served in the War of 1812, They have placed
innumerable tablets of brass, bronze, and marble, monuments,
bowlders, and memorial windows recounting the brave deeds
and valor of the heroes of the War of 1812,

One of the most heautiful 1aemorials of this patriotic society
is a six-panel window placed in 8t Michsel's Church, Priuce-
town, Dartmoeor, England, en June 4, 1910, with the inscrip-
tion on it:

To the glory of God, and in memery of the American prisoners of
war who were detnlned in the Dartmoor war prison between the years
1813 and 1816, and who helped to build the chureh; especially of the
218 trave men who died here on behalf of their conntry. This window
js presented by the National Society of United States Daughters of 1812,

The bill nnder consideration, inspired by Mrs. Charles Fisher
Taylor, honerary State presidemt of North Carolina, of the
society, and sponsored by the president national of the society,
Mrs. Samuel Preston Davis, of Littie Rock, Ark., was intre-
duced in the Senate by Senator Caraway and in the House by
Representative OLDFIELD,

The story of the birth of our mational anthem and the eir-
cumstances under which it was written by Francis Scott Key
is emblazoned in glory upon the pages of American history.
The details of the burning of our Capitel and White House by
the British in 1814, their attack upon Baltimore, the witness-
ing of which furnished Francis Scott Key, a prisoner aboard
the ship Minden under guard of British. marines, the sublime
ingpiration for the immortal song, the Star Spangled Banmner,
are so well known that T will not here again reconnt them.

The passage of this bill will be unanimous; the tablet will
be placed upon the Francis Scott Key Bridge, and upon the
tablet will be inseribed these inspiring words:

Oh! thus be It ever when {reemen shall stand
Between thelr loved homes and war's desolation;

Blest with vict'ry and peace, may the heav'n rescued land
Praise the pow'r that hath made and preserved us a Nation.

Then conguer we must, when our cause it is just,

And this be our motto, * In God is our trust™;

And the star spangled banner in triomph shall wave

Q'er the land of the free and the home of the Drave.

BRIDGE BETWEEN BOROUGHS OF BROOKLYN AND QUE‘!;RS.

Mr. PARKER. Mr., Speaker, I did not catch what the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Srexcre] said in regard to
bill No. T on the calendar. What was it?

Mr. STENGLE. It referred to the title,

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that after the dispesition eof papers on the Speaker’'s table
an Thursday the gentleman from New York [Mr. Mmis] may
address the House for 45 minutes on tax reduetion.

The SPEAKER. The gentlenmn from ©Ohio asks unani-
mous consent that on Thursday, after the disposal of business
on the Speaker's table, the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Mrrs] may address the House for 45 minutes on tax redue-
tion. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE—NICARAGUAN CLAIMSE (8. DOC. NO. 24).

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commlttee on
Foreign Affairs:

To the Congress of the United Stales:

I transmit herewith a report respecting claims against the
United States on saccount of several Nicaraguans killed or
injured in encounters with American marines in December,
1921, and January, 1922, with a request that the recommenda-
tions of the Secretary of the Navy as indieated therein be

adopted, and that the Congress authorize the appropriation
of the sum necessary to pay the indemnities suggested by
the Secretary of the Navy.

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of these
claims in accordance with the recommendation of the Secre-
tary of State, the Congress, as an act of grace, and without
reference to the legal liability of the United States in the
premises, authorize an appropriation in the sum of $11,700.

Carvin COOLIDGE.

Tae WaITE House, Jonuary 21, 1924

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION RBILL,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself info Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 5078, the
Interior Department appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Connecticut [Mr. Trc-
son] will please take the chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whale House on the sfate of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5078) making appropriations for
the Department of the Interior for the flseal year ending June
30, 1825, and fer other purposes, with Mr. TiLsow in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. R. 5078, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 50T8) making appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other
purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. When the House rose on Saturday an
amendment was pending, offered by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SteExNGLE]. ;

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask te have that amend-
ment reported.

The CHATRMAN. Without ebjection, the amendment will be
reported again.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. STeENGLE : Page 1, line 11, after the w
“ Columbia,"” strike out “in accordance with the classification act eof
1923." .

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman from New York desire
to discuss his amendment under the rale?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the amendment that it is a change of existing law.

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean that—that it
changes existing law?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to make a fur-
ther point of order. It is too late now for the gentleman to
make a point of order, there haviug been debate under the
amendment,

Mr. BLANTON. 1 think the Recorp will show that at the
time it was first made Y reserved a point of order. I made it
on Saturday, as I think you will find. I think it was to be
pending.

Mr. CRAMTON. 1 am familiar with the Recorn. 1 think
neither he nor I made the point of order. First I regretted it,
and then on reconsideration I conciuded that the point of order
would not be good anyway.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas ecan not be
serious when he claims that by striking out a few words in
this hill it changes existing law,

Mr. BLANTON. An act that is passed by Congress, that is
to take effect at some future date, is just as much the law of
the land until it is changed as any otbher law on the statute
books. The mere fact that it does nmot operate does not count.
It is still the law.

Mr. CARTER. It seems unnecessary to say much about this
amendment, becanse if the existing law is operating it is self-
operating.

The CHATRMAN. The mere fact of siriking out a reference
to a law does not change the law in any respect. The Chair
overrules the point of order.

AMr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the genfleman from
New York yield?

Mr. STENGLE. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to ask unanimous consent that the
debate on this particular amendmeut he limited to 10 mmutea—
{ minutes for the gentleman from New York and § for the
committee.

Mr. STENGLE. Well, I had hoped that I might get time
enough to begin and ﬂnish

Mr. CRAMTON. Then I will withhold my request.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York Is recog-
nized for five minutes,

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Speaker, we are at present laboring
under a condition and not a theory, It might be well, therefore,
for us to paunse for a few moments and review the situation
calmly and sincerely and with no regard whatever to the polit-
ical effect any action we may take may have upon ourselves or
our country.

For weeks past the Members of this House have been bom-
barded with petitions imploring us to reduce taxes. Some
advocated one plan while others preferred something else. They
were unanimous, however, In thelr desire for tax reduction,
and all of us are in most hearty accord with thelr desires. To-
day we are face to face with a request by our Committee on
Appropriations that we vote moneys to the various Government
departments in lump sums and trust to the honor of the Cias-
sification Board to so divide the appropriations as to secure to
every public servant of the District of Columbia at least a just
and fair rating and compensation. I am not prepared to
accept the plan, The reclassification act was passed last March,
and for almost a whele year the Classification Board has had an
opportunity to alloeate employees and fix their grades. Surely
some decision has been reached in the matter, else it would
have been utterly impossible to discover a basis upon which to
build a Budget request, I am told that such a plan has been
in existence and shown to some of our Members; but why is
it not here so that every Member may read and digest its con-
tents before being ealled upon to vote money out of the Public
Treasury? I know we were told on Saturday last that it was
impossible to lay the complete plan before us, but where are
the schedules which were laid before some subcommittee? Tet
us have them, so that we may get a slight ldea, at least, as to
how many chiefs and subchiefs are being raised and how many
subordinates are being demoted or their places being delared
vacant. It is true, I suppose, that we do not fix salaries, but it
i{s likewise true that we are called upon to provide the funds
with which to pay those salaries, and, In my opinion, we have
a perfect right to know where every penny goes that we are
asked to appropriate. Economy in government can begin at
no better point than right here, and it is here that I propose to
exercise it, even if I am the only Member recorded In that diree-
tion. Here is a sample of where some of it is going.

T hold in my hand a copy of the proposed allocations and
fizures compiled in the office of the Librarian of Congress as a
falir illustration of how the moneys we are asked to vote will be
applied in the grades and classes fixed. I read:
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The CHATRMAN, The titae of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous
consent that the gentleman from New York may proceed for 5
minutes additional.

The OCHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, STENGLE. I want to say for the information of the
members of this committee that when I received that informa-
tion 1 likewise received the further information that an em-
ployee In that library who now receives $90 a month is not
recommended for any increase whatever, although he is a
custodian—I do not know whether that is the right title or
not, but he is a man in uniform and in charge of those invalu-
able books and documents for this Government. [ only refer
to these in order to give you a slight idea of how the money
is going to be allocated, the employees allocated, and their
fixations made after we have given the permission.

We know that the reclassification act goes into effect on
July 1, but we do not know, and no one seems anxious to show
us, whether the allocations and fixations of its provisions are in
absolute accord with the intent of the law or not. The subject
of reclassifications has been before Congress for at least five
years. Thus far there has been no mad rush to provide for
them or prepare the way to put them In honest operation.

Then, why are we to be rushed off our feet now to provide
money rather than wait until the plans of the Classification
Board have been made public?

I Impugn the motives of no man or set of men and am
willing to accord to the committee in charge of this bill and its
distinguished chairman all the honors which accrue to faithful
public service, but, gentlemen, even they are not infallible and
even they may be misled by smooth-tongued so-called experts.

In my opinion, we can go ahead and make these appropria-
tions in accordance with existing law and cross over the
bridge of reclassification when we get to it. If the department
schedules were prepared to meet the new plan and they do
not to any appreciable extent exceed the totals of the existing
formula, then they will not be upset very much by such action
on our part.

Let me read you a few extracts from letters I have re-
celved—letters that portray despair and mental anguish.

Here is one from a staff nurse in the marine hospital. For
obvious reasons, I shall not at this time mention any names
but am prepared to prove their authenticity. Let us read:

The Personnel Reclassification Board has classified some of the
nurseg in Government serviee in subprofessional, some in the clerical,
and the large majority*in the nonprofessional service. Recommenda-
tion from important civilian bealth organizations and from the heads
of the various medical departments of the Government that nurses
be placed In the professional grade have been disregarded by the
Personnel Board. May 1 request that you do whatever is possible to
protect the nurses in a matter which so gravely affects them,

Here is one from an old employee with a clean record:

The whole scheme is terrible in its unfairness. Tt Is simply a plan
to belp the pets and sycophants. I am a Government worker, bnt
see nothing ahead but favoritism for some and hell for others.

Listen to this one:

“Cry aloud and spare not; lift up thy volce like a trumpet and show
my people their transgression and the House of Jacob their sins.” Thia
reclassification, as it is about to be effected, is a crime before God and
intelligent humanity. Oh, that Congress would awake to see the condi-
tion that exists in this department of the country’s business. (Signed:
A Texan whose life has been wasted working for his Government.)

And this one:

Promotions are most certainly controlled by small groups or cligues,
and one outside of the cligue Is literally pushed to the wall, no matter
what excellent record he may have made. Clerks who entered the
gervice the same year that I did were promoted some 10 years ago to
salaries 5O per cent higher than mine, although thelr records are no
better, and even some ¢lerks who came into my department during the
war have also been raized in the same manner.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a guestion?

Mr. STENGLHE. I will

Mr. BLANTON. The excuse which our committee gives us
for doing this is that they have a little amendment which they
say will control it, an amendment which requires the depart-
ment chief to maintain a general average. I want to ask my
colleague from New York whether that very amendment does
not contemplate raising the salaries of some and lowering the
salaries of others in a corresponding amount.

Mr. STENGLE. If they expect to stick to the average it
will do both.

Mr. BLANTON. And that is the very thing the gentleman is
condemning in his speech.

Mr. STENGLE. It is. What I want to know is, Must I be
compelled to vote on this bill before there is a seintilla of
evidence before us to ghow that the classification act is being
carried out according to its honest and clear-cut provisions? If
justice and fair play are the keystone to the performances of
the Classification Board, why do they withhold their plans
from this House? Ah, gentlemen, I fear that you and I will be
greatly disappointed when we read the last page of this clas-
sification history. Then it will be too late to correct the wrongs
which we discover have been perpetrated upon loyal and faith-
ful Government servants. Then those who have unjustly
profited by the proposed plan will be securely fastened into the
high places arranged for them, and those who have been un-
justly dealt with will have no recourse but to suffer in sllence.
I know not what your attitude will be in this hour; but as for
me, I will never vote for a lump-sum appropriatioa to be jug-
gled around by a committee or board of three men for the
benefit of the few at the expense of the many. [Applause.] If
I be wrong In my conclusions, if T have mlisrepresented facts,
let us adjourn the consideration of this bill long enough for the
Personnel Board to appear and submit a summary of their work
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for our edification, so that we may be prepared to vote Intel-
ligently and not asked to accept a “ pig in the bag.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, BYRNS of of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman may be allowed to proceed for
thiree additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks

unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may be
allowed to proceed for three additional minutes. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,
° Mr. STENGLE. I submit for your consideration the report
of an expert on the work of the Classification Board. Read it
and digest it and see for yourselves why I have taken up your
time in warning vou to go slowly In accepting something which
so far as this House is concerned is only a dream which gives
strong signs of turning into a dreadful nightmare. Let me say
in presenting this report that its contents were transmitted to
the Classification Board more than a month ago and its receipt
not even given the dignity of an acknowledgment. Last week
it was submitted to the President for his consideration, and he
now has it before him and is engaged in reviewing its merits,
Surely, if it is worthy of his consideration we can well afford
to suspend judgment until we have read and digested its con-
tents, The report follows:

I have charged that the action of the Personnel Classification Board
is not in accordance with the elassification act of 1923. You have
asked me to give my grounds for this charge. I shall attempt to comply
with your request, although to do so will necessitate my going into
congiderable detail and my quoting at length from the aet,

Note at the outset that the title of the act is “An act to provide for
the classification of civilian positions within the District of Columbia
and in the field services.” ’

“ Classification " means, of course, division Into classes. To under-
stand the exact meaning of the title one needs only to know into what
kind of classes Congress intended to have the civilian positions placed.

Section 2 of the act removed any possible ambiguoity on that score.
It defines the term " eclass.” It says: * The iterm ‘class’ means a
group of positions to be established under this act sufficiently simllar
in respect to the dutles and responsibilities thereof that the same re-
guirements as to edueation, experience, knowledge, and ability are
demanded of “incumbents, the same tests of fitness are used to choose
qualified appointees, and the same schedule of compensation is made to
apply with equity.”

This langunage in itself is so clear that a court would doubtless find
it entirely unnecessary to go back to consider the origin and the his-
tory of the act. 1If it should, it would find that this definition of
clnss is substantially that used by the Congressional Joint Commission
on Reclassification of Salaries, that members of the Committees on Civil
Serviee of both the ITouse and Senate whieh had the bill in charge re-
peatedly stated that the legislation adopted the same fundamental prin-
ciples followed by that commission, and that the fundamental concept
of these principles was the recognition of the class as here defined. It
would find, too, that in the field of public personnel management such a
concept has been clearly recognized for many years and that many
Jurisdictions bave adopted and are now using classlfications on just
such a basis,

Such an interpretation is further made necessary by the paragraph
of section 3 which gives the board power to make the necessary rules
and regulations and to subdivide grades., This paragraph reads as
follows :

“The board shall make all necessary rules and regulations not in-
consistent with the provisions of this act and provide such subdivisions
of the grades contained in section 13 hereof and such titles and defini-
tions as It may deem necessary according to the kind and difficulty
of the work. Its regulations shall provide for ascertaining and re-
cording the duties of positions and the qualifications required of in-
cumbents, and it shall prepare and publish an adequate statement giving
(1) the dnties and responsibilities involved in the classes to be estab-
lished within the several grades, illustrated where necessary by ex-
amples of typlical tasks; (2) the minimum gualifications required for
the salisfactory performance of such duoties and tasks; and (3) the
titles given to sald classes, In performing the foregoing dutles the
board shall follow as nearly as practicable the classification made pur-
suant to the Executive order of October 24, 1921. The board may
from time to time designate additional classes within the several
grades and may combine, divide, alter, or abolish existing classes. De-
partment heads shall promptly report the duties and responsibilities of
new positions to the board. The board shall make necessary adjust-
ments in compensation for positions carrying maintenance and for
posltions requiring only part-time service.”

The firat sentence gives the board general powers to make rules and
regulations not inconsistent with the act and to provide subdivisions
of grades. It is a general permissive sentence. By itself it would

leave the board with wide diseretion, but it is followed at onece by a
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mandatory sentence requiring two courses of action. The first is that
its regulations ghall provide for ascertalning and recording the duties
of positions and the qualifications required of incumbents, and the
second s that it shall prepare and publish an adequate statement, glv-
ing (1) the duties and responsibilities involved in the classes to be
established within the several grades, illustrated where necessary by
examples of typical tasks; (2) the minimunm quelifications for the satis-
factory performance of such duties and tasks; and (3) the titles given
to said classes. Here again it should be noted that these two man-
datory provisions limiting the degree of discretion that may be used
by the board in exercising its general power of making regulations re-
quire it to adopt the same general form of job specifications which
were used by the Congressional Joint Commission on Reclassifieation of
Balarlea. They contained just such a statement of duties and responsi-
bllities, examples of typical tasks, statement of minimum qualifications,
and titles as are absolutely required under the act.

Consider the precise wording of the next sentence which is the
board's authority for using any of the work of the Burean of Efi-
clency. It says “In performing the foregoing duties the board shall
follow as nearly as practieable the classification made pursuant to the
Executlve order of October 24, 1921." What are the foregoing duties?
Clearly the two duties made msandatory upon the board by the pre-
ceding sentence. Under the Executive order mamed the Bureau of
Efficiency had ascertained and recorded the dutles of positions. In so
far as practicable the board was directed to use them. The Burean
of Efficiency schedule had under its salary grades some typical ex-
amples, In some Instances they approached rudimentary class descrip-
tions; in some instances they coinclded almost word for word with
parts of the class specifications in the report of the Congressional
Joint Commission on Reclassification of Salaries. Much money had
been spent on the work. What was mole natural than that Congress
in adopting the other principle of classification should provide for the
maximum salvage from the job which had been pressed under an Ex-
ecutive order without specific authorlzation by Congress?

Not without legal significance in arriving at this interpretation is
the fact that the House rejected the Bureau of Efficiency schedule
when it was offered as an amendment on the floor and that the com-
ferees rejected such parts of that schedule as were rearranged and in-
corporated under the several grades as the blll passed the Senate. This
sentence regarding the use of the Burean of Efficiency schedules was
written into the bill at the conference, and, therefore, Is presumed to
represent the maximum distance which the House was willing to go
in accepting the work of the Burean of Efficlency. It was to be used
in eo far as practicable in doing the work according to the methods
recommended by the Congressional Joint Commission on Reclassifica-
tion of Balarles,

Section 4 of tha act provides that “ after consultation with the board,
and in accordance with a uniform procedure prescribed by it, the head
of each department shall allocate all positions in his department in
the District of Columbia to thelr appropriate grades in the compensa-
tion schedule.” The act says * the term ‘compensation schedules’
means the schedules of positions, grades, and salaries, as contained in
section 18 of this act.”

The act thus requires that the heads of departments shall allocate
positions to the scheduoles of grades and salaries as contained In seec-
tion 13 of the act,

The board is clearly expected to prescribe a uniform procedure to
govern department heads in making allocations. Its general powers for
making rules and regulations contain the mandatory provision for
the preparation and publication of class descriptions of the type used
by the Congressional Joint Commission on Reclassification of Salaries,
The intent I8 clear beyond any reasonable doubt but if for guldance re-
course 1s had to the documents in the line of development of the bill
the same conclusion will inevitably be reached,

This conclusion is further supported by the fact that in the salary
schedules the standard phraseclogy for defining a service begins: * The
* * * gervice shall include all classes of positions the duties of
which are,” ete. BSimilarly the standard phraseclogy for defining the
grades within the services begins: “Grade * * * in this serviee
shall include all classes of positions the duties of which are"” ete.
These standard sentences clearly demonstrate that the intention of
Congress was to have the positions grouped into classes according to
dutles, responsibilities, and qualifications, and to have the eclasses
allocated to grades to determine the salaries to be pald. The basis for
allocations was clearly to be the relatlonship between the dutles of
the clags and the general description of duties in the congressional
definitions of the grades, The word " class,” as has been stated, is
defined in the act. The term * class™ is therefore legally presumed to
be used with the exact meaning given in the act, provided that mean-
ing makes the act clear, intelligible, and consistent, It does. All
other interpretations of the term * class' are, therefore, legally barred,
and those responsible for the administration of the act must use the
congressional definition of the word. The grades deal not with each
{ndependent positlon, but with the classes required and defined under
the act,
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With respect to the fleld services the aet provides:

“The board shall make a survey of the fleld services and shall
report to Congress at its first regular session following the passage of
this act schedules of positions, grades, and salarics of such services
which shall follow the principles and rules of the compensation sched-
ules herein contained in so far as these are applicable to the field
gervices, This report shall include a list prepared by the head of each
department after consultation with the board and in accordance with
a uniform procedure prescribed by it, allocating all fleld positions in
his department to their appropriate grades in said schedules and fixing
the proposed rate of compensation of each ployee ther d in
accordance with the rules preseribed in section € herein.”

The board Is required In making its report to Congress to submit
schednles of positions, grades, and salaries which shall follow the
principles and rules for the District of Columbia in so far as they are
applicable. The board is not given power to determine upon the rela-
tive merits of one scheme of classification as opposed to anmother. It
is specifically directed to adopt the scheme approved In the act for the
District of Columbia. It is authorized to depart from it only where
it is clearly inapplicable, and the burden of proof is on the board to
demonstrate its inapplicabllity. The langoage requiring it to follow
the plan for the District is mandatory.

We charge the board with violations of the letter and spirit of the
act, because—

i1) It required department heads in the District of Columbia 1o
allocate positions to the rejected Burean of Efficiency schedule inclunding
those parts which were rejected in both Senate and House, whereas the
law specifically directed that allocations were to be made to the grades
in the eompensation schedunles as conlained in section 13 of the act

(2) The uniform procedure outlined by the board to govern depart-
ment beads did vot inclode the class speclfications required to be pre-
pared and published.

(3) The board has not yet prepared a classification for the District
of Columbla that distributes the positions by classes, according to the
definition of class as set forth in the act.

(4) The board has dishanded its ficld division which was proceed-
ing in full accordance with the act end has called upon department
heads to make allocations for the fleld to the Bureau of Efficiency
schedule despite the fact that this schedule is not in accordance with
the requirements of the act and was rejected by Congress.

1 want to read two letters which I have received in connection
with this statement. I read first a letter from Mr. E. O. Griffen-
hagen, of the firm of Griffenhagen & Associates (Ltd.), manago-
ment eng neers and acecountants, who has heretofore been doing
work for the Government, and is a recognized expert,

The setting aside of the clear mandate of the Federal statute pro-
villing for a classificntion of employments on the basis of their actual
duties and requirements i3 an exceedingly serious matter. Tf this
wus done knowingly and maliciously, those who brought it about will
undoubtedly find that they have overreached themselves.

i would like to read this from the letter of the Personnel
Classification Board. DBut before I read I want to say that
efforts have been made to get truthful information. Do not
get the idea, my colleagues, that I would come here and take up
your time had I not exhausted every other means at my com-
mand or disposal to secure desired information.

Request was made more than two months ago upon the
Classification Board for permission to review the minutes
of their board in order to see whether or not they were doing
things according to law or not. Now, listen to this reply:

1 regret to advise you that the board's minutes can not be made
available for public inspection. The policies and procedure of the
* board are evident from the cilrculars and forms which the board has
issued. Copies of these are avallable for publie distribution, and
will be made available upon request.

By direction of the board:

Yery truly yours, F. J. BAarLEY, Choirman,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again
expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous econsent
that the gentleman have one more minute in which to reply
to a question which I desire fo ask him. I would like to ask
the gentleman the date of that last letter.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
New York will have permission to proceed for oue more minute,

There was no objection.

Mr., STENGLE. December 3, 1823.

Mr. CRAMTON. And since that time the minutes have
been brought to Congress.

Mr. STENGLE. I ean only say, in reply to my good friend,
the chairman of this committee, that it has become almost
impossible since Congress has been in session for any man,

himself included, to read the thousands of pages contained in
the minutes of that Classification Board, or even of the com-
mittees which have been considering it

Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. STENGLE. Yes.

Mr. ARNOLD. In the event that the amendment of the
gentleman is adopted, how will that help the situation as to
the lump-sum appropriations?

Mr. BLANTON. Not at all.

Mr, STENGLE. Not at all, as the gentleman from Texus
SA¥S.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has again expired.

The gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I am entirely in accord
with the concluding suggestion of the gentleman from New
York. The pending amendment will not have any effect that
I can see other than to manifest the desire of this Committee
of the Whole to either accept or to nullify the work of the
Classification Board under the classifieation act. It has been
the theory of the Committee on Appropriations that we are not
a legislative committee; that the classification act was the
will of Congress, properly expressed, and that the board created
under that act proceeded in accordance with it, and that its
findings are final as far as Congress is concerned. It is true
that there is a certain method of appeal permitted in that law,
and appeals in individual cases are under way to-day and will
be under way until the 1st of July. Manifestly, it is impossible
for Congress to defer action upon appropriations for the next
fiseal year until those appeals shall have been concluded and
the time for the filing of them shall have expired.

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr, STENGLE. Is it not a fact that the board of appeals
that will hear these appeals is made up of identically the same
persons who originated the plan?

Mr. CRAMTON. It depends on what the gentleman means.
It is the Classification Board,

Mr. STENGLE. I mean it is the Classification Board that
makes the allocations and fixations,

Mr. CRAMTON. To a certain extent the heads of the various
bureaus make the original allocations.

Mr. STENGLE. DBut the persons who hear the appeals to
which yon are referring are identically the same persons who
have originated the allocations.

Mr. CRAMTON. No; that is not quite eorrect. I do not
want fo take too much time in the discussion of details, but the
gentleman Is not quite aceurate. According to my understand-
ing, the heads of bureaus make the original decision as to the
allocation of individuals to classes, and then there is an appeal
to the Classification Board. Dut what I have said suffices, I
think, to demonstrate that this committee could not have waited
until all were finally fixed on appeal.

Now, the work of the board that is under attack involves
54,000 employees. 1 dare say that if one would spend the time
he could find among those 54,000 decisions of the board some-
thing with which faunlt ought to be found. I would not eclaim
perfection for the work of the board. My own judgment is—
and it is not entitled to any great weight, hecause T have not
reviewed the work of that board at length—that in those 54,000
decisions there would not be any greater percentage of wrong
than would have been the case if the gentleman from New
York and I had been on the board, because even in that event
other gentlemen here would have been dissatisfied with our
work. I am satisfied that no board could work under that
act to the entire satisfaction of everyone concerned. But
the law provided a board to do that work and they have acted,
and, I think, have done reasonably well, and the law says their
action shall be final. So I can only say to the gentleman that,
in my judgment, for this House now to try to set that aside
and to argue that a few cases are wrong, and that therefore we
must not act on anything until we know about everything,
means no improvement of the situation, but simply a general
disruption of orderly business,

Just one word more. The gentleman himself has said that
with the pressure of business we have not the time to ex-
amine those minutes and determine whether they are right or
not. Those minutes are all now in the possession of the com-
mittee of this House that has legislative jurisdietion of the
subject, the committee that framed this law, the committee
that is best fitted to understand and review these minntes, and,
so far as the Committee on Abpropriations is eoncerned, it is
willing to wait action by the legislative commilitee. Until
there is something before this House in tangibie form to re-
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peal or amend in .an orderly way the existing law, it is my own
feeling that we ought to observe the law as it is and not try
to override it.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr. BLANTON.
tended two minutes,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the
gentleman from Michigan may proceed for two additional min-
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
nune,

AMr. BLANTON. If there should be any ineflicient, unmeri-
torious employees on the rolls, would not the gentleman expect
the londest howls to come from them?

Mr., CRAMTON. Well, I have seen that happen sometimes,
There are some who are thinking much more about what pay
they are going to get than how well they can do their work,
but that is not always true.

Mr. BLANTON. Not always true; no.

Mr, CRAMTON. I am going to ask this committee to pass
on this question and meet the issue that the gentleman from
New York has raised, and once more decide that we are going
to observe that law as it is written and not here, in a frag-
mentary, impulsive way, attempt to override it.

The gentleman said we have not time to study those minutes
and go ahead with our other work of legislation. Then. let us
not make a move in the dark and upset something we do not
fully understand and probably can not improve upon. I hope
the amendment will be voted down.

Mr. MOREHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired. )

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
StENGLE) there were—yeas 20, nays 38.

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hereafter one clerk of grade I—clerical, administrative, and fiscal
sorvice—shall be dezignated by the President to sign land patents.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
agninst the paragraph because it is a change of existing law not
anthorized on an appropriation bill. I call the Chair's atten-
tion to the language beginning with the first word * Liereafrer.”

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman from Texas will yield, I
will admit that in its present form it is legislation and subject
to a point of order. T would ask the gentleman, however, to
withhold his point of order for a moment.

The CHATRMAN, Does the gentleman from Texas withhold
his point of order?
Myr. BLANTON.

draw it.

Mr., CRAMTON, Just withhold it.

The CHAIRMAN. $So the gentleman from AMichigan may
make an explanation.

Mr, BLANTON. I reserve it

Mr. CRAMTON. The current appropriation carried this law:

Femnle clerk, te be designated hy the President, to sign land patents,
$1.200—

And it was, of course, necessary to make a change in the lan-
guage to conform to the classification act, and that is the pur-
pose of the new language. It makes no particular change in
salary. In 536 of the Revised Statutes, Barnes’s Federal Code—

The President is authorized to appeint, from time to time, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, a secretary, at & salary of
$1,500 a year, whose duty it shall be, under the direction of the Presi-
dent, to sign In his name, and for him. all patents for lund sold or
granted uoder the authority of the United Btates,

Yery possibly under that provision—I had not given it con-
sideration until the Clerk just ealled it to my atfention—the
gentleman’s point of order might not be vulid, anyway; but 1
think, In view of the explanation I have made, the gentleman
will have no objection to the provision in the bill.

Mr, BLANTON. The gentleman will remember in the hear-
ings it was testified that there was a plan in contemplation of
transferring certain employees from one office to another.

Mr., CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. And a raise in their salaries. There is noth-
ing under this provision that would keep the Secrctary from
raising the salary of this particular employce. The gentleman
knows that his Committee on Appropriations of 35 Members of
this House hasg been given all the power of appropriating here-
tofore held by the Congress.

I ask that the gentleman's time be ex-

It is pending, of course. T will not with-

Mr. CRAMTON. May I explain to the gentleman?

Mr, BLANTON. These 35 men ounght to confine their efforts
to appropriating and they ought to leave the matter of legis-
lation to the legislative committees, and if the gentleman wants
us to back him up and to stand behind his committee and not
be continually attacking the committee he ought to make an
effort to keep the committee within the law and not have legis-
lative provisions on appropriation bills,

Mr, CRAMTON. We are glad to have the assistance of the
;i'ent:':man from Texas, but let me call his attention to the

act

Mr. BLANTON. I think every time the committee puts a
piece of legislation on one of these bills we ought to knock it
out by a point of order.

Mr. CRAMTON. This was in the bill before I had anything
to do with the bill, and apparently iz within the law which
permitted a salary of $1.500 for this work. Heretofore that
clerk has been drawing $1,200 with a $240 bonus, which is
$1,440. The provision the commiftee now has in the bill puts
that clerk at $1,440, which is $60 less than the authorization of
the permanent law.

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman knows that it was testi-
fled that the Secretary intends to raise the salary of four
employees, at least, from $2,500 to $4,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. No, nothing of the kind; and, of course,
that is a different matter, but even that is not correct.

Mr. BLANTON. That was testified to substantially.

Mr. CRAMTON, No; it was not.

Mr, BLANTON. Then what raises are to be made that were
testified to In the hearings?

Mr. CRAMTON, It was testified that eight inspectors, who
have been of such limited eapacity that the head of the depart-
ment felt he had to go to the Post Office Department to get
inspectors te do the work he wanted done, were getting $2,500 :
that by having a larger salary, different personnel would be
secured at a higher salary, and instead of having eight at
$2.500, or a total of $20,000, if they could have four at $4,000,
or a total of $16,000, they would have a new personnel, and it
is expressly understood it is not to be a ecase of salary raising.

Mr. BLANTON. That is substantially what the gentleman
from Texus sald, four with salaries of $4,000 each.

Mr. CRAMTON. Also, it was the expectation of the com-
mittee that the department would not be borrowing inspectors
from the Post Office Department.

Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman admits that what the
gentleman from Texas said was true, that with respect to four
employees who could now draw only $2,5600 under the law the
Secretary intends under this bill to pay four of them $4.000.

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I assert the oppogite is true—that the
$4.000 is not to be paid to anyone now holding those positions.

Mr. BLANTON. Baut it Is to be paid to four employees who
are to draw $4.000 each.

Mr. CRAMTON. Baut it Is to be paid to more efficient men.

Mr. BLANTON. Under the present law they can draw only
$2,500.

Mr. CRAMTON, Under the appropriation bill.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, the gentleman does not want to make
any difference between tweedle-dum and tweedle-dee. The See-
retary intends to pay four men on the pay roll $4,000, when
under the present law they can not draw but $2,500.

Mr. CARTER, Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that
under the existing law eight men draw $2,500 aplece, and under
this bill four men would draw £4,000 apiece. It is the differ-
ence hetween $20,000 and $16.000. The preszent bill earries
$16,000, and therefore the Government would save the differ-
ence hetween $16.000 and $20,000,

Mr. BLANTON. 1 expected the gentleman from Oklahoma
would back up the chairman. If they have eight men now, they
do not need but four, because half of the personnel can be dis-
missed without injury in any department. They are going to
do with four men, and the four men that are left are going
to get $4.000 each when the law only allows them $2.500
each.

Mr. CARTER. Here I8 the situation: The Secretary of the
Interior says that these eight men drawing $2,500 are unsatis-
factory: that he is not getting efficient service. They cost
£20,000 ; but if you will give him four men and $4,000 salary. he
can save the Government $4.000 and get befter inspection,
better service, so that youn will have more efficiency and still
a reduction in the appropriation made,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I insist on my point of order
against the paragraph.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr, CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment..
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The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, after line 17, insert: “ One clerk of grade 1, clerical, adminis-
trative, and fiseal service, who shall be designated by the Presldent
‘to eign land patents."

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, in eonnection with that I
will say that that is in accordance with the law already read,
and the law perpetnates the same iniquities——

Mr. BLANTON. For one year only.

Mr. CRAMTON. That is the only difference—it has been per-
petuated from year to year in the same way. I do not know
how much it costs the Government to print this item year after
year, but it costs something, and the provisions in the bill
would obviate it, but under the circumstances we are pre-
vented.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hereafter one clerk of grade 2, clerieal, administrative, and flscal
service, shall be a eclerk to sign, under the direction of the Becretary,
in his name and for him his approval of all tribal deeds to allottees
and deeds for town lots made and executed according to law for any
of the Five Civillzed Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
to the paragraph because it is legislution on an appropriation
bill and unauthorized by law.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment  to
the same paragraph, omitting the word * Hereafter.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. Cramrox: Page 2, affer line 20, insert “One
clerk of grade 2, clerieal, administrative, and fiseal service, shall be
a clerk to sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in his name
and for him his approval of all tribal deeds to allottces and deeds
for town lots made and executed according to law for any of the Iive
Civilized Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma,”

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the amendment is legislation on an appropriation bill
unauthorized by law. The only authority for the amendment
is a rider carried upon an appropriation bill that was effective
for only one year, and there is no permanent law authorizing
this provision.

My. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely no dis-
tinetion, as the Chair well knows, as far as the legal and
binding effect is concerned between a rider on an appropriation
bill or any other piece of legislation provided you get by with
it and it once becomes a law. It can be just as binding law
on an appropriation bill as elsewhere. We have eliminated the
word * hereafter,” making it.permanent law, and the authoriza-
tion only pertains to one of the clerks carried in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it is clearly legislation,
and in the opin‘on of the Chair clearly subject to a point of
orider as legislntion. The Chair therefore sustains the pgint
of order.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CgaMmtoN: Page 3, after line 2, insert
a new paragraph as follows:

“The Chief Clerk of the Depariment of the Interfor shall be the
- chief executive officer of the Department, and may be designated by the
Becretary to sign official papers and documents, including the author-
fzation of expenditures for the eontingent and other appropriations
for the department, its bureaus, and offices, section 3683 of the Revised
Btatutes to the contrary notwithstanding.”

Mr. BLANTON. That is already the law, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is simply carrying forward current pro-
viglons. It has been necessary to change the form a little
because of the adoption of different forms for the appropria-
tion bills. The other item that has just been ruled out is of
similar character,

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard upon the
amendment. I submit to the chairman that it Is improper to
reenact existing law. This amendment is already law.

Mr. CRAMTON. The trouble is that it is not. That is the
reason we are putting it in.

Mr. BLANTON. It is already the law.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is the practice.

Mr. BLANTON. It is the law. It is the enabling act. Of
course, if the gentleman wants to reenact it, there is no objec-
tion to it

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEEIOR,

For contingent expenses of the office of the Secretary and the
bureaus, offices, and buildings of the department: furniture, carpets,
ice, lumber, hardware, dry goods, advertising, telegraphing, telephone
service, street car fares not exceeding $250, and expressage; examina-
tlon of estimates for appropriations in the fleld for any bureau, office,
or service of the department; not exceeding $500 shall be available
for the payment of damages caused to private property by department
motor vehicles exclusive of those operated by the Government fuel
yards; purchase and exchange of motor trucks, motor ecyeles, and
bicycles, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled pas-
senger-carrying vehicles and motor trueks, motor cyeles, and hicyeles,
to be used only for official purposes; diagrams, awnings, filing and
labor-saving devices; constructing model and other cases and furni-
ture; posiage stamps to prepay postage on matter addressed to Poatal
Union countries and for special-delivery stamps for use in the United
States; expense of taking testimony and preparing the same in con-
nection with disbarment proceedings instituted against persons charged
with improper practices before the department, its bureaus, and
offices; and other absalutely necessary expenses not hereinbefore pro-
vided for, lpecluding traveling expenses, fuel and lights, typewriting
and labor-saving machines, $77,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Crasiron: Page 4, line 2, after the
word “ machine ™ and before the eomma, insert a semicolon and * also
jneluding not to exceed $450 for purchase of newspapers; and section
192 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the Department of the
Interior.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, T make the point of order
aganist the amendment that it is a change of existing law not
authorized on an appropriation bill. The present law does
require such restrietion.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman withhold that point of
order while I make a statement?

Mr. BLANTON. I think we will get along faster if I do not
withhold it.

Mr. CRAMTON. I think the gentleman should extend the
courtesy of letting me make a half-minute statement.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman is not going to chastise the
gentleman from Texas, I shall reserve the peint of order.

Mr. CRAMTON, Mpyr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman. My
understanding of this item is that it is subject to a point of
order if the gentleman insists upon it. At the present time they
are spending $1,200 a year on a ¢lipping burean service. We are
told that it is very important that some of these bureaus should
keep up with matters affecting their work, particularly in re-
spect to mines and in the oil fields, ete. They said that if we
would give them $450 for newspapers they would do away with
the clipping bureau item.

Mr. BLANTON. Why did not the gentleman stop the $1,200
clipping bureau item?

Mr. CRAMTON. We have their assurance that it will be
stopped if we grant them this $450.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman eould stop it in another way.

Mr. CRAMTON. We do not want to hamstring the service.
They need the information.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of
order,

The CHATRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BraxToN: Page 3, line 6, strike out the-

word * furniture,”

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, of all the departments in this
Government the Department of the Interior is the last one that
gshould be asking for an appropriation for new furniture I
understand that the distinguished geutleman who occupied
this important Cabinet office just before the present one did
away with some of the fine furniture in that department—mag-
nificent furniture it was—and replaced it with new furniture,
equally magnificent. He condemned his main office furniture
and replaced it with new. I have been reliably informed, and
I understand that publicly the newspapers have so charged—
and I have not seen a denial of the fact—that when this dis-
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placed furniture was sold the distinguished gentleman who pre-
sided over this Department of the Interfor bought some of It
in at a very nominal fizure and shipped it out to the South-
west, where he lives. Is that true or not? You gentlemen
of the majority have seen it so reported in the newspapers.
It is not a political guestion. I belleve there are men on the
Republican side of the aisle who are just as much opposed to
guch monkey business as that as we are on the Democeratic side
of the aisle, but, unfortunately, your tongues are tied just
now. .

Why do we keep on putting such items as forniture in all
appropriation bills? All departments are elegantly furnished.
First you have lump sums for salaries in one paragraph and
then we find specified items of furniture and various other
items, with no restrictions upon them as to limit of expendi-
tores. There ought to be a eheck up of these matters.

I am not taking up the time of the House idly in asking for
these five minutes or in offering this pro forma amendment.
I did it to eall your attention to the faet that we had 9
standing committees on expenditures in the various depart-
ments when the Congress met and the Committee en Rules has
increased that number to 11. We have now 11 standing com-
mittees in this Heuse to pass on ithe expenditures for every
department of the Government, and not a single one of them
go far as I know has met in the last two or three years. Show
me one that has met, name me one of these committees that
has met and what investigation of expenditures of the millions
of dollars that we turn over to departments has been made,
I pause for answer.

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma, Does the gentleman know how
many of these have secretaries and janitors?

Mr. BLANTON. They probably all have clerks at least, I
understand. That likely is the main reason they are standing
committees, inasmuch as they never meet, and the employees
likely continued to hold office all during the nine months' vaca-
tion of Congress, drawing their salaries from the people of the
Nation.

Mr, BEGG. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. BEGG. I think the gentleman wants to be fair.

Mr. BLANTON. If I am mistaken I want to be informed
of it.

Mr. BEGG. I am not on any of these expenditure com-
mittees. I was during my first term in Congress. I think none
of them has a seeretary.

Mr. ALMON. I understand that the Representative who Is
chairman of the committee has a secretary, but there is no
clerk to the committee. I was on one of these committees last
session and we did not have a clerk, and we did not have a
single meeting.

Mr. BEGG. I think an investigation will show that unless
they arve making a specific investigation there is no eomiittee
clerk.

Mr. BLANTON. I know the gentleman from Ohio is fair and
square on this sort of a propesition. Is it not a fact that
every single one of these committees during the last recess
had a committee employee?

Mr. BEGG. If that is the fact, the genfleman from Ohio
does not know it, and I think the contrary is true.

Alr. BLANTON. If that is not troe, I will Iater state in the'
Recorp just what are the facts as soon as I can ascertain same.
I am going to find out.

Mr, DOWELL. The gentleman, I think, is mistaken that this
carries any committee clerks at all, and that always heretofore
they would bring in a provision whereby a certain ecommittee
would be given a clerk when the committee actually needed it.

Afr. BLANTON. Why, then, did they increase these idle com-
mittees from 9 to 11 when they do not ever meet?

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I want to say now as a mem-
ber of the Committee on: Expenditures—-—

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for three additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I want to state I was a member
of fhe Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department
{n the Sixty-sixth Congress, and about six months after the
organization of Congress the Committee on Accounts reported a
galary for the clerk or secretary to that committee, and that
committee never had a meeting from the day it organized in
1919,

Mr. BLANTON. But it did have a comunittee clerk on the
pay roll

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Yes, sir.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am on the Committee on Expenditures
in the Navy Department, and our committee has not met in
eight years.

Mr. BLANTON. I am on the Committee on Expenditures in
the Labor Department, and if there is any way on God’s earth
of getting our chairman to ecall it together I am going to insist
on it this year. I shall inmsist that its expenditures shall be
investigated. Why do we have these 11 standing committees on
expenditures when they do not ever investigate as to where all
this money goes and into whose pockets and what benefits the
people receive from it?

Mr. BEGG. Does that committee have a clerk?

Mr. BLANTON. I have been informed it did, but we have
not yet had a meeting. We have not been called together by
the chairman the whole time I have been in Congress.

AMr. BEGG. I was a member of the Commitiee on Expendl-
tures in the Treasury Department in the Sixty-sixth Congress,
and we had not only one meeting but we met three or four
months three or four times a week.

Mr. BLANTON. 8ocial meetings?

Mr. BEGG. They were not social.
rqu"’ BLANTON. Did the committee investigate the expendi-

res?

Mr. BEGG. We did, and by our investigation we were suec-
cessful in saving the Government a good many million dollars.

Mr. REECE. In reply te the statement of the gentleman
from Ohlo, the Committee on Expenditures In the Treasury
Department had several meetings last year.
tqu"' BLANTON. Did you make an investigation of expendi-

res?

Mr. REECE. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. Do you have a elerk for that eommittee?

Mr. REECE. I am not sure about it. [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say I am hopeful that we have
not provided elerks for all these idle committees. If it is a
ia:et tl;at they have no clerks, I shall be very glad indeed to

ow it. L

Mr. PARKS of Arkansas. The gentleman is not talking
about the Gold and Silver Investigating Committee, not about
the committee that went to Alaska and California?

Mr. BLANTON. Neo. It did not get to go. Its bill failed
to become a law and left them without necessary passports.

Mr. PARKS of Arkansas. I knew the gentleman would not
be so unkind.

Mr., BLANTON. Mr, Chalrman, we probably have these
11 idle standing committees because they need their clerks
and messengers and other perquisites that go with the office
of committee chairman.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say in
response to the genileman from Texas that the gentleman did
make some rather serious charges as to the former conduct of
the Interior Department. The gentleman did not seem to feel
sure he was correct in his statement; it seemed to be a matter
of rumor which he has not investigated. 1 have no reason to
believe the gentleman is correct in his charges as to these
sacrifices of furniture by that department. My contact with
the department rather leads me to believe he is absolutely in
error. As to the particular item of furniture, the
under this item of the Interlor Department for the fiscal year
1923 was $11.791. For the current year $12,000 is alloeated to
the item before you, and the pending bill includes the maximum
of $11,800, which is not only for furniture but also for fur-
nishings, file eases, and fixtures for the Interior Department.
Of course I hope the amendment of the gentleman will not
prevall. It would of eourse be crippling the serviee so that they
could not even purchase so much as a typewriter stand.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. That was a pro forma amendment, and I
will not insist on it.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
Texas withdraws his amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the purchase or exchange of professional and scientific books, law
books, and bosks to complete brokenm sets, periodicals, directories, and
other books of reference relating to the business of the department” by
the several offices and buresus of the Interior Department herein named
there is hercby made avallable from any appropriations made for smech
burenu or office mot to excecd the following respective sums: Office of
the Secretary, $§600 ; Indian Serviee, $200; Bureau of Hduecation, $1,250;
Burean of Reclamation, $1,500; Geological Survey, $1,250; Bureau of
Mines, $800; National Park Service, $200; General Land Office, $350.

[Laughter.]
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Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, line 7, after the word “ Mlnes," strike out “ $800"™ and
insert in lien thereof “ $2,600.”

Mr, ORAMTON, Mr, Chalrman, in explanation of that and
also In explanation of the particular paragraph before us,
which is an innovation in this bill, I would like to say it de-
veloped in the hearings that two bureaus in the department
have consolidated their libraries. That impressed the mem-
bers of the committee so favorably we took up the matter some-
what with Judge Finney, Assistant Secretary, and Colonel
Sherrill, who bas care of the building and the assignment of
quarters in the building, with a view to the possibie consolida-
tion of the libraries of all the bureaus in the department which
are in that one building, it being the thought of the committer
that those bureaus, the Geological Survey, the Bureau of
Mines, Reclamation Service, National Park Service, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, and so forth, are interested in work that is so
similar that oftentimes they make duplicate purchases of books,
which would be eliminated if in one library, and also the care and
custody of the several libraries might be reduced. It developed
that the department was giving some thought to that, so the
committee have not made any requirement here for the con-
solidation but we have brought together all the items so far as
that building was concerned, and I hope the departmment will
find it feasible to work such a consolidation as will insure
better service and that economy will be accomplished.

The particular item to which T have offered the amendment
in the bill was $S00 for the Bureau of Mines. My amendment
1s $2,600. It is not an increase in the appropriations in the
bill, because you will notice that this paragraph simply makes
appropriations in the bill for various bureaus available to the
extent stated here, for purchase of books, and so forth, Now
it develops that the Bureau of Mines has heretofore had
available for the purchase of books $3,500; $1,000 for the
bureau out of a specific item and $2,500 out of items for the
field, and that $1,000 item was cut to $800, and that is the
item that the committee put in here. But we cut off the $2,500
that they have heretofore had. The total, $2,500, is $1,000 less
than the Bureau of Mines has heretofore had available for that
pur

Mr, BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
right there?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman believe that he is
setting a bad precedent here in the committee by increasing
these items?

Mr. CRAMTON. The item, as I have just stated, is not an
increase in the appropriations in the bill

Mr. BLANTON. Baut it is an increase.

Mr. CRAMTON. It makes a larger amount available for
the purchase of books, but it is $1,000 less than is available
for that purpose for the current year.

Mr. BLANTON. Is not the gentleman afraid that his col-
leagues here on the floor will try to make their own allo-
cations?

Mr. CRAMTON. I know the Committee of the Whole will
make its will felt whenever it desires, and the Appropriations
Committee expects it.

The CHATRMAN. The gquestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRaMTON],

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For rent of quarters for department trucks, and for the storage of
Patent Office models and exposition exhibits, ineluding the cost of
the removal of the models, if necessary, $3,600.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I move fo strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from DMichi-
gan [Mr. Czamron] and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
CarTER] assured the House that when we got into Committee
of the Whole they would be liberal in extending time, I as-
sume that they will keep faith with tbose of us who did not
insist on time under general debate on this bill. T ask unani-
mous consent that I may proceed for a reasonable time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for a reasonable time, Is there ob-
Jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, Chairman, the country demands a re-
duction of Federal taxes, and this will be done by Congress,
but many do not understand the difference between the Mellon
plan and the Garner plan.

For the benefit of my constituents I will discuss briefly the
two plans. Mr, Mellon, Secretary of the Treasury, a very
wealthy man, proposes to reduce normal taxes to three-guarters
present rates and to cut high surtaxes in two, but makes no
provision for the repeal of nuisance taxes. GARNER of
Texas, ranking Democrat on the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee, presents a substitute which cuts normal taxes one-half,
but does not disturb present surtax rates.

The taxes sought to be reduced by us are income taxes, Fed-
eral taxes, and are not local, district, school, road, city, county,
or State taxes. I would like to see the State legislature at
Little Rock, in my State, reduce some of the enormous taxes
now levied on the people of Arkansas, but that is another
story. Congress has no authority to deal in any way with
these last-named taxes, and when we speak of the Mellon plan
and the Garner plan fo reduce taxes we mean that these plans
propose to reduce the taxes that the average man does not pay
at all, taxes that are collected by the agents of the United
States Government and paid into the United States Treasury
and not into loeal, city, county, or State treasuries.

I will compare the Mellon plan and the Garner plan. Ex-
emptions under the Garner plan are $2,000 for single persons
and $3,000 for married persons, while exemptions under the
Mellon plan are $1,000 for single persons and $2,500 for mar-
ried persons.

Fixed normal rates under the Garmer plan are 2 per cent
on amounts of $5,000 and under, 4 per cent from $5,000 to
$10,000, and 6 per cent in excess of $10,000, while under the
Mellon plan 8 per cent on amounts under $4,000, and 6 per
cent above $4,000, and 8 per cent on all amounts above $10,000.

Under the Garner plan farmers, merchants, and tradesmen
who Invest in their business and personally conduct the same,
and thus derive their income, will be entitled to a reduction
of 33% per cent below normal and surtax rates, while under
the Mellon plan they would get only 25 per cent reduction.

The Democratic plan, sponsored by Mr. Garxer, would cut
taxes more on low incomes and less on large ones than would
Secretary Mellon’s plan, Out of the 33,830 United States reve-
nue taxpayers in the State of Arkansas in 1921, 33,820 will be
benefited by a greater reduction of their taxes under Mr.
Garner's plan, while only 10 persons in our State will be bene-
fited by a greater reduction under the Mellon plan. Both these
plans will reduce United States revenue taxes, but I shall
certainly vote for the Garner plan, which benefits 33,820 of the
people of my State more than the Mellon plan benefits them.
while the Mellon plan benefits only 10 people in Arkansas
more than they would be benefited under the Garner plan.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
right there?

Mr. TILLMAN.
Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. Because the plan of my colleague from
Texas [Mr. GarNer] will benefit the great mass of people all
over the United States, while the Secretary's plan will benefit
only a favored class, Mr. Mellon has seen fit to denounce the
Garner plan as politieal.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Mellon plan certainly is not so popular
with people with small incomes as is the Garner plan, but is
quite popular with citizens blest with very large incomes.

JoEN GaArNER, of Texas, has served his great State with dis-
tinetion for 20 years and by reason of his long service has
been gradually promoted to minority head of the great Ways
and Means Committee of the House. The belief is general that
the next House will be Democratie, and if so Mr, GarNeEr will
be chairman of this committee. [Applause.] HIs speeches in
the CowgreEssioNan Recorp analyzing the tax reduction bill
pending before the committee are masterful efforts. I read
them carefully and wrote him a letter congratulating him on
the same, and received from him a reply which I shall keep
and which I print as a part of my speech:

COMMITTEE 0¥ WAYS axp MEANS,

Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. €., January 17, 192,

1 shall be glad to yield to my friend from

Hon. Jorx N. TILLMAXN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.
Dear JupgE: 1 thank you for your letter favorably commenting om
my analysis of the Mellon tax bill
As ranking Democratic member of the Ways and Means Committee,
1 thought a statement of my views on this Important measure would

interest my colleagnes and the country.
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I hope you are pleased with your eommittes assignment. It is an
important one. 1 take occasion to say, here and now, that during
my more than 20 years of service in the Homse I have never asso-
ciated with a more agreeable gentlenran, and I feel pure that your con-
gtituents are well pleased with your services, as they have good eause
to be.

Please accept assurances of my sincere friendship and esteem,

Very cordially and sincerely yours,
JNO. N. GARNER.

While United States revenue tax reduction is demanded and
is important, I invite attention to the fact that there is another
matter calling for legislation that is of still greater importance,
and I shall discuss that matter at some length.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. HASTINGS. Does the Mellon plan make any provision
for the payment of the soldiers’ bonus or for the repeal of the
so-called nuisance taxes?

Mr. TILLMAN. In answer to the gentleman's inquiry T will
say that one of the strongest Members of this House, the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. FReAr], a member of the Ways and
Means Committee, has analyzed the Mellon plan and asserts in
a prepared statement that the Mellon bill makes no provision
for the payment of the soldiers’ bonus or for the repeal of the
nuisance taxes. He also stated in the same letter that the
Garner plan, while it makes no provision for a soldiers’' bonus,
will leave in the Treasury a surplus for existing revenues of
over $100,000,000, which might be used, if desired, to help
finance a soldier's bonus and to help repeal nuisance taxes.
[Applause.]

- I will pass now to the discussion of another vital issue.

Mr. WING(O. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question before he leaves the tax proposition?

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes,

Mr. WINGO. It is contended by proponents of the Mellon
plan that it Is superior and economiecally sound and beneficial,
because it reduces taxes to a certain extent, and that the Garner
plan is political because it will make a greater reduction.

Mr. TILLMAN., Yes.

NECESSITY FOR IMMEDIATE ‘REI:IE'F OF FARMER AND CONBUMER,

Things are going badly “down on the farm" where most
of us bezan our existence. It is imperative that prompt
relief be granted. Ben F. Greer, once a citizen of my home
county, now agricultural agent for Carroll County, writes me
as follows:

The situation is pretty serious for the farmer. There are 20 fore-
elosure cases set for the next term of the chancery court in the eastern
distriet of thls county and as many or more in the western district.
I am not like many farmers, however, 1 do not think there is much
in a legislative way that will help us, certainly not by the tariff. The
greatest meed is for betfer cooperation among farmers and among
farmers and business men, Rail rates are hurting In spite of the fact
that the rallroads try to belittle the hurt from that source.

I have known this man all his life. He is a level-headed,
Intelligent, conservative farmer, not given to radicalism or ex-
travagant statements. His analysis of the situation in that
gection of the country is accurate. Whether or not we ean
find a remedy, no one can tell, but it is the duty of statesman-
ghip to attempt to find one.

1 do know that in times of stress, in times of war, through
emergency legislation, that Government corporations are cre-
ated and utilized to stabilize prices and conditions, and they
have served their purpose well. The farmers of the country
now face a crisis, an emergency, and, attempting to find a
remedy, I have introduced, as have others friendly to the
agricultural interests, ineluding Senator (CAPPER, a conspicu-
ous friend of the farmer, two measures which are now being
considered by the proper legisiative committees. One of my
bills is to reduce -freight rates, a pressing necessity; the other
is to create “The farmers and consumers’ finaneing cor-
poration,” to buy and sell farm produets, stabilize the
price of same, so that producers can get the cost of their
products and a fair profit on same, and not be forced to
sell them for less than the cost of production, as they are
now compelled to do. These two bills have the indorsement
of farniers and farm unions throughout the country. We hope
to pass these bills, or bills containing these provisions, before
the end of the session. Some say the last-named bill is
paternalistic. Not so much so, eertainly, as tariff legislation.

The Government has singled ont the manufacturer for spe-
cial favors, until they have grown rich at the cost of the con-
sumer, A friend of mine while in Europe priced a reaper made

in America and exported to Europe, and says that he could have
bought that reaper there, paid for it in American money, crated
it up, shipped it by boat to America, then transported it by rail
to his farm in Nebraska and it would have cost him, includ-
Ing freight and all expenses, exactly $17 less than he could have
bought it for from a local dealer in Nebraska. What do you
think of that, men and women who love a square deal for every-
body? It Is an undisputed fact that because of paternalistic
Government favors to a few manufacturers, in the way of a so-
called protective tariff, that our people here at home must pay
far more for farm machinery and other necessities than our
late enemies, the Germans, have to pay for the same articles
made in the United States and shipped to Germany. Some-
thing must be done to give farmers living prices, or calam-
ity will overtake the whole country., The farmer feeds the
woﬂ.rld; when he prospers, all prosper; when he suffers, all
suffer,

Now as to freight rates. John Hulse, a Republican, living
near Prairie Grove in my county, told me last summer that he
bought 6 bushels of rye in Kansas, not the kind prohibited
by Volstead, but the kind you sow in the fertile flelds In
that garden spot known as the Prairie Grove Valley, He said
he pald 60 cents a bushel for the rye in Kansas, a short dis-
tance away, and the transportation charges were $1 on each
bushel. Write John and ask him what he thinks of the Re-
publican legislation that made this outrage possible.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILLMAN, I will

Mr, BLANTON. The distinguished gentleman from Arkansas
is one of the leading legislators of this House. J

Mr, TILLMAN. I plead pot guilty. [Laughter.]

Alr. BLANTON. And he stays on this floor constantly, fight-
ing for the interests of the farmers of the United States. He
witnessed the other day a member of the steering committee
presenting to the Congress a petition, signed by nearly 350,000
farmers under this Government, demanding three things: That
we cut the cost of governmental expenditures; that we elimi-
nate waste and extravagance; and that we stop the continual
increasing of executive salaries. Now does the distinguished
legislator from Arkansas expect to get this Congress to do that
when our majority brethren will not listen to amendments to
cut out lamp-sum appropriations?

Mr. TILLMAN. We recently changed the rules, which will
help some. There are a number of progressives here, joining
hands with the Democrats, that helps, and a befter day is
coming. [Applanse.]

REDUCE FREIGHT RATES,

I am friendly to the railroads. They are a public necessity.
The farmer does not hate railroads; he likes them but he does
not want them to absorb the value of his shipments, and then
call on him for a balance besides, as they sometimes actually
do. I have no desire to destroy or to eripple them, but why
should they worry? Freight costs are from 50 per cent to 80
per cent above what they were in 1913. During 1923 there
were more than 21 weeks in which more than 1,000,000 railway
cars each week were loaded with revenue freight, the best
record ever made by the carriers. They had a most prosperous
vear. Now if they are unusually prosperous and the farming
interests unusually depressed, an evening-up process should be
inaugurated so that the producers may ‘enjoy their share of
the prosperity made possible by them for the carriers. The
shipper is the carrier's meal ticket.

Ilere are some factg that we should study:

If a census were taken this month it would probably show
that more than 1,500,000 farmers have quit their farms and
gone into other industries since the last national census. Not
more than 30,000,000 persons are now living on farms in this
country. The last national census showed the rural population
to be 81,614,269,

DEPRESSION BLAMED,

Farm leaders attribute the exodus to the cdepressed agri-
cultural conditions which have prevalled throughout the South,
West, and Middle West during the past few years.

According to the last eensus the number of farmers In the
United States was 6,448343. The last three years have served
to diminish this number.

An unofficial estimate of the wealth owned by actunal farmers
as of January, 1920, is £74,000,000,000. This leaves out of
account $21,000,000,000 of farm assets belonging to farm land-
lords not engaged in farming. Of the $74,000,000,000 owned
by actual farmers about 13 per cent, or nearly $10,000,000,000
consists of wealth other than farm assets. This leaves
$64,000,000,000 of farm assets owned by actual farmers.
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FARM ASSETS CITED.

Adding the farm assets owned by actual farmers and the
assets belonging to farm landlords not engaged in farming, the
total value of property used in farming at the date indicated
was $85,000,000,000.

The estimate for cash and deposits belonging to actual
farmers is about $3,600,000,000 as of 1920.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for one minute more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks to proceed for one
additional minute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr, TILLMAN. An estimate of the amount owed by actual
-farmers, as of January, 1920, is $11,235,000,000. This leaves
out of account the debts of landlords not engaged in farming
whose farm mortgage indebtedness is estimated to have been
$1,685,000,000, or 21.4 per cent of the total mortgage debt. Of
the $11,235,000,000 owed by actual farmers, 55 per cent is esti-
mated to have been secured by farm mortgages. Of the balance
of the debt of actual farmers, $3.455.000,000 is estimated to
have been bank credit, the remainder estimated to have been
owed to merchants and other individuals.

I repeat, things are not going well * down on the farm." The
farmer’s dollar, measured by what he gets for his produets in
the high-priced stuff he is compelled to buy, is like the negro's
eatfish ; it is all “swunk up.” [Applause.]

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TILLMAN. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. I want to ask the gentleman if he noticed
the report made by the Agricultural Department to the effect
that 230,000 farmers had lost their homes by reason of the
foreclosure of mortgages?

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; and that is in keeping with the state-
ment I made earlier in this address, and Is in keeping with the
letter written me by Mr. Greer, from which I have already
quoted. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again
expired. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, and the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The purchase of supplies and equipment or the procurement of serv-
ices for the Department of the Interior, the bureaus and offices thereof,
including Howard University and the Columbia Institution for the
Deaf, at the seat of government, as well as those located in the field
outeide the District of Columbla, may be made in open market with-
ont compliance with sections 3709 and 3744 of the Revised Statutes
of the United Btates, in the manner common among business men,
when the aggregate amount of the purchases or the services does not
exceed $100 in any month.

Mé'. ROACH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, i

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Missouri withhold
his motion, as I desire to offer a substitute for the paragraph,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cranm-
Tox] offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will
report.

AMr. CRAMTON.
for the paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CrAMTON: Page 0, lines 18 to 22, inclu-
give, strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following:

* Every contract obligating the United States shall be reduced to
writing and slgned by the contracting parties with thelr names at
the end thereof: Provided, That less formal agreements may be made
when a publiec emergency requires immediate delivery or performance;
or when the amount does not exceed $100, conditioned upon immediate
performance ; or when the amount does not exceed $500, if it is shown
that competition is impossible; or when the amount is less than
$5,000, conditioned upon competitive bids and delivery or performance
within 80 days from the date of acceptance of the bid for the same:
Provided further, That the original of such less formal agreements
ghall be forwarded to the General Accounting Office with the voucher
covering payment thereunder, together with the original bids and
surety bond, if any, and copy of invitation for bids, and further
return thereon may be waived by the Comptroller General.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph in the bill and I also reserve a point of
order on the amendment.

Mr, OCRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the gentleman’s point of order comes too late.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman Is quite tardy in his point
of order against the original paragraph.

Mr., BLANTON. There has been no debate.

Mr. Chairman, I offer that as a substitute

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had taken the floor, and
in his own time had offered an amendment.

Mr. BLANTON. But there has been no debate.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment had been read and we
had proceeded to the consideration of it.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RoacE}
started to debate it but withheld his statement in response to
my request.

r. ROACH. I moved to strike out the last word.
he CHATRMAN. The rule does not apply to debate alone,

Mr. BLANTON. 1t does not restrict the reservation which I
have made to the gentleman’s amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all

Mr. BLANTON. And when my point of order to the gentle-
man's amendment is decided by the Chair I think he will prob-
ably be glad that I could make a point of order as to the bill.

Mr, CRAMTON. Will the gentleman reserve his point of
order for a moment?

Mr. BLANTON. I will; but I have made the point of order
because the gentleman is inaugurating a new policy and one
which is a bad policy.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas reserves his
point of order to the amendment.

Mr. CRAMTON. All of these departments have been more or
less hampered by the requirement of making formal contracts
after advertising and bids, and so forth, especially in connection
with small purchases, This is particularly true in the fleld and
in the park service, especially where the parks are in the
mountains and where there may be but one man who can fur-
nish alfalfa or furnish fresh meats. In such cases they refuse
to make these formal contracts, and it costs the Government
more by reason of these formalities. Different exemptions
have been granted to different departments, so that in one de-
partment they can do one thing and in another department
something else. Heretofore there has been an exemption in
this bill, and this year we tried to broaden it a little in order
to meet the situation In the parks. The paragraph in the bhill
was the result of that desire, but it has developed that that is
not really satisfactory and it is not strietly workable.

1 have discussed the matter with the Comptroller General
in a desire to serve the real and efficient purposes of the bu-
reaus, and yet not open up the thing too wide. The Comp-
troller General is a man who comes in contact with all of this
and knows more about it, and the language I have proposed has
his approval.

Mr, McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. If my friend will pardon me, I want to
say to the committee that I am preparing a general bill to be
introduced in the House which includes this language as well
as a number of other important provisions affecting this gen-
eral subject of contracts. But this particular language has
been passed upon and has the approval of the Comptroller
General.

I will now yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. McKEOWN. I want to ask the chairman this question:
What is the largest amount that they can purchase without
having to resort to contracts?

Mr. CRAMTON. I think in some departments they have
had legislation which put the amount at $50, some of them
$£300, and some of them $500.

Mr, McKEOWN. What is the largest amount under your
amendment?

Mr., CRAMTON. Under my amendment, it depends. Thera
are certain classea where they can go up to a certain amount;
I have not the exaet figures right at hand, but I think it goes
up to several thousand dollars in one class; that is, as to the
signing of a formal contract, but not as to the requirement of
advertising, and so forth.

Mr. McKEOWN. It is customary In the several depart-
ments of State governments to limit the amount of purchases
to $500 without competitive bidding or advertising, and I was
wondering whether the gentleman exceeded that amount in his
amendment.

Mr. CRAMTON. In some respects, yes; but only with the
indorsement of the Comptroller General, who 1s thoroughly
conversant with the situation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I want to ask the distin-
guished chairman whether, by any stretch of the imagination,
this could be considered legislation on an appropriation bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. The paragraph, which has been carried for
many years, is legislation and would have been subject to a
point of order, and the item before us is likewise legislation.




1924.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1241

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. In other words, having been
given an Inch the subcommittee wants to take an ell, and we
must all sit around here and say nothing, because we are not
supposed to interfere with, break down, or hamper the Budget.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say this to the gentleman from
Washington and the gentleman from Texas: This i3 a matter
closely bound up with the expenditure of money, and we are
endeavoring to secure the most economical and efficient ex-
penditure of the money. In my judgment, inasmuch as the
paragraph in the bill was subject to a point of order, and the
point was not made, the amendment I am offering is not sub-
jeet to a point of order now,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. In other words, because one
got through inadvertently, the other has to go through now.

Mr. CRAMTON. No; that is not the situation. I am stat-
ing what I think to be the situation, and I think my friend
from Texas will agree with me,

Mr. BLANTON. No; the rule does not go that far.

Mr. CRAMTON. The original paragraph being subject to a
point of order and the point not being made, I doubt if the
point can be made against the amendment; but I will say this:
I have no desire to proceed in this matter except by unanimous
consent, and if the gentleman from Washington or if the gen-
tleman from Texas wants to object to the amendment I have
offered, I withdraw it, because I know it is in the direction of
efficient administration, but I will not proceed except by
unanimous consent.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not want to use the
gentleman's time, but I am one of the victims that stood
uround here and agreed there should not be legislation on an
appropriation bill, and I have not objected and shall not ob-
Jeet, but I am not going to be threatened and told that I must
not object.

Mr. CRAMTON. No; there is no thought of any threat.
1 have just agreed to withdraw it if the gentleman objects; in
other words, if he makes a point of order.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am just wondering how
long the Members of the House can sit here complacently and
have these things “inched” over them, a few inches on each
appropriation bill.

Mr, CRAMTON. I know in my travels this summer, I want
to say to my friend from Washington, that among the activities
of the Interior Department, they stressed as much up in
Mount Ranier Park as anywhere else the inconveniences
caused by the existing law.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not doubt that at all,
and personally I do not object toe minor legislation on appro-
priation bills, provided we do it with our eyes open and the
House itself is a party to it; but we were assured here in the
most solemn way at the beginning of the session by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of 35 that would be—that there would
not be legislation on appropriation bills and that other com-
mittees would have something to do, and I can not find many of
them with anything to do. I am sorry to take the time of the
gentleman.

Mr. CRAMTON. I am agreeable to withdrawing it, if the
gentleman desires it.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition under my
reservation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks for five
minutes under his reservation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, may I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. RoacH]?

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes in order to ask a question or two.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. ROACH. The paragraph which the gentleman seeks to
strike out by his amendment contains this line, “ When the
aggregate amount of the ‘ purchases’ or the * services’ dqes not
exceed $100 in any month.” T eall the gentleman’s attention to
the fact that the appropriation act of 1924 for that same item
limited the amount of * purchases” and “ services " that could
be contracted or paid for in any one month to $50 per month,
Now, I was just going to inquire whether the gentleman’s pro-
posed amendment increased it still further from $100 a month
for such * purchases” and *services” that can be paid for
in any one given month?

Mr. CRAMTON. I beg the genfleman's pardon. I
listening to some one else and did not hear that.

Mr. ROACH. In other words, in 1924——

Mr. CRAMTON. I heard that, but I did not catch the
gentleman’s question.

LXV—T79

wasg

Mr. ROACH. In the first place, this section in the bill in-
creases the amount from $50 to $100 and I have no objection
to the purchasing power being increased to $100, but I want
to ask now whether your amendment further increases it over
that amount of $100.

Mr. CRAMTON. It does; yes.

Mr. ROACH. Let me ask this further question and then I
think I will be through: Is it contemplated under your amend-
ment that any additional employees or services as to the
“ personnel ” of the department will be contracted for under
the provisions of your proposed amendment?

Mr. CRAMTON. No; it has nothing to do with personnel

whatever; in fact, the amendment I have sent to the desk would
probably have the effect of perhaps reducing the personnel be-
cause it would do away with a good deal of red tape, and that
always involves personnel.
.Mr. ROACH. In that connection I merely want to remsark
that while I agree with the gentleman that we should do every-
thing we can to make these departments efficient, I do not agree
we should give them too wide a latitude in their purchasing
power with the people’s money. If the purchases were to be
made by the Secretary of the Interior or under his direct super-
vision, it might be a different thing, but if Le delegates that
power down the line to some subordinate clerk, 1 doubt the
wisdom of allowing them too much latitude in making purchases,
which might be wholly unnecessary.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that the pro-
vision I have referred to aims to reach that very thing and
centers the responsibility in the * high officials,” where it does
give a little more laxity in the execution of it.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition under the
reservation which I made.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the commit-
tee saw fit in this bill to undo a law, and so far as it applies
to a $100 matter I have no objection to that. So far as a little
$100 purchase is concerned, that is all right; but our friend,
the chairman, is not satisfied with that. He has gotten his
camel’s nose under the tent, and now he comes in here with an
amendmment to increase the amount to $5,000, withdrawing the
safeguards of the law respecting matters involving that amount,
The law says that when the department makes a contract with
respect to the money of the people in the Treasury it shall be
safegunarded in a certain way; that there shall be certain
formalities about it which protect the people.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield.

Mr. McKEOWN. I just wanted to ask if the gentleman does
not think the amount of $100 was entirely too small and that
the officials should have some discretion, under certain cirenm-
;;tam:?s, to expend a little larger amount, and would $500 be too
arge

Mr. BLANTON. It probably ought to have been put at $504,
but the chairman wants to fix the limit at $£5,000 in his amend-
ment. Now, I want to tell you something. You say, “ Oh, he is
the big Secretary of the Interior, and we can trust him with
$5,000, and trust this, that, and the other thing.” I have abso-
lute confidence in the present Secretary of the Interior. He Is
a splendid gentleman. I believe that men are just as careful
about their own affairs, their own money matters, as they are
of publie finances, I wish they were as careful about publie
funds as they are their own private affairs; but it is a well-
known fact that recently we have had a man in this particular
office seated In this partlcular Secretary’s chair, who, when a
committee of Congress asked him about a contract involving
the question of where he procured $100,000 spent by himself,
first he said that he got it from a certain individual and that
he got it in cash, and he took it out to El Paso in cash and paid
a fellow $5,000 of it and used the other in a certain way, and
then when he is pinned down, he says he did not get it at all
from that man. [Laughter.] He can not remember where he
got 1t, and he virtually tells Congress it is none of their busl-
ness,

Mr. WEFALD. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. WEFALD. I would like to have the gentleman tell us
what he thinks ought to be done to such a man.

Mr. BLANTON. I think he ought to be brought here and
made to talk. I think he ought to be brought here by Congress.
I have no patience with the Idea that because a man takes an
oath as a Congressman or a Senator or a high executive that
that closes his mouth and gives him*a right to tell his eol-
leagues, “ You go to; you can not make me testify,” If he was
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sick enough to have to stay at home out in the State of New
Mexico, precluding him from coming here, he was sick enough
to stay there and not go to Florida to see a witness who is to
testify in his case.

I think we ought to be careful about contracts the Govern-
ment makes that takes the people’s money out of the Treasury—
money that must be made good through taxation., As the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Illinois, Uncle Joe Cannon, told
us once, “this Government has not got a dollar of its own;
every time we spend a million dollars we must take it out of
the pockets of the tax-burdened people.” For that reason I
can not let this matter go by without making a point of order
against it. It is clearly legislation, and I make the point of
order that it is legislation and has me place on an appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is onnecessary to make the point of
order. I stated that if anyone objected I would withdraw the
amendment.,

The OHAIRMAN., Without objection, the gentleman from
Michigan withdraws the amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the Burean of Mines, Including printing, engraving of illus-
trations, and binding bulletins, technical papers, miners’ circulars, and
other publications to carry out the purposes of the act of February
25, 1913, not to exceed $40,000; for miscellaneous printing and
binding, mot to exceed $10,000; not to exceed in all, $45,000,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr., Chairman, I move to amend in line
8, page T, by striking out the semicolon and the balance of
the line, and inserting a period after * $10,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page T, line 8, after figures *“§$10,000,” strike out the semicolon
and insert a period and strike out the remainder of the line,

Mr. BLANTON.. May I ask the gentleman from Michigan
a question? What is the purpose of that?

Mr. CRAMTON. The paragraph carries two items.

Mr. BLANTON. But why did not the gentleman strike
out 845,000 and insert $50,000.

My, CRAMTON. I would not object to that.

Mr. BLANTON. Then, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out
$45,000 and insert $50,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. I accept that. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Amendment by Mr. BraNToN; Page 7, llne 8, strike out the figures
“ §45,000," and insert in lien thereof $50,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the Patent Office: For printing the weekly issue of patents,
designs, trade-marks, prints, and labels, exclusive of illustrations;
and for printing, engraving illustrations, and binding the Official
Gazette, including weekly and annual indices, $730,000; for miscel-
laneous printing and binding, $70,000; in all, $800,000.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address an
inguiry to the gentleman from Michigan, chairman of the sub-
committee. It has come to my attention, and I suppose to many
other Members of the House, that these patent publications are
being used by individuals in many large cities for the purpose
of securing names for the so-called * sucker lists.” In other
words, the Government through its Patent Office publications
is giving the names and addresses of those who receive patents,
thereby enabling certain individuals to exploit those to whom
certain patents have been issued by sending them literature and
calling attention fo investments which in many cases are not
profitable. 1 want to ask the gentleman if it would not be wise
to smend the laws so that when people receive patents, their
addresses shall not be published?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman from Oklanhoma
that I am not well enough informed to kmow whether his
amendment would be feasible in all respects or not. I do know
that patents are published in a weekly issue, and these llists
I suppose are made up from weekly publications. I think a
change in the law as to the publication in that respect would be
legislation, and we ought not to enact it without some investi-

gation.

Mr. McCLINTIC. It has occurred to me that inasmuch as
other departments of the Government refuse in some cases to
give the addresses of individuals coming under their jurisdiec-
tion, it might be applied here. I refer you to the Osage Indians.
The superintendent would not under any circumstances give the
address of any ward under his jurisdiction.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman knows that when a man gets
a patent, what he wants is to market that patent. There is a
certaln amount of advertising in the publication of the patent
In the weekly issue, bringing it to the attention of those in-
terested, and I am not sure whether in the long run it would be
beneficial or the opposite to restrict the publication of the ad-
dresses.

Mr, McCLINTIC. I would not care to offer an amendment.
I only wanted to bring it to the attention of the chairman, feel-
ing that he is interested in that class of people. In a great
many cases a man who gets a patent does not get any monetary
reward. When the Government prints his name and address,
it is Immediately copied by these people who make up these so-
called sucker lists, and often they are sold to people who arae
issuing propaganda in behalf of some fake stock or enterprise.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Chairman, T am somewhat of the same
mind as the gentleman from Michigan. I think all manufae-
turers who deal in a certain class of goods make a point of
studying the Patent Gazette with a view to ascertalning
whether any patents of value to them have been issmed. So I
think if the suggestion of the gentleman from Oklahoma should
prevail, it would in the end do as much, {f not more damage,
than he claims Is done now.

Mr., McCLINTIC. It was my thought if such an amendment
was adopted that it would be possible for any manufacturer
who might be interested in a patent to obtain from the Patent
Bureau the address of the party who received the patent.

Mr. MERRITT. But an evil-designed person could get It
Just as well as a well-designed person.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the gentleman,
would not it obviate the objection raised if the lssue of the
patent should be published with a key number rather than the
name and address, and then any person interested who wanted
to get the address of a patentee could write to the bureau and
get the address of this key number?

Mr., MERRITT. But the Patent Office would not know
whether the person applying wanted it for a good motive or a
bad motive.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON : Page 7, beginning with line 9,
strike out the paragraph ending in line 14.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am against the Govern-
ment of the United States engaging in any kind of private busi-
ness, I do not eare whether it is the printing business, the print-
ing of the Patent Gazette for the benefit of certain of the public,
or whether it 1s running a railroad or engaging in the mining
business. I am against Government ownership. I am in favor
of private business enterprise. Here we are proposing to ex-
pend $800,000 for printing in this Patent Office a Patent Gazette
that will benefit only two classes of people, It benefits a few
people who procure patents and it benefits the manufacturers
who want to find out what patents have been issued. It does
not benefit the great mass of the people in the United States,
except possibly indirectly. A private concern could earry on
the printing of this Gazetie just the same as the Government.
It should be done by a private concern. It should be a private
enterprise that gets out this Patent Gazette for the benefit of
the patentees and the manufacturers of the country; and I do
not think the people of the United States want their Govern-
ment to continue to engage in private enterprise.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield to the chairman in charge of
the bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not want to take up any time to argue
the point with the gentleman, though 1 entirely disagree with
him, but the Patent Office in its operations, including the
printing and everything referred to, does not entail a penny of
expense to the Treasury of the United States. There is a sur-
plus of $8,000,000 now of receipts over expenditures from the
Patent Office.

Mr. BLANTON. And if the Government should go into the
railroad business, the gentleman, I suppose, would be in favor
of the Government's doing it, simply because the Government
might make $100,000,000 profit, and if the Government could go
into the mining business, my friend from Michigan, simply Dbe-
cause it might make a profit of a hundred or two hundred mil-
lion dollars a year, would want it to engage in that business,
It is the principle of the thing that I am against and to which
I am directing my protest.
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Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. I assume then that the gentleman is opposed
to the Government's operation of the Printing Office and the
mail service.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to tell my friend from Wisconsin
tnat he is a splendid new adjunct to the Congress, in that he has
brought some new blood here, with fire and vim in it. T am
backing him up in some things, though I do not agree with him
in all. I am fundamentally opposed to some of the things that
he is fathering and he is going to find me fighting him frequently
along those lines; but I will say to my friend that if he would
put the Government Printing Office in the hands of private en-
terprise, instead of having 4,000 disgruntled, dissatisfied Govern-
ment employees down there, controlled by a nonexpert, you
conld do the business with 2,000, and do it better. You could cut
the employees half in two and you could do better work with
private enterprise than the Printing Office can, and you would
have a bunch of men satisfied with their work and satisfled with
their employer, something that does not exist in the Govern-
ment Printing Office to-day.

Mr, SCHAFER. Does the same line of argument apply to the
Postal Service?

Mr. BLANTON. No; because there is one good reason why
the Government should control the Postal Service.

Mr. SCHAFER. 1 thought the gentleman was opposed to
Government operation of any kind of business.

Mr. BLANTON, I am of every kind of business on earth
exeept the Postal Service. If T had more than a minute of time,
I might tell the gentleman why we must engage in the Postal
Service. There is a very good reason. I am not in favor, as
the gentleman is, of this socialistic idea of having our Govern-
ment go into the mining business and the railroad business.
It would be held up every year just as it was held up during
the World War, when the employees went to the Director Gen-
eral of Railroads and said to him, “ Give us so much,” and he
had to hand it out.

Mr. SCHAFER, Was not that under a Democratic admin-
istration?

Mr. BLANTON. It was under, first, a Democratic adminis-
tration and then a Republican administration. Both adminis-
trations are responsible. There was just as much handed
out under the Republican administration as there was under
the Democratic administration.

Mr. SCHAFER. Could I ask the gentleman a question?
That was not Government ownership under the Democratic
administration.

Mr. BLANTON.
forever.

Mr. SCHAFER,
owned business,

Mr. BLANTON. I know how our friend stands. I know
how his people at home stand and I do not blame him because
he is here to represent them, but they are wild. They are
as wild as the gentleman looked the other day when he so
eloquently pleaded their cause here on the floor,

Mr. SCHAFER. Perhaps as a new Member, from coming
in contact with some of the gentleman's wildness I might have
assimilated some of It, and, therefore, I am not responsible
for it. )

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will just assimilate from
me a little more, he will get as far away from socialism as
the North Pole is from the South Pole,

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas,

The amendment was rejected:

The Clerk read as follows:

For per diem In leu of subsistence, at not exceeding $4, of ex-
aminers and of clerks detailed to inspect offices of United States sur-
veyors general and other offices in public land service, to investigate
frandulent land entries, trespasses on the publlc lands, and cases of
official misconduct, actual necessary expenses of transportation, in-
cluding necessary sleeping-car fares, and for employment of stenog-
raphers and other assistants when necessary to the efficient con-
duct of examinations, and when authorized by the Commissioner of
the General Land Office, $5,000,

Mr. SBEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, SrArs of Florida: Tage 8, line 8, strike out
the figures ** §5,000" and insert in lieu thercof the figures * $20,000.”

It was near enough to it to condemn it

It was Government control of privately

Mr, SEARS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I first intended strik-
ing out $880,920 and making it 985,999, I am moving to in-
crease this appropriation, with no hope or expectation of it
carrying. In faet, it ought not to be carried, for I believe
the department already has enough or more than enough to
carry on the work; but I want to call the attention of my col-
leagurs to some facts as they exist, especially the attention of
my young friend from Wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFER], because he
has been here not so very long—and that is no reflection—but I
hope he will keep up some of his fire and enthusiasm. I am
moving to increase the appropriation because I feel the de-
partment must be hampered, and certainly do not want to tie
down any department, ®

Let me call attention to the fact that on May 17, 1821, I
asked the Land Office to send a surveyor down to my district and
survey out a small piece of unsurveyed land in order that the
title might be determined. A friend of mine, and later a fra-
ternal friend of mine, had moved on this land, which T contend
is Government land, because the doctors had told him unless
he moved out into the country he would die. This, as I recall,
was about 12 or 15 years ago. In 1921 he came to me and said,
‘ Joe, 1 have not very much longer to live. My wife has stayed
by me, and while I am living I want this matter settled, because
after I die perhaps some of the proof the Government will re-
quire she may not be able to produce.” 8o in 1921 I took it up
for him. I have written letter after letter urging the Land
Office to settle that question and find out whether this land was
Government land or not and whether he was entitled to it, and
since his death whether she was entitled to same. As I reeall,
some time in 1922 he passed to the great beyond; the case is
still unsettled. His good wife is still living on this land, in the
house that he had built. He grubbed some of the land and
made other improvements. Now, every time she goes to visit her
relatives back North she is forced to write to the land office at
Gainesville, Fla., and secure permission to leave the tract of
land in order that she may not lose any of her rights. On
June 8, 1923, 1 was again promised or told that a surveyor
had been sent down and had made an examination of this land,
had surveyed same, and had his notes, and was now on his
way to Denver, Colo., and after he got back to Denver he
would figure out who owned the land and whether she is en-
titled to it or not. It is now January, 1924, nearly three years
after I first took it up and many years after the deceased party
first took it up, and they as yet, so far as I know, have reached
no decision. So far as I know the field notes are still securely
held out in the beautiful State of Colorado. Therefore I think
they ought to have more money in order that more men may
come to Florida during the winter season, where to-day I pre-
diet the thermometer is about 76 instead of like it is up here,

In all seriousness I wish the department would make its em-
ployees get down to work and decide cases like this and let
this good woman know whether the property her husband
improved and upon which he spent his money belongs fo her
or not, and if it does not, go back to her relatives and begin
work in life, She does not want to lose the ten or twelve
thousand dollars that will come to her if the Government finally
decides that this land belongs to her. And by the way this
land was practically valueless when her husband went on same,
1 submit to you that since I took it up In May, 1921—and if
my recollection is correct, prior to that time over the phone—the
Government has had plenty of time clearly to thrash this case
out. I have another case here that the department has been
working on for a considerable time, and has promised me, as
my files show, that the case is now in the hands of a special
agent for examination, and that when the report from the
chief of the field division has been received prompt action
will be taken.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unan-
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorn. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, briefly sum-
marizing my remarks, let me call your attention to the fact
that the United States surveyor, according to my files of the
case, was in Florida during May, 1921, and the department
wrote me that in a few weeks he would make an examination
of said land. On June 30, 1921, I was notified by the depart-
ment that work in ‘Florida had to be discontinued bhecause
of the lack of funds but would be resumed early in the fall

I therefore again submit to you that the many years this
matter has been before the General Land Office has given them
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gufficient time to thoroughly thrash out the question and decide
who owns the land. I also again state I am satisfied the widow
is entitled to the land, and I understand there are partles now
trying to defeat her claim. Let me further submit to you that
the traveling expenses to and from Florida by surveyors dur-
ing all these years would have been more than sufficient to sur-
vey this small tract of land many times over.

I dislike very much to make these remarks because it is the
first time during the nine years I have been in Congress that
I have criticized any department, but in this case I feel I am
justified, and I am sure you would agree with me if you could
see my files. If the department has not sufficient funds to
carry on their work, then they should ask us for appropriations
to meet all their needs, for we must depend upon them and the
committee for the amount necessary to properly, promptly, and
efficiently perform all duties required by law.

Let me say in this connection all of the departments In
Washington have been more than courteous to me and I have
no desire to reflect on any department, but now while the people
are staggering under the load of taxation which they can not
much longer stand we must have efficiency, must have prompt
action and full services for salaries paid, and must cut down
appropriations to what is actually necessary for carrying on
the work.

I sincerely trust in the near future the department will close
this case and that they will find, as I have repeatedly stated,
this good lady is entitled to the land.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the pro
forma amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Registers and receivers: For salaries and commissions of reglsters
of district land offices and receivers of public moneys at district land
offices, at not exceeding $3,000 per annum each, $232,000: Provided,
That the offices of registers and receivers at the following land offices
are hereby consolidated, and the applicable provisions of the act ap-
proved October 28, 1821, ghall be followed in effecting such consolida-
tions : Little Itock, Ark. ; Hureka and Sacramento, Calif. ; Denver, Colo.
Iailey and Blackfoot, Idaho; Bozeman, Mont,; Las Cruces, Roswell,
and Fort Bumner, N. Mex.; Burns, La Grande, and Vale, Oreg.; and
Rapid City, 8. Dak.: Provided jurther, That the following land offices
and the offices of register and receiver thereat are hereby abolished,
effective not later than July 1, 1924 : Montgomery, Ala.; Harrlson,
Ark.; Lamar and Sterling, Colo.; Gainesville, Fla.; Lewiston, Idaho;
Topeka, Kans. ; Baton Rouge, La. ; Marquette, Mich. ; Cass Lake, Minn. ;
Jackson, Miss.; Great Falls and Kalispell, Mont.; Alliance and Lin-
coln, Nebr.: Elko, Nev.; Clayton, N. Mex.; Dickinson, N. Dak.; Van-
couver and Yakinm, Wash. ; and Wansau, Wis.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Chairman, we have made a little more
rapid progress of late than had been anticipated, and I have
led some gentlemen to believe that this item will not be acted
upon to-night, and accordingly I move that the committee do
oW

Mr, SINNOTT. The gentleman would not have any objec-
tion to my offering an amendment?

Mr. CRAMTON. I have no objection.

Mr. KNUTSON. It is only 25 minutes to 5, and I think it
is a little early to adjourn.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oregon offers an
amendment.

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman yleld for a moment?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. SixxoTT offers the following amendment : Page 12, strike out all
of =nid page after the word * provided,” in line 8, and insert the
following :

That the offices of registers and sreceivers at the following land
offices shall be consolidated on June 1, 1925, and the applicable
provisions of the net approved October 28, 1921, ghall be followed in
effecting such consolidations: Little Rock, Ark.; Bureka and Sacra-
mento, Calif.; Denver, Colo.; Hailey and Blackfoot, Idaho; Bozeman,
‘Mont.; Las Cruees, Roswell, and Fort Sumner, N. Mex.: Burns, La
Grande, and Vale, Oreg.; and Rapid City, B. Dak,: Provided further,
That where a vacancy shall occur in the office of a register or re-
ceiver in gaid land offices prior to Jume 1, 1925, consolidation shall
be effected ns of the date of such vacancy: Provided further, That
the following land offices and the offices of register and receiver thereat
shall be abolished on Jone 1, 1925: Montgomery, Ala.: Harrisen,
Ark.; Lamar and Sterling, Colo,; Gainesville, Fla.; Lewiston, Idaho:
Topeka, Kans.; Baton Rouge, La. ; Marquette, Mich. ; Cass Lake, Minn. ;

Jackson, Miss.; Great Falls and Kalispell, Mont.: Alliance and Tin-
coln, Nebr.; Elko, Nev.; Clayton, N. Mex.: Dickinson, N. Dak.; Van-
couver and Yakima, Wagsh.; and Wausau, Wis.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
OraMTON] IS recognized.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ORAMTON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, the gentle-
man from Oregon [Mr. Sinsorr] has offered his amendment
as a substitute.

Mr. SINNOTT. I have made a motion to strike out and
substitute certain langunage,

Mr. KNUTSON. My understanding was that the gentle-
man from Oregon had offered this simply for information, so
that it could be printed, and he was going to call it up some
time to-morrow.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon wanted to
offer it for the Information of the House, so that it might bae
printed in the Recorp.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the debate on this amendment and all amendments thereto
be limited to two minutes, one minute to be controlled by the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CraxroN] and the other by my-
self. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unan-
imous consent that the debate on this amendment and all amend-
ments thereto be limited to one minute. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. CRAMTON. I understand the gentleman from Oregon
has offered his amendment and it is now pending. I want to
yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. JaMmEs].

Mr. SINNOTT. I would like to be recognized when the
debate proceeds.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a moment?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CraMTON] yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. I would like to ask the Chair
if some considerable time can not be allotted to the discussion
of a proposition involving the abolition of these oflices?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that the dis-
position of tue committee is not to unduly limit debate. It has
not done so up to this time, and it will not do so on this item.
I would prefer to move that the committee rise now, because
I promised gentlemen who are interested in these items that
we would not take them up and dispose of them this afternoon.
But they can get recognition now if they desire, and we can
proceed with the debate, and then we can debate further
to-morrow. I yield to my colleague from Michigan [Mr. JAMES].

Mr. JAMES. 1 wish to say that we are going to have a
meeting of the Committee on Military Affairs to-morrow and
have a hearing on the Muscle Shoals proposition, and I presume
it will run until the end of the afternoon, and I do not expect
to be here then. I would like to ask the chairman of the
committee a question,

I notice one of the offices to be abolished is that at Marquette,
Mich., which is in my district. I have no objection to that
office being abolished on the same basis as every other land
office. I notice that the percentage there is 58 per cent. I would
like to ask the chairman as to the policy of abolishing these
land offices.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not want to get into a general dis-
cussion of the problem now, but I will say to my colleague from
Michigan that the general policy of the committee has been to
cut out as many of these offices as is possible. Very largely that
has been the case of our trying to cut out as many as we thought
we could cut out and get by with, and in doing that the com-
mittee has tried to be impartial and to know neither friend nor
foe, and there has not been any question as to what district or
whose districe it is in. I will say to my friend that, being from
Michigan, I think that was something of a handicap to the
Marquette office. I did not want the House to feel that T was
protecting it because it was from my State. My colleague from
Idaho [Mr. FrEncH] has given a great deal of study to this
subject, and there are at least two offices affected in his district.
That should be proof positive of the lack of personal interest on
the part of members of the committee. We have simply been
trying to bring about economy. Unfortunately it happened to
come into my colleague’s district.

Mr. JAMES. Do I understand that it was the policy of the
gentleman’s committee to abolish all the land offices where the
expense was 50 per cent and over?
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Mr. CRAMTON. No; that was not quite the policy. There
are different considerations that sometimes come in. In one
or two eases there are imminent large revenues to come from oil
operations.  That is the case in Oklahoma and in some other
States. It might be that of two offices or three offices, each of
which contains an unduly large per cent of cost as compared with
recelpts one might remain after the abolition of some of these
offices, and there would be brought about a consolidation of
those offices. There are certain other ones, but T can not recall
them now.

Mr. JAMES. I see Marquetie has 58 per cent and Leadville,
Colo., has T1 per cent. I wag wondering what particular rea-
son there was in that case for retaining the Leadville, Colo.,
office?

Mr. CRAMTON. I would not want to take the time now to
explain the details as to the situation in Colorado. We have
general information affecting the Denver and other Colorado
offices. I know there are other considerations appealing to the
committee ; one is the amount of land unentered., Michigan has
in all only an amount equal to four or five townships un-
entered. Michigan has, as I recall, 97,000 acres unentered.

Mr. JAMES. Leadville, Colo., has 177,000 acres, I think.

Mr. CRAMTON. And Michigan has four or five townships.
I am frank to say that Michigan, on that basis, was just about
at the border line, and might have survived if I had oot felt T
would be subject to a charge of favoritism., In States with only
20.000, 30,000, or 50,000 acres, only two or three townships, it
seemed to the committee that the possible business was so
limited as not to justify their ccntinnance.

Mr. JAMES. I wish you weuld put in the Recorp, if you do
not have the information now, the particular reason why you
provide for the continuance of Leadville, Colo,, and Missoula,
Mont., with an expense of 71 and 72 per cent, and in the bill pro-
vide for the discontinuance of Marquette, Mich.,, with an ex-
pense of only 58 per cent?

Mr. CRAMTON. That will probably come out in the discus-
sion of the bill. I would like to inquire whether any gentle-
man desires to proceed with the debate on this paragraph?

AMr. JOHNSON of Washington. I would like five minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. I think we should get off on a new tack, and
I make the point of no guorun.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from
Texas withdraw that motion for five minutes?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I will withdraw it. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon is entitled {o
preference,

AMr. SINNOTT. But, as I understand, if I do not proceed
now I shall not lose my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will undoubtedly have his
time, but he would have preferential recognition now if he
elaimed it.

Mr, SINNOTT. I am not claiming it now.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his
point of no quorum and the gentleman from Washington is
recognized for five minutes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
men of the House, all the States which had public lands had
public land offices. From time to time as the land became
putented the offices, by the very nature of things, have dis-
appeared. However, in a number of the older States where
there is still some public land there are one or more publie
land oflices, and rightfully so. In the newer States the land
offices are even more necessary. The giving of public land
and the perfecting of patents has been one of the funetions
of the Federal Government in aiding settlement. It is right
and proper, unless the Government is about to immediately
abandon the entire public land business, to maintain these
offices.

The expense is not as heavy as some would have you think.
This bill proposes te abolish cne in the great distriet which I
have the honor to represent, where the loss to the Government
is about $700 a year, and where the land of the Federal Gov-
ernment—your land and mine and all the people’s land——is
worth many millions of dollars. This land office which it is
proposed to abolish is adjacent to a gigantic forest reserve,
with untold resources, which belongs to the people of the United
States—not alone to the people of one district or to the people
of the State of Washington. The time will eome when the
forest reserve policy will have to be changed. It is only a
question of time until some of the lands of these forest reserves
which are more or less agrienltural will be opened, and then,
under a mistaken policy of econcmy, by which in this year of
our Lord 1924 we propose to save $700 or $800 in one district,
we shall lose thousands of dollars per month through the mis-

management of the public land whieh we are mow conserving
and saving for posterity.

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes;: with pleasure.

Mr, TILLMAN. As a matter of fact, is it not true that at
the present time agricultural land in forest reserves can be_
homesteaded?

Mr. JOONSON of Washington. Well, under certain condi-
tions. But it is held out of use in the great reserves out In my
State, and if such lands are to be held out by the Federal
Government they should be properly held. As a part of your
agricultural bill you spend millions of dollars annually in the
name of forest conservation, and yet you turn around and step
into another department—the- Interior Department—and pro-
pose ‘to economize by nickels and dimes. You are proposing to
abolish this office at Vancouver, in my State, and its abolish-
ment will require all business in connection with the patenting
of lands to be transacted with the office af Seattle, nearly 200
miles away.

1 admit we do a declining business there now. The reason
is that the public Tands are reserved and takem away from
settlement. They are not for the people to homestead now.
You try to save a few hundred dollars a year when you are not
prepared to destroy the whole public land policy. If the Com-
mittee on Appropriations had power, its proper policy, follow-
ing out this idea of destroying a dozen minor land offices that
are not really paying money, would be to abolish the whole
publie land business from the offices here in Washington down
to the poorest one, because, taken all together, they are not
paying money to the Federal Government in the sense of get-
ting in any cash profit. It was never intended that they should.
They are assisting in the policy the Congress of the United
States In its wisdom many years ago established of placing
public lands at the disposal of the people.

We are now getting down to the ragged end of-it, with most
of the good land in reserve. Indeed, it is a doubtful proposition
whether the people should be invited by Uncle Sam fo go and
attempt to win a patent after five years of struggle and of
slavery on some of our so-called public lands. But you do not
propose to abandon the policy, and therefore these little offices
should stay out somewhere near where the lands are that yon
are going to Invite the people to go on. There can not be any
doubt ahout that. [Applause.] I shall not take further time.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Why is the gentleman so mneasy? There
are 24 of these land offices taken away from the States, and all
the Representatives of those 24 States are here, and our friend,
the chairman, had one of them taken ouf of his State, and an-
other member of the committee, Mr. FrencH, has some faken
out of his State, so I do not think there will be much of a fight
against putting them back.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is very kind of the
gentlemarn.

Mr. BLANTON. Although I am going to fight it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I expected.that from the gen-
tleman, too, because I have discovered the less people know
about public lands and publie-land States and forestry and
conservation the more certain they are that they ean run the
whole business for the people out there who are the pioneers
and the sufferers. [Applause.]

Mr. CRAMTON. In the absence of some one claiming recog-
nition at this time, I move, Mr. Chairman, the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TiLson, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under eonsideration the hill H. R, 5078,
the Department of the Interior appropriation bill, and had
come to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to—

Mr. WeLLER, for eight days, on account of impertant business.

Mr. Avyres, indefinitely, on account of illness, at the request
of Mr. TINCHER.

Mr. Korp, for the balance of the week, on account of illness,
at the request of Mr. DowEgLL.

FARMERS' WAREHOUSE BILL.

Mr. SWANK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks by inserting in the Recorp a statement made
by me befere the Committee on Agriemlture on January 17 on
H. B. 4149,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. SWANK. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, T include the following:

Mp, Chairman, I am glad to have this opportunity extended me by
my fellow members of the great Committee on Agriculture in the
ITouse of Representatives of the American Congress. In the last
Congress [ appeared before the eommittee and spoke on the floor of
the House In behalf of this bill. 1 have some argument and figurea
that 1 desire to present to the committee for its careful consideration
on ., I, 4149, a farmers’ warehouse bill, and then will be glad to have
the members of the commitiee agk me any question they wish concern-
ing the Dbill.

The CHAIRMAN. Proceed,

Mr. 8wang: Mr. Chalrman and gentlemen of the committee, I am not
here trying to present a cure for all onr economic ills, but believe I have
a plan that, If enacted into law, would be of great benefit to agriculture
and therefore a great assistance to the country in general. I am
aware of the fact that prosperity can mot be brought about hy legis-
lation altogether, and that laws can not check the * hot winds"™ and
prevent drouths, but laws can be enacted which will materially assist
the producers of the country. 1 know that the members of this
cominittee are interested in such proposals. Permit me to say here
that in my judgment the Committee on Agrlculture in the House of
Representatives is the most important of all for the reason that
agriculture is our greatest industry, and the one upon which all
others depend, There are many modern Improvements that we
conld live without, although it would inconvenience us in many in-
stances, but we can not live withont something to eat and wear, and
that all comes from the farm. Let the farmersa refnse fo raise a
crop for one season and famine would stalk abroad Iu the land—
starvation and death would be the result.

1 do not come before this committee with a “ wild eyed ™ proposal
that I know Is impossible, but with a plain, common-sense plan that
has already appealed to many leading citizens of this country and
many organizations interested in agriculture. It is easy to submit
propositions, but we must have something workable, easily understood,
and reasonable. 1 am talking about a subject with which 1 am
famillar, that is agriculture—its ups and dowus, lts adversities and
rewards. Like other members of this committee, 1 was reared on the
farm and worked there until after the age of majority, have always
been interested In this enterprise, and studied the problems of the
tarmers. Many plans to help him have been suggested; mauy bills
for his relief have been introducved in Congress, The farmers are not
asking the Government to give them anything, nor do they want to
take anything from the Government; all that they ask and have been
usking all the time is a square deal. On account of the importance
of the business of farming and the conditions of the farmers of my
country, 1 feel that I should call the attention of Congress to some-
thing that, In my judgment, will be a great help to the people of our
eommon land.

This committee shows n desire to gather all the information possible
bearing on agriculture, and this is the only method of arriving at a
solution of our present problems and finding a remedy for the present
depresslon of this great industry. As Members of Congress, we are
giving our bost attention to the problems confronting us, and while
everything can not be done by legislation, we can, by careful and
patient study, do much to renredy the condition. The World War left
us with many perplexing problems and a solution must be found. The
farmers are receiving less than cost of production, and have been for
the past four years. This condition, with the exorbitant railroad rates,
confronts us with a problem hig enongh to compel the aitention of the
best minds in the country. Railroad rates shonld and must be reduced
to a reasonable extent that the producers may bave an outlet for their
surplus. What is the best thing to do at this time and the proper
conrse to pursue?

What is wrong with our markets and why is the farnrer's price of
bhis own products so low and less than the cost of production? The
high cost of living has not decreased with the depreclation of agricul-
tural products. Something is radically wrong and we are here seeking
the remedy. What can the American Congress do to stabilize prices?
In the course of this argnment I shall endeavor to show a remedy that
wlll greatly assist present conditions, relieve the situation to a great
extent, promote the agricultural interests, and thereby henefit all busi-
ness, It Is net the fault of the farmer, and he has not even con-
tribuied thereto. It is a condition over which he had no contrel, but
which he can remedy with legislation of this sort and by organizing
& other industrles are organized. The farmer has worked fust as
hard as ever, tofled early and late, eaten about the same kind of food,
worn about the same grade of clothing; his wife and children have
asgisted hinr as before, and he has been to iiore expense in making
his crops the past five or six years than ever before. We heur a great
denl about the farmer’s surplus, and at the same time read and know

of great poverty In many places in our country. We sea charltablo
institutions organized to relieve this distress and contribute thereto
gladly, yet at the same time we read and hear about our great surplus
of farm products:. There is not a real surplus in this conntry so long
as there is a person with insufficient food and clothing,

When we have a real surplus it is then necessary to have forelgn
markets, and I presume every cltizen wishes to see the channels of
commerce kept open with the nations of the world and trade rela-
tions friendly. While our foreign relations have no doubt had muoch
to do with the price of farm products since the World War, and our
unreasonable freight rates have almost prohibited the shipment of
farm products, I am convinced, after careful study, that a lack of
storage facilities available to the farmers and cooperative selling
agencies among themselves ave the greatest causes of the present
prices of produets of the farm. The great wealth of the conntry
comes from the farm, and the producers of this wealth share least
in the same.

The total wealth production of the farms in the Unlted States in
1918 was approximately $22,479,000,000; in 1919, $24,982 000,000 in
1920, $16,500,000.000; in 1921, §11,000,000,000; and in 1922, $13,-
000,000,000,

From a statement of the Bureau of Agrienltural BEconomics of the
Department of Agriculture the estimates of production and value of
cotton, wheat, and corn are as follows:

Production. Valune.
Cotton (bales):
W, oo Lo e 10, 0=1, 000 £1, 3683, 347, 000
T Lo e e s e R L S e T s e o 9,064, 000 1,151, 845, 000
R S N G S R R 8, 340, 000 674, 877, 000
T e T i e T i AT e 18, 439, 603 933, 633, 000
e e e e e 11,420,763 | 2,084,655, 000
Wheat ( bushals):
o R S s R T e A 782, 000, 000 725,501, (KK)
.. S S R T VT e 856, 211, 000 864, 130, 000
e, . IV T Y A el o T e T4, 8O3, 000 737. 063, 000
1920, . B h B S e et -k W e Rl e 33, 027, 000 1, 197, 263, 000
(T e LD NI R b (R
Corn [bushels): :
1983, . ... e e e i L e e 3,029, (00, 000 2,222,013, 000
I e S e s T i A s d i m s 4 L g | iy S T 0000 1, 900, 237, 000
A Ry S e P St L R L 1, 305, 624, 000
7 S SR o AN R R e s Y ol e T R T
I s R s v i baiga v b s s o] iy A 18, ER 3,786, 518, 000

The report of the Secretary of Agriculture for 1928 says: “ Our In-
vestigntions lead us to estimate the property taxes and interest com-
bined pald by agriculture in 1920 at about $1,457,000,000, in 1921 at
$1,684,000,000, and in 1922 at $1,749,000,000. In 1820 practically the
entire value of the wheat and tobacco erops, or about two-thirds of the
wheat amd cotton crops, were required to pay property taxes and
interest charges. In 1921 property taxes and interest were equal to
the entire value of the wheat, oats, potato, and tobacco crops. The
wheat and cofton erops combined would pay but five-sixths of the
taxes and interest.” The report further says: * The result of the con-
ditions which have prevailed during these years of. agricultural defla-
tion is reflected in the steady drift from the farms to the towns. Our
estimates Indicate that the net change in population from the farm to
the town in 1922 was around 1,200,000."

Mr. Chairman, the situation has indeed been tense sinee this great
slump in the price of farm products. More people have been out of
employment than ever before, Business has heen stagnant, wages re-
duced, home building delayed, mod distress notieeable on every hamd
and everywhere we torn. It has been grgued that the farmers should
produce more and thereby reduce the high cost of living. All this
asked of the farmer, and now it is time to try to do something for his
benefit. The farmer did not causa the Inerease in the high cost of
living and did not profit thereby as did many other lines of husiness,
He was asked to produce more during these tlmes and suffered an un-
reasonable loss—greater than any other business. Many of our best
farmers have been ruined financially through this depreciation in the
price of farm prodoets. The past few years the furmer has been ecom-
pelled to pay more for everything be bought to use on the farm. With
all these difienltles eonfrooting him, the farmer has, according to the
Department of Agrieulture, produced erops to the value of more than
£16,000,000,000 in 1919 and $13,000,000,000 In 1920. By this state-
ment the erop of 1920, produced at an unusually high cost, was worth
$3,000,000,000 less than the crop of 1919 and $1,000,000,000 less than
the crop of 1918, It has been difficult to obtaln help on the farm,
and for this reason and to hold down the cost of production the farmer
has in most instances been compelled to do the work himself, with the
assistance of his wife and children. Like people engaged in other
industries and in other lines of business, the people who farm are
entitled to some rest, a hollday oceasionally, and to enjoy life to the
fullest extent,

I believe that these low prices have been caused mostly by a luck of
storage warehouses and the unnecessary contraction of credits just as
the crops were belng gathered,
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The measure under consideration provides for a new expansion of
credits by the Federal Parm Loan Purean through the intermediate
credit banks, and if a system of Government warchouses were estab-
lished, as provided by this bill, the farmer would be enabled to receive
a fair price for the preducts of his toil, and his prices could not be
fixed by the gamblers in farm products. This bill would put these
pleek, well-fed, and elegantly clothed gentry out of the pernicions busi-
ness of controlling the necessities of life, They sheunld not be permitted
to &it in their elegantly furnished offices, many mileg from the farms,
and tell the producers of this country the price for which they must
gell their products. The farmer is not situated like the manufacturer,
who can pass the Increased cost of production to the consumer by add-
ing the increased cost te the prices of the manufactured articles. The
manufacturer can fix his prices to insure him a fair profit, regardless
of the cost, but not so with the farmer. He can not pass his increased
cost to the consumer, and bas but little to say about the price he
peceives for his work, While the farmer is the only producer of the
nceessities of life, he is the only bosiness man who hes nothing to say
about the price for which he sells. The prices are fixed for him when
he delivers the goods, and he is tired and worried uoder the present
geystem. While he sells for the prices offered, when he buys food and
clothing for his family he must pay the price asked. A system or
condition which permits any man, set of men, or combination of men to
arrange the price of the farmer's products is wrong, unjust, and should
be remedied.

Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of fhis committee, my purpose in ap-
pearing before you to-day and presenting this bill for your considera-
tion and calling these conditions to your atlention 1s that something
may be done for agriculture. I have outlined a plan in this bill and
will try to show you the remedy, and at least a plan that will be of
great assistance for the correction of farm priceés that have prevalled
the lust few years, out of all proportion to the vost of preduction,

During the World War the farmers were asked to plant more crops
10 supply our gallant soldiers and our allics, They responded nolly to
that call without a guestion and did much to help win the war. The
farmer did not profit as did many manufacturers aund others who fur-
nished supplies for the war, yet he furnisbed the most necessary sup-
plies, for our armies must first be fed and clothed. We were able to
furnish these supplies through the hard work and patriotic services of
our farmers.

When the farmer receives a reasonable price for what he sells and
prospers, everybody shares in that prosperity, and plenty and bappi-
ness are everywhere, [lis prosperity causes the merchant to sell more
goods, the banks to make more collections; the lawyer, the physician,
the teacher, every business and profession enjoy the prosperity of the
farmer and feel the good effects of reasonable prices. Wages for people
who work are better when tbere is prosperity on the farm, and those
who work for wages are enabled thereby to live in a more comfort-
able manper. Other busi and industries have beem fostered and
protected by the Government, and 1 hope to see this great Committes
on Agriculture recommend something beneficial for the farmer at this
wsession of Congress, The farmer, llke ofher business men, shounld
receive a fair return for his work and investment. The great ery
raised in defense of the railroads of the country is that they sbould
be given a fair return on their investment, and all reasonable people
agree that such return ghould be permitted. The same is true of the
business of farming, Business establishments, in computing their net
incomes, among other allowances, deduct the salaries paid as part of
the cost of management. If the farmer should deduct a reasonable
sum for his labor and the labor of his good wife and children he would
not have any * met income” Jeft. We have seen many methods pro-
posed and much speculation as to the proper course to adopt. During
these few years the farmers have suffered more than any other busi-
ness. We now sgee young men and women leaving the farms for the
towns and cities, and thls is not a good omen for our country. If the
farmers must continue to gell their crops at less than cost of produc-
tion, the farms will be depopulated, and much suffering will prevail,
for the farmer can not continue to produce the neceszities of life at a
loss. They love thelr families, as does any other busiuess or profes-
gional person, and desire to give their children an education and are
entitled to do so.

In the district which 1 have the honor to represent in the American
Congress we have the capital and largest city, the State university,
the Agricultural and Mechanical College, the Central State Teachers'
College, and great ofl fields. While the chief industry is agriculture,
as in other sections of the country, there are other great industries.
Oklahoma ranked sixteenth in 1920 and seventh in 1919 among the
Btates in tbe production of all crops. In 1920 she was fourth in the
production of cotton and scventh in 1921 and 1922, In 1921 she was
fourteenth in the production of corn and ffteenth in 1922, She was
fourth in the production of wheat in 1921 and elghth in 1922, In 1820
she produced 106,206,000 barrels of ofl, 114,634,000 barrels In 1921,
angd 149,671,000 barrels in 1922, or more than any other State in the
Union. In 1922 ghe produced oune-fifth of the oil of the United States
and about one-eighth of the output of the whole world, From 1907 to
1922, inclusive, she has produced 1,508,642,000 barrels of oil.

In 1922 there was a total of 296,430 tons of zine mined in the United
States. Of this amount 209,682 tons were mined in Oklahoma. During
the same year she was second among the Btates in the production of
lead. The United States Geological Survey has éstimated the total coal
supply of Oklahoma at 79,000,000,000 tons, and the Oklahoma Geolo-
gical Burvey estimated the present available supply munder present min-
ing conditions at 8,000,000,000 toms, ®She also has millions of tons of
salt, aspbalt, limestone, and granite. Cotton is the leading crop in thae
Biate in money value, and in 1920 she was eleventh In the production
of all graing, and produces more broom corn than all the other States
eombined. She produces milllons of dollars worth of milk and eream
annually, and in 1922 produced more than $30,000,000 worth of poultry
and eggs. The value of her farm crops and fruit for 1928 amounted to
$233.511,000, and her crop value for 1922 was $211,832.000.

Below is a statement on Oklahoma livestock by the Btate board of

agriculture. The table below gives detailed infermation for the past
three years: ~
Btatement of Oklahoma livestock for the past three yoars.
Oklahoma. Un‘ted States.
Livestock on Price
e | gt | P | ot | meta | P
ary 1. o 3
number. }’m value- number ;’md“u Total valve.
ary 1 ary 1.
$40.00 328, 630,000 | 18,853,000 | $69.75 [$1, 314, 997, 000
45.00 | 31,589,000 | 19,055,000 { .45 | 1343057, 009
63.00 | 48,722,000 | 19,208,000 | 4.3 | 1619 4% 809
58.00 | 19,546,000 1 5,500,000 | 85.86 472,745, 000
65.00 | 21,005,000 | 5 467,000 | 88 26 452 517, 000
BO.00 | 20,726,000 | 4,455 000 | 116,63 636, 514, (00
34.00 | 19,244,000 | 24,420,000 | 5083 | 1,240,720, 000
30.00 | 21, 840,000 | 24,082,000 | 50.67 | 1,227,480, 000
52.00 | 28,548,000 |23, 563,000 | 64.22 | 1,515, 207,000
16.80 | 22,915,000 | 41,923,000 25,67 | 1,078,163,000
17.50 | 24,888 000 | 41,550,000 | 23.78 083, 059, 000
24.40 | 33,989,000 | 41,993,000 | 3138 | 1,316, 900,000
8,80 305,000 | 37, 200, K) 7.3 279,008, 000
437 | 391,000 | 36,327,000 | 4.80 | 174,370,000
6.20 564, 000 | 37, 452, 000 6.5) | 235,945,000
B.80 | 12,820,000 | 63,424,000 { 1148 , 539, 099
8.560 | 11,339,000 | 57,834,000 | 10.08 581, 810,000
10,30 | 12,494,000 | 56,007,000 | 12.97 727, 578, 000
23,09 (103,219,000 [191, 344,000 | 26.71 | 5,111, 538,000
25,21 [112,203, 000 [184, 316,000 | 26,08 | 4,877, 283, 000
3457 (149,043, 000 (183,780,000 | 82,02 | 6,051,603 000

Caunr, H. Rosixson, Federal Statistician.
C. D, CArTER, State Statistician.

This shows some of Oklahoma’s gréatness and that all the people
there are not engaged in agriculture. This bill will stimulate business
and belp all classes, It will benefit the wheat grower of the North as
well as the cotton farmer of the South.

You have heard it said that the farmer was growing rich when he
was receiving 40 eents per pound for cotton (as was received part of
1919), $1 per bushel for corn, $2 per bushel for wheat, ete., but at this
price even he was losing money. Ile is entitled to enjoy some of the
comforts of life, for he works longer hours than any other business
man ; he is our chief wealth producer and should share in its prosperity.
For his products the farmer should receive a price that will pay rea-
sonable wages for his wife and c¢hildren who assist him with the crops;
rensonsble pay for his teams and farming implements ; rensonable allow-
ances for the depreciation of his farm tools, teams, and lands; pay
for upkeep of his land, taxes, ete.; and in addition to these allowances
he shonld have a fair margin of profit as ether busincss receives.

I guote a statement from the Memphiz Commerein] Clob a few years
ago, as that great organizaiion recegnizes the need of successful farm-
ing and good prices : * Memphis only prospers through agricultural pres-
perity. The farm bureau ls the recognition of that fact by the Memphis
merchants’ interests. Help maintain the gift of Memphis to its trade
territory, that ‘united we stand, -for divided we fall.” The Bouth’s
cotton erop averages annupally 12,000,000 bales, produced by 2,000,000
families. Average family is man and wife and three children, equals
three hands. Three bales of cotton goes to pay land rent, feed bills,
fertilizers, ete. Three bales left, or one bale for each hand, at 40 cents
per pound, or 200 per bale. This will allow each farm hand $16 per
month. The average appropriation for a pauper at the county farm Is
$25 per month, Think it over.”

Sappose an average family produces 10 bales of cotton, which is an
extraordinary production, at 40 cents per pound—we will take the
highest price received during or since the war—that would bring $2.000,
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1f he is a renter, he must pay the landlord $500, and has $1,600 for
himself and family, Figuring the work of himsell and one team at
$75 per month, which could not be done during a part of this time, we
would have $900 more in his cost of production. Then allow his wife
the same salary as a hired girl to do the housework—many wives belp
in the field in addition—and this would amount to $600 more per year,
which, added to $900, would make $1,500. The work of his children is
not connted, mor is food and eclothing for his family and feed for his
stock estimated in this statement, nor taxes, nor depreciation of his
working eapital. Where iz his profit even during high prices?

What Is true with cotton is true in the same ratio with all other
erops.

Below s a further statement from the Department of Agriculture on
the cost of producing cotton, wheat, and corn:

Cotton production costs, Bowlh Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tepas.
[Computced on average State yields.]

Average Average cost—
yield per
Years. { am'g 5 2 =
ounds o @r O
Point), | Persere. [F O EE
162 $40.78 $0.25
178 49.39 28
110 30.78 V28
131 28500 v21

Unpublished figures computed to show relative cost per acre and
per pound of producing cotton for 1919 to 1922, inclusive. Figures
have been weighted according to total acreage and average yleld per
acre in each of the four States:

Wheat production costs, 1919 to 1922, inclusive,
[Comparative costs for the State of North Dakota. From North
Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin Ne. 1635.]

A o Average cost—
yiel
Year. Bcr acre |

(bushels). | Per acre. | Per bushel.

7.5 $18. 48 $2.47

1.2 20.37 1.83

0.9 14. 08 1.43

13.5 13. 84 1.03

Corn production costs, 1922 and 1523.
[Computed on average State ylelds for Kansas, Nebraska, lowa, 111-
nofs, and Indiana.]

Avw@ Average cost—
Year. Fam
(Eﬁrshels). Per acre. | Per bushel.
34 $21.76 $0.64
Avasesassnageanbaransannneen 34 20.83 - 61

1 hereby submit a statement from Cotton News, published at Bt.
Matthews, 8. C., In the issue of November 1, 1923, showing the cost
of the 1023 cotton crop. Also an analysis of cotton prices for 25 years
as gathered by the statistical department of that great paper:

Estimated average cost production,

State, Cents.
North Carolina & 24
South Carolina 26
Georgin e L2 =88
Florida 94
Alabama - 34
Mississippl 35
Louisiana < B
Texas 25
Arkansas == 28
Tennessee - - 25 28
Oklahoma 24
BRI e o 18

United States average

The average cost of productlon for all the States was shown to be
29 cents per pound of lint cotton, bulk line:
Analysis of cotton prices for 25 years.
Cents.
1808 yleld, ‘11,256,000 bales, average price- - _______ 6 to ﬁg
1899 yleld, 9,868,000 bales, average price o eeeeao ——ee DR 1010
1003 yleld, 9.820,000 bales, average price 184 to 17
1904 yield, 13,451,000 bales, average price Tito 8
1908 yield, 13,432,000 bales, average price oo ommeeeeeeoo 0 to 10
1908 yield, 10,386,000 hales, average price 15 to 19
1911 yield, 16,109,000 hales, average price.— - ________ 9to12
1914 yield, 16,738,000 bales, average price. eeeeceeeeecan  Tito9
1016 yield, 12,664,000 bales, average price. 15 to 27

Cente.
19}9 yield, 11,326,000 bales, average price. .o erceen. 20tp43
1920 yield, 13,271,000 bales, average price 10to 13
1921 yield, 7,978,000 bales, average price 17 to 23
1922 yield, 9,729,000 bales, average price_______________ e 3T 10 B

Mr. SWANK. According to a statement by the Department of Agri-
culture of 451 records in 1920 in Missouri, Nebragka, Kausas, and Okla-
homa, the net cost per bushel of production of wheat is, in Missourl,
$2.21; Nebraska, $1.91; Kansas, $1.77; and In Oklahoma, £1.98. Thia
is the cost for winter wheat. Farmers can not raise wheat that cost
$2 per bushel to make, sell it for $1, and continue to live. No business
in the world could live in that way. We must have wheat for the
people Lo eat, but with this difference in the cost of production and the
selling price production will decrease and there will be suffering, The
farmer can not continue in his business under these conditions, and as
a Member of Congress I am urging that something be done. We all
want to see the railroads receive a reasomable profit In carrying the
products of the farm to market, for times are better and better wages
paid for all work when all liues of business prosper. Yet I know that
it would be better for the farmer, and therefore for the whole country,
if some of our other appropriations were reduced and at least $100,-
000,000, the amount asked in this blll, set aside for the purpose of
assisting In erecting warehouses as this bill provides. The enactment
of such a law would not only help the cotton grower but would render
the same assistance to all producis of the farm.

It has been estimated that there is a loss annually of move than
£70,000,000 to cotton alone as a result of permitting it to remain ex-
posed to the weather for months at a time without attention or cov-
ering of any kind, With the loss on other crops from a lack of ware-
honsing the loss in one year would be more than the appropriation
earried in this bill. Then, would it not be an economical measure to
enact into law and result in much good to our country? Some have
asked how this warchouse bill will remedy the cotton and grain situa-
tlon. 1 answer that it will save a loss of more than £70,000,000 on
cotton alome, to say nothing of other erops. It will, in addition, stim-
ulate the producers to establish cooperative selling agencies, organize
more efficiently, and thereby more directly market thelr products to the
manufacturer and congumer. Tnder thlgs bill the farmers must first
estahlish selling agencies. I believe that this warehouse bill and coap-
erative marketing assoclations will golve the problems of our present
gystem of markeling.

Agriculture is of s0 much importance that the Government should
erect warchouses under its supervislon and belp In the solution of the
farmers' problems. I think the Government should build them, but
have drawn this bill cooperatively with the States, and also with
farmers’ cooperative associations. L

Bulletin No, 887, “ The Cotton Situation,” says: “The warehousing
of cotton after ginning is very important economically. Leaving
the baled cotton exposed to the wesather results In large losses an-
nually from the rotting of the fiber. The cotton warehouse is a
place of shelter and protection from fire and theft; a place for class:
ing and assorting to meet mill requirements; and finally it is a place
where cotton may he deposited under conditions which enable the
owner to obtain money advanced upon it until such time as he may
desire to sell. Receipts of respousible warehouses are considered among
the best kinds of security.”

The warehouse bill under consideration provides that when any
State makes an appropriation for warehouses, or when any farmers'
cooperative assoclation having a selling agency makes an appropria-
tion, the Government shall duplicate such appropriation. We now have
a good roads law to the same effect so far as the appropriations are
concerned. Good roads are necessary for farmers, but not 8o neces-
sary, and will not stimulate agriculiure so much as this bill provides.
We can live and enjoy life without hard-surfaced roads, but can not
live without agriculture, It is our most important Industry, always
has been, and always shall be, and more should be done to encourage
and protect it by the Federal Government, and it shonld be done now.
Bome say that the State should not engage in the warehouse business.
As an answer to that eriticism, and as a precedent, 1 will say that
the Government built warehouses for the storage of liquor, and at the
present time, after many months of prohibition, we still have 348
liqguor warehouses in the United States, Are not cotton, eorn, wheat,
oats, wool, and other farm products about as important to provide
storage facllitics for as ligunor, and especially in time of prohibitlon?
I am sure that the gentlemen of thls committee want to assist and
promote our great agricultural interests in this couniry, and I shall
invite your careful and patient hearing to the provisions of tbis bill
under consideration.

The Becretary of Agriculture is the head of the farming activities
of the United States and is Interested in the promotion of tbis in-
dustry. The bill provides that he, the president of the board of agri-
culture of any State where the warehouses are located, and a repre-
sentative chosen by the farmers’' cooperative associations in any such
State, shall constitute the board of control. This provision will en-
courage the organization of farmers' associations, which are necessary
to the farmers' interests, and will have a wholesome effect upon the
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business of farming. The warehouses ghall be ponder the management
of the board of control, which is authorized to acquire property and
property rights for the erection of the warehouses. DProvision 1s made
for the employment of a warehonse superintendent in each Btate,
whose salary shall be paid by the State. ieveral Btates mow have
warehonse laws of some sort and employ a warehouse superintendent,
but the provisions of the State laws will work in with the provisions
of this blll

It is provided in this bill that the officlal standards of the TUnited
Btates for farm products shall be the official standards of the ware-
houses created by this bill. It is necessary that uniformr grades he
established, and not have thousands of unofficial graders, each of whom
ecan set his own standards. It Is to the best interests of the farmers
and the country that the grading be uunder the supervision of the Gov-
ernment. The fssuance of warchouse receipts is provided for, which
ghall be negotiable and in the form prescribed by the Secretary of
Agriculture. Adequate punishment is provided for any vicolation of
the provisions of the act. The loeations for the warehouses are sub-
ject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture of the United
Btates.

Rural ecredits have beéen discussed and have been a favorable theme
for orators and candidates for many years. I believe the most effective
way to provide adequate and suitable methods for rural eredits is for
provision to be made for the Government to loan money on certain
chattels as provided in this bill. If a farmr product is properly stored,
why not loan money on that warehouse reccipt, which is a most satis-
factory and safe investment? The warehouse receipts would be so
convenient, and little expense attached in recording, as is the case in
voluminous mortgages, that the local banks would be glad to loan
mouey on the receipts. In order to prevent any association which
might be formed against the system, and which might be interested in
banks, it is provided that If the local banks refuse to loan money on
the warehouse receipts, then loans shall be provided by the Federal
Farm Loan Bureau through the internrediate credit banks,

By reason of the lmportance of the agrieultural indostry, I have
provided In the bill that stored products shall be insured at actual
cosf. Some say that the Government must not go into the warehouse
business, as it leans toward socialism, but there will be a greater lean-
Ing 1+ socialism if something is not done for the farming interests of
the United States.

The hill provides that the board of control shall prescribe the fees to
be charged for the storage of farm products, and the fees shall not be
in execess of the actual cost of maintaining the warehouses. It has
been said that if the farmers want warehouses let thenr build them at
their own expense llke other business organizations. Farming is an
entirely different business to merchandising, banking, ete. One of the
greatest fizhts the farmers have had to make is to get momey with
which to finance their business. It is not organized like other busi-
nesz and more obstacles bave to be overconre, You may say, “ Let them
organize.” Organization of farmers' societies will be promoted if this
bill is enacted into law. It will encourage the farmers of the country
to greater efforts and the entire Government will prosper thereby.

Heretofore Congress has seen fit to appropriate milllons for the
nssistance of the railroads of thls country aad to guarantee them a
certain rate of profit. Of course, as has been sald, the railroads wero
taken over by the Government during the war and must be turned
hack In as good condition as when taken. The farmer's business was
also taken in charge during that time by the Government, and he was
told to plant wheat and the price was fixed. It is true that the rail-
road prices—the rates—were also fixed, but care was taken that they
recelved a reasonable return, and this is all that the farmers ask now
for themselves. In the readjustment after the war the farmers lost
miillons and ean not recover for many years. Can not Congress do
gomwething for them? But for the farmers there would be nothing for
the rallroads to transport. The rallroads and other business can re-
cover much more easily than the farmer. His cost was higher than
at any time in our history. He paid more for his tools, feed, and the
necessitles of life cost him more, Ile is certainly entitled to as much
consideratiop as the rallroads or any other line of business. No one
wis more patriotic than the farmer during the war. He planted what
the Government told him to plant and never grumbled. He has always
done his part, and this bill for his assistance only asks for a small
appropriation in comparison to the importance of hig huslness, He
has been unable to borrow money on his ecrops, and could not sell for
enongh to pay for harvesting them. On sccount of this depression in
farm produocts the sons and daughters of the farm have heen com-
pelled In many cases to remain away from school. His family 1s en-
titled to as much consideration as any others, It has been sald that
the States should bulld warehouses for these products. Why not the
different States do their road bullding? Why dees the Government
assist in this way? For the reason of the importance of roads to the
Government. In measures like this warehouse bill and our good roads
law there should be cooperation between the Government and the
States, On account of the Importance of agriculture our courts have
held that appropriations for farming associations are not unconstl-
tutional.

The Republican platformn of 1920 says; “The farmer is the back-
bone of the Natlon, The crux of the present agricultural condition
lies in prices, labor, and crcdit. The Republican Party belleves that
this condition can be improved by the ®* * * pight to form coopera-
tive associatlons for marketing their produets and protection against
discrimination.” )

The Democratlc platform of 1820 says: “ We favor such legislatlon
ag will confirm to the primary producers of the Nation the right of
collective bargaining and the right of cooperative handling and mar-
keting of the products of the workshop and the farm, and such legisla-
tlon as will facllitate the exportation of our farm products.™

These provisions of the platforms of the two great political parties
show the importance which they attach to agriculture. The farmers are
the only business men who produce the absolute mecessitics of life, and
who produce more than they consume, In the United States there are
some 6,500,000 farms and some 13,000,000 men engaged upon these
farms, but this number is fast decreasing and will so continue unless
something is done for this Industry. Many farmers bought a little
home for their familles and made a substantial payment, thinking that
their prices would be maintained to some extent and that they could
pay out, and when the * bottom dropped out " in their prices they were
compelled to forfelt their hard-earned money, Many renters have been
obliged to leave the farm and have moved to town by reason of low
prices an their production. Something must be done to stop this drift
to the cities from the farms. Men and women can not be expected to
continue to work early and late and not make expenses, 'That 1s not
dope in other classes of business. According to statisties, business
failures increase in a surprising ratio to poor pricez and reduced reve-
nue on the farm, and there is a great reduction in business failures
when the farmer receives a reasonable price for the produects of his
toll. When agriculture Is depressed the number of business failures s
more than doubled in comparison to the number of fallures when the
farmer is In reasonably good circumstances. When the farmer recelves
poeor prices business is bad, fallures many, and laboring people suffer
greatly thereby in unemployment and low wages., HEveryone enjoys the
prosperity of the farmer, and all suffer when he suffers. He not only
feeds himself and family but the rest of the world.

In comparing prices the Yearbook of the Department of Agriculture
for 1920 says:

“This means that the farmers of the United SBtates, as a whole, are
not receiving adequate returns for their efforts. Tt means also that
the very foundation of our Nution—the stability of our agriculture—is
threatened, and that everything possible must be done to prevent, or
at least to lessen, the effect of the reeurrence of conditions under which
large numbers of farmers conduct their operations at a loas. The
farmer must have, under ordinary conditions, a reasonuble prospect of
a fair return for his labor and the use of his ecapital. The science,
the art, and the business of agriculture can not thrive unless he s
sultably and profitably pald for the products of his farm—nnless he
recelves compensation sufficient to enable him to continue to produce
and to maintain for himself and his family satisfactory standards ot
living."

This same volume says:

“ We must see to it that the road between the producer and the con-
sumer 15 open and direct, and that the farmers have a free and com-
petitive market In which to dispose of their products. We must omit
no effort to improve our marketing machinery and practices and to
furnish necessary market information to the farmer so that he may
take full advantage of modern business methods in the distribution of
hig commodities. The department recognizes fully the importance of
the cooperative movement and its potentialities for good in the general
marketing scheme.”

We all know thar the farmer is not receiving an adequate price for
his work and foll. We know that he is produclng more with the
greatest cost In the history of agrienlture. We know that prices are
unreasonably depressed and should give our best efforts to find some
remedy. I think a solution can be found that will bring great relief
at least, and this LIl under consideration Is werthy the careful study
of every member of this committee. We all recognlze the great drift
from the farms to the centers of population and know that this will
not have to be kept up long until disaster will follow. We may talk
long and loud about the constitutlonality of certain proposed laws,
but what we peed now is leglslation that will rehabilitate our agrieul-
tural interests, It is true, as I have heard suggested, that we can not
legislate good crops, rain, sunshine, and industry, but we can enact
legislation that will absolutely put a stop to the fixing of prices of
products of the farm by those whose only interest i3 further depression
of farm prices. We can assist greatly the marketing system of the
farmer by providing a means for the storage of his products and the
Issuance of wareliouse receipts against these products, and thereby
relieve the threatened undermining of agriculture, as stated In the
yearbook mentioned. How else can we make good the recommendation
of the Secretary of Agriculture when he says that we must see to it
that the road between the producer and the consumer is open and
direct, and that the farmer has a free and competitive market in
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whieh to dispose of his products? These recommendatlons are ex-
actly the results that will follow the enactment of this legislation.

I quote from the report of the Joint Commission of Agricultural
Inquiry of the first session of the Sixty-seventh Congress to deter-
mine, among other things, the rause of the present condition of agri-
culture, *“ In the last 10 years the total number of mortgages on
farm lands and buildings owued by their operators has more than
doubled and has increased proportionately more than the value of the
lands and buildings. Rallroad service, like any other service or com-
modity, must be sold at a price within the reaeh of the people who
pay for it. Freight rates, therefore, must bear some relation to the
prices which it iz possible to obtain for the commodities transported.
Numerous instances were brought to the attention of the commission
in which it was shown that the tofal receipts from shipments, espe-
cially of fruits and wvegetables, were absorbed by railroad charges in
transporting them to market, leaving to the producer nothing for his
time, labor, and Investment in producing them. No industry can
survive or prosper under such conditions.”

Gentlemen of the committee, note the language of this commizsion :
* It is clear that there is an imperative necessity for the formuintion
of a deflnite pregram looking to the permanent dewvelopment of agricul-
tore, with a view of relating agricultore with the varions agencies of
distribution in such a way as to avold duplieation, waste, and loss in
the common purpose to deliver the products of the farm to the con-
sumer in the most economical and efficient way. The warehouse gystem
of the United States Is a decentralized and disintegrated system, subject
to the widest variations of regnlation of the warchonseman’s Hability
in the different States. This situation does not lend itself to systematie
marketing or orderly financing of farmers’ erops. The farmer can not
hope adequately to control the marketing of his products or to have in-
fluence in proportion to his number and impertance in the absence of
a warehouse gystem which will enable him to bold or sell his crops as
his own judgment or the judgment of the cooperative association of
which he may be a member dictates.”

Mr. Chalrman, how can be hold or sell his crops as his judgment
dietates under any warehouse system which fails to extend eredlt on
his warehouse receipts? It can not be done. When he gathers his
crops he must either borrow on his warehounse receipts or sell at once
to pay his debts, his taxes, and buy something to eat and wear. 'The
bill T am presentiug to you for your consideration now meets andeguately
all these suggestions. It will absolutely enable him to hold his prod-
ucts until he can sell on a fair market. He can store his crops and
borrow money on his warchonse receipts and not be compelled to sell
when the market is forced down. As a matter of fact, the price under
such a system can not be controlled by outside and unjust infiuences.

Secretary Wallace, of the Department of Agriculture, before the
Traffie Club of Philadelphia, Jannary 9, 1922, gaid:

“Agriculture provides the railroads with more than 20 per cent of
their total tonnage, and indirectly with asx mueh more, But for the
agricultural tonnage many of our great transportation systems would
fall.”

The report of the Becretary of Agriculture for 1921 says: * Market-
ing I8 as truly a part of productlon as is the growing of the crops, for
the crops have no value unless they can be put into the hands of those
who need them. The assembling, storing, and distributing of farm
products are productive enterprises, and those engaged in this work
require much the same economlie snd technical information as that re-
quired by farmers.” Gentlemen of the committee, if a bill gimllar to
the bill we are now econsidering were enacted into law, our officials
would not have to worry about marketing the products of the farm.
The storage would be provided and the selling done as needed and the
demand required. We all believe in organization and eooperation. Po-
litieal parties are organized among us for the purpose of promoting and
disseminating their ideas of government.

Business men and those engaged in the different professions organize
for mutual protection and assistance, and such encouragement should
be given the farmers. Organization and cooperation should be the
witchword of the farmers. In union there is strength, and no ether
organization or business need fear the organization of the farmers for
the purpose of obtaining a reasonable price for their products, becnuse
with such prices he will buy more and can pay his debts and meet all
his obligations, Nothing wounld stimulate business so much as such a
system,

The provisions of this bill will bring the producer and the consnmer
closer together. 1t will save the loss of farm products eaused by ly-
ing out in the weather. It will provide for the storage of large guan-
tities of products that can be sold to a better advantage, and will en-
eourage closer cooperation among the producers.

The produets can then be sold directly to the manufacturer and
consumer and will eliminate the middlemen and useless profits which
do not go to the farmer. There |8 no reason why the Government
ghonld not loan money on warchouse recelpts, as.provided in this bill
It is a question as to whether Congress agrees with this bill and de-
gires to assist the farmers in this manner. The appropriation is small
compared to the results to be accomplished and the many and enor-
mous appropriations for other purposes.

Fostering our agricultural Interests and the payment of good, living
wnges that workers may enjoy some of the comforts of life as well as
the necessities is8 Lhe hest bulwark against Bolshevism, which thrives
on unrest and low prices. Trices that will return a fair per cent of
profit on the investment and labor of the farmer and good wages which
will result will prevent Bolshevism from galning a hold in this coun-
try. The farmer and other workers must not be neglected. Business
of every kind will thrive with fair prices paid for farm products.

My warehouse bill (H. R. 2348) Introduced in Congress April 11,
1921, s identical with H. R. 4149, the bIll now under consideration,
except the latter provides for the loans to be made by the Federal Farm
Loan Buresu through the intermediate eredit banks, and the provisions
in H. R. 2343 for loans not exceeding B0 per cent of the value of the
products at the time of storage, and the maximum period of slx months,
are climinated in this bill,

INDORBEMENT OF H. R. 2843,

FARMERS' EDUCATIONAL AND COOPHRATIVE
Ux105 oF AMERICA, OFFICE OF PRESIDENT,
Washington, D. 0., March §, 1922,

{C. & Barrett, president, Union City, Ga.; John A. Simpson, vice presgi-

dent, Stillwater, Okla.; A. C. Davis, secretary-treasurer, Gravette,

Ark. Board of directors: George H. Bowles, chairman, Lynchburg,

Va.; J. W, Batcheller, secretary, Mission HIll, B. Dak.; John Tromble,

Beloit, Kans.; C. J. Osborne, Eleventh and Jones Streets, Omabha,

Nebr. ; J. M. Collins, Easton, Colo.)

Hon. F. B. SwWaNkK,
House of Ropresentutives, City.

My Dear Bir: I have read with interest H. R. 2343, a bill to pro-
vide that the United States of America shall build warchouses in con-
junetion with the several Btates and in cooperation with duly and
legally organized farmers' cooperative assoclations in said States, for
the storage of farm products not perishable, for the Insurnnce of said
produets while in storage, for Government loans on warchouse recelpts,
providing penalties for the violatlon of this act, making an appropria-
tion therefor, and for other purposes.

This bill meets my hearty approval, and in wmy Judgment is a most
construective measure. ‘The farmers of this country need not only a
comprehensive and far-reaching system of marketing, but they are alse
sorely in need of sufficient money for long periods of time and at a
low rate of interest. In mwy judgment your bill will assist most mate-
rially In bringing about the consummation of the end sought to be
reached by the farmers, who are the producing class of all countrles,

1 have also read with pleasure the argument made by you in de-
fense of your bill before the Committee on Agriculture of the House
on February 8, 1922, The obgervations in which yon Infulged on that
oceasion and the data presented strike me a8 unanswerable,

At your convenlence T would Hke to have a conference with you in
regard to your hill, and 1f you find where I can be of assistance in
promoting your bill please let me Eknow.

With assurances of high regard, I am,

Yery truly yours,
C. B. BARRETT,
Presidcnt Farmers’ Educational and
Cooperative Unlon of America,

Larrie Mock, Ank., August 13, 1921,
Hon. F. B. BwWANK, M, C,,
Washington, D. .

Sik: I bave examined with considerable interest your warehouse uill.
I heartily indorse it and would be glad to see it beeome a law. 1 don't
see gny reason why the Government should not make appropriations to
help agrieulture, as much 0 as the railroads. If they will appropriate
an equal amount for the agricultnre of the comntry, I am sure there
will be less complaint among the farmers. I see mo veuson . why the
Government should not guarantée a profit to the farmers as well as to
the railroads. Push your bill, and I am sure all farm organizations in
the cotton-producing States will support your measure,

Yery truly,
Geo. L. Saxps,
President State Farmers’ Union,

ENID, OKLA., January 16, w22,
Hon, F, B. BWANK,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sie: Iave carefully studied your bill, H. R. 28483, and also
your speech, and I will say that it is absolutely fine and the very
thing we want. If you are successful in getting this through, am sure
that the farmers of Oklahoma will reward you for your services,

Yours very truly,
OELAHOMA WHEAT GROWERS’ ABSOCIATION,
By Jou® MawLEY, Secretary-Treasurer,
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The annnal meetiug of the Farmers' Union of Oklahoma, August 18,
17, 18, 1921, in Oklahoma City, where there were 313 delegates pres-
ent from 40 countles, in resolutions addressed to the Oklahoma dele-
gation, among other recommendations, stated that * they vote for the
Swank warehouse bill or any similar bill."

The bill under consideration also has the following Indorsements:
Cotton Growers' Association of Wayne, Okla.; Cotton Growers' Asso-
clation of Civit, Okla,; farmers’ meeting at Foster, Okla.; general
meeting at Drake, Okla. ; cotton-growers' meeting at Washington, Okla. ;
Farmers' Union loeal, resolution from Noble, Okla.

The Muskogee County Farmers' Union, in convention May 19, 1921,
petitioned the Oklahoma delegation in Congress, among other recom-
mendations, as follows: " That they glve their solid support to the
Bwank warehouse bill.” Like resolutions were adopted by the follow-
ing Farmers' Union loecals in Oklahoma :

No. 256, MeClain County; No. 531, McIntosh County: No. 13, Coal
County ; No. 11, Le Flore County ; No. » Beminole County ; No. 315,
Mayes County; No, 1685, MeClain County ; No. 375, Payne County: No.
433, Dewey County; No. 31, Choctaw County; No. 17, Coal County;
No. ——, Seminole County ; No. 819, Pontotoe County ; No. 18, Le Flore
County; No. 340, Garvin County; No. 167, Grady County: No. 528,
Hughes County ; No. 119, Le Flore County; No. 887, Pawnee County;
No. 129, McClain County; No. 83, Coal County; No. 20, Seminole
County ; No. 527, Muskoger County; No. 491, Pottawatomie County;
No. 262, Hughes County; No. , Caddo County; No. 101, Hughes
County; No. 72, MeClain County; No. 889, Caddo County: No. 96,
Le Flore County ; No. o Coal County ; No. 451, Btephens Couuty ; No.
82, Seminole County; No, 191, Latimer County; No. 316, Choctaw
County ; No. 187, Beminole County ; No. 809, Le Flore County ; No. 294,
Choctaw County ; No, 210, McClain County ; No. 164, Seminole County ;
No.-528, Pushmataha County; No. 216, McClain County ; No. 171, Push-
mataha County; No. 466, Okfuskee County: No. 389, AMayes County
No. 117, Pottawatomie County; No. 168, Lincoln County; No. 416,
Le Flore County; No, 254, McCurtain County; No. 53, Coal County;
No. 232, Latimer County ; No. 526, McIntosh County; No. 67, Stephens
County; No. 28, Pontotoe County; No. 98, Noble County; No, 522,
Le Flore County; No. 545, Pawnee County; No. 183, Payne County;
Na, 460, Le Flore Counly; No. 514, Coal County; No. 481, Cleveland
County; No, 112, Seminole County ; No, 549, Le Flore County; No. 326,
Pawnee County ; No, 82, Hughes County ; No. 14, Coal County ; No. 550,
Le Flore County; No. 6, Lincoln County; No. 504, Seminole County;
No, 533, Jefferson County ; No. 81, Pontotoe County ; No, 381, Seminole
County : No. 283 Lincoln County; No. 209, Seminole County; No. 202,
Kiowa County; No. 85, Hughes County; No. 289, Stephens County;
No. 160, Lincoln County; No. 165, Lincoln County; No. 516, Custer
County ; No. 8564, McCurtain County; No. 346, Caddo County; No. 469,
Haskell Countly; No. 348, Dewey County; No. 825, Sesminole County:
No. 108, Seminole County; No, 243, Hughes County; No. 43, Seminole
County ; No. 169, Noble County; No. 8, Cleveland County; No. 207,
Pitt=burg County; No. 79, Payne County; No. 551, Le Flore County:
Nu. 506, Jackson County; No. 180, Seminole County; No. , Beck-
ham County; No. 411, Le Flore County ; No. 271, Pottawatomie County ;
No. 8, Okfuskee County; No. 212, MeCurtain County ; No. 203, Washita
Comnty ; No. 207, Lincoln County; No. 483, Caddo County: No. 102,
Beckham County; No. 62, Beckbam County; No. 186, Lincoln County
No. 296, Bemincole County; No. 510, Pushmataha County; No. 222,
MeCurtain County ; No. 184, Coal County; No. 429, Pontotoec County;
No. 172, Le Flore County; No. 822, MeCurtain County ; No. 111, Ste-
pheus County ; No. 247, Cleveland County ; No. 485, Coal County ; No.

20, Choctaw County; No. 178, Pushmataha County ; No. 541, Le Flore
Connty; No, 137, Le Flore County; No. 519, Latimer County ; No. 323,
Seminole County: No. 241, Pawnee County.

Mr. Swang. Oklahoma has a permissive warehouse law, and the
leglslature in 1923 passed an act * to regulate the storage, grading,
anid marketing of cotton and other nonperishable farm products.”
Among other things, this aet provides that the commissioner shall
huve power to acquire property for the warehousing of agricoltural
products by lease, and provides further that no rent shall be paid
until the operating expenses of such warehouses so leased have been
puid from the income of the warehouse so leased. An appropriation
of $15,000 wag passed to carry out this act.

The principal warehouse law of Oklahoma was approved March 26,
1624, This act provides for warehouses for the storage of all agri-
culionral, livestock, or poultry products. It provides that any farm-
ers" cooperative association, with the approval of the superintendent,
nity lease property to be used as a warehouse, No rent in excess
of 70 per cent of the income from sald warehouse shall be paid there-
for. Agrvicultural products may be stored in these warchonses by any
grower or producer, or any growers' or produocers’ marketing asso-
clation, 4

To earry out the provisions of this law the legisluture appropriated
$1,250,000 to be placed In a revolving fund to be known as the * State
wurehouse revolving fund.” The Btate board of agriculture is author-
Jzeil to invest these funds in first-mortgage bondg on local warehouse

propertles owned by any farmers’ cooperative associations orgapized as
provided by law. This investment must not exceed 50 per cent of the
appralsed value of any such warehouse property, exclusive of the value
of the land on which the warchouse is located. The board may make
simllar investments on terminal warehouses not exceeding 60 per cent
of the value of the property.

Now, T will be glad to have you gentlemen sk questions concerning
the bill.

Mr. Kixcueroe. This $100,000,000 appropristion is for the purpose
of cooperating with the State in bullding warehouses?

Mr. SwANK. Yes.

Mry KiNcnenor. After the warchouse s built, if the farmer gets a
warehouse receipt, then the law provides that he may go——

Mr. SwaNK. To the intermediate credit bank,

Mr. KiNcHELOE. To the Intermediate credit bank?

Mr. SwANK. Yes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. In section 4 you include specifically grain, baled
cotton, broom corn, wool, and any other nonperishable farm product
gunitable for storage and shipment. What is the idea of leaving out
corn and tobaceo?

Mr. Bwang. It includes corn and tobaceo,

Mr. Jouxsoxn. Isn’t fruit in cold storage nonperishable?

Mr. SwaNk. 1 do mot know how that would be considered, but it
would be determined by the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. Cuarke. ITow far bas private enterprise gone in utilizing the
funds provided for in your State?

Mr. 8waNk. Under the law I have mentioned?

Mr. CLARKE. Yes.

Mr. Swask. The bill was approved March 26, 1923, and I am not
Just sure what has been done at this tlme. One million two hundred
and fifty thousand dollirs has been appropriated.

Mr. Crarke. Don't you think if there had been any immediate need
there would have been at once some demand upon this fund?

Mr. Swaxg, There may have been,

Mr. Crapke. I think it would be interesting for the committee to
know that. 1 want to know whether through cooperation or through
the State [teelf the people in those immediate localities that are being
affected are making any effort to avail themselves of the opportunity?

Mr, KixcHeLog, Have yon any cooperative marketing system in your
Btate?

Mr. SwANK. Yes

Mr. KixCHELOE. Are they building any wareliouses?

Mr. S8waAxE. 1 do not know how many, but I know of sowme,

Mr. Kixcuerop. The reason I asked is that in my State they are
bullding them,

Mr. Swaxk. Those are the tobaceco growers?

Mr. FrLMmeR. In places where they already have warehouses, for In-
stance, like South Carolina

Mr. SwANE. Under this bill the board of control could buy such
warehouses.

Mr. FrLyser., You propose to take them over if they want to come In?

Mr. SwANE. Yes.

Mr. Fresmer. In South Carolina we have warchouses all over the
country under the State system.

Mr, RupeY, Mr. Chairmsan, some years ago, I don’t just remember
what year or what session of Congress it was, we passed three acts
in one appropriation bill. We went to the Rules Committes to get a
role to make those three acts in order. The first was the grain grading
act, the second was the warehouse act, and the third the cotton futures
act. Those were all passed In that same appropriation bill, That
wiarchouse aet provides that these private warehouses that were built
with private money might become subject to the Government and be
inspected by the Government at the request of the owner or of the
peoplée who put up the warehouse. That is the way that works.

Mr. KiNcHELOE. 1 am not famillar with that act, Tt was passed
before I came here.

. Mr. RUBREY. That was passed in 1916,

Mr. KincaerLow. Were any of those warehouses bullt with Govern-
ment money ?

Mr. Rusey. No; they were not bullt with Government funds, They
were bullt with private funds, bui they are subject to inspection by
the Government if they want to come in under Government super-
vision,

Mr., SwaANK., That is the only Federal warehouse luw we have.

Mr. Joassos. Here is what Is bothering me, Mr. SiNcrair has a
bill here which does seem to me to cover the same ground, and you
men might possibly get together and make it into ome bill.

Mr. 8waANE. I think one of the best features of Mr. SiNCLAIR'S bill i=
the provision for storage facilities,

Mr. JouxNsox. Here is what occurved to me. If this bill is similar
to the Sinclair bill, how do yon expect to get either or both of them
throngh Congress in that condition? Is not it possible to take these
two billa and make one bill out of the whole thing in some way?

Mr, S8waxg. It might be done.
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Mr. Jomxsox. So that you might be willing to support ome eor the
other of the bills?

Mr. SwaNk., Mr. Siycraw’s bill, in my judgment, will help present
conditions.

Mr. Jouxson. I simply make the suggestion. Suppose the committee
reports favorably both of these bills, There is really conflict between
them.

Mr. CLARKE. Why not put the two together?

AMr. Swaxk. The Sineclair bill provides $100,000,000 for the pur-
pose of buying and selling farm products and building warehouses as
this bill proposes to build them,

Mr. CrarkE. But does not this bill go further? It contains really an
authorization for $600,000,000%

Mr. Swank. Yes; the Sineclair bill does through the issnance of
bonds, but the appropriation asked is $100,000,000. This is a loan
which is to be paid back ultimately.

Mr, Sivcrair. This bill provides for additional funds to be raised
throngh the Farm Loan Bureau and would be practically the same plan
as my bill except I raise funds through the Federal reserve bank.

Mr. Tixcute. Mr. Swank, you kmnow that I have some sympathy
with the warebhouse proposition,

AMr. Bwaxk. Yes; you ealled my attention to a bill you introduced
when I was before the committee last February, and I read that bill

Mr, TixcHER. I notice you refer in this bill, in line 16, to the Federnl
Farm Loan Bureau, that it shall make provision for loaning money on
Federal warehouse receipts,

Mr. Swaxk. Yes.

Mr. TiNcHER. What organization is the Federal Farm Loan Bureau?

Mr. Swaxk., That s the bureau that has supervision of the inter-
mediate credit banks,

Mr. KixcHeLoE. That 1s the Federal Farm Loan Board, isn't it?

Mr. SwANK. That bureau has charge of the intermediate credit banks.

Mr. JoxEs. The Federal Farm Loan Burean was established by the
Federal Farm Loan Board.

Mr. Sixcraip, Is that the legal and official term?

Mr. Bwang. Yes.

Mr. TixcHER. Some of the most ardent supporters of the Sinclair
bill in the Iast sesslon of Congress, in response to questions of Con-
gressmen here, denied that it was the intention of the proponents of
the Sinelair bill to bufld warehouses.

AMr. SwaNg. Well, the erection of wareliouses is provided for in that bill.

Mr. 'TixcHER. They said they would be opposed to the bill.

Mr. Swaxkg. These two bills would work together.

Mr. TixcHER. Your idea is that the Government will own these ware-
houses ¥

Mr. SwWANE. The Government and the State, or the Government and
the cooperative assoclation, according to which furnishes the money.

Afr. ‘TrscHER. Have partnership warehouses?

Mr. Swaxk. Yes.

Mr, TixcHER, Some States have laws that impose a different duty on
warehousemen from laws of other States.

Mr. Swasg. Yes; I know that.

Mr. TiNcuER. Your idea is that the Government would own a halt
interest in the warchouse and that the State would decide all guestions
of responsibility, liability, and duties of warehousemen?

Mr. SwaNg. No; that would be under the control of the board for
which T provide, the head of which would be the Secretary of Agri-
culture,

Mr. Sixcrair. Wonldn't it tend to make uniform the laws con-
trolling the warehbouses in all the States?

Mr. SwaANK. It would have that effect.

Mr.-Joxes. I notice in section 5 you say the hoard sha',ll consist of
the Secretary of Agriculture, the president of the board of agriculture
in any State where such warehouses are located, and a representative
chosen by the Farmers' Cooperative Association in such State.

Mr. BwaNK. Yes,

Mr. JoNES. Do all the States have the cooperative associations allied
in such a way as would make it possible to make 2 selection?

Mr. Swaxk, 1 think they would get together for that purpose.

Mr. Joxes. Some of them do not get along together all the time,

Mr., SwaNK. They should do so.

Mr. JoNes. Yes; but they do not.

Mr. TiNCHER. Which organization would function in your State under
this bill—what organization?

Mr. BwaANK. Any legally organized farmers' cooperative association.

Mr. TIXCHER, But I am wondering which one would be the one.
Bome one of them is to name the third member. I am wondering
whether it was the Farm Labor Party.

Mr. SwANE. The bill provides for the third seleciion to be made
by the farmers' cooperative associations.

Mr. Crarg®, I believe it would fall down on account of its indefi-
niteness.

Mr. SINcrAIR, In my State the prineipal product is grain, and it
would be the North Dakota Grain Growers' Association.

Mr. CLARKE. I belleve the bill would fall as a matter of law becansa
of its indefiniteness.

Mr. SwANE. The bill is as plain as language can make it,

Mr. Joxxs. In my State there are several different farm cooperative
associations. I know of three. They would haye to bave some Process
of making a selection as a practical propesition.

Mr. Cragke. It would have to be definite and eertain.

Mr. FuLMER. In South Carolina we have the cotton association and
the tobacco associntion, both of them very large and vitally interested,

Mr. JoxeEs. We have in Texas the Farm Labor Union of Texas, the
Cotton Growers' Assoclation, the Farmers® Union——

Mr. BWAXE., They would get together and decide on a representative.

Mr. Jomxsox. Are both of you gentlemen going to Insist on both of
these bills belng passed?

My, SwANKE. I am submitting it to the committee,

Mr. JoHNS0Y. I want to help the farmer if I can.

Mr. Bwaxk, Mr. BixcLain and I have not conferred at all.

Mr. Jouxsox, 1 think you ought to iry to get a bill that we can get ]

out of here.

Alr. TiNcHER, Your idea is to benefit the farmers of the country by
the passage of a warchouse bill, such as yours would be, to effect the
more orderly marketing of the farmer's products?

Mr. SwaANK. That is what would result, and in order to better market
those products there must be a storage system.

Mr. TiNCHER. Your idea is by affording a place of storage they would
have more orderly marketing because you offer a credit relief to them.
Is it your idea to offer the farmer eredit so that he can market his
produce in an orderly manner?

Mr. BwANK. Yeg; to alford him eredit if he needs It, so he will not
be compelled to sell, whether he wants to or not, regardless of the price.
It would be to his advantage to have his products stored in large quan-
tities in one place.

Mr. CLagkE. What-limitation would you put on the question of time
and authority to sell? Is that lodged in somebody, so that there won't
be an accumulation and they won't take 80 per cent of it and let it
stay there?

Mr. SwaNK. They would sell as they desire to sell under this law.

Mr. Joxes. The creditor would probably control that; the man he
owed the money to wonld insist on payment when it came due.

Mr. Joaxsox. But the Government is the creditor under this.

Mr. JOXES. No: not as I understand it.

Mr, Swaxg., The Government would have nothing to do with it except
appropriate part of the money and supervise the administration of
the act.

Mr, TiNcHER, Here is the thing that worrles me. If we report a bill
out, it bas to be presented on the floor of the House and we would have
to explain that the reason for the Government going Into the warehouse
business was to enable the farmer to hold his produocts until he gets a
market which is orderly, and the reason for having the Government
warehonse is to afford him a place to store it; we do not offer any new
loan facilities or credit faecilitics, because you propose to put the ma-
chinery we now have into effect; and I am wondering how far that
$100,000,000 would go toward bullding these warehouses, and I am
wondering if there isn't in Oklahoma now and in every State where
they have taken advantage of it, approved warehouses under the law,
as Mr. RuBEy explained a little while ago, where they can, if they
actually have the product, store it and get the credit.

Mr. Swaxg, Take your own State of Eansas. How many Govern-
ment warehouses have you?

Mr, Tixcaer. Coming under that law, I do pot know. I want to do
anything that will help the people of my State, but I doubt if there
are many in Kansas who have farm products for sale and who
want te sell them but what can obtain all the credit they want right
now, perhaps more than 80 per cent. If a man has wheat, it Is
good collateral and he can get mouney on it; if he has corn, he can
get money on it.

My, Swaxk. Don't you think he would get more if he had a place
where the product could be stored?

Mr. Cranxe. I want to refer again to the point I made. I think
it would be peculiarly interesting to this commitiee to show that the
State of Oklahoma has already provided a fund that counld be utilized,
and just exactly what has been done by the people of your own
State toward the utilization of the instrumentalities which they bhave
at band.

Mr. SwANE. That law was approved last March., It takes some time
to get machinery of that kind into operation.

Mr. SiNcLAIR. When the good roads bill was passed there were few
States that had any good roads law. It was a hit-and-miss affalr in
all States, But they Immediately conformed to the principles and
rules laid down by the Federal Government, and with this warehouse
bill they could do the same thing.

Mr. CLArgg. There is po necessity for cooperation so far as the
States are concerned, There igs no Federal law concerned. Here is
a Btate law and an instrumentality at hand for the utilization of
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$1,250,000. Now, a year's time would be abundant time to get the
thing started, and we will then find out whether it iz belng utilized.

Mr. Swasg. I can not say whether any of these loans have yet
been made or not.

Mr. CrarkE. You conld get that information.

Mr. Swasx. Yes; but it takes some time to get the machinery
working.

Mr. KincaELoE. How does that law provide for the expenditure of
the £1,250,000% It is loaned to individuals for the purpose of build-
ing warehouses?

Mr. Bwaxk, To farmers’ cooperative associations.

Mr., Kixcesrom, Is there anything in this bfll that provides for
the apportionment of this $100,000,000 among the various States?

Mr. Bwaxk. No; except the Government duplicates an appropriation
made by any State.

Mr. KiNCHELOE. Suppose my Btate, for Instance, would come up and
want a good deal more than they are entitled to and they have the
INONEY.

Mr, 8waxg. The object of the bill, as I bave stated, is for the Gov-
ernment to duplicate what the State appropriates for that purpose.

Mr. KixcarLoR, 1 do not imagine that $200,000,000 would go very
far.

Mr. BwANK. This is for $100,000,000.

Mr. Emnwncraeroe. I know ; but the States put up $100,000,000.

Mr. Foumer. I would like to answer Mr, Clarke's question in connec-
tion with this proposition. One reason for this bill would be this: In
Seuth Carolinn, under the SBtate law last year, there was a question
whether or not the intermediate eredit banks would handle such ware-
house receipts, and the cooperative manager said he had guoite a lot of
trouble in handling the warehouse receipts in New York and wanted to
force all of these warehouses into the Federal system. Another advan-
tage of the bill wounld be that you would get Government grades, better
grades than the State grades, and that would make these receipts better
collateral, and it would be easier to secure a loan. As it is mow,
under the State systems, you do not get the proper grading and you
ean not get the loan easily, and you can not get as much as you wonld
get on the kind of receipt issued.

Mr. Vorer. Sappose under this bill 4149 the local cooperative organl-
gation appropriates $5.000 to build a warehouse. Then the United
Stotes is bound to furnish the other five thousand?

Mr. SwaxgK. Yes,

Alr. Yoicr. Where does the title in the warehouse rest?

Mr. Swaxg, Jointly in the State and the Government, or the assocla-
tion and the Government, as to which furnished the money.

Mr. Jouxsox. Does the Government lend the money under the same
conditions as the States lend #t7?

Mr. Swaxk. I do not provide for a loan. The Government and State
will appropriate a like amount of money ag is done on hard-surfaced
toads,

Mr. VoigT. Buppose in the case that I have cited, where the local
cooperative association gives §5,000 and the Government gives $5,000,
your bill does not provide anything for dividends on this $5,000 put up
by the local cooperative associntion?

Mr. SwanNg. The bill provides that the warehouses shall be operated
at cost, but that any vet earnings by the Federal Loan Burean on the
loans provided shall be used to coustruet other warehouses,

Mr. Voigr. What I am getting at is this: Do you suppose that they
will contribute $5,000 when po provision is made for any return on
the investment?

Mr. SwANK. The bill does not provide for a return of the money con-
tributed.

Mr. Ki¥cHrLOE. They wouldn’t be likely to do it under that arrange-
ment.

AMr. Swaxk, I think they would.

Mr. SiNCLaTR. It seems to me there I8 one other phase of this ware-
house bill that would have to be consldered. When youn eome to the
guestion of terminal warehouses, and that, I think, is the most im-
portant part of the whole bill, how are you going to provide for a
State to contribute its share when that State 1s Interested, perhaps,
in storing the products of a dozen diferent States? Take, for Instance,
Kansas City, which would be a terminal market for the Southwest, and
8t. Louis, Chicago, and Minneapolis. Now, is the SBtate of Missouri or
the State of Illinols or the State of Minnesota going to supply funds;
that is, 50 per cent of the funds necessary to bulld a terminal to take
care of the products of other Btates?

AMr. S8wANK. They could do that.

Mr. KiNcHELOE. But the question is, Would they do it?

« Mr, Sixcrair, Yes; wonld they do it?

Mr. Bwaxg, Well, of course, that can not be answered positively,
but that would work out all right.

Mr., KincHELOE. In other words, would the State of Missouri be
willing to contribute 50 per cent of the funds te build a terminal
warehouse to store products of the farmers of North Dakota, South
Dakota, Oklahoma, and so forth? Would any one of those States be

willing to appropriate 50 per cent of a fund to bulld a blg warehouse
for the benefit that wonld accrue to farmers of other States?

Mr, Bwaxg. They sheould be given an opportunity.

Mr. TiscuER. 1 introduced my bill at the suggestion of an organi-
zatlon interested In helping the agricultural sections, and then we had
a survey out in my State of warehouse facllities and we found they
were so adeguate, that there were so many warehouses under State
regulation and Federal regulatlion, privately owned, that 1f we con-
structed any new ones we would put those out of business and prae-
tically destroy them. Your idea here is to have them purchased?

Mr, Bwaxg, Or leased as needed when they come up to Federal re-
quirements,

Mr, JoExS0X. Isn't it possible for you and Mr. Sinclair to take these
two bills and write them into one bill that will cover the question?

Mr., SwaxK. That might be done.

Mr, SixcrAIR. The gentleman from Kansas has a bill also.

Mr. JorxsoN. Then they should all get together.

Mr. Swaxk, Mr., Chairman, I thank the committee for its patient
hearing.

SOLDIERS’ BONUS.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the bonus question. They
are my own remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the
honus question. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, this compllation shows that 38
States and Territories will benefit financially by the enactment
of a bonus measure, while 15 States and Territories will suffer
hardships.

‘The following table sets forth. I belleve, the amount the
soldier bonus will cost each State and Territory, on a basis of
$500 to each of the 3,000,000 men who served In the Army—
and this does not include those serving in the Navy, Marine
Corps, and nurses, It further shows the amount each State
and Territory will receive and the amount they will turn back
into the Treasury, based on the 1922 report of the Treasury
Department.

These -figures are not gunaranteed to be absolutely accurate,
but are, in all cases, within a few thousand dollars of the cor-
rect amount. The figures are conservative, being compiled on
a much lower basis than those given out by the actuaries of
the Treasury Department,

This table is compiled to indicate the total each State and
Territory will have to pay and which of the States would
benefit from a money standpoint and which would be injured
in the same manner. The figures clearly show that 15 States
and Territories will be called upon to pay more taxes than
their veterans would receive, and 38 States and Territories will
receive for their veterans more money than they will return
to the Treasury.

For example, New York will receive $180,493,000 and will
pay $557,140,000, or $367,647,000 more than that State will re-
ceive. Michigan receives $08,676,000 and pays $114,700,000, or
$46,023,500 more than it will receive, Pennsylvania will re-
ceive $151.944,500 and pay $195,000,000, or $43,055,500 more
than it receives. On the other hand, Missouri will receive
$66,926,500 and pay $5,000,000, benefiting to the amount of $61.-
926,500, Texas will receive $82,100,500 and pay $31,451.600,
penefiting to the amount of $50,648900. Iowa will receive
$50,000,000 and pay $13,000,000, benefiting to the amount of
$37,000,000.

Costin Amount
Amount
Number Total s?&f?:‘égz recel ved by taxes
Statesand Territortes, | OL80k | Bamusee- = 00 ™ | by State |30 that
diersin | ceivedin Trea above that e
Army. | State. Depart, | Faised by b’fm&
ment. taxation of Btate.
436 (837,743,000 | $6, 351, 791
845 972,500 155, 465
727 | 4,863,500 | 1,310,000
425 | 31,712, 500 | 3, 530, 000
676 | 59,338,000 | 78, 000,000 |.
1 105,500 |............
852 | 18,026,000 | 15,354,331
A1 | 25,875,500 | 27, 464, 800
782 | 3,591,000 | 3,239, 200
342 | 8,171,000 | 10,600, 000
790 | 17,508,000 | 9,000,000
403 | 44,746,500 | 10, 430, 000
950 | 4,475,000 | 9,000, 000
677 | 9,338,500 | 1,300,000
422 (131,711,000 (162,500, 000
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Cost in Amount
Amount i
Number | Total taxesto | toieived raised
State, 1922 by taxes
ofsol- | bonusre- by State
Btates and Territories. reh report > above that
diersin | ceivedin Tr above that recaived
2 Army. | State. eaSUIY | ‘raised by |
Depart- Yaxation by soldiers
ment. * | of Btate.
{;‘.‘ﬁ;‘““ %g,gﬁi ‘?&;ﬁ’% £30, 000, 000 1§26, 809,000 |.evurnsenene
4 34, 435, 000
Kentucky....ocoeaaeaa.| 81,323 | 40,661,500 | 18,000,
s | S | 2
] PR MR AT , 07 , 035, , 228,
Maryland..............| 48,640 | 24,320,000 | 26, 500, 000
Massachnsetts..........| 137,745 | 68,872 500 108, 333, 333
Michigan.,.....ce......| 137,333 | 68,676,500 (114,700,000 |.
T s A R
sesssmsssnans ] » * Ll ¥
M 133,853 | 66,925,500 | 5,000,000
pememoonn R AR LD
ol ¥ , 125, j
NeVAGR. .. ooooeeenene] 5,058 | 2,520,000 | 477,600
Now Jorsoge o122 110,507 | 55,253,500 | 59,090, 000
ew ) , 253, , 060, 4 ;
New M eemmeneenees] 12452 | 6,226,000 659,600 |5, 500,400 |.. ... _.....
MNew York.............| 878,086 180,403,000 |557, 140,000 |............| 367,647,000
North Carolina. ........ 75,480 | 37,743,000 | 69,640,000 |.......e.... 31,897,000
North Dakota.......... 24, 604 12,452,mu| 1,512,400 | 10,939,600 f......oonvnn
ObI0. .. oonnnnnin..]| 204,270 |102,130.500 [108.333,333 |.o\nvesssrns 6,193, 833
Oklahoma..............| 80,155 | 40,077,500 | 10,051,000 | 30,026,500 fi.....ccouen
32,656 | 16,343,000 | 10,655,000 | 5,688,000 f....0oz.on-.
303, 889 (151,944, 500 (195,000,000 |............ 43,055, 200
21, 400 | 10; 200,000 S,000 |79, 962,000 [....oeunnn.
17,510 | B, 755,000 18,600 | 8,730,400 |....eo0ennnn
19,088 | 9,533,000 | 20,312,000 |........-... 10, 779, 000
54 475 | 27,287,500 | 6,678,000 | 20,559,500 [...vennene-
78,988 494,000 | 11,953,000 | 27,531,000 [...ccvaans
100,500 | 81,451,600 | 50,648,900 |, . ..ovennnns
235,000 | 12,914,800 | 5,340,200 |........... 3
031,000 | 2,814,000 | 3,417,000 |...ccecuuian
354,500 | 26,351,000 | 11,005,500 |.cnvrcnaaans
736,500 | 15,476,000 | 8,230,500 |- .ooiian.s
£37.000 | 18,396,000 | 7,441,000 [....ocee... ;
103, 51,555,000 | 28,260,800 | 23,205,200 |-2oeuvueens
11,284 | 5,642,000 | 1,211, 4,430,100 |ooernrreerss

Three million eight hundred and sixty-two thousand eight
hundred and seventy-seven men are involved in this calcula-
tion. The total amount received by them, based on these fig-
ures, would he $1,934,988,500. Fourteen States and Territories
would have to pay $609,067,466 more than their soldiers would
receive.

INLAND WATERWAYS.

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing some remarks I
made on the poliey which the Congress should pursue in the
matter of river and harbor appropriations. They are remarks
delivered at a recent convention of the Inland Waterways Asso-
ciation at Norfolk, Va. -

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Rrcorp, I include a speech made by myself at
the Deep Waterways Convention.

The matter referred to is as follows:

BrrEcH oF Hox. Jouw J. Kinorep, MEMBER OF CONGRESS FrOM NEW
Yorg, BEFORE THE ANNUAL MEBRTING OF THE ATLANTIC DEEPER
WATERWAYS ASSOCIATION AT NORFOLE, VA., oN¥ NovEMmBER 15, 1923,

A REPLY TO THE CHARGES OF “ PORK BARREL’ IN RIVER AND HARBOR
APPROPRIATIONS—WHAT THE POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES CON-
GRESS SHOULD BE WITH HESFECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF OUR RIVERS
AND HARBORS.

There is, at least in the city which 1 in part represent in the United
States House of Representatives, and in some other sections of the
conntry, so much misapprehension or misunderstanding and misrepre-
sentation of the question of appropriations by the United States Con-
gress for the development of our rivers and harbors, and also as to the
real facts connected with appropriations and their expenditure by the
United States Government for rivers and harbors development, that
I am glad to have this opportunity as a member of the Commiftee
on Rivers and Harbors of the United Btates House of Representatives
(one of three members of that important committee from the State of
New York) of presenting to the members of the Atlantic Deeper
Waterways Association, and through this association to the publie,
gome facts In refutation of the sensational charges of * pork barrel ”
and “ cheap politics" which are often, from certain guarters, charged
against the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and the Congress, in con-
nection with this important Governmental activity.

Because, many years ago, there were less careful methods and in-
vestigation on the part of Congress than those which have existed
during the past 10 or more years, during much of which time 1

bave officially had opportiuity to observe the care with which these
appropriations were made and expended, there has arisen in the minds
of not a few the persistent notion that so-called * pork-barrel™
methods and cheap political logrolling prevailed in the formulation
and passing by Congress of the river and harbor appropriation bills.

In emphatically denying such charges, I wish to present an array
of facts to prove that a comprehensive annual program of appropria-
tions sufliclent for river and harbor development is of vital economie
amd general importance to the consumers, the shippers, the producers,
and the public of the United States.

I present these facts without regard to appropriationa for the
beneflt of any particular waterway or harbor, in any particular part
of this country, but as simply bearing on the general proposition that
there is no governmental activity more important or better safeguarded
than appropriations for this purpose. 1 present the facts for the
further purpose of proving that at this time there is no money in-
vestment that the United States Government could make that would
prove more profitable to the American people than the carrying out
of a ecomprehensive program for river and barbor development over
a long period of, say, 20 to 25 years.

The erux of this argument ig found in the fact that particularly at
this time an enormous congestion of freight has occurred and will
certainly continue to increase with the reawakening of domestic and
foreign commerce, following the adjustment of reparations and other
difficulties resulting from the World War. Even if our railways should
continue to prosper and expand, as 1 hope they will, they will at best
provide totally inadequate facilities to meet these growing needs, and
then, unfortunately, the railways may, through widespread labor strikes
and through other causes, utterly break down, as they have nearly
done in the recent past, subjecting not only our millions of shippers
and producers to huge losses, but subjecting the American people, the
helpless consumers, to actual suffering and worse through a break-
down in transportation of food and fuel and other actual necessities
of life.

But allowing the more favorable view that the raillways will not
break: down, but will build up and expand, the cost of railway trans-
portation is excessive as compared to the cost of water-borne transporta-
tion, especially with respeet to bulky and other classes of freight, as
I shall conclosively show in the subjoined tables carefully worked
out at my request under the supervision of Gen. Lansing H. Eeach,
Chief of Engineers of the War Department and consulting engineer
to the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House of Representatives,

THE APPROXIMATE COST OF 100 POUNDS OF FREIGHT SHIPPED BY WATER.
General Beach, in a letter to me, says:

“The approximate cost of 100 pounds of freight shipped by
water for any given distance, varles over a very wide range, ac-
cording to the nature of the freight, the depth of channel, the
character and efficiency of the earrier, terminal, and Interchange
facilities, ete. Considering economical movements by eatablished
carriers, the following figures of cost per ton-mile may be taken as
broadly typical. They were obtained in a recent cost study made
under the direction of the Chief of Engineers and cover all items
of cost, operating and nonoperating, including carrying charges
on investment :

-
=
=

Miss[ssipgi River, barge traffic, general cArgo- ...
Monongahela River, barge trafie, coal _______________ o
Mudson River amd New York State Barge Canal, barge

traffic, goneral cargo-_.- i
Great Lakes, steamers, package frelght—.____
Great Lakes, steamers, bulk ighters
Coastwise steamers, general eargo .- . ____________ 4
Intracoastal steamer service (through Panama Cana

eral cargo

THE APPROXIMATE COST OF 100 POUNDS SHIPPED BY RAIL.

"“The railroad costs, as distinguished from raliroad rates, are
very difficnlt to obtain without elaborate study. The best Informa-
tien avallable here indicates that the average cost per ton-mile of
freight in 1922 for 15 railroads in various parts of the country,
including all charges of every character, and making certain nec-
essary assumptions as to allocations of charges, was in the neigh-
borhood of 13 mills. Variations in the assumptions made may re-
duce this about 25 or more per cent.”

This last statement clearly shows that the average freight cost per
ton-mile on 15 railway lines—which may justly, 1 think, be taken as
an average of all the railways in the country—is about 13 mills, this
allowing warious assumptions that might reduce this somewhat.

As compared with the rallway cost of approximately 13 mills we see
by a comparison with freight cost per ton-mile on water—assuming an
average approximate freight cost on water as 3.82 mills per ton-mile—
that there is a difference of 9.17 mills per ton-mile in favor of water
transportation.

Applying these figures to the estimated miles of water over which
the estimated annual number of tons of water-borne freight is earried,
we have a difterence of hundreds of millions of dollars annually saved
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by water {ransportation, as compared with rallway frelght costs, under
the existing conditions of about 25,000 miles of rivers, canals, and
intraconstal waterways already developed and made navigable.

According to authentic fignres furnished me by the United BStates
Boanl of Army Engineers, the rivers and waterways (exclusive of
ocean waterways) of the United States have a navigable length of over
82,000 miles, compared with the 25,000 miles mentioned as having been
developed and made more or less navigable, The fall development of
the whole navigable length of our rivers and waterways wounld show a
corresponding saving in freight transportation costs of many additional
hundreds of millions of dollars annually—approximately two billions
annually.

This iz based on the estimate that water-borne freight represents, as
compared with railway freight, a saving on an average of about $1 per
ton to the consumers, shippers, and producers of the United States.

A fair estimate of tonnage that would be carried over the navigable
Jength of our rivers and harbors, were they developed fo the foll ex-
tent of their navigable length, would be over 2,000,000,000 tons, and
an average saving of $1 per ton on this tonnage would, obviously,
mean a saving of approximately $2,000,000,000 annually, and at the
gnme time would greatly help to assure our people against a food and
fuel shortage that might be caused by a breakdown or diminution in
railway transportation. This estimaled saving of approvimately
82,000,000,000 annually swould pay back te the United States Govern-
sent very quickly the entire amount of approprictions made by Con-
gress for rivers and harbors since the foundation of the Government,
the total being £109,000,000.

I give the amounts appropriated by Congress for rivers and harbors,
exclusive of appropriations for flood control, during the past 10 years,
from 1812 to 1923, inclusive, as follows:

Amounts appropriated by Congress for rivers and harbors, exclusive of
appropriations for flood control, from 1912 to 1923, inclusive.

Appr
Year. ILW by | “ated
law.
192 $26,212, 520 | 233,239,370
S.bcty-seeond CONPIOE.. o ios iy snsnvisssnmswansy lgiz ﬂ: g'ﬁ ;?}E&m’%:%
2 1914 43

Bixty-third Congress. . ccoccemecricesnnsnnnceanes ig'}g %:é%:ﬁ ﬁ’g?:%
Bixty-fourth COngress. —..oeenneraeaccnnenacss 1917 | 1agreimee | 0.
1017 27,696,150 | 27,826, 150
BIXty-Nfth CONETBss. «ocovsasnnarvrssrannassamsns 1918 10, 227,900 | 23,854, 600
1910 | 96,089,344 | 33,378, 384
Bixtygixth CODRIesS. o vivauiineinsconsarna waans|f 1020 12, 400,600 | 12,400, 000
Bixty- th Congress ;g% :%ﬁ% 'ﬁ'ﬁ’%
1923 | *37, 456,850 |® 56, 589,910

SR epmsedl iy Comitalties wu Aspropeation.

 Recommendation of Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

The amounts carried in the several bills may appear large, especially
to one not familiar with the advantages aceruing to the people of the
country from water tramsportation or who Is not eonversant with the
great demand for river and harbor Improvement growing out of the
rapid progress we are making along every line of material develop-
ment. We are all famiiar in a general way with this wonderful
growth., I wish to call attention, however, to some features of this
development, which will illustrate the point I am making. From 1902
to 1914 the population of thls eountry inecreased 27 per cent, farm
products 70 per cent, products of the mine more than 67 per cent, im-
ports of merchandise upward of 113 per cent, and exports of merchan-
dise more than 76 per cent. Similarly, and as a result of all this, a
marked Increase occurred during this period in freight tonnage, both
by rall and by water, this having increased in greater proportion since
1914, The tonnage of the railroads during the past decade grew from
1,840,394,000 tons to 1,844,977,000 tons, an Inecrease of more than
504,000,000 tons, and even if the railronds do not break down at times,
they have not and can mot meet the increasing demands made upon
them.

As bearing on the approximate cost for each mile of waterways so
far developed by the United Btates Government, I give the following
from Gen. Lansing H. Beach, Chief of United States Army Engineers:

“ No general answer can be given to this question, as the char-
acter and amount of work vary enormously. On many of the in-
‘terior rivers a falr navigation can be developed by a small amount
of snagging, On other streams expensive lock and dam projects
may be necessary. On the Ohio River, for example, which has a
length of 968 miles, the original estimate of cost is approximately
$88,800,000, which would give a cost of about £90,000 per mile,
For the Upper Mississippi—i. e., from the mouth of the Missouri to
Minneapolis, a distance of 669 miles—the estimated cost 1s $27,-
000,000, or about $40,000 per mile. For the Blark Warrior, War-
rior, and Tombigbee Rivers, extending from the headwaters of the

Black Warrlor River to the Mobfle River, a distance of 362 miles,
the estimated cost of the project is §9,897,000, or a little less than
$80,000 per mile. The costs of the projects for the streams cited
ara much above the average.”

COST OF MAINTENANCE OF EACH MILE,

As to the approximata cost of maintenance of each mile, I quote
General Beach, as follows :

*“The costs of maintenance vary as greatly as the cost of con-
struction, In some cases the maintenance costs are practically
nothing ; in other eases guite high. Any general average would be
misleading, .

“ These figures as to the approximate cost for each mile of water-
ways developed and the approximate cost of maintenance of each
mile speak for themselves as showing that the chief elements of
the cost of developing and maintaining waterways are very low
compared with the cost of constructing and maintaining railways,
and also as sghowing consequently a proportionately lower water
freight cost.”

The following data, compiled in 1913 by the State engineer and sur-

| veyor of the Btate of New York, are interesting as pertinent to the rela-

tive cost of water transportation by ocean vesesls, 100-ton barges, car .,
ships, and car floats. Cost of water transportation :

AL Ocean | 1,000-ton Car Car
lhm& vessgls, ‘n.rmas. Ehip& ﬂoats.'
............ 480
Bread 52
Draft. 18
Speed 124
Indicated horsepower. 2,200 |.
mpusty £, 600
, 000
60
5
expenses par | Dollars. .. 117
mir(coal waste, ct.c)
Tof costper y(ahovo s 830. 75
'Tntaleost rile......... 1.1025
Towmtgrm-mﬂe 0.128
Approximsate charge per - 0.74
Approximate charge per |..... 40 0.1272 5§ PRI SO
% {, (AlbmytuN%:F
(hmal oats charged e e menad it Saa mpe
ton-mile. e

The increagse of water-borne tonnage does mot ncoessarily mean an
increase of expenditures for river and harbor improvement. The
pertinent guestion is, Has there been a legitimate commercial demand
for the improvement, making the ditures n ryy? The answer
to that must be in the affirmative. There has not been a harbor de-
veloped or o river improved which has not been preceded by o demand
for the work based upon the necessities of commerce.

WASTEFUL POLICY OF CONGRESS IN NOT COMPLETING AUTHORIZED WATER-
WAY PROJECTS.

As proving conclusively the wastefulness and unbusinesslike methods
of the United States Congress in authorizing appropriations for given
waterway projects and then failing to make available sufficient appro-
priations for the full completion of such projects, I give below an offi-
cial statement from Gen. Lansing H. Beach, Chief of the United States
Board of Englneers, of the War Department, showing that millions of
dollars have been expended by the Government in uncompleted water-
way projects, many of which, because of the lack of continued appro-
priations, have proven absolutely useless and bave involved immense
losses to the Government and to the produmrs. hippers, and
of the United States:

*“ Hon. J. J. KINDRED,
“House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
# My Dear Mer. KINDRED :

*#1. In compliance with your telephone request of the 8th instant
for a statement of the amounts required to be appropriated for the
completion of existing projects, I take pleasure in inclosing here-
with four photostat coples of a tabulation prepared from the data
given in my annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923,
If you will look at the report, you will find at the end of the finan-
clal statement for each project the fizures given in this tabulatlon.

“ 2, The total expenditure of the Federal Government for the
construction, maintenance, and operation of works for the improve-
ment of rivers and harbors and all related works sinee such Im-
provements were first instituted nearly a century ago has been
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approximately $1,000,000,000. Of this amount, up to June 30,
1928, there have been spent, in round*®numbers, $385,000,000, or
about three-eighths of the total, for the improvement and main-
tenance of harbors on our Atlantie, Gulf, and Pacific coasts and in
Hawaii and Porto Rico; $15,000,000, less than 1 per cent of the
total, had been spent on coastwise channels and Intracoastal canals
along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts; $142,000,000, or one-eighth of
the total, on the connecting channels and harbors of the Great
Lakes: $445,000,000, or a little less than one-half of the total, on
our interlor rivers and lakes other than the Great Lakes, this
amount being exclusive of the amount expended for the construe-
tion of levees on the Mississippi River and for flood control on the
Sacramento River; $60,000,000, or about one-sixteenth of the total,
had been spent for levee construction on the Mississippi River and
for flood control on the Sacramento. In addition, some $20,000,000
had been expended for investigations, surveys, and contingent ex-
penses not suseeptible of classification; and another £20,000,000
for projects which have been abandoned, have proven obsolete, or
have been otherwise dropped from the reports. It is interesting to
note that nearly three-fourths of the total expenditure of $385,-
000,000 for harbors was expended on the improvement and main-
tenance of 80 of the most important ports of the United States,
Of the $445,000,000 expended on inland waterways, more than one-
half has been spent on the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers alone, this
not including some $60,000,000 expended on the levees of the Mis-
gissippi. It should be remembered that the figures given are the
total disbursements of the Federal Government on river and harbor
work and that these figures include expenditures for upkeep, main-
tenance, and operation of works extending over nearly a century
of time, as well as their capital cost.
“ Yery truly yours, LAxsING H. BEACH,

“Major General, Chief of Engineers.”

The photostat coples to which the above letter refers of a tabulation
prepared from the data given in General Beach's annual report for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, give the following figures as
representing the amounts to be appropriated hy the Government for
the eompletion of all existing projects, meaning those already au-
thorized by Congress and on which more or less large sums have been
spent by the Government. I give herewith a recapltulation of these
figures, as follows:

Secondary harbors and coastwise channels_— ... §21,023, 240
Prinecipal ast harbors_ i 97, 822, 910
Principal rivers 97, 680, 104
Lake harboreg and channels e e 9, 380, 6560
B jary rivers g 874, 200

Total WS _. 2928, 281, 164

Thus it will be seen from the above recapitulation that the Govern-
ment has invested more than $226,000,000 in incompleted river, har-
bor, and channel projects, on which vast sum the Government is not
only losing Interest but is failing to give transportation relief which
should be given by the prompt completion of all or most of these
more worthy projects,

PORK BARREL.

As bearing on the absurdity and falsity of *‘ pork-barrel™ charges,
I am indebted to my esteemed colleague, the Hon. C. A. NEWTON,
Member of Congress of the tenth Missouri (8t. Louis) congressional
district, and one of the ablest Members of the House of Representatives
and of the Committee on Rivers and Harhors, for the following per-
tinent observations on this subject :

“The charge of pork barrel has been made against the river and
harbor appropriation made by the last Congress. It has been re-
peatedly said by certain influential newspapers that Members of
Congress wasted millions of dollars upon little rivers throughout
the United States where navigation was not possible, in an effor{
to aid themselves in being reelected to Congress, but those who
make charges of this kind never undertake to give the real facts as
to the purposes of the various items of the appropriation.

“The $56,000,000 appropriation was based upon the report of
the engineers of the War Department as to the actual waterway
needs of the country, and that report set forth the names of all
the projects and designated the amount to be expended upon each
project. z

“ For instance, the principal seaport harbors of the United States
needed money for Improvement and maintenance, and for these
harbors there was allotted out of the $56,000,000, for improve-
ment $19,683,410, and for maintenance $7,375,400, making a total
for the principal harbors of the United States of $27,058,810.
These harbors included Boston Harbor, Bronx River, N. Y., Flush-
ing Bay, Jamaica Bay, New York Harbor, Coney Island Channel,
East River, Harlem River, Hudson River, Raritan Hay, Delaware
River, Wilmington Harbor, Norfolk Harbor, Va., Savannah Harbor,
Key West Harbor, Mobile Harbor, Southwest Pass, Galveston Har-

bor, Houston Ship Channel, Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco
Harbor, Columbia River at Portland, Seattle Harbor, Lake Wash-
ington SBhip Canal, and a number of other harbors of the same
character. Every item which was included in the river and har-
bor appropriation bill for the principal harbors of this country
was serntinized first by the full Board of the Army Engineers, was
pared down to the very minimum which urgent needs of the hav-
bors would stand, was scrutinized by the Rivers and Harbors Com-
mittee of the House and by the Commerce Committee of the Senate,
by men who have studied the river and harbor question and know
its waterway needs, and then was given most careful consideration
and fall debate by both branches of Congress, and after the facts
were presented the bill including these items passed the Houso by a
vote of three to one and passed the Benate by a very large majority.

“ There was allotted out of the $56,000,000 for the secondary
harbors and coastwise channels of the country for improvement
§7,860,900, and for maintenance $1,509,600, making a sum total
for this purpose allotted out of the £56,000,000 of $9,370,500.
Among the harbors classed as secondary are Beverly Harbor, Mass.,
Plymouth Harbor, Mass., FPollock Rip 8hoals, Pawecatuck River,
Bridgeport Harbor, Norwalk Harbor, Greenwich Harbor, Port
Chester Harbor, East Chester Creek, Westchester Creek, Mattituck
Harbor, ’I‘arrytuvgn Harbor, Peekskill Harbor, Rondout Harbor,
Woodbridge Creek, Mantua Creek, Chesapeake & Delaware Canal,
Potomac River at Washington, Rappahannock River, Va.,, and a
great many other deserving secondary harbors, each of which take
care of a substantial tonnage,

“Out of the $56,000,000 there was allotted for the improvement
of the Lake harbors and channels $£1,726,000, and for the main-
tenance of work heretofore done upon the harbors and channels of
the Lakes $1,450,800, making a sum total for lmprovement and
maintenance upen the Lakes of $3,176,800. Anyone with any
general information as to the amount of commerce carrled upon
the Great Lakes, who takes into account the large number of
cities situated upon these Lakes, must know that the amount
allotted for improvement and maintenance of Lake harbors is ex-
tremely conservative,

“0ut of the $56,000,000 there was allotted for the improvement
of the principal rivers of the United States $138,726.000, and for
the maintenance of work heretofore done upen these rivers $2.249,-
000, making the sum total for the prineipal rivers of the United
Btates of £15,975,000. These rivers comprise the Hudson, the
Mississippi, the Missourl below EKansas City, the Cumberland, the
Tennessee, the Ohio, the Monongahela, Fox River, Wis., Illinois
River, and Sacramento River, Calif. Every single item allotted
to the principal rivers wus scrutinized and reduced to the minimum
by the full Board of the Army Engineers, was again scrutinized by
the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House and by the Com-
merce Committee of the Senate, and was exhaustively debated and
considered by both the House and the Senate.

“We come now to the item which certain influential newspapers
and magazines have used as an excuse for the charge of pork bar-
rel. I have seen many severe criticisms of the river and harbor
bill on the ground that it spent millions of dollars for pork barrel,
but I have not yet seen one single critieism which undertook to
polnt out a single jtem in the bill as an illustration of an appro-
priation for pork-barrel purposes; I have not seen a single eriti-
clsm which even undertook to specify the amount allotted out of
the $356,000,000 for the Improvement of all the so-called little
rivers throughout the United States. These rivers are classed by
the engineers as secondary rivers. The report of the Army Ingl-
neers who Keep a tabulation upon the amount of commerce passing
over each river In the country shows that there was carried upon
these so-called little rivers throughout the United States last year
a little more than 5,000,000 tons of freight, with a saving to the
ghipper in excess of §1 per ton, There was allotted out of the
£56,000,000 appropriated for rivers and harbors for the improve-
ment of all the so-called little rivers throughout the United States '
a sum total of $£181,820, and if the eritics of the river and harbor
bill can point out a single project upon which this money is being
expended which is not a meritorious project they will render to
the engineers of the War Department, to the Rivers and Harbors
Committee of the House, and to the Congress of the United States
a great service.”

The development of the country along the rivers has made their |
{mprovement & necessity, while the increase in the dimensions and
draft of ocean-going ecraft, in obedience to an inexorable law of
economies, has made it necessary to also increase the dimensions of
harbor channels on our Lake shores, seaboard rivers, and seacoust.
This growth in the dimensions and draft of vessels has not been
confined to the immediate past, but has been going on for many
decades, and is likely to continue for many more. But I would like
to emphasize this increase—the regularity of its growth. Half a

century ago an ocean-going vessel of more than 300 feet in length,
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or more than 40 feet in width, was not in existence. The bulk of
the Atlantie Ocean traffic was then carried on In ships drawing less
than 20 feet of water, with not a single vessel at that time exceed-
ing 24 feet in draft, while to-day we have vessels more than 900 feet
fong and several more than 38 feet in draft.

The cost of a comprehensive, systematic program of river and har-
bor development, extending over 20 to 25 years, is a pertinent question.
Of course, it is difficult for us to determine now, or for anyone to say
just what the future cost will be, and yet I believe that unless we are
to embark upon some wild scheme of waterway improvement not con-
nected—or, if connected at all, very remotely—with legitimate river
and harbor work—I say, unless we are to embark upon some such
wild scheme, I believe it is possible to approximate within reasonable
bounds the cost of river and harbor improvement that will fully de-
velop all our harbors and the full navigable lengths of our rivers
and waterways in this country within the next 25 years. Of course,
if we enter upon other works, having no direct or necessary relation
to the real needs of commerce and navigation, there is no telling
where we will land.

It is true that there are propositions advanced, some of them now
before Congress advocated and supported by men of national repute,
the adoption and the carrying out of which, it is said by competent
engineers, would cost billions of dollars. But assuming that we are
to pursue a safe and sane policy, such as we have been pursulng for
the past several decades, then I believe it is easy, or at least it is
not very difficult, to approximate within reasonable limits what the
Government will be called upon to expend in this direction in the
near future—say, In the next 20 years or guarter of a century.

Under this plan providing for : systematlie, comprehensive coordl-
nated development of our navigable waterways we will furnish the
couniry and its commerce more than 32,000 miles of inland waterways,
rivers, canals, intracoastal channels, besides more than 300 harbors,
large and small, the whole making the grandest system of navigabla
waterways in the world and accommodating perhaps more than
2,000,000,000 tons of commerce in addition to the billions of tonnage
that will continue to tax the utmost capacity of our railroads.

We have been, as already stated, repald many times over for the
money we have expended on our navigable waterways since the
Republle began. Now consider, Mr. Chairman, that not a single
river or harbor in its. natural state would have been capable of
accommodating modern commerce, and that many of them even now can
not fully meet modern commercial requirements, and it is easy to
appreclate the great benefits that have accrued and will continne to
accrue to the people by reason of reasonable systematic appropriations
for thls great work against which there has, from the lobbying
railroad Interests and from certdin powerful newspapers and other
influential sources, been a steady and unjustifiable propaganda of oppe-
sition and criticism unless the proposed waterway improvement di-
rectly and favorably affected thelr private interests.

As a full reply to these unfounded charges that river and harbor
appropriations by Congress are * pork-barrel " appropriations and as
Justifying my plea to Congress for a comprehengive systematic plan of
annual appropriations I am gratified that since the foregoing address
was delivered by me at the Norfolk, Va., meeting of the Atlantle
Deeper Waterways Convention, President Coolidge in his address before
Congress December 6, 1923, fully answers all charges of * pork bLarrel "
in this connection by indorsing a comprehensive national program of
annual congressional appropriations for rivers and harbors develop-
ment. I quote In part from President Coolidge's address to Congress
on this subject:

“The time has come to resume in a moderate way the opening of
our intracoastal waterways; the control of flood waters of the
Mississippl and of the Colorado Rivers; the improvement of the
waterways from the Great Lakes toward the Gulf of Mexico; and
the development of the great power and navigation project of the
St. Lawrence River, for which efforts are now being made to
secure the necessary treaty with Canada, These projects can not
all be undertaken at once, but all should have the immedlate con-
gideration of the Congress and be adopted as fast as plans can be
matured and the necessary funds become available. This is not
incompatible with economy, for their nature does not require so
much a public expenditure as a capital investment which will be
reproductive, as evidenced by the marked increase in revénue from
the Panama Canal. Upon these projects depends much future in-
dustrial and agricultural progress. They represent the protection
of large areas from flood and the addition of a great amount of
cheap power and cheap freight by use of navigation.”

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the House do now ad-
journ.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and
52 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, Jan-
uary 22, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon.

LXV—=80

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

202. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
a copy of letter from the Commissioner of Pensions dated Jan-
uary 16, 1924, together with a copy of the report of the Board
of Actuarles; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

208. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United
States, transmitting report of use by the Navy Department of
public moneys, proceeds of sales of Government property, to pay
certain expenses, including salaries of civilian employees, of a
board created without authority of law therefor (H. Doe. No.
157) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be
printed.

204. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a plan
for the development of Muscle Shoals presented jointly by the
Tennessee Electric Power Co., the Memphis Power & Light Co.,,
and the Alabama Power Co. (H. Doc. No. 158) ; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

205. A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations for
the Smithsonian Institution for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1924, $1,500, and for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, $6,000,
for an additional assistant secretary of the Smithsonian Insti-
tation, amounting in all to $7,500 (H. Doc. No. 159) ; to the
Committee on appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. LEA of California: Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce. H. R. 1475. A bill for the relief of Luke
Ratigan; with an amendment (Rept. No. 72). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: Committee on Claims. H. R. 8183.
A bill for the relief of Rush O. Fellows; without amendment
(Rept. No. 78). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr, McREYNOLDS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 4647. A
bill for the relief of the Underwood Typewriter Co. and Frank
P. Trott; without amendment (Rept. No. 74). Referred to the
Commitfee of the Whole House.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma: Committee on Claims. H. R.
5448. A bill for the relief of Clifford W. Seibel and Frank A.
Vestal ; without amendment (Rept. No. 75). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under claunse 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

The bill (H. R. 2099) granting a pension to Lelia Cox; Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

The bill (H. R. 2127) granting a pension to Eliza Coslett;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Ellen L. Curran;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred fo the
Committee on Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 2404) granting an increase of pension to
Francis M. Coats; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. .

The bill (H. R. 2734) granting a pension to Viola Loe; Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

The bill (H. I. 3067) granting a pension to Mary Lord Harri-
son; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 3139) granting a pension to Harriet Smith;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 8531) granting a pension to Catherine Ahern;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

The bill (H. R. 3495) granting a pension to Alice Hadsell
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

The bill (H. R. 3496) granting a pension to Elizabeth Tice;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.
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The bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Lydia Bedortha;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

The bill (H. R. 3404) granting a pension to Mary E. McGill;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
niltree on Invalid Penslons.

The bill (1. . 8491) granting a pension to Addie Peck;
Committee on Penslons discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invidid Pensicns,

The bill (H. R. 3492) granting a pension to Julia Mefzger;
Committee on Pengions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invaiid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

}y Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R, 5833) relating to as-
guring compensation for accidental injuries or death of em-
ployees in certnin oecupations in the District of Columbia; to
the Commiftee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5836) to amend an
act entitled “An act fo promote the safety of employees and
travelers upon railronds by compelling common carriers engaged
in interstate commerce to equip their locometives with safe
and suitable boilers and appurtenances thereto,” approved Feb-
ruary 17, 1911, as amended March 4, 1915, and June 26, 1918;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Dy Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R, 5837) to amend the act
entitled “An act authorizing the Director of the Census to col-
leet and publish statisties of cotton,” approved July 22, 1912;
to the Committee on the Census.

By Mr. BYRINS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5838) to amend
sgeetion 8 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for
the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June' 30,
1923, and for other purposes,” approved June 18, 1922; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5830) to reimburse officers, soldlers, and
clvilian employees of the Army and thefr families and depend-
ents for losses sustained as a result of the hurricane which
oecurred in Texas August 16, 17, and 18, 1915; to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 5840) to provide for the
paving of the Vicksburg National Cemetery Road at Vieks-
burg, Miss.; to the Committee on Mllitary Affairs.

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 5841) to reduce night
work in post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Tost Roads.

DBy Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 5842) authorizing the De-
partment of Agriculture to fssue semimonthly cotton-crop re-
ports and providing for their publication simultaneously with
the ginning reports of the Department of Commerce; to the
Coemmittee on Agriculture.

Dy Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 5843) to authorize the Presi-
dent, in certain eases, to modify visé requirements; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 5844) to amend an act en-
titled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classified
civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920;
to the Committee on the Civil Service. =

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 5845) to amend section
2 of an act entitled “An act fo regulate the sale of viruses,
gerums, toxins, and analogous products in the District of Co-
lumbia, to regulate interstate traffic in said articles, and for
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1902 ; to the Committee on the
Distrief of Columbia. .

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 0846) to
authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to establish for farm
products uniform standards of classifleation, an inspection serv-
ice, and a market news service, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agricunlfure.

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5847) for
the purchase of the Lake Drummond (Dismal Swamp) Canal;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5848) to create a Pribilof
Islands fund and to provide for the disposition of surplus reve-
nue from the Pribilof Islands, Alaska, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. Mr. McLEOD : A bill (H. R. 5840) authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to sell the United States marine hospital
reservation and improvements thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to
acquire a suitable site in the same locality and to erect thereon
a modern hospital for the treatment of beneficiarles of the
United States Public Health Service, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 5850) to repeal an act entitled
“An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy,
and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917,-and for
other purpeses; to the Cowmmittee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. HAMMER: A bill (FI. R. 5851) fo authorize the
building of a bridge across the Peedee River in North Carolina
between Anson and Richmond Counties; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. I. 5852) to enlarge and ex-
tend the post-office building at New Castle, Pa.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Bulldings and Grounds.

By Mr. MeNULTY: A bill (H. R. 5853) to increase the
limit of cost of the United Sfates post office at Bayonne, N. J.+
te the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 5354) for the erection of a
Federal building at Texas City, Tex.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5835) to
fix the salaries of officers and members of the Metropolitan
police force and the fire department of the District of Co-
lombia; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. LITTLE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 147) propos-
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States:
to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 148) grant-
ing permission for the erection of a monument to symholize
the national game of baseball ; to the Committee on the Liorary.

By Mr. DYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14%) amending
the Chipa trade act, 1922, and the revenue act of 1921; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 154) for the immedinte considera-
ﬁo? of H. I. 1, the antilynching bill; to the Committee on

ules, .

By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: Resolution (H. Res. 135)
requesting information from the Attorney General regarding
special attorneys appointed during the year 1923, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

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

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 5836) granting a pension to
Margaret E. Dotson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns.

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R, 5857) granting a pension to
Belle Thompson Alfer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRAND of Georgla: A bill (H. R. 5858) granting a
pension to Diele D. Fowler; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 5859) granting a pension to
Bernice McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5860) granting a pension to Jesse T. S,
Neighbor; to the Committee on Pensions

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 5861) providing for the mak-
ing of a survey and completing plan and estimate of cost for
regulating the stream flow and controlling the flood waters of
the North Branch of the Susquehanna River; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of
pension to Henry C. Pate; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 58063) granting an increase of pension to
Walter B, Tarver; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5864) granting an increase of
pension to James H. Palmer; to the Committee on Penslons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) granting a pension to August
Bohlender; to the Commifttee on Pensions.

Also, a Bbill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension to Josephine
Holmes; to the Committes on Pensions.

Also, a bil (H. R. 5867) granting a pension to Carrle M.
Zumwalt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 56868) granting an increase of pension to
Nathan P. Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of the estate of Leavitt
Grimes; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. It. 5870) for the relief of Lee Martin; to the
Committee on Claims, \

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H, R, 5871) authorizing the Secretary

of War to donate to the town of Windsor, Conn., one German °

cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. It. 5872) for the relief of
James Augustine Gagan; to the Committee on Claims.

_Also; a bill (H. R. 5873) for the relief of John F. Cassidy;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 5874) for the relief of Thomas K. Kelley ;
to the Committee on Claims.
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By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5875) granting
a pension to Charles Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Lofton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Lewis Derry;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HADLEY : A bift (H. R. 5878) granting a pension to
Josephine Gerard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUDSPETH : A bill (H. R. 5879) granting a pension
to William H. Park; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5880) granting a pension to James Holll-
man ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 5881) granting a pension to
Barbara E. Baker; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R, 5882) for the relief of William
D. Nicholas; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 5883) to make a pre-
liminary survey of Pond River in Kentucky with the view to the
control of its floods; to the Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 5884) granting a pension to
Laura Birkhiemer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Annie S.
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. LINEBERGER : A bill (H. R. 5886) granting a pen-
sion to Evelyn A. Stump; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) for the relief of Albert H. Magoffin ;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5888) granting a pen-
gion to Susan Brunaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R, 5889) for the relief of the
Great Lakes Engineering Works; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5890) to refund to Clinton G. Edgar income
tax erroneously and illegally collected; to the Committee on
Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 5891) for the relief of Vincent Kolencik;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 5892) granting an increase
of pension to Nancy J. Lance; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5893) granting a pension to Tabitha E.
Isbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Francis 8.
Gooding ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5895) granting a pension to Abram Jones;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 5806) granting an increase
of pension to Harriet E. Larimore ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting a pension to Huldah B.
Hall ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to
Rachel H. Kendall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) granting an increase of pension to
Jerusha E. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5800) granting
a pension to Mary M. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) granting a pension to Seeger Steven-
son ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. O'SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R, 5302) to correct the mili-
tary record of John P. Daley; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5903) granting a pension to
Emily J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5904) granting a pension to Robert Irwin;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5903) granting an increase
of pension to Sarah A. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. . 5906) granting a pen-
gion to Esther Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 5907) granting a pension to
Clara A, McCarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5908) granting aun increase of pension to
Sarah A. Smith; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) granting an increase of pension to
Emily French; fto the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to
Nancy E. Alward ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5911) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Blanchard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5912) granting a pension to Mary Under-
wood ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Catherine
Crow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5914) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah J. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5915) granting an increase of pension to
Elenor J, Valen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 5916) granting a pension to
Nancy Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BHREVE: A bill (H. R. 5917) granting a pension to
Willard H, Shedd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H, R. 5918) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Garno; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) granting a pension to David Graff;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5920) granting an increase of pension to
Alice Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to
Ellen E. Johnson; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) granting an increase of pension to
Jennie E. Nelson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Elsie M. Pool;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) granting an increase of pension to
Ann Starkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 5925) granting an increase
glf pension to Lewis M. Stevenson; to the Commiitee on Pen-

Ons,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5926) granting
a pension to Fred J. Nelson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5927) granting
an increase of pension to Sallie Musick; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H, R. 5928) granting an in-
crease of pension to Hannah Bailey; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) granting a pension to Nathan B. H.
Gardner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5930) granting
an increase of pension to Amos E. Albritton; to the Commitiea
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5931) granting an increase of pension to
Lottie Frailey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r

Also, a bill (H. R. 5932) granting an increase of pension to
Mary E. Sutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5933) granting an increase of pension to
Nancy A. Cotterel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

665. By Mr. BLOOM : Petition of B. A. Larger, general secre-
tary United Garment Workers of America, representing 25,000
clothing workers in the State of New “ork, indorsing House
bill 4123 ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

666. By Mr. BURTON: Petition signed by 715 residents of
the city of Cleveland, requesting support of the measure now
pending before Congress to amend the Volstead Act by permit-
ting the manufacture and sale of beer and light wines; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, ;

667. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of the Central States Group
of the Investment Bankers Association of America and sundry
citizens of Illinois, favoring the plan of the Secretary of the
Treasury for tax reduction, and particularly that the surtax
be 25 per cent for the maximum; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

668. Also, petitions of the Railway Mail Association, Chicago
branch, and George F. Bell, of Lostant, Ill.,, chairman of the
county board of La Salle County, Ill., favoring House bills
705 and 4213, for relief of postal employees; to the Committea
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

669, Also, petitions of the Strand Theater, of Mendota, Il1.,
and the Apollo Theater, of Belvidere, 111, for repeal of the tax
on theater admissions; fo the Committee on Ways and Means.

670, By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of Massachusetis Fish and
Game Protective Association, Boston, Mass,, supporting every
wige effort to protect the public right in public waters of the
State; to the Committee on Agriculture.

671. Also, petition of the American Legion, Department of
Massachusetts, Boston, Mass,, urging the enactment into law of
an adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

672, Also, petition of treasurer and general manager of the
Boot & Shoe Recorder Publisher Co,, Boston, Mass., favoring an
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jncrease of salaries being granted to postal employees; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

073. Also, petition of the Massachusetts Federation of
Churches, Boston, Mass., favoring the principle of the Dyer
antilynching bill ; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

¢74. By Mr. HUDSPETH : Petition of Kiwanis Club, of El
Paso, Tex., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

675. By Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania : Petition of Department
of Penmsylvania, American Legion, protesting against the re-
duction of appropriations for the maintenance of the Navy;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

676. Also, petition of Pennsylvania Department of the Ameri-
can Legion, at the fifth annual convention, indorsing an early
enactment of a universal service law ; to the Committee on Mili-
tary AMlairs.

677. Also, petition of Pennsylvania Department of American
TLegion, at the fifth annual convention, urging cooperation of
State and Federal Governments in establishing universal physl-
cal education for school children; to the Committee on Edu-
cation.

678. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of the postal employees of
Erie, Pa., urging substantial readjustment in postal sularies
and retirement annuities; also readjustment of system of
handling parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Itoads. A

679. By Mr. SPEAKS: Papers to accompany House bill 5701,
granting a pension to Florence M. A. Goodspeed; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

680. Also, papers In support of House bill 9842, Fifty-second
Congress, second session, for the correction of the record of
James A. Smith, deceased, and papers in support of House bill
3803, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, granting a pension to
Eliza A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

G581, Also, papers to accompany House bill 5669, granting a
pension to Elizabeth Botimer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. s ]

682. Also, papers to accompany House bill 5698, granting a
pension to Ida V. Dilts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

6%3. Also, papers to accompany House bill 6700, granting a
pension to Elizabeth Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

SENATE.
Tuespay, January 22, 1924.

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D, D., offered the following
prayer:

O God, Thou hast been our refuge and strength, an ever
present help in every time of trouble. Thou art always ready
to assist those who come to Thee with humble and contrite
hearts. Thy mercles are manifold. We would recognize our
dependence upon Thee and so realize our opportunities that we
may live to Thy glory, seeking constantly the highest welfare
of Thy kingdom and the blessing and prosperity of our country.
We ask in Jesus' name. Amen, ]

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following

communication :
TUNiTEp BTATES BENATE,

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D, C,, January 22, 192},
To the Senate:

Belng temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. Georar H.
Mosps, a Senator from the State of New Hampshire, to perform the
duties of the Chair during this legislative day.

ALBERT B. CUMMINS,
A President pro tempore,

Mr. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer for
the day. =

THE JOURNAL,

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester-
day’s proceedings when, on request of Mr. Curris and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved. y

CALL OF THE ROLL.
Mr. CURTIS, Mr. President, 1 suggest the absence of a

quorum,
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses). The Secretary
will ecall the roll

The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the follow-
Ing Senators answered to their names:

Adams Ernst La Follette Robingon
Ashurst Fernald Lodge Sheppurd
Ball Ferris MeKellar Shiclds
Bayard Fess McKinley Shipstead
Brandegea Fletcher McLean Simmons
Brookhart Frazier MeNar Smith

Bruce George Mayfid Smoopt
Bursum Greene Moses Spencer
Cameron Hale Neely Btanley
Capper Harreld Norbeck Btephens
Caraway Harrls Norris Sterling
Colt Harrison Oddie Swanson
Copeland Heflin Overman Trammell
Couzens Howell Owen Wadsworth
Curtls Johnson, Calif. Pepper Whalsh, Mass,
Dale Johnson, Minn Phipps Walsh, Mont.
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Warren -
Dill Jones, Wash. Ransdell Watson
Edge King Reed, Mo. Willis
Edwarda Lardd Reed, Pa,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-nine Senators have
answered to their names. There is a gquornm present.

MESSAGE YROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed without amendment the following Senate bills:

S. 2. An act granting a franking privilege to Florence Kling
Harding ;

8. 160. An act authorizing the State of Georgia to construct
a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, between the States
of Georgia and Alabamna, at or near Fort Gaines, Ga;

8. 484. An act to extend the time for the completion of
the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River, be-
tween the States of Oregon and Washington, at or within 2
miles westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon;

S. 627. An act to authorize the National Society United
States Daughters of 1812 to place a bronze tablet on the
Francis Scott Key Bridge;

8. 801. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
construction, maintenance, and operation by the Valley Trans-

fer Railway Co. its successors and assigns, of a bridge across’

huilie Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ramsey Counties,
nn;

S. 1367. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman County,
S. Dak; and .

8. 1868. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River between Walworth County and Corson
County, S. Dak.

The message also announced that the House had passed
the following bills, In which It requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H. R. 657. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
boards of supervisors of Rankin and Madison Countles, Miss,
to construct a bridge across the Pearl River in the State of
Mississippi ;

H. R. 2878. An act to authorize the sale of lands allotted
to Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1833;

H. R. 8265. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
between the Boroughs of Brooklyn and Queens, in the city
and State of New York;

H. R. 3679, An act to authorize the bullding of a bridge
across the Peedee River in South Carolina;

H. R. 3680. An act authorizing the bullding of a bridge across
Kingston Lake at Conway, 8. C.;

H. R. 3681. An act to authorize the building of a bridge
across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina;

H. R. 4796. An act to extend the time of the Hudson River
Qonnecting Railroad Corporation for the completion of its
bridge across the Hudson River, in the State of New York;

H. R. 4121. An act to extend the provisions of certain laws
to the Territory of Hawail; and

H. R. 5196. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
construction of a bridge sacross the Rio Grande.

REPORT OF DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munlication from the secretary of the Smithsonian Institution,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the twenty-sixth annual report
of the National Soclety of the Daughters of the American Revo-
lution, for the period March 1, 1922, to March 1, 1923, which was
referred to the Committee on Printing.
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