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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SIXTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS 

. FIRST SESSION. 0 83 8'1 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 15, 1924. 

(Legislative day of Friday, March 14, 1994.) 

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

· l\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

TlJe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CURTIS in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Adams Fess Ladd 
Ball Fletcher Lodge 
Bayard Frazier McKellar 
Borah George McKinley 
Brandegee Gerry McNary 
Broussard Glass Mayfield 
Bursum Gooding Neely 
Cameron Hale Norris 
Cap(Je1· Barreld Oddie 
Caraway Harris Overman 
Colt Harrison • Owen 
Couzens Howell Phipps 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. Pittman 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Ralston 
Dill Kendrick Ransdell 
Ernst Keyes Reed, ~fo. 
Fenis King Reed, Pa. 

Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Stephens 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
'V~rren 
Weller 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The Chair announces that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART], the Senator from Washr 
ington [Mr. JO'. ES], the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
MosEs], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. ASHURST], and the 
Senator from Montana [l\1r. WHEELER] are engaged in a com­
mittee hearing. Sixty-se\en Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS-CONFERENCE REPORT. 
l\lr. SMOOT. l\ir. President, I ask leave to submit a confer­

ence report or:. House bill 5078, the Interior Department appro­
priation bill. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. The Senator does not desire to take it up 
for consideration at this time? 

l\1r. Sl\IOOT. If it leads to any lengthy discussion I shall 
not press it unduly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will say that a Senator who can not be 
on the floor just at this moment asked that it be not taken up 
in his absence. I refer to the Senator from Arizona LMr. 
ASHURST] who will be here in a few minutes. He is now en­
gaged on the busine s of the Senate outside the Chamber in a 
committee hearing. The report can be submitted and lie upon 
the table to be taken up later. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will withdraw my request for the present and 
submit the report later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah with­
draws his request. 

SUPPLE~IENTAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\fr. JONES of Washington in 
the chair) laid before the Senate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplemental 
estimate of appropriation pertaining to the legislative estab­
lishment, fiscal year 1924, contingent expenses, United States 
Senate, for payment of expenses incurred by the Sergeant at 
Arms of the Senate on account of attendance of Senators at 
the funeral of the late President, Warren G. Harding, $5,000; 
for purchase of furniture, $5,000, in total amount $10,000, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. ( S. Doc. No. 65.) 

He also laid before the S~nate a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a supplemental esti­
mate of appropriation pertaining to the legislative establish-

LXV--267 

ment, fiscal year 1924, maintenance, Senate Office Building, for 
an extension of a freight elevator to the attic story of the 
Senate Office Building, including a new pent house, wiring, and 
new concrete floor in the entire attic story of this building, 
also one new revolving door on the ground floor at the south" 
west corner of the building, $23,5G8, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. ( S. 
Doc. No. 66.) 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
1\lr. W .A.RREN presented a telegram in the nature of a petition 

of the Lions Club of Rawlins, Wyo., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Capper truth in fabric bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

l\Ir. FLEr.rCHEil pre ented a petition of members of the Mil­
ton Women's Club, of l\filton, Fla., praying for the passage of 
legislation creating a Federal department of education, \Yhich 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colum­
bus, Ohio, praying an amendment to the Constitution regulating 
child labor, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of members of Pride of Colum­
bus Council, No. 207, Daughters of America, of Columbus, Ohio., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Johnson selecti\e 
immigration bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the lodges of the S. 
N. P. J. (fraternal organi~~ation of Yugoslav people), of 
Cleveland and Neff, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
selective immigration legislation, and especially against the 
proposal to register, photograph, and finger-pr int immigrants, 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CAPPER presented the petition of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Crawford County, Kans., praying for the 
passage of legislation authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer certain materials, machinery, and equipment to the 
Department of Agriculture for road building purposes, which 
was referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newton, 
Kans., praying for the passage of legislation creating a Federal 
department of education, which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newton, 
Kans., remonstrating against the participation of the United 
States in the League of Nations or the Permanent Court of 
International Justice, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Saffordville 
and Newton, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Johnson selective immigration bill, which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of L. C. Weeks, as local secre­
tary of the Federated Shop Crafts and of the Brotherhood 
Railway Carmen of America, of Osawatomie, Kans., praying 
for a repeal of the so-called Esch-Cummins transportation act, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of the 
Kansas City Southern Railway Co., of Pittsburg, Kans., remon­
strating against amendment of the transportation act of 1920, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

l\:lr. FESS presented a resolution adopted by the Ohio Horti­
cultural Society, at Columbus, Ohio, favoring the passage of 
the so-called Purnell bill, relative to more complete endow­
ment of agricultural experiment stations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution of the Springfield (Ohio)" 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of the so-ca lled 
Lucretia Mott amendment to the Constitution, providing tha~ 
men and women shall have equal rights throughout the United 
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States and all territory subject to its jurisdiction, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He al o presented a petition of sundry citizens of Orrville, 
Ohio, praying for the pa sage of the so-called Brookhart-Hull 
bill, requiring that all strictly military supplies be manufac­
tured in Government-owned navy yards and arsenals, etc., 
'Which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the Trades and Labor Coun­
cil of Lima and of teachers of the public schools of Delphos, 
both in the State of Ohio, favoring the restriction of the traffic 
in narcotics, which were referrE;!d to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; 

He also presented a resolution of the A,}rron (Ohio) Bar 
Association, favoring the passage of legislation exempting from 
taxation $5,000 of personal income, which was referred to the 
C,ornmittee on Finance. 

RILLS INTRODUCED. 

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

By Mr. HARRELD: 
A bill (S. 2838) to provide for expenditure of tribal funds of 

Indians for construction, repair, and rental of agency build· 
ings, and related purposes ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 
A bill ( S. 2839) for the relief o~ George Turner ; to the Com· 

mittee on Foreign Relations. 
By Mr. SPENCER : 
A bill ( S. 2840) for the relief of C. C. Carson ; to the Com· 

mittee on Claims. 
By l\fr. FLETCHER: 
A bill (S. 2841) for the relief of Wesley l\lathisf to the Oom· 

mittee on l\lilitary Affairs. 
By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill (S. 2842) to provide for compulsory school atumdance, 

l\Ir. NORRIS, from tbe Committee on Agriculture and For- for the taking of a school census in the District of Columbia, 
estry, to which were referred the following bills, reported them and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
severally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: Columbia. 

REPORTS OF CO:MMITTEES. 

A bill (S. 2146) to amend section 84 of the Penal Code of A bill (S. 2843) to enable persons in the United States to 
the United States (Rept. No. 256) ; engage in cooperative purchasing, for importation into the 

A bill ( S. 2147) to complete the construction of the Willow United States, of raw commodities which are produced princi-· 
Creek ranger station, Montana (Rept. No. 257) ; pally in foreign countries; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill ( S. 2148) to empower certain officers, agents, or em- E 
ployees of the Department of Agriculture to administer and . M SSA.GE FROM THE HOUSE •• 
take oaths, affirmations, and affidavits in certain cases (Rept. 

1

• A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Cha!· 
iNo 258) . fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 

A bill '< S. 2149) to facilitate and simplify the work · of the bills of the following titles, in which it requested the concur­
Forest Service United States Department of Agriculture and rence of the Senate: 
to promote ref~restation (Rept. No. 259) ; ' H. R. ~426. A:n act gran.~ng pensions and increase of pensions 

A bill (S. 2150) to authorize arrests by officers and employees to certarn soldie~s and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
of the Department of Agriculture in certain cases and to and certain so:d1ers and sailors. of wars o~her than the Civil 
amend section 62 of the act of 1\.Iarch 4 1909 entitled "An act War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; 
to codify revise and amend the pen~l la~s of the United H. R. 6941. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
State " (nept. No. 260) ; to. certain soldiers and s~ilors of the .Civil War .and certain 

A bill (S. 2151) to increase the subsistence and per diem widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said 
allowances of certain officers and employees of the Department war; 
of Agriculture (Ilept. No. 261) ; . Ii:. R. 7449. An act making appropriations to supply deficien-

A bill ( S. 2164) to repeal that part of an act entitled "An cies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
act making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture 30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro­
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912," approved l\Iarch 4, priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19"24, and for other 
l!Hl, relating to the admission of tick-infested cattle from purposes; 
Mexico into Texas (Rept. No. 262) ; H. Il. 7783. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 

A bill ( s. 2316) to allow credit in the accounts of A. w. to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
Smith (Rept. No. 263) ; and and certain. soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 

A bill ( s. 2711) for the relief of the Pitt River Power Co. War and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; and 
(Rept. No. 264). H. ·R. 7816. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 

Mr. HAilRELD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
which were referred the following bills, reported them each widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: war. 

A bill (S. 1174) authorizing the ~ecretary of the Interior to 
consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine claims of certain 
members of the Sioux Nation of Indians for damages occa­
sioned by the destruction of their horses (Rept. No. 265) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 4161) authorizing the Commissioner of In­
dian Af'l.'airs to acquire necessary rights of way across private 
lands, by purchase or condemnation proceedings, needed in 
constructing a spillway and drainage ditch to lower and main­
tain the level of Lake Andes, in South Dakota (Rept. No. 266). 

l\lr. BALL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 655) to provide for a 
tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments and sub­
mitted a report (No. 267) thereon. 

Mr. DILL, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
to which was referred tbe joint resolution ( S. J. Iles. 64) to 
change the name of" :Mount Rainier" to "Mount Tacoma," and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment and sub­
mitted a report (No. 268) thereon. 

ENROLLED BII,L PRESENTED. 

l\Jr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re­
ported that on yesterday they presented to the President the 
enrolled bill ( S. 684) to authorize the coinage of. 50-cent pieces 
in commemoration of the commencement on June 18, 1923, of 
the work of carving on Stone Mountain, 1n the State of Georgia, 
a monument to the valor of the soldiers of the South, which 
was the inspiration of their sons and daughters and grand­
sons and granddaughters in the Spanish-American and World 
,Wars, and in memory of Warren G. Harding, President of the 
United States of America, in whose administration the work 
.was begun . 

EN!WLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7039) to 
amend section 72 of chapter 23, printing act approved January 
12, 1895, relative to the allotment of public documents. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the following joint resolution and act: 

On March 12, 1924 : 
S. J. Res. 57. Joint Resolution authorizing the erection on pub­

lic grounds in the District of Columbia of a statue by Jose Clara 
personifying "Serenity." 

On March 14, 1924: 
S. 2014. An act to authorize the Park-Wood Lumber Co. to con~ 

struct two bridges across the United States Canal which con- • 
nects Apalachicola River and St. Andrews Bay, Fla. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

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

H. R. 7449. An act making appropriations to supply defi­
ciencies in certain app'I"opriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1924, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro­
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

H. R. 6426. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
Wal', and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. Il. 6941. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to· certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 'Var and certain 
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· widows and dependent children of soldlers and sallo.rs of said 
war; 

H. R. 7783. An act granting pensions and in.crease of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, 
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; and 

H. R. 7816. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said 
war; to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF DATE OF INAUGURATION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 22) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the 
commencement of the terms of President and Vice President 
and Members of Congress, and fixing the time of the assembling 
of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (ML Cmns 1n the chair). 
The question is upon the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. liAB.Rrs}. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I move to amend the amend­
ment offered by the Senator from Georgia by striking out in 
line 3 the word " six " and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
"four," so that the amendment as amended would read: 

The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United 
States of America. He shall hold hif! office during the t~rm of four 
years; and no person hereafter elected shall be eligible to reelection_. 

I desire to say just a w.ord on the amendment. I have 
been impressed by the arguments that have been made, -par­
ticularly by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH], to the effect that six years is too long a time for 
which to elect an Executive, particularly if it should develop 
that a serious mistake had been made by the people in that 
choice. It seems to me that fom: years is a sufficiently long 
term. 

I have also ~een impressed by arguments tha.t have been 
urged by various Senators that it is a misfortune to the 
country that the Executive of any party is. bGund inevitably 
by the exigencies of party politics to give more or less o.f 
his attention during his first term to the matter of his re­
election. I believe in the long run the country would get 
better service if we should make the President ineligible foi; 
a second term and con.fine his ten1t to four years. It seems 
to me that is a sufficiently long time to enable a Chief Ex­
ecutive fairly to work; out tbe policies which he bas p.romised 
to work out, and if it develops that the people were ,not 
satisfied with those policies they ought to have the right. to 
change at the end of four years rather than at the end of a 
longer period such as six yeai·s. By adopting the amend~ 
ment which I suggest to the amendment proposed by the Sen­
ator from Georgia we would get the advantage of having an 
Executive chosen for a definite term with definite knowledge 
beforehand that he could not be a candidate for i·eelection. 
He must then know that whatever record be mal<;es be. must 
make within the four years. 

l\Ir. RODINSON. .l\fr. President, will the. Senator. from Ohio 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from .AJ.·kansas? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas .. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, of course, there is much 

which can be ·said hoth in favo:u of and against the proposal 
to limit public officers to one term, but what is the distinction, 
in the opinion of the Senator from Ohi-0, proper to be made 
between the terms of executive officers and the terms of legis­
lative officers? If executive officers should be denied the privi­
leg<! of being reelected, if they should be limited to a single 
term, why should not the same principle be applied to mem­
bers of the legislative branch of the Government? 

I take it that the principal purpose of denying an executive 
officer the right to succeed himself is to i.-emove him from the 
temptation of acting in the performance of his duty in a way 
to incur public favor. If it is right and proper that an execu­
tirn officer should be removed from influences which tend to 
make him conform to""ard public sentiment in the performance 
of his duties, why is not the same principle applicable,. for in­
stance, to l\Iembers of Congress, to tllose who serve in the 
legislative department? Is not the argument which can legiti­
mately be advanced in. favor of single terms for executive 
officers quite as strong, if not stronger, in favor of single terms 
for legislative officers? 

When the whole argm:nent has been summed up, is it desir.­
able that eithec e:x:ecutive or legislative ofhcer.s should be 

placed abov~ or· below the reasonaMe influenaes will.ch ar~ 
exented en both executive, and legislative servants of the peo­
ple naturally arising from what they believe to be the state 
of public opinion as it relates to the performance of their 
respective duties? In a Government. such as ours, where all 
authority rests :finally upon mature public opinion, do we desire 
to say that the ~ublic officers shall be pla£ed in a position 
where indifference to public sentiment shall be premiumized? 
I think it worth while to remember that it might be subversive 
of the public interest to plac.e eithe-r legislative or executive 
officers in a position where they would naturaly be indifferent 
to the influences which gave them power. 

I know there has been. in progress throughout the country 
during rec.ent months a campaign of education or propaga.ntla­
you may name it whichever- you please-in favor of a single 
term of six years for the President. So far as my information 
goes, it is based solely on the theory that the Chief Executive, 
out of a desire to succeed himself in o.ffi{!e, might render de­
cisions and take action which would be subversive of the 
pul>lic interest, and that if we should remove him fro:r;n. that 
motive there would naturally result a temperament and a 
disposition which would make the Ex:e<rotive always conform 
to his convictions of the public interest, uninfluenced by llis 
own ambitions. Every Executive, however, in the natural 
course, beeomes surrounded by powerful and designing in­
:tluences. I do not need to recall te the Senate instances where 
the Chief Executive has been regarded as subject to unofficial 
infiuences of men in private life. When the ai·gument is 
summed up, I believe it will be found that the condition is 
better U.nder the present system than it wonld be under the pro­
posed system, where either Executive or legislative officers 
would be independent of the influences that gave them tfieir 
power and position. 

l\Ir. WILLIS- Mr. President, I think the observation of 
the Senatou from Arkansas are pertinent and proper, and, as 
his observations al ways are, they are well. worthy of most 
careful consideration. It seems to me, however, that the argu­
ment which the Senator has so ingeniously and ably made is 
directe€l at the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia 
[l\Ir. liARRrs] rather than to the amendment to the amendment 
wliich L have proposed. 

Mi:. ROBINSON. That is entirely true. 
Mr. WILLIS. I think, however, the Senator's questions, a.re 

perfectly pro:ver. and fa.,ir, and I wish oo ans.wen them as best 
I can. 

In the first place-, I think there, is a vast difference between 
the execution and administration of laws on the one hand arul 
the enactment of laws on the other hand . . 

I think I can see several very good r.easons why it might be 
desirable to limit the term of the Ex:eentlve that would not 
be applicable at all to the case of a Representa.Uve in Con­
gress or a Senator. I think the President occupies a rela­
tienship to the people, an{} ought to occupy a relationship to 
the people, quite different from that which obtains between a 
Representative or a Senator on the one hand and the people on 
the other.. The people gene-rally look t-0 the Chie:fl Executive 
as tbe personification of national sovereignty. It will be re· 
membered by those familiar with the gEeat classic of the his­
tory of government, Guizot's History of Civilization, that he 
points out that the Executive is. in a sense the· personification 
of the sovereignty of the people, and that is w.hy all of us, 
no matte~ what the· stress of party contest or bHte1·ness may 
be. have n respect fo.r the office entirely scrparate and apart 
from the personality of the itldividual who temporarily ha-'.;)­
pens to occupy it. Because that is true, because the Executive 
is the personification, in a sense, of the sovereignty of the 

, Nation, I believe that in the long run the people will get bet­
ter service and the Executive himself will be in a position to 
hn.ve his service better understood if it is kn(}wn beforehand 
that he can not be a candidate for reelection. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. WILLIS. I yield. 
::\Ir. BORAH. l\Ir. President, the argument of the Senator, 

it seems to me, is answered by :recurring to two or three par­
ticu.Iar- crises in American history when it would have been 
almost disasb.·ous if the people had not been permitted to re­
elect such men as Washington and Lincoln. Tbat is particu­
larly true with reference to Lincoln. It i'S said,. and I imagine 
it is. true, that some friends of Lincoln came to Washington 
from_ Springfield, Ill., prior to the commencement of the cam­
paign in 1864 and went to a Member of the Honse and asked 
him to introuuce them to Lincoln friends in the Hbuse and 
the Senate;· that they were natw·ally aruti.ous about his politi.-
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cal future, and were desirous of getting in touch with them. 
'I'he gentleman to whom they spoke took them over and in­
troduced them to a Representative from Illinois, and said that 
if Lincoln bad any other friends in the House he did not know 
who they were. It is a notorious fact that what we might call 
the "organization," or the leaders of the party, were prac­
tically unanimous against Lincoln's renomination; but the 
people thought otherwise and, as usual, they were ahead of 
their leaders. I think it would have been a clisaster if he bad 
not been reelected. It was almost a uisaster when he was 
us~a ·sinated, and it would have been worse if he hall not 
boon reelected. ' 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Pre ident, I think the Senator from Idaho 
is qui.te correct in the observation that it would have been an 
uns1)eakable calamity if President Lincoln had not been re­
elected, but, on the other hand, if we should atlopt the amend­
ment of the Senator from Georgia witllout the amendment 
which I am now proposing it would have been an equally un­
speakable calamity, speaking with great respect to the then 
Chief ExecutiYe-it would have been a calamity imlesc:ril>able 
if the predece~ sor of Mr. Lincoln had had two more years 
in \Yl1ich to serve. 'rhat, to me, is the answer, or an answer 
to tlte argument jn favor of a six-year term. I quite agree 
that it would have been a tremendous misfortune if President 
Lincoln had not been reelected or if President Washington 
had not been reelected, and yet I can easily conceiYe of circum­
srnnces in which it might be a calamity if a President were 
reelected. We have to work out those things according to the 
doctrine of chance. 

?!fr. BORAH. That is true, but I think there is a difference 
bet\veen denying the people the right to exercise their ju<lgment 
and relying upon that judgment when they do exereise it. I do 
not think there is a great deal of danger after a President has 
been in office for four years if he submits himself again to the 
eleetorate and the electorate appro¥es of him. There is not a 
great deal of danger in that reelection. Does the Senator 
tll ;nk there is? 

)fT. WILLIS. No. Frankly, I say I do not think there is a 
grent deal of danger in that respect; I agree with the Senator 
as to that. 

l\lr. BORAH. If we believe in representatiYe goyernment, 
il i:s fundamental that the ultimate judgment of the people 
rnu~t be the basis of our faith. There is just one feature of the 
situation which is disturbing to me, and if I knew how to con­
trol it I should be glad to do so. I uo think that Presidents 
ordinarily dm-ote too much time during the first four years to 
tlle effort to be reelected for a second term. 

~Ir. WILLIS. Undoubtedly. 
)fr. HARRELD. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohiq 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
-:\Ir. WILLIS. I yield. 
)lr. HA.RRELD. I should like to ask the Senator from Idaho 

this question: Suppose that after Ur. Lincoln had been re­
nominated the will of the leaders to whom the Senator referred 
a:;; heing oppo ec.1 to him had prevailed and l\Ir. LincGln had been 
defeated, can the Senator not conceiye that there might have 
been complications arising from that which would have been 
arnided if it had been known from the beginning that he would 
not succood himself, thereby affording an opporunity to pro­
yi(te against that contingency? 

)fr. BORAH. Well, no; 1 think the disaster which would 
han.• resulted would have been the same whether the leaders 
hatl prevailed or whether the Constitution had made it impos­
sible. We would have been deprived of Lincoln in either case, 
and it would have beell' a disaster. 

::.\Ir. HARRELD. I think that is true. 
Mr. BORAH. But there is one thing about the leaders in 

American politics-that after they find out what the people 
really want, they generally accede to it. 

)fr. HARRELD. That is true. 
lir. WILLIS. l\Ir. President, I want to suggest one other 

thing for the consideration of the able Senator from Idaho, 
and tllat is this: The adoption of this amendment, in my judg­
ment, woulu make out of the Presidency an office that is more 
directly the servant of the people and very much less an office 
that is devoted to political leadership. As long as you hav.e it 
in tbe Constitution so provided that the President is eligible 
for reelection it is absolutely inevitable that be will be looked 
upon as, and to some extent he will be, a leader of his party, 
Political considerations are going to have large effect. On the 
other hand, if you provide in the fundamental law that the 
Chief Executive can not be reelected, you have very largely 
remoYed him from the influence of mere political considerations 
and have brought him face to face with the sense of his respon-

sibility to the people. He knows that, politically, when he is 
elected to the Presidency his career is fini hed and whatever 
4e is to accomplish for the benefit of his co~try he must 
accomplish in the four years. I think it will place the Presi­
dency upon a higher level and will bring to any man who is 
elevated to that great office a greater sense of his responsibility 
to the people. 

l\.fr. BORAH. Certainly you would not want the President 
to cease playing politics and have the Senate playing politics· 
so we ought to limit the service of Senators to one term also. ' 

Mr. WILLIS. That might be desirable, but I think it is 
unwise to undertake to doctor all the different departments of 
the Government at once. 

Mr. BORAH. So we will begin with the other fellow's de­
partment. 

Mr. WILLIS. We will begin with the proposition that is 
before us. 

Here is ~mother consitleration: I submit this without any 
reference to tlie turbulent times through which we have re­
cently passed in this body and perhaps in which we are. I am 
not thinking particularly about that, though it affords an illus­
tration. I have never known of any Presitlent of the United 
States whose motives were very seriously misjudged. 

Going back no further than the administration of President 
WiL<son-and I can speak of that very freely, because I chance 
to belong to the opposite party-we cQuld multiply illu trations 
where undoubtedly the motives of the President ''ere misunder­
stood. It was said that he did thus and so because he was shap­
ing affairs . o that be and his party"might win in the next election. 
Sens_ible and throughful men can give numerous illustrations 
of that sort of thing, and I have no doubt that that has been 
true of every President we have ever had. I think no doubt it 
is true Jn the instant case that the motiYe of the Chief Execu­
tive are misunderstood aml misinterpreted. I do· not complain 
about that. It is one of the things that is inevitable in politics, 
because we are looking all the time to the next election; but 
if there were a provision in the fundamental Jaw that the Chief 
E~ecutive should be elected for four years, and four years only, 
then 11.e would be looked upon as he ought to b&, as the repre­
sentative of the sovereignty of the Nation and not as a political 
leader. 

I therefore belieYe that the amendment I have suggested 
ought to be adopted, so that this prnposed amendment will pro­
vide for a four-year term instead of a six years, and then that 
the President shall be ineligible for reelection. 

l\Ir. DILL. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OF'FICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Wasllington? 
Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from Wa hington. 
Mr. DILL. I think the Senator has finished his remarks on 

that phase of the matter; and if so, I desire to· ask him a 
question. 

The purpose o.f this amendment, as I take it, is to change the 
date of inauguration and the ending of the terms of Members 
of Congress, so that we will not have a "lame-duck" situation 
in the United States in the future. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the purpose of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] ; yes. 

Mr. DILL. That being the purpose, does the Senator think 
it is a wise thing to do to mix: with that purpose. the que tion 
of how long a President shall serve? In other words, waving 
aside the arguments for or against a single teri;n, if the Senator 
is for the amendment as it now stands, does he not think it 
endangers the ratification of the amendment to put into it an­
other proposition, and one that is entirely di.tterent, namely, 
the length of time that a man can be President? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I think that, i a very proper 
question, too ; and if I had my way about it, I quite agree w·ith 
the Sena tor from Washington that I should rather consider the 
propositions separately. We have to deal, however, with things 
as they come before us. Here is an amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS], and the Senate is 
bountl to vote upon it. Since it is before us, I can see no ob­
jection to acting upon the matter now, and therefore I I.lave 
offered my amendment. 

Mr. DILL. I want to say to· the Senator that I shall vote 
against this amendment and the amendment of the Senator 
from Georga also, because I do not want to mix the two propo-
sitions. -

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to appeal to the Sen­
ator from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] to withdraw his amendment, 
regardless of the merits of the amendment to it offered by the 
Senator from Ohio [1\1.r. WILLIS]; and it is immaterial, as I 
look at it, whether the latter amendment is agreed to or not. 
I should like to have the amendment offered by the Senator 
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from Georgja defeated, for the reasons that were so well 
stated by the Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL]. I am not 
sure but that upon full debate and discussion I should vote 
for tbe Senator's amendment. The Senator, however, ought 
to see now, immediately when it is suggested, what a contro­
versy of opinion arises at once as to whether that ought 
to be put in the Constitution. If that amendment should be 
put on the one I have proposed, it would couple with a propo­
sition that has but little or no opposition one that would lead 
to endless controversy, and might bring about the defeat 
of the whole thing. 

I appeal to the Senator from Georgia, under tbe circum­
stances, to withdraw his amendment. If a vote is taken on it, 
his amendment will not get the support of many Senators who 
are in favor of it. so that it would be an injustice even to the 
amendment to make the record that we are about to make. I 
do not want to vote against it myself, but I should have to 
vote against it. I should plead with the Members of the 
i;;enate, the friends of the original joint resolution that has 
been reported from the committee and ls before us now, if 
tbey want that idea enacted into law and want the legislatures 
to approve it, not to couple with it another proposition upon 
which prooably the people are practically equally divided. 

It seems to me, under the circumstances, that the Senator 
from Georgia ought to withdraw his amendment. 

l\Ir. FESS. l\lr. President, I think with some sympathy of 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS], but it strikes me that this is a very important pro­
posal. It is one about which I have thought for many years. 
T11is is the first time in my experience that it has ever come 
before a legislative body in a form where we can vote for or 
against it, and for that reason I should like to have just a 
moment to consider it, whatever may be the attitude of the 
Senator from Georgia [l\Ir. HARfils] as to withdrawing it. 

I have listened to the comment for and against the amend­
ment. I am thoroughly convinced that this is not a matter 
that is impulsive, not a matter that bas come without long 
consideration, that we ought to write into the organic law the 
ineligibility for reelection of the Chief Executive. 

I fully appreciate the one outstanding objection that was 
raised a moment ago by the Senator froin Idaho [Mr. Bon.AH], 
in which he referred to the possible danger of failure to reelect 
in the midst of war, speaking especially of the reelection of 
Lincoln in 1864. I admit that that is a contingency that might 
arise, but it is not very apt to embarrass us greatly. I admit 
that in the progress of a great conflict, where the entire policy 
has been under the direction of an Executive, the change of 
that Executive in the midst of it might present some danger. 
I also recognize the argument of Hamilton that was made in 
the Constitutional Convention, and later in his argument 1n 
the Federalist, that reeligibility is an invitation to do a real 
service and is a suggestion against doing anything that might 
meet with the disapproval of the public. All of those items 
I have thought of at other times, but I d-0 not believe that they 
overbalance the value of w1iting the ineligibility for reelection 
into the Constitution. 

In the first place,. the President must be, in the nature of 
our institutions, the party leader. It does not mean that he 
wants to be; it means that he must inentably be the party 
leader. I know, as other Members sitting here know, that our 
late President would not have turned over his hand for a 
reelection. Those of you who knew him as well as some of us 
did, who have talked over matters with him as we did, know 
that what he was compelled to do that appeared to be directed 
by e<>nsiderations of party welfare was not so much of his 
cboiee as it was by reason of his being the head of the Nation 
and the head of a political party. In· other words, this re­
quirement of being a party leader is not necessarily from 
choice; it is from the stress of the situation. A man at the 
head of the Nation in a country like ours, which is party 
governed, could not, i! he wanted to, free himself from the 
obligations of party leadership; and the President of the 
United States, under the stress of party leadership, is com­
pelled to devote most of his time not so much to issues of 
statesmanship as to the party interests. I repeat that that 
grows out of our organization, and I am convinced that it is 
better for the country, and especially better for the incumbent, 
that the length of his service should be definitely fixed and that 
there should be an inhibition to his succeeding himself, not so 
much because his conduct would not warrant it but because it 
is not for the welfare of the Government that it should be done. 

I think f.our years is too short a period, I would say to my 
colleague from Ohio. Six years would be too long for a bad 
man, as would four years be too long for a bad man. Under 
our system of government we are not apt to ele.ct as the head 

of the Nation a man who would prove to be a detriment to 
the Nation ; and if we assume- that the length of time should 
be shorter, or even fixed, because of that danger-, then four 
years would be just as objectionable, or in a degree it would 
be, as six. Four years is not time enough for an Executive to 
out~e a well-defined, constructive policy. That is too short 
a time. Even at the present time, when a President standing 
for reelection is defeated, there is a period of time from the 
election until the end of his term which is absolutely useless 
so far as constructive legislation goes, for an Executive who 
is. a candidate and is not elected to succeed himself is wholly 
without confidence and without spirit. That is a period of 
time that is almost an interregnum; that is without any force 
whatever. Ineligibility would correct this situation. It strikes 
me that four years is too short; six years will not be too long, 
and the provision as to ineligibility is of so great value to re­
lieve the country from too much partisanship and at the same 
time relieve the President from the oppressive demands of 
party leaders which are so weighty that no man can bear up 
under the details which require him to devote most of his first 
term to looking after his election for a second term. All of 
these things strongly argue to me that we should make the 
President ineligible, but not limit the term to a shorter period 
than six years. 

The provisions throughout many of the· States limiting the 
governors to one term ha:ve not shown that such a practice is 
dangerous. The terms are not short where the governor is 
limited to one term. Where there is a provision for a succes­
sion of terms the terms will be short. In my own State the 
governor's term is for two years. one election is always sug­
gestive of a second election, provided the governer can get 
the approval of the people. Therefore four yeai·s as a rule is 
the limit in Ohio, although we have had two case's where th~re 
were three terms instead of two. So in practice we have four 
yeai·s in two terms. I do not see that there would be any 
danger in making that four years in one term and makino- the 
incumbent ineligible to election to sueceed himself. 

0 

The same is true in Pennsylvania and is true in a great 
many other States. I do not think any State whkh has a pro­
vision making the incumbent of the office ineligible and limit­
ing him to one term, has found that there is any in~onvenience 
or danger connected with that practice, and for the same rea on 
I think such a practice would be of valne in our Federal Gov­
ernment. 

As Senators know, It has been the practice for Presidents to 
stand for reelection, or renomination, for the Presidency. The 
first President of this Republic served two terms. While it is 
true that the second President had only one term, be was a 
candidate for election to a second term. Likewise the third 
fourth, and fifth Presidents served for two terms. The sixth 
President served only one term. Jackson served two terms. 
Then for a long period the rule was only one term, but Senators 
will note that, beginning with the Civil War, the rule became 
two terms. Lincoln served two terms, and Grant two terms. 
True, Hayes served only one term, but in the campaign, in his 
letter of acceptance, Hayes announced that he would not stand 
for a see<>nd term and was against the practice of a President 
succeeding himself. But not so with other Presidents who 
were alive at the time the first term expired. In other words, 
since the Civil War the practice has been for a President to 
seek a second term. While not every one has been reelected, 
almost every President has stood as a candidate for a second 
term. In practice, therefore, we have eight years as the tenure 
of the presidential office. Eight years is not too much. But 
it involves the exigencies of reelection with all the confusion 
and liab-ility incident to it. Six years woul-d be better, espe­
cially if we limit it to one term. I am e<>nvineed that the 
better plan, judged by publie welfare as well as integrity of 
leadership, argues strongly for one term of six years and in­
eligibility to a reelection. 

So, Sena.tors, whatever be the attitude of the Senator from 
Georgia [l\Ir. HAR.n.1s] about withdrawing his amendment, I 
hope the time will come when the Congress will favorably con­
sider making. the term o-f the presidential office six years and 
making the President ineligible for reelection. I am for the 
joint resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Ur. 
N01m1s] proposing a constitutional amendment fixing the com­
mencement of the term of President and the time of assembling 
Congress. I will vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia to this joint resolution, and if it is not agreed to at 
this time I hope further consideration will be given to the 
subject at some time when we can have fuller consideration 
and secure a vote in. the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HARRISON obtained tl1e floor. 
l\Ir. SPENCER. Mr. President--
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis­
sissippi yield to the Senator from l\Iissouri? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield, if the Senator wants to make a 
request. 

l\Ir. SPENCER. If the Senator will yield to me for a mo­
ment I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD 
the ~ddress of ex-Secretary of the Navy Denby which was 
delirnred at Detroit yesterday, nnd following it--

1\lr. REED of Missouri. I object. 
l\lr. HARRISON. It has already been placed in the RECORD, 

I tl1ink. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection iS made. The Sen­

a tor f rorn l\Iississippi has the floor. 
l\1r. SPENCER. The Senator from 1\Iississippi yielded to 

me. I thank him. 
1\Ir. HARRISON. I made no objection to the Senator's 

reque t. 
l\Ir. SPENCFJR. I know the Senator did not. 
Mr. HARRISON. I made the obserrntion that I thought 

some one liad already placed that speech in the RECORD. 
Mr. SPENCER. The objection was made by my colleague. 

I will not trespass upon the Senator' time now. 
l\Jr. HARRISON. l\Ir. President, I thoroughly agree with 

the remarks made by the Senator from Idalio [l\lr. BoR~H], 
thnt "sometimes the Senate plays politics," and that when it 
does, "the President is justified in playing politics." I agree 
also with the proposition advanced uy the Senator from Ohio 
[1Hr. 'VILLIS] that "sensible and thoughtful men e-rnrywhere 
know that Pre ·idents give much time to efforts to secure their 
reelection." I want to substantiate that by a statement of 
some recent facts. 

The other day we defeated the so-called Norbeck bill, which, 
it "·as alleged, sought to give some relief to the farmers in the 
wheat area. I noticed in the press this morning an article 
regarding the action of the Senate on that bill, in Ned McLean's 
paper, the official organ of the Republican Pnrty, an inspired 
article. coming from the White Hom:;e, because they seem to 
speak by the card in this nrticle. I shall not read it all, but 
only tllose lines that are pertinent to the i ue. It is quite 
remarkable. The article reads: 

President Coolidge was disappointed at the defeat of the Norbeck­
Burtness bill provilling a fund of $50,000.000 to encourage diver~I­
fication in farming, it was made known at the White House yester­
day. 

That fact was made known yesterday at tlie White House. 
The President bad thought the Lill ha<l a great deal of merit and 

that it would be helpful in the present distre~sing conditions in the 
agricultural regions. It was in harmony, it was Mid, with the Pres­
ident's recommendations in his message to Congress. 

I do not think there is any doubt about tllat. 
one and only farm-relief measure he has indor ·ed. 
continues: 

That is tlle 
The article 

The defeat of the Norbeck-Ilurtness measure leaves only the Mc­
Nary-Haugen bill before Congress to proYide relief for the farmers of 
the wheat sections. Thls bill in no manner conflicted with the Norbeck­
Burtness bill, but is looked upon as a measure that would virtually 
fix prices and, it is understood, does not fully meet the views of Mr. 
Coolidge. 

Of course, in his New York speecll tlle President came out 
against the McNary bill, not in name, but in substance. He 
said he was against all price-fixing measure·; out he was for 
the Norbeck bill. The article continues: 

Among friends of the President defeat of the Norbeck-Burtness bill 
is attributed largely to the ab ence from the Senate of its author, 
Senator NORBECK, who is campaigning in South Dakota for Senator 
Hrn.Alll JorrNSON. Had he been present-

Says this inspired article-
tbey said yesterday, the bill might have been pusse<l. Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs Burke-

Mr. Burke comes from South Dakota, I ma:r say. He is an 
appointee of the present administration, a nice gentleman, with 
whom I sen-ed in the Hou e-
asserted that Senator NORBECK's presence was vital to the success of 
the bill, but that he chose rather to go campaigning in South Dakota 
in the hope of beating the President in the primary campaign. Sena­
tor NORBECK bas been canvassing the State for seve1·al da·ys, and will 
remain there probably until the election on March 25. 

Confidence that President Coolidge will carry South Dakota, not­
withstanding the vigorous campaign that is being waged for Senator 
JOH 'SON, was expressed by the Coolidge managers yesterday. 'l'hey 
realize that the contest is close, but all reports from there indicate 
that the President is holding his own. 

So, Mr. President, in the list voting against the bill that was 
indorsed by the President, the so-called Norbeck bill, which 
even the gentlemen from the wheat areas said would not meet 
all of the situation-they voted for it only as a part of a gen­
eral program-I find the name· of some of the President's 
closest friends, men, may I say, to whom the President had 
only to whisper and they would have turned tumblesaults. 
Evidently the President did not take very much interest in the 
Norbeck bill. He just said he was for it and wanted it passed. 
But the leaders here, the men clo~est to him, voted against it. 

I find in this list B.A.LL of Delaware. He can be said to be 
a pretty strong friend of the present administration and of 
President Coolidge. 

BORAH ! He has recently been a very great friend of the 
President, because the President has sought his advice on 
numerous occasions, but unfortunately has not accepted his 
advice. If he had, the President would be in a better fix than 
lie now finds himself. 

BRANDEGEE ! A very close friend of the President, who wants 
to help l!im carry out all of his measures. 

CouzExs ! I had better pass that Senator's name, since lie 
got into a controversy with the Secretary of the 1.'reasury, who 
is the President's man Pr1day. 

DALE ! There is no clo er friend of President Coolidge in this 
body than the new Senator from Vermont, Mr. DALE. 

l\1r. EDGE, who is seeking reelection, and who on all occa ions, 
\vhen he can stretch his conscience a little bit, votes with the 
President. 

ERNST, of :Kentucky! Alwa:rs to be relied upon in aclminis­
tration matters. 

GOODING. A recent convert. He showed a good deal of cour­
age \vhen he Yoted against the Norbeck measure the otller day. 
He ·aid he rnted against it because he wanted a broader meas­
ure pa~ sed--one like the l\icKary bill, I belieYe, as he termed 
it. Some one suggests tlie Norbeck bill provided nothing about 
sheep. It only mentioned poultry. 

LODGE ! The President never had a better and closer friend 
and greater champion than the distinguished leader on the 
other ·ide--1\Ir. LODGE. When ome one criticizes the President, 
after Jrn incubates it in his mind for two or three hours aud 
hastens to the White House to find an explanation, he comes 
back and defend tbe Pre~ident most eloquently. He is always 
on the watchtower to defend the President. He voted againl:lt 
the bill. 

McLEAN ! Anotllel' one who can be relied upon. 
l\1osEs ! The election had not been held in New Hampsllire 

at the time l\Io 'ES Yotell on this proposition. 
PEPPER ! PEPPEn . The President has no warmer frioud 

here. He does not take his advice. He treats the senior Sen­
ator from Pennsylvania as he does my friend from Idaho [l\Ir. 
IloRAH] at times, especially when the recommenclation comes 
to demand the resignation of the Attorney General. 

REED of Pennsyl"vania ! Another who is the mouthpiece at 
times for the administration, especially when the Treasury 
Department is criticized. 

SMOOT ! He can always be relied upon, and he voted against 
the proposition. 

\VAni;;woRTH is another, and 'VATSO:'\, "Jnr" WATso~, may 
I be auo,ved to call him. 

That is the crowd on tlie other sicle which voted against the 
measure, the President's closest and warmest political friend:;. 
Yet in this inspired article we read that the President is very 
much disturbed-hurt, may I say-because the Norbeck-Burt­
ne~ bill did not pas , and lays it to NoRBECK's absence, he­
cause NonsEeK ,,·as o>er in South Dakota pleading that the 
delegation from that ·state go in tructed for HIRAM JOHNSON. 

l\Ir. GLASS. l\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis­

sissippi :rield to the Senator from Virginia? 
l\1r. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. GLASS. It may be that these Senators in voting against 

the bill took the message of the President of December 6 last 
at its face >alue \\hen tl1c President said: 

No complicated scheme of relief, • no resort to the PubHc 
Treasury will be of any permanent value in e tablishing agriculture. 
Simple and direct methods put into operation by the farmer himself 
are the only real sources for re ·toration. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Ab~olutely; but at tllat time perhaps he 
did not know that the vote in South Dakota an<l North Dakota, 
in the wlleat area, was going to be so close. HIRA.M JOHNSON 
at that time had not got busy out there. Although the President 
has come out against the l\IcNary IJill, as this inspil'ed article 
supposes and as is genernlly understood, the pressure will be 
brought on him, -especially as tlle Republican convention ap-
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proaches, and he will turn around and indorse the McNary bill 
in the end. 

1-'here is another proof. Let me say that the absence of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NORBECK] did not defeat the 
bill. The Senator from South Dakota was paired on the 
mea ure. His vote was counted. He even went to the extent, 
as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of arranging a pair 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLER], a Republican 
Senator. The bill would have been defeated whether its distin­
guished author was here or not. They are trying to prejudice 
his cause in South Dakota because he had taken up the cudgels 
of the opponent of the President of the United States. 

Of course everyone knew when the President a few days ago, 
on last Saturday, in fact, raised the tariff on wheat 12 cents a 
bushel, from 30° cents to 42 cents a bushel, that he was playing 
politics, that he was trying to bring into his camp the great 
wheat areas of the country. He was attempting to deceive the 
farmers, as the Republican Party in the past had deceived them. 
But there have been some leaders in the ranks of the Republican 
Party that have not attempted to deceive them on the question 
of the tariff on wheat. I have before me here utterances by the 
distinguished President pro tempore of the Senate, the senior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMI "S], who bas studied the tariff 
question as few men have and who comes from the great Middle 
'Vest. In a speech which he made in 1909, in discussing the 
question, this is what he said as to the tariff on wheat: 

I want Senators to remember that I come from a State which prob­
ably puts more in value into the channels of trade every year than any 
oth<.'r State in the Union in agricultural products. We will this year sup­
ply the people of the United States and the people of the world with 
products that will surpass the value of $700,000,0-00, and-

He said further-and this is the President of the Senate 
tnlking-
it is idle for even an enthusiast to assert that the price of those prod­
ucts is directly affected by the protective tariff. 

Let me get closer to some of you. I want to read from 
another peech made by one who made a great reputation in 
this body, who came from the great Middle West and who is 
gone now, the late SenatQr Nelson, from Minnesota. Here is 
what that distinguished Senator said in speaking on the ques­
tion of the tariff on wheat. This was in May, 1909, when the 
Payne-Aldrich bill was before the Senate: 

I clo not recall-

Said Senator Nelson-
the miHlons of bushels produced by the State of Minnesota, but I 
desfre to tell the Senator that the tariff on wheat which is on the 
statute books has not done us a particle of good. It would be like 
a tarifi'. on cotton, because up to this time we have been exporting from 
150,000,000 to 250,000,000 bushels of wheat a year. The price of our 
wheat is fixed by the Liverpool price-the export price-and no duty 
up to this time has helped us. 

I could read to you, Mr. President, from a report made by 
a commission compo ed of Republican and Democratic Senators 
some time ago. Upon that commission was the distinguished 
leader upon the Republican side, Mr. LODGE. The commission 
was appointed to look into the question of how the tariff on 
agricultural products affected the price. They said " the price 
of wheat was fixed in the world market and that the tariff 
bad no effect." 

But since this plea to the voters of the Middle West by the 
President raising the tariff on wheat from 30 to 42 cents a 
bushel, what are the results? How did it affect the price? 
Here are the facts. The increased duty was fixed on March 7, 
just a week ago. I read to xou from a morning paper, the 
Washington Herald. Some of you might not want to accept 
that because it is not Ed McLean's paper, but it is a pretty 
reliable paper. The item is dated Chicago: 

The farmer has been given more protection. The result is a drop 
in the price of wheat on the boa1·d of trade market of 8 cents a 
bushel. More than 7 cents slumped oft'. yesterday and fo-day. Soon 
after President Coolidge acted to protect the wheat farmer by raising 
the tlexible tariff on Canadian wheat from 30 to 42 cents a bushel, 
the troubles of the wheat farmer began. 

In less than a week's time wheat has gone down in price, 
as this paper said, 7 cents a bushel. 

Mr. NORRIS. l\fr. President, I did not intend to divert 
the discussion from the resolution that is pending here, and 
I should not say a word with reference to anything the Sena­
tor from Mississippi has said if I did not feel that in fairness 
to one of our colleagues, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. NORBECK], I ought to speak, because otherwise the criti-

clsm that was read from the newspaper, which I had not 
read myself, but which was read by the Senator from Missis­
sippi, might be misunderstood. 

As to how much time a Senator or a Member of the House 
should devote outside of the Congress to campaigns that are 
going on in his State is a question upon which men may very 
fairly and honestly disagree. I dislike very much to have 
come out from the White House what appears to have come 
in the way of criticism upon the Senator from South Dakota, 
and the statement made that if that Senator had been here 
the bill which bears his name would have passed. 

I was not the author of the bill. As I have said before, 
when we began the bearings I was opposed to it myself, but 
I was there all the time. The Senator from South Dakota 
devoted more time to the consideration of the questions there 
involved than any other Member of this body, in my judgment. 
He was conscientious in regard to it. He worked early and 
late in regard to it. He felt as though it was his duty to go 
to his home State and participate in the campaign. He was 
careful to see before he went away that he was paired, so 
that his vote was · not lost. He made a speech, a very able 
analysis of the bill, before he left the Senate. 

It never has been my intention to say anything in regard 
to the matter. I have not participated, and would not have 
participated even if I could, in the contest that has come on 
in South Dakota, but the Senator from South Dakota had 
a right to participate in it. It happened to come at a time 
when his bill "'.as coming on for a vote. He guarded himself 
and protected himself all the way through. There is not a 
Senator here but knows that I speak the absolute truth when 
I say that if the Senator from South Dakota had remained 
the bill would have been defeated just the same. I think 
it is very unjust for a statement of that kind to come out at 
this time in regard to the Senator from South Dakota, in­
tended, I presume, to affect the result in South Dakota. It 
may be said that his colleague, the senior Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. STERLING], is also in South Dakota; and I mention 
that without any criticism of Senator STERLING. He has been 
there much longer than Senator NORBECK, participating in 
the contest. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Which side of the campaign is he taking? 
Mr. NORRIS. I am not authorized to speak for Senator 

STERLING, but I understand that he is for a delegation in 
South Dakota in favor of the renomination of Mr. Coolidge. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If that be true it throws a very inter­
esting light on the criticism that has been made of the junior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NORBECK]. 

M.r. NORRIS. I have never been told that that is a fact, 
but that is my understanding. It does not seem to me that a 
statement of that kind comes with good grace from the White 
House. I dislike that it is necessary for me to mention it. I 
have not participated in the campaign and have not done a 
thing in the werld, and could not if I wanted to, that would 
influence a single vote in South Dakota ; but in the interest of 
absolute fairness it seemed to me that somebody was called 
upon to say as much as I have said, at least. 

Mr. WILLI~·. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong the 
discussion of the joint resolution which is pending. I simply 
want to say a word in response to what the Senator from Ne­
braska said when he was on bis feet before, that he feared the 
adoption of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia, if it shall be amended in the way I have suggested, 
would endanger his resolution. If I shared that opinion, I 
would vote against the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia an_d against my own amendment, because, as the Sena­
tor from Nebraska knows, I am cordially and heartily in favor 
of his amendment. But I do not share that feeling. I think 
the Senator will find that there is a very strong sentiment in 
the country in favor of the limitation of the executive office 
to a single term. At all events, as my colleague has pointed 
out, the question is before us now. There is no probability 
that we shall have another opportunity to vote upon the ques­
tion of the presidential term, and I therefore trust that the 
Senator from Georgia will not withdraw his amendment. 
There is no pride of opinion about this. I think we ought to 
have a yea-and-nay vote to take the sense of the Senate. 

l\Ir. REED of Missouri. l\Ir. President, I want to say a few 
words touching the pending amendment to the proposed con­
stitutional amendment, and also concerning the proposed 
amendment itself. 

A few Senators, and only a few, remain in the Chamber and 
. listen to these debates, and yet one would imagine that when 
we are asked to change the fundamental law of the land it 
would call for the presence of every l\Iember of this body. On 
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:yest rday I counted, and I think there were but seven Mem­
bers of the Senate present while the debate was g-0ing on. If 
we had a dispute here involving some slight political question 

e should speedily :find these chairs filled. If there is no other 
reason why this joint resolution should be defeated, it is be­
ca use it has not been considered by the Senate. It has been 
nominally before the Senate, but the Senate has been actually 
i1bsent. 

Tl.le old Constitution was written by some very wise men. It 
has served· this country marvelously well. There has been no 
emergency in the life of the Nation or in the condition of the 
people which it has not been found adequate to meet. When 
we propose to change such a Constitution, it should be done 
only in the presence of some great and commanding reason. 

I know this is the period of change, of alteration. The idea 
of progress seems to be that if you change a thing you have 
progressed, and hence to be progressive you must insist on 
change; but, Mr. Presi«;lent, putr~fuction is change, but it is 
ltardly progress in the right. direction. It is the progress to­
ward death and dissolution. If we were to amend the Con­
stitution of the United-States and destroy the Supreme Court, 
it would be a change, but it would be retrogression, not pro­
uression. If we. were to change the Constitution of the United 
States and provide for the election of a king, it would be a 
change, but it would be a change that would destroy the Re­
public. So I beg to say in the . inception of my remarks that 
those who confuse change with progress, and wh-0 believe tha.t 
they can only occupy an exalted place in the forward march .of 
progressivism by proposing changes frequently make the nns­
take of thinking that everything ought t<> be changed and con­
fuse that with i·eal progress. 

There has been no system ot g-overnment e\er conceived in 
the brain of man that will not at times be found to fail to 
meet every possible exigency; and when some obstruetion is 
met with th~re is in these modern days always some- well­
intentioned gentleman ready to come forward and propose a 
new system. He invariably proceeds i.m this wtile: There a.re 
certain defects discovered in the present system; therefore it 
~hould be altered or desti-oyect. and there should be substi­
tuted for it a new system which its proponents solemnly assert 
will work perfectly ; and yet when the new system is tried 
it almost invariably develops defects worse than those of the 
old a.nd tried system. So we go on following this will-o'-the­
wii:.-p tba.t is labeled "progress," and in many instances we find 
th::it instead of making progress we are making trouble. 

The spirit of change broods over the land. If the Ten 
Commandments had not been written upon tables of stone the 
modern progressive gentlemen would have mowd an amend­
ment, and if any of them had existed in the days of Moses 
the:\' would have insisted within 30 days on changing at least 
one~balf of those immortal mandates. 

1\Ir. KING. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILLIS in the chair). 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

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

~~~rst ~~;~ei i'r~<ifinar 
Raya.rd Glass McKinley 
Borah Gooding lliNary 
Brandegee Hale Mayfield 
Rronssard Harreld Neely 
Bursum Ilarris Norris 
Cameron Harri..;;on Odille 
<.'apper Howell Overman 

a.raway Johnson, Minn. ~n 
Couzens Jones, N. Mex. Pbipps 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Pittman 
TI ale Kendrick Ralston 
Perris Keyes Reied, Mo. 
Fess King Reed, Pa. 

Rabinson 
Sbeppard 
Shields 
SWpstead i-­

i;tbortridge 
Simmons 
l-lmith 
~moot 
~pencer 
Rtanfleld 
Trammell 
Walsh Mass. 
Wn.rren 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-two Senators have an­
swered to their names. A quorum is present The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPBIATIONS-CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator frorn Mis­

souri yield to the Senator from Utah 1 
l\fr. REED of l\fis ouri. I do. 
Mr. S:i'IIOOT. Will the Senator yield for me to present a 

conference report and ask for its consideration? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I submit the conference report on House bill 

f">078, the Interior Department appropriation bill, and ask for 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah sub­
mits the conference report designated by him and asks for its 
immediate eonsi.deration. Is there objection 7 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on. certain amendments of tlle Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5078) making appropriations for the De­
partment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for- other purposes. 

l\lr. SMOOT. I move the adoption of the conference report. 
Tlle PRESIDL-VG OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 

to the report. 
l\lr. C.AlHERON. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps I had better make a statement before 

the Senator from Arizona proceeds. 
The item in the appropriation bill about which the Senator 

from Arizona desires to make statements is amendment num­
bered 47, known as the Bright Angel Trail appropriation. In 
the case of that amendment the House insisted upon itc:; dis­
agreement with an amendment, and at the proper time I shall 
move to agree to tbe amendment of the House to the amend­
ment of the Senate numbered 47, as well as the amendment 
numbered 60. Amendment numbered GO is tbe Howard Uni­
versity item. in which the appropriation for tbe medical build­
ing is eliminated. 

Kow, if the Senator from Arizona desires to speak upon 
amendment numbered 47, he may do so. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I will read for the benefit 
of the Senate tbe amendment as printed in th.e RECORD in a 
letter from me which was introduced ;yesterday: 

On March 11 the Ilonse receded from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment No. 4 7 and conculT'ed therein with an amen<Jment; as fol-
lows: 

" In lien Qf the matter proposed to be stric~n out by said 
amendment insert : ' For the construction oi trails within the 
Grand Canyon Natlon:il Park, $100,000, to be immedlately avail­
able and to remain available until expended : p,-ovided, Tbat said 
sum may be used by th~ Secretary of the Interior for the pur­
chase from the county of Coconino, Ariz., of the Bright .Angel 
Toll Road and Trail within said park, under such terms and con­
diti<>ns as he may deem proper; and the Secretary of the Interior 
1s irnthorized to construct an approach' road from the National 
Old Trails Highway to the south boundary of said park.' " 

That is the question that I wish to take up in my remarks. 
The amendment is objectionable on the ft>llowing grounds: 
1. Under the statutes of the State of Arizona the said Bright .Angel 

Toll Road and Trail can not be purchased by the Secretary of the In­
terior for the United States from the county of. Co-conino and any 
negotiati-ons between the Secretary of the Interior and the county ot 
Coconino W1>ultl be futile. 

2. A new trail from the dm to the bottom of tile canyon is not 
necessary for the rea son that there are three ac~ssible trails from 
the rim to the bottom of the canyon at the present time, two of which 
are in use, of which one belongs to the National Park Service. and 
the third, belonging to the National Park Sen·ice. is available for use 
if" necessary. 

3. Tbere is no paramount necessity for appropriating this sum for 
a dnpliration of a road or trail for public use which is being ade­
quately served at the present time, and the capacity of the present 
road or trails will serve the public for many years to come. 

The legal objections to the original item were clearly pointed out 
to the Secretary of the Interior in a letter addressed to him under 
date of Jnly 16, 1923 ( e CO::-!GRESSIONAL RECORD, March 11, 1924, 
p. 4003) ; but notwithstanding such objections the board of super­
visors entered into such illegal contract "in accordance with the letter 
dictated by Government officials and others while in conference," and 
these facts were withheld by these Government officials frQJn the 
Congress when the original item in the approp11ation bill· was pre 
sented. 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior stated : "No part of 
this sum will be paid over to the county until a satisfactory c1eed 
has been executed and delivered, vesting full and complete title 
in the tmil in the United , tates." This stntement wa. clearly in~ 
tendetl to conwy the idea that the county or Coconino was to Teceivo 
the $100,000 provided for in the bill, whereas as a matter of. fact 
there was no intention on the part of the Government to pay the 
county of Coconino one cent, antl the only thing the county was to 
reccive was an indefinite promise that the Go~rnment would spend 
$100,000. on a road some time in the remote future. 

The oujeetions to the original item can be applied to tbc :unenu­
ment. as above stated, a,nd in additicm thereto it is to be pointed ont 
that the aid item was not included in th.e Budget as recommended 
b4 the Burea11 of the Budget. 
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• rr. Pr~ iclent. tllis rontl'O\er~y hns been up before Congress 

for :nme littlo tinw. 
Fir~t. I wm11· to :tnt<> tllnt unclf•r the existing laws of the 

Htate o ~ rizonrr the tt·ail can not he purchnse<l and can not 
he !'1old h;'\' 11H' ho: I'll 11f i-UJlervii-lorA to the Government or nny­
ou · el ·e uule:-:-: 1he :'tclt legislature> nmen(ls the present law 
goremi11; t<11l 1·0 ld,.: an<1 trnil:. Tl1ere are nlren<ly tbree trails 
in exi:;;teJwc fn•m tlw l'im ro tlrn hottom of the canyon, serving 
nll J1l'<'sei1t ne<:-1J..... ancl tlteY will erve nll future needs for 
mnn~· :ear to eonw. • 

By the fullowin!!" eYhlt>nce it will he $ en thnt the county of 
Coc·oninn. A l'iz., <1< e not <lf'~ire to i:;dl the Bright Angel Trail. 
On _.far ·11 14, 1!1:24, tlie hoard ()f •. upenisors of Coconino 
C'ou11ty, IJy m11wiruo11.' ote, pus,·ed a resolution opposing the 
snle or th frail as 1w0Yi<lecl uncler thi. item. 

l }u1Te here a tele~rnm frnm 'Yillinms, Ariz., which I wish to 
ren<l into llif' Rn•.m:n. 

"'1LLI•.\MS, Amz., March 15, 19Z4. 
8CDHl01' fl f.l'Jl JI. C'AMl-:UO. ·, 

TT'a ·h/11yto11, D. 0.: 
lJoard of ·up<'rri ·or in me ting March 10 una.nimou-ly declnred 

ibem~elv ol'po ·1·11 to . nle of Ilrl. ht An ... cl Trail a.s outlined in Hayden 
]Jill. 

W. C. IlITTENIIOUSN, 

Clwir111a·11 Roa1·cl uf 1e upcri:.isors, Ooconfno CottnilJ. 

'fo make • urc> Urnt tbe.y ltnd hecn kept informed and knew 
of th 11 'W pr()po. nL~, I will rend a telegram received from 
F'ln;!.'tatr, <lnt<'<.l lnreh 13, ~ nt on l\lnrch 12: 

FLAQl'lTAl"F, Antz., :March 18, 193.~. 

n. n. "'..1.ltr.no.·, 
J!"I Scnrrtc u(/foc B11iTtli11u .. 1Va11lli;1gto11, D. C.: 

1:11;1r1l of :-;11pcrvi ·or recch·ed tile following m~ !!ng from IIAYDEN: 

" Hon c 11 nclt•pted tho iollowlng provlslons in place of IIayden 
nmcn<lmcnt to hiclJ thP, hoard of supervlsori::: objected: 

"'For the construction ot' trnils within the Grand Canyon 
N11tional rnrk, '100,000, to be immeuiat.cly a>alluble an<l to remain 
a,. llnble until C'xpendccl. provldcll that said sum mny be used 
hr tll" .'ecrctary of tl!c Interior for the purchase from the county 
o( Coronlno, Ariz., of tlle Bright Angt'l Toll Ilond and Trail within 
:-;ni<l p:irl· uncler such term and conclltlous n. hn may deem proper, 
and the ;·ecretnry of the Interior i nutilorized to construct an 
n ppro:lc.h road from the • Tatlonal Old 'J.'rails Highway to the 
i;outu bouuunry of said park.'" 

.\1\vlse your action. 
BURT, 

'l'1ii~ runrnin!! I rE> ·eived a telegram from the clerk of the 
lioartl of. ~upervif'or of Flag taff, datetl Fln"stn.ff, Ariz., Coco­
uluo Couuty, .:..larch 14: 

l<"'LAGSTAFF, Aniz., Jfat"c1i 1~, 192~. 
I Ion. U.\Ll'II C.un:r.0. ·. 

r·nilcd Stntc° C11Gle_. lra. 1t111uto1t .• D. 0.: 
B~· rC'. olutlon a1lopted thl · dn:r the bonrd of supervisors of Coconino 

County lln'f' uecl:m·d tl! un. elves opposed to the , ale of the Bright 
An~el Trail ancl Toll nontl on the terms a · outlined by the Hayden bill. 

J, n. IlICKEL, OlcrT•. 

u_,. the HnyclPn ulll they menn the umenclment thnt i now 
pPucling 1 fore the , enate. 

'l'li<' "'.en:1te, I helieYe, llns heen misled n to why this con­
t rov~rr cnme nv. I 1·end from a copy of a letter which I 
reC"e11etl from 1llc , erretnr • of the Interior: 

NATION"AT, PARli: ~ERVICE, 

GnA ·o CA.-1:0.' NATIO»AL PARK, 

Grand Canyon, Ari.:-., A11ril ~, 1923, 
'1'h1• JHRF.l'TOn NATlO. ·.t.r, PAnl\: f.\EnncF., 

ffasl1i11oto11, D. G. 
1 >1·:.u1 .' rn : Tb I • 1 n nric-f report on my trip with the .A1>propriation 

C'o111mittcc member , Cn.\ ITO. nnd CARTEn, and Congre man IlAYDEi, 
from Gra111l C:myon through the .rn;ajo country to the Petrified Fore>Rt 
l'\11tionnl :Monument. T king up thii;; report where I ended my report 
of ~fa rch 31. you ·ill he lnter<'l'lt ~cl to know that on the evf.'ning ot' 
the :Jl!-1t the conforen<'e wa held at El Tovnr on the Grand Canyon 
rond ,rrobl<>m nnd pnrticulnrly on the propo~i1ion of our 1.:lking over the 
ron<l from .I11i11e to the pnrl· nd cx11endiu~ on tlrnt rond money to be 
np11roprlnt1•J. by ('11n~l'l' for tbe Dri'•ht AngPl 'l'rnil. The following 
wci·e pre ent nt the> conft.rence: 

Congre men: llon. Ii. . CnAMTo.·, non. D. CARTER, nn<l IIon. 
C~r.f, IlAYD£.·. 

~tate offic"r : Ii'. R. Goodman, State engine1•r. 
County officer : Huard of . u1wrvi ·ors-It. K Tnylor nnd W. C'. nit· 

trnhon~e (John Loy 'WU! nh enl) ; Frank Harrison, ·county attorney. 
Nntlonnl Pnrlr gen·Icc officinls: Il. I. Alhrlgllt, G. C. Bolton, and 

I. I. Ilnrrlson. 
Fred Ilnrv r Co.: Il. Hu11ter Clark:-:on. 

I w11I merely state 1.he conclusions arri'l'"<'d at ln thiR conference, 
l\iving you a full report later. 

It was agreed finally by the board ot' supf\n-hwrs thnt the county of 
Coconino would sell the trail for $100,000, thi. ·money to 1Je expended 
by the Fefleral Government in the construction of n road from ~faine 
to the south boundary ot' Grnnd Canyon National Park. It was recog­
nized by all present that tlle figure of $100,000 reprf.'scnts a Jitlle mor11 
than the trail is worth, figuring the value on the bnsis of capib1lizlng 
lln annual net return to the county of 4,000 or $:5,000. We nll 
agreed 1bnt innimrnch ns Coconino County is the second largest county 
in U\e United States with an area of 1 ,623 square miles, only 11.1 
per cent of which iA in private hllnds nnd therefore tnxable, the Fed­
eral Government should be very liberal in the matter of purchasing 
the trail. While, of course, the Members of Congress could not make 
auy commitments for Congress, they feel that the park i;;hould take 
over tbo road from Maine to the park boundary a.ncl reconstruct it and 
maintain it just as we do the Cody and Jackson Ilole projects to Ycl· 
low ·tone. 

The first '100,000 appropriation will largely rel.mild the very bad 
stretches of this rond, pnrtlcularly in Spring Valley. north of Main<.'. 
I bellc'\"'e that before we arc through with the reconstruction of thi 
rond we will have to have a total of $250,000. County supervisor, 
will very shortly answer Secretary Fall's letter of July G, lfl~2. setting 
forth the proposal that Congress appropriate not less thnn $100,000, 
to be expended on the construction of the Maine road, and upon the 
appropriation of this sum the county will l'Xecute and <lelivPr n de-ul 
to the Ilrigllt Angel Trail. All present at the conference expre.·secl 
themselves as well pleased with the outcome thereof. An extra copv 
of this letter is inclosed for tbe records relating to the purelwse of the 
Bright Angel Trail. 

Cordially yours, 

IIORACE M. ALBRIGIIT, 
Field As istant to the Director. 

Tlms it will be seen, Mr. President, that the park officials 
them. elycs admit secretly that it will take $2GO,OOO, out tl!e 
Congress was led to believe $100,000 wns ample. This is just 
anotller instnnce of the deception u._ecl in these n<.>gotiatiom;. 
When tho real facts came to light, ns the result of the wrangle 
here in Congre s, the board of supervisors officially decline to 
be bound. 

I now l'ea.d a telegram received from Williams, Ariz., .. !arch 
5, directed to Senator RALPH H. CAME"RON, Wnshington, D. c. : 

WILLUMS, Amz., March 5, 1.r1v, . 
Senator RALPH H. AMERON, 

Washl11gton, D. 0.: 

I att.encled meeting with Crumpton anu 0U.1ers at Grnn<l 
tentative agreement was drawn there ns n basis of which to 
am opposed to sale Of Ilright Angel Trail under tl.te term 
n reement. 

Canyon; 
work. I 

of that 

R. c. RITTF.XIIOtrSN, 
Chait·man Boai·d of SupCl'l'isors, Coconino Uou11ty. 

It has been said here in Congress that there wns a unani­
mous agreement of the board at that mel'til1g, but. a· ·tntecl 
in the me sage I have just read, one member of the hoard 
out of three was absent, was not there at all. 1\Ir. Ritten­
hour-;e, chairman of the board, never ul>. ·cribed to the ugl'ee­
ruent. 

A re11ort of Secretary of the Interior 'Vor ~ appears in l11e 
CONGRESSIONAL RF.CORD of Febrnary 25, 19~4. at pnge 30J'\ 
nnd quoting from the statement, the senior Senator from 
Arizona [l\Ir. AsHUitST] proceed : 

l\Ir. rresident, I have heretofore stated thnt the title of Cocouino 
County in and to the trnll has been recognized by the courtR nntl 
by leglslu.tiYc construction. The county's title can not lte disputed. 
Th· $100,000 proposed to l>e paid to Coconino County for the trnil 
is to be expended in constructing, undf.'t' the supenision of tlle 
National Park Servica, ii. road from Moine, a villn~r in Arizona, to 
the southern boundary or the Grand Canyon National Pnrk, or to 
th upper or northern terminus of the trail. In othc•r words, th 
$100,000 proposed 1.o be appropriated is not to be pnid into the 
tr~a ury of the county to become cash a, set. of th conn tr; tho 
'100,000 will be e>xpended, I repeat, undc-r the superYlsion of the 

National Park Service for the conE:truction of u roac1, sonl'l· G2 or 
63 miles in length. to the 11ntiona1 park from the m:iin artery ot 
auto traffic, th Santa Fe 'frail to the Grand Canyon. 

I have n t1•lcgram, datecl February 3 last, from Plngstaff, Arlz. 
Flag.·taff js the county sC'nt of the county of Coco11lno, th•' county 
in which i~ located the nnlional park, aud in which, of course, the 
trail is localeu a11<1 wbkh is, of course, the snmc county in ,,;hkb 
the road proposc<l to be con:-; l meted from the Santa Fe Trnil to the 
Grnncl Cnnyon 1: locat d. 

l\Ir. IlURSUrI. l\Ir. l'r 8ident--
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The PllESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari­
zona yiehl to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. O.A:UEIWN. I yield. 
Mr. BUilSU:M. Do I understancl that the county a11thori­

ties are oppo · <l to this appropriation? 
J\fr. CAMEHON. Ab ··olutely. The board of supervisors, at 

a meeting on larch 10, unanimously declared themselves 
up1~ed to the sale of tlle Bright Angel Trail, as outlined in 
the Hayden l>ill, as they calle<l it, but they meant the first 
Hayden mnenclment, which we refused to accept, and which 
went back to the House, but in the place of which a new 
umendment lias now been proposed, which ls now before the 
'enate. 

• Ir. IlUilS"C'~I. The county has title to this trail? 
M.r. G.UIERO. "". Absolutely. 
Mr. BURSU:\1. Is there any need for another trail? 
l\Ir. CA~ mRON. I will state, for the benefit of the Senator 

and the Senate, that there are now three trails going from the 
sonth rim to the bottom of the canyon. One is known as the 
Grun<l View Trail, one is known as the Bright Angel Trail, .and 
one is lmown ns Hermit Ilasin Trail-three wonderful trails. 
rfltere re trails enough in the Grand Canyon National Park 
to tnkc care of the needs for scores of years to come. 

I\lr. nun.SU:l\I. If that be the case, what would the e:trect 
of this appropriation be; to coerce and browbeat the county 
authorities into selling their rights in order to give title to the 
trail to the National Park Service or to the Federal Govern­
m t>nt? 

1\lr. CA:\!ERO'N. That is just what this legislation will 
amount to. 

711r. nun.su::H. And in that way deprive the county of 
( \l('uuino of 1 rger revenue? 

Mr. CAMBRON. Last year they received from the trail 
~omething IJetween seven and eight thousand uollars, probably 
a net to the county of between four and five thousand dollars. 
1 :-:uy that the county can not sell this trail; but suppose it can, 
wuich I ucuy, then if this amendment is passed it will be 
u~ed as a club to coerce or browbeat the county into the sale, 
l>ectrnse everyone knows the pa1·k management will exert to 
the fullest the pressure this amendment provides through 
threats to build a parallel trail, with the design, of course, to 
r1urt:ha:-;e Bri"'ht Angel Trail The park management, already 
a moliopoly-controlled institution, knows that by such threats 
they can coerce the county, and that is the joker in this 
latest amendment, which is a substitute to the other effort on 
their part to consummate an illegal act. 

, lr. UURSUM. What is the proportion of public l~nd and 
fnn~~t reser>es and national parks to the whole area of Coco­
uinu County? 

i\lr. CA~IERON. More t11an 85 per cent of the area of 
< ~o<'<'nino County, one of the largest counties in the United 
t;tateB, ba b(>en withdrawn, either for a national park, a na­
tional monument, a forest reserve, a game preserve, or some 
other re e1·ve. 

l dislike to take up so much time of the Senate in the dis­
cussion of this matter, but I believe it is my duty to discuss 1t 
fully. For thnt reason I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate. 
urnl I want to quote the record, so that there will be no mis­
unrler.standin;;. 

·uuer date of Fehrunry 2 I called the Cameron case to the 
utteution of the Secretary of the Interior. contained in the 
1'ollowin~ letter, which appears on page 3497 of the CoNGRES­
i;.1 ON AL HECOUD of March 3, 1924 : 

i 1 Y DEAR Mu. Sm:CRE:TARY : With reference to the rights a erted by 
flALPH C.\.IE!l.O~ in certain lauds within the Grand Canyon Nationtll 
Pa.rk, I have noted the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
8tlttes amrmin:; the decree 1n favor of the Government dlsposs sing 
CAatE!lON of certain lands claimed by him that are highly essentinl to 
Uh.' prop r devdopment of the Grand Ca.nyon National Park. 

Mr. DUHSU~I. Mr. President, would it not be fea ible to 
mo<lify the appropriation and give authority to the Secretary 
of the Interior to negotiate for a lease from the county so as 
uot to uepri\•e the county of 1ts revenue, jf it is desirable that' 
th~ rou<l be under the supervision of the Government? 

::\Ir. UAlHJRO~ •. I think they ha"Ve that power now. I con­
tinue rendin~ from this letter: 

Eeing unde1· the impression that the matter of actual dieposse. ston 
of CAl4:EnON was pending in the Dc·pnrtment of Justice, I addressed an 
inquiry undl'r date of January 18 to the Attorney General asking what 
tH:tion had been taken by that department. In reply I have a letter 
under date or January 25 from. the Attorney General 1n which be recites 
the status of the liti;;ation and then states: 

••Since the entry or these decrees no further action bas bN'~· 
tnken by this department, nor has any further request been received 
from the Interior Department for action by us. I prc-sume thut H 
any additional proceedings by this department are desired reque t 
therefor will be made by the Secretary of the Interior, unllar wholile 
supervision the Grand Canyon Park is administered." 

I want. to say n?ain to the Senate that a great many years 
ago I bmlt the Bright Angel Trail anu al ·o blazed the wagon 
roads into what is now tlie Grand Canyon National Park and 
around the rim for mining purposes. I will further state thn t 
for 13 years my associates and I packed ore out of the Grand 
Canyon and hauled it from the south rim of the Grand Canyon 
to Fla~sta1I and shipped it to the nearest smelter at that time 
nt El Paso, something like n thousand miles away. ' 

I did not go into the Grand Canyon for the purpose of e.-plor­
ing it for a tourist proposition. I went there to st•ek a fortune, 
which all prospectors expect to make. I put my haru-earneu 
money into the canyon mines, developed the trails, developed. 
U1e wagon roads, and helped promote \.vhat is now the only ra.U­
road there, which extencls from Williams, Ariz., the main line 
of the Santa Jl.,e, into the Grand Canyon National Park. 

Mr. President, my motive has been questioned by a Member 
of the House of Representatives in leading tllo opposition to 
this proposed sale, and I want the people of the United Stutes 
to know, and I want the Senate of the United Stutes to know, 
that I never had a motive in my life that was not honorable 
and aboveboard. I stand here to-day and defy any man within 
the confines of the United States to say otherwise, and e~pc­
cially do I denounce the tactics, the innuendo, the desired impli­
cation and inferences made on the floor of the lower Hou:-:e as 
to my standing, my motives, my every act in connection with 
this matter. 

I have done as much to develop the West, possibly, as :my 
other individual. I was exploring the Grand Canyon nna. 
pioneering the West, preaching to the world its possibilities 
before some of these men, so vicious in their attacks on me, 
ever knew therp was a Grand Canyon, and when any man will 
go out into the country, representing the Govermneut, and go 
into a meeting on the south rim of the Grand Canyon ancl 
go into collusion to try to bent a county out of its just a.~:-iets 
and then come down here rto Washington and place the mutter 
before Congress, putting it in the light of a great public policy, 
clothing it with a sugar coating, it is about time that we Juul 
another investigation, to find out what is going on, ancl I say 
here to-day that if this matter goes on any further I will otfo1· 
a resolution in the Senate and have this fully investigated, and 
I will show up the methods behind this kind of legislative pro­
ceclure. It is about time that some action wns tnk~n when suc:h 
a U1ing is attempted toward a man who has been elected h;v 
the people of his State to represent them, a mnn who llns liYeu 
in the State for 41 years. I ha<l the privilege of representing 
my State in the Congre s when the forty-eighth Rtar was 11ut 
in the Aroericnn flag, as the di~tinguishecl Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. 'VILLis], now presiding over the Senate, knows, since he 
was a Member of Congress at that time. 

I have been elected by the people of my State to the United 
States Senate. I was not elected by RepublicnnA. becam·'.e 
there are not enou~h Uepublicans clown in Arizona to elP<:·t n 
man to the United States Senate. I wns e1e .ted by the people-­
Democrats, Republican. , Socialist , or whoever chose to vote 
for me. I am here, elected by the people of my Rtate, and I 
reluctantly referred to the vicious nttacks mnue on me an<l my 
motives in the other Ilouse, which wns carried in glaring hen1l­
l1ne · in the press. 

I say thnt my personal privilege permits me to <lenoun<'e 
these attacks as wholly untrue anc.l unwarraute<l. I lwlpecl 
create llie county of Coconino, v:herc I lived many Y<'lll'~. I 
spent my hnrd-carned money anrl went to the legi::,;latur1-1. l 
went clown there as an honest citizen and hntl n. hill pa:-i:-:l'<l 
creating tbe county of Coconino. The county . ent was plnce<l 
at Flagstaff, and I was a1mointed by the governor a-.: the fir. ·t 
sheriff of that county. Afierwnrcls I wus electt-11 twice, null 
served that county, uncl after having .,erved three times I wn . · 
elected chairman of the board of supervisors for four :wars, 
and. while I was still serving as a member of the lH,nrd of ~11-
pervisors I was elected on the Republican ticket as thE\ la~t 
Delegate to Congress. 

Yet when a man stuncls uvon the floor of the f'ennte or tlin 
floor of the House and aRkR, "\Vho is RALl'Il CAitm:o ," ' ilh 
caustic gestures, desiring to have the country know rne in tl10 
wrong light, I tell you it is going too fur. I ncv r intcrn1 to 
make a statement on the floor of the enate that will hurt the 
name or character of any man or eYen make a suggeHtion t hut 
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any l\Iember of the .other body of Congress is not entitled to 
hL'3 views or his own ideas about any piece -0f legislation and 
entitled to fair play; entitled to the treatment that they will 
get from me, which will always be on the square. 

I am in earnest about this matter. This $100,000 item was 
knocked out, and now they .come back with what I call a blan­
ket amendment. It does not specify anything in particular. 
The only purpose in it is to put a club over the board of super­
visors of Coconino County, in the State of Arizona. I ask 
every Senator, why do you want to throw away the people's 
money? We tried here the <>tber day to help the farmers of 
the Northwest, but the bill was voted down. I am asking you 
to-day not to appropriate the people's money and throw it 
away in this manner. It is the first time, I believe, that a 
Senator ever had to stantl on the floor of the Senate and beg the 
Senate not to appropriate money to be usecl in his own State. 
but I do it because the money is not needed. The money 
should not be appropriated, and every Member of the Senate 
before he votes for it I hope will give it the due consideration 
which I know it deserves. 

I know what is behind this matter and an investigation of 
it would re ult ill proving my contention, and the Senate and 
the people of tbe United States would then realize that I know 
whereof I speak to-day. I dislike Yery much to have to stand up 
here and make this kind of a statement to the Senate on a propo~ 
sition that is o unjust. We are not legally or morally justified 
in appropriating one 10-cent piece of this money, and if it is 

· appropriated and the item goes into the bill, and the bill 
becomes a law, I shall fight it in the courts as long as I live. 
I am right about this matter. The people of Arizona are be­
hind me. The people of C-0conino County are behind me. The 
people of the United States, when I get through, will say that 
I have done well; that I have done a good job. I am going to 
keep on fighting until I know that I am vindicated from these 
slurs and insinuations that have been heaped upon me without 
any justification what oever. Sena.tors, read the RECORD of 
the 3d of March, pages 3489 and 8494, and you will see what a 
well-thought-out distortion of facts has done to my character 
and integrity. It had the desired effect, in fact, to color the 
is ue. I am made out as a carpetbagger, an interloper, a med­
-Ole. ome somebody trying to block a great Government policy 
ju t because I raised my voice in protest and said it shall not 
be done, because the propo ition is illegal, unwarranted, un-
justified, and I shall neV"er subscribe to it. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report, which will be read. 

l\lr. ASIIURST. Does the Senator desire to have the re­
port read? 

Mr. SMOOT. The report merely carries those items on 
which there is an agreement. 

Mr. ASHURST. It carries simply the items about which 
there is no dispute? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all. 
Mr. ASHURST. Then I ask that the motion be put. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ls on agreeing 

to the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the biU 
(H. R. 5078) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fi cal year ending June 30, 192-5, and for 
-Other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re­
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 
6, 10, 34, 4-0, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, and 59. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend­
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 21, 22, 
24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 37, 41, 42. 43, 45, 46, 48, 49, 
50, 51, 61, and 62, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4; That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, 
.and agree to tbe same with an amendment as follows : Re­
store the matter stricken out by said amendment, amended 
to read as follows : " $9,000 : Provided, That the four inspectors 
shall nof receirn per diem in lieu of subsistence for a longer 
.period than 30 days at any one time at the ~eat of govern­
ment"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
'"and each of said tribal atton1eys: PrQVi-ded further, That the , 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall -dispense with the attor-

.~·-. 

ney for the Creek Tri.be not later than September 1, ln~4, and 
the commissioner shall dispense with any other tribal attorneys 
at any time their services are no longer needed " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its 
disagree~nt to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and 
agree t6 the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert" $7,500 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read as 
follows: ": Provided, That except upon the individual <>rder of 
the Secretary of the Interior, no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for the support or education at said school of any 
native pupil brought from Alaska who enters after January 1, 
1925 "; and the Senate agree to th~ same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed 1n....<:ert "$160,000 " ; and- the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : Re­
store the matter stricken out by-said amendment, amended to 
read as follows: " : Provided further, That no part of the 
money appropriateQ. under this paragraph shall be expended 
for the development of electric power until the Secretary of 
the Interior shall have secUI·ed, subject to the needs of the 
Boise project, a contract with the Gem irrigation district, pro­
viding for the purchase by that district, for a period to be 
determined by the Secretary of the Interior, of the electric 
power necessary for the irrigation of the lands of said dis­
trict: .And provided fitrther, That the rates in such contract 
shall be su.ffieient to include jnterest at 5 per cent per annum 
on the cost -0f such power development plus a reasonable 
depreciation on the power plant, as found by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and that the contract shall provide that before 
delivery -0f power in any season the district shall furnish 
Becurity satisfactory to the Secretary .of the Interior to insure 
payment to the G-Overnment of the power charges for such 
season, and that such contract shall be entered into only in 
the event that the holders of not less than 90 per cent of the 
face value of the bonded and warrant indebtedness of the 
district shall subordinate their claims to the obligations of the 
district to the Government under such contract: .And provided 
further, That in the event power is furnished from the said 
power plant to more than one contractor, then the rates for 
power shall be fixed so that each such contractor, including said 
district, shall pay only its proper proportionate share of said 
interest and depreciation, as found by the Secretary of the 
Interior " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ".$1,706,482 "; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend-
ments numbered 1, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, SU, 38, 39, 47, 58, and 60. 

REED SMOOT, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
WM.. J. HARRIS, 

Managers mi the part of the Senate. 
Lours C. C1u.MT0N, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
C. D. CA.Rn:n, 

Managers on the pat·t of the Hou.se. 

The PRESIDii~G OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the action of the House o-f Representatives on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, which will be read. . 

Tlle reading clerk read as follows : 
IN THE HOUSE Oli' REPRESENTATIVES, U. 8. 

March JS, 1924. 
Resoli;ed, That the Hou: e recedes from its disagreement to the 

amendments of the Senate Nos. 1, 36, and 58 to the bill H. R. 5078, 
entitled "An act making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending .June 30, 1925, and for other pur­
poses," and coneurs therein; 

That the House recedes fi'Olll its disagreement to the amendment ~t 
the Senate No. 47, .and concurs thexein with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend· 
ment insert : " For the con.stniction .of trails :within the Gra.D.d Canyon 
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National Park, $100,000, to be immediately available and to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That said sum may be used by 
the ::)ecretary of the Interior for the purchase from the county of 
Coconino, Ariz., of the Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail within said 
p:ll'k under such terms and conditions as he may deem proper, and the 
::)ec1·etary of the Interior is authorized to construct an approach ro~d 
from the National Old Trails Highway to the south boundary of said 
park." 

Thu t the Hou ·e recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of 
t il e 8enate ·o. 60, and concurs therein with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert: "$365,000." 
That the Uouse insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of 

the Sen:1t~ Nos. 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 38, and 39, and asks a further con­
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
t!:Jcreon. 

Ordered, That Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. CARTER be the 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

l\lr. NORRIS. Mr. President, is this matter going to be 
taken u11 in f urther detail at this time? 

l\fr. A8HURST. I shall only want a few minutes. 
l\1r. NOURIS. I do not want to be discourteous to Senators, 

bt<t I do not want to have the joint resolution laid aside for 
the <lay. . 

Mr. A8HURST. I think we can dispose of the item m 10 or 
15 minn1es. 

l\Ir. S:U.£00'.r. I move that the Senate agree to the amend­
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 47. . 

'J'!;e PRERIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreemg to 
the motion of the Senator from Utah. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Now the subject matter is before the Senate 
for discusRion. 

l\Ir. ASHURST. Mr. President, the motion of the ~enator 
from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] is, if I correctly apprehend it, that 
Seiinte amendment numbered 47 be ag1·eed to as amended by 
the c nferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses .. 

~Ir. S~IOOT. In order that the Senator may know the situa­
tion that has just deYeloped I will state that there is one 
otter Senator 'vho desires to speak upon tJ;ie subject. If t~e 
Senator from Arizona desires to conclude his remarks at this 
time, \Yell and good, he may proceed, but when he gets through 
with his remarks I shall then have to ask that the conference 
1·eport be laid aside so as to proceed with the unfinished busi­
ne. s. 

Ur. ASHURST. Is there another Senator who wants to 
speak on the same amendment? 

l\1r SMOOT. Yes. So if tbe Senator from Arizona wants 
to p1:oceed ·with his remarks now, there is no objection, but 
I shall have to ask that the conference report be laid aside at 
tile conclusion of the Senator's remarks. 

Mr. ASHURST. I assure the Senator that I shall be Yery 
brief. l\.l~· remarks may be deep, but they will not be long. 

l\lr. S).\IOOT. Very well. 
l\lr NORRIS. l\.Ir. Pre ident--
Th~ PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari­

zona yield to the Senator from Nebra.ska? 
Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 
Mr. J\~ORRIS. I wish to submit a request for unanimous 

consent if the Senator will yield. 
Mr. ASHURST. I yield the floor. . 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to have the unfinished busmess 

laid before the Senate. 
Mr. Sl\lOOT. I ask that the conference report be tem­

porarily laid aside. There are other Senators who desire to 
speak upon it, and I promised the Senator from Nebraska that 
I would not take a longer time than has already been con­
sumed. 

l\Ir. ASHURST. When will the able ~enator from Utah 
bring. up the conference report again? 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. At the very first opportunity. 
l\fr. ASHURST. Will that be this afternoon? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; but I shall endeavor to call it up on Mon­

day next. 
~lr. NORRIS. I do not desire that the ·unfinished business 

shall be laid aside again this afternoon for the conference 
report, I will say to the Senator. If we can complete the con­
sideration of the joint resolution to-day, then, of course, the 
conference report may come up; but I think we have already 
laid aside the unfinished business too long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the conference report will be temporarily laid aside, and the 
unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

CH.ANGE OF DATE OF INAUGURATION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 22) proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the 
commencement of the terms of President and Vice President, 
and Members of Congress, and fixing the time of the assembling 
of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [l\fr. 
WILLIS] to the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [l\fr. 
HARRIS]. 

Mr. KING. l\.1r. President, the senior Senator from Ohio 
[l\.1r. WILLIS] is absent from the Chamber. I promised to pro­
tect him during his absence. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 
· The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Sen· 
a tors answered to their names: 
Adams Fess McKinley 
Ashurst Fletcher l\IcNary 
Ball Frazier Mayfield 
Bayard George Moses 
Borah Gerry Neely 
Brandegee Hale Norris 
Brookhart Harris Oddie 
Broussard Harrison Overman 
Bursu.m Howell Owen 
Cameron Jones, N. Mex. Phipps 
Capper Jones, Wash. Pittman 
Caraway Kendrick Ra1£ton 
Couzens KiLandg Reed, Mo. 
Curtis d Reed, Pa. 
Dill Lodge Robinson 
Ferris McKellar Sheppard 

Shields 
Shipstead 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Untlerwood 
Warren 
Weller 
Wheeler 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators ha>e an­
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is 
upon agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Ol~io 
[Mr. WILLIS] to the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. HARRIS]. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED] is en­
titled to the floor. 

l\.Ir. REED of l\lissouri Mr. President, when I gave way to 
the Senator from Utah [l\fr. SMOOT] to present the conference 
report I had remarked that not au · change is progress, and 
that there is a good deal of confusion in tlle minds of legislators 
and in the minds of the country over that proposition. 

Just as soon as somebody becomes a little bit dissatisfied 
because he finds that the weather, for instance, is not really 
congenial on the 4th of March, he starts an agitation to 
change the Constitution of the United States. Alway thE're 
can be found somebody to second the motion. As it is a change, 
and as change seems to be the order of the day, we speedily 
find some ambitious gentleman in one or the other of the 
Houses who wants to be regarded as really prog1·essive, and not 
only in advance of public opinion but a mile in advance of 
everybody else, rushing in with a proposition to change the 
Constitution. I undertake to say that about two-thirds of 
the agitation back of the proposition to change the time for 
the beginning of the presidential term has been occasioned 
by a few bad storm about the 4th day of l\.farch. 

Now, we are asked to change to January. One good sleet 
stOTm in January on the day of inauguration and the cry will 
go forth again for another change. If we put the elate O\er 
into the summer time, when the flowers ru·e blooming and the 
air is balmy, if we happen to have a tllunderstorm there 
will be another agitation for a change. And so the cry is for 
change, change, change. 

Some man has a fight with his wife. He gets n divorce. 
Then somebody wants to change all the divorce laws of the 
country. Along comes another crowd of people who want to 
abolish the marital relation altogether. I have forgotten the 
name by which they call themselves, but they have some adher­
ents in this country. Of course, there is an innumerable multi­
tude of people who have always wanted to change the Dible. 
Now, we have some other gentlemen who want to change the 
rules or the discoveries of science. The old maxim that existed 
before Voltaire wrote one of his satires was that "everything 
that is is right." We now have reversed that and have adopted, 
instead of it, " everything that is is wrong." 

Of course I agree, and everybody agrees, that if in the lapse 
of time and experience it has been found that there is some pro­
vision of the Constitution which seriously impedes the progress 
of the country, which constitutes an embargo upon the advance­
ment of the country, after mature and serious consideration 
and an absolute determination that we are right as to our facts 
and that the new remedy does not carry within its womb 
greater evils than the provision we are about to change, then 
change, of course, is permissible. Here, however, is a proposi­
tion brought to us, and its nonutility and its mistake is well 
illustrated by the pending amendment to the proposition, which 
is tha·t a President shall be elected for six years, and shall 
thereafter be ineligible for 1·eelection. 
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What ls tbo argument that is advuncecl? Let ns weigh it 

for just a minute. 
We are told that the President, when he takes his sea..t, 

becomes the hea<l of a political party. The intimation is that 
lie plays politics all through his first term in order that h:O 
nm_,. he elected. a second time, and that this is a very bad and 
wi ke<l thing; that there t something terrible nbout a Pre"'i­
dent tryin~ to conduct himself in the first term of his office 
so that tile people may reelect him. Using the term "politics" 
in its offensive sense, and applying that to the acts of the 
President, they dedare that we ought to have a man who, by 
virtue of the impossibility of his reelection, is lifted into that 
puw a.nd exalted atruospllere where ho will pay no attention 
wl1utever to politics. 

:!\Ir. President, if that were to he the result, if the premise 
Js correct, llien you could do nothing more undemocratic, more 
w1rcpublicn.n, more opposed to human liberty than to carry 
out that particular scheme. 

For my part, as long ns I ll-ve in this country I want no 
mnn to llold u legislative or executive oillce who does not 
know tbat if he misbehaves himself he slinll answer to the 
peop1c by n. defeat a.t tbe next election. If he has no further 
arnliition for hhnself, I want him to know that be will defeat 
in tlie next election the party and the people who adva.nced 
llim to power. 

What are the evils springing from a President playing poli­
tics ? Let u. reduce the question to what it really is. It 
menns that in the conuuct of his office the President has so 
co]l{luctcd bimself as to commend himself and his admin.istra­
tion nncl hi party to the good will of the people of the Unite<l 
Stutes. Take that incentive nwa.y from him, and you have set 
up a man who wlll or wllo may proceed '\\'ithont regard to the 
opinion of the people of the United States, without re.~urd to 
the wishes of others. Ile will follow the bent of his own 
mind; will ~atify, if you plense, his own prejudices; will sat­
isfy, if you plense, his own peculiar ambitions. Knowing 
tba t he is at tbe end of his road anyway, he will then proceed 
to set up an executive department dominated by the will of 
one mnn nnd responsible to nobocly. That is a distinct step 
bnc-k toward tyranny, and the only two things wltkh relieve it 
from n condition of absolute tyranny nre the shortness of the 
term nnd the fact that the power of impeachment rests in 
Congress. 

lhit, sir., if you would have this office entirely independent, 
so that nobody's opinion is to lJe considered except that of the 
particular individual who happens to be President, why not 
furiher amend the Constitution and take away the power of 
impeachment? Then you would have a mun who could sit in 
that pure, white light of sclflshness and self-interest, respon­
sihle to nobody, the pure, white light wherein you are beyond 
nnylJody's touch or reEponsibility to anybody. A proposition of 
tlut t kind nnswer~ itself. It is a monstrous tiling to contem­
plate. 

Who arc the e rresidents we elect? Are they supermen, are 
tl1r:y <lcmJgod , that they should work their will unchallenged, 
n11d be r~ponslble to no one? For tl1e most part-indeed, I 
may ~ay as to all of tbem-tlley have been men wllo have, I think, 
tried to do tlleir duty as God gave them the li,,.ht. But they 
hin-e only liC'Cn men. Nothing is so much to be deplored in 
.Amerkim life as the adoration of n. man who happens ta get 
to he Prc~hlent of the United Stutes. I respect that great posi­
tlou ; l>ut I rc!'lpect the position. I do uot fall clown and 
wor:slllp tbe individual. I do not subordlnate my judgment to 
llis because he happened to he elected Pref•ident any more than 
I would subordinate my judgment to tllnt of one of my col­
leagues here who. e opinions I re pcct. It Is mere slavishness 
for ony mun to do that. It i contrary to the ::;pirit of our 
Go\·ernment. It i utterly contemptible. It does not belong 
un1ler the American flag. 

I.et us tukc two examples, anu let us take them in as kindly 
n spirit as we ought to entertain for tho ·e wllom we respect . 
l>n•sident Ilarding was a ember of this bo<ly for four :rears. 
Ile was a mn.n of good mind, good impulses, good purpo es; 
but cllcl nny l\Iember of tl ·,., uody, or nny consi<lcrable number 
of the 11eo11Ie of the United States, accept a proposition as n. 
"crity, or a phllosopl1y a the embodiment of all wLi;;dom, be­
cuu. l~ Senator IInrdlng happened to adLere to that particular 
view? On tile contrary, we challenged his opinions, as e did 
the opinion of nny oilier Member of this body. We did not 
find him invlncihle in debate, in urmountable in logic, uncon­
querable, or omnipotent. Ile pa sed in and out of this Chamber 
ru· nnouserved as the other :Member . 

The day after hi election to tlie Presidency, ho ever, he 
wa f llowed through the streets of the city a Roman con­
queror ln his march of triumph. But he was the same man; 

good, amiable, honest, fair, but just a human being. The elec­
tion had not changed him a bit. It had not added one cubit 
to his stature. 

That was followed by a sentiment in this country in which 
the press joined, in which the pulpit sometimes joined, and in 
which the people joined, that the President had said this thing 
or taken certain positions, and it was a "Thus saith the Lord," 
and everybody was to accept it. But the President was just 
as likely to be mistaken as the Senator had been. 

We had another amlnble gentleman who preslclcd over tl1is 
body. 'Ve all liked him just about as we liked each other. 
We would not accept his ipse dixit on a po1nt of order. 'Ve 
unhesitatingly challenged his rulings on points of order, and 
he was generally wrong. By the accident of death, a most 
unfortunate and deplorable accident, he became the President 
of the United States. Again he did not add one cubit to his 
stature. 

What has this to do with the case? Everything. Tho man 
who happens to be President of the United States is just as 
selfisll, just ns circum cribed, just as human, just as dangerous, 
just as safe the dny after he ls elected as he \Yas the day before, 
except that now he is given a very much greater power. The 
checks upon that power are threefold-the independence of 
Congre s, which cnn always control in great emergencies; the 
right of appeal to the courts, and the power of impeachment. 
These checks in practical application do not half so well re­
strain the ambition or the prejudices of an Executive as the 
fact that there is a great and watchful constituency to whom 
at the end of his term of office Ile must report, and whose ap­
proval he must gain if he be reelected to office. If the principle 
now demanded ns to the Executive be correct, it should be 
applied equally to Senators and Members of tl1e House. The 
cry should go forth that these men should legislate without re­
sponsibility, b cause they would have no chance to continue in 
office by demeaning themselves in a manner suitable to the 
office. · 

So the argument would proceecl, that you are playing politics 
constantly In the Senate, ancl therefore that incentive should 
be taken away from you, and when you are once elected here, 
you slwuld be elected for a fixed term, and at the end of that 
term retire to private life, and thus you would be placed in a 
condition of independence. That argument has been made. 
It was urged that Senator~ should be elected for life, but that 
was defeated, for the wise framers of the Con 'titution knew 
that any body of men not responsible to a constituency might 
become n. tyrannical body of men, and that any body of m n 
responsible to a constituency would play politics-that is to 
say, they would try to so deport themselves that their people 
wouhl approve of their conduct at tho polls-and tho wiaa 
fathers chose the latter alternative. 

But if it be true that the President could be placed in a posi­
tion of nonresponsibility to a constituency, if the fear of defeat 
or the hope of reward by n reelection should he taken ::nvay 
from him, and because of that condition he could rise at once 
to superior heights; if that be a sound argument ns to tho 
E. ecutlve, it is equally sound as to both branches of Congress. 
But we did not adopt that theory. We adopted the theory of 
direct responsibility, and, if you want to use the term, we 
adopted the theory that was intended to mal·e every man who 
holds a public office, outside of the Federal judiciary, con­
stantly play politics, play politics in the broad, the compre­
hensive, and the high ,;ense of endeavoring to conduct him .. elf 
so that he w1Jl meet the approval of his constituency at the 
oncoming election. 

l\Ioreover, if it be true that the President bas playe<l politir.il 
in the vile . ense, not in the sense in which I just u ed the term, 
if he hns in tbe composition of his nature tbnt element which 
lends him to play cheap and vile politics in the great offic to 
which he has been elevated-Ir there be such a man n.s that, 
unrestrained by the hope of reward, by the hope of reelec­
tion-he is exactly the kind of man who would abuso those 
powers the moment the restraint was taken off. 

1\Ir. Presiclent, one ought not to have to talk a great while 
on a question of thjs kind. There is not much use of talking 
about it. The Senate is not considering it. I would say that 
the Senate was ab ent this afternoon largely because it does 
not want to hear me talk, but the Senate ha been equally 
absent when other Senators have talked on the que tion. 

lllr. FLETCTIER. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNEs of Washington in 

the chair). Doe" the Senator from Mi ouri yielcl to the Sena­
tor from Florid~ ? 

l\1r. REED of Iissouri. I yield. 
1Ur. FLETCHER. The Senator will have to keep in miild 

that there are !our or five special investigations going on. I 
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do not know but what we will have to provide for a special 
inYe tigation in each of the four cqrners of the Senate Chamber 
nncl let them be conclucted here, where we cnn have Senators 
close at hnnd. . 

Mr. REED of Us. ouri. I under tnnd that is the reason; 
but we nre not con i<.lering the pending question. There is no 
personal re1lection upon my elf. There is a better attendance 
now than we ba:rn had during the day. The same thing has 
occurred when other Senator~ haYc tried to cli cu s the mat­
ter, and I nm not criticizing my fellow Senators for not being 
here. The fact is we are about to act upon a very important 
que tion, an<l when the bell rings and the roll call begins 
our fellow ... Iembers will come in and vote. 

There is another proposition to which I desire very briefly 
to advert-that a man can not under an-y circum tances suc­
ceed him ·elf. Now, think of that. It is easy enough to imagine 
n great war at its very flood height, the White House occupied 
by the wi ·est and greate:-:;t man of the day, who e hand is u110n 
the helm of the ship, gui<.1ing her through the storms ancl the 
dunger. , '·hen the ununimous voice of the .A.mericnn p<.>e>ple 
would demand his retention in ofllce, when there is no oue to 
take hi place; in the face of that emergency the people would 
find their hands tied by this constitutional amendment. 

Imagine, if :ou please, n condition ·imilar to that which ex­
i:;;ted in reYolutionary days. Suppos some reformer 11ad put 
through a resolution that a man could only corumuncl the 
'outinentnl Army for four rears and shou_ld he ineligible to 

succeed himself, and suppo e in the height of that 8truggle 
George Wasllington's term had expired? ·or does the six-~·eur 
term less n it, becau. ·e a man might be in the lu~t yenr of that 
term when the war occurred, an<l there min-ht lie aheau five or 
ix clark and bloody years when the oue great mind, lJe. t 

ca1mhle, not alone· capable, but IJe t cnpa!Jle of meetiu~ the 
emergency would be relegated out of oflice and ome inferior 
mnn placecl in hi" stead because the Senator from Georgia had 
.,ome year lJefore offel'ed a re olution and it hacl been adopted 
a.· n part or the Constitution. 

I am in fayor of rotution in office, hut I am not in fuvor 
of sa:ring to any man who i Presi<lt!nt that ac ·etrsion to the 
Pre ·idencv is the end of hi ambition, but to holcl hefore him 
every pos"ihlc reward which comes from good conduct, mid the 
ig11ominy ancl di ·nppointment of defeat ns the penalty for fail­
ure to conduct him:elf 08 be t suit· the Americnu people. That 
i the whole theory of our Government-th~ t the .Amerkun 
people are capable of self-gm·ernrnent, that thii-l i/.l their Oov­
crnment, uud thnt it is Rafe to refer every question back to 
them frequent!~-, and .:o when it i propo. eel that a mnn in office 
shnll not pluy politk. , by which I mean cornluct himself so 
that he will mE>et with the upproYal of the American p ople, 
it i. propo.:ell in the ·ume breath to . ay thnt the American 
people are incapn.hle of pas ing upon the conduct of their 
oflkers. If that he true, then democratic government is a 
failure. So, i\Ir. J>rE' iclent, I hope the amenclti11.~nt to the rt:>:50-
lution will he defeated. 

I desire now to give n few momc>nts attention to the re olu­
tion itself. In the flr.t r>lace, if it be any part of the ren:on 
for the intr<><luction of the resolution, we get very little better 
weather in January than we do in March; anu I do not mean 
to .uy that is the reason which impelle<l the author of tlw 
re:olution, but that i~ the biggest reuson for the agitntion. 
\Vasllington want every four year a great gnln. week. It 
wants purailt' , large congregations of p ople from different 
part of tlie Tntion. It loYes the ound of bra:· hand.;. The 
J10tel keep r loY the sountl of the . hekel thnt arc lliletl 
down on their cuunteri-l to pay the outrageou. prices which 
they extort from th pilgriru who journey to the Capital of 
the Nation. The whol performnnc:c ought to l> nholi I• d. 
Tile Pre:·ident of the United State ou"llt to walk into the 
• upreme Court a:s n priYate citizen ancl holcl up his lum(l and 
tnke the onth of oflice and go buck to tlle White Ilom•e, and 
that ought t.o be the encl of the busine "; or be might npvenr 
in tllii> Cham!J r or in the llou"e of Repre~entutirns or even 
take the oath in the White Hou e itself. 

'Ve in. tinctively run to the old nri tocratic Ullll kiugly form. 
They oucc lind in the early day a pro('e.·.·iou of tl.te Pr .··i­
dcnt down to t11e upitol. 'Va hington wore hi. sworll an<l 
curried his cocked liat. H was n cheap imitation of the courb> 
of kil1"'8 and the paracle of monurcl.l that even 'Vashington 
had noet l>eeu able to get away from. But it had no bu. inc. 
in a repuhlic, and Jetrcrson aboli 'hcd it. While the thing 
it. elf is trifling, the effect of example i' often far-reaclling; 
and I question whether l\Ir. Jefferson ever did any other thing-
ave the four or fh·e mighty projects which came from bis 

brain-that hacl a more beneficial effect than when he offered 
the example to the great democracy of tllis country of a simple 

private citizen taking his oath of office in a quiet nnd un­
ostentatious manner and assuming the powers of that omce 
a an ofli'cer of a republic an<l not us ·one possesRed of so~e 
sort of kingly prerogative. lie furni heel an example, and 1t 
wns adhered to until recent years. Ile ent his messages to 
the Hou. e and to the Senate in writing. 

Did they lose R.Dy virility or force by virtue of that? '\Yhose 
learning, whose '\\isdom, has been the lJetter stampe<l upon the 
hi.lory of the country? That of the simple citi:r.en who served 
his people and who retired from that service the same simple 
citizen. 

Dut we have hncl nll thnt changed. Now we must parade to 
the other end of this Capitol with form and ceremony. The 
two Rou es of Cougress must be called to order. Committees 
mu t be appointed to wait upon the great man who is about to 
appear. The gav 1 falls; a hush settles over the a.·semhly; nn<l 
a little fellow, with a piping voice, rushes up the ai le as ex­
cite< Uy ns though he was a!Jout to announce the pref'<ence of a 
new god, and e.·claim., "The Presic:Ient of tl.le UniteU States!"­
an exa<:t r production of the sickening p >rformance tlrnt has 
taken plnre in ev·ry kin~ly court since m '<lievnl days and be­
fore. Then the great man nppea.rs--this or<liuary mun. He 
may be u wi.:er man thnn mo t people, but he is just n man. He 
reads his lrnpr~ .. sive doc:mncnt. Then the committt>-e forms, 
solemnly e. cort · blm into the corridors, where he vanishes from 

ight, ancl one woulc.1 think Ule sun n.nd all the sh1r. hn<l dis­
nppenre<l, and that hope fo1· human beings had uied out l>ecuuse 
the <lemigocl had left us. 

1\11:. l'resi<lent, it mny not he voetical, nnd it mny be bacl taste, 
to use the expre, sion, but I wnnt to remark, in the ve111ncular 
of ol<l l\lis.·ouri, that "it make,· me tir <1," tllls tin ·el and this 
fustian, this (]i~position to imt on parade~. to make cliRplayR, to 
try to elevate an ordinary man into a sort of imperhtl person­
age, whose little finger 1s thick r than other men's loins, .w~o. e 

- ~vear i a hunclrPclwE>ight, when, as n nfatter of fart, he is Just 
an cmlinnry man, and you could put him on the other si<le of n 
table from :rou in a Ja·wsnit and call in any good ordinary 
c:onntry hnv;·er uud test hifl metal. to llis di c·omfiture; or if he 
h a new:-:paper rnnn you coulcl can in a dozen penny-a-liners 
who could write as good u11 nrticle; or if he he n student of the 
Con~titution you coul<l b1·ing a thou::;nnd other men who could 
teach him the princ:li>lt:>s of our great funclmnental law. 

The bu ·in('!'l · of n J>reHi<1ent i · not to be continually inter­
fering with lcgi ·Jntion, is not to be buttonholing Members of 
the Senate an<l o( the Hou.: of Re1ire •tmtntive~. It is to lay 
uefore these hodies hi: re ommendation · in n dignified and 
proper ruunner and thc>n to coneccle that there may he Emme 

-otlier men beside himself who are in earneHt, and that these 
Jlropcr repre:c:>ntntive · of the people, having hnd uggested to 
them a line of thought or n cour~e of coiHluct, will weigh the 
propositions wls ly and without interference by the Ex cutive. 
It iH t?ti1e to begin to unclcrst1111d the. . things. So I say I 
,·hould like to RPe thon all nboli~hecl. Thut i a long dlgr -
Pion from t.he 4th of J.\lnrch ancl inaugural paracle , but it is nll 
vart of the . ·urne tlliug. 

Comi11g now to . uh:;tantial obj •ction to thl propo:ition, 
umlcr tlle pre~ent Con titution when un election is .he~cl there 
e. i. tH an or~anlz cl •ongre ·s, a body thnt iR funct10nmg and 
which constitut the legislative branch of the then existing 
Go\"cmrneut. To t.hnt organized l>ody is c:on~igned the busineRS 
of counting the electornl vote and of determining the re ·ult. 
When it has bNm determined und tlle 4th of March rolls 
round the man who ha been de<'larecl elected by that organ­
ized 1:ou ·-a uo<ly that ha !Jceu in ex.iste11ce for two yeur ,_ 
takes hi seat. 

\Vhat i. the proposition contained in t.l.lis measure? It is 
tbnt th ol<l Cong.re s shnll expire on the first Monday in .Tanu­
arv and that the Pre iclent's omce, in like manner, shull expire 
011 the tllird l\lun<.Iuy in .January. Tile new on°ress, which 
has met two week prior, may or may not be organizecl by the 
date fixed for tlle inauguration of the Pr Rident. It 1s en­
tirely conceivable that when this body get together there will 
b an enormou. numl>er of 1\Icmuers whose ·eats are con­
te 't cl ; thut upon t.he fuce of the returns or by reason ot 
chicanery a majority may be created which does not e.·i t 
At the snme time 1t i. conceivable that there may not lie nn 
eJe ·lion by the Electo1 al College, and till bo<.ly unorganlz d, 
which 1 going to constitute t.he new ong1· s. , is cnlled U!)On 
to act with reference to the ..,election of an Executive. I am 
not nying that th ~e thlng will occur i but they are within 
tlle po. lllilities. 

Well organized as it was, the Republican majority in the 
House of RepresentaUve · at Uie beginning of the pre ent es­
iou of Congress found great <lliliculty in getting its machinery 

in operation. 
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We found some difficulty here in the election of the chairman of 

a committee. Conceive the condition of the growth of a third 
pat-t~· or of a fourth party until there is a wide diversity of politi­
cal opinion; and it is entirely within the possibilities, aye, even 
the probabilities, that on the third Monday in January the House 
will be in a state of absolute disorder, with no organization then 
effected, and the term of the existing President expiring. All 
.that is avoided by allowing the Constitution to remain as it is, 
for, as matters now stand, the old Congress, the organized body, 
the body which has been functioning for two years, and which 
is the Government at that time, in so far as the legislative branch 
is the Government, proceeds to the counting of the electoral 
votes, and we avoid the difficulties which I have just mentioned. 
So it seems to me the weight of the argument and the weight of 
the reasoning are against the change that is proposed. 

Let me offer a further obsei.·vation for the consideration of the 
Senate. 

It is said, as the chief argument for this change of the term of 
tlie President and the Congress, that too long a time elapses be­
tween the election and the assembling of Congress ; and I believe 
that to be the argument that bas been most potential with Sen­
ators. Let us examine that. · 

In the first place, it is said that 13 months elapse before the 
will of the people, expressed at the polls, can find expression in 
legislation, and that that is too long a time, and therefore that we 
ought to change the Constitution so that the result of an election 
shall be immediately felt. 

It is an utter fallacy to declare that it is necessary for the as­
sembling of Congress to be postponed for 13 months. If I am 
not mistaken in my judgment, that is purely a matter of statute. 
Congress could by law provide for the assembling of Congress 
on the 4th day of March succeeding the election. Is not that the 
view of the Senator who introduces this measure? 

l\lr. NORRIS. Yes, l\Ir. President, if the Senator wants me 
to answer his question ; it is true that Congress could fix any day. 

l\lr. REED of Missouri. Very well. 
l\1r. NORRIS. But I want to suggest to the Senator that if 

the time were fixed by statute on the 4th of March, it would mean 
that every Congress would miss the best part of the year, when 
the best work can be done, in the wintertime, and would always 
be in session during the hot season. 

Mr. REED of 1\1issouri. I thought we would get back to the 
weather report in some way or other. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. We would get to it there. We could not 
escape i~ 

-1\lr. REED of Missouri. I do not think there is anything in 
it, as I shall try to demonstrate in a minute. So, now, all we 
ha \'e to do to provide for u meeting on the 4th day of March is 
to puss a statute; an.d then, instead of having to wait these 
l3 months, 've should only have to wait until the 4th day of 
March ; and I presume, as bas been suggested, that we could 
fix it just as well on the 1st clay of January if we wanted to. 
Then 'Ye would have a President holding over until the 4th of 
March and a new Congress that had just been elected going 
in on the 1st of January. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator permit an interruption there? 
1\Ir. REED of Missouri.- Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. In that case we would make the present short 

session still shorter, because every other Congress would expire 
on the 4th day of March on account of the expiration of the 
term, n.nd instead of having from December until March we 
would only have until January. 

l\lr. REED of Missouri. Exactly; and we would start in on 
this glorious new session just exactly at the time the Senator 
sa~rs we ought to start. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Yes; but we would have to stop on the 4th 
of March. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Why? 
Mr. NORRIS. We would still have a short session. 
l\lr. REED of Missouri. Why? 
l\Ir. NORRIS. Because the term would expire. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. The term of what? Oh, the term of 

Congressmen? 
Mr. NORRIS. The term of one-third of the Senators and of 

all of the Members of the House. That is the reason why one 
of our sessions now is a short session, because of the expiration 
of the term. 

l\1r. REED of Missouri. Yes; I understand. 
Mr. NORRIS. If we put the date of meeting one month later, 

and made it January instead of December, we would only 
shorten the short session by a month. 

l\1r. REED of l\fissouri. However, we are discussing a 
hypothetical matter. Let us discuss it as it is. Congress can 
fix the time of the meeting of the Congress succ~eding the 
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election as of the 4th day of March, and it is proposed in this 
joint resolution that the meeting shall be on the 1st day of 
January. Now, what is the actual difference of time? About 
60 days, is it not-January and February? You make a 
change of 60 days in the time. · 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
an interruption there, he must not forget that by fixing it 
as it is fixed in this amendment it is the new Congress and 
not the old Congress. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I am coming to that. I am talk­
ing now about the proposition of the new Congress. The new 
Congress, under the Senator's joint resolution, would take 
its office on the 1st day of January, and certainly it could 
not be expected to do very much until after the President had 
been inaugurat-ed, which would be the third Monday in Jan­
uary. Now, how much time. do you actually save? If you 
change the present statute so that Congress meets on the 
4th of March, the President being inaugurated on the 4t". of 
March, the new Congress is really delayed in its action the 
difference between the third Monday in January and the 4th 
of March. That is to say, the net gain is about 38 to 40 days. 
That . is not worth the· effort of changing the Constitution. 
That is ·an you gain. If it is desired to have the new Con­
gress meet on the 4th of March every other year, I shall be 
glad to vote for that sort of a statute. Figuring your entire 
scheme down, now, you are going to gain about 35 days of the 
winter months, which you say is the best time to legislate; so 
you get nothing substantial · out of that. It seems to me, 
when you come to analyze that proposition down, that there 
is nothing in it. 

Now, I want to offer the final observation that I have to 
make. I know-there is a theory in the minds of many splendid 
men, many thoughtful men, that the voice of the people should 
be immediately heard and the mandate of an election in­
stantly put into effect. Therefore, they say that we should 
hold an election to-day, swear in the officers to-morrow, and 
go to work the next day, and that anything short of that is 
a denial to the people of the right of control. That is a 
fascinating argument, but that is an argument quite contrary 
to the one that has to be advanced in support of a joint 
resolution that a President can be elected only once in order 
to keep him from playing politics-that is, asking the good 
will of the people. But the fathers of this Republic, the 
students of constitutions and of laws are of one opinion, as 
far as I know, upon the proposition I am about to state, 
and that is that the danger to a republic lies in hasty and 
improvident action; that while the utmost · uberty of action 
must be allowed to the people in the expression of their will, 
nevertheless we must get entirely away from hasty and im­
provident action. That is the reason, sir, why it was written 
into the Constitution itself that it could not be changed until 
a joint resolution approved by two-thirds of both branches 
of the Congress had submitted the proposition and until it 
had been approved by the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
States. That is the reason, or one of the reasons at least, 
why we have provided for two Houses of Congress-in order 
that a mistake that is made, an improvident action taken, 
may be checked in the other House and examined, and some. 
possible mistake prevented. 

It bas been argued that the fixing of the 4th day of March 
was purely an accident. 

I am of the opinion that it had a very much sounder 
reason-not the fixation of that particular day, but the fixa­
tion of a day somewhat later than the election. That reason 
is that there is a period of reflection, of discussion, of debate, 
of thoughtfulness, to intervene between the day of the election, 
with all of its excitement and its turmoil, and the period when 
those elected shall assume the duties of government. It is 
a brake upon the car, if you please. It is better to act a 
little slowly and to act wisely than it is to acl hastily and 
improvidently. There is no man in this Chamber-and there 
are men here of many years of legislative experience-who 
can point to a single instance where the people have been 
deprived of any substantial right because the old Congress 
held over for 90 days or 120 days after the election. There 
have arisen no emergencies of such character that they could 
not await consideration after the 4th of l\farch. There have 
failed to pass in these short sessions some laws that would 
have been passed if the session had been much longer, and to 
which the newly elected Congressmen were absolutely op­
posed, and which the new Congress would not have passed, 
and did not pass. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
there? 
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Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes. 
1\'Ir. NORRTS. In that case the o1d Oongress would never 

'.have a ehanre even to consider the matter. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Oh, yes; the old Congress would 

have been in just that much longer, -and wauld have done 
their work. 

:Mr. NORRIS. The old Congress would not have had that 
s110rt session. The Senator has argued that some bad laws 
have failed in short sessions that would have done injur.Y if 
the session had been longer and they had _passed. My an wer 
is that if thls amen-dment is agreed to, and becomes part of 
the Constitution, there would be no such short session of 
Oongress; there would be the new Congress. 

Ur. REED of Missouri. No; under the proposition of the 
Senator _ the Congress would enter upon its duties on the fiTst 
l\Ionday in January, and it would or might continue in session 
for an entire two years, with a mere formal adjournment to 
begin a new rerm. Under those circumstances the character 
of legislation of >Yhich I speak, which I say has been frequently 
-Oefeated in the short session and was not taken up by the new 
()ongr~ s, would have simply been stai·ted earlier in the session, 
nnd would have gone through. Frequently in my judg_ment the 
sbort session bas been a b1essing, because something that I 
thought was ·rnry wrong was being attempted, and the lapse 
of time stopped it. 

I do not understand the Senator when he says that this 
wipes out a short session, tllld, theref()re, wipes out that evil. 
lt is true lt wipes uut the short session, but it gives us two 
•sessions of a year each, and a11 of the last one to complete the 
bad work I am discussing. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I will call the Senator's at­
tention to ·an incident that happened just r-ecently, and I do 
not know but that the Sena.tor had it in mind. The Senater 
is say'ing that too short session, by Tea.son of it being short, 
sometimes is responsible for the def~at of desirable 1egis1ation 
which would be enacted if the session were long-er. 

Mr. REED of Mi souri. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. I snggest to the Senator that if this were 

.a part of tbe Constitution, t'he Oong:ress, whdch now holds a short 
session after the -election w11ere it has been repudiated, if it 
is repudiated, would not ha'\e any -S"hort session; it would be 
th~ new Congress. Now let me call th.e Senator's attention to 
fill incident--

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly what the Senator says is 
true, but the Senator must agree with me that it is not the 
mere matter of the -efoetion with which we have to deal. We 
nave to deal with what the Congress may do. 

1\1r. NORRIS. I 'llll°<Jerstand that, but it is the election that 
~ takes place just before the short session in which the people 
speak, and I want to ea.11 the ·senator's attention to an at­
tempt that was made in the last -short session-tbat is, the 
last session of the 1ast Congress. There was an attempt made 
by the administration to pass the so-called Ship subsidy bill, 
and I think the Senator and I will agree that if that had been 
a long session that measure might have been enacted into law, 
and it was defeated perhaps because u· was a short session. 
At 1ea t, that is one -of the reasons. But :if this amendment 
bad been part of the Oonstita.tion, there would not have been 
any short session of that old Congress. It would nave been 
the new Congress, convened in l"anuary, who were opposed to 
a ship subsidy, and they would not have gotten to first base 
with it. 

Mr. REED of Missourl. That is '3. ·strang~ style of -reascm­
ing. The 'Senator assumes that the snip subsidy bill was in­
trodneed after the election--

Mr. NDRRIS. Oh, no; but there was no attempt made tto 
pass it until after electi-0n, and the Senator knows that the 
J)eople at the election repudiated the idea of a ship subsidy 
bin. 

Mr. REED of Misso11ri. Exactly. Then we might just a:s 
w~ll abolish all Oongresses whieh meet after election and have 
oo CO"ngress meeting after an election. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator will agree with me that 
if the President bad left the ship subsidy bill for the new Con­
•gress te consider and had not tried to get it through at the 
short session, he conld not nave gotten anywhere with it, and 
be ·cou1d not have gotten anywhere just before electio-n, because 
l•e knew Congress would have known the result that would 
follow. 

:Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not agree with that at all If 
there had been no flhort session of the Congress, if the old Con­
gress had e~'"pi red with the election, of course, then, it wonld 
nave been necessary :to introduce tile ship subsidy bill at some 
time prior to the election, some time between the two biennial 
elections. I think it would have been introduced, and I think 

it would have gotten snbstantiall_y the same vote it did get. I do 
'llot know of any lame ducks who voted to help puss it, and, 
anyway, we beat it by virtue of the la_pse of time, lame ducks 
or no 1rune ducks. 

Of course, if yon are going to act upon the theory that a 
Congress after election shall have so many defeated Members 
in it that they feel no sense of responsibility, and that they are 
utterly disreguTdful of the public interest, then yon had better 
abolish Congress altogether. I again challenge any ·man in this 
body to tell .me a. single law that was passed at a short session 
that illustrates in any striking manner the e-vils of the short 
session, as we call it, or any Congress that held over after an 
election that, because it held over after an election, pa.ssea 
legislation directly opposed to the will of the _people, as ex­
pressed at the· election, a:nd in such a manner that it could not 
be rectified at once by the new Congress. 

The fact about the matter is that we have talked a great 
deal about those things, and there is not much in them. If it 
is a tariff bill which the old Congress enacts, t11e new Con­
gre ·s can change it. If it is anyt1ling in tne line of legislation, 
it ean be changed. This is an attempt to change the Constitu­
tion, and 1 think confusion is being produced instea1l of remedy. 

I go back now to the one thing I was speaking of when I 
digressed, and then I shall cease taking the time of the Senate. 
I say that a time of -deliberation and of repose is necessary 
after a great eleetion. 

In my brief experience I have frequently known of proposi­
tions advanced beeause of some apparent emergency, and Oon­
'gress excited about them, Teady to take some extreme or ra-dieal 
-action, but in the course of 30 or 60 or 90 days, the wh-0le 
J)l'Oblem would be solved by itself, and the country would be 
savea. the eurse of some improvident legislation. 

The inauguration of a new President and the installation 
of a goT"ernment ought to eome long enough after every elec­
tion so that there lrns been time for consideration, time for 
counsel, time for organization, time for deliberation. Any 
proposition ttl-at proposes to eall together the newly -elected 
Members of Congress at once bas within it the great danger 
of too hasty 'RD.Cl too ineons· derate -action. "The statement of 
that propo ·ition ought to -appeal to every man wllo is an ex­
perienced legislator. 

Dne of the -great fathers of this Republic 1lrged that no law 
be passed until it llad been penCling for a .sear, and when it 
was replied t1lat an emergency m'ight exist demanding imme­
diate action, he answered that the · emergenc_y could be met by 
pronding that ~ law that was to be passed within a shorter 
period o'f time should have more than a majority vote. 

Bear in mind that this country has run along now for nearly 
150 years. We n~r•~ suffered no serious difficulties on account 
of our Oonstitution, or because ~f the time of election. Why 
abandon file bea:ten J)ath, the beaten road, and go mto these 
·bypaths of -experimentation? 

What great evil has arisen? No illustration ha.s been given. 
The one illustration that -was given w.as that of a bill for a 
ship subsidy, which was not brought up before an election, but 
was broug'ht up ·after an -e1ection. It was defeat-ea, and the 
shortness of time helped to defeat it. · 

i would r.ather have a Congress restrained during the last 
tlrree or fom· months of it-s existenee by the vote of an election 
whicll has alreRdy been h~1d than to ha--ve a Congress thEit 
:start-ea <JUt f-0r two years an-d proceeded during the whole 24 
months unrestrained by any intermediate expression of opinion 
•ef tbe 'People. I am not alarmed by the argument that men 
having been 'defeated will then proceed to do something after 
an election they would not do before. lJ: know of no mstanee 
where that has been acrompliSben. I am ·not willing -to ascribe 
such base motives to men who hold the position of leg'is1ators. 

Take the two theories and put them -side by side. One is 
to elect immediately and install in office, and k~ep in office 
for two years in almost constant session, this bod.Y of men, 
without any intermediate expression of opinion by the people. 
Th~ ofher is to put that newly elected body into office on the 
4th of 1\Iarch, and some 150 days before they shall go out of 
office there i-s an election. · That election, let us say, is against 
the party in power. The influence is a restraining influence. 
The body of men -wbose policies haTe been Te-pudiated wm be 
less likely to carry them out th:.ID they would be if they had 
been sitting there acting before the election was held at all. 

Generally, l\Ir. Pr..esiaent, with the exception of providing 
n methou 'fo-r amending this Constitution which wm give f.be 
peopl~ of the United States son1ething te say about it, I am 
-oppet;ed to -changes of the instrument. Under it we have pro­
.ceeded from weakness to strength, from smallness to greatness, 
from a position in the oolumn of nations far removed from the 
'front tQ the very head of that column. We have seen our popula-
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tion increased from a little over 3,oo·o,ooo to over 110,000,000. 
Our wealth has expanded beyond the conception of the men of 
50 years ago. We occupy a great and dominant place on the 
map of the world. Our good will is sought by every government 
pf earth. Our people are prosperous and happy, save from those 
misfortunes which fall as the result of improvidence or of 
providence. 

And yet we are not content. Like the children of I~rael 
we must have a new god every day. 'Ve must change. We 
must tinker. There stands the old temple of liberty, its spires 
blazing in the sunlight of universal approbation, pillars strong, 
.walls as steadfast as when they were cemented first in the 
blood. of the revolution, but somebody has to change the archi­
tecture a little. Somehody every day must go in with a chisel 
and hammer and go to pecking at it. Somebody must do 
something. It is a wonder to me that this Congress does not 
adjourn and go out into Statuary Hall and proceed with 
chisel and mallet and with amateur hands to try to improve 
on the statuary. Somebody will think that Daniel Webster's 
nose is too short and be sticking a piece of putty on the end 
of it in orde1· that it may conform to bis own educated taste. 
I have .no doubt there are plenty of men here, if we could 
imagine such a thing as a legislative Venus de Milo, who would 
immediately proceed to legislate arms and parts on that 
statue. Nothing is sacred. All must be changed. All that 
i is wrong. 

:Mark you, if you do not do something every day you are not 
p1:ogressive. If this Congress could conceive the thought that 
it is not the guardian of every human being in the country, 
that it has a limited scope of authority which it can properly 
exercise. that the people of the great States of the Union know 
quite as well what they need as we know what they need, 
that local self-government is not only a principle but that it 
will be a fact, that our business is to pass a few simple laws 
and provide the rm-enues for the Government; if we could 
conceive the fact that our wisdom is quite as finite as the wis­
dom of the folk at home, that at best we are obliged to guess 
with reference to many of our acts ; if we could disband 
about two-thirds of the bureaus of Washington, if we could 
tum off three or four hundred thousand of the employees who 
eat up the suhstance of the people; if we could real1y visualize 
the old thought that freedom consists in the right of the in­
dividual to live his own life, conduct his own business, think 
bis own thoughts without let or hindrance, save that be ~hall 
not ~o conduct himself as . to circumscribe the rights of his 
fellow citizens to enjoy similar liberties; if we could nnder­
stnnd that this Congress is not the doctor for all creation, 
that some things ha,-e been done wisely in the past by the 
founders of the Republic, and that half-baked · experimenta­
tion is a thing intolerable in any Government; if we couM re­
member. Senators, that those governments exist and continue to 
exist where changes are slow an<1 are thouglltfully tnken, 
that no 11eople has ever established itself as a great people and 
maintaiued its dominance through th~ centuries unless it has 
hacl witllin it an element of conservatism and of care, we 
might do better. 

I see mv friend the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. JOHNSON] 
smiling at me-I do not know whether with approval or dis­
dain but I hope not the latter. If he will permit a personal 
allu~ion not intended to be uncomplimentary, be originally 
sprang from a country far to the north, where one of the sturdi­
est folk on earth e·rnr built a civilizatioR amidst the adversi­
ties of nature. They are not an excitable people who change 
every day. They build, and build securely, and when they 
make change it is in the nature of addition and not of de­
struction. 

The tiling that has made the British people the dominant 
force that they are in this world is the fact that they have 
clung through the centuries to one line of ideas. Slowly, cau­
tiously, and determinedly they have proceeded on their course. 
When England has fixed a poliey in her Government she ad­
heres to it. If 200 years ago the British Government had con­
cluded to acquire a certain point of land or a certain island, 
through the 200 years that interV"ened she never took her eye 
off that spot of earth and has continued to adhere to the policy 
of finally acquiring it. I make that statement merely by way 
of illustration of a great English characteristic, a character­
istic that has made it possible for 38,000,000 Britishers to estab­
lish the dominance of the Empire over one-third of the earth's 
habitable surface, so that, as Webster said, her drumbeat not 
only followed. the sun in its course around the earth but it 
could now be said that the English flag flutters from pole to 
pole and kisses alike the icy breezes of the Arctic and Antarctic 
and the warm winds of the Equator. 

But we must change every day-whittle at the Constitution 
just a little. No disaster has fallen to us through the years 
because of the time that we meet and organize our Congress. 
No evil has been pointed out which has befallen us. Just let 
us have a change; that is all. Let us do something. Well, 
there are enough tasks, great tasks, that lie within the purview 
of our authority. We may not agree as to their solution, but it 
would be well to put our minds to them. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate only 
for a few moments. The real point in this proposed consti­
tutional amendment is that it will enable the representatives 
of the people of the United States to meet nearly one year 
earlier than they do under the present structure of our Con­
stitution. Its real meaning is that the people of the United 
States, when they wish to change and do change their Govern­
ment, shall have an opportunity through their representatives 
so changed at an election to have their will recorded through 
the legislative authorities of this Nation earlier than by the 
present method, under which the Congress elected in Novem­
ber meets in December a year thereafter. 

I am in favor of giving the people of the United States 
.a larger measure of opportunity to express their will through 
their representatives. In that respect the proposed change 
in the Constitution would be an improvement; in that respect 
it would be progressive, because the real meaning of a "pro­
gressive" in this country is one who desires to give constantly 
increasing power to the people. Both of the great parties 
profess· that principle, the principle of desiring the people 
to rule, but both great parties &re divided into those who 
are progressive and those who are conservative. Each one is 
entitled to his own opinion. I am in favor of giving a larger 
measure of power to the American people to enable them to 
express their opinion as speedily as possible. For that reason 
I approve this proposed amendment to the Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [l.\:lr. HAmus]. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask fo!" the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I differ with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. REED], who alluded to the attitude of the people 
of this country toward those who occupy the presidential office. 
In my judgment there is not anything better for this country 
than the feeling we have for the men who occupy that high 
office. 

Theodore Roosevelt, William McKinley, Warren G. Harding 
did not receive a majority of the votes of the people of my 
State, but every schoolboy .in Georgia . points with pride to, 
and is a better boy and will become a better man because of, 
the lives of the men who have occupied the presidential office 
and other offices of trust. Those boys never would have 
known what great men those Presidents were had they not 
occupied the presidential office and their lives are an inspira­
tion to them. 

Mr. President, I wish to say the way the people of this coun­
try feel toward Woodrow Wilson is a splendid thing for the 
whole United States, and every day that will be demonstrated 
more and more as they come to appreciate what his life and 
character were as exemplified by his career as President of 
the United States. 

The Senator from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD] is regarded 
by both parties as being one of the ablest public men in this 
country. He has opposed the last two constitutional amend­
ments which have been adopted. I wish to take only a mo­
ment of the time of the Senate to read what that Senator said 
about a six-year term of office for the President. I read from 
a pamphlet which is being distributed on behalf of 1\1r. UN­
DERWOOD for the Democratic nomination for President of the 
United States. It is entitled "Mr. UNDERWOOD'S Views on Liv­
ing, Pertinent Issues." Mr. UNDERWOOD delivered a speech the 
other day in Ohio, and the entire speech was printed in the 
RECORD. In reference to the President's term, Mr. UNDERWOOD 
said: 

Make the term six years or seven years, and make the Executive 
ineligible to reelection, and you will have removed all temptation to 
further personal ambition, you will have taken out of the sphere of 
partisanship the one man in the country who should stand above and 
beyond it, and you will have purified the very air of politics itself 
by giving it worthier motives and loftier ideals. 

l\lr. President, I have not criticized the men who have held 
the office of President of the United States. In my judgment 
no man can be elected President of the United States who is 
not a good man and an honest man. I have confidence in the 
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people of the United States in their selection of a President, 
and I think more highly of the men selected by them than do 
some others. I am proud of that opinion. I am glad the 
country feels the way I have stated ab<>ut the men who occupy 
the position of President and about the presidential office. . I 
am not referring to any particular President ; but I do not 
believe anyone can contradict the statement when I say that 
every President as soon as he gets into office must, because of 
the fight which is made upon him by politicians in th.is body as 
well as elsewhere in the country, put himself in an attitude of 
defense. Presidents, therefore, have to play politics. If they 
should be placed in a position where they did not consider their 
reelection and should be made ineligible for reelection, Senators 
and others would not be trying to destroy their prestige because 
of political differences. The President will not have to play 
so much politics if his political opponents know that he can not 
be reelected. They would think only of the merits of measmes 
recommended by the President. 

Consider the responsibility and the power which the Presi­
dent has. No king, no other man on earth, has such power as 
has the President of the United States. .A:ny President can 
renominate himself with the power and patronage he has at 
his command, and most of them can almost reelect themselves 
with the patronage they have. I think that is a danger to the 
country. I beliern that a President should spend all of his 
time thinking of the good of his country and his duties and 
not thinking of being reelected. 

Mr. Presiden~ I recognize it is late, and I hope we may have 
a vote on the joint resoluti8'Il this afternoon, so I am not going 
further to take the time of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question with reference to his amendment, 
if I may. I find his amendment, as I read it, is intended to 
come in at the end of section 3 of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nefrraska. [Mr. NoRRrsJ. 

What I have difficulty in understanding is the application 
of the Senator's amendment at the point. The amendment 
seems to me to be complete. I suppose that my own view is 
in some way defective; but as the Se~ator's amendment reads, 
be repeats ·the language of the openmg part of Article II of 
the Constitution in reference t<> " the executive power being 
vested in the President of the United States." Then his 
amendment provides that the President " shall hold his office 
during the term of six years," and shall be ineligible to re-­
election ; then the Senator's amendment concludes with the 
language that-

The President, together with the Vice President chosen :tor the 
same term, shall be elected as follows. 

Nothing follows in the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska, except a short paragraph providing th.at-

This amendment shall take effect on the 15th day of December 
after its ratification. 

It rather seems to me that the Senator's amendment does 
not fit into the place where I understand it to apply. There 
is in the original section of the Constitution to which the 
Senator's amendment evidently refers the provision us to the 
manner of election; but the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska, as I understand, comes in as an in­
dependent and new amendment. Consequently, I do not see 
how the reference can be made back to the section of the 
Constitution which we really have in mind. I would ap­
preciate it if the Senator would enlighten me if I am in 
error about it. · 

Mr. HARRIS. l\Ir. President, I will state that one of the 
ablest lawyers in the Senate. a member of the Judiciary Com­
mittee, prepared this amendment at my request. I have tried 
for several years to get such a proposal before the Senate. 
When the late Senator Watson was my colleague he offered 
my measure and we tried to get the Judiciary Committee to 
approve it at that time. The Senator f:rom Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS], for whom I have high regar<l, was appointed about 
two months ago upon a subcommittee of three to consider the 
amendment proposed by me, along with his joint resolution, 
but that committee did not have time to consider my amend­
ment. That is why I am forced, in oruer to get it before the 
Senate, to offer it as an amendment to the pending joint reso­
lution. 

Mr. NOililIS. l\lr. President, I think the Senator from 
Georgia has not quite comprehended the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Colorado. If he will examine the language of 
his amendment and follow it out literally, as the Senator from 
Colorado suggests, there is great doubt whether it will fit at 
all where the Senator proposes that the amendment shall 

come in. I think if the Senator would examine it carefully he 
would want to change it 

M.r. HARRIS. l will examine it and consult with lawyers in 
the Senate in regard to it. · 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Gee>rgia that I think it is perfectly clear that he intends that 
his amendment shall take the place of paragraph 1 of section 
1. of Article II of the Constitution. If he has the Manual before 
him he can see where evidently it is intended to come in. · 

l\fr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, that might be a more ap.pro­
priate connection, but as the Senator from Georgia has said 
he will examine the matter and present the question later, 
I do not care to say anything about it. 

Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Senator from Ne­
braska that \"Ve take a recess, or an adjournment, whichever is 
preferredr at this hour until Monday. I wish to speak upon 
the subject at some little length, and I do not care to do so 
this late in the afternoon. There are very few Senators pres­
ent. Most of them, in all probability, have gone to their 
offices, many of them have gone to their residences, and it 
would be difficult and very inconvenient to Senators to call 
for a quorum in order to reach a final vote. As in all proba­
bility we can not complete the consideration of the joint resolu· 
tion this afternoon, I think it would be well, and certainly it 
would be an accommodation to Senators, now to take ·a recess. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator if he 
desires to discuss the pending amendment or the joint resolu· 
tion proper? 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to discuss both. 
Mr. NORRIS. Then, the Senator would not want the pencl· 

ing amendment voted on until he had an opportunity to de· 
bate it? 

Mr. SHIELDR I should prefer to discuss the entire proposi· 
tion at one time. I will say to the Senator that I desire to 
offer an amendment as a substitute for the joint resolution, 
and, if it is agreed to take a recess, I shall offer it now. It 
would not be in order now, but, by consent, I may present it in 
order that it may be printed and be considered on Monday. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should be very glad to have the Senator 
present the- amendment now if he intends to offer it, an<l let 
it be printed. 

Mr. SHIEJ.,DS Out of order, Mr. President, I desire to 
present an amendment in the nature of a substitute which I 
shall read. I desire to have it appear in the RECORD in tl1e 
form in which I shall read it, and to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will appear in the RECORD 
ii the Senator reads it. 

l\Ir. SHIELDS. That is one reason why I shall read it. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understand the Senator is about to offer a 

substitute fer the main joint resolution? 
Mr. SHIELDS. Yes~ to strike out all after the resolving 

clause and insert the following: 
SEC'.rION 1. The terms of the President and Vice President of the 

United States shall eommence on the third Monday in January fol­
lowing tbe election of presidential and vice presidential electors. 

SEC. 2. The presidential and vice presidential electors, composing 
the Eleetoral College, shall assemble in the States by which they are 
appointed and cast their votes for Pre&ident and' Vice President on tlle 
second Monday in December following their appointment, and' the vote 
so cast, duly certified, shall be tiled with the President of the Senate 
before the first Monday in January next thereafter, and the Congress 
shall meet in joint session on the second Monday in Jannary follow­
ing and open and count the same : Provided, That Congrass may alte:r 
all the dates fixed in this section, in its disC'I'etion. 

SEc. 3. The terms of Senators and Representatives shall conune-nce 
on the first Monday in January following their election. 

SEc. 4. There shall be held two regular sessions of Congress, con­
vening- on the first Monday of January each year. 

SEC. 5. The terms of said officers who may be in office at tbe time -Of 
the adoption of this amendment are hereby changed to conform here­
with. 

I ask that the proposed substitute be printed in the usual 
form for distribution and placed on the desks of: Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The amendment will be re­
ceived, printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Now, referring to my suggestion that a 
recess be taken, I submit the matter to the Senator from Ne-. 
braska. 

RECESS. 

:J'.\.lr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it is quite evident to me that 
we shall not be al>le to dispose of the joint resolution itself to· 
night, although I had hoped that we might vote on some of 
the amendments that are pending. Since the Senator from Ten­
nessee wishes to discuss the amendment, however, and is not 
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prepared to go on to--night, I move that the Senate now take 
a rece s until 12 o'clock noon on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 
· The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ·cat 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) took a recess until l\1onday, March 17, 1924.. 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, March 15, 19~4. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
We would place oursel\'"es in all reverence at Thy footstool, 

0 Lord, and let Thy kingclom come and Thy will be done in 
all our hearts. We would have the sense of our personal re­
lationship to Thee be very keen, and may it not graw less in our 
Uve . Let our conduct, our service, and our influence be a 
direct refleetion of the great Teacher of men. When reviled 
may we revile not, when we suffer may we threaten not, but 
commit ourselves unto Him who judgeth righteously. God 
bless our country and all the traditi-0nal institutions of the 
l n<l. Increase the faith of all our citizens in the wisdom and 
character of our central Government, and may it always re­
ceive their support and unfailing loyalty to the glory of God 
and for the good of our fellow countrymen. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

REM.ARKS ON THE LATE WOODROW WILSON. 

:Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, under I-eave to extend my re­
marks I insert the speech of Joseph P. Tumulty March 3, before 
the Iroquois Club, Chlcago, on Woodrow Wilson, as follows: 

Mr. President and gentlemen ot the Iroquois Club, this is a most 
wb-0lesome atmosphere; it radiates good nature and friendship for <>ne 
who 11 years ago turned away from modest professional duties and 
directed his bark toward the Capital of the Nation to play an humble 
part in the constructive efforts of a man who, 'having made his impress 
up.on a Nation and the world, triumphantly passed from the stage of 
life to play an immortal part in that last home where he n.ow lives in 
peace and where sorrow no longer touches him. 

It is heartening and fine to Irno.w that wherever one goes the heart 
of America seems to respond to the idealism of the great leader, Wood­
r<>w Wilson. 

H one could have been present at the bedside of Woodrow Wilson as 
the last faint rays of his life Bashed and fluttered, he could imagine 
that from those lips, now silent in death, th.ese final impressive words 
of advice of Edmond Dantes came : 

"So ilive, then, a.nd be happy, ~loved children of my heart, and 
never forget that until th~ day when God will deign to reveal the 
future to man all human wisdom is contained in these two words­
'wait~ and 'hope.'" 

These two words, "wait" and "hope," sum up the philosophy which 
underlay the humane policies and broad, constructive statesmanship of 
Woodrow Wilson. "Waiting and heying" we:re the lodestars of his life 
nnd hi~ career. ••Waiting and hoping" for the days of sweet reason­
ableness when the ca.use of world peace tor which he engaged in a death­
less struggle, gave the last full measure o! devotion, would be vindl· 
cated-these were the pivots around w.hich his thoughts and his dreams 
of peace turned. It is, indeed, too bad, my friends, that in this hurly­
burly world in which we live-a world rmfortunately torn and touched 
by the deep passions of hatred, the inevitable aftermath of the World 
War-that those little men who live from day to day, whose eyes seem 
never to s eep the great horizons o! life, full to steer their course by 
these two stars--" watt " and " hopi!.'' 

The present, with its thxills, its adversitie.s, its endless controversy, 
its expediencies, is the tonic of the politician. The future, with its 
uncertainty, is the stimulant of the statesman. Our trouble is, gentle­
men, that we think and assess the value of everything in terms of the 
present hour, its effect morally, socially, and econ<>mically upan the 
present day. We boastfully say that great events and careers are per­
manently settled by election returns. Thus we fear to go forward and 
blaze the way for future generations. And yet no one who reads history 
aright, whether it be that of America ur the world, can find in its great 
lessons any solace or comfort to sustain a tlli!ory so foolish, so puerile, 
so evanescent. He who bases his action upon the atmosphere o! the 
present day finds himself struggling with the forces of shifting sands. 
Events in our own Nation's life demonstrate that neitbe.r great ca:ooers 
nor grave public questions are ever permanently settled by elec.tiru 
returns. 

Does not the career of our ()Wn beloved Lincoln and the great un" : 
ing issue of slavery, which he sponsored with his mighty voice, prove 

the truth of this assertion? The adversity of electio.ru1 did not permn· 
nently settle the slavery question, nor did the defeat of Lincoln by 
Douglas in 1856 determine the career of Lincoln. No mY friends; 
Destiny works in a peculla.r way its womiers to perform and discredits 
the present as a safe standard by which to guide our action. Time 
alone, the great solvent, in the last analysis, is the final determinator. 
You .mig};tt as well declare that the solemn referendum of the motley 
crowd that met on the hill of Golgotha fixed the place in history of the 
lowly Nazarene, who came to advocate peace, to help the poor and the 
distressed, to raise the dead, to succor the miserable and the hungry. 
The politicians who gathered about the cross foolishly thought that that 
referendum of passion which decreed death to Him who came to help a. 
distressed world was the end, the consummation, of their bitterness and 
scorn and hatred. But, my t:rrends, the cruciflxlon of Christ was not 
the denouement of the tragedy. The resurrection was the vindic.ation 
of the power and the majesty {)f the mightiest figure in the world. 

Lincoln's friends thought that when, in hiB struggle with· Douglas for 
the United States Senatorsbip in 1856, he declared that "a house 
divided against itself could not stnnd"; that "no nation could live half 
slave and half free "-that these declarat:Wns would result in bis defeat i 
that this was the end of Lincoln. But Lincoln cynically smiled and 
said, "It is but the beginning. These declarations may defeat me :tor 
the Senatorship {)f Illinois, but the seed planted by these statements will 
inevitably elect me to the Presidency.'' It is a difficult thing 1n the 
world of the present, a world full of passion, -emotion, and hatred. 
npproximately t-0 estimate or to interpret the career of a man like 
Woodrow Wilson. Destiny, that inscrutable nuncio of God, seems to 
laugh to s.eorn the appralsements of the present. By all the cold, logical 
standards of the present hour, in the cause of peace for which he 
struggled, fought, and died, Woodrow Wilson dared wilh solemnity to 
do a great, unselfish thing, but failed utterly, miserably. He sought to 
play the rOle of a Nation's interpreter and to direct the course of tho!:le 
who seemed to have forgotten the. covenant of peace, and, like John <>l 
old, crying out in the wilderness., called the wandering flock to the right 
path. But, alas, he did not reach the promised land of peace--the 
land of his dreams and hopes. But he did not desert the cause of peace. 
With him peace was never a forlorn hope. He did not surrender and 
let die " a fl.re, a fire that is sacred not only now in this country but iil 
all countries for all times." 

A famous writer has said that " the prophet is the man who sees 
with a troubled heart, but with clear eyes, the evil which reigns 
to-day, the punishment which will come to-mflrrow, and the king­
dom of happiness which will follow punishment and repentance. He 
speaks in the name of the mute, he is a hand for him who can not 
write, a defend~ for the people s.cattered and oppressed~ an advo­
cate for the po.or, n.n av-enger for the humble who cry out under 
the heel of the powerful. He 1s not on the side of those who tyran­
nize, but of those who are trodden underfoot. He does not seek 
out the satiated and the greedy, but the hungry and the wretched. 
He is a troublesome, importunate, and inopportune voice, hated by the 
great, out of favor with the crowd, not always understood, even by 
his disciples. Only the poor and the oppressed bless him. Like 
all loud trutbtellers, who disturb the slumbering majority, who 
unsettle the sordid peace of the masters, be is avoided like a leper, 
persecuted Uke an enemy. Kings can barely tolerate him; the rich 
detest him ... 

And so we are ltere to-clay resolved that the dead shall not have 
died in vain and with burning hope in onr hearts that the valorous 
cause of peace to which be ordained his life, fought, sufrered and 
gave the last full measure of devotion, shall, in tbe providence of 
God working through the efforts of those be left behind, be brought 
closer to ultimate realization. No ideal llke tbat of peace can be 
blotted out any more than the everlasting hills can be destroyeCl. 
G-0d does not permit waste. 

Yes, my friends, Woodrow Wilson is as great a:nd as noble in 
death as he was in life. With the shroud dntwn, partisan rancor, 
personal hatred, and the envy of little men are held at baJt and for­
ever silenced. and now with bared heads we stand in reverential awe 
before the tomb to honor him wbo gave his body, his mind, his 
sonl-yes, bis very all-for the sacred truths upon which our own 
Magna Cllarta was founded ; and for the saving of a worl-0 from the 
CT'Uel and blighting plague of war. 

With Woodrow Wilson "right was more precious than peace." 
With him as our leader and inspiration we fought for the things 
we have always carried nearest OUT hearts, for democracy, for the 
right of those who submit to authority to have a voice in their 
own government, for the rights and liberties of small nations, for 
an universal dominance of Tight by such a concert of free peoples 
as sball bring peace and safety to all nations and make the world 
itself at last free. 

Woodrow Wilson, with a vision clear, saw the broad horizons ot 
life and songb.t to interpret the feeling and aspiration of peace that 
came to him, bot and bloody, out of the trenches; that spirit that 
bas cried down through the centuries for peace, for everlasting 
peace, the cry that be seemed to .hear above the hiss of shrapnel 
and the roar of the cannonading. Who shall say that the seed ot 
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peace, planted by him, freshened by his sacrifices, vitalized by his 
sorrows, is not again to be renewed by his pains, his sufferings, his 
deatb, and will not in God's good time come to real fruition? His 
vision seemed to see the things that to us were unseen. With un­
flinching courage he trod the hard, stony way with the hope in his 
beart that in bis deathless struggle for peace, humanity could be 
saved from a renewal of this barbarous, savage, bloody thing called 
war. Yes, he not only sought to save the world, but he died to 
preserve inviolate the landmarks of Christianity and civilization. 

And now that this courageous figure has passed from its temporal 
stage, with charity in our hearts for those whose malice and perfidy 
conceived unjust attacks upon him, we recall that his enemies laughed 
his statesmanship to scorn; called it impotent, futile, and without 
result; said there was no use appealing to moral force in a world 
in which the forces of civilization were engaged in a veritable death 
grapple, and yet it requires neither the vision of a seer nor that of 
a philosopher to understand that the mightiest blows struck at 
German morale and prestige were those found in the immortal preach­
ments of Woodrow Wilson-preachments that went like · shot and 
shell to destroy what appeared to be the impregnable fortress of 
German power. Von Tirpitz, in his memoirs, stressed the effect of 
Wilson's submarine notes. 

Ludendorff declared in his book that "the Wilson propaganda that 
found root in Berlin and finally grew there, eventually convinced 
the German people that it was not they, themselves, but the Govern­
ment and militarism that the United States was warring against. This 
was the seed of dissension that ruined morale at home." Von Tirpitz 
further states that "only the transmitting to Germany of the threaten­
ing notes of President Wilson, when he inveighed against 'my sub­
marine campaign' during the latter stages of the war, prevented Japan 
from coming to us in a great Germano-Japanese alliance, which would 
have ended the war at once." The persistent note writing of Woodrow 
Wilson, so often the subject of song and jest, was as mighty a force 
in winning the war as the consummate strategy of Joffre and Foch. 
You recall how the javelins of political slander were hurled at what 
was called the miserable, puerile policy of watchful waiting. The 
President's traducers said it was weak, vacillating, contemptible, and 
yet, my friends, when Abraham Lincoln, the great emancipator, faced 
a crisis in Mexico similar to that which confronted Woodrow Wilson, 
his policy was essentially the same. This is proven by Government 
records recently brought to light by Prof. Walter L. Davis, of the 
history department of the College of Puget Sound. Lincoln, according 
to these records, watchfully waited and indicated his aversion to ag­
gressive action by appointing as minister to Mexico the very man 
who had bitterly opposed American interference Hi years before. He 
also issued the following instructions to his new minister : 

"For a few years past the condition of Mexico has been so nn­
settled as to raise the question on both sides of the Atlantic 
whether the time has not come when some foreign power ought, 
in the general interest of society, to intervene, to establish a 
protectorate or some other form of government in that country 
and guarantee its continuance there." 

"You will not fail," continues Lincoln, "to assure the Govern­
ment of Mexico that the President neither has, nor can ever have 
any sympathy with such designs, in whatever quarter they ma; 
arise or whatever character they take on." 

You will find in the public utterances of Woodr~w Wilson on Mex.ico 
the same breadth of vision, the same ·human sympathy, the same 
magnanimity as are found in the utterances of Lincoln. 

Let me read what Woodrow Wilson said on Mexico when a great 
crisis in that country confronted him : 

"The situation in Mexico," he said, "must be given a little 
more time to work itself out in the new circumstances. I believe 
that only a little while will be necessary. • • We must 
exercise the self-restraint of a really great Nation which realizes 
its ~wn strength and scorns to misuse it. I am more interested 
in the fortunes of oppressed men, women, and · children than in 
property rights whatever. • • • The people of Mexico are 
striving for the rights that are fundamental to their lives and 
happiness--15,000,000 oppressed men, overburdened women, and 
pitiful children in virtual bondage in their own home of fertile 
lands and inexhaustible treasure." 

But in spite of this magnanimity of purpose, his enemies smugly 
shrugged their shoulders and said with disdain : 

"Well, what's the use? What can you expect from a dreamer 
of dreams, a mere doctrinnaire? Doesn't Wilson, the historian, 
know that force and force alone can bring that grizzly old war­
rior, Huerta, to his senses?" 

Ah, my friends, it was di.sheartening to find bitter criticism of 
this policy from the outside, and depressing to find the enemies of 
watchful waiting "boring from within" through certain of his cabinet 
officers. 

"And one denies, and one forsakes, and still 
Unquestioning he goes, who has his lonely thoughts.'' 

T~e cr~tlcs of Woodrow Wilson's broad humanitarian policy in 
Mexico said that the only antidote for what was happening there was 
fore~ and intervention, and they honorably urged this view up_on the 
PreSident, but without succeeding in bringing about the consummation: 
so. dear to their hears. But little by little, the usurper, Huerta, was 
1'emg isolated. By moral pressure every day his power and prestige 
were perceptibly crumbling. His collapse was not far away when the 
Pr~sident declared, "We shall not, I believe, be obliged to alter our 
pohcy of watchful waiting." 

.And the campaign of Woodrow Wilson to force Huerta finally 
triumphed. On July 15, 1913, Huerta resigned and departed from 
Mexico. Wilson's humanity and broad statesmanship bad won over 
the system of cruel oppression for which tbe '.' unspeakable Huerta!' 
had stood. 

When Woodrow Wilson advocated a League of Nations, people called 
him a dreamer, idealist, an altruist, " ahead of his time." But h~ 
was in~fferent to criticism, and in one of his western speeches said: 

If I felt that I, personally, stood in the way of this settle-
ment, I would be glad to die that it might be consummated." 

. In ~n adm~rable speech on the western trip, broken in health, but 
mdonntable m spirit, calling upon God to strengthen his hand in 
the battle he was making for peace, Woodi-ow Wilson said: 

"I ?elieve in God. If I did not, I would go crazy. If I thought 
the direction of the disordered affairs of this world depended 
upon our finite intelligence, I should not know how to reason 
my way to sanity, and I do not believe there is any body of men, 
however they concert their power or their influence, that can 
defeat this great enterprise, which ls the enterprise of Divine 
mercy and peace and good will." 

Woodrow Wilson hated war and dreaded it in all the fibres of his 
soul-hated it and dreaded it because he had an imagination and a 
heart; an imagination which showed his sensitive perception of 
the anguish and the dying which war entails, a heart which yearned 
and ached over f?Very dying soldier and bled afresh with each new. 
made wound . 

He understood better than his critics the basis of the Nation's Im· 
patience for war, but that in no way hurried him into rash or pre.cipi· 
tate action. At a private dinner in Washington be took cognizance 
of this critical situation, and, addressing a group of Senators anll 
Congressmen and high dignitaries of State, he spoke of the impatience 
of the country which then manifested itseli, saying : 

" I wish that whenever an impulse of impatience comes upon 
us, whenever an impulse to settle a thing some short way tempts 
us, we might close the door and take down some old stories of 
what American idealists and statesmen did in the past and not 
let any counsel in thnt does not sound in the authentic voice of 
American tradition. Then we shall be certain what the lines of 
the future are, because we shall know we are steering by the 
lines of the past. We shall know that no temporary convenience, 
no temporai·y expediency, will lead us either to be rash or to be 
cowardly. I would be just as much ashamed to be rash as I 
would to be a coward. Valor is self-respecting. Valor is cir­
cumspect. Valor strikes only when it is right to strike. Valor 
withholds itseli from all small implications and entanglements 
and waits for the great opportunity when the sword will flash as 
if it carried the light of heaven upon its blade." 

They said he was cold, that he was aloof. Y~s, like Lincoln, 
" that brooding spirit had no real famlliars." It never spoke out in 
complete self-revelation . . "It was a very lonely spirit that compre­
hended m'en without fully communing with them, as if, in spite of 
all its genial efforts at comradeship, it dwelt apart, saw its visions 
of duty where no man looked on." 

Yes, there was an aloofne s and an aloneness about Woodrow 
Wilson, but it was the aloofness and the aloneness of the mountain 
peak: looking down upon the valleys and seeing humanity, not as 
a thmg of shreds and patches, a thing divided into races, religions, 
clans and blocs, but seeing humanity as a big, pulsating whole, made 
up of struggling men, women, and children of all races and creeds. 
That great heart of Woodrow Wilson sought to comprehend the 
interests of these heterogeneous elements and to understand their 
lives and their tragedies, far away from those artificial lines that 
divide men. 

Woodrow Wilson was not only great, but he was human. But 
his humanness was made out of too tine a fiber to be used for 
seli-exploitation, nor would he ever permit him'Self to be so used. 
The trouble with his peculiar kind of humanness was this-it did 
not bubble, it did not effervesce, it did not sparkle ; and so they 
called him cold when he was only shy ; they called him austere 
when he was only gentle. But that kind of a man will live in the 
hearts and thoughts of men forever. 

Your remember Lincoln's statement that God must have loved 
the poor because he made so many of them. I am reminded of 
the passionate devotion and love of the average man which seenre4 
to set on fire every utterance Woodrow Wilson mad~ Many rJ11 
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~ou will recall bis address at the service held in memory of those 
who loi;;t their lives at Vera Cruz, Mexico. On that occasion b~ said : 

" When I look at you, I feel as it I also and we all were en­
listed men. Not enlisted in your particular bran~h· of the serv­
iC1!, but enlisted to serve the country, no matter what may come, 
even though we may sacrifice our lives in the arduous endeaTor. 
We are expected to put the utmost energy of every power that we 
have into the service of our fellowmen, neTer sparing ourselves, 
not condescending to think of w.hat is. goin~ to happen to our­
selve , but ready, it need be, to go to the utter length of complete 
self-sacrifice. As I stand and look at you t<Hlay and think of 
those spirits that have gone from us, I know that the road is 
clearer for the future. Those boys have shown us the way, nnd 
it is easier to walk on it because they have gone before and 
shown us how. l\lay God grant to all of us that vision of 
patriotic service which here in solemnity and grief is borne in 
upon our hearts and consciences." 

And then, again, in the following lines, Woodrow Wilson's devotion 
and understanding of the problems of the average man radiates the 
altruism of the passionate DemO<!rat: 

.. Life, gentlemen-the life of society, the life of the world­
has eonstant!y to be fed from the bottom. It has to be fed by 
those great sources of strength which are constantly arising in 
new generations. Red blood has to be pumped into it. New 
fiber has to be supplied. That is the reason I have always said 
that I i>elieved in popular institutions. If you can guess before­
hand whom yt>ur rulers are going to be, you can guess with a 
wry great certainty that most of them will not be fit to rule. 
The beauty of popular institutions is that you do not know where 
the man is going to come from and you do not care so he is the 
right man. You do not know whether he will come · from the 
avenue or from the alley. You do not kno'v whether he will come 
from the city or the farm. You do not know whether you will 
ever have beard that name before or not. Therefore, you do not 
limit at any point your supply -Of new strength. You do not say 
it has got to come through the blood of a particular family or 
through the processes of a particular training, or by anything 
except the native impulse and genius of the man himself. The 
humblest hovel, therefore, may produce your greatest man. A 
very humble hovel did produce one of your greatest men. That 
is the process of life, this constant surging up of the new strength 
of unnamed, unrecognized, uncatalogued men who are just getting 
into the running, who are just eoming up from the masses of the 
unrecognized multitude. Y<>u do not know when you will see 
above the level masses of the crowd some great statue lifted head 
and shoulders above the rest, sholdering its way, not violently but 
gently, to the front and saying: 'Here am I; follow me.' And 
his voice will be your voice, his thought will be your thought, and 
you will follow him as if you were following the best things in 
yourselves.'' 

And so, my friends, who shall say that these struggles and efforts 
for peace of Woodrow Wilson are in vain? How beautifully and 
artistically does God manipulate the scences of life and thus weave 
B1s immortal spell! Those who execrated Woodrow Wilson, those who 
knocked, knocked, knocked at the door of his sick room, spying upon a 
weary President, pursuing him like a deer et upon by snarling hounds, 
are now in the shadow of mle and disgrace, resting under the blight . 
and stigma of a Nation's shame and reproach, while the great spirit 
of Woodrow Wilson takes filght. From his lofty eminence of fame 
and everlasting glory we seem to see him looking down upon us 
through wistful eyes and saying : 

"We have begun a fight that, it may be, will take many a gen­
eration to complete, the fight against special privilege, but you 
know that men are not put into this world to go tlle path of 
peace. They are put into this world to go the path of pa.in and 
struggle. There are men who have fallen by the wayside; blood 
without stint has been shed; men have sacrificed everything in 
thi.s sometimes blind, but always instinctive and constant strug­
gle ; America ha1:1 undertaken to lead the way ; America bas un­
dertaken to be the haven of hope, the opportunity for all men. 
Don't look forward too much. Don't look at the road ahead of 
you in dismay. Look at the road behind you. Don't you see 
how far up the hill we have come? Don't you see what those low 
and damp mi.asmatic levels were from which we have slowly led 
the way? Don't you see the rows of men come, oot upon the 
lower level, but upon the upper, like tbe rays of the rising sun 7 
Don't you see the light starting, and don't you see the light 
illuminating all nations? Don't you know that you are coming 
more and .more into the beauty of lts ra.diance7 And then trust 
your guides, imperfect as they are, and some 4ay, when we are 
dead, men will come and point at the distant upland with a great 
shout of joy and triumph and thank God that there. were men 
who undertook to lead in the struggle. What di.ffei:enee does it 
make if we ourselves do not reach the uplands? We have giveu 

our· lives to the enterprise. The world ls made happier and 
humankind better because we have lived." 

Woodrow Wilson's passing calls to mind the description by Bunyan 
in Pilgrim's Progress of Mr. Valiant-fOl'-Truth : 

.. ' Then,' said he, ' I am going to my Fathm- ; and though with 
great difiieulty I am got hither, yet now I do not repent me of all 
the trouble I have been at to arrive where I am. My sword 1 
give to him that shall succeed me in my pilgrimage, and my cour· 
age and skill to him that ean get it. My marks and scars I carry 
with me, to be a witness for me, that I have fought His battle9 
who now will be my rewarder.' 

" When the day that he must go hence was eome, many ac· 
companied him to the riverside, into which as he went he said, 

· ' Death, where is thy sting? ' And as he went down deeper he 
said, 'Grave, where is thy victory?' So he passed over and all 
the trumpets sounded for him on the other side." 

ADJUSTED CO fPENSATION. 

Mr. PEA VEY. Mr. Speaker, I am a friend of the ex-soldier. 
I am not one of those who befriends the soldiers when he wants 
their votes and forgets him when a measure like this is before 
the House. I do not wish or intend to cast any reflections 
upon any of my colleagues ; I would be friends with them all ; 
but I say to you that now is the time for every true friend o! 
the soldier to show his colors. If an adjusted compensation act 
worthy of the name is to be passed by this Congress it will be 
necessary for every friend of the ex-soldier to vote " no " when 
a suspension of the rules is asked for on Tuesday. 

Mr. Speaker. it is only when a friend of the ·oldier can no 
longer remain silent and be . their friend that I utter these r~ 
marks. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, when Cong1-ess first con· 
vened in December the two most p1·ominent pieces of legislation 
under discussion for immediate consideration by the House was 
the tax or revenue bill and the adjusted compensation act. 
There was much discussion among Members, and evidently 
some among the leaders in Congress, as to wl1ether the adjusted 
compensation should be ta.ken up first or the revenue or tax: 
bill. 

Friends of the soldiers felt then, and I believe still feel, that 
the soldiers' wage bill should have been settled first that this 
important feature of the country's finances might be taken into 
consideration when adjusting the Treasury as to the income 
necessary to carry on the Government. But apparently Mr. 
Mellon had his way, and the tax bill was given precedence. 
For 40 days and 40 nights we wallowed in schedules, brackets, 
estimates, and office propaganda.. Now we are to be given, for 
the purpose of consideration of the second most important act 
to be passed by Con.,,o-ress, just 40 minutes for debate, without 
right to offer amendments. 

Secretary Mellon's antisoldier, proidle rich tax bill had one 
whole month and 10 days consideration by this House, with 
numerous amendments offered before and during final consid­
eration of the bilL Gentlemen, it ls well to bear in mind that 
the committee that has drawn and considered this bill is one 
and the same that recommended the Mellon tax bill to the 
House. Several of its members are the avowed oppouents of 
soldiers' adjusted compensation, as shown by their past rec­
ords. I do not question them this right, but friends of the 
soldier should bear it in mind when considering the commit­
tee's report on their bill itself. Now, the soldiers' insurance 
act is given to us on three days' notice, without an opportunity 
to offer a single amendment and only 40 minutes for debate. 
Wb~ gentlemen, this bill was not even printed when suspen­
sion of the rules was asked on the floor of the House in order 
that it might be rammed through Congress. 1\fr. Speaker and 
gentlemen. such procedure is an outrage not only on the ex­
soldiers of this country but upon their parents and relatives, 
who are the people of this country. Ever since the w•ar closed 
and pl'ivate property and civilians had their rights due to the 
war adjusted by this Government the soldiers have been told 
by newspapers, magazines, all public speakers. and nearly eveiy 
candidate fo.r public office, including Members of Congre~ that 
the boys who served in the war would be given an adjustment 
of their pay. Six or seven hundred thousand of these human 
derelicts who had two years before been the "pride of 
America " slept on park benches and again entered the mess 
lines to eat, objects of public charity, while tbe railroads and 
the war contractors were eaeh paid in cash an adjustment of 
their claims against the Government, double the amount neces­
sary to pay the soldiers' adjusted compensation. More than 
five years have passed since these me-n. were ~romised an 
adjustment of their pay. Now it is p-roposed to give them a 
present of au insurance policy. It is no longer adjusted pay. 
but a present -0r bonus payable 20 years from now. Speaking 
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as one ex-soldier, I am sure I voice the will of a great ma­
jority of these men when I say to you Members of Congress 
as soldiers we do not seek or want charity, public or private. 

We do want an adjustment of our World War wages. We 
want Congress to pay us that which we believe is due as a 
matter of justice. We do not seek political bribes for our 
votes, but honest pay for the time we worked in Uncle Sam's 
uniform. That is the basis of the soldiers' claims before this 
Government. That is the question we want Congress to de­
cide. If the majority of Congress find that these boys are 
entitled to an adjustment of their wage contracts with the 
Government in the World War, then it is the duty of Congress, 
in my humble opinion, to pay the men as all other employees of 
our Government have always been pl:!,id-in the coin of the 
realm, in cash or its equivalent. I personally am in favor of 
a provision to exclude all commissioned officers by the terms 
of the bill and will vote for such amendment should it be intro­
duced. Such a provision would exclude any personal interest 
I might have in the passage of this act. 

Gentlemen of Congress, to enact this gift of insurance with 
40 minutes' debate and no opportunity for amendment is, in 
tny opinion, a gross betrayal of the American doughboy by 
the American Congress. 

li'or the majority party, to which I belong, to sponsor this 
insurance gift to the soldiers in lieu of an adjustment of their 
'Vorld War wage contracts is to commit political chicanery, 
betray its best friends, and die under the stigma of having 
committed political suicide. 

For 50 years following the Civil War the Republican Party 
was known to the people of this country as the soldiers' party, 
because it advocated that which was just, generous, and fair 
to its defenders. Now, under a gag rule, in lieu of the com­
pensation due them it is proposed to ram down the soldiers' 
throats an insurance gift that can be collected only when 
nearly half of these men will be dead and gone. 

The Legion, tlle Veterans of Foreign Wars, the auxiliary, 
and every other soldier organization in the country worthy of 
the name has asked for adjustment of compensation, and now 
Congress, tlJ.rough the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans, pro­
poses to give them an Andrew Mellon bonus in the form of an 
insurance policy due 20 years hence in full payment of their 
claim. I say such a proposal is to offer the boys a stingy 
Yankee trade that might better remain unborn. It is a recog­
nition of the principle of a bonus and not that of adjusted 
compensation. It is a milk-and-water proposition--one-tenth 
milk and nine-tenths water. When Congress defeated the 1\Iel­
lon tax, which, with its nation-wide propaganda, was designed 
to kill the soldiers' adjusted compensation, the people felt the 
soldiers had won. They did win. Secretary Mellon, by his 
friends on the committee, realizing that he was beaten, proposes 
now by this bill to give the boys a sop in order to evade paying 
what they know to be due. The people of the United States 
want the boys to have their pay. An overwhelming majority 
of Congress wants the debt paid, but the Secretary of the 
Treasury, through his friends in Congress, in protection of the 
rich war profiteers, would, like a hard-faced deacon, quibble 
and fuddle around to see if he can not strike a better bargain. 

Gentlemen, this proposal is not sound nor logical in any 
particular. It is typical Yankee trading stock, it is a jack­
knife with a pearl handle and all the blades gone but the 
smallest one, and that broken off half way. 

In the fil·st instance it does not adjust the pay of those who 
need it, The man who is content to aecept a 20-year endow­
ment insurance policy in lieu of his wage claim against the 
Government is not suffering or in any great need. In my 
opinion not one-tenth the men who were in the service will be 
willing and satisfied to accept this tender. 

Second. The only men who are recognized as being entitled 
to an actual adjustment of their compensation under the terms 
of this bill are the men who served for 60 days or less. Their 
claim is recognized in full and paid in cash. Between these 
two classes there lies nearly 2,000,000 fighting men that went 
to France. Thousands of these men are in need. They may 
not all of them be starving just now, but hundreds of thou­
sands of them were a short time ago. These men want what 
is due them with which to purchase the necessities of life, 
to reestablish them in industry or bnsiness-in plain words 
to place them in as good a position before the world as they 
were when the country called them. 

The information has been scattered about the House that 
60 or 70 per cent of the members of the American Legion favor 
the-proposal to give the soldiers a 20-year endowment policy in 
lieu of compensation. I do not believe it. But even if so, 
what does it signify? The Legion and Veterans of Foreign 
Wars together have less than one-third of the soldiers of the 

World War in their membership. Neither organization has 
made a canvass or poll of their membership to find out how 
they stand on such a proposal as this. 

I challenge every man who is using this statement to bolster 
up this nostrum that he have a canvass made in either one 
or both the veteran organizations mentioned and find out how 
the soldiers stand. This could have been done during January 
or February while we were considering the Mellon tax bill 
had anyone interested ·really wanted to know. It is claimed 
that National Commander Quinn and other Legion officials are 
in favor of this bill as the best thing that can be passed in the 
present Congress. My answer to this is that justice and what 
is right should not be compromised or sacrificed to expediency. 

I well realize it is not sound or reasonable to criticize or op­
pose without proposing a remedy for the thing complained of; 
therefore, had I the opportunity to amend this bill, I would pro­
pose that Congress give to the soldiers at the rate of $1 per day 
for home service and $1.25 per day for foreign service, and that 
the amount due each man be paid by issuing him a Government 
bond due in 30 years, drawing 4l per cent interest, and to be 
nontaxable only as to the income. Such bonds would, if issued, 
be immediately worth par and could be retained by the soldier 
or converted into cash as the necessity of the man's circum­
stances might govern him to decide. 

Such bonds, when issued, could be retired by the creation of 
a sinking fund of eighty or njnety millions a year, and would 
cost the Government but little, if any, more than this insurance 
proposal, even should every man that was in the service elect 
to take a bond for the amount due him. 

Give the men this option, gentlemen. If, as the contenders 
of this ·bill claim, 60 or 70 per cent of the ex-soldiers will be 
content to take the insurance, then the Government will issue 
that much less bonds. 

If you are going to pay the men what is due them, then I say 
pay them in the form they want it paid. Do not try to inveigle 
them into accepting something that only a few want or will be 
satisfied to accept. . 

I well realize after what took place-during our recent rules 
fight and again during the consideration of the Mellon tax plan 
that certain leaders on the Republican side will challenge tllose 
who keep faith with the soldiers with being insurgents, radicals, 
and demagogues; but, gentlemen, I would rather be called a 
traitor to my party than I would to have my ex-soldier sup­
porters charge me with being disloyal to them. 

Gentlemen, we have as leader on the Republican side of this 
House as distinguished, honorable, and able a man as it has ever 
been my pleasure to meet. He has several reputable and capa­
ble assistants, but I dare say to them, if they pass this bill as 
drawn, that in my opinion they are committing themselves and 
the Republican Party to absolute and certain ruin. I dare to 
predict to these gentlemen that if they persist in this course 
that a Democratic or third-party President and Congress will 
retrieve their error before we reach the time any loan money 
will ever be available to the soldiers under the terms of this 
bill. 

Challenge my Republicanism if you will for making these 
statements, but let me say in my own defense that I was an 
American citizen • before I ever joined the Republican Party. 
We in Winconsin are Republicans as a matter of principle, not 
out of fear for party edict or lash. The district which I have 
the honor to represent is so overwhelmingly Republican that 
the opposing party has not had a candidate in the past 10 
years. Our people in Wisconsin are Republicans for principle. 
They believe that human rights should be secured before prop­
erty rights are considered. They contributed loyally and gen­
erously to the support of the war in both men and money. 
They want to be loyal and just now in support of the men who 
made the greater part of that sacrifice. 

Let me call the attention of the gentleman on this side of the 
House that the Republican Party was born at Ripon, Wis. ; 
that Wisconsin leadership has furnished more platform ideas 
that have been enacted into national law than any other Re­
publican State in the Union; that if the Republican Party lead­
ers had adhered to Wisconsin principles in legislation during 
the past two years their majority in the Sixty-seventh Congress 
would not have been reduced to less than 20 in the present 
House. 

That Wisconsin republicanism is that kind of partyism that 
Lincoln would be found advocating, were he on earth to-day. 

In closing, gentlemen, permit me to say that the proposal 
by the committee to give veterans of the World War an in­
surance policy in lieu of cash or something that can be easily 
and quickly converted into cash in lieu of payment of tldjusted 
compensation is not repttblicanism. I dare say there is not 
a candidate here or a party to {!ome that dares to seek an 
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election on such a diluted pledge. Such republicanism could 
only find precedent in the days of Mark Hanna, Uncle Joe 
Cannon, or in the mind of our present illustrious Secretary 
of the Treasury, Andrew W. Mellon. 

I am an optimist by nature. I have the utmost confidence 
in ow· country's safety and its future, but, gentlemen, let me 
impress upon you that when 2,000,000 men who paid $6 to 
$8 per month for Government insurance over there find 
that they {I.re to be given another Government insurance 
policy instead of adjusted compensation, you are courting 
trouble. Such congressional action will to thousands of these 
men be received as salt rubbed in an open wound. 

This bill is to come up under suspension of the rules on 
Tuesday. May every sincere friend of the soldier be here and 
vote " no" on that motion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolu­
tions of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. J. Res. 96. Joint resolution authorizing appropriations for 
the payment of expenses of delegates to represent the United 
States at the general assembly of the International Institute 
of Agriculture, to be held at Rome in May, 1924, ~nd for the 
payment of the quotas of Hawaii, the Philippines, Porto Rico, 
and the Virgin Islands for the support of the institute for the 
calendar year 1924 ; 

S. 105. An act for the relief of Arthur Fr<>st ; 
S. 2111. An act authorizing the Postmaster General to con­

duct an experiment Jn the Rural Mail Service, and for other 
purposes; · 

S. 2154. An act to amend the act of September 22, 1922, en­
titled "An act to provide for the applicability of the pension 
laws to certain classes of persons in the military and naval 
services not entitled to the benefits of Article III of the war 
risk insurance act, as amended " ; 

S. 1787. An act authorizing the extension of the park system 
· of the District of Columbia; 

S. 131. An act for the relief of W. Ernest Jarvis; 
S. 335. An act for the relief of John T. Eaton; 
S. 648. An act for the relief of Janie Beasley Glisson ; 
S. 2219. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 

the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others ; 
S. 2220. An act for tile relief of Louise St. Gez, executrix: 

of August Ferre, deceased, surviving partner of Lapene & 
Ferre; 

S. 2562. An act for the relief of William Hensley ; 
. S. 514 . .An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a 

right of way over the Government levee at Yuma, Ariz. ; 
S. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument to 

commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the 
District of Columbia in the World War; 

S. 1180. An act for the relief of J. B. Platt; . 
S. 1643. An act for the relief of Samuel S. Archer ; 
S. 2510. An act for the relief of William Henry Boyce, sr. ; 
S. 788. An act to extend the benefits of the employers' lia­

bility· act of September 7, 1916, to Daniel S. Glover; 
S. 314. An act concerning actions on account of death or 

personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; 

S. 589. An act for the relief of James Moran; 
S. 2745. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to convey 

to the States in which located Government owned or controlled 
approach roads to national cemeteries and national military 
parks, and for other purposes ; 

S. 2746. An act regulating the recovery of allotments and 
allowances heretofore paid to designated beneficiaries; 

S. J. Res. 72. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to lease to the New Orleans Association of Commerce 
New Orleans quartermaster intermediate depot, unit No. 2; 

S. 2187. An act authorizing the Comptroller General of the 
United States to consider and settle the claim of Mrs. John D. 
Hall, widow of the late Col. John D. Hall, United States Army, 
retired, for personal property destroyed in the earthquake at 
San Francisco, Calif. ; 

S. 2481. An act for the relief of John H. Gattis; 
S. 1930. An act for the relief of the San Diego · Consolidated 

Gas & Electric Co. ; 
S. 1941. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Pond ; 
S. 2764. An act authorizing the President to order Leo P. 

Quinn before a retiring board for a rehearing of his case and 
upon the findings of such board either confirm his discharge 
or place him on the retired list with the rank and pay held by 
him at the time of his discharge ; 

S. 1011. An act for the relief of Michael Sweeney ; 
S. 47. An act to permit the correction of the general account 

of Oharles B. Strecker, former Assistant Treasurer United 
States; 

S. 196. An act for the relief of Charles S. Fries; 
S. nos. An act for the relief of Jam es E. Fitzgerald ; 
S. 828. An act for the relief of the receiver of the Gulf, Florida 

& Alabama Railway Co.; 
S. 2527. An act for the payment of claims for damages to and 

loss of private property incident to the training, practice, opera­
tion, or maintenance of the Army ; 

S.1573. An act for the relief of Samuel S. Weaver; 
S. 969. An act for the relief of Clotilda Freund ; 
S. 1557. An act to give military status and discharges to the 

members of the Russian Railway Service Corps, organized by 
the War Department under authority of the President of the 
United States for service during the war with Germany; 

S. 245. An act for the relief of Henry P. Collins, alias Patrick 
Collins; 

S. 2431. An act conveying to the State of Delaware certain 
land i11 the county of Sussex, in that State; 

S. 1982. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con­
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of· a line of 
railroad across the northeasterly portion of the Fort Snelling 
Military Reservation in the State of Minnesota; 

S. 2488. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the 
State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mississ]ppi 
River in said city; 

S. 699. An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to 
the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pur­
poses; 

S. 2420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River behveen Potter County and Dewey County, 
S. Dak.; 

S. 2436. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
of Supervisors of Leake County, Miss., to construct a bridge 
across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

S. 2437. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
of Supervisors of Leake County, l\liss., to construct a bridge 
across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi ; 

S. 2446. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Clarks Ferry Bridge Co., and its successors, to construct a 
bridge across the Susquehanna River at or near the railroad 
station of Clarks Ferry, Pa.; 

S. 1370. An act authorizing the granting of war-risk insur­
ance to Capt. Earl L. Naiden, Air Service, United States Army; 

S. 1641. An act to declare Lincoln's birthday a legal holiday; 
and 

S. 264. An act for the relief of Charles H. Willey. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed 

without amendment bills of the following titles: 
H. R. 5633. An act g1·anting the consent of Congress to the 

Board of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Misisssippi ; 

H. R. 5737. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, and the counties of 
Lake and Newton, State of Indiana, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Kanka­
kee River at or near the State line between section 19, town­
ship 31 north, range 15 east of the third principal meridian, 
in the county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, and · section 1, 
township 31 north, range 10 west of the second principal 
meridian, in tbe counties of Lake and Newton, State of 
Indiana; 

H. R. 6420. An act to extend the time for the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River in section 17, town­
ship 28 north, 1·ange 23 west of the fourth principal meridian 
in the State of Minnesota ; and 

H. R. 6925. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the city of Chicago to c'bnstruct a bridge across the Calumet 
River at or near One hundred and thirtieth Street in the city 
of Chicago, county of Cook, State of Illinois. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolutions: 

Senate Resolution 188. 
Resolved., That the Senate bas heard with profound sorrow of the 

death of Hon. SAMUJ!lL D. NICHOLSON, late a Senator from the State Of 

Colorado. 
Resolved., That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 

the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates 
to pay tribute to his high character and distinguished puUic services. 
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Resolved, That the Secretary communicate- these .resolution& to the 
Ilouse of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family 
of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 187. 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard witft profound sorrow of the 

death of Hon. KNUTm NELsoN, late a Senator from the State of Minne­
sota.. 

llesolved, That as a mnrk of respect to th& memory of the deceased 
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates 
to pn.y tribute to his higll character and distinguished public servkes. 

R esolved, That the Secretary comID.llllkate th.ese resolutions: to the 
House of Representatives and1 transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the deceased. • 

Resolve<!, That as a further mark ot respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A SESSION OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 
IN OKLAHOMA CITY. 

l\Ir. SW Al~. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to e::rtenu 
my remarks, I insert the following: 
A bill (H. R. 2857) to establish a term of the United States circuit 

court of appeals at Oklahoma City, Okla. 

Mr. HERSEY. Rave you anything on H. R. 2875? 
Mr. YATES. The report on H. R. 2857 reads as follows : 

Ilon. GEORGE S. GRAHAM, 

OFFICE OB' THE A.TTOIL"'i"EY GENEitAL, 

TT'ashington, D. 0. February 1Ji, 1924. 

Ohairman Oommittee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Waahington, D. a. 

MT D:mAa MR. C!RAJRMAN : I haire the honor to acknowledge receipt 
of your letter of February 1 with regard to H. R. 2857, entitled ".A 
bill to establiS'h a term of the United, States circuit cou:ct of appeals 
at Oklah.oma City, Okla." 

It would· seem that the creation of another term of holding court 
would only further inconvenience the judges of the United States. Cir­
cuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Judiaial Circuit and result in 
greater congestion and loss of time. Furthermore, it would necessitate 
the establishment of a.n a'<lequate library, and under existing appro­
priations the department is UI1.able. to even provide law books for the 
library for the circuit court of appeals at Denver, Colo. 

I transmit herewith. a. photostat eopy of a letter from Judge Walten 
H. Sanborn,. senior circuit judge of the Unlted States Circuit Court of 
Appeals fo.t the Eighth Circuit. This letter is self~explana.tory. 

Respectfully, 
H. !II. DA.UGHERTY, Attorney <Jeneral.. 

(Ilon. Walter H. Sanborn1 St~ Paul, Minn.; Hon. Kimbrough Stone, 
Kansas City, Mo. ; Hon. Robert E. Lewis, Denver, Colo. ; Hon. 
William S. Kenyon, Fort Dodge, Iowa, circuit judges. Hon. Willis 
Van Devanter, circuit jµstice, Washington, D. C.) 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT Olli APPEALS, EIGHTH ClllCUIT, 
St. Loui3, Mo., Eebrua1·y 9, 1924. 

Ilon.. A. T. SEYMOUR,. 
Act-ing Attoni.ey GeneraZ, 

Washington, D. a. 
DmAR MR. SEYMOUR: In answer to yom• letter of February 5, 1924, 

requesting my views as to the advisabflity of the passage of the bill 
H. R. 2857, providing for" a term of the circuit court of appeals an­
nually at Oklahoma City, permit me to inform you that I h11ve con­
ferred with Circuit .Tudges Lewis and Kenyon, who are here, and they 
agree with • me in the opinion that the passage of that bill would 
impair the efficiency, delay the work, and increase the expense of the 
court of appeals of this circuit. 

This court is now required to sit annually at St. Paul, St. Loui11, 
and Denver. The transfer of tbe court from: one of these cities to 
nnother and back again practically deprives the court of a week's 
work. tt requires a transfer of the clerks. and the librarian and 
many of the records and briefs must be packed up and moved. 

At St. Paul and at St. Louis the court has a law library in the 
Fe<leral building; at Denver it has none, and the judges are compelled 
to postpone opinions in many of the cases argued there until they 
can get back to one of the.Lr libraries- at eithel! St P'aul or St Lou1 • 
If they were- required to hold a.n annual sess.lon of the· cou.rt at Okla­
l1oma City, they would labor under the same disadvantages there- as 
they do at Denver. 

Distances in this circuit are great. It requires days to go from 
Denver or St. Paul' to Oklahoma Clty, a:nd' transportation expenses 
are heavy. 

A stationary court is more efficient than an ambulatory one. It 
this court were to- be required to sit annually at Oklahoma. City there 

might be- a llke call and a. like reason for an annual session of it at 
Salt Lake City, at Little Rock, and perhaDS at other cities in the 
13 States contained in the circuit. 

Very respectfully. 
WALTER H. SANBORY, 

Ben-for Circuit Juclge. 
Mr. Sw.AYK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, on. the 

10th day of December, 192.3, I introduced this bill and am glad to 
have an opportunity to appear before the Committee on the Judiciary 
and tell you some of the reasons why the bill s.hould be reported favor­
ably by the committee and enacted into law by this Congress. Courts 
are established among our citizens fol' the purpose of making it as 
convenient as possigle to settle civil disputes where they can not be 
otherwise determined satisfactorily, to punish those who violate the 
law of our land, and for the protection of society. Litigants in 
court have a right to have their cases determined as speedily as pos· 
sible and with the least expense. It ls not right to put them to great 
expenses, cause them to travel hundreds or miles and spend a large 
amount of money in o:cder to follow their cases on appeal. The poor 
citizen can not afford this unnecessary expense, even though he ma:r 
have a jnst cause, and he is therefore deprived of an equal opportunity 
with tile man of means, The humblest citiaen and the highest have 
the right when in conrt to have their eases reviewed by our appellate 
courts when they think an injustice has been done. They should not 
be dl!nied this right by reason of great expense on appeal. Courts 
should be established at easily accessible places, where disputes can be 
settled with as. little expense as possible to the litigan.ts, and also to 
the Government. The judges can better afford to traved some dis­
tance for the purpose of holding court than can the litigant or his 
attorney. The expen es of the judges are paid, and a part of this is 
paid by these very lltlgants who pay taxes. for the el.1>ense of the 
Government. 

Sufficient courts should be esta.blished that litigants may ha,ve their 
cases tried without any unnecessary delay, and criminal" cases should 
not be permitted to dra~ The law is better enforced and there is 
more respect for' the law when the defenda.nt in criminal cases is given 
bis constitutional right to a speedy trial. In order to foster a proper 
respect fon the law it must be speedily, economically, and impartially 
administered. Judges themselves, more than any other set of men, 
can cause this respect by a proper administration of the affairs of the 
office. Judges are· human like the rest ot us, and are the same ~n. 
animated by the same emotions, thinking with the same brain, feeling 
with the same heart as before he was elevated to the position of 
judge. 

The law gives a person in court the rlght of appeal, and this should 
not be denied to any citizen by making it impossible to have a case 
reviewed on account of the additional expense. Appellate courts are 
instituted among us for the purpose of correcting mistakes of the 
lower courts on further deliberation. Il a person is denied the right 
of appeal on account of expense, that person does not have the proper 
regard for the Government, for we are a people who belie>e in equal 
and exact justice to all. 

I believe in administering the alrairs of government with the least 
possible expense, and I further believe that offlciul should work a 
reasonable time the same as other employees. Thls bill will woi;k no 
inconvenience on any judge, for it is bis business to hold court and' to 
go where it is most con'\"enient with the least expense to our citizens. 
Courts should certainly be establi bed as near as possible to the center 
of litigation-that is, where the greatest number of cases reach the 
court for that disblict or circuit, as the case may be. 

There are 13 States in the eighth circuit and 17 districts. The 
States are: Arkansas, eastern and western district ; Colorado, Iowa, 
northern and southern districts; Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, ea.stern 
and western districts; Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
eastern and we tern districts; South Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming. 
Court is held for the eighth circuit at the following places : St. P:.rnI; 
Minn.; Denver, Colo.; Cheyenne, Wyo.; and St. Louis, Uo. Below is a 
statement from the Department of Justice concerning the condition ot 
the docket in the eighth. circuit June 30, 1!>23 : 

Number of ca.see vending at t11e close of June 30, 195!3, in each of the 
judicial districts comprisin!l the eighth judicial O'l1·cuit. 

Arkansas-Eastern----------------------------------------- 877 
1"'estern -------------------------------------- 647 

Colorado------------------------------. ..:---------------- 1, 218 Io,va-Northern ________________________________________ 1,600 
Southern------------------------------------------- 946 

:Kansas-------------------------------~--~--------- 1,48fi 
Minnesota------------------------------------------------ R, 743 
Missouri-Eastern --------------- ------------------------ 1, 451 

VVestern---------------------------------------- 2,149 
Nebraska.-------------------------------------------- 1, 70 
New :Mexico----------------------------------------------- 34-j, 
North Dakota-------------------------------------------- 802 
Oklahoma-Eastern-------------------·--------------------- 2, 615 

Western----------------------------------- 1, 0:37 
South_ Da.kQta....------------------------------------- 1.1an 
Utah--------------------------------------------------- oSG 
'W'yoming _______________ ~------------------------------- 408 

• 



1924. CONGRESSIONAL _ RECORD-HOUSE. 4253 
Nmnber of oases decided by the Circuit Court of Appeals for the 

lJl·ighth Circuit. 

F1sca{9~{~~=--------------------------------------------- ~03 
1922_________________________________________________ 81 
1923_________________________________________________ 322 

.A report from the Clerks of the United States District Court for 
the Eastern and Western Districts of Oklahoma show the following 
cases pending : 

WESTERN DISTRICT. 
Law and equity cases------------------------------------- 367 
Bankruptcy cases------------------------------------------- 830 
Criminal cases----------~----------------------------------- 748 

EASTERN DISTRICT. 
Law and equity cases--------------------------------------- 5.64 

~!=t1:n1Y~fitc~_:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~i 
It will be seen from this statement that but one State has more 

cases pending before this court than Oklahoma. That State is Minne­
sota, and the circuit court holds sessions at St. Paul. Oklahoma 
litigants must travel even from Oklahoma City about 500 miles to 
the nearest court, at St. Louis, and hundreds of miles more from the 
southern and other portions of the State. 

Oklahoma has made great strides since the advent to statehood, 
November 16, 1907, and, like any other new State, has much litiga­
tion. Oklahoma is essentially an agricultural State, ranking fourth 
in the production of cotton in 1923, and sixth in the production of 
winter wheat, and produces more broom corn than all the other States 
combined. In 1922 she produced 149,571,000 barrels of oil, more 
than any other State. This was one-fifth of the amount prodnced 
in the United States and about one-eighth of the total output of the 
whole world for that year. During that year Oklahoma was second 
among the States in the production of lead, and first in the pro­
duction of zinc. In addition to this she has millions of tons of coal 
resting on sea.s of untouched olL With her thousands of acres of rich 
oil land, her wealth of other· minerals, and her Indian questions, 
there will necessarily be much litigation. Oklahoma is divided into 
two Federal court districts, with the old Indian Territory comprising 
the eastern district, and old Oklahoma Territory the western district_ 

Three tribal attorneys are employed by the Government, one each 
for the Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Creeks, and eight probate attor­
neys in addition. It is the duty of these attorneys to look after 
the afl'airs of certain members of the tribes in the State and Federal 
courts. The committee can see the cause of so much litigation, and 
the necessity of having the circuit court hold sessions at some more 
convenient place. 

Resolution of the Oklahoma State Bar .Association. 

"Whereas there has been introduced in the Congress of the 
United States H. R. 2857, a bill to establish a term of the 
United States circuit court of appeals at Oklahoma City, Okla. ; 
and 

" Whereas the State of Oklahoma furnishes more cases in the 
eighth circuit than any other State, and it is a great expense to 
Oklahoma litigaJlt~ to be compelled to follow their cases to either 
St. Louis or St. Paul: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Oklahoma State Bar .Association, assembled 
in Oklahoma City, That the Congress o! the United States is 
hereby most respectfully memorialized to pass said law and make 
it possible for a term of the United States circuit court of ap­
peals to be held at Oklahoma City, Okla. 

".Adopted by the Oklahoma State Bar .Association December 
28, 1923. 

"MONT F. HIGHLEY, Secretary.'' 

Mr. Chairman, permit me here to say a few words concerning Okla­
homa City, the place where the sessions of the circuit court ts pro­
posed to be held under this bill. I will not burden the record with 
an extended statement, for it would take too long to tell it an. 

I saw this " wonder city " before tbe opening of the Territory to 
settlement, April 22, 1889, and bave witnessed proudly its magic 
growth from a bald and barren prairie to its present greatness and 
grandeur. In less than 35 years it has grown to a beautiful city of 
134,000 intelligent, law-abiding, liberty-loving, Christian citizens. 
Jn 1890 the population was 4,151. 

The schools of Oklahoma City have attracted the attention of the 
Nation. The school-bond appropriations !or the school year 1923-24 
amounted to $1,900,000, and the regnlar budget for this school year 
amounts to the sum of $1,796,412. Forty-two school buildings have 
been used during the year, and in addition there are in course of 
construction and soon ready for occupancy two new junior high 
schools costing $450,000 each, two ward schools costing $35,000 each. 
One junior high school will be constructed into a central high school 
at a cost o.f $200,000, with additions to two other junior high schools 
costing $100,000 each. .Additions to ward schools will cost an addi­
tional $347,280. The enrollment in all the schools of the city 
amounted to 26,202 during the year 1922-23, and will exceed 30,000 
the present school year. This is ample proof that Oklahoma City is 

a school town. Building permit§ for 1923 amounted to $8,000,000. 
More than 320,000 head of cattle were received at the stockyards 
last year. 

The value of her industrial products is estimated at $150,000,000 in 
1923 and the number of industrial concerns in the city at about 385, 
which is an increase of 25 over the previous year. The city enjoys 
approximately 40 per cent of the entire manufact11ring output of the 
State. The value of Oklahoma City's manufactured products for 1923 
approximated the enormous sum of $425,000,000. The annual pay roll 
of these industries amounts to more than $12,000,000 to 6,750 em­
ployees. The packing industries of Oklahoma City do a business of 
$70,000,000 annually. The automobile assembling plants in the city 
in 1923 did a business of about $30,000,000, with about 700 employees. 

Some of the leading industries and volume of business are as 
follows: 

~foc;:UfnJ1~~~ -iiiiiis::::::::::::::::=======:::::=::: 
Bakeries -------------------------------------------
Printing, publishing, etc ----------------------------­
Lumber and planing mills----------------------------
Confectionery and ice cream _________________________ _ 
Fonndry and machine shops--------------------------

$12,000,000 
12,500,000 
3,500,000 
4, 67l.i, 000 
1,300,000 
1, 250, 000 
1,110,000 

More than 1,200 new homes were built in Oklahoma City last year, 
and she has 2,300 acres of public park land, with more than $150,000 
being spent annually in developing these parks. She is headquarters 
for more than 130 leading oil companies. Three million two hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars were spent last year on municipal 
improvements. She has five trunk lines of steam railways, 70 miles 
of interurban lines, 75 miles of street railway, 279 miles of cement 
sidewalks, and more than 280 miles of paved streets. She has a great 
Masonic temple in course of construction, costing $1,250,000, a $450,000 
Federal reserve bank building, 1 State and 8 national banks, 5 daily 
papers, 50 other publications, tourists' park conveniently located, finest 
hotels in the Southwest, a great public library with four branches, 
and State fairgrounds worth more than $625,000. 

The great University of Oklahoma, with more than 5,000 students 
annually, is 18 miles south, at Norman, and the Central State Teach­
ers' College at Edmond, 15 miles to the north, wit!h more than 2,700 
students. The Oklahoma City College of the Methodist Church is 
located here, with an enrollment of 1,463, and there are other 
numerous private schools and business colleges. She has 102 churches 
of all denominations, representing an investment of more than 
$3,500,000, whose ministers are men witb national and international 
reputations. The Y. M. C. A. has a membership of 2,300 and a building 
worth more than $300,000. The Y. W. C . .A. owns its building, worth 
more than $175,000, and has a membership of more than 1,000, with 
annual receipts of more than $224,000. 

Other Oklahoma Oity figures for 1923. 
Bank deposits, Dec. 31------------------------- $56, 725, 79f:I. 47 Bank clearings _________________________________ 1, 165, 341, 665. 77 
Property value-------------------------------- 117, 000, 000. 00 
Postal receipts--------------------------------- 1, 234, 347. 26 

The two packing plants have property in the city worth more than 
$3,000,000, and to secure these two industries Oklahoma City raised 
$300,000 in less than one hour. The Oklahoma Livestock Exchange 
consists of 15 commission firms employing about 200 people, handling 
annually an average of $40,000,000, with an annual pay rClll of 
$415,137. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are some of the leading features of the city 
where sessions of this court are proposed to be held. It is ce::itrally 
located for all the south, southeast, and southwest portions of the 
eighth circuit, and is easily accessible from all points. 

Mr. -Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I believe that it 
has been made clear that it would be a great convenience ·to a large 
number of people to have this court established, and that it will t.e no 
additional cost to the Government. I sincerely trust that this com­
mittee will report the bill favorably, and that Congress will en11ct it 
into law. 

As stated before, there is but one State in the eighth circuit that 
has more cases before the circuit court of appeals than Oklahoma. 
Minnesota has 3,743 cases pending, or did have June 30, 1923, and 
Oklahoma has 3,652 cases pending. 

Mr. YATES. In the circwt court of appeals? 
Mr. SWANK. Yes, sir; on the 30th of last June. These litigau~s or 

their lawyers have to go all the distance to St. Louis or St. Paul to 
follow their cases on appeal. This is a great and unnecessary 1.?:xpense 
when you consider the business before this court from Oklahom11. 

Mr. MAJOR. The witnesses and clients are not supposed to go to the 
court of appeals. 

Mr. SWANK. No; but the lawyers have to go and this is expensJve to 
the litigants. 

Mr. MAJOR. The clients have to pay lawyers for additional expense? 
Mr. SWANK. Yea, and that is quite an expense, too. 
Mr. HERSEY. What do you have to say to the position one of the 

judges takes on this bill, that the court of appeals, if changed to the 
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place mentioned in your bill, would.JlOt have an adequate Hbrary there 
for the judges of the court of appeals? 

1\fr. SWANK. The library in the Federal building at Oklahoma City 
seems to be sufilcient for the district judge who holds court there. In 
addition to that library, there is a complete law library at the State 
capitol, near the Federal building, and many private law libraries 1n 
the city as well. I am sure that any law report can be found in Okla­
homa City. 

Mr. HERSEY. How is your practice in Oklahoma among lawyers? Do 
they charge clients up with fees for the length of the travel, or simply 
the expense of travel? 

Mr. SWAKK. The distance would not make any difference in tbe fees, 
but would make a difference in the expense. 

I will state that Mr. DYER has a bill, which has been reported favor­
ably by the committee, for the appointment of two new judges ln the 
eighth circuit. Is that correct? 

l\Ir. DYER.. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SWANK. That bill has not been enacted, but it is on the calen­

dar and is a good reason for a favorable report on this bill. 
Mr. HERSEY. Another term of the C()urt of appeals where there are 

two judg-es appointed? 
Mr. SWANK. I do not say that this bill should be enacted just for the 

Teason that the bill for two more judges has been re-ported favorably, 
but that report would be some indication of the volume of bnslnesa. 

Mr. HERSEY. They would sit with the other judges of the court of 
appeals. 

Mr. SWANK. There ls a Statement about these judges traveling around 
so much. They can better afrotd to travel some than can the litigants 
be required to pay large extra expenses tn traveling to the judges. 
It will not reqtt1re much additional expense, if any, if this bill is 
enacted, but will be a great saving to lawyers and litigants. 

Mr. HERSEY. That is, perhaps, an indication that the business is 
important enough to warrant your term of court in Oklahoma. I move 
that the letters be made a part of the record. 

Mr-. YATES. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
l\Ir. SWANK. I thank you for the hearing. 

HARDING J.IEMORIAL ADDRESS OF '11-fR. HUGHES. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks unani­
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair bears 
none. The gentleman from Idaho is recognized. [Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, before at­
tempting to undertake an analysis of the naval bill I wish to 
acknowledge for my own satisfaction the obligation that I owe 
to those gentlemen who have been detailed to cooperate with 
me in the hearings and in reporting tbe bill you have be­
fore you for consideration, all of them men of the greatest 
capacity, men who are indefatigable and industrious and 
who have a thorough comprehension of the problems of the 
Navy. 

I am under deepest obligation to the distinguished gentle­
man from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES], the ranking Demo­
cratic member of the subcommittee, a man whose ability is 
kno"""Il to all in this body and to our country-faithful, studious, 
and whose mind is as keen as a Damascus sword; [applause] 
to my colleague from Alabama [Mr. OLIVER], who, prior to 
his detail to the Committee on Appropriations, had seen several 
years of service upon the naval legislative committee, profound 
in his knowledge of the Navy, earnest student and scholar, and 
one who has contributed, in a manner which can not be measured, 
to the bill before you; to the new members of the subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. HARDY] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER], men of outstanding ability a.nd 
men who have thrown that interest and enthusiasm into the work 
of shaping this bill which men ought to give to a great subject 
when they are charged with the responsibility of its considera­
tion by this body. 

Then there is another name I ought to mention to this House, 
not only on my own behalf but on behalf of the subcommittee. 
'Ihere are those in the employ of the House, and have been for 
years, whose names are not well known throughout the counb·y 
and yet who, by reason of their great service to committees and 
to the Congress, contribute annually in the saving of millions 

Mr. KIESS. :Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged 
tion from the Committee on Printing. 

resolu- of dollars and contribute to the orderly procedure of gov­
ernment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania :presents 
a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

Tlte Clerk read ns follows: 

Such a person was 1\lr. Courts, who for years was clerk to 
the Committee on Appropriations; such a person was Daniel 
Roper, who for years was clerk to the Committee on Ways 
and Means; such a person is Marc Shield, the clerk to the 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 001wurring), Committee on Appropriations to-day [applause] ; such a per-
That there shall be compiled, printed with illustrations, and bound, as son is l\Irs. Donnelly, for years associated with our late col­
may be directed by the Joint Committee on Printing, 25,00<> copies of league, Representative 1\Iann, of Illinois, in the distinguished 
the oration delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes in the House service which that Member rendered to this Congress and the 
of Hepresentatives drrrtng the exercises held in tnemory of the late country. I want to mention in connection with those names 
President Warren G. Ilarding on February 27, 1924, including all the the name of John Pugh [applause], who has been assigned to 
proceedings and the progmm ef exercises, of which 8,000 copies shall the naval subcommittee, an efficient cle.rk who, like a bank 
be for the use of the Senate and 17,000 copies for the use of the House account, works while you work and while you sleep. [Ap-
of Representatives. plause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- Mr. Chaitman, I am going to ask first to have the oppor-
lution. tunity of proceeding with the bill without interruption, think-

The question :was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. ing that I can make a general statement that will probably 
APPROPRIATIONS-NAVY DEPARTMENT. cover most of the points in which gentlemen would be inter­

ested in a general way, with the thought that we shall be 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve liberal in debate and with the thought that when we shall 

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the reach the bill under the five-minute rule we shall take the time. 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6820) making necessary adequately to consider the different · subjects con­
appropriations for the Navy Department and the naval t>ervice tained in the measure. 
for the fiscal year ending J'une 30, 1925, and for other pur- The task that was assigned to your committee was the task 
poses. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that of providing a naval bill which would carry an appropriation 
the time be equally divided between the gentleman from South that would be adequate and at the same time safeguard the 
Carolina [~Ir. BYRNES] and myself, without agreement as Treasury of the United States. The bill which we have bl"ought 
to time. . before you to-day carries a diref.!t appropriation of $271,942,867, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unammous plus an indirect ap1wopriation of $22,500,000, or a grand total 
consent that the time of general debate be div-ided. equally of $204,442,867. The Budget estimates were $298,895,794. Last 
between himself and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. year the Congress made a direct appropriation of $294,9G7,200 
BYRNES]. Is there .obj.ecti?n? [After a. pause.] Tb. e Chair I and an indirect appropriation of $35,4u0,000, or a grand total of 
hears none. The question is on t~e mo~1on of the. gentleman $330,417,200. Thus the bill we are asking you to consider 
from Idaho that the House resolve i.tself mto Com~1ttee of the is less by more than $35,000,000 than the appropriation for 
W110le House on the state of the Umon for the consideration of the current year and it is less by more than $4,450,000 tbe 
the bill H. R. 6820. amount recommended by the Budget, though some of the items 

The motion was agreed to. that are excluded were excluded because the Committee on 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Oommittee of the Approp1iations did not have authority to give them con­

Whole H ouse on the state of the Union for the consideration sideration. 
of the bill H. R. 6820, with Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois in the At this time 1 am going to invite the attention of Members 
cha ir. of the House to a bl'ief conside1·ation or survey of the appro-

'l~lle CHAIRMAN. The H()use is in Committee of the Whole priations made and moness expended for the Navy during the 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R. years pas ed, including the fiscal year 1916. 
6820, which the Clerk will report by title. I ha ·e prepar ed a table which indicates the matter graphl-

1.'lle Cl~rk reported the title of the bill. cally and which I shall insei"t in the RECORD at this point: 
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Statement of appropriatiOM, trptndffuru, etc., fiscal gear• 1918 to 1~4, fnclu.tive. 

Year. 
Unexpended 
balances at 

beginning of the 
year. 

Appropriated. Amount of re­
appropriations. 

Total available 
(exclusive of re­
ap:propriations). 

Unused-turned Balances carried 
Expended. back into forward to next 

Treasury. year. 

1916 .. •••••••••••••••••••••••••·•·••••••·• $52, 659, 283. 16 $157, 184, 567. 46 $2, 219, 581. 57 $209, 843, 850. 62 $152, 036, 765. 98 $4, 446, 581. 91 151, 140, 921. 16 
132,871. 71 1917 •••••.•••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 51, 140, 92L 16 1, 350, 502, 097. (}7 1, 401, 643, 018. 23 228, 787, 67L 08 3, 184, 534. 53 1, 169, 537, !MO. 91 

191 .............................................. 1, 169, 537, 94.0. 91 751, 367, 203. 62 341, 2.39, 620. 59 1, 920, 905, 14-1. 53 1, 130, 994, 912. 30 6, 2SO, 001. 80 ~380,f,Q).84 
185, 401, 233. 03 1919. --··························· ••• ·•·•• ~ 380, 600. Si 2, 322, 654, 865. 13 2> 765, 03}. 474. 97 1, 953, 581, 791. 38 328, 009, 005. 63 ~ ' 983, 444. 93 

191'0 ....•.•••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••• , 983, 444. 93 676, 063, 785. 47 24, 052, 391. 78 974,~23'0.40 768, 917, 338. 50 .............................. 181, 077. 500. :t2 
2, 500, 70>l 29 1921. ••.•••••••.••••••••••.•••••.••••••••• 181, 077, 500. 12 815, 788, 286. 84 996, '786. 96 703, UB, ~93 }. 577, 348. 94 2.86, 039, 145. 80 

1922 ....•••••••••••••.•.••••.•••.••••.•.•• 286, 009, 145. 80 450, 674, 821. 82 53, 550, 122. 79 736, 713, 967. 62 484, 462, 64.5. 7 4 l 1 , 738, 538. 12 lSO, 963, 660. 97 
1923 • . ••••••••••.••••••.•••••••••••••••••• lRO, 962, 660. 97 477, 587, 963. 33 ......................... 658, 550, 624. 30 492, 294, 205. 67 1 20, 282, 476. 69 145, 973, 94.0. 94 
192-1. .••••••.•••.••••••.•••..••••••••••••• 145, 973, 9-10. 94 294, 072, 000. 00 .................... 44.0, 045, 94.0. 94 1 348, 492, 221. 92 .. .............................. 1 91, 553, 719. 02 
1925 ...••••••••..•.••.• ., ••••••••••••••.•• 1 91, 553, 719. 02 1 272, 000, 000. 00 .. ..................... 363, 553, 719. 02 . ................................ ..................... ············- · -··· 

Total........................ . ...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7, 567, 895, ~90. 74 609, 096, 530. 76 •••••••••••••••••• '6, 263, 316, 136. 50 384, 588, 487. 62 •••••••••••••••••• 

l Estimated. 

No institution as large as is the Navy, having to do the work 
that the Navy has to <lo, can close its business upon the 30th 
of June every year with all accounts paid, all materials used 
up, and start upon the beginning of the new fiscal year to 
purchase everything that will be needed for the coming year. 
There are ships being constructed, munitions being manufac­
tured, buildings, yards, and wharves and other establishments 
being constructed, in-volving such large amounts of expendi­
ture that there must be materials and supplies on hand so that 
the work can be carried forward economically and efficiently at 
all times. 

You then will be interested in knowing that for the fiscal 
year 1916 there was appropriated, outright, approximately 
$157,.184,000. In addition to this, approximately $52,659,000 was 
carried forward from prior appropriations. The total, then, of 
approximately $210,000,000 was available for the fiscal ye~ 
1916. During tbis year the Navy expended $152,000,000, having 
a balance of money agg1·egating approximately $56,000,000, 
which was carried over to 1917. 

'l'his was the year in which the war was declared. That year 
,Ye appropriated $1,350,000,000, but you will recall that war 
was not declared until April, so the Navy functioned less than 
90 days in a war status before the beginning of the new fiscal 
year. Accordingly, in 1918 the direct appropriations were 
scarcely more than one-half what they were in 1917, although 
the money on hand coming forward from the previous year 
represented a vast amount; and the total amount of money for 
1918 neces arily was larger than the total for 1917. 

The fiscal year 1919 witnessed the high mark of appropria­
tions. That year $2,322,000,000 was provided in direct appro­
priations, and $442,000,000 was brought forward from the 
preceding year. 

The armistice was signed on November 11, 1918, and in spite 
of the fact that half of the fiscal year had not run, the re­
sponsibilities connected with the Navy were such that ex­
penditures above normal could not instantly and appreciably 
come to an end. Immediately all work was stopped whe1·ever 
it could be stopped advantageously, but we had 2,000,000 boys 
in Europe who bad to be brought home. 

We had supplies that had to be carried to those boys while 
they were there. We had a great consb.·uction program of 
yards, docks, and bases at different places that had to be car­
ried on in order to prevent losses. We had ships of all kinds 
under construction, some under contract and some under con­
struction in the naval establishments of the. United States, and 
while work was stopped wherever it could be economically, 
nevertheless the great expenditures that bad to be assumed by 
reason of the war carried on almost to the end of the fiscal 
year, with the result that for that year we used the stupendous 
amount of $1,953,000,000, representing the greatest amount 
that ever ,...-as expended in any year by the United States Navy. 

With the end of the war, however, certain large expendi­
tures could be eliminated. 'Ve turned back into the Treasury 
about $328,000,000. 

In 1920 the war was over, but we had the burden of expend­
ing moneys upon ships and establishments that were in progress 
of building and that either had to be scrapped or the work car­
ried forward. We did not know that an arrangement could be 
made such as was made in the Limitation of Armament Confer­
ence. Therefore we continued our work upon the battleships, 
upon the cruisers, upon much of the craft that we had upon the 
ways, and upon certain constructidh work at naval stations. 
The same thing applies to 1921, but that year you will notice 
we had to appropriate a larger amount of money, because the 
une..'":!)ended balance had to some extent diminished. 

For 1922 and for 1923 you will notice substantial decreases 
whoo you compare the years with 1920 and 1921. The year 

s Does not include 1925 expenditures. 

1923 was the fiscal year immediately following the Limitation 
of Armament Conference, and the effects of economics deter­
mined upon there were beginning to bear fruit. 

Let me say that one of the first things, or the first thing, that 
is done with a ship when it is brought out o! a navy yard is to 
send it on what is called its " shakedown " trip. It is for the 
pm·pose of testing the engines, for the purpose of testing ma­
chinery, for the purpose of seeing how the ship will perform, 
whether it will function as was designed. After the end of 
the war the Navy of the United States may be said to have been 
sent out on its " shakedown " trip. 

A good many factors entered into the question of shaping a 
policy that would be regarded as a permanent policy of our 
country looking to some years ahead. One of these matters 
was the relationship of the United States to the world powers 
of to-day, which embraces the question of the man power of the 
different nations of the world, industrial possibilities, latent re­
sources, and whether or not war is imminent. All such things 
as these were taken into consideration. Another matter had to 
deal with what we had assumed under the limitation of arma­
ment treaty and what other nations had assumed. 

Again, there were elements that I shall refer to a little later 
on that entered into· the equation. At any rate, let rqe sum it 
up by saying that as a result of the treaty that followed the 
Limitation of Armament Conference we were able, while we 
scrapped approximately $330,000,000 of ships, to call a halt on 
new structural work and to save outright approximately $200,-
000,000 or $225,000,000. Not only that, but the cessation of 
work along certain lines that had been begun and was planned 
to be continued saved our country the expenditure of approxi­
mately $200,000,000 or $250,000,000 annually for a number of 
years to come for the maintenance and upkeep of the Navy. 
What I ha\e just said does not have relation to the fortifica­
tion program that had been suggested and that appealed to the 
people of our country. What I have said has relation to the 
Navy itself. It does not refer to Guam, where it was estimated 
it would cost $85,000,000 to produce fortifications that would be 
adequate. It does not refer to building up one stronghold in 
the Philippine Islands, where it would cost probably another 
$85,000,000 or $100,000,000. It refers to the Naval Establish­
ment alone and its upkeep had there been no Limitation of 
Armament Conference. 

Accordingly then, we find that in 1923 we were able to 
reduce the amount of the appropriations to $447,000,000, plus 
$180,962,660, carried over, in 1924 to $294,000,000 direct appro­
priations with $140,000,000 indirect or coming over from pre­
ceding years. For 1925 the estimates of the Budget were 
$272,000,000, and I have already indicated that we have been 
able to go below that figure, and at the beginning of the fiscal 
year 1925 in addition we shall have probably an unexpended 
balance coming forward of around $81,000,000. The unex­
pended balances referred to are in the nature of a working 
capital and may be nearly as large at the end of the year 
as at its beginning. 

Probably I should say at this point that I expect the Naval 
appropriation bill for the next year to carry a larger direct 
appropriation than the present bill carries. Likewise, I think 
the same thing will be true for the years 1927 and 19281 and 
probably for years to come, and why? I said awhile ago that 
any establishment as large as the Navy must ha ve immense 
stores of materials on hand, and during the World War we 
purchased excessive amounts of stores-not excessive from the 
standpoint of the needs at that time, but excessive for an 
establishment of the size to which the Navy was reduced, fol­
lowing the armistice. 

We could sell some of the material and we did where it 
could be done with profit to the Navy, but it would ha-\·e been 
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a foolish thing to have sold materials one year when we would 
liave had to go into the market the next year an<l purchase 
similar materials and at higher prices. The result was that 
while we did sell materials that could not be used at an early 
date or that was obsolete, on the other hand we carried millions 
of dollars of materials forward and have continued to carry 
them forward, disposing of them, however, wherever it may ap­
pear advantageous to do so. In this bill we are making avail­
able, out of the proceeds from the sale of some of those mate­
rialg, to supplement the direct appropriation, $22,500,000. We 
haYe reached the point now, however, where the materials that 
"·ere purcha ·ed during the war have been largely used up. 
You can not dra'\v upon them to any great extent next year 
or the year following. You will need to make direct appro­
priations, an<l the result is going to be that your Navy bill 
will probably carry a larger amount during each of the next 
se•eral ~·ears, assuming that the factors touching labor, per­
sonnel, and cost of materials continue approximately the same 
as they are to-day. 

Considering what the program will be for another few years, 
you want to have in mind that we have several new ships com­
ing in, that we will have several crui ers, and also have in 
mind that there are several types of ships, the construction of 
which is being considered by the legislative committee, and, 
of course, those ships, if they should be laid down, will entail 
greater appropriations from the Congress. 

For the coming fiscal year I wish to call attention to three 
factors that your committee could not control. First of all, 
there are the appropriations necessary by reason of the re­
C'lassification law, applicable to some 2,000 emploJ·ees in the 
District. First you must consider their basic salaries, to 
which must be added the bonus, and you must still add another 
4 per cent by reason of the classification act in order to account 
for the appropriation for the civil establishment within the 
District of Columbia during the next fiscal year. This item 
of increase is approximately $167,000. Go to the navy yards 
an<l consider the wages that are paid there. We have, under 
a general law, provision for a wage board. To fix the wages 
in the different naval establishments upon what basis? The 
basis paid for similar lines of work in private irnlustry. 

In other words, the Government does not attempt to .establish 
higher wages than are paid outside nor does it feel tlrnt it is 
right for the Government to beat down the wages paid em­
ployees in comparison with wages that are paid in establish­
ments that are not under Government control. Tile wages 
to-clay are as high approximately in the Naval Establishment 
of the United States as they were during the highest wage 
period during the World War . Whether they will be lower 
within the ne:\.1; 10 years is a problem that I can not speculate 
upon at this time. 

Another thing that we could not control, which had an effect 
upon the shaping of the bill, is the compensation to officers and 
men. The pay and allowances for officers aggregate approxi­
mately 35 per cent more than prior to the passage of the pay 
bill a couple of years ago. The pay bill also carried an 
authorization for pay and allowances for enlisted men aggre­
gating 50 per cent above the old pay rate of the Navy. These 
things, then, are the factors that enter into shaping the policy 
of the Navy and the appropriation bill, not alone for this year 
but probably for several years to come, two of the elements 
tending to drive the amount down and other of the elements 
tending to keep the amount of the bill rather large. 

In preparing om· bill we had to consider the effect of the 
Limitation of Armaments Conference upon the program. What 
are other nations doing? The freaty, as you will recall, fixed 
the number of capital ships. It fixed to some extent the size 
of guns and the number and tonnage of the other ships needed 
to round out the Navy. It has been agreed to b~' all the 
powers signatory to the arrangement, the last nation signing 
the treaty on the 28th of August last year. We cheeked up 
on the queRtion of tbe fidelity with which the nritions .entering 
into the treaty are carrying forward the obligations that the~· 
as well as ourselves have assumed. We found those obliga­
tions are being respected absolutely. The ships that it had 
been agreed should be put out of commission have been put 
out of commission. Ships that had been understood should 
be scrapped are being crapped, and the nations are exchanging 
memoranda showing the progress of the work going on along 
that line among the nations. Respecting the number of ships, 
the size of the guns, and other factors, there is every reason 
to assume that perfect fi.delity is being paid to the obligations 
assumed. 

Another matter we considered hacl reference to the building 
programs of other nations along lines that were not limited by 
the treaty. There is something of a building program going on, 

e~~ecially in Ja~.~n n.nd Frnnce, in t~e _way of cruisers, destroy­
er~, an~l ~ubrnarmes. In France tlus is largely new work. In 
Japan it is I_ar¥el~ a modification of still larger programs votert 
be~ore _the hm1~at10n confe1·ence. The United State has some­
~mg hke 30 slnps under construction, ships which were author­
ized and begun before the treaty. There may be absolute assur­
anc~ and confidence 011 the part of our country tllat all of the 
nat_ion~ that are parties to the treaty are respecting their treaty 
obligations, and we may look fo1·ward with confidence to th~ 
great re .. ults which were expected to flow from the consumnu1-
tion of that e11ochal compact. 

PERS0~01EL. 

Ha:in~ then agreed upon these factors, we considered shapin~ 
the bill itself. Two ~·ears ago when we brought a bill before 
you :r~u ·will recall it was the first bill that had been prepared 
follow!ng the Conference 011 Limitation of Armament. At 
that time n-e took the number of battleship as 18. as fixed by 
the treaty. We .then consulted with the Navy Department a:; 
to the other hip that woul<l be adequate or neces ·ary to 
rou!1d ou~ the fleet. We checked up fairly well on what other 
nations signatory to the treaty or parties to tlle conference 
pr?posed to do. We brought in a bill providin()' for 18 battle· 
sh~ps, 103 deFltro~·erH. 84 ·ubmarine~. cruisers, and auxiliary 
ships, and we brought in a bill providing for 67,000 enlistee) 
i;nen. r.rh~ House, after tlte fulle t consideration on tbat ~uh· 
Ject, modifie_d th~ figure.: touching the enli ted personnel. No 
debate, I think, m recent ~·ears has been more illumiuatinO' or 
held closer to the point at issue than the debate at that tin:'e. 

Prior to the limitation conference the ~avy Department bad 
recommended a personnel of approximately 120.000. Following 
the conference it wns recommended that the number be 106 000 
as I recall, and then 100,000 and 9G,000. Finally a compro~is~ 
proposition was agreed upon , placing the figure at SG 000 which 
was ado11tetl by the Congress nnd which seemed to' me~t with 
the approYal very generally of the country. That figure was 
adhered to a year later. We have not attempted to cbanO'e that 
figure. We accepted it a· part of our narnl policY. Let me 
say it was demonstrated for two years that tlle Navy has beeu 
able to function admirably on t he i>asis of that number of en­
listed men. We hnYe e>crr reason to believe that it can con­
tinue to function. Gi\'en a reasonable number of enlisted men 
the difference between that numher and a larger number of 
enlisted personnel i · not so much a matter of efficiency in keep 
ing up the ships of the ~av~· or the Naval E. tubliFlhmeut bul trJ 
a matter of keeping men trained and , tanding l.ly to he\p 1n 
the event of a uatioual crisis. You could iucrense the LU.rdoet· 
to 96,000 or 100,000, and ~·ou then would provide for 10,0Q>J me11 
or 14,000 men who we would all agree could be trabed antl 
would be consideretl higlJly efficient but who would not be. 
needed for the proper functioning of the Navy. 
~aving then agreetl upon the number of meu to make u11 thf! 

enllsted personuel we have part of the problem sol\'e<l-for thl\ 
amount nece '"ar.v for provisions. for supplies. for trailling stu ­
tions, and a great many other item~ immediately take shape. 

This leads me to the officer persounel. "\\-'e have an authorized 
enlisted pet·~onnel of approximately 137,400. The law provide!-! 
that the officer per ·onuel mny he 4 p r cent of th authorized 
enlisted personnel. Per~onally I do not ::;('(:• the ntlue of the 
percentage of the officer personnel heing ha ,•ed Ul)On the en­
listed personnel, and I will tell you wby. In the first place, you 
take a great .·hip like n battleship. You need a large number of 
t'nli~ted personnel to 11n11dle tile -·hip. You do not need a rela­
tively large number of officer". There i~ an e._tahli hment 
where your officer per ·onnel can be low, but your enll~ted per­
sonnel must he h igll. You go to the other extremE' nnd. tnke a 
submarine, an institution that is largely one of mnchinery, 
that requires men \Vho are absolutely trained, who are tE'ch­
nical and can handle almost every part of the work. and there 
you find an institution that requires a r elatively large officer 
personnel and compnratirnly a ~·maller enlisted personnel t 
handle that piece of machinery, because a submarine is ju tone 
mass of machinery. 

Then you can take the other ships all the war in between, 
your destroyer, your cruisers, your auxilia ry ships, and you 
will find that in each cla.. you will baye a different ratio 
of officers to the enli~ ted personnel. The thought was in the 
mind of the committee that the peace-t ime officer personnel 
should IJe larger in proportion tllan the peace-time enlisted 
personnel. 'Vhy? Ilecau. you can train enlisted pe1·sonnel in 
a comparatively short time. The"'e men are being trained iu 
large numbers to-da~' · Where? In t he inclu ·tl'lal plnnts of the 
country, in the garages in every community, in electrical es­
tablishments, in manufacturing plan ts. Men nre being trained 
in such a way as to become men of the highest efficiency as 
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soon as they may recetve a comparatively short training in the 
technique of the naval machinery itself. But as to the officers, 
that is not the case. The officer mu.st be trained for y-ears. 
Great responsibility rests upon him. 

Therefore we ha.ve felt that in reporting this bill we ought 
to report something of a larger personnel than 4 per cent of 
offi~ers on the basis of 86,000 men, and we have done so to 
the extent of an extra numl>C'r of officers, or approximately 960, 
as I ;I"ecall. But having fu::ed the number o!· officers, other · 
features of the bill were mattffs of mathematical ealculation. 
The number of midshipmen Rt the aeademy, the amount -0f 
money to be appropriated for traveling expeni:;es, pay, allow­
ances, matters that have immediate relation to the number ()f 
officers that you have in th~ Nary. 

NAT • .\.L RE1;."ERlE. 

We now come to the Naval Reserve, and on this subject there 
seems to be some confusion. I belie•e I can clear up the matter 
with a brief statement. 

The Naval Reserve is made up of officers and men drawn 
from two sources, iirst, the Fleet NavRl Reserve, and sec-0nd, 
civilian life. 

The Fleet Naval Reserve is made up of four groups. The 
fir t two groups are officers (Class 1A) and men (Class lB) 
who have served, in the case of officers, for .any period, and in 
the case of men more than 4 years .and less than 16 years 
in the United States Navy, and who to draw pay must train 
and drill with the Naval Reserve. The third group (Class lC) 
and fourth group (Class lD) are men who have had 16 years' 
and 20 :rears' service, respectively, in the Navy. These two 
groups do not need to train or drill to receive retaine-i.· pay. 
However, when called inw active service they receive .additional 
pay for such service. All four groups are paid out of " Pay 
Navy.'' For 1925 our bill carries for these fuur groups $5.309,-
180, and the office.rs and men in these groups, as of November 
1, 1923, were .as follows : 

Class .1A., 319 officers; class 1B, 1,4£>.3 men ; class 1C, 3,204 
men ; and In class lD, 2,444 men. 

The second source from which tbe Na. val Reserve is fed is 
civilian life, and here we draw officers and Jlli!n who have had 
limited service in the Navy, or in the merehant ma.tine, or 
in the Coast Guard, or, maybe, no service whatever, and, based 
upon their experience, they are placed in the several classes-
2, 3, 4. and 5. 

.As clru;ses 1A and 1B in the Fleet Naval Reserve must train 
.and drill in order to· be paid from "Pay Navy,', so here, classes 
2, 3, 4, and .5 must train and drill in order to be paid from 
Naval Reserve funds. We .call this "retainer pay," and .it is 
based upon not less than 36 drills and two weeks' active duty 
for eaeh year of active enrollment: 

We then have class 6 made up of volunteers from all the 
foregoing classes and who simply ".stand by," .as it were. Mem­
bers <>f class 6 do not drlll and do not receive retainer pay. 
They may, .however, participate in the two-weeks' annual 
.eruise, .and if they do they .are paid for this service 

In these several classes. 2, 8, 4, 5, and 6, were 2, 778 officers 
and 12,157 men on November 1, 1923. Of this number on that 
date, 826 officers and .3,715 men had qualified to receive retainer 
pay from the amount provided under the appropriation for the 
Naval Reserve. In addition to retainer pay, this item carries 
money for rent.a.ls, travel for officers and men, and activ~ service 
_pay for those who have a part in cruises. 

For the current year we .appropriated $3,595,000. F.or the 
year 1925 the department, through the Bureau of the Budget, 
.has asked for $4,-000,000. The committee felt, however, that 
since the number of officers .and of men is so far below what 
the current law would care for, we should D.Dt increase the 
appropriation for 1925. The eurrent law was based on esti­
mates for retainer pay for 1,640 officers and .5,400 men. But I 
have pointed out that only 826 officers and 3,715 men have 
qualified. 

So by giving cur11ent law there may b.e an e:xpansi.on of 
nearly 100 per -cent in officers .and nearly 50 per eent 1n men 
between now and the end of the next fiscal year. 

"FtiEL AND TRANSPORTATH>N. 

For "Fuel and transpor'tation," which defrays the cost of ' 
all fuel consumed by vessels, the committee is proposing $14,-
500,000, the amount recommended by the President In the Bud­
get The department was allowed $16,000,000 under this ap­
proprla tion head for each of the fiscal years 1923 and 1924. 
Of the 1923 appropriation, however, only $13,279~416.57 was 
expended, nothwitbstanding the .fact that the joint fieet ma­
neuvers conducted in the ~latter pai·t of · that fiscal year b.ave 
been described by the Secretary of the Navy as ,. the most ex­
tensive maneuvers our Navy had ever conaucteo." _;Q_u;tip.g 

"the current :fiscal year, in faet, at this time, joint fleet ma­
neuvers are being conducted on an even greater scale and yet 
the expectation is that the expenditures will not run for the 
year in excess of $14,400,000. Of course, it should lbe stated 
that the estimated e~enditure of $1,600,000 below the appro­
priation this pr.esent fiscal year is beeau.se of more favorable 
fuel prices than were figured upon in the preparation of the 
1924 estimate. 

If it should become neeessary to p.ay .higher prices for next 
year's fuel requirements than during the present fiscal year 
the appropriation proposed allows but a leeway of $100,000 
for a comparable amount of steaming: but the committee sub­
mits that the amount proposed is a generous allowan£e in these 
times of financial stringency and that if there should be an 
advance in fuel costs it should be absorbed in r~duced mileage 
g-enerally or in :tleet exercises of less magnitude than projected, 
attention again being directed to the Secretary's description 
of the W23 maneuvers when expenditures for the fiscal year 
ran about $13,280,000 and iuel oil was costing $1.58 per barrel 
as against $1.39 at _present. 

There will be found on pa.ge 30 of the bill two new provisos 
which the committee is proposing in connection with this ap­
propriation. Their purpose is self-evident. 

J>U::RLIC WORKS. 

The Budget estimates call for a total appropriation of $4,000,-
000 for betterments at navy yards and naval stations, and the 
committee is proposing a total of .$1,916,500. Many of the items 
embraced by the Budget total represent objects for which the 
committee has no anthority to provide under the rnles unless 
previously authorized by law, which explains by fur the 
greater portion of the reduction which the committee is pro­
posing. 

The major portion of the sum proposed is distributed by 
fards and stations, as follows : • 
Boston Navy Ya.rd----~--------------------- .$175, 000 
Mare Island Navy Yard--------------------------------- 728, 000 
Puget Sound Navy Yard------------------------------- 100,-000 
Pearl Harbor Naval Station---------------------------- 178, ()00 
Cavite Naval Station---------------------------- 141. -000 
G1·eat Lakes Naval Training Station______________________ 115, 000 

AVIATION. 

The committee ls proposing for naval aviation .an appropria­
tion of $14,590,000, which is $410,000 less than recommended 
in the Budget estimates and $57,174 less than appropriated for 
the current ti.seal year. The reduction proposed in the Budget 
figure is wholly on account of a development program r-ecom­
mended to be undertaken at the air stations at Pearl Rarhor, 
Hawaii, and Coco Solo, Canal Zone. This w,o;rk is not au­
thorized by law, which explains the committee's action in ex­
cluding appropriations therefor from this bill. 

MARINE CORPS. 

The appropriations proposed on account <>f the 3\fa!l'ine Corps 
are on a basis of 1,002 officers and 19,.500 men. The authornz.ed 
officer strength of the Marine Corps is 1,096. There were 1n 
the corps on November 30, 1923, 983. The enlisted force for 
which provision is proposed rorresponds with the number -pro­
vided for the .fiscal years 1923 and 1924. The distribution of 
the force is .&hown in the tables commencing on page 710 of 
the hearings. 

In connection with the appropriations ad.ministered by the 
Quartermaster's Department it will be noticed that they have 
been entirely .rephrased. They are bettet" -expressed and mudl 
more eoneise. The new language wa-s .draf~ at the request 
.of the committee, in the General Accounting Office~ .and that 
office has assured the committee that th.ere is nothing in the 
modified paragraphs which either gives or takes away any ap­
propriation authority carried for this branch of the servke 
in the current appropriation act. 

~CREASE OF THE NA.VY. 

For completing vessels under construction the committee is 
_proposing a direet appropriation of $7,500,000 and an indirect 
appropriation of $22,500,000, or a total of $30,000,000. The in­
direct appropriation is explained elsewhere in this report. 

On November 30, 1923, the following -vessels, the construction 
of which is }lermlssible under the treaty growing out of the 
Conference on the Limitation of Naval Armament, were in 
-various stages of completion-: 
"BattleshiP------------------------------------------------- 1 
Airplane carriers (orlginally designed 11s battle cruisers>--------- 2 
Scout cruisers --------------------------------------- 6 
Subinarines------------------------------------------------ 13 
Fleet submarines------------------------------------------- 3 
Gunboat--------------------------------------------- 1 
Destroyer tenders --------------------------------- 2 
Submarine tender----------------------.,.------------------ 1 
Repair shiP-------------------------------------- ----------- 1 

l'otal~-----~---r------------------------------------- 80 

• 
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All of these vessels, the committee has been informed, will 
have been completed durinq· the fiscal year 1925, except the two 

. airplane carriers, three of the scout cruisers, and the three 
fleet submarines. It is estimated by the department that a 
further appropriation of $6,526,500, to be appropriated for the 
fiscal year 1926, will finally and fully complete the 30 vessels 
now building, including aircraft and their acce sorie for the 
airplane carriers. 

The committee was not called upon to consider the question 
of providing appropriations for commencing the construction of 
ships not heretofore authorized. The committee did, however, 
elicit the information that the department is committed to a pro­
'gram of ship construction of types permissible under the limi­
tation of armament treaty, which, in conjunction with a 
program for .mo<rernizing certain of tlle vessels we now have, 
.would impose upon the Treasury an added expense of approxi­
mately $36,000,000 annually for the next 10 years. 

A year ago the committee proposed, an<l it finally became law, 
a request by Congre s that the President take appropriate steps 
looking to the consummation of a supplemental treaty to limit 
the construction by the leading naval vowers of ships of the 
types to which the existing treaty did not extend or only con­
trolled as to tonnage and gun power. Up to this time no formal 
conference has been held looking to such a supplemental treaty, 
though no light appraisement can be made of the influence 
of the expression of the Congress of the desire of our country. 
So far as the committee has been able to ascertain, neither 
Great Britain nor Japan has voted the construction of any 
treaty exempted or permitted craft ince the conference was 
concluded. America certainly should not be the first and 
should exert its influence to prevent the necessity arising to 
commence at all. 

FLEET SUBMARI~ES. 

'l'bere- are several other items, howeYer, to which you should 
baYe your attention called at this time, because \Ve have made 
rather vital changes us we have reported the bill to you over 
the estimates and plans that were recommended by the Budget 
Bureau. The first one of these changes bas to do with the sub­
marine program. You will recall that in 1914 we provided that 
one fleet submarine should be built. In 1915 we pro>ided for 
two fleet submarines. In 1Dl6, in connection with the pro­
gram for the Navy tllat was laid down, we provided for 9 more, 
making a total of 12 fleet submarines that have up to tbe 
pre ent been authorized. Of this number 3 have been com­
pleted, and 3 ~re in process of construction. The Navy De­
partment thi·ough the Budget Bureau recommended that 3 more 
fleet submarines be laid down during the next fiscal year, 
which would cost a total of $18,450,000, and that $2,850,000 be 
made immediately available in this bill for the beginning of the 
program. 

Now, let us see what the situation is. In 1920, in January, 
one of the fleet submarines authorized in 1914 was completed. 
In December of the same year another was completed, author­
ized in 1915, and in January, 1922, the third one was completed 
that was authorized in 1915. Where are those three fleet sub­
marines at this time? They are tied up at Hampton Roads, 
out of commission. Why? Because their engines will not 
function properly. Let me read a statement that was made by 
the Chief of the Office of Naval Operations in his last annual 
report, which was a confidential document, when the committee 
began its hearings on the pending bill 90 days ago. 

It is now a public document, and this is what was said: 
The performance of the three fleet submarine , T-1, T-'l, and T-S, 

was of such an inferior character as to make it inadnsable to retain 
them in commission longer. These v~ssels were also sent to Hampton 
Roads and decommissioned. 

And in another part of the report in referring to these three 
ships we are told that the engines do not function: 

Tbe tandem-type engines of these vessels have proven costly failures, 
and these three submarines are useless unless they can be reengined. 
It is understood that provision for the installation of two German 
3,000-horscpower engines on one T boat has been requested in the next 
Budget. The engines have shown up well on the test stand, but infor­
mation as to their behavior in a submarine is urgently needed, or else 
it may be necessary to install them as an unknown quantity afloat in 
later submarine cruisers designed. The failure of the S-48 to S-51 
engines points a warning against accepting test-stand results on Diesel 
engines as conclusive. 

A statement which was a confidential statement at the time 
our committee began its bearings is necessarily important as 
bearing upon the immediate problem. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. FRENCH. Yes . 

• 

Mr. DOWELL. I would like to inquire as to who is re pon­
sible for securing engines so unfit for this service? . 

Mr. FRENCH. Let me say this: Since we have been build­
ing submarines we have attained very high success in the con­
struction and design of engines suitable for the ordinary type 
of sul]marine, most of which we have to-day being of that 
type. There is no nation in the world that to-day has a satis­
factory engine for a fleet submarine, which requires the ship 
to be driven 25 or 30 knots an hour. · Germany does not have 
one, nor France, nor Italy, nor Japan, and Great Britain has 
not one that we know of up to the present time. 

Mr. DOWELL. Then, as I understand the gentleman, these 
are merely experimental engines which have been used ancl 
found not to be adequate for the work? 

l\1r. FRENCH. When they were designed it was supposed 
they would be adequate, but it has been found that they are 
not adequate and that the problem is sti11 one that is not 
beyond the laboratory; that it is still in an experimental stage. 
I think if the gentleman will allow me to come to that, I will 
answer the question he has in mind. 

Let me say, since the question has been asked, that the 
British Government has not succeeded, apparently, any better 
than our own engineers in the development of an adequate type 
of engine for a fleet submarine. Some years ago tlie K type 
of engine was developed by the Briti h Admiralty us a type 
which it believed would be suitable for a fleet submarine or 
for a mine-laying submarine, but it was discarded. 

Only one ship of the K type was finally carried to comple­
tion. This submarine is driven by a steam engine, a thought 
which surprises you, but by reason of certain devices that 
have been worked out during the last few years it is now be­
lieved by the British engineers that that old type can be 
worked over into a type which will be most efficient for fleet 
submarines. Within the last 30 days the ship that has been 
fitted with the latest devices in the modification of the earlier 
engine of the K type has been put to her tests in tlle North 
Sea. Those of you who have been following that subject have 
been reading that the tests appear to be satisfactory, but the 
British Government is not ready yet to say that the tests are 
final and that this fleet submarine is wholly adequate. Our 
own Bureau of Engineering has been working upon this prob­
lem and it is deserving of no criticism whatever, because here 
is a new subject and it is a new thought. 

The engineers believe that they have to-day the choice of two 
types of engines that would be adequate for a fleet submarine, 
but they do not know. The three that have been completro 
within the last four or five years ha:ve failed to measure up to 
expectations. Now, then , what did we do to meet the situation? 

l\Ir. NELSON of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. . 
l\fr. J.\1ELSON of Wisconsin. What was the total cost of the 

three submarines which are tied up? 
l\1r. FRENCH. The total cost was approA.imately $5,000,000 

or $6,000,000, although the problem of final readju13tment has to 
be met. The three proposed submarines would co •t $18,450,000. 

l\Ir. NELSON of Wisconsin. What is the necessity of three 
e:xperimental submarines? Why not try out one and if it fails 
find out what the defects are and then try out another? What 
is the need of three failures at one time? 

l\Ir. FRENCII. The question which the gentleman has just 
asked is the question which addressed itself to the members of 
the committee. We met the problem in this way: We found 
we had certain hulls which we thought would be suitable for 
test purposes. We called the officers of the Engineering Bureau 
before us, and we asked with regard to the matter, and we 
were told very frankly that such . was the case. \~e asked 
what it would cost to install in one of these hulls an engine 
which the Bureau of Engineering believes would be adequate 
for a fleet submarine, and we were told that could be done for 
$600,000. If so, then, im;tead of authorizing one of the three 
fleet submarines recommended by the Budget BurC'au, we have 
brought in a provision in our bill appropriating $600,000 for the 
purpose of giving the Bureau of Engineering authority and the 
means to test out, not in the laboratory but to test out in a 
fleet submarine an engine which it believes would be adequate. 

l\Ir. l\1ADDEN. It is to be tested out in one of those already 
constructed, is it not? 

l\:1r. FRENCH. We did not tie down the department, be­
cause contracts have not been adjusted. 

Mr. MADDEN. But that was the intention of the com­
mittee? 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, yes. 
l\Ir. MADDEN. To use one of those that were found inade-

quate? _ 
l\lr. FRENCH. Yes. 
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1\Ir. MADDEN. And the money was made immediately 

available? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes; "\Ye have made the money immediately 

available. 
l\fr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. FRENCH. Yes. 
l\fr. LAZARO. Is it the gentleman's opinion, if this bill is 

passed as reported, that it provides for a Navy which will · 
come up to the 5-5-3 treaty? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. There is no question in the minds of the 
members of the committee that the Navy of the United States 
is adequate under the basis of the treaty ratio. We have 
our allotted number of ships, to start off with, of the capital 
type; we llave an excess number in some other types, as to 
which the number is not limited; other nations have excesses 
in some other lines. 'We are not well rounded out in some 
types. We shall need as we go along, probably, to modify the 
number of ships of different types, and other nations will need 
to do the same. But there 'is no question in the minds of 
the members of the committee that our Navy is second to 
none in the world. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. LAZARO. One further question, please. What has the 
Navy Department finally decided to do relative to the appro­
priation made to increase the range of our guns on battle­
ships? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. A year ago, after the naval subcommittee 
had concluded its hearings, the Navy Department recommended 
an appropriation of $6,500,000 for that purpose, upon the as­
smnption that the guns of the British ships could outshoot 
our guns on probably 13 of our ships by 4 or 5 miles. It was 
found after the bill had been passed and after the adjourn­
ment of Congress that the premises were not accurate. 

Tlle greatest disadvantage it was ascertained would possibly 
be to the extent of 2 or 3 miles. Under the circumstances, the 
N.asy Department did not feel it should go ahead and expend 
money that had been appropriated on the basis of an entirely 
different assumption of facts, and so the money has been car­
ried in the Treasury as an unexpended item until to-day. 

.!\Ir. MADDEN. We repealed that appropriation yesterday, 
l\ir. FRENCH. Yes; we were told by the officers of the de­

partment it was not planned to expend the money until Con­
grt>!'S should so Ruthorize, and as the chairman of the com­
mittee [Mr. 1\1.ADDEN] has said, the item was repealed yester­
day; so the whole question will come up as a new proposition 
&houlu it arise again. 

l\Ir. LAZARO. Then this is the result of the judgment~f the 
Ka,:y Department and not on account of pressure brought from 
other nations, parties to the treaty. 

Mr. FRENCH. You mean the action the House took yester­
day? 

Mr. LAZA.RO. Yer.. 
Ur. FRENCH. I would not say that. I think the Navy 

Department feels that if our guns can be outshot 2 miles, that 
that is quite a serious consideration, if not as serious as 
though they could be outsbot 6 miles; but the position of the 
department was that it did not want to expend the money it 
had asked for on one basis when, as a matter of fact, it was 
shown to their satisfaction that their advice was erroneous. 
IT'herefore the officers of the department told the members of 
your committee that they did not propose to expend the 
money unless the Congress should authorize it. The simple 
thing to do seemed to be to repeal the appropriation entirely, 
let the whole thing go to the legislative committee of this 
Congress for consideration, to determine whether or not the 
changes can be made under the treaty, and, if so, whether or 
not there are compensating advantages that our ships have 
that could be weighed against any disadvantages th~t it is 
alleged exist here. The whole thing becomes a new question 
lo be considered by the Congress. 

l\1r. LAZARO. One more question, please. How do we com­
pare when it comes to carriers for hydroplanes? 

1\11;. FRENCH. We ha-rn at this tirne completed the Langley, 
which can be said to be a very complete and a very adequate 
airplane-carrier ship. It is largely experimental, and it is, you 
migllt say, in the way of a model for the airplane carriers that 
we are permitted to have under the treaty. Under the treaty, 
the gentleman will recall, we can have airplane carriers with 
~ total tonnage of 135,000 tons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\ir. FRENCH. I think, l\ir. Chairman, I will conclude in a 

f;hort while. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman is recog­

nized for an additional hour. 

LXV-269 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Under the treaty it is provided that two of 
the six battle cruisers that were under construction at the time 
the limitation conference was held €Ould be converted into air­
plane carriers, and the work of converting these two vessels is 
progressing at this time. We have not wanted to progress too 
rapidly in that type of work, for the reason that this is a prol>­
lem that is in its experimental stage. 

The Langley is telling us constantly what should be done, 
what should not be done, and we are obtaining valuable lessons 
from the experience of the Navy in the matter of that great ship. 
Let me say that the ship Langley, in my judgment, is a trium-
phant success. • 

l\Ir. LAZARO. I will say to the gentleman I have been on the 
Langley and I agree with him about it, but you admit that we 
have only one real carrier. 

l\fr. FRENCH. That is the only <>ne. 
l\1r. LAZARO. In the event of war, if it should be necessary 

to have part of the fleet on the Atlantic and the other part on the ·­
Pacific, what would become of one part of the fleet without a 
carrier? 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, what the gentleman suggests is 
true. We need to round out our fleet by way of completing the 
airplane carriers provided for under the treaty, and those things 
are doubtless met by the department and by this Congi·ess upon 
the basis of the imminence of war. 

Mr. LAZAH.O. Of course, the gentleman remembers that when 
the Panama Canal was built, the idea was that it was not neces­
sary after that to keep all the fleet together. 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
l\Ir. LAZARO. And to-day, with the progress that bas been 

made in aviation, it is absolutely necessary .to l1ave at least two 
carriers. 

l\Jr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman is correct ; but, on the 
ptller hand, I tl1ink it has been a very desirable tWng to . hold 
back construction work upon the airplane caniers tllat are to 
be part of our Air Service until certain problems could IJe 
worked out upon the Langley. 

l\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman inform us how 

many airplane cm•riers Great Britain bas of the same com­
modious type and with the same accommodations as the 
Langley? 

Mr. FRENCH. Great Britain has two ccimpleted and two 
building, one of which is a small one. So we are not at so 
great a disadvantage, especially since the whole subject of 
aviation is in a rather experimental stage, although experi­
ments are rushing fast upon each other and have done so dur­
ing the last five or six years. 

'.Mr. W AII\TWRIGHT. May I ask the gentleman another ques­
tion, if it is not an inappropriate place to ask it, assuming the 
gentleman is about to conclude his remarks? Is there any 
provision made in this bill for a fleet of river boats for the 
Yangtze Rh·er ln China? 

Mr. FRENCH. The committee did not have authority to con­
sider those items. AiJ I understand, the legislative committee 
has had the consideration of those items, and it will require 
legislation in order that the items may be taken care of. And 
let me say right here that your committee tried very hare.I to 
follow the rules of the House and not bring into this bill items 
that we did not have jurisdiction over. 

l\.fr. WAINWRIGHT. May I ask one further question? Was 
that matter brought to the attention of the committee by the 
Navy Department? 

l\fr. FRENCH. Not in the way of an estimate. The item has 
been referred to in tlle Secretary's report. 

l\lr. MADDEN. It did not come to us in the Budget, I will 
say to the gen tlemaii.. 

l\fr. FRENCH. No. 
Mr. MADDEN. And it properly should not be in the Budget. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. Let me say that if the item had been in the 

Budget it would have been the duty of the committee to have 
declined to consider it and to have referred it over to the legis­
lative committee. 

l\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. The reason I asked the question is 
that, having been in that vidnity during last summer, there 
was brought to my attention the great disadvantage we were 
subject to by reason _pf not having suitable vessels to maintain 
the necessary patrol of the Yangtze River for the protection 
of American interests. 

Mr. FRENCH. There is no question as to the importance 
of the Yangtze patrol. Our trade alone over there aggregates 
1n money approximately $145,000,000 or $150,000,000 a year. 

_· ..... ~ 
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Mr. VI'N'SON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will permit, I would state to the gentleman from New York 
LMr. WATN\VIUOHT] who made the inquiry that there is pend­
ing before the legislative eommittee-the Naval Affairs Com­
mittee-a new building program which includes gunboats for 
tne river to which he refers, the Yangtze. 

1\fr. BUTLER. Those estimates before the committee aggre­
gate nearly 98,000,000. 

:Mr. FRENCH. Not for the purpose of the gunboats on the 
Yangtze. 

l\fr. BUTLER. No; but for everything. 
.l\Ir. FRENCH. I think for the purpose the gentleman had 

In mind it is $6,000,000 or $7,000,000. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman is correct on that. 
Mr. W .AINWRIGHT. I am quite sure that will afford relief 

and satisfaction to a number of .American citizens who have 
, reasons to be in that part of the worlcl. 

ENGINEERING ECONOMIES. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, there are two other items I 
think I. ought to refer to hriefiy, where we have made vital 
changes in the recommendations made by the Bureau of the 
Budget. One of them has to do with th~ Bureau of Engineer­
ing. Gentlemen will recall that the war resulted in the devel­
opment of many engineering devices, means for saving fuel, 
and so on, and these suggestions have been assembled since the 
war, and we have now come to the point where the engineering 
department believes that many or most of our ships ought from 
an economical standpoint to be overhauled in part and to have 
certain types of machinery removed and other types put in 
place of them for seyeral purposes: First. to safeguard human 
life ; second, to gain efficiency ; third, to obtain economies in 
such lines as fuel consumption> the storing and preservation of 
goods, pi:ovisions, and so forth. 

The statement was made, not 1n the Budget, but it came up 
incidentally, tllat if an appropriation of $3,000,000 were avail­
able for bringing our ships up to date along lines tbat would 
be reco~nized by the best business houses, there- would be a 
saving, after the installation of tile machinery, of $3,000,.000 
every year. That interested the members of the committee. 
We immediately called for further informaticm on the subject, 
and we had to draft the officers to tell it because they could 
not volunteer it. The re'sult of extensive hearings, howe"\"er, 
and the consideration of the problem was that we asked the 
officers to divide that $3,000,000 budget into- a list that would 
indicate one-third of the most important, another third of the 
second in importru1ce, and the la.st third of the least impor­
tance. We went over the several items and we were so im­
pressed with the importance of the first two-thh·tls from the 
standpoint of the protection of human life and the promotion 
of efficiency and economy that we included in this bill in ex­
cess of the Budget for engineering purposes $1,960,000, giving 
the department the authority to carry on the work I have 
referred to, and gentlemen will find in the hearings all the 
items touching two-thirds of wWch it \Vas believed the appro­
priation of necessary funds therefor would result in much 
saving and efficiency to the Navy. 

MANU1!'ACTUR11l 011' TORPEDOES. 

There is anotber change in the Budget recommendation to 
which I would refer and that has to do with torpedoes.. The 
Budget Bureau recommended $1,200,000 for the pnrehase and 
manufacture of torpedoes. The cUl'rent law carries $450,000. 
\Ve have at this time the number of torpedoes recomm~nde.d 
by the General Boarcl for all the ships in active commission, 
including the reserve- supply. In addition, we have 80 per cent 
of enough to care for all of the ships that are out of commis­
sion. Had we granted the appropriation o.f $1,200,000 for this 
pu.rpose, it would have been necessary to increase the number 
of employees in the establishment manufacturing torpedoes. 
We did not think in this time of peace, with the number of 
torpedoes we have on hand, that it was a wise thing to do. 
Chang.es are constantly being made in torpedoes. Torpedoes 
that at the beginning of the war would have exploded upon the 
first impact were changed in two or three years, until tlley 
would not explode until they had reached the second impact. 
Changes are constantly being made. 

These are instruments that cost from eight to twelve thou­
sand dollars each, depending ll])Oil the amount of usable ma­
terial on hand. We thought we had an adequate supply, and 
that we would better keep the estaiblishment r:unning, keep our 
band in, keep a trained :force at work and maintain the art 
rather than build up additional stores of torpedoes fm~ the 
Navy at this time. 

Let me say this in conclusion about the Navy: We believ~ 1 

that the Navy ls an institution of which this Congress and this 1 

country can well be proud. [Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman, in speaking of guns and ships and navy yard~ 

and armament conference and the other matters to which I 
have referred, we think of the Navy as an institution of war. 
Let me remind you that the Navy, powerful as it may become 
as an agency of war, is essentially an instrument for peace. 
The record of our Navy is a proud record, and from the day the 
Navy was first organized in our GoYernment until the present 
that arm of our Government service has reflected glory and 1 

honor upon its officers and men and upon our common flag. It 
was that Navy that brought an end to the impudent piracy 
of the Barbary States in the early days of our Republic. It 
was that Navy that enabled the United States to make a treaty 
with France in dignity and honor after we had been ftouted 
by the French Government when we had no navy. It is that 
Navy that has added luster to ~e history of .American Govern­
ment in every war into which our country has been forced in 
the past 100 years. But the Navy of the United States stands 
for peace. It was because of. the fact that om· Navy was strong 
and that as a nation we were p<>-werful that two years ago our 
Government could take the lead in the movement for the limita­
tion of naval craft. It was our Navy, including the Marine 
Corps, that was called upon to bring peace and order in Haiti 
and Santo Domingo within the last 10 years. 

The Nary of the United States as an agency for law and 
order has immediate relation to om· succe s as a Nation. It 
costs us something like $3,000,000 per year to patrol, as it 
were, the West Indies. The b:ade with the West Indie aggre­
gates more than $50,000,000 annually. It costs us $3,000,000 
per year to maintain the Yangste patrol in Chine e waters, and 
by means of Jaw and order upheld by the Navy our trade with 
China aggregates approximately $150,000,000 every year. There 
are other by-products in the institution of the Navy that are 
close at hand. Through the engineering service of the Navy, 
tests that are made in laboratories and in boiler room, tests that \ 
are the result of discipline and intensive study, it is a modest 
estimate to say that the industries of our land 'in the consump- 1 

tion of fuel saved annually not less than from $50,000,000 to 
$60,000,000 on account ()f naval devices and methods that have 
originated in the .rTavy. The Navy is an institution that means 
relief and helpfulness, and if it is Chile whose people have suf­
fered by disaster, the ships of the Navy carry relief. If it is 
Smyrna in Asia Minor, the ships of our Navy are called upon 
for afd. If it is disaster in Japan, our Navy is the first to carry 
not only good will anti sympathy, but food and clothing and 
medical supplies, that the people of Japan may not suffer. 
And, Mr. Chairman, the attitude of our Congress toward our 
Navy, as it shall be reflected in this bill, will be helpful in 
holding the good will of the nations of the world. 

The committee believes the appropriations we have suggested 
are adequate. We believe that no extenstve construction pro­
gram is nece~sary or desirable, and certainly no program is 
called far in building of ships not limited by the limitation of 
armament treaty in such numbers as would arouse suspicion 

1 

or endanger the friendliest relationships upon the part of 
other great and proud world powers. 

l\Ir. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
lUr. BUTLER. First, I shall apologize for not being here 

1 
when the gentleman began bis speech ; and. not that my con- 1 

stituents may know wllere I have been but in order that the 
1 gentleman may understand., I would say that I have been en- ' 

gaged over in the Naval Affairs Committee all day--
Ur. FilENCH. I know that the gentleman's committe<> is 

one of the busiest in the House, and I also know that hearings I 
are at present going on on most important subjects before his 
committee. 

I\Ir. BUTLER. Will the gentleman answer m~ two or tllree
1 questions, so that I may. get the knowledge and carry it over 

to the committee. What provision has been made for the re­
pair of s.i:s.: of our battleships which .need repairs very badly, \ 
and w.hat will be expected of the Naval Affairs Committee in 

1 the way of authority to bring our ships up to date or up to as I 
good a state of repair as the American people would .be glad to 
have? . , 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman, I suppose, refers to the fon.r I 
battleships, e pecially, that broke dQwn during the :fleet ma~ l 
neuvers a few weeks ago? , 

M.r. BUTLER. Yes, sir. \ 
Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman is referl'i.ng to the eoal burn• 

ers? 
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l\Ir. BUTLBil. Yf>S, ~ir. 
... fr. FREA ·en. I.ast ~·car the appropriation bill carried ap­

proximat Iy ~.~00,000 for upkeep work, repair work on the 18 
hattle hip~. It will he intere:-;ting to this Hou:->e to know that 
. 1,400,000 of thnt amount wn.s expended on 14 sliips, inclucling 
2 of the best coal !turner:, the other 12 llclng- oil burners, and 
that $800,000 wa · exp nded on these 4 i;bip!:!--<:Oal burners­
·wllicl1 broke dmTil <luring the manem·ers a few weeks ago. In 
other word. , . -..,00.000 was expended on the upkeep work and 
repair work on 4 '"'hips that broke clown n few weeks ago, as 
again t $1,400.00 1 on 14 other . hips of the $nme g-eneral cla. s. 

l\Ir. BUTLEH. Ho\v does tlle gentleman account for that? 
Mr. FRE .... ·oH. Well, in this wn~·: W'lien tl10 191G program 

wa · begun we commenc d the laying down of n large number 
of battle. llip. of the oil-lmrner typ~ looking forward to the 
ultimate decommis.~ioning of the coal-burning ships. Even 
had we de ·ired to do so, we cou1c1 not 111n·e changed those ships 
during the \Yorld "·ar from coal to oil burners. In the war 
thev lrnd the . evere:t of usage, but the~· made good. After 
the. war it wn ~ exp cted that the ships that had heen author­
ize<l in 1910 would g-raclually take the place of the coal burners, 
and it wou1<1 not he well to expend larg~ amounts of money 
upon them for replacing machinery. It was expected that ns 
ships would Le completed wllich were authorized, those shlps 
woul<l be 1rnt in tlie seconc1 line, and gradually those ships 
would be taken out of c01nmis ··ion nnd scrapped. Now, when 
the Limitation of Armament Conference was held two years 
ngo we were limited to 18 ships, and instead of crapping tho e 
4 . hips that broke down tile otller day clurlng the maneuvers 
they were pnt in as part of the 18, and we scrapped 11 hips 
which were C1n the wny~ which were planned to be oil burners 
nnd ships tllat would he comparable to the best in any navy. 

Mr. VINSO ... .,. of Georgia. Woul<l it not ha\e been advisable 
under the af!reement to have maintained two of the ships 
scrapped of ahout equally tlie amount of tonnage of these four 
Rhiv:-; on which the "entlemnn said we spent tllis large amount 
of money? 

~Ir. FRE ~en. Of co\u- e, tl1e gentleman will recall there 
wnH nuthority to replace two old ships with two ships wlllch 
were about completecl, but which were not completed when the 
limitation conference wa held. Now, I hnvo no doubt within 
the confine · of the chamber in which the Limitation of Arma· 
ment Conference wa- held there was much negotiation. 'Ve 
lln<l trouble to have Japan agree to the scrapping of some of 
her ships. We had to arrange with Great '.Britain with re­
~P ct to carr. ing on certain of her program. We agreed to 
maintain tho:e four nnd to replace two others with new ones, 
and Ro they hecrune part of our quota of 18 capital ships, and 
I ns!'luroe it wa. the hest arrangement that coulcl he macle at 
the time. Now, let me say thl in conclu. Ion on this subject. 

1'Ir. BUTLER. How much will it cost? llow mueh au· 
thority does the gentleman nsk? l\!r. V1xF:ox of Georgia, the 
ranking minority member on our commJttee, has asked Rome 
quei-:tion...,. How much authority and how much money ''"ill he 
needP<l? The gentleman probably has the k11owleclge and we 
hnye not llad nn opportunity to consider it becau~e we are con­
sidering one men1mre, an<l haYe l>een for 40 dnys. 

l\Ir. !!'RE. -cH. I will answer in thr e ways. In the first 
place it \\'ill take approxirnatel.- ~35,000 to purchase mu.terials 
for those four sllipi:i to-day an<l npproximntely $70.000 for 
labor and ineidentnl expenRes, or with approximHtely $100,000 
we can pnt tbose four ships hack in the Kavy and make them 
nble to funetion. That ls, we still retnin them a coal lmrners 
though not compnralilc to modern coal-lmrning ~hips. Now, a 
. ef'on<l plan C'an l•e Htlopte(l. It would be tbL, to continue them 
:u; coal burner._ 'vith n rep1ncement cost or approxlrnntely 
$375,000 apiece. 

l\Ir. BUTLER That is not dei;iirahle. 
l\le. Fn.E. ~cH. That "·oulu mean to <·ontlnue tho e ships 

as coal burner.', and it would mean to tnke out the old parts 
_nncl l'l'place them with new parts and make them comparable 
to . hips thnt are in fir,.t-cla ·s condition but • ti11 coal burners. 
There is stm another nl1ernative. and that i.· to take out the 
coal burner.· a1H1 in~tn ll oil burner"'. 

:\fr. BUTLER How rnnc·h would it co~t? 
l\Ir. FJU<J. ·<'n. It woul<l cost npproxirnntel:.v, I think, around 

$3.400,000. . 
l\fr. VI.i:-Rf>~ - of Geor:!i11. Convert them OYer to oil burners? 
• Ir. FRE1 r( 'II. Ye . 

Ir. VL T~n- - of Geor;:in. That will haYe to be authorized by 

l!1 > lcgislntiYe t·olllmitt(:'e before you cnu mnke any appropria-
1011 for it. 

1\fr. FUB1 -CH. Well, t11c limit tbat ha been followed has 
:been 300,000. althon!:!lt I do not belieY the question llns ever 
be~n deter111in<•1l by the Hons whether when an c timate comes 

down in excess of the nmount it would he necesRnry for it to go 
to the legislative committee or not. However, I clo not rare to 
meet that question. 

l\Ir. MADDEN. If the gentleman wiH permit an int.t>ri;nption, 
of c011rse I will ay the Appropriations Committee would f'OOJI· 
erate with the legi lative Committee on Navnl Affairs as mnd1 
as we could. 

l\lr. BUTLER. We have not had an opportunity to gf>t thiR 
information, nnd we nre here to obtain knowledge. So far our 
lwnds have been tied. 

It matters not whether the authority comes from the ~nm· 
mittee on Appropriations or from the legiRlative committN'; 
it wo11ld coi;t from $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 to convert these 
ship into oil hurnersi. 

l\Ir. FREJ. ~cu. Yes; that is the situation a.s to the fom· 
olclf>st ones. 

l\1r. BUTLER. \l'hat money must be pro\i<.led. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. tro proyide n Navy that mny be adequate and 

yet to safeguard the treaty-that has been our problem ; that 
is ~·our problem. I remember one evening during the hearing-s, 
when the Jiour of adjournment had come, Admiral RobiRon, of 
the Bureau of Ii1nglneering, had jmit concluded his .testimony 
for the dn~·. The oflicial reporter had been excused and tho 
meml>ei ' of the committee were indulging in an unofficial inter­
vjew with this naval officer. 

I remember Admiral Robison i::aid: 
Gentlt>men, it is a trem('ndou r('spon ibility to be chnrg<'d with tl1e 

administration of the mon y that is contributed by our people for th e 
expense of the Government. Thii; responsibility has borne so heavily 
upon me as the head of a l.nn•eau that I have been compelled to think 
of the moneys that I am authorized to expend in terms of more than 
money. I have gotten to thinking of these expenditures in terms or 
human life. 

And then he said: 
You take a man and estimate not the value of all the kind d1'Nh1, 

the loYe, the amenities, his service to his home nnd community, hut hii:; 
earning capacity in a lifetime, an<l you can estimate lli.s value at ap· 
proximately $70,000. 

Now, said Admiral nobison-
lf thnt is the value of n human life, I hnve tried to think of th<' limita· 
Hons upon nny intellig nt expenditure of money a.s expending a humttn 
life cnry time I expend 75,000 that you furnish. 

Gentlemen, I want to say that this metaphor made a deep im­
pression upon me. I haye trietl to have it control me as I 
thought of my unty on the items of this bill. I want it to make 
an impre. sion upon you and help to control the·expenditures of 
GoYernment, nn<l I want you to think of it in cousiclering the 
l>ill now before you; tlle value of the do11ar, not reckoned in 

o man~· cents but the value of the appropriation macle on the 
ba. i of the human lives that will be spent, as. urning that caclt 
human life is worth economically what was sugge tec1, $75,000. 
[Applause.] 

l\Ir. Ollairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 
l\Cr. BYHNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman and gentle­

men of the committee, I know that after tbe speech of tl1e gen­
tleman from Idaho [l\Ir. FRENCH] you will readily accept as true 
my statement that in nll my experience I haYe never known 
nny Member of thi · House to give to an appropriation bill the 
time and thought that hns been given to this bill h~· my col· 
league from Idaho [1\Ir. li'HENCH]. Ile htts devoted months to 
it and has made a detailed nn investigation of the affairs of 
the Nnvy as ever hn. been made by a 1\Iemher of Uongres ', Rn<l 
in consequence of that investigation he is to-day one of the best­
informed men in tbe country on the affairs of the -avy. 

I want to talk for a few minutes, not of the details of this 
hill-becau. e nfter the discussion by the gentleman from Idaho 
it would he irksome to you-ancl then it is true that uetween us 
there is no difference, certainly no material <.lifference, ns to 
the provisions of the bill. I want to tnlk firRt about the orgn~1l­
zation of the Navy Department, because I think it exceedingly 
important that just nt tllis time some one should call attention 
to a situation which is of vnst im11ortnnce to the future of the 
NuYy. 

For years there has been an effort on the part of r-:ome officers 
of tllc Navy to substitute military for ciYilian control of the 
Navy. It was attempted during the adminh;tration of President 
Arthur, during tbe administration of Pre~iclent Roo!'leYelt, dur­
ing the administration of Presiclent Wilson, and during tlle 
a.clmiuistration of President Harding. In lnte1· years the effort 
ha been to concentrate power in the Cliic>f of Operation .. 
Gradually power has been ve tea in that office, hut not until the 
la.st six months dld it acquire the power " they long had sought, 
and mourned because they found it not." 
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Let me rend th?. statute governing r~gulatlons: 
Section 1~>47 Of the nevised Statute provide-;-
Tlle orders, rel!Ulation!l, and inRtructions i!'lsued by the Sccretn.ry of 

the Navy prior to July 14, 1 ~ 02, with uch alterations ns he may since 
haTe adopted, wltb the appro\·al of the Pr ident. shall be recognlzcd 
as tbe l"(':?Ulntlons of the Na y, object to alterations ado:ptcd in the 
1>ame manner. 

This section ha. been construed as follows: 
The authority of the Secretary to issue orders, res-uJatlcms. and 

instruction~, with the approval of the President, in reference to mat­
ters connected with the Nal"al Estnullshment, is subject to the con­
dition, nece. snrlly impllcd, that th y must be consistent with the 
1>tututes which have been enacted by Congress in reference to tho 
Navy. Ile may, with the approval of the Pre&lclent, establish regula­
tions in execution of', or supplemental to, but not in contllct with, the 
statutes defining his powers or conferring rights upon others. The 
contTary has never been held by this court. (U. S. v. Symonds, 120 
U. S. 46, 49; Glavey v. U. S., 18~ U. S. u95, 60:3.) 

Now, here Ls t110 law go>ernlng the olllce of Chief of Opera­
tion.~. The naval act of March B, 1915, provided that-

There S"ha.11 be a Chtef of Naval Operatione, • • • who shall, 
umlcr the direction of tho Secretary of the NayY, be cha.ri:ed with the 
oper tions of the fleet 11nd lflth the preparation and rea.dinesA of plans 
for its use in war. ~ 

The naval act of August 20, 101G, provided that-
All orders issued by the Chief of Nav.n.l Operations 1n performing 

the duties ll.SS~ed hlm shall be performed untilcr the authority of the 
Secretary of the ... ~avy, and his orders .eh.all be considered as emanating 
from the Secretary, and shall have full force and e.tr.ect ll.S such. 

nder this law regul tions g<»ernlng the office of Chief of 
Operations hn ve been made from time to time. In 1920, dur· 
ing- tl~e administration of Secretary Daniels, regulations were 
nllopted providing that the Chief of Operations should nuvise 
ns to the matters pertainlng to fuel reservations nnd depots and 
ot11er matters, but this wns only for advice; it did not confer 
power to act in nn the matters enumerated. Dut on Augu t 
: .. o. rn~3. the regulations were amentled so as to give the Chief 
or Overations the power to "co rdinate all rep !rs and altera· 
tiomi to vessels anc.l the supply of personnel and the ma teria.l 
thereto. so a to secure at all times the ma.tiru.um readiness 
of 1 lle fleet for war." 

The ... ~avy Department has a Chief of the Bureau of Naviga­
tion to control the per onnel of the Navy and the supply of the 
personnel to the hips. We have a Chief of the Bureau of 
E11:!ineering, nl}.d of the Dureau of Yards and Docks, to control 
r111-1irs antl alterations of ships. The only purpo. e of thls regu­
lation wa to make the Ch1ef of the Dureau of Navigation, the 
<'hief of the Durenu of Engineering, and. the Chief of the Du­
reau of Ynrds nn<l Docks subordinate to the Chief of Opera­
tion . The regulation continues that "all ortlers 1 ued by the 
Chief of Operations in the execution of his n . igned duties 
. hall be con ·idered as emanatin~ from the Secretary of 1:.he 
Na\'y and have full force and effect as Stlcll." Under this regu· 
lation tlle Chief of Operations can, as to practically every 
aetivity of tl ·avy, i ue orders to tbe Chief of the Bureau of 
·avi~tion, En~ineerlng, and Yar<ls nnd Docks, and all other 

lmre.au._ of tlte department, without submitting such order to 
the ecrctary of the Navy for bis approvnl. And so far as the 
new .~ecretnry of the Navy ls concerned, 1t the Pre !dent of 
Uu• United State is goin(J' to be fair to him, he ought to tele· 
grnph to ... Ir. Wilbur, of California, that if he accepts the ap­
pointment :is Secretary of tlle Navy and comes to ·washington, 
he migbt to bring wlth hlin bis golf sticks, because, out id.e of 
entertaining visitors, nttendln~ bnnque , making ~ch , and 
iJ.,rnin~ hi name on a dotted line, tllere is little left for him to do. 

Ir. COOPJ1.~H. of W con in. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. llYH ... :-ES of South Caroll a. Ye .. 
l\fr. COOPFm of Wisconsin. Row long has that been the law? 

.Mr. BYil ·1.JS of South Carolina. It ls the result of a regu­
J:ltion adopted Augu~t 30, 1023. 

Ir. COOPER of Wi nsin. A reguln.tion made by whom? 
... t " Dl.'ll ·.u:s ot South Carolina. By the Secretary of the 

Navy. 
Mr. COOPER of Wic;consin. That was Secretnry Denby. 
. fr. BYR ... TES of South Carolinn. Under the administration 

of ~ecretary Denby. 
Mr. COOl>En of Wisconsin. Dld he i sue the order? 
... lr. BYJL;Es of South C:irolina. Well, the order I .have ls 

. i;!]1eu " Tlleollore Roosevelt, acting" ; but I am satisfied this 
i ' un ortler thnt was sent to the officers and to the fleet, and 
it wa i.·.._u<?d under regulations ndovted with the approval ot 
tLe ~T tary of the ... ravy. 

. But my ~ontention is that under the tatute, which spe­
cificall! limits the duties of the Chief of Operations to the 
operations of the fleet nfioat and to the making of plnns, that 
Secretary Daniels was right when in his nnnual report for 
1920~ he said this, speaking of the' Chief of Naval Operations 
and his powers: 

The e l1m1ts are by no means narro . There ts a world of :work 
incident to the operation of the fleet, requiring of 1ts administrative 
agents, responsfule to nnd under the Secretary, a very high order ot 
professional ability. The preparation and rendlncss of war plan is a 
function no less important nod one that calla for deep study and most 
careful CODs1clcrntfon. of campnlgne, past nd future. there beini; in • 
.fact no field of J11aval activity which o!rcrs greater inducement or 
atrords more incentive for professionu effort. 

Dut lmportnnt nnd far-renchlng as these two le~Umate and nutbor­
izOd lines of work are admitted to be, the fact must also be omo 
con1tantly in mind that the tleet 1 afloat, not in Wo.shlngton, a:od th t 
the "operation" of the fleet has conscq1rently to do Ith the tints <'tl 
product itself and not the pro<luctlon thereof. the ork of " prep ra­
tlon nd res.din a " pertaining solely to plans and not to ship or 
navy yards nor yet the Navy Department. 

Mr. WAINWIUGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. BYRI\"ES of South Carolina.. Yes. 
Ur. WAINWRIGHT. Did I understand the gcntlemnn to 

take e ·ccption to the Chief of Operations having authority 
over the location of reserve and dC'pots for fuel for the Navy? 

Ur. BYRNES o! South Carolina. Yes; the Chief of Opera­
tions under the law hns no 11ower to do so. That is the duty 
of the Secretary of the Navy. But under this recent order, 
the Chief of Operation l1as the power to as ign ships to un:v 
dock he wants to; he hns the power to say what ships shall 
be repaired regard.le s of what the Chief of Engineering shnll 
say or regar<'lless of what the Ohief of the Bureau of Yn1·ds 
and Docks shall so.y; he has the power to say what fuel 
Clepots shall be established ancl, so fur as I can see, make eTery 
other decision with reference to the conduct of the Navy. 

Mr. WAI rwnIGIIT. My colleague wlll notice that my 
que tion wa. directed entirely to the question of tile location 
of the r erves, and the thought occurred to me--nnd I wnnt 
to a.k my colleague whether be will not a.gr with mo-tllnt 
the question of the locntlon of the res rve, especially under 
condition of modern wnrfnre, Ls very germane to the war 
plans fo?' the Navy. 

l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. When the law . ays "pre1~­
nration o! plans," it <'lid not contemplnto the power to Joe· te 
re rves. My friend must reallze that the Chief of Operation' 
lt e all other officials, must be governed by Jaw. If the gentle­
man 1s of the opinion and If Congress shoulcl be of the opinion 
that the power to locate those reserves should be plac d in the 
Ohle! of Operations and not in the Secretary of tho Navy, then 
by law the power should be taken from the Secretary of tho 
Navy and given to that officer, but until that is done thttt 
officer can have no right other than to advl tlle r i'pon~i le 
head of the Navy Department, the Secretary of tho .i. ruvy . 

And n.ny eft'.ort on the part of the Sccretttry to transf~r to 
any officer the right to locate the re rves or to do any otl1er 
net which by law is placed on the Sccretnry is an effort to 
abdicate functions speclfi ally place<l in him by inw. I w nlcl 
not approve it because I believe thi Government must re­
main, as it has remained, under civlllan, and not under mili­
tary control. I hold this vlew regardl of who may, for the 
time lJelng, erve as Chief of Operations. 

l\Ir. PAT.rERSON. W1ll the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Could not the new Secretary of the 

Navy change these regulations? 
1'Ir. DYRNES of South Carolina. Certainly, and that is the 

only reason for my remark to-day. .As a Member of the 
llouse I know that the Secretary of the Navy mu t as. umP 
all l" Pon tbility for the conduct of the Nnvy, and he should 
not do that unless he has hold of the :rt>ins of power. H ho 
docs not retain ab ·olutc control in his office and yet assumes 
responslbillty, then his lot in Hie ls apt to be a very unhapvy 
lot. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULT.,. Does not the law authorize the 
Secretary of the Nnvy to make these regulations? 

Mr. DYR1''"ES of South Carolina. Yes; lle can make retm­
latioll.8 provided they are not in conflict with the law, and 
when the law says thnt the power of the Chief of Operations 
sl1all be limit d to these two functions, then any re~'1.1la.tlon 
which gives to him adclltlonal power is in conflict with the 
law. 

!\Ir. MORTON D. HUI .. L. · Does not tue law give him those 
functions, but not Urolt him to tllose functions? 
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l\1r. DYRl~ES of South Carolina. I con.tend it is- in c.enfilet 
with it, because it gives to him power vested in the Secretary 
of the Navy and not vested in him by law. I! the Congress 
wan.ts to vest such power in him, it can amend the law. 

1\1.r. TABER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
regulations which have been issued are in conflict with the 
law? 

:Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I contend they are. 
l\1r. TABER. Then they are invalid of themselves, with-

out any further action, are they not? _ 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. They are invalid in law, but 

in fact they a.re not, because the Navy is operating under them 
to-day. 

I have called attention to this because I want the new Sec­
retary of the Navy, whoever he isr to know that tbey are in­
valid and to limit the power of the Chief of Operations to the 
functions provided by law. The gentleman and I will agree 
that they are invali<l, but I want the Secretary of the Navy, 
whoever he is, to know that they are invalid and to insist upon 
-compliance with the law. Service as Dudget officer d-0<ts not 
come under the power to operate the fleet or to prepare plans 
for war; but the Chief of Operations has been acting as Budget 
officer for the Navy; he has been preparing the estimates, pro­
viding for the appropriations for the department. Every man 
knows that duty in it.self is enough to demand the entire at­
tention of an officer of the Navy. Up to a few months ago 
Admiral Coontz, one of the most efficient men in the Navy, a 
splendid officer, who loves the service, was Budget officer, as 
well as Chief of Operations. · 

The Chief of Operations must direct the operations of the 
American. fleet afloat and prepare plans for use in time of war, 
and I do· not care who he is, he can not perform these duties 
and act as Budget officer and do justice to himself. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Who is the Chief of Operations 
now? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Admiral Eberle. But you 
must understand that Admiral Eberle is not acting as Budg.et 
officer, but Admiral Strauss is. Admiral Coontz was Bud~t 
officer while he was Chief of Operations. He served well in 
that capacity, but the Chief of Operations should not be the 
Budget officer. 

Having called attention to this matter, let me make a few 
remarks about the appropriations. I hol<l the same views as 
the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]. I regret we have 
to report a measure carrying as. much money as this bill does. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.. Will the gentleman yiel<I for 
one more question? 

lUr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
lli. COOPER of Wisconsin. Recurring to what the gentle­

man has just said about the transfer of power to a naval 
officer, has that naval officer, in charge of operations, author­
ity under that order to make contracts binding the Govern­
ment for supplies and material or for the manufacture of any­
thing? 

l\lr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am satisfied the Secre­
tary of the Navy would have to approve contracts of that kind. 

The position is simply this: The civilian Secretary of the 
Navy coming into the Department without technical knowledge 
ought to have the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, of Engi­
neering, and of Yards and Docks reporting directly to him and 
under his control, as a cabinet, so to speak, from whom he can 
secure various views as to the policy of the Navy, as well as 
having the views of the Chief of Operations. Concentrate all 
power in one officer and inevitably, as he has the power and is 
the ranking officer of the Navy, the only officer with whom the 
Secretary of the Navy will come in contact, it will be but a 
short time before the Secretary of the Navy, unless he is a 
most extraordinary man, will have only the views of the Chief 
of Operations. I would prefer to. have the civilian Secretary 
receiving the views of the chiefs of the various bureaus, as well 
as the Chief of Operations, and forming his conclusions after 
listening to these experts, because sometimes it is good for a 
man to hear several experts before reaching a conclusion. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; and it is fundamental, is it 
not, in our theory of government, that the Navy Department 
and the War Department and all other departments shall be 
under the control of civilians and not under Army officers or 
Naval officers. 

l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. And that control should 
not be nominal but should be actual control. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Exactly. 
l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina... I agree with the gentleman 

I in his statement. 
In reference to appropriations, let me say that this bill, as 

! the gentleman from Idaho [1\Ir. FRENCH} has said, appropriates 

$298,000,000, or approximately $300,000,00Q. Let us stop and 
see _how we have progressed. F'or the fiscal year 1916, after tlie 
begmn1ng of the war but before we entered it, when rumors of 
war were in the air, we appropriated only $157,000,000 for the 
Navy. 

Almost twice as much will we appropriate for the next :fiseal 
year. We have had a limitation of armament conferenee limit~ 
ing expenditures for the Navy. After that conference we are 
called upon to appropriate $300,000,000 for the Navy of the 
United States, and it makes us wonder what amount we would 
have to appropriate had we not held the conference fo"r the 
limitation of armaments. 

l\Ir. HARDY. How much would \\""e have to appropriate? 
Ur. BYRNES of South Carolina. I say the realms of 

imagina.tion ai.;e open as to what we wou1d have to appropriate. 
l\Ir. HARDY_ Firn or six hundred mi11ion dollars at least. 
lUr. BYRNES of South Carolina. One man's guess is as 

good as another. Let us look at appropriations for the Army. 
In 1916 approximately $101,000,000 was appropriated, and for 
the next year we will appropriate for military activities of the 
Army $254,000,000, or two and a half times as much as was 
appropriated in 1916, just prior to the war. 

l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. You mean 1925?. 
Mr. BYRNES of s ·outh Carolina. For 1925 ; yes. Two hun­

dred nnd fifty million dollars, or practically the same as lai;;t 
year. · 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The gentleman speaks of the 
necessity arnl regrets it. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
Mr. 1\"'ELSON of Wisconsin.. What is that nelessity predi­

cated upon-upon legislation pending or upon some imaginary 
danger? • 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am frank to say to my 
friend from Wisconsin that I tllink it is necessary because 
we have as a result of the confer~ce a 5-5-3 program. No 
two naval officers will agi:ee as to the exact meaning of' this 
5-5-3 program. 

But under the treaty there is no limitation of the cruiser 
strength, other than tn.at the cruisers shall not exceed 10,000 
tons. There is no limitation of aircraft. Great Britain, for 
instance, to-day has 48 cruisers with a total of 252,000 tons. · 
while the United States has 10 of 75,000 tons and Japan has 
25 of 157,000 tons. If we are to maintain such a Navy as 
was contemplated at the time of the armament conference, we 
can not under present conditions appropriate less. · 

l\1r. NELSON of Wisconsin. That is what I was gettfng at. 
l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. We really ought to pro­

vide for aircraft and cruisers that would put us on an equality 
with any other nation. I have been an advocate of economy 
in Government, but wben it comes to the Navy I do not want 
a Navy superior to any other power, but I do not want a 
N'avy that is inferior to any other power on the face of the 
earth. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. NELSON of Wisconsin. The reason, Ulen, is competi­
tive? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes; it is competitive. 
With resources that would permit us to construct and maintain 
a Navy stronger than any otller power, we willingly surrender 
that right. I believe the Limitation of Armaments Conference 
performed a great service, because it demonstrated, first of 
all, that the representatives of the nations could gather around 
a conference table and make an agreement; but it did not go 
far enough. It changed the form of competition but did not 
eliminate competition. Competition is proceeding to-day in 
crui ers, in submarines, in aircraft, and if we are to maintain 
what the American people expect us to maintain, I am sure, a: 
Navy equal to any other, we have got to appropriate this 
$300,000,000 to compete with the other two naval powers- • 
Javan and Great Britain. But I am going to offer an amend­
ment calling on the President again, as the last naval bill 
called upon the President, to request the other naval powers 
of the earth to once more meet in conference and make an. 
effort to limit the number and tonnage of auxiliary vessels 
under 10,000 tons, and the strength of aircraft, so as to put 
an end to this naval competition. 

Tell me it can not be done! Why, men thought you could not 
limit armament as to capital ships-. Why anticipate failure? 
Conditions may have changed, and certainly the American 
Congress ought to put itself on record as saying, " Before we 
pass the bills now pending before the Naval Affairs Committee 
authorizing additional cruisers and gunboats we want to say to 
Great Britain and to Japan that as· far as v;'e are concerned. 
we are willing t~ further curtail this competition in arma­
ment ; we are willing to stop now before we go to the expense of 
building other cruiser~ and theu be placed in the position we 
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were in as to capital ships-of canceling contracts an·d Incur­
ring an enormous expense and loss incident to the cancellation 
of such contracts." 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
l\lr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I was interested and somewhat 

surprised at a statement made before another subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations some weeks ago in discussing 
a matter connected with the Navy, where, in explanation of 
bis appropriation, the officer made the statement that we had 
a <>Teater number of ships in the Navy now than we had before 
th~ limitation of armament conference, or as many, I believe 
he said. Is that true or not? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. We have in commission 
now many less ships than before the conference. We may have 
more ships, but not in commission. Of course, we have not as 
many capital ships. -

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Then, as a matter of fact, there 
has not been any such reduction in ships, except the capital 
ships, as the public has been led to believe? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The treaty specifically 
limited the capital ships and aircraft carriers. It does not 
affect cruisers or auxiliary craft and does not affect the air­
craft. That is why I want the Congress to go on record as 
favoring another conference and again ask the President to 
call on other powers so as to end this competition. The treaty 
applies only to ships of more than 10,000 tons. Inevitably the 
naval powers will proceed to develop fighting units not pro­
hibited by the treaty. And as they are developed the ratio of 
5-5-3 is destroyed. If we have capital ships of equal strength 
with Great Britain-but Great Britain is overwhelmingly su­
perior in cruisers of 10,000 tons or less, and in submarines and 
in aircraft, manifestly, there is no equality in fighting strength. 
Provide a Navy of equal strength, manned by American sea­
men, and we need have no fears. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. . 
Mr. FREAR. Does it not seem a surprising situation that 

this Government is loaning through private individuals $150,-
000,000 to Japan, and that at the same-time Japan is engaged 
ln this same race of building cruisers and other vessels? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I have no information as 
to Japan except from newspaper sources. I may say that I have 
read somewhere that there has been a curtailment in Japan's 
program since her recent disaster. Prior to that time Japan 
was doing the proper thing. Japan announced that she was 
canceling contracts for the building of some cruisers, and made 
a favorable impression, but what she did was to cancel con­
tracts for cruisers of small tonnage and immediately prepare 
to build larger cruisers of greater tonnage. The competition 
under the Limitation of Armament Conference results in this: 
Every nation is going to build cruisers up to the limitation of 
10,000 tons. They will build them of nine or ten thousand tons, 
as many as they can, so as to make their navy the most effective, 
and they are going to compete for supremacy in aircraft and 
in submarines, whkh are not affected. by the treaty. 

l\lr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
Mr. W AINWIUGHT. In the gentleman's judgment, how 

does our inferiority in the number of cruisers and in aircraft 
materiel affect us, in so far as maintaining a parity of naval 
strength with Great Britain? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. That question answers 
itself. We have only 10 cruisers built and building and Great 
Britain has 48 built and building, Japan 25. We are deficient 
in submarines of an effective type. When it comes to these most 

• effective units, I believe that we are deficient, and this Govern­
ment will adopt and must adopt a policy of matching fighting 
unit with fighting unit. It can not do less; and the American 
people will say that, notwithstanding what the experts had in 
mind when they said 5-5-3, they thought that meant not only 
strength in capital ships but strength in fighting weapons, and 
that they believed that our Navy should be the equal to that 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I quite agree with the gentleman that 
that question answers itself. 

l\Ir. NBLSO:N of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle­
man yield? 

l\1r. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
l\1r. NELSON of Wisconsin. I have been interested in the 

appropriations for aircraft of late. Can the gentleman give 
the total appropriations for aircraft-military, naval, and 
postal? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I can not do that. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What does the Navy carry? 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Fourteen million five hun­

dred thousand dollars. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, is it not true that ·con­

siderable competition in naval armament by the different coun­
tries is inspired by pri·vate contractors who reap rewards in 
obtaining rich contracts? ' 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am frank to say that I am 
unable to answer as to the exact motives which inspire men or 
by which they are actuated. The gentleman is in better posi­
tion than I am to answer that question. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Hai:l the gentleman's committee taken 
any action to eliminate that in this country? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. There is nothing carried in 
this bill which would have any bearing on contractors. 

l\fr. HULL of Iowa. .As a matter of fact, we are giving con­
tracts out to these private contract0rs which we could perform 
in our own navy yards, are we not? 

!fr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I do not think that is cor- . 
rect. I hope that is not true, because I believe the other policy 
ls the better policy. I can not yield fw•ther to my friend, but 
when I get through, if the gentleman has that information, I 
should be glad to yield to him and be can make a speech 
about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle· 
man yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of WiscoJ:?-sin. Can the gentleman tell approxi­

mately the number of airplanes used by the Navy? 
l\fr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Approximately 500. Let me 

proceed now along the line that I was speaking of when I was 
interrupted. I believe that we ought to have an effective liml­
ts.tlon of armament and that the President ought to call for 
another conference. There can be no hru·m in asking for such a 
conference. 

The reason such a request is not contained in this bill ls 
because it is legislation and would be subject to a point of 
order. The committee did not want to violate the rules by 
including a provision that would be subject to the point of order 
and which ought to be presented by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. But I believe in it and I believe, too, that it is exceed­
ingly unfortunate that the President of the United States has 
seemingly become indifferent to a proposal which bad the en­
thusiastic support of his predecessor, and which the people 
of America thought would enlist the hearty support of Presi­
dent Coolidge, namely, insisting on action by the Senate upon 
adherence to the world court. So far as the people are co.n­
cerned I believe that they are in favor of the court, because 
they believe it a step toward the settlement of international 
disputes by arbitration instead of by the sword. Last fall 
before Congress convened the churches of America set apart 
a week, during which we(;'k throughout the entire Nation Chris­
tian people asked for favorable action by the Government upon 
this proposal, but nothing has been done. We find armament 
competition continues. We find the Congress appropriating 
again $300,000,000 for the Navy and $250,000,000 for the Army, 
and surely we ought to stop, look, and listen. We are drifting 
and have been drifting helplessly, aimlessly, doing nothing to 
accomplish that which is most desired by the people, not only 
of America but of the world, of promoting peace by the settle­
ment of international disputes by arbitration. Investigations 
may be necessary, Congress may devote itself to other measures, 
but there is no proposal more calculated to promote the happi­
ness of the people of America and of the world than the pro­
posal to have the United States adhere to the World Court. 
[Applause.] This propo al was submitted to the Senate by 
President Harding. Leaders of the Democratic Party declared 
themselves in favor of it. Yet nothing has been done. Nothing 
will be done unless the President of the United States will take 
a more positive stand in favor of it. A mere announcement 
that he favors it will never bring about favorable action by the 
Senate. In his message at the opening of this Congress he 
commended it to the Congress and announced that he favored 
the proposal, but since that time I have not beard of any 
activity on his part to secure its adoption by the Senate. And 
as we drift, five years after the armistice, without making any 
progress toward peace, we can not blame the thoughtful women 
of the Nation who ask whether the cradles of to-day will be 
called upon to fill the trenches of to-morrow. No man here can 
answer that question in the negative. Competition in arma­
ment continues. Nothing has been done by this the most pow­
erful Nation in the world to promote the settlement of dis­
putes by arbitration. But the time has come for action, and 
my sincere hope is that as these bills with their large appro­
priations for military purposes are brought to the attention of 
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the President he will follow the rexample of the soldiers of the 

1tN:ation and fight for that which he says he believes to he .right. 
]Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Would the geo.tleman from South Carallna 
like to use some more time now? 

l\1r. BYRNE~· of South Carolina. Yes. Will the Chair in­
form me how much time I have used? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used 45 minutes. 
l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box]. 
l\Ir. BOX. :l\1r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise 

and extend .my remarks. 
The CHAIR.MAN. The gent1eman from Texas asks unani-

1 µ10us consent to revise and extend his remarks in the REcoRD. 
' Is there objection? [After a pause.J The Chair hears none. 

l\lr. BOX. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, my 
. purpose is to make a connected statement, and I request that 
I be not interrupted until I shall have finished the statement. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk .read a section from the 
President's message, which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will .read the 
matter designated. 

The Clerk read .as follows : 
WMlGRA..!NO-N. 

American institutions rest solely on good citiz:ensbfp. They were 
. crea t ed by people who had a background of self-government. New 
J.1.l'rivals should be limited to our <:a'Ptleity to ll.bsorb them to the ranks 
of g".lod citizenship. Ameriea must be 'kept Ameri'can. Fo-r this pur­
J_)OSe it ls necessary to continue the policy of restrieted immigration. 
It would be well to make such immigration of a se1eetive nature, w'ith 
some inspection at the source, and 'based either on a priOt' eemms or 
upon the record of naturalizatio-n. Either method would ·insure the 
admission of tho;;;e with the largest capac-ity and best intention o! 
becoming cl.tizens. I am convinced that -0ur present economic 11nd 
social conditions warrant a limitation ot those to be admitted. We 
should find additional safety in a law requiring the immediate regis­
tration of all aliens. Those who do not want to be partakers of the 
American spirit ought not to settle in America. 

Mr. BOX. I would like to ask that the Clerk read a section 
from the bill introduced by the senior Senator from Massa­
chusetts [l\1r. LODGE] in the Senate, section 10, ,page 14. 

The CHAIR1\1AN. Without objection, the Clerk will .read the 
matter indicated. 

Tllere was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 10 (a). When used by this act 'the term "quota " rwhen· used 

in reference to any nationality means 200, ·and in addition thereto 2 
per cent of the number of foreign-born individuals of such a Jl:aitionallty 
resident in the unated States, as determined by the United States 
census of 1890. 

Mr. BOX. The section read is essentially Uke the co:rre­
sponding section in the Johnson bill reported to this House. 
Bills containing th1s pro\'"ision have been introduced by 1\Iem­
bers of the Committee on Immigrati~m and Naturalization and 
other Members of the House and Senate during the last three 
or four years. I have had a bill containing a similar provision 
pending for some years. Thi!:t idea has been developed by the 
best thought which students of this problem could give to it 
The President's message declares that sentiment, not without 
consideration, but doubtless upon mature consideration. The 
proposition had been long considered and discussed at the time 
the President read his message to the Congress. The proposi­
tion, however, has developed a very sharp issue. 

I read from resolutions adopted by the Grand Council of 
the Order Sons of Italy of New York in opposition to the 
J obnson bill : 

Resolved, That the Grand Council of the Order So.ns o! Italy of the 
State of New York hereby stron:ly pr()tests against the enactment into 
law of the aforesaid measure and of any legislation the purpose of 
which is to disc1:iminate in the .apportionment of American opp:or· 
tunity. 

The Patriotic Order Sons of .A.meri.ca .are on the other side .of 
the question. With them a.re the Sons '>f the .American RevGJ.u­

t tion, from whose .statement sup.porting the .same legislatioo I 
now read: 

We favor a policy of restriction wJth an annual quota of 2 w 3 
•per cent of the number of foreign-born persons of each nationality 
resident in the United States, as shown by the census of 1$90, not 
more than 10 per cent of the annual quota of any natiGn.ality to be 
admitted in any month. 

The J' ohnson bill develops a sharp !issue betw.een the -SQllS of 
Italy and the Sons of the American Rev-0lntioo.. Ou that issue ! propose to speak t-0 the House :and ~ country.. 

When an issue arises before the American Congress it is im­
portant to know who is aligned on each side of the question. 
I shall try to show you not all but some of tbe groups and 1n· 
fluences aligned on each side as this question comes to ·issue' 

Order Sons of Italy of the State of New York. 
Order Sons of Italy of the State of New Jeraey. 
Order Sons of ~taly of the State of Connecticut. 
Order Sons of Italy of the State of Rhode Islalld. 
American Jewish Conference. 
Polish political organizations of New York and New Jersey~ 
Ukrainian Democ:i::atic Club of New York. 
Italian Evangelical Ministers' .Association o.t New York. 
Immigrants' Protective League. 
Slovak League of America. 
Independent Order B'nai B'rith. 
Czech National Alliance . 
Sicilian American Club. 
Polish National Union of America. 
Selective Immigrant Aid Society. 
ltallan Natu.raiizatlon Club. 
Italian Social Republican Club. 
Italian Repub1ican League. 
The Mazzini Club (Inc.). 
Societa di M. S. Cittadini Calabro American.I (Inc.). 
Societa di Maria Santiss1ma deJ.la Carita. 
Societa Fratena Italian of Cosenza . 
Union of Orthodox Rabbis of America. 
The Women's Zionist Organization. 
National Catholic Welfare Conference, a.ding by its bureau of Im· 

migration. 
Local lodges of Order Sons of Italy, as follows: 
Loggia Gabriele D'Annunzio, No. 22, Paterson, N. J, 
Pittsburgh Lodge, No. 74 (Pennsylvania). 
Williamsport Lodge, No. 138 (Penn&'Ylvanla). 
Loggia Fratelll Compattl, No. 150, Albany, N. Y. 
Loggia Annita Garibaldl, No. 184, Danbury, Conn. 
Loggia Perseveranza, No. 212~ Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Lodge Roma Intangibile, No. 215. 
Lodge Giosue Carducci, No. 242, East Boston, Mass. 
Loggia Italia, No. 263, Providence., R. I. · 
Pietro Micca, No. 291. · 
Loggia G. D'Annunzia-Oltre l'Oceano, No. '321. of Schenectady, N. Y.., 
Loggia Jolanda. Margherita, No. 34.2., Westerly, R. L 
Lodge Augusto Aubry, No. 367, Oneida, N. YA 
Loggia Sante Furnar~, No. 413. 
Loggia Partenope, No. 453, Peacedale, R. I. 
Loggia Vedova Regina Margherita, No. 415, Natick, R. L 
Loggia rta1o-American, No. 469, Natick, R. 1. 
Loggia Petro Metastasi.o, No. 539, Bristol, Pa. 
Lodge Savoia, No. 070, Homer City; Pa. 
Loggia "EUwood City, No. 608, "'Ellwood City, Pa. 
Loggia Vittorio il Vittotloso, No. 609.,. Cokeburg, Pa. 
Loggia Monte Civita D'ltri, :No. 710, Cranston, R. I. 
The Italian CitiZenS' Club-Lodge. No. 716, Weirton, W. V~ 
Loggia Giordano Bruno, No. '875, Farrell. Pa. 
Loggia Nuova Giovane Italia, No. 881, New Kensington, Pa. 
Loggia Nuova Piav~. No. 890, McKeesport, Pa. 
Loggia J. M. B. Nuova S. Resnati, No. 8Y2, or Kearny.Arlington~ N. J. 
Loggia Riunite del North End, No. 908. Providence, R. I. 
Loggia " II Risorglmen to rtalia.no,"' No. 953, Osceola Mllls, Pa. 
Loggia "Arditi," No. 979, Sag Harbor, L. I. 
The Lodge Fiume and Gloria or Italy Sons and Daughters of Italy, 

No. 985, Naugatuck, Conn. 
Ordine Flgll D'Italia L<>ggia, No. 992, Duluth, Minn. 
Loggia Umberto I, No. 1040~ Indianapolis, Ind. 
Loggia Opemia Italiana, No. 1050, Westerly, R. I. 
Milano Lodge, No. 1090, Conl!er, Pa. 
Loggia Vita Nuova, No. 1198, San Francisco, Calif. 
Loggia "<.k'.neral Diaz," No. 1139, Fairmont, W. Va.. 
Loggia Victor Em. Ill, No. 522, New Britain, Conn. 
Saint Joseph Loggia, No. 1032,· New Britain, Conn. 
Lodge Monte Ca.rmels. No. 1161, New Britain. Conn. 

SOCIETIES AND ORGA.NUATtollf'S. 

Abuzzi Society, East Boston, Ma.S'S. 
Alcarese Society, Cleveland, Ohio. 
American Citizens' Club of Polish Descent, Newmarket, N. H. 
Associated Jewish Organizations -of Massachusetts. 
Associa ted Y. M. & Y. W. H. A. of New England. 
Bella Sicilia Society, South Bos't'On, Mass. 
Corte Generale Errico Cialdlni, No. 50, Turestet's of America. West .. 

erly, R. I. 
Congregation K

0

odimah. 
Caltano Bruno Society, Boston, Mass. 
Chicopee, Mass., Polish Citizens' Club. 
Jil, A1 Manzoni Club, Natick, R. I. 
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Council of .Jewish Women, Pawtucket, .R. I. 
Circolo Sociale Caserta, Natick, R. I. 
Gotthold Epbraim Lessing Lodge, No. ~7, Independent Order B'ril'h 

Abraham, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Giovane Italia Club, Natick, R. I. 
General .Jewish Committee, Providence, R. I. 
Gemilath Chesed Hebrew Free J;.-oan Association, Providlrnce, R. I. 
Llgurian Auxiliary, Boston, Mass. 
Mazzini-Garibaldi Republican Club of Massachusetts, Boston, Mass. 
Society Cesare Batesti of Eagle Park, Providence, R. I. 
Salnt Calogero Society, Thompsonville, Conn. 
Socleta Mutuo Soccorso Grazzanlse, Natick, R. I. 
Sisterhood Temple Beth El, Dorchester, Mass. 
State Committee of Polish-American Citizens, Providence, R. I. 
Women's Italian Club, Boston, Mass. 
Federazione Italiana, Pennsylvania. 
Loggia La Vittoria, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Maria SS. Consolazione, Pennsylvanla. 
Loggia Castelbuono, 0. I. F. d'l, Pennsylvania: 
Societa di M. S. San Leonardo di Colle al Volturo, Pennsylvania, 
Societa Unione e Fratellanza, Pennsylvania. 
Societa San Pasquale Bailon di Bisentl, Pennsylvania. 
Tailors' Club, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Sarti Itallanl, Pennsylvania. 
Societa San Rocco, Pennsylvania. 
Societa San Nicola di Bari, Pennsylvania. 
Societa M. S. Fara San Martino, Pennsylvania, 
Societa San Blagl-0, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Sant' Antonio, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Filippo Palizzl, Pennsylvania. 
Societa di Norristown No. 1, Pennsylvanla.. 
Societa· Mutuo Soccorso No. 1, Pennsylvania. 
Socleta Maria S. S. di Bisaccia, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Marchegianl, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Guglielmo Oberdan, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Immacolata Concezion~, PeDDBylvanla: 
Legione Umberto I, Pennsylvania. 
-Cil'cola Progressive Idernaiano, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Clrcerone, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Chietina, Pennsylvania. 
Societa San Camill<J de Lellis, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Caccamo, Pennsylvania. 
Societa di M. S. Cittadini di Fossacesia, Pennsylvania, 
Societa Sant' Agata dei Goti, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Cavalieri di Santa Rita, Pennsylvania. 
Congrega Maria SS. Addol~rata, Pennsylvania. 
SoCieta Messer Raimondo, Pennsylvania. 
Societa di M. S. S. Franc. Di Paola SS. di Constantlnop0ll, Penns1l· 

vania. 
Societa M. S. San Silvestro Abruzzi, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Sannitica M. S. San Rocco di Montaquila, Pennsylvanla. 
Societa San Pietro Celestino, Pennsylvania. 
Loggia Tripoli & Cerene 0. F. D., Pennsylvania. 
Societa M. S. Maria SS. del Carmine, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Acquavella Cllento, Pe.nnsylvanla. 
Court Americo Vespucci, Pennsylvania. 
Felice Cavallottl No. 361 F. of A., Pennsylvania. 
Court Umberto I No. 359 F. of A., Penns-ylvania. 
Circolo Cattollco del Boon Consiglio, Pennsylvania. 
Pia Unlone Figlle di Marla, Pennsylvania. 
Congrega Maria S. S. del Rosario, Pennsylvania. 
Circolo Cattotlco di San Nicola, Pennsylvania. 
Untone Sante CicUia, Pennsylvania. 
Societa Maria SS. del Carmine, Pennsylvania. 
Socieb Beniamino Gigli, Pennsylvania. 
Camera di Commercia Itallana, Pennsylvania. 
L'Opinione Italian Newspaper, Pennsylvania. 
Circolo Dante Alighieri, Pennsylvania. 
Cenacolo Leonardo di Vinci, Pennsylvania. 
Socleta M. S. S. del Cilento, Pennsylvania. 
San Nicola Rectory, Parochial Church, Pennsylvania. 
Socicta San Stefano, Pennsylvania. 
Lady of Good Counsel Parish Church, Pennsylvula. 
Itallca Gente, Pennsylvania. 
Y. M. Columbus Association, Pennsylvania. 
Socicta Siracusa Provine!, Pennsylva.Qla. 
Loggia Fiume I. S. of I., Pennsylvania. 
Loggia La Vittoria I. S. of I., Pennsylvania. 
San Michele Arcangelo Societa, Pennsylvania. 
Tailors' Club Beneficial Societa, Pennsylvania. 
Fraterna Raft'aele Pagliacetti, Pennsylvania. 
Societa M. Soccorso Atessani, Pennsylvania. 
Kingdom Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes. 
Royal Italian Government. 
Royal Japanese Government. 
Rumanian G-overnment. 

FOREIGN LANGUAGE NEWSPAPERS. 

If time and space permitted, I could fill many pages of th~ 
RECORD with quotations from the foreign-language press in 
oppoRition to the Johnson bill. 

Hungarian newspapers. 
Polish newspapers. 
Italian newspapers. 
Russian newspapers. 
Yiddish newspapers. 

' MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATIONS. 

National Assoclatlon of Manufacturers of the United States, 
National Founders' Association. 
California Manufacturers' Association. 
Manufacturers' Association of Connecticut (Inc.). 
Manufacturers' Association of Wilmington (Delaware). 
Associated Industries of the Inland Empire (Idaho). 
Indiana Manufacturers' Association. 
Iowa Manufacturers' Association. 
Associated Industries of Kansas. 
Associated Industries of Kentucky. 
Associated Industries of Maine. 
Merchants & Manufacturers' Association of Baltimore. 
Associated Industries of Massachusetts. 
Michigan Manufacturers' Association. • 
Associated Industries o! Missouri. 
Nebraska Manufacturers' Association. 
Assodated Industries of New York State (Inc.). 
Ohio Manufacturers' Association. 
Oklahoma Employers' Association. 
Manufacturers & MerchaEts' Association of Oregon. 
Pennsylvania Manufacturers' Association. 
Employers' Association of Rhode Island. 
Manufacturers & Employers' Association of South Dakota. 
Tennessee Manufacturers' Association. 
Utah Associated Industries. 
Associated Industries of Vermont. 
Virginia Manufacturers' Association. 
Federated Industries of Washington. 
West Virginia Manufacturers' Association. 
Wisconsin Manufacturers' Association. 
American Cotton Manufacturers' Association. 
American Electric Railway Association. 
American Hardware Manufacturers' Association. 
American Malleable Castings Association. 
American Paper & Pulp Association. 
American Pig Iron Association. 
Electrical Manufacturers' Council. 
Institute of Makers of Explosives. 
Manufacturing Chemists' .Association of the United States. 
National Association of Cotton Manufacturers. 
National Association of Farm Equipment Manufacturers. 
National Association of Finishers of Cotton Fabrics. 
National Association of Manufacturers of tbe United States of 

America. 
National Association of Sh~t & Tin Plate Manufacturers (Inc.). 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers. 
National Automobile Chamber of Commerce. 
National Boot & Shoe Manufact~rers' .Association of the United 

States (Inc.). 
National Electric Light Association. 
National Eredors' Association. 
National Founders' Association. 
National Industrial Council. 
National Lumber Manufacturers' Association. 
National Metal Trades .Association. 
Railway Car Manufacturers' Association. 
Rubber Association of America (Inc.). 
Silk Association of America. 
Tobacco Merchants' Association of the United States. 
United States Rubber Co. 
Labor Department, Michigan Sugar Co. 

An alien discordant note sounds in the words of many of 
those who line up with the Sons of Italy against the Sons of 
the American Revolution. But the Sons of America and Sons 
of the American Revolution are not alone. I now give Y<m the 
names of a few of those who declare in favor of the bill : 

&>ns of the American Revolution. 
American Legion. 
American National Grange. 
American Defense Society. 
American Federation of Lnbor. 
Accepted Scottish Rite Masons. 
Allied Patriotic Societies. 
Immigration R~stricUon League of New Yo~ 
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Daughters of the American Revolution. 
Native Sons of the Golden "\Vesi 
Patriotic Order Sons of America. 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics. 
Fraternal Order of Eagles. 
Immigration Restriction League of Princeton University. 

American newspapers and magazines, too numerous to name, 
but composing a great part of the press, published outside the 
great cities populated largely by foreign peoples. 

. Let us, gentleman of the committee, examine the cry that this 
legislation will be unjust discrimination against certain peoples. 
Let us examine tbat for a minute. The word "discriminate" 
has different meanings. One is " to discern differences be­
tween " · another means an unjust exercise of discretion or an 
unjust ~hoice, in which case the term " unjust discrimination " 
would be an apt one. 

If alien people, if European people, if Japanese peo·ple, have 
vested rights in America, vested rights to a dwelling place, 
vested rights to employment; if they, living over there, have 
acquired rights here, and it is proposed to deny them what is 
theirs, then this legislation is " unjust discrimination." If 
America has the gift of citizenship, home, and opportunity to 
bestow as she chooses up<>n the worthy alien people whom she 
may select, no Government and no group in or out of America 
has the right to question . the exercise of America's discretion iri 
making such a choice. [Applause.] All of this talk that you 
h~ar about " unjust discrimination " means that our liberality 
has gone to such an extent that they think they own sections 
here. 1.'hey said, "You will make Bolshevism worse." They 
said " You will make our foreign-born people feel more dis­
sati~fied, and it will be hai·der to get along with them, and you 
will have more trouble with them." 

The hearings are filled with warnings by the representatives 
of racial groups that we are increasing unrest and the danger 
of Bolshevism among the foreign born by the proposed legisla­
tion. Gentlemen, that is to say that we already have admitted 
among us large, dangerous elements, and that we must admit 
more of them to' keep them in a good and orderly humor. [Ap­
plause.] 

The P1·esident's message suggests two bases for immigration 
quotas. One is a prior CtUlSUS. The other is the record of 
naturalization. Both tend to reduce immigration from south­
ern and eastern Europe and to maintain those stocks which 
colonized here and came as our earlier immigrants, whose 
aspirations and views of individuality, home, religion, and 
government, and all of life have found expression in American 
institutions. Peoples have their own racial traits and charac­
teristics, their own instincts, their own traditions, and our 
Government and civilization are born of what our fathers 
believed in, loved, and lived for. [Applause.] 

The crux of the President's message is that we should main­
tain that which is good that we now have and to bring in less 
tlrnt will imperil it. 

I have tl.gures here respecting naturalization and its rec;;ults. 
The "prior census" had the preference of first mention in his 
message, but that and the "record of naturalization" are hased 
on substantially the same purpose. The prior census gives a 
smaller proportion of immigrants from Southern and Eastern 
Europe. Basing it on the record of naturalization gives the 
same result in varying but strik~ng degree. By far the largest 
percentages of naturalized foreign born are from the countries 
of northern Europe, and the smallest from central and eastern 
Europe. I give you the 10 European countries whose people 
run highest, and 10 of those running lower in American 
naturalization: 

The 1() htghest by countries. Per cent. 
GermanY-------------------------------------------------- 72.8 
Denmark-------------------------------------------------- 69.2 
Sweden---------------------------------------------------- 69.0 
England--------------------------------------------------- 63.1 
Scotland---~~---------------------------------·---------- G0.9 
~ales----------------------------------------------------- 72.9 Ireland ____________________________________________________ 65. 7 

~~:r~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:=::::::::::::::: ~~: ~ 
Ten of the lower by countries. Per cent. 

Russia ____ ~-------------------------------------·---------- 40.2 
Rumania-------------------------------------------------- 41.1 

t~~;:~~~~:~:::::::::::::~::_=::_=_=::_~=_=_=_=_=_::=~========== ~i:i 

i~I~~~~;;~~~~~~~~~~HH~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~I:! 
(Abstract 1920 census, p. 838.) ' 

Our choice of immigrants based on the record of naturaliza­
tion will give the smallest quotas of immigrants from southern 
e.nd eastern Europe and the largest from northern Europe. The 
President's message suggests these two plans, and a reading of 
it in the light of the known facts can leave no doubt that his 
recommendation is based on this very reason and purpose. 

Who has any right to say tbat the President has changed his 
mind after the drive of these foreign groups against bis recom­
mendations? 

In writing his recent. letters in opposition to the basing of 
immigration quotas on e. prior census, which reduces the quotas 
of certain countries, the Secretary of State is apparently in 
conflict with the views of the President as expressed in his 
message to Congress. 

My friend the gentleman from New York [Mr. CELLER] said, 
in speaking to the House yesterday, that the very low per­
centages of naturalization among immigrants from southern 
and eastern Europe was because the new immigrants were so 
new. He said that the reason they stood so low in naturaliza­
tion was because they had not been here long enough to in­
crease the percentages of naturalized citizens among them. 
But I call your attention to the fact that the great bulk ot 
this immigration started in the nineties. I have the figures 
from 1'899 to 1919, inclnsive. They came from those countries 
in large numbers during the nineties, then from 1900 to 1910, 
and fi-om then up to 1915, when the World War checked them. 
'.rhe figures from Italy are typical. But I include several other 
southern and eastern European countries in the following 
tables: 
Number of imtnigrants from Italy, Turkey ln Europe, Gf'eeoe, Bulgaria, 

Portugal, and Spain, by fiscal years, from and after the fiscal vear 
1899 down. to and inclucUng 1919. 

[Many thousands came during each of the years from 1890 to and in­
cluding 1898, but they were not counted by race or people prior to 
the fiscal year 1899.] 

Year. Italy. Turkeyin 
Europe. Greece. Bulgaria. Portugal. _Spain. 

1899 ..•••..•.•.•..... 77,419 80 2,333 52 2,054 385 
1900 ................. 100, 135 285 3, 771 108 4,234 355 
1901 ...•••••.•.•..•.. 135,996 387 5,910 657 4,165 592 
1902 .... - ••••.•.•... 178,375 187 8,104 851 5,307 975 
1903. ••···•••••··•·•· 230,622 1,529 14,090 1, 761 9,317 2,080 
1904 .....•...•. •·•··· 193,296 4,344 11,343 1,325 6, 715 3,996 
1905 .•.••..•••••••.•. 221,479 •,542 10,515 2, Of-3 5,028 2,600 
1906 .... ··••••••·•··· 273, 120 9,510 19,~9 4,666 8,517 1,921 
1907 .•..•...•••..••.. 285, 731 .20, 767 36,580 11,359 9,608 5, 784 
1908 .•. ·••••·••··•··· 128,503 11,290 21,00 10,827 7,307 3,899 
1909 ...•••••.....••.. 183, 218 9,015 14, 111 1,0M 4,956 2,616 
1910 .... .••......•••• 215,537 18,405 25,888 4, 737 8,229 3,472 
1911. ....•...•.•.•... 182,882 14,438 26,226 4,695 8,374 5,074 
1912 ...• •···••·•·•· .. 157, 134 14,~1 21,449 4,447 10,230 6,327 
1913 .•••...•.•.•••.•• 265,542 14, 128 22,817 1, 753 14, 171 6, 167 
1914 .•.• ·••·••••·•··• 283, 738 8,199 35,832 9,189 10,898 7,591 
1915 .•.•.•.••.••.••.. 49,688 1,008 12,592 l,~ 4,907 2, 762 
1916 .....•.•...•...•. 33,665 313 27,034 12, 259 5, 769 
1917 .. ·•·•·•··••••••· 34, 596 152 23, 974 151 9,975 10,232 
1918 ................. 5,250 15 1,910 19 2,224 4,295 
1919 .•.•.•••.•••..... 1,884 10 386 22 1,222 1,573 

Report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1923, pp. 119-120. 

Number of f01·eign born from each of th~ above-nam-ed countries in 
the Uttited States in 1900, 1910, and. 1920. 

Year. Italy. in Greece. Bulgaria. Portugal. Spain. Turkey I 
Europe. 

1900. ·••·•••••···•••· 484,027 9,910 8,5151 (1) 30,608 7,050 
1910 .••••.••.•. , ..•.. 1,343,12.5 82,230 101,282 11,498 59,360 22,108 
1920 •.••.•••••••.•... 1,610,113 5,284 175,976 10,477 69,981 49,535 

i Not reported separately for 1900. 

(Abstracts census 1910, p. 188, and 1920, p. 318.) 

When these figures of the 1920 census on naturalization I 
have quoted were published the bulk of this population had 
been in this country for from 10 to 20 years, much of it for 
30 years, and some for 40 years or more. More people came 
from Italy alone during two-year periods of that time than 
is shown by the total number of naturalized of those races at 
the end of a period of 40 years ending at the beginning of 
1920, showing that their interest in American citizenship is 
not great. 

During the extended hearings held by the House commit­
tee many of the foreign groups named appeared in opposition 
to this legislation. Their great partiality for tbe people of 
Europe and other non-American interests must bave impressed 
the membership of the committee. The gentleman from Illi­
nois [Mr. HOLADAY], a member of the committee, after hear-



4268 CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-HOUSE. ~l\fARCH 15, 
!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ,. 
IJ.ng .one 0-r two of .these witnesses, b~gan to ask each one of and criticisms of this blU and o-'f existing law 'but ev'idently 
them substantially the following question: the :{)lan is to object to what~ver ls proposed ~d to propose 

In case of ·.conflict between the inter-edts -0t the 'Unitetl States and nothing that "'."ill really tend to ireduce the supply of 'labor. 
the interests of the people of Italy, Rumania, P-01and, Russia, and The same view was presented by Mr. Klump, 'head of the 
uther Europe.an conntries, wliich interests "Should 'Prevail in the ! labor department of the Michigan Sugar Co., who frankly de­
Amcrican Congress? clared that ne was interested in procuring labor for his 

peo_ple. The chairman asked him : 
They often avoided answering the question by sayln.g that r 

t'hey could not conceive the possibility of such a conflict. ! Do you think about 6,000 would be all -you would need? 
The strong partiality toward alien peoples which tb.ese forelgn Mr. KLUMP. That is about the usual .numbex l'IV.e need .each smtson. 
groups revealed, and their nonattentlon 'to or filsregard 0-f r .Of course, there are quite a number of other sugar companies in Micbi· 
American interests, made the gentleman's question awropriate. ' gan. 1 w.ould Judge that the sugar com_panies <of Michigan alone need 
'Their attitude and argumen..t raised the same question ln m.y .from 20,000 to 25,000 people. (Hearings, p. 12l.,) 
mind; and their demand that America furnish a place of l 1\lr. Emery, representative of a great number of manufactur­
domicile and emplo_yment for the unhappy millions of Eur.ope, :e:rs, admitted that he was 'be-fure the Senate committee in 
and their denunciation of America's proposed .refusal to do 1 1921, claiming that 11here was a -shortage of about 3 500 000 
it in an unlimited way, caused me to ask the question whether I laborers, and in the same connection admitted that th~re ~as 
or not the people of Europe had any vested right to a place 1 :an ·Oversupply of la'.bor during that very year and constant 
of domicile and employment here. The question seemed to 1 <tIDemployment in the Untied States, and that the doors should 
excite and irri'ta'te them. · have then been rlosea against immigration. (Hearin<>'S pp. 

The arguments which tllese groups advanced 1n favor of the 1 477-478.) 0 
' 

free admission of European aliens to .America w~re .a revela- ! l\Ir. SNYDER. Will :the gentleman put in the RECORD who 
'ti.on of the viewpoint of America"s foreign bloc. The protest f Mr. Emery was and whom he represented? 
of the Government of Rumania, Which will be found on page AIT. B-OX. Y,es; I have it here. He represented the Na­
'2841 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 20, 1924, .shows tional AsS'Ociation of :Manufacturers 'Of the United States and 
"tllat it is based l.ai;g.ely on a dollars .and cents consideration, ·some ·dozens of other manufacturers' associations amona the 
·as t'he fo1lowing words from it disclose; names which I have read, as will be shown on page 444 ;'f the 

Further, it sho.uld .be <eonsidered that the adoption of the census ot .bearings, ·serial 1-A. 
1890 would not only deeply wound the pride of the Rumanian PM1>le As ihe wital interests af our own pe0ple, as :represented and 
but also strongly atrect their material interest, inasmuch as Rumanian dee'larea b'y .our great patdotic soe1eties, such as the Sons of 
immigrants lly .their ,sa.vings increase the amount .of stable currencies the .American Revolnt1on, the l\Iasans, 'the American Legicm, 
a>ailable for commercial and financial Ptll'.poses in Itumania. This in and the National Grange, come to issue with the 'interests of 
itself would :not fail ±o have a detrlmental efl'.ect on the chances of fore.ign peop~es, as decla~ed by the ·Sons of Italy, the Polish 
.Bumania to speedily attain its goal, -eecmomic recuperation. National iUruon. the Italum Goy;ernment, the Japanese Gov-

ernment, ·and the R.umania111 Government, let us remember 
I read ..again f.rom the statement -made by .Justice Cotillo, · that the ea .. use is ~being i:ried in the American tCongress. No 

of the Supreme Court of New Yor.k, who, however, appeared other forum !has or will ha,·e jurisdiction of it until this oody 
not in the eapacity of an American judge, but as t'he grand :becomes so weak and de.relict that it fails to meet the bigh 
master of the Order of Sons of .Ital,y of the State of .New Yru:k.: respon ibility which the Con titution places upan ·rt. 

A severely .restrictive immigration legislation will 'Within a few _years At some early appropriate time I shall seek an opportunity 
Teduce greatly the emigrant's remittance, and it can be estimated tbat ' to discuss tbe question whether the Congress shall control this 
euch reductfon will amount from $50,000,000 to '$7-0;0t>O,OOO; that is, domestic question, or whether we shall permit the treaty-
1rom one-fourth Ito one-tb'ird of the invisible flow or _gold. · making po·wer or the Executive or State Department to rnsurp 

• * • • ·• • • .the power and handle it by agreepients not e~en oobmitt-ed to 
A severe restriction on immigration will be a severe economic blow the Senate. .Just ·now the is ue is mruie before Congress. This 

to Haly, .that is endeavoring so strenuously and so pluckily to do her consolidated Von Hindenburg drive of manufacturers whose 
share in the reconst:i:u.ction of Eul'ope and iin bringing back peace and : ,patriotism is .subordinated by greed; of foreign-language news­
order. pa_p~rs, societies -of fereigne1-s, and millions 'Of foreign voters, 

This argument that we are wrongfully impairing the eco- agumst the Sons and D1n1ghters .of the American Revolution, 
:nomic strength of Italy, Rumania, and other a'1llicte<'l European the American Legion, and the interests for which the latter 
1countries, stated in plain .English, is that America .owes to the organizations all stand, rai es the qu.esti<>n whether tbe .Ameri­
~ l-uined coIDltries of Europe the duty or providing homes and .can Congress is too weak to hold the lineo .and protect the 
employment for their people so people will have money to be country's dearest interests.. This one big question 'divides it elf 
spent not in building up America but in rebuilding Eur.ope. into two phases : 
Such money is not to be taken from the wealth of the rieh or . First. Are Americans able to enact the immignttion l ws 
the compet.eacy of the prosperous but fi'om the jobs and wages which they know the CQlmtr.y wants and needs? 
of America's working people. Second. Are Americans able to -enforce uch laws as they 

The charge made by the Sons of Italy that enr r~fnsal to haT'e, in .Spite of tbe interests, enmities, :and opposititm of tl1ose 
continue to receive their surplus vopulation in great numbers whose hearts are in their pocketbooks, or in .Enrope more thalil 

1 is unfair, unjust, and discriminatory has no sound baS'is. Be-
1 
in America? 

I cause we have generously bestowed on Italy the gift of furnish- ' The legislative side ot lit arises fust, rand the first responsi-

1

. ing .a dwelling place and employment for its surplus popula- bility :is upon the committee, ·and a deuble -portion of responsi­

. tion, Italy now says that we owe them a duty to provide a bility is on the ehairman -as the Jeader of the committee. Let 
'dwelling place and employment for their surplus ana unem- there be no misunderstanding. Fourteen or fifteen o'f tlle mem­

, ployed population. The Italian commissioner ·of immigration .bers of the committee · igned the report supporting the .Joh Ill on 
actually contended tha± because the war had temporarily bill. The rank and file of the membership of ,Uhe 'Committee 

I ~topped the flow o'f Italian immigrants we owed them the ad- signed. Five of the seYen minori:ty members sought the oppor­
tnission of 1.,500,000 of their surplus at .the ,end of tlle war to tunity to sign individualJ..v and share the r.~ µonsihility 'for 

· make up for the places they bad lost up to that time. {Hear- themselves and their party associat-es, so that nobody could 
ings, pp. 82 and 86.) Then they ·wanted the stream to flow make a party '(!Ue-sUon of this iife-and-denth Ant'erican issue. 

• 1

1

steadily flfter that. nepresentatives of other European igr·oups The chairman has the support of an OT'erwhelming majority of 
indicated the same attitude. This ·attitude 1caused me, :as a the committee-moTe than four-fifths -of it. Moreover, this 

1

1 
member of the committee, to inquire ef ithem whether they rui- House wants to '3.ct on this question. The only thing which can 
rlerstood that the overcrowded .and unemployed ;Population of 'keep the 1eglslation from coming before the House for its dis­
Europe bad .any vested right to .a .domicile and -em~oyment in position is the chairman .and the party "pow.ers that be." Even 
America. Their contention that we ,can not justlF deny them a the steering committee and the Rules Co~ittee probably can 
place of domicile and employment is, -Of course, ,based on the not prevent the consideration of this question if the chairman 
assumption that it is our duty to furnish them, which is pre- and majorlty members!ead the wa,y. If they are .a.fr.aid to tail.oo 

· posterous and outrageous, and shows the un-American view- the bTnnt of the fight, let them say the w.ord and fa.TI ln behind. 
,Point .of the foreign blecs already .assembled ,here. Theo m1nority are not t1.fraid of tbe Sons ·af Italy, nor tbe Polish 

The argument ,of manufacturers, represented by l\1r. Eme1'Y Union, nor the foreign-la~guage newspa,pers . 
. as counsel f.or the committee on .lmmigratiGn of the National In a recent .newspaper statement the genU.eman from Wash­
.Association of Manufacturers, sb.ows Jn -and ,of Jtsell that the ington [MT. JGHN-SON], cllairm.11.n uf th:e committee, denounced 
desire for labor .in sucll abundance as to make it .cheap ls the the report that the bill is deaa. 1 congratulate him. 'Vie all 
mainspring motive of their efforts. There are many quihWea stand ready to help him enact it into law. We :are ready to 



1924. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 4269 
help him show the country whether the Sons of J.taly are 
stronger than the American Legion and all the rest. I have 
heard from many sources and have repeatedly read in the 
press that the groups of the foreign born of New York have 
notified our Republican friends that they will punish the Repub­
lican Party if this legislation is passed. I have seen evidences 
that such threats are inspiring fear. I hope the evidence is 
misleading. Time will tell. I have heard that New England 
politicians are saying that there should be legislation, but that 
since the Italian and European sentiment rules, or has the bal­
ance of power, it will ruin the Republican Party to pass the 
Johnson bill. Persistent rumors and press reports ha.ve it 
that the intention to enact this bill into law has been aban­
doned. I earnestly hope that these rumors do not bring a true 
prophecy; that these press reports misrepresent the prospects; 
yet these reports are disturbing. 

In connection with recent exhibitions of the political power 
of these groups I am reminded of wha.t the late Viscount 
Bryce, long ambassador to the United States, world traveler, 
student of world problems, and especially of America's great 
problems and prospects, author of such works as Studies in 
History and Jurisprudence, The American Commonwealth, 
and Modern Democracies, said in his Modern Democracies. 
I now read from that work : 

The people-

Referring to the American people in colonial times-
were nearly all of English or (in the Middle Statf!S) of Dutch or 
Scotch-Irish stock, stocks that had already proved themselves indus­
trious in peace, valiant in war, adventurous at sea. All were practi­
cally English in their way of thinking, their beliefs, their social usages, 
yet with an added adaptability and resourcefulneS'S such as the simple 
or rougher life in a new country is fitted to impart. In the northern 
colonies they were well educated, as education was understood in those 
<lays, and mentally alert. The habit of independent thinking and a 
general interest in public affairs had been fostered both by · the share 
which the laity of the northern colonies took in the management of 
the Congregational churches and by practice of civil self-government, 
brought from .England, while the principles of the English common law, 
exact yet flexible, had formed the mind-s of their leading men. Respect 
for law and order, a recognition both of the rights of the individual 
and of the authority of the duly appointed magistrate, were to them 
the foundations of civic uuty. (Vol. 2, pp. 4--5.) 

In speaking of New Zealand, Mr. Bryce says: 
The country has grown steadily and not overswiftly in wealth, and 

bas preserved the purity of its stock without that inrush of ignorant 
immigrants which North Americans have reason to regret. (Vol. 2, p. 
831.) 

Speaking of the practice of local self-government as the best 
training of a citizenship for a democratic government, he says: 

The New England States of the North .American Union, until they 
were half submerged by a flood of foreign immigrants, taught the 
same moral. (Vol. 1, p. 78.) 

In discussing the forces which weaken the traditions of 
free · government, such as Americans have up to this time 
cherished, he says : · 

Various have been the causes that have weakened or destroyed old 
traditions. Sometimes the quality of a population ls changed; it 
may be, as happened in Rome, by the impoverishment of the bulk of 
the old citizen stock and the increa~e in the number of freedmen ; 
it may be by the influx of a crowd of immigrants, ignorant of the 
history of their new country, irresponsive to sentiments which the 
old inhabitants have cherished. The English stock to which the 
farmers and artisans of Massachusetts and Connecticut belonged has 
now become a minority in these States. (Vol. 1, p. 140.) 

These are not the words of a new Member of Congress, but 
speak the experience, observation, and ripe scholarship and 
philosophy of this great world observer, declaring a fact which 
is disturbing American students and alarming 1:he American 
people. I wonder if this sinister power now apparently headed 
by the Sons of Italy is already strong enough to prevail against 
the Sons of the American Revolution and all their kind, includ­
ing the American Legion, whose membership knew no defeat 
in open warfare? I wonder whether they are to see themselves 
and their loved America sniped to death by opponents un­
recognized because wearing the garb of friends? Time will 
tell. Shall we allow the Sons of Italy to get the best of our 
honored compatriots. the Sons of the American Revolution? 

A bill introduced in the Senate providing for the basing of 
the quota on the census of 1890 was recently viciously attacked 
by an assembly of foreign-born groups gathered in Philadel-

phia. I quote from the Philadelphia Inquirer of Monday morn~ 
ing, March 3, 1924 : 
REED ASKS FAIRNESS IN lMMIOB.ATION BILL--SENATOR CALLS QUOTAS 

BASED ON FoREIGN-BORN CITIZEN CENSUS DISCRIMINATORY-PENN· 
SYLVANIAN TELLS ITALIAN GROUP CONFERENCE HE FAVORS RACIAL 

STRAIN PLAN. 

• • • • • • 
After receiving the delegation of the 15 representatives of Italian 

groups in Philadelphia, led by their president, Eugene V. Allesandroni, 
Senator REED opened the conference with a brief 1·esum6 of the present 
immigration situation in Congress. 

• • • • • • • 
CALLS JOHNSON IGNORANT OF EUROPE. 

" Congressman JOHNSON, who lives all the way out in Wa.sh­
lngton, doesn't know anything about Europe or Europeans. He 
has an idea all European peasants are diseased~ The anti-Japa­
nese idea is wrong too. We're on a friendly footing with that 
country now. It is ridiculous to raise irritation again." 

Here Mr . .Allesandroni broke in : 
"We objected to your bill, too, on the basis that it was also 

discriminatory, Senator REED." 

"Well," answered the Senator, "I do not approve of the John­
son bill; nor do I approve of my own bil~ in its present form." 

• • • • • • • 
This incident aptly illustrates the drive now on in the United 

States by alien groups against this legislation. 
The men or the American Legion turned the tide in one 

great life-and-death struggle. They know that this, too, is a 
life-and-death struggle. Let us hope that the Sons of Italy 
will not get the best of this momentous struggle. A great 
American journal recently truly said that the effect of the 
passage or defeat of this legislation will be felt in America for 
centuries. 

The second phase of the question pertains to the enforcement 
of the immigration laws, to which I now invite your attention. 

Laws and regulations produce results only in proportion to 
their enforcement. The immigration policy of the United States 
during recent years has been only partially successful. A large 
measure of failure which has attended our efforts to regulate 
immigration is due to a failure to enforce the laws made. 
Therefore I shall use the remainder of my time in an effort to 
present to the House that side of this . very important question. 

During recent years America has been the victim of the 
vicious habit of disregarding its laws. This attitude on the 
part of people and public officials has most ruinous tendencies. 

Widely prevalent and persistent is our disregard of the laws 
against violence and murder. 'l'he American Bar Association, 
an organization well qualified to speak on the subject, found that 
America has more crimes of violence than any other civilized 
country in the world. The comparative figures submitted seem 
to prove the charge. 

The overwhelming majority of our people, whose deliberate 
and fixed views caused the adoption of the eighteenth amend­
ment and the enactment of the statute based on it, have been 
disappointed and disgusted because of the widespread and 
continuous disregard of that part of our Constitution and 
laws. The extent to which violations of these laws goes is 
distressingly great. The fact that this results from the activities 
of the most lawless element in the country, and that fundamental 
disloyalty to the Constitution and laws is involved, only 
aggravate the gravity of the evil. 

I speak to-day in an effort to help the Congress and the people 
understand that our immigi·ation laws are treated no better 
than are other restraining statutes made for the Nation's 
protection. A large measure of failure attends our handling 
of this question through the nonenforcement and disregard of 
the laws already made. It seems almost vain to write new 
statutes when such as we have are, to a great extent, failing 
because we do not enforce them. 

Violation of these laws is, of course, not wholly new. I 
find proof of this in the records of Congress, in official reports, 
and in the history of our dealings with this question since the 
early eighties. I find distressing proof of the same fact in 
the bad results springing from the widespread disregard of the 
law. 

To restrict the number of immigrants and regulate their 
kind are two of the main purposes of all tbese laws. Both 
of these purposes are defeated to the extent to which the law 
fails in enforcement. 

Smuggling or bootlegging of nonadmissible immigrants is 
carried on in several distinct ways. 
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Smugglers come over the Canadian border, over the Mexican 
border, and from Cuba and the West Indies~ They come. in 
great numbers as deserting seamen. . 

A perhaps smaller number get 1n through the corruption 
of immigration agents and guards at the ports. At New York,, 
where most of our im:mlgrants enter, there have been several 
prosecutions and some convictions based on corruI>t practices 
among Government employees in the Immigration Service. 
Considerable numbers come in spite of the quota law and 
other restrictions because foreign-born groups, industrial in­
terests, and politicians representing such groups put such 
pressure upon the department charged with the enforcement 
of the law as to greatly impair its efficiency. 

Great industrial interests often not only oppose the enact­
ment of immigration laws necessary for the protection of the 
country, but they engage in wholesale and insidious violation 
of them. 

l\Ir. Alexander Jackson, who was in the employ of the Rock 
Island Railroad Co. and appeared before the Senate Committee 
on Immigration in 1920, among other things, said: 

In 1906 I was sent over to Europe by the Rock Island Railroad in 
charge of immigration, freight, and passenger business, with the title 
of general European agent. My district extended from St. Petersburg 
to Palermo, from Russia to Sicily, including all of the Scandinavian 
countries; everything, in .fact, except the Balkan States. I didn't have 
anything to do with the Balkan States, because we com1idered that the 
immigration from these States was not worth bothering about. 

• • • • • • 
My proposition was to try and develop good imm!g-ration that we 

could clru;sify as assets instead of liabilities. We were after assets for 
our territory and not Jiabilities. . . . •. . . 

• * • If you get down to bedrock, you will fin.d that a large 
percentage of these people have- perjured them!'lelvea in that particular. 
A large per cent of these foreign immigrants perjure themselves in their 
declaration that they are not coming to this country under any promise 
of work or employment or anything else. I have observed this situation 
for ~O years, • •. 

Mr. Roberts, a reliable witness, residing in the vicinity of the 
Mexican border, familiar with conditions there and participat­
ing in the desire to have Mexican labor imported, testified before 
the House committee on January 20, 1920 (hearings, pp. 50 and 
316), that great numbers had entered the country from Mexico 
illegally. He said: 

• • Sometimes we get them cheaper. Last year I made an 
arrangement with a ma..n that he would get them for $3. He made that 
proposition, and that he would take them, haul them up the railroad 
to a station 18 miles away (from the border) for $1, making it cost 
me $4. 

* * They cross at night and bring them up to the next station. 
We do not care how they get them there as long as they get them 
there. He put 57 there at $4 a head. 

Tlle same witness estimated that there were not less than 
200,000 such surreptitious entries per year about that time. 

The result of all this is that tens of. thousands, probably 
scores of thousands, more immigrants are coming than is shown 
by the official reports. The number of deserting seamen and 
the numbers smuggled in must be added to those shown in the 
official figures before we have the total number of immigrants 
coming. 

An unascertainable number of aliens get into the country as 
deserting seamen. In his report of 1922 the Commissioner 
General of Immigration said : 

Attention was invited in last year's report to the multiplied tempta­
tions of aliens to seek admission through the wide-open door presented 
by the seaman's occupation. For years. as it is well known, inadmis­
sible aliens have entered the conntry in the guise of seamen, who 
promptly deserted theh· vessels upon arrival at American ports, and to 
the illiterate and criminal classes who formerly monopolized this open 
door has now been added the large class of aliens from countries the 
quotas of which have been exhausted (p. 151). 

Secretary of Labor Davis has been repeatedly quoted by the 
press as estimating the number of aliens illegally smuggled into 
the country at 1,000 per day. That estimate may be too large. 
I called on the First Assistant Secretary of Labor, Mr. Hen­
ning, who ls conservative and informed about immigration 
matters, for the estimate of his department as to the number 
" bootlegged " into the country. In his reply l\Ir. Henning 
said: 

I think the most conservative estimates around the Immigration 
Service s-et the figures at 50,000 a year. 

There were 522,919 immigrants wh6 came into the United 
~tat~~during _the last fiscal ye!!~ through th~ po1'U3., p.Q.tw!th~ 

standing the restriction imposed by the quota law. In addition 
there were 150,487 who entered as nonimmigrants, some of 
whom remained. But if we count only those coming through 
the ports as regular immigrants and add to their number the 
estimated number of illegal entries, ranging between 50,000 and 
350,000, we get a total of between 572,000 and 872,000. Thls is 
a large vol\llile of immigration, and a large part of it con~ 
fessedly is made up of those who avoid the guards and ports of 
entry and violate the law in the very act of coming. 

But our failure to restrict the number of immigrants result­
ing from the violations of the law, serious as it is, does not ad\7-
quately present the extent of our failure to regulate immigra­
tion. The admission of great numbers of those excluded by the 
laws presents a grave menace to the national welfare. l\Iany 
of the illegal entries are made by excluded people. Communists 
and dangerous revolutionists are said to slip in mainly as de­
serting seamen, though doubtless .many of them get in through 
other channels. 

The extent-to which the Department of Labor and the Immi­
gration Service violate the law by admitting those excluded 
and in failing to deport those whose deportation the law re­
quires is appalling. A Member of Congress proposed to im­
peach Hon. Louis F. Post, Assistant Secretary of Labor under 
the former Democratic administration. I had become a mem­
ber of the committee shortly before that, and was much dis­
turbed to find that great numbers of warrants of arrest and 
deportation were being canceled and the deportations pre­
vented, even after that same o:lficia.l had appruved the orders 
of deportation. While the Rules Committee of this House was 
considering the impeachment resolution against Assistant Sec­
retary of Labor Post, I stated to that committee, as will appear 
in its hearings, that Mr. Post did not appear to me to be in 
sympathy with the law an.d that he was not a suitable person 
to be charged with its enforcement. I had seen photostatic 
copies of a great number of these canceled deportation war­
rants and was dissatisfied with .Mr. Post's action. I then be­
lieved, and now believe, that lack of sympathy with the law 
prompted some of his actions, and that many such aliens were 
not, in fact, deported because the service did not have the funds 
with which to deport them. I have not seen the official record 
made by the present Department of Labor in the cancellation 
of warrants such as Mr. Post canceled, but I am convinced, 
and upon my information and belief I state, that great numbers 
of such warrants are being canceled by the present Department 
of Labor much as Mr. Post canceled them. I do not know 
whether the number is greater or smaller than the number 
canceled by the former A sistant Secretary. 

The two leading causes for the cancellation of such warrant.:; 
and the failure on the part of this administration to deport 
those whose deportation the law requires, even after their de­
portation is legally ordered, is lack of funds and political 
pressure upon the department by Representatives and Senators 
and other influential political personages, mainly from the 
cities filled with· the foreign born. The same causes promote 
many other miscarriages of the law. Hear it, Members of 
Congress 1 Hear it, American people 1 Lack of funds necessary 
for the enforcement of the law and unholy political pressure 
are defeating the accomplishment of the purposes of your im­
migration laws. 

Those illegally admitted and those whose deportation the law 
requires but does not accomplish are of the most undesirable 
classes. Many of them are dangerous communistic social or 
political disturbers. Many are idiotic, feeble-minded, or insane. 
Others have dangerous and loathsome diseases. 

J:n a survey recently made by a thoroughly competent man 
with abundant facilities at his command it was found that 
American jails, prisons, charitable institutions, and asylums 
are filled and overflowing with the insane, feeble-minded, and 
other classes of social inadequates. 

I quote extracts from the testimony of Dr. Spencer L. Dawes, 
medical examiner of the New York Hospital Commission and 
also president of the Interstate Conference on Immigration, 
representing the States of California, Washington, Illinois, 
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, and New York: 

Mr. RAKER. Are we so helpless that they can pile these people in 
on us here from everywhere? 

Doctor DAWES. Yes, sir. After th.ey get in here. The trouble is that 
the Jaw is not enforced at the ports ot entry to-day. That is the 
secret of the whole game. 

The CHA.IRl\IAN. That is to say, it was not enforced this year or last 
year or the rear before that? 

Doctor DAWES. No, sir. And when I say that, understand that in 
particular I am not criticizing the o.ffieials at the ports of entry. 
There are not enough of them there. There are not the facilities there 
tor examinatio~ of alieµ~ at the various ports of entry. 
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I quote .an extract from the testimony of Com.missioner Our­

ran, in charge of the immigration station at Ellis Island. 
Mr. CURRAN. • • • This request here is based on the desire to 

l:lavi! uniformity of immigration b'atllc for t'h.e sa:ke primarily of decent 
inspection, so that we can sort them, really sort them, and we 
can't do it when they are going by a.t the rate of one a minute, as 
they have done for days and days at Ellis Island, and I have stood 
there with the inspeetor and watched them-an. immigrant a minute. 
That is not inspection or examination; that is just counting them 
off and waving good-by to them as they go ashore. That 1B just what 
you get when your traffic is bunched. 

l\:1r. Box. Rig.ht there-I am sorry to interrupt you-but your health 
officers, the Health Service, who give them a preliminary examination ; 
don't they have to examine them in much the same way? 

Mr. CuRRA.N. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Box . .And isn't what you say of the work of the inspector very 

largely true of the -work of the Health Service? 
Mr. CurutAN. Yes, sir. 

In a later statement Commissioner Curran said: 
That will bring about two results : First, an inad.equate inspection. 

Last summer, when we took over 2,000 a day to Ellis Island for in­
spection, we had to examine them at the rate of an immigrant a 
minute. That is n.ot an inspection; that is counting them as they 
go by; and is almost, to my mind, an abdicatio11 of the protection 
to. the country that is required, or any proper and adequate inspec­
tion. • • • 

* * • * "' • * 
Mr. CURRAN. Yes, sir; they wanted to la11d 3,000 or 4,000; ancl 

we safd "No ; that 2,000 was the limit. But we do not call that 
inspection ; we call that counting them as they go by and detecting 
the gross inadmissibilities." 

The CHAIRMAN. I think it would be wen to put in the report &f the 
committee on State afl'.airs of the National Republican Club of New 
York, which deals entirely with the cost of alien defectives, the alien 
insane in the State of New York, and the desire of that State to collect 
from the United Sta-tes $17,000,000 for their expense. 

• • • * • • • 
The CH.AI&?tIA.N. I wish to insert it because it is much more concise 

than a pamphlet .and more appropriate than the statement of Dr. 
Spencer L. Dawes. It cariies this statement: 

" On June 30, 1923, there were on the books of the State hospi­
tals f-or the insane 41,302 patients, of whom 10,440 are aliens. 
Thus, over 25 per cent of the total population of the civil State 
hospitals are aliens." 
• * • • • • • 

Another excerpt from the report reads as follows : 
It is high time that the State of New York, which is the greatest 

sufi'erer by reason of this condiition, as well as the entire country, 
should vigorously insist upon the enactment of an immigration law not 
only defining what aliens shall not be a<lmitted but also providing for 
effective administration and methods, partic.olarly along the Ilne ()f 
competent medical inspection and examination. The welfare and the 
rights of the State and of the Nation should. be conserved, and neither 
the greed of steamship companies nor the desire of properly excludable 
aliens should be allowed longer to sweep over or around our immigra­
tion safeguards. 

I quote from a statement made by the Interstate Conference 
on Immigration, held in New York City on Octaber 24, 1923: 

The chairman discussed at length laxity of enforcement based on a 
study of the records and on personal observation. He stated that he 
had seen immigrants passed as mentally and physically fit to enter 
the United States at the rate ot eight a minute. He cited the testi­
mony of a reporter of the New York Tribune who had seen 540 aliens 
passed at that same rate. 

Passing to "bond cases " he said •• that during the last fiscal year 
there were admitted under bond to the United States at Ellis Island 
4,724 detective aliens who were excluded under the immigration law." 
This means that a bond was given, frequently with a false surety, 
which can n.ever be prosecuted. The records of the Federal Govern­
ment show that 95 p·er cent of those bonds are violated; these cases 
are 1'!pread all over the United States. They land in New York State­
the Board of Charities takes care of them, the Commission for Mental 
Defectives, etc.; they get to the State of Washington, to Illinois­
they were admitted mandatorily-Washingten, D. C., said they should 
be admitted. 

During the same year, 2,712 defective aliens were allowed to enter 
without bond ; Ellis Island said they must not come in-they were de-' 
fective. Of 12,976 other aliens found to belong. to the excluded classes 
by medical officers at Ellis Island, 12,305 were permitted to enter by 
direct order from Washington-nearly 20,000 in all of the mandatorily 
excluded cla-sses were permitted to enter the United States during the 
year. 

This same deplorable failure in the enforcement of the laws 
excluding inadmissible people is shown by the official ;repor~ 

of the Commjssioners General of Immigration. I insert tables 
made by me from tbe official tables covering the number of 
those classes admitted according to the showing made by the 
official reports during each of the last six fiscal years : 
Tables shouJin.g numbers and pe·rcentages of aliie'ltS admitted and de­

ported a~cr certifi.<:ation by surgeons of the United States Health 
Set·vice which ei»amines immigrants as mentally atid ph11sically 
defective, for {iscai years ended June 30, L918, 1919, 1920, 1921, 192Z, and 
1923, with iZlustrative specifications covering certai1i diseases an<l 
defects among those certified. 

19!8. 

Immigrants. 

Certified as mentally and physically defective._ ....... _ ... . 
Adm.+tted of those certified as mentally and physically 

defective ..... __ -·-.. - •. _ .... ~ .......... _ ..... ·-- ...... _ ... . 
Deported of those certified as mentally and physically 

defective.-· .............. ·-·· ................ ···-· ..... . 

Number. 

6,153 

4,558 

1,595 

Appro..'<i­
mate 

per cent. 

74 

26 

lllXA.MPLES OF DISEASES A.ND DEFECTS CERTIFIED A.ND PROPORTIONS OF 
EACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS. 

Disease or defect. Admitted. Deported. 

Imbecile ...... -·····.···-~--~~--~.-~··~~--~ 
Feeble-minded.-· .•• _ •..• -·-··-· .•••.• -· •••••• _ •..•....••. 

~:;:~-dis;iiS~::::::: :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::: ::: :: : : 
£ia~~~r~8lr~)::~~~::::::::::::::::::::::: ::~::::: :: :-:: 
Deformity., mallormation, ankylosis, cicatrL--c, permanent 

t;!f:~r~~~~~:: ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: : ~:: :-
Alcoholism ..............•... _ ......... ·-· ••.........•..... 
Admitted after hospitaltreatment ............•.. -···. ·----

1 
16 
7 

!02 
998 
14 

355 
81 
13 
4 

907 

6 
20 
65 

135 
148 

7 

SL 
27 
I 

28 

(Annual repo.rt, Commissioner General Immigration, 1918, p. 201.) 
1919. 

Immigrants. 

Certified as mentally and :vhysically derective ..... _ ....... . 
Admitted of those certilied as mentally and physically 

defective_ ........ _ ....... _ ............ _ .. _ ............ _ .. 
Deported oI those certified as mentally and physically 

defecrti\:e ...... -·· .... ··- .. ·- _ ...... ___ ·- ·- ·-·· ·- ---· ____ . 

Number. 

6,060 

4,487 

1,573 

Approxi­
mate 

percent. 

74 

26 

EXAMPLES Oil' DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF 
EACH ADMN'TED A.ND DEBARRED ENTER-I:N:G INTO ABOVE 'IOTA.LS. 

Disease or defect. Admitted. Deported. 

Imbecile ...•.•.•.•...•.•....•...•...•..••..•...•....•..•... 
Feeble-minded .. ································-········· 
lru;anity. - . - . - - _ : •.. ·-· •....•.•.•........ ·- -.. -- . -·· ..•... 

~~:t:f i!I diSea80:::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Senility (from age) .••• ·······'"·-·n·-·-~--·-·-····--··· Malignant tumor ....... __ ·- .. __ ... _ ... __ ... ·- ............ . 
Deformity, malformation, ankylosis, cicatrix, permanent 

2 
1 
4 
5 

21 
703 
21 

p~b~;: airOi>ii:Y:: :: : : : : : : :: :: : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : ::: ::: :~ , 5&i 
Undersized.····-···-···-····························-····· 3 
Alcoholism- ..... ·-._ .•. _ .. _ .• __ .•• _ •• ·- .••• ~ •. ·--·· ••••••••••••••....• 
Admitted after hospital treatment'.- .•• -~ .•••.••••• ·-·-_ 693 

8 
28 
44 
21 

115 
131 

8 

93 
48 
3 

10 

(Annual report Commissioner Gene.ml .lmmigw.tioJl, 1919, p. 237.) 
. 1920. 

Immlgrnnts. 

Certified as mentally and physically defective.·- ______ .-·-
Admitted of those certified as mentally and physically de-

fective ... ·- ... __ . _ .. _ ........ _ .... ..... _ .. __ ... _ .. __ .. _ .. 
Deported of those certified as mentailJ= and physically de-

fective .. ·- .. -· _ ... _ ..... _ ..... ··-·· ... ·- ... _ ..... _ ·- ... _. 

Number. 

13,279 

Il,5'41 

1, 738 

Approxi­
mate 

per cent. 

ff/ 

13 

EXAMPLES OF 'DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OJI' 
EACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO A.BOVE TOTALS. 

Disease or delect. 

Imbecile ........•.•••.•.•......••................ _ .. _ ..... 
Feeble-minded ..••..••..•...•.•..••...•.•................. 

f~!I~~:~:::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~~;,; ii.ti-OI>il:Y:::::: :: : : : : :: : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : 
:Malignant tUIIlor. _ ......•... _ .......... _ ................. . 
Deformity, malformation, ankylosis, cicatrix, pcnnanent 

u!:1J~re-ci:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Aleoholism. __ ·- ...... ·- -· ............. ·- ... ·- .....•....... 
Admitted aite! hospital treatment __ ... -~ .•.......... ------

Admitted. Deported. 

3 
3 
6 
3 

52 5,fM 
13 

755 
21 
1 

003 

18 
52 
52 
.'O 

161 
llO 
39 
6 

89 
7 
7 

.('Annual :Report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1920, p. 252.) 
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Tables Jwwing numbers and percentages of aliens admitted and de­
ported after certification by su1·geons, etc.-Contlnued. 

1921. 

Tinmigrants. 

Certified as mentally and physically defective ............ . 
Admittrd of those certified as mentally and physically 

deferti>e ........................................... : ... . 
Deported of those certified as mentally and physically 

defecti've ..............................................•. 

Number. 

33,295 

30,953 

2,342 

Approxi­
mate per 

cent. 

EXA~!PLES OF DISEASES AXD DEFECTS CERTIFIED .A.SD PilOPOilTIONS OF 
EACll A.D:lIITTED AND DEBAililED ENTlllnING lNTO ABOVE TOTALS. 

Disease or defect. 

Imbecile .................................. .... ...... ...... . 
Feeble-rninued ............•............•.......•.......... 
Insanity .................................................. . 
Epilepsy ................................................. . 
Venereal disease .......................................... . 
Senility .................................................. . 
1\Ialign.'lnt tumor ......................................... . 

Admitted. Deported. 

19 
27 
rn 
4 

46 
14, 73~ 

28 
71 
83 
11 

311 
116 

3 
Defonnity, malformation, ankylosis, cicatrix, permanent 

injury................................................... 2,~ 

t~;~~~~i:~~~~~~::: :: ::: ::::: :::::: :: : : : : :::::: :: ::::::: :: 109 

118 
33 
3 

11 Alcoholism ........................................................... . 
Admitted after hogpital treatment........ ................. 1, 372 

(.Annual repOt"t Commissioner General of Immigration, 1921, p. 131.) 
1922. 

Immigrants. 

Certified as mentally and physically defectfre ............. . 
Admitted of tho e certified as mentally and physically 

defecliYe ................................................ . 
Deporte,d of those certified as mentally and physically 

defective ................................................ . 

Approxi-
Number. mate per 

21, 316 

19, 113 

2,203 

cent. 

90 

10 

EX.UIPLES OF DISE . .\.SES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED A~D PilOPORTIO~S OF 
IUCH ADMITTED AND DEBARilED ENTERING INTO ABOVlll TOT.4.LS. 

Disease or defect. 

Jmhec:ile ................ .................................. . 
Feeble-Ininded ............•.......................••.•.... 
ln.c;unity ....................................•..•........... 
Venereal disease ......................... ........... •••.... 

~r~w;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Malignant tumor ......................................... . 
Paralysis, atrophy ......................... ....... ........ . 

Admitted. Deported. 

5 
7 

11 
45 

. 1 
7,421 

14 
196 

33 
RO 
73 

263 
15 

111 
5 

41 
Deformity, malformation, ankylosis, cicatrix, permanent 

u:~~:.Jied::: :: : : : : : : : : : : :: :: : ::::: :: : ::: : : : : : : :: : :: : : : ::: 1
' ~i 1~ 

Alcoholism................................................ . . . .. . . .. . . . 3 
Admitted after hospital treatment. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 979 ••••••••••.• 

(Annual report Commissioner Gener.Ill of Immigration, 1922, pp. 126-
121.) 

1923. 

Immigrants. 

Certified as mentally and physically defective ............ . 
Admitted of those certified as mentally and physically 

defe<'th·e ........................................ _ . _ . __ .. 
Deported of those certified as mentally and physic ally 

defective ............................................... . 

Number. 

23, 969 

21, 13G 

2, 33 

Approxi­
mate per 

cent. 

88 

12 

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFECTS CEilTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS O~ 
EACfl AD:UITTED AKD DEB.illRED ENTERI::-<O INTO ABOVE TOTALS. 

Disease or defect. 

Imbecile .................................................. . 
Feeble-minded ........................................... . 
Insanity ........... -.. -................................... . 
Yencreal disease .......................................... . 
Epilepsy ................... .................... .. ...... .. . 
Senility ..................................... .......... ... . 
l.!alignant tumor .......... .. ....... __ ............... ... .. . 

t~~~~~t~;, ~~Jil1lrinatioii; · 9.D.kYiosiS; · c1.eiiriX',- i>erillaxieiii · 
injury ......... . ................... -...... - · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · 

Under~ized ......... _ .................................... .. 
Alcoholism ............................................... . 
Admitted a(ter hospital treatment .....................•. -~ 

Admitted. Deported. 

1 
3 
4 

30 
1 

3,623 
1G 

2H 

2,m 
I 

1:'50 

IO 
76 
62 

341 
15 

112 
4 

54 

145 
15 
2 

(.\nnunl rc·port, Co •Jmii;:~ioner Genernl Jmmigr.a.tion, 1923, pp. 142-
1-ln.) 

A grent many of the cases included in the tables and totals for these 
six years were disposed of by the Labor Department on appeal, but the 
greater number seem to have been decided by the primary inspectors 
and other immigration authorities at ports of entry. 

The CHAIRMAN. !l'he time of the gentleman has expired. 
~r. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South 

Carolina [Mr. BYRNES] asked me in his absence to yield the 
gentleman fixe additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five ad­
ditional minutes. 

l\lr. BOX. It must not be inferred that all these admis­
sions were wrongful, though I believe the greater part of them 
were. In an effort to get the simple truth, without conceal­
ment and without exaggeration, I personally copied the figures 
given in tl1ero::e tables and submitted them to the Commissioner 
General of Immigration, from whose reports I had taken 
them, and requested him to point out any inaccuracies or 
wrongful inferences. He i·eplied in writing that the figures 
harmonized with his records. In the same connection he 
wrote a long letter undertaking to show why the nonmedical 
inspectors, boards of inquiry, and the officials at the ports 
and at Washington were justified in admitting some tens of 
thousands who, according to the certificates of the Public 
Health Service, were of the classes excluded by law. In 
order that his explanation may be read in connection with 
my remarks I shall in ert his letter at the conclusion of 
these remarks.. 

l\lany of these admissions were made by the Department at 
Washington "on appeal" to tbe Assistant Secretary of Labor 
by or in behalf of the excluded alien . As illustrating t)l.e 
number of these appeals from excluding orders made at the 
ports for all cau es to the Assistant Secretary of Labor, I 
give the following figures from reports of the Commissioners 
General of Immigration for the fiscal years 1918 to 1923, i'n­
clusiYe: 

For 1918: Number of appeals, 3,618; number debarred, 2,555; 1 70 
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,063; 1 30 per 
cent. (Ilept. 1!>18, p. 1U8.) 

For 1919 : Number of appeals, 4,121 ; number debarred, 3,109 ; 1 75 
per cent : and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,012 ; 1 25 per 
cent. (Rept. 1919, p. 194.) 

For 1920 : Numbe1· of appeals, 4,812; number debarred, 2,950 ; 1 Gl 
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,862 ; 1 39 per 
cent. (Rept. 1920, pp. 204-205.) 

For 1921: Number of appeals, 7,42-2; number debarred, 3,541; 1 48 
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 3,881 ; 1 52 per 
cent. (Rept. 1021, pp. 124-125.) 

For 1922 : Number of appeal , 12,828; number debarred, 5,244 ; 1 41 
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 7,584; 1 59 per 
cent. (Rept. 1!)22, p. 121.) 

For 1!123 : :Number of appeals, 14,506; number debarred, G,247; 1 4'­
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 8,2;;9; 1 57 per 
cent. (Ilept. 1923, p. 137.) 

This summary of the results of appeals from excluding oit 
ders made at the ports shows an increasing percentage of alt· 
mi sions on appeal, running from 30 per cent and 25 per c~nt 
for 1918 and 1919, respectiYely, up to 59 per cent and 5'f per 
cent for 19~~ and 1923, respectively. These appeals are usu­
ally ex parte proceedings in the absence of both the alien and 
the physician wl10 certifies that he is defective or diseased. 
In fact, about all that the departmental assistant usually has 
before him when he reYiews the excluding decision is a brief 
paper record and a foreign Qloc representative or a politician 
"with a puH." 

In the same connection, and as showing some of the results 
of thi · serious failure to exclucl~ or deport excludable or <leport­
able alien , I quote further from the statement of the National 
Republican Club of New York, appearing in the hearings. 

Your committee recommends as follows: 
1. That the Federnl Government (a) through Congress by the en­

actment of law and the appropriation of sufficient funds, and througl.t 
its proper officer in the adoption of methods and regulntions, pro­
vide for and secure an adequate and competent medical examination of 
immig1·a.nts before entry, antl a more efficient and rigid enforcement 
of the immigration law, particularly as regards the exclusion of ex­
cluclable alien. ancl the deportation, without delay, of aliens legally 
shown by the authorities of the State of New York to be deportabk. 

• • • 
(c) Regarding cancellation of warrants of arrest, that the Secretary 

of Labor, or such other officer as shall have the power to cancel suclJ 
warrants, shall give due notice, with an opportunity to be heard, either 
in person or by letter, to the de1iartment or officer issuing the certifi­
cate, before a warrant, C'ither of arrest or of deportation, is canceled. 

1 .Approximate percentage. 
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The result of this miscarriage of our laws-of this folly in 

our failure to enforce them-is that we are enlarging to an 
alarming extent the proportion -0f our people who are mentally, 
morally, or physically defective. In support of this proposition 
I call your attention to the f-0llowing: 

The Abstract of the Census of 1920, page 97, shows that 65.3 
per cent 00'. our population is native born of native parentage 
and 34.7 per cent of the population is foreign born or of foreign­
born or mixed parentage. Yet Doctor Laughlin, who made a 
survey of all the State and Federal institutions of the United 
States, found that the 65.3 per cent native born of native par-

1 entage furnished only 55.1 per cent of the inmates of institu­
tions for those who are so defective or derelict as to require 
their being kept in custody, while the 34.7 per cent of foreign­
born or mixed parentage fUTnished 44.9 per cent of the inmates 
of these institutions. (Hearings, 67th Cong., serial 7-C, p. 751.) 

The same bad tendency is shown by kindred figures from the 
State of New York, whose population is 72.8 per cent native 

'born and 27.2 per cent foreign born, but this 27.2 per cent for­
eign born furnishes 43.1 per cent of the inmates of the institu­
tions for the insane, while the 72.8 per cent native-born popula­
tion of that State furnishes only 56.9 per cent of the inmates 
·-0f its insane asylums. (Abstract of Census of 1920, p. 103; 
'testimony of Doctor Dawes, Hearings, 68th Cong., serial 1-A, 
p. 497.) 

The number of the mentally diseased in care of public insti­
tutions throughout the United States has increased enormously 
during the last 40 years. I quote an .excerpt from a statement 
by Dr. Walker L. Treadway, surgeon, medical officer in charge 
<>f the Public Health Service at Boston : 

The rate of mental diseases under ca.re in public institutions has 
increased during the past 40 years from 81.6 per 100,000 to 220.1 per 
100,000 in the general population. This enormous increase in the 
number of persons requiring care in public institutions has entailed a 
great outlay of public funds for buildings and equipment and an in· 
creased yearly expenditure for their care. • • • 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recog­
nized for five additional minutes. 

Mr. BOX. That foreign groups, industrial interests, and 
politicians have borne with bard unholy political pressure 
against the enforcement of the S per cent quota law, as they 
have against other portions of the law, is shown by the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary of Labor Henning, who, 
speaking of appeals for the admission of excess quota immi­
grants, said: 

Just as I was trying to get out some Congressman's stenographer 
came in with an armful of them and I went through them hurriedly. 
(Hearings December 19, 1921, p. 224.) 

And by the statement of Chairman JOHNSON, as reported 
on page 235 of the same hearings: 

• • • ; neither do I think we are justified in leaving condi­
tions as they are, with Mem~rs of Congress working for their con­
stituents, with Senators working for their constituents, further 
pNssing the department. 

The enforcement of the 3 per cent quota law has been dis­
creditable and subversive of its purpose. Repeatedly great 
groups, numbering thousands, have been admitted in plain 
violation of its terms. Congress has twice during the last 
three years stultified itself by pretending to validate these 
lawless acts months after they were done. On one Christmas 
occasion the gift of illegal admissions was generously bestowed 
on some 1,200 or more in the following language : 
To officers of "the United states Immlfgration Be-rmce: 

By direction of Secretary, aliens now being held in detention all sea­
ports soleJs because in excess of quota, and those who may arrive on or 
before the 25th instant and be so held, are hel'eby landed for a period 
o! 90 days on execution of their personal bonds or personal-bonds rela- / 
tives, with additional understanding that bonds with qualified sureties 
may later be required. 

This order will not apply to those seeking admission and who are 
therefore in detention. Expedite to :fullest possible extent release tor 
all aliens wbo may be affected by this decision. 

W. W. HUSBAND, OcnnmiBsioner General. 

The foregoing generous order applied to the 1,200 who were 
then at the stations in New York and Boston and, 1n addition, 
all quota cases among the Hungarians, Poles, and Italians 1n 
the harbor and coming up the bay at New York and all who 

might be on the sea on December 24 ·and 25 who arrived on or 
before the latter date. 

Mr. SNYDER: Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BOX. Yes. 
:Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman's figures are very interesting 

with reference to insanity, and I will state that before the 
Veterans' Bureau Committee recently testimony has been brought 
to us that in civn life the insane are about 3 to the 1,000, and 
among the veterans of the World War it runs about 6 to the 1,000. 

Mr. BOX. I have personally visited the ports several times 
and minutely observed the work of inspection. The persist­
ent efforts of labor importers, foreign groups, and politicians 
and the result of their work have likewise been noted. 

First. The 3 per cent quota law has been and is so poorly 
enforced that its purpose has been in considerable measure 
defeated, though it has accomplished much. 

Second. Scores of thousands of inadmissible aliens are com­
ing in from Canada, Mexico, and adjacent islands, and at the 
ports. Some of this is unavoidable. The greater part of it is 
due to insufficient appropriations and consequent lack of men 
t(l enforce the law. 

Third. The greater number of the admissions at the ports 
after the aliens have been certified as diseased or defective 
hav.e been wrongful, in plain violation of the law, and in de­
feat of its salutary purposes. I personally stood by an in­
spector on a sWp in New York Harbor and saw him pass a 
senile woman. As he did so he remarked, " She has been cer­
tified as senile, but I shall pay no attention to that. Senator 
--- is interested in her." Political and business powers 
from the centers largely populated by the foreign born per­
sistently interfere with the faithful administration of the law 
by pleading for and derpanding the admission of mandatorily 
excluded aliens. The executive department feels compelled to 
heed these demands as far as possible. The result is a dis­
creditable and distressing failure to enforce the law in hun­
dreds, probably many thousands, of cases. 

Fourth. Many large foreign-born groups already here are at 
enmity with the law, as the friends of the liquor traffic are 
at enmity with the prohibition laws. They resort to every 
means to prevent its operating to exclude aliens. To this 
source may be traced another large part of the law's failm·e. 

Fifth. Those in charge at Washington are guilty of flagrant 
and continued violation of the law. I thought that Louis F. 
Post, the former Assistant Secretary of Labor, was not prop­
erly enforcing this law. I therefore advised the Rules Com­
mittee, composed chiefly of Republicans, then considering an 
impeachment resolution against him, that in my judgment 
he was not in sympathy with the law and was therefore not 
the man to be charged with its enforcement. I am fully con­
vinced that the present Department of Labor is failing to a 
ruinous extent, and that its failure is due to weakness and 
political influence. The monstrous idea that they are not 
bound to enforce the law as it is written, but may break it 
at will to avoid hardships, is inconsistent with any efficient 
enforcement. All laws faithfully enforced sometimes crush 
men who come in conflid with them seeking to defeat their 
purposes. That officials may set aside mandatory statutes at 
their discretion is preposterous, and the official who does it 
is unworthy of his place. 

For at least six years there has been much of this in the 
enforcement of the immigration laws. Unless the country 
can find men of sufficient conscience and firmness to apply 
the law, the purpose behind all former legislation and this 
bill will fall. That purpose is the protection of the Nation 
against a recognized peril. Unless we have strength to exe­
cute the law, foreign groups, whose alien affinities rule them, 
and labor importers, whose greed subordinates their patriot­
ism, will have their way, and America will be filled with the 
poison and fire which have :flooded the Old World with the 
miseries of perdition. [Applause.] 

EXTENSION. 

Being a copy of the letter of the Hon. W. W. Husband, 
Commissioner General of Immigration, explaining why so 
many aliens certified as diseased and defective by the examin­
ing physicians are nevertheless admitted, and comments there-
on: 

UNI'l"ED STATES DEPART1UlllNT OJI' LA.Bon, 
BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION, 

Washington, Febt-U041J 9, 192,+. 
Hon. JOHN C. Box, :M. C., 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. Box : I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 

February 6 1ncloslng certain tables showing the dlsposition of cases 
in which medical certificates had been issued in connection with aliens 
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applying for admi~slon in . the fiscal years 1918-1923, inch1sive. I 
have had these checkec.l over l>y our statistical division, and they are 
found to be in accordance with tile bureau records. 

In explanation of why large numbers of aliens are admitted not­
withstanding certificates showing physical or other defects have been 
i ucd by the examining medical officer I can perhaps do no better 
than to quote the following from a recent letter of the department in 
answer to a similar inquiry as to the record for the fiSC'al year 1923. 
The department stated in part: 

"You are, of com-se, aware that the mere fact that an alien is 
certified for a physical defect which in the opinion of the medical 
examiner affect the ability of the alien to earn a living does not 
in itself render an alien inadmissible, but that the immigration 
offieers at the port must consider such medical certificate in con­
nection with all of the surrounding circumstance anu decide the 
case accordingly. For instance, of the number against whom 
medical certificates were rendered, 5,623 were certified for senil­
ity, it being the invariable custom for the medical examiners to 
attach to such medical certification the statement that the dis­
::i.l>ility may affect the ability of the alien to earn n living. 

"'.l'he fact remains. however, that approximately 93 per cent 
of these aliens are the pal'ents or a.liens al ready here, who are 
ooth able and willing to properly care for them, and who, them­
selves, are not expected to engage in remunerative employment. 
Without in any manner intending to reflect upon the work of the 
public-health doctors assigned to immigration inspection, as I 
believe they are performing a mo~t meritorion · sen·i ce and almost 
without exception arc con cientiou · and painstaking in their 
duti~, it appears that there a1·e some medic:al examiners who make 
it a practice to certify almost all alien over the nge of 55 as 
being affiicted with senility; but when all the urrounding cir­
cumstances are taken into consideratiou, there would seem to be 
no justification either for the officers at the port or for the de­
partment when such cases come before it on appeal to exclude 
such aliens merely because of the medical certification. 

"There are numerous other causes, such as deformity, hernia, 
pregnancy, less than normal function , los of member, ete., fo1· 
which medical certifiea tes are rendered, but when considered in 
connection with the other facts iu the case, which, of course, 
the medical examiners can not take into con ·ideration, it iti quite 
apparent that such 'deformities.' 'lo -·s of member,' etc., would 
in no wise affect the ability of the alien to earn a living. For 
instance, if a jeweler, bookkeeper, or any other person engagec.l in 
occupations of a sedentary nature, were to be certified for de­
formity of the hip, loss of the nether extremities, etc., it could 
hardly be considered that such defect would impair their earning 
capacity. In fact, one of the officers in the prindpal districts has 
stated that OTer 90 per cent of the medical certificate rendered 
might be considered in the nature of marks of illenttfleation. 

• • • • 
"As you are no doubt aware, the seventh proviso to section 3 of 

the act of FelJrnary 5, 1917, provides that aliens returning after a 
temporary ab ence to an unrelinquished United States domicile of 
seven consecutive years may be admitted in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Labor and under such conditions as he may prescribe. 
It is not at all unusual to have it develop in ca es comprehended 
within this class that the alien has resided practically all of his 
life in the united States; that the aliment for which he is certified 
was contracted in this country ; and that he has a wife and minor 
children residing here. The department has taken it for grnnted 
that the particular p1·ovision of law mentioned was designed to 
take care of just such case , which seem · tile only logical conclusion 
if one is to be guided at all by the dictate · of common decency and 
humanity. You understand, of course, t hat the medical officers 
can not take these matters into consideration when rendering their 
IDCdical certifiea tes, and if aliens so certified are admitted under 
this particular provision, the medical certificates would remain 
a matter of record. This circum ·tance might apply to any one 01· 
all of the aliens shown to have been cet·tificd for ailments which 
render them mandatorily excludable, and I have no doubt tllat they 
do apply to a large majority of the cases shown in the inclosed 
table. 

"I might state, in this connection, that only a few days ago 
the department was confronted with a ca, e wherein a family 
was returning to the United States after a temporary visit to one 
of the European countries. ThL family, when it first came to the 
United States, was accompanied by an infant child against which no 
medical certification was then rendered. When the family returned, 
however, thi child, which is now, according to my recollection, 
in the neighborhood or 18 year;:;, was certified as being an 
imbecile. The case was presented to the solicitor for an opinion 
as to whether this child cou1d be considered as comprehended 
within the sevf.' ntll proviso to section 3, already mentioned, and 
the solicitor's opinion \\- U S in the affirmative. C'on equently, the 

depat·tment directed admission. I am sure that it could not be 
logically argued that the entire family which knew no home other 
than the United States should have been refused permission to 
reenter simply because of thls affiicted child, or that the child in 
it helplessness should have been. separated from the parents. 

"Another cil'cumstance which might explain the admission of 
such aliens is the fact that it has been the practice for a long 
time past to admit aliens for the purpose of obtaining medical 
treatment in this cotmtry where it is shown that similar treat­
ment is not obtainable in the country from whence the alien 
comes. This applies particularly to a large number of aliens who 
are admitted from Canada for the j:>urpose of obtaining treatment 
in the l\Iayo Institute, Rochester, Minn., and also to consider­
able numbers who al'e permitted to undergo treatment for tuber­
culosis at Saranac Lake, N. Y., and elsewhere. In fact, there 
are certain organizations, such as the Independent Order of Odd 
Fellows, the International Typographical Union, and others, which 
have filed a blanket bond with this department under which their 
members residing in Canada arc permitted to enter the institu­
tion maintained by them, there being no possibility of such aliens 
becoming public charges nor there being any danger of spread of 
cont.1gion resulting from their admission. 

" By r eference to section 22 of the immigration act, it will be 
noted provision i1::1 made that whenever an alien shall have been 
naturalized or shall ha1e taken up his permanent residence in 
this country and thereafter shall send for his wife or minor chil­
dren to join him, and said wife or any of said minor children 
sllaH be found to be affected with any contagious disorder, such 
wife or minor children may, in the discretion of the Secretary, 
l.le accorded hospital treatment until cured and then be admitted. 
This provi ion also accounts for a large number of those shown to 
ba1e been admitted, particula1·ly those affected with trachoma · or 
venereal diseases." 

In this connection the department did not take into account the 
joint resolution of October 19, 1918, under which section 3 of tho 
immig.ration a~t of 1917, known as the excluding section, was very 
matenolly mod1fietl for the benefit of aliens who served in the United 
States fol'ces or those of the allied nations during the World War. 
The terms of this resolution applied to aliens returning within two 
year, after the termination of the war, and the fact that this was in 
force up to March, 1923. undoubtedly accounts for the admission of a 
considerable numlJer of defective aliens who otherwise might, and in 
many case undoubtedly would, llaYe been denied admission to the 
country. 

I am returning the tnules, ns reqllestefl, and trust that I have given 
you the information you dl'Sire. Additional information as to an.r 
spedfic point will IJe gladly furnished if desired. 

Siucerely yours, 

COYl'llEXT BY illll. BOX. 

W. W. HUSBAND, 

Oo,mm,fssioner (J e11 era l . 

The .record .o~ the thousands of appeals to Washington f~om 
excludu_ig dec1s101~s mad~ by the hard-pressed port inspectors 
an~ of rarge an.d mcreasmg percentages of admiS3ions by ovei·­
ruhng the port mspectors, as revealed by the commissioner gen­
eral's own annual reports, shows that the <loctors, port in­
spectors, and boards of inquiry who see anc.1 examine the 
diseased and defective immigrants do not agree with the Wasli­
jngton authorities, who see the attorneys and politicians nbout 
them. 

They al o show that the New York National Republican Club 
was right in saying that there is need of "a more efficient and 
rigid enforcement of the immigration law, particularly as re­
gards the exclusfon of excludable aliens," and corroborates Dr. 
Spencer L. Dawes, of the New York Ho pital Commission and 
pre8ide11t of the Interstate Conference on Immigration, when he 
said "that be had seen immigrants passed as mentally and 
pl1ysically fit to enter the United States at the rate of eight a 
minute"; that "ther2 were admitted under bond to the United 
States at Ellis Island 4,724 defective aliens who were excluded 
unde1· the immigration law" during the last fi ·cal year and 
that " during the same year 2,712 defective aliens wel'e allowed 
to enter without bond; Ellis Island said tlley must not come 
in-they were defective. Of 12,976 other aliens found to belong 
to the excluded clas~es by medical officers at Ellis Island, 12,305 
were permitted to enter by diTect order from Washington; 
nearly 20,000, in nll, of the manclatori1y excluded classes were 
permitted to enter tlle United Stales during the year." I quote 
tllese statements of Dr. Spencer L. Dawes without personal 
knowledge as to the exact figures, but because he is in position 
to know and his statements are strongly corroborative of the 
facts state1 by me in the foregoing remarks. 

[)Ir. FRENCH was granted leaye to reYise and extend his 
remarks in the REcoiin on tlle pending bill.] 
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Mr. FRENCH. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the as to where this money is coming from with whlch to pay the 

gentleman from ~Iichigan [Mr. KETCHAM]. bonus. Evidently no one expects it to come from Mississippi, at 
Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, in common with all the least no one who reads and knows what the returns in the 

Members of the House, I presume, there came to my desk shape of taxes are which the different States make. Last 
about 10 days ago, in anticipation of the discussion of the year l\Iississippi paid into the Federal Treasury from internal 
bonus bill, a letter from a gentleman who purports to be the revenue taxes, income taxes, and so .forth, $3,000,000 out of 
head of the Antibonus League of the United States. In that about $3,000,000,000 that were turned in by all of the States. I 
communication he impartec.l to me some startling information. think the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Kh.""l'CHA.M] is jrn:;tified 

This startling information was to the effect that if the in talking about what is paid in by Michigan and portions of it. 
boaus was passed by Congress the measure of the obligation Michigan paid $187,000,000 into the Treasury last year, just 50 
chargeable to tlle fourth Michigan congressional district, based times as much as did the State of Mississippi. 
on ·population, would be the significant sum of $10,149,000. Mr. LITTLE. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

In view of the fact that this district is undoubtedly an Mr. KETCHAM. Yes. 
average one and this burden seemed rather tremendous, rela- l\1r. LITTLE. I notice the gentleman from 1\.fichigan [Mr. 
tively speaking, my mind was naturally challenged by the KETCHAM] has been figuring considerably upon the bonus and it 
statement, and I thought I would undertake an analysis of occurred to me that perhaps he is prepared to answer the 
the situation to see what the exact facts were, and with the celebrated question of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MURPHY] 
further thought that these facts might be of some interest to as to whether the tax will pay this bonus. That question has 
the members of the committee, I h~ve asked these few minutes not oeen asked for a week or two. 
to present to you what the facts are as I find them from a Mr. KETCHA.l\I. In reply to the gentleman may I say that 
survey of the actual conditions in this district. For the I have been very greatly impressed by the statement which 
fiscal year which ended in 1923, the congressional district appears in the newspapers, credited to the great chairman of 
which I represent paid into the National Treasury a total of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. MADDEN], that it is ex­
$1,743,200, in all sorts of internal revenue, assuming that pected that the savings which will very soon be made in voca­
ours is an average district for the revenue district in which tional training and certain other features of our war welfare 
the congressional district is located.. Segregating this $1,743,- expenditures will care for the amount to be annually appro--
200 to personal income taxes, corporation taxes, and miscel- priated and set aside as a sinking fund to meet the maturing 
laneous taxes, the figures run as follows : $610,125 to personal insurance policies. This should be comforting to all who have 
income taxes, $610,125, or practically the same amount, to feared an actual increase in Federal taxes if the bonus bill 
corporation taxes, and $522,950 to miscellaneous taxes. passes. 

In this congressional district there are 8,135 Federal income l\1r. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
tax returns filed according to the latest report. Taking the Mr. KETOHAI\.f. Yes. 
proportion of income tax which these personal income-tax l\Ir. RANKIN. In reply to the gentleman from MH:nigan 
payers return to the Government, I find that the average per Ll\Ir. McLAUGHLIN], who is a member of the Committee on 
return for this congressional district is $75. Please keep the Wars and Means, which has brought out thil' bill to run over 
$75 in mind. · the Congress and the ex-service men, I desire to say that one 

The Budget this year for the United States is $3,019,000,000, reason taxes from Mississippi do not go more into the Treasury 
and taking the figures as estimated by the Ways and Means of the United States directly is because so much money goes 
Committee as to the annual cost of the soldiers' bonus as it is into the pockets of the manufacturers who collect it through 
to be reported to us as being $105,000,000 per year, this would the tariff, a:nd according to the gentleman's figures we are 
make an increase, assuming it is to be an increase, of 3! per entitled to at least a full share of the adjusted compensation, 
cent in the Budget and a · corresponding increase in the amount because we furnished a greater proportion of soldiers for the 
of taxes paid in the various revenue-collection districts. amount of property we had to protect, and I do not believe bis 
Three and a half per cent of the total amount that we paid figures get him anywhere when it comes to comparing them, t~ 
in our congressional district for the year 1923 would be show that this is the reason why the masses of the American 
$61,012 for just one year, or a total for the 20-year period of people should be taxed $10 through a tariff where only $1 is 
$1,220,240, instead of the alarming sum of $10,149,000. poured into the Treasury. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? l\1r. '.rll~CHER. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KETCHA1'1. Yes. Mr. KETOHA...\I. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Possibly the exponent of the Antibonus I Mr. TINCHER. I suppose the argument of the gentleman 

League thought you were going to raise this money by the from Mississipi [Mr. RANKIN] in respect to the tariff, in­
tariff, and if you did, inasmuch as under the present system jected into this bonus speech, comes because those States that 
every dollar that went into the Treasury would cost your believe in free trade belie·rn also in free soldiers, and have 
people $10, in order to raise $1,000,000 it would cost your not paid their soldiers in cash any bonus, and are now, there­
<listrict $10,000,000. fore, dissatisfied with the insurance which the committee had 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am at a loss to understand how the fig- reported. 
ures given by the gentleman could have been finally produced. . The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi-

1\lr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? gan has expired. 
Mr. KETCHAM. It will take me but a moment more to com- Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 

plete my statement, and then I will gladly yield to my col- gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 
league. Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to the gentle-

The 3! per cent increase on $75 would amount to $2.62 addi- man from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES] for his courtesy in 
tional on each income-tax return filed. This surely would not yielding me time, and to the gentlemen of the committee for 
be a heavy burden to the individual income-tax payer, in view granting the privilege of extending my remarks. I have made 
of the reduction of 50 per cent just provided on such incomes the request for extension because of the fact that it is not pos­
in the revenue measure recently passed by the House. sible in the time allotted me to discuss adequately the matter 

These are as close as I can get the figures from one congres- I have in mind. · 
s~onal district, and I thought possibly they would be of con- I want to speak with reference to one feature of the penu­
siderable interest to others who might have been troubled ing bill which seems no longer controversial. A few years ago 
somewhat by the rather astonishing figures from the president the mere mention of it led · to agitated debate and there was 
of the Antibonus League. Let me turn the situation the much difference of . opinion concerning it. The difference of 
other way around. If it were true that this congressional opinion grew out of a lack of familiarity with the subject, but 
district would pay $10,149,000 as its share of the bonus, then by this time its practical importance as a proper . matter for 
on that basis the whole country would pay $16,915,000,000, legislative consideration and action has been forced upon our 
instead of $2,119,000,000. I have brought this to your atten- attention in the hard school '>f experience. 
tion in order to indicate to you the length to which some It is my purpose to discuss briefly the history and importance 
gentlemen will go in order to create a wrong impression in of the helium project in this country. When I first became a 
the minds of those of us who are honestly trying to face this Member of this body in . the Sixty-sixth Congress, it naturally 
proposition. fell upon my shoulders to seek to get an adequate appropriation 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the for the continuance of the operation of the helium plant, be-
gentleman yield? cause I live in the city of Fort Worth, Tex., where it is lo-

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes. cated. Owing to the fact that the three original experimental 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I was attracted by the plants, at which the feasibility of the project was determined, 

question asked by the gentleman from l\Iississippi [Mr. RANKIN] were called argon plants, helium by its true name was as mucli 

LXV-270 
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Greek to the public as the language from which the word is 
derh ed. These experimental establishments were known as 
aegon plants during the war in order that, for purposes of 
military safety and caution, the secrets of helium might not be­
come generally known. The public were excluded from these 
plants and the secret experimentation was carefully guarded. 
Unuer these ircumst.ances, when I first appeared in my efforts 
to r-ct an appropriation for a helium plant, some of the :hl:embers 
loo1.ed at me as if they wondered whether I was talking about a 
pateut IDedicine or a new breakfast food. The subject had been 
discussed very little in the magazines, and perhaps less in the 
pres~, and there was no general familiarity with it. During 
the great world conflict helium had been traveling incognito, 

1 
and it was only after the cessation of war that it came to pub­
lic attention undisguised. 

The progress which has been made in such a brief period in 
the production of helium and in the ascertainment of the pur­
poces to which helium is adapted is almost incredible. There 
are probably many new l\Iembers in this Congress who have 
not had an opportunity to hear the subject discussed, and it 

I is this fact largely whi-ch has led me to make these remarks 
to-day. In the first place, therefore, let me talk about it in an 

f elementary way, for my one desire is to try to give helpful 
informati-0n. In deference to myself I should state, however, 
·that r do not claim to be a helium expert. Such education as I 
, have received has been along the line of the arts rather than 
the sciences, but as a layman I have given the matter consider· 
able study. And perhaps the observations of a layman on the 
subject will be Il10re readily understood, anyway, because they 
will be free from technical terms intelligible only to those with 

' sorne scientific training. 
\Vhat is helium? It seems to be generally conceded now that 

helium is an element, like oxygen and hydrogen. It is a gas 
which is inert and which is not noxious. It is noninflammable 

1 an<l noncombustible. By reason of its buoyancy it has 92 per 
ceut of the lifting power of hydrogen, which is the lightest of 
kn1nvn gases. 

Ilow did it get its name? Why is it called helium? Back in 
18f.8 some scientists were observing an eclipse of the sun. 
O::hey found in the solar chromo&phere an element unknown at 
that time on the earth. It made a little yellow line in the 
spectrum, a line somewhat akin to that made by sodium, but it 
was sufficiently differentiated to convince these observers that 
it wns not sodium. It was a chemical curiosity, and such it 
remained for many years. There was no known counterpart 
in the world for this strange element of the heavens. Now, 
the Greek word for sun is Helios; and, in view of the fact that 
thi~ mysterious gas made its first manifestation to science in 
the ·un, it was appropriately termed helium in honor of the 
great orb of day. Tbe scientists felt that, though tllere might 
be nothing new under the sun, they had certainly found some­
tb iug new in the sun. 

L::i.ter light on the subject, scientific rather than natural, 
brought the revelation that this heavenly stranger had deigned 
to reside also on this mundane sphere, and fortunately for ns 
tbe United States of America seem to furnish the principal 
scene of the earthly visitation. It was first discovered on the 
earth, it appears, in some effervescing springs abroad; then, 
in inconsequential measure, in the air. The chemists began a 
curious and diligent search for it and succeeded in separating 
a few cubic feet fr-0m urunium ores. Up until the time we went 
into the war in 1917 these few cubic feet of this chemical 
curiosity represented the world output -0f extracted helium. 
U'11ese had been -0btained in laboratories at the prohibitive 
cust of from $1,500 to $2,000 per cubic foot. Helium was then 
but an expensive plaything for the scientists. Several years 
before that time Professor Cady, of the University of Kansas, 
hall determined from experimentation in thnt State that it 
might sometimes be expected to appear in natural gas. He 

: made this discovery in certain natural gas in Kansas, but the 
Yolurue of the known supply -of this pru:·ticular gas at that 
tinie eemed hardly sufficient to justify any extensive operation 
in extraction. Besides the percentage of helium in that gas 
.was quite low. 

The results of this experlmentatlon, however, led to a very 
sat:iRfactory discovery. Just before our entrance into the World 

1,V•ar helium was found in some gas wells which were drilled 
1 at Petrolia, Tex., about 104 miles north of the city of Fort 
,Wortll. Jt developed that tbere was approximately 1 pet" cent 
of helium in this ga: , and it ha been learned that that per­
ce11 age affords a Yery profitnble basis for practical operation 
in extraction. This is a relatively bigh <!ontent of helium. 
Just ltow the helium gets in the natural gas is still a matter 
:of sci en ific conjecture. I ha ,-e been informed that h~lium is 
pne of the elements into which radium finally breaks up, 

There may be some activity of radium down in the earth which 
a ccounts for the presence of helium in this natural gas. That 
is a matter about which I must confess that I know nothing. 
At any rate, it is present in some natural gases and fl.bsent 
from others, and the men of technical skill and training a re 
still trying to t=iolve the mystery. 

The advantages of the use of helium in lighter-than-air craft 
appealed at once, of course, to the Government authodties. 
It a sufficient volume of it were available Its service in wur 
might be of incalculable value. That highly inflammable gas, 
hydrogen, had cost much in the loss of life and property. A 
noninfiammable gas to take its place would save both, and also 
multiply efficiency. Nah1rally the Government was deeply in­
terested in the Petrolia discovery. If helium could be hud to 
replace hydrogen in lighter-than-air craft a great problem would 
be solved. The Government determined, therefore, to ·ee tr 
some feasible method could be found of extracting the helium 
from the natural gas. Fortunately, the volume of gas at 
Petrolia appeared to be ade(J.uate for quantity production. The 
one thing necessary was the separation of the helium. How 
could it be done? 

Bear in mind that prior to 1917 the minimum cost of sepa­
rating a single cubic foot of helium had been $1,500. A 
realization of this fact will help us to appreciate the subse­
quent accomplishments. 

Three experimental plants were started under Government 
operation. As I have said, tbey were called argon plants. 
Two of them were located at Fort Worth and one at Petrolia. 
Two were placed at Fort Worth because of the fact that at 
the little town of Petrolia sufficient power and water were not 
available for the purpose. A different process was tried in 
each plant. It seemed from the experimentation that the most 
practical one at the time was that of the Linde Co. From the 
successful operation of these expeTimental plants the United 
States had 210,000 cubic feet of helium on the docks at New 
Orleans ready for shipment to France at the date of the sign­
ing of the armistice. That was several hundred times as much 
helium as had ever been extracted previously in the whole 
world. And what did it cost? Mirabile dictu, 40 cents a cubic 
foot. From $1,500 to 40 cents. Surely that was a drop that 
rivaled Niagara. In times of peace 40 cents would likely be 
prohibiti-ve, bnt a.s an element of offense and defense in war 
helium seemed practically invaluable. We shall see that this 
cost has been reduced almost incredibly in the short time of 
the Government's operation since the war. 

In view of the fact that reasonably cheap extraction seemed 
both possible and probable, tbe Government determined to build 
a permanent plant for the production of helium. That plant 
has been maintained at Fort Worth, Tex., since about the time 
of the conclusion of the war. It was constructed when war 
prices were prevailing and cost about $2,000,000. A. pipe line 
was also built by the Government from Fort Worth to Petrolia, 
104 miles, at a cost of more than $1,500,000. The helium-pro­
ducing wells in this gas field were owned by a private company, , 
and a contract was entered into by the Government with that 
company for the privilege of extracting the helium from some 
of the gas. The contract also contained clauses clesigned to 
conserve this helium supply in pa.rt, at least, by restricting 
the output of the gas to be used for commercial purpose . 

As I have stated, the Linde process has been used in the 
operation of this production plant. It may be interesting to 
know, in a general way, how the helium is extracted fr0m the 
gas. Through refrigeration by compression and expansion all 
of the constituent elements of the gas except helium are lique­
fied. The nitrogen, for instance, is liquefied. They create a 
temperature of about 300° below zero. At this low temperature 
all the elements except the helium become liquid. The helium 
is drawn off and stored in metal cylinders which hold about 190 
cubic feet each under pressure. The liquefied gases are then 
returned to the gaseous state, put back in the mains, ancl used 
commercially. Of course, the gas is better for commercial use 

·after the helium has been taken from it, inasmuch as helium is 
a nonburning element 

The helium project is supported on a 50-50 basis by the Army 
and Navy, one-half of tbe necessary appropriation being carried 
in the supply bill for each of these services. The operation of 
the plant itself is conducted by the Navy, and the output is 
.appropriately divided. Storage facilities are available at the 
plant for several million cubic feet. The entire project i · under 
the supervision of the Helium Board, compo ·ed of one mem­
ber from each of the following departments: \Var, Tuvy, aud 
Interior. 

Mr. SPROUL of KanRas. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LA.NHAM .• Certainly. 
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l\lr. SPROUL of Kansas. What is the capacity of the belinm 

field in T~·as? 

l\fr. LA_ ' IL\~{. I will ~a~· to the gentleman that, fortunately, 
they have heeu finding i:;ome new ;vell::; down there containing 
helium-l>eariu~ gas-..:ome about Petrolia ancl some in other 
section~ of the ~tn te. If ~ ou mean to inquire how much gas we 
lrnYe from whi<'h to extrnd helium, I will sny that it is hugely 
a matter of conjecture; but if properly consenecl there is cer­
tainly enough for IDllllY :ears of overation. This inquiry leads 
me. to i-:uy some thinfF further wllich mny l>e of interest and 
wlucl~, to m~· mind, are of great importance. This country hus 
practically all of the known sources of i:;upply of helium in the 
entire world. Jn itR nlmost monopolistic poi::Re~sion of helium 
tllls is a f<n'ored 'ntion. 

~ ·o other country on earth, according to the information now 
availahlC', hnR this rare element in suflident volume o malrn 
its continued e_·tmc:tion fcni-;ible either comrnerdnlly or as a 
factor in natic1J1nl df•fens . There is n little in Canada, and 
fiome in Italy a ud Czechoslovakia, but it is relatively insignifi· 
caut. It f'eern~ thnt we hn>e been lH:culinrly blessed hy the 
Almighty with this wo1Hlerful asset of off nse anu defense. 
That we :ue mnl'in~ tile most of this unturnl nnu national acl­
Ynntage i ~ not ~o certain. The annual wa. tuge of helium in 
the United Sta.te is ('i4imatetl at G00.000.000 cubic feet. In 
either words. our yearly coutribution of it to thin uir is almost 
one hunclrPrl time.· as much as the total of all that has ever been 
i::eparated from its gni:;eous host ancl made available for prac­
tical use. The mere tatemeut of this fact force upon our 
n t tention tlle importanc:e of it conservation. Shall we con­
tinm• thi lnvi ·h nn<l pro1ligal wuste of fill element valnnule 
IHJth in i1eaC'e and in wnr, and wbkh, for prudi<:al imrpo~es, 
is our e:xclui:-;i>e 1><1~~,sio11? There i a hill now pen?.iug be­
fore the Committee on ?\lilitnry Affair· wl101.:e purpose is to 
provide for prop r C(\JlS(lnation. Practically all of the helium­
bearing gas in tllis country i8 privately owued. As this gas 
is being usetl com111ereially without being procf's).:ed the helium 
is being lost. l'r-.tetknlly ho geological structure containing 
a natural ga b aring lwUum to an appreciulJle extent has 
been discoverc<l on our puhlic lnnc1c. 

This statement naturally prompts nu inquiry as to where 
helium is found in the Unite<l Stutes. In addition to Texas, 
it hns been <li:-;cover d in Oklahoma, Kansa~. Ohio, southern 
Illinois, l'enn ·ylnrnin., 'Vest Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and 
New York. In other word1-:, a stri11 of land hcginning in north 
Texas a1Hl running in a northea.-;terly dir ction into New York 
Includes the mo. ·t ffrnilnble territory. '.flle gr ater volume of 
it seems to be in the .~outllern part of this area. It llas been 
found also in n few i:-:ulated spots in tlu• West, IJut the pre­
ponderance of the "'llS, so far as known, is located in the 
sections indicated. 

I wish now to . ·ay a few words concerniug the capacity of the 
phmt. I have said that up to 1917 only a few cubic feet 
had ever. been ,_ parated, lJut in Jnnuar~· of thi'> yenr the United 
States Government extracted ut this plm1t a million cubic feet 
of helium. '.fhnt is alrno t half enou:h to fill the Shcna11doah, 
our large dirigible. Auel a yery ignificant feature of this ex­
traction is that the helium was obtained for G! cents a cubic 
foot. 'Vhen :rou are thinking- of progress, ~toi' and consider 
that acC'omplishment. I 11tte11clcd a heari11g this morning before 
the Committee on Patent. llild henru a gentleman <.liscm;s prog­
re '!'l in an interesting ancl learned way. He snicl that the 
orig'inal idea of ~Ir. Alexander Gm.ham Dell's invention of the 
telephone, of Mr. Mnreoni': wireles -· communication, and of 
the Wright hrother· flying machine might have amounted to 
but little in a prnctical wny but for the sub~equent discoyerics 
an<l den>Jopnwnts which h:l\e facilitatetl tl1eir general use. 
The mere fln<ling of helium in the sun, and Inter on the earth, 
might have nmounte<l to l>ut little in n pmctical way hncl we 
not l>y perRistent experimentation subsequently demonstrated 
the fact that we can extract in one month 1,000,000 culJic 
fc •t of it nt a reduction in co, t from $1,500 a culJic foot to 6~ 
•<>nt.. '.fhink ot' the progrf'8. that has come in this new project 
in the hl·ief cour of Yen years. Arnl I may ay, further, 
1 hat Ute uecc . .::: ful te.-;t iug of a new procp. ·s practically 
assures tho e.·truction of hC'liurn at a cost of about 8 cents a 
cubic foot. 

Mr. LI'rTLB. ·~Ir. Chairman, will the gcntlemnn yield? 
l\.Ir. LA;. 'llAl\I. Gladly. 
l\.Ir. LITTL~·~. I it not a fact tlrnt Profe~sor Cacly, a con­

st~tue?t of nuno in Kan~ns, has made some important discov­
er1e in connection with helium? 

1'!r. L~IIAJ\I. Yes. He made in rani::a · the discovery of 
llelrnm lll 11at~1ral "fit-1, which ·eems to be the only practical 
source for gcttmg it in sufficient volume. 

Mr. LITTLE. Then my constituent had a large part in the 
progress tlrnt has been made? 

Mr. LANIIAl\1. Ile did, and I am glad to see given to him 
his proper meed of praise. 

The CIIAIR.l\IA .... ~. '.file time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

l\Ir. LANHAl\I. Under the leave extended so graciously 
by you gentlemen, I shall extend my remarks in the HEco1m. 
[A11plausc.] 

I desire in this extension of remarks to discuss further tlle 
practical application of the discovery and extraction of 11elium 
to the pursuits of peace and war. And it is interesting to ob­
serve, in pnssing, that in the entire periocl of cxperimentntion, 
operation, anu development of tWs project we have expc>rHle<l 
<mly nhout one-fourth of the cost of a siugle battleshiJl, de­
spite the fad that much of our e:q)enditur0 was made Uuriug 
the prevalc>nce of war pri<'es. Helium also has an ndnmtage 
over the warship in that it is durnhle. That which was e~­
tracte<l in the experimental plants te~ts just ns pure to-clay 
as when it was first obtained. Let us consi<lCL" briefly some 
of its n<.lvantnges over hy<.lrogC'n, which it is so rapitlly sup­
planting in our lighter-than-air operations. 

Hydrogen is limited in the perioll of its utility. After it 
has become contaminated with air, a highly e ·plosive mixturn 
is formed, which is worthless as an agent in aviation l>ecause 
of the attendant d~rnger. Helium, on the contrary, tH'Yer 

ceases to be an avnilnble asset. 'Vhen contaminated, it may 
be repuriiled at a nominal cost and u ed over anrt over again. 
I understand that th necessary machinery for this operMion 
ma.v be transvorted on two flat cars. , ubjectecl, therefore, 
to th <:riticnl analysis of cold calculation in dollars and c-Pntl', 
the inert helium h; not di ·placed a· an agent in aviation by 
the ac-tiYe hyclrogeu \Vhich roars and 1lasbes its claims to con­
sideration in explosiorni in dirigibles and the con.·equent loss 
of nwn nn<l material. In the Roma clisaster we lost more 
than HO trained n1rn. ':rlie l?oina, the ZR-2, and 0-2 have 
all gone tbe hyd1·ogen route to Uie scrap heap. The flying of 
dirigibles 'vith helium llRs not been attended with the loi.:s of 
either shi1>s or men. 11"or my part-and I sr)Cak as a ln;vman 
lacking in teclrnical kuowletl''"' and skill-I doubt the wisdom 
of even permitting brave American boys to imperil their lives 
and their usefulne~s to tl1e Nation by going up in l>nlloons 
that are ueedle. ::;ly filled with hydrogen. With helium, safety 
is possible; Haftey is eeonomical. 'Vhy not have it? 

It .emns to be generally agreed that if the Sltc-ncrndoah had been 
filled with hydrogen when it broke from its mooring mast the 
men nnd the ship would have peri~heu in an awful catnstropl1e. 

Ilyueogcn evinces a fiery and explosive disposition. J am 
told that oue who is 1m10king is not permitted to fiP!Wonch 
nearer than 100 yards to a hydrogen-fille<l dirigible. Al>out one 
that is inflated with heliun1 one may moke with impu11ity. 
Helium is pai:;sfrc, WC'll behaved. and nmn1fr~ts 110 tenclC'nry 
at all to break up the party. It approximates much more 
ue:irly than hydrogen the scriptural definition of chnrit.''-it 
"vaunt th not itself, is not pnffe<l up, does not behave it elf 
un eemly, is not ea ily provoked." Its use naturally rclie,·es 
the tension of the crew. It is an olcl snying that " it is better 
to be safe than sorry." rcrhnp. we have not l"'nrned thnt les­
son absolutely in oul' lighter-than-air flying, hut we lrnve cer­
tainly ndvancecl beyoll(l U1e primer stnge. It is very much 
easier to sell the helium i<.len now that hydrogen has hurle<l 
so mauy trained men into eternity and Ro many dirigibl0s into 
the c1iscarcl of the junk pile. Safety in aerial sailing makes 
for a clei:ir head and a tout heart. It stimulate~ concentration 
upon the purpo e in minu. 

The ex11erts tell us that the leakage of l1elinm through fab­
rics is only about 10 per CC'nt of that of hydroµ;eu. And, hPsi<1e , 
the invulnerabilit~' of lleliurn-filletl airships to gunfire, to the 
once trouulesome mcendiary bullet, i~ <l clisti11ct point in favor 
of the us of this new elC'ment. It goes Achilles one hetter. 
Also, the greater pos ibilitics in mechankal construdion of 
helium-filled l-ibips afford the opportunity for a direct <lrirn 
and the con.·equent enhancement of speed anu effer.ti\'enes~. 
Hearings before committees have brou~ht out the fad that 
both the Army aud Nn.vy Air Servi<'es contemplate tl1P nRe 
of large, rigid dirigilJlcs for transporting troop. and naval 
personnel, and also mot Iler RI.lips for airplnn s nnd their c>quip­
ment thnt will he f:crvkcnhle from coast to const and f:.r out 
from our continental shores. In fact, the cruising radius o! 
airships is a vital point in tl1eir importance. They cnn re­
main in the air for loni; periods of time nucl cover grent di -
tances, n1Hl thus they become the most logical craft for senrch 
ancl reconnaissance scouting. Their alJility to hover seems to 
ue surpasl'3ecl only by that of the national debt, and their conse­
quent availability in bombing operations is apparent. 
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'Ye nre lJeing tnu"ht constnntl~· in tllc "'Chool of experience 
thnt the achievements of the vast ure but nn eurn<.'St of the 
thin:;: wlli<'h the future holds in store. This is no time for u 
near-sighted policy. We neeu eye· that in the scope of their 
>ision will rirnl the tri<les of the old, fabulous 7-league boots. 
I hope thnt '·e may lrn•e no necessity for further wars. Fcrtu­
na.tely, the ui:;es of helium are adnpteu al~o to times of peace. 
A large commercial company is now contemplating the estab­
lislunent of transportation routes with helium-filled dirigibles. 
An agent bas te:-tifled before a committee of this House con­
cerning this matter, nn<l he hns statQd thnt the trip from J. rew 
York to Chicago could be made eaRily and safely in one night. 
nut if war shoul<l come, it seems th:i t rigld airships fillecl with 
helium are c1estined to become one ot tbe most importnnt 
fuctors in national defense and otren .. e, l1oth by land and sen. 
Jugt a little fiigl1t of tile imugino.tiou will picture the vo~ible 
flight:;; of these mighty le•inthnns of the air. Colonel Lucu.s, 
thf' Bngu.-·h oftlcer who mnde the t ·an. -Atlantic trips fa tlle 
R.-J4, bus given, nccording to my information, some most in­
ter ting stntements concerning the i1o~sibilitles of hellum­
tllled dirigil k's in tirn · of war. We are told that Germany 
w::i. enm prep~ring to homb .. Tmv York :from n hydrogen-filled 
diri~H1le. ~To other nation possess s helium, nnd for the pur­
poses of pence and war our nerinl futu1·e sl10uld be mo.<le cor-
1·e!';pondingly , ecure. 

The fir t r 'Ill fiirrht with helium in tlJe history of the worl<.1. 
wa. rnaue on ~IoncJ.ay, December 5, 10:.!l," !Jy the Navy blimp 
C-"t. The weather conditions were quite unf!lvorabl~, but tho 
attempt was entirely ne>cessful. In a snow::1torm tbis i:;mall 
dirjrriJJJe, iuflntcd with noout 100,000 cubic feet of helium, jour-
11<' · cl from ~ ·orfol T to w·m:;hington and then returned, after 
cirdin.:; tltc Cnpitnl City. There bad lleen two brief prelimt­
nar.r test .fii~hts at Hnmpton Hoad ,. It wns my pleasure to 
witlle·s a part of this flight and also to ~1>eu T concerning it in 
the House on the dn~· of its occurreur:e. Tl.mt initial trip dem­
oui-trnted the 8Upcriority of helium over 11.ydro:;en in other 
re:-.pects than its afety. It was found that the use of helium 
fudlitnted the operation of a dfrigible in many imvortnnt 
wa.·. 

• Ince thnt tlrno tbe use of helium hns been greatly ex­
tended in Ughter-thnn-uir ilyin~. both in the Army and Nnvy 
l1r:mches of tho scn·icc. I bnd the prlvlleP: the latter part 
of ... ·oyem\Jer of tuking n llour' · ride over li'ort \Vorth in the 
.Army dirir•il>le TC-S. It was ilic first time I was ever physi­
cally up in the air. The us, of h lium made the jaunt an 
entirely s· fe one and I enj,)ycd th experience thoroughly. 
We .·uilecl over the helium plant and thus for the fir. ·t time 
ln·ong-ht iuto proximity the respective agenCies of cau:·c and 
eITc ·t fa tlli. wonderful project. In exemplification of the vos­
t!ibili ties of . uch 1li~ht the engine· were stopped t mporurily 
arnl "·c ho"f'ered in mid-air. One ·of the crew left llte car and 
weut upon .the e11giue platform to <lemon ·trate the ense rlt.h 

hi<'h nee •sNlQ'" udju~troents and repair.:; could be made in 
fli••ht. Arnl this '·a · all huppcning in le -:: than ~even • c..'lrs 
from the lime when heliwn w s an exorl>itantly ex.pen. ive 
chemical curiosity. 

... lr. 1 oc.EI.s of :Mn._...:nchu tt.s hns gi•en on the floor of the 
House a mo:st intere~ ting tnlk on the propo ·ed polar explora­
tio11s of the Shenandoirh. In the lig-ht of pnst performance 
o.11d pre. cnt nccom11Iishmeut, who can ~UY with authority that 
tl1e achleveme!lt is impo'"sihle? The drC!lms of yesterday nre 
tl1e realities of to-<lay. Of cour c. I ha'\".e no iier~onnl fn­
ruiliarity ""ith Arctic con<Utious. Uert:ainly there are ~ome 
cil•cum tnnc ·~~ which nugur well. The continuous daylight 
wonlll prev<'nt tlle var. ing- expun ion an<l contrnction of tlie 
gn~, which (ICcur in this countxy with tlle frequent sncccssivo 
IX ·iod:; of day antl night. Uncler condition otherwLe nor­
ma I, this fact would fncilitnte the flight. The clistnnce :from 
..1. 'vme to St)ilzlJ rgcn diredl~' o>er tbc pole is but llttle more 
th:in half th cruising ra<lius of tlle Shenandoah. The trlp 
coulcl lih~ly !Je muue in n ont four dn~ • \Ve have l.X'en ad­
yi 'C<l that the pm·po of this propo ·cd journl•y Is not the rc­
di. cov ry of the pol , hut rather the exploration of n gre:it 
urea of unknuwu te ·ritory. One thing is <.-ertnin. This l tl1o 
only country uml --r the .;;un which .i able to u e in such nn 
effort that wonclcrful elem nt di.·coYercd in U1 sun whirll 
r ·1Hlt•rs a <lirig-ihl entir ly nfe from <l tructlon by explo ion. 
Whether it mny he done will lil:cly be a. f ct of lli ~tory ucfore 
tli ltlpse of anotller .. en'n ~·ears. 

• Ir. ~'IlLL ·01r. Mr. Chairmnn, I ·icld five min Utt!. to tho 
gLutlem:rn from Tc.nnc ~;ee [~Ir. TAY.LOil]. 

The CHA.JU IA ~. The geutlcrn m from Tcm1e::> ·ee is r og­
nized for ftTc minute~. 

Ir. T. "LOR of T nne · . • Ir. Chninnnn ant1 p:cntlcmcn 
of the commlttcc, I trust my colleagues will va1·1lou me for 

spcnking out of order, but a matter has heeu cnllC'tl to my 
attention that is so shocking to my sen~c of patriotism and 
does such violence to tile tenets of public uecency thnt I feel 
it should be brought to 1.he attention of tho Congr(· s and 
tho whole country. I have just received from a patrlotlc 
constituent, Dr. II. E. ChristenlJcry, of Knoxville, Tenn., a 
cllpplng from a recent issue of the Knox\i11e Journal nnd 
Tribune wll1ch calls attention to a very snd situntion, which, 
in my opinion, challenge the C'Rrne. t nncl patriotic attention 
ancl the irnmeuiate action of tho Congress. The newspaper 
clipping, bearing a Washington date line, recites the fol· 
lowing: 

[From the Journal and Tribune, Knoxville, Teuu., Wc1l111!Rday, 
Mnrch 12.] 

NO 110."BY TO DIS'rRIDUTEl TIJEM, U '!TED ST.\TES y,\Y DU:llP CAPTUilED 

TROPIIIf:S INTO OCEA.'. 

(By John 'J'. Lewing, Jr., Central Press corrci>pontl<.'nt.) 
'W.1BllINGTO~.-Wb<'n tho late war emled the Oovernment decit.led 

that tlle .Americ n people would wnnt souvenirs or the <.'<Inflict in the 
form or cn::;itured German guns and equipment, and it nrrnnge<l the 
shiI>ment or a huge quantity of the mntcrials to tlilR country. Guns were 
to be given to citlC's. Complete collections of German helmets, guns, 
sabcrl'I, etc., were to be glven to museums nod school::!. 

nut this plan bns nc\'er lJccn curried out. The shlplond o! stuf'l'. iR in 
the Government arsC'nal nt Fort Newark, N. J., ruHtiug and rotting. 
It may l>e dumped into the ocean shortly. 

No money hus b<>en appropriated by Congrei;s tor the purpo e of di -
tributing the materials. A blll ho.s lJccn pcndlug mnny mouths. Spon­
sorR or the blU sny it i. n"t likely to be pas..:cd, because Congrc ·mea. 
frown on the iclca of Slll'IHlini; mon('y for such n purpo e now. 

8e,·eml private firms am reported to be wllllng to !Juy the smaller 
trophies, o! wblch th<'rc are thou ands, for sale to persons dt>~lrous 

of o!Jtniuing ~ouveulrti; but the lcku o! commcrciu li:.:i.ni; the mementoes 
is frownccl on, too. 

While this story wns doulJtlcs written in good faith nnd was 
bn ed upon the r nsounhle :ipvrellensions of t.he \Ynshington 
c n-e.sponc1Pnt, to me tllc whole vrovosition i · prepo ·terou. 
nncl utterlr ineonecinthle. Is H pos~ihle tllnt we linvc lo8t nll 
R nt.-:e of gratitude nn<l nnti(ll1al pride? A ter ~1)endin~ from 
t\Ycnty-fl. e to fifty billion doHnrs in the prosecution of the wnr, 
in the 11ume of common juslkc can we not . p nd u few pnltry 
thou ·1rnds to commemorate and perpetuate th hrilli:mt d .els 
of heroism performed hy ou1· hruve hoys in ~arr 'ing Old Glory 
to Yictory on the l\Tnrne, t St. l\fihiel, iu the hloocly Ar~o1me, 
anu el! ewh1::re? Of cour~e we can; and the act cvill ho unanl­
mou.·ly nppro,·c<.1 and uni,·enmlly applau11L>1l from Mnin to 
Cttlifornin.. 

De .. ides, gentlemen of the Hou. e, the distribution of tl1 a 
trophks will entail no exven.·e on the Govcl'nment, hould the 
GoYcrnrnent !Je willin~ to put itself in uig~artlly lig-ht, l>ecnuse 
the St. tc: countic ·, municipalltieH, nud civic organiznt ions, ns 
tlle c:u;e rnuy lJe, will l>o onl ' too gla<l to l> nr tl1e .expmse 
incident to their trunsportation nnu installation. 

Out of a spirit of lo ·nlty, Doctor Cllristenhery reJ;nnt..: the 
proposed or suppose1l attitude or our Government as clcscril>ed 
in the clippiuj:! which I ha\'e just rMd to ~·ou; ancl tllis po. i­
tion of his, in my opinion, i' shared hy every patriotic Anu•ri­
can citizen . 

.At the conclusion of the war it Wt s geucrully under.,too<i 
thnt the. e Germnn cannon nnu otller troplticR cnpturccl by our 
bru ,. soldier boys would he tlistrihutetl tllrou,.,.hout the .country; 
and, acti.!1~ upon tlmt impre :ion, pr.ncti ·tlly every l\Ieml>er 
intro<luee<l a number of bills providiu~ for uu .1llotl ieut o! 
the:,e relks of ilie war to his J>::1rtk11lue <llst..rkt. ThA propo-
ition npr~nle<l to me us it did to tbe mcmher"llip of the House 
~ >nerally ns n tl1orou~hly meritoriou.: n11tl 1m1i~{·\ ·ortl1y acUoo. 
'l'o e.x:hihit tile trophies of tlw wnr nt pulJlic plac<!S tllrongliout 
tlle ... Tution wouhl not onl)' he a pro1>ei· n.c:J·uowletlgrnent aml 
n.-cognitlon of the signal pro,ve.-.:s e. l1lbilctl by our intrepid 
soldiery tint it would he a p lriotic ini-.pfratiou to the 11evple 
who woal<l beho1u them anu coutem11Iate their ·i~iilcnnce~ 

In my judgmE'nt, it would he 11 dnwnrii;ht i;ltame, a <fa~tanlly 
crime, a ;,~Tors insult to our solclierll, both Ii\"lng nncl dcnd­

l yea, it would he practical J)erfidy jt·« If to uc.;;t roy tllese 1 8ti.­
l mo11inls of the unpnra11clccl valor of our . <>n·icc mcll as is 
sug-~ ··ted in this ucwspape.r ndfde untl in rhe· name of· our 
galln11t .. olrlier , l1oth living :md cle:1<,, aud i11 Utt- name of every 
patriotic .Amerkan clti:1.e11, I d •8lre to reg-!.;;ter rn;-.· sulc•m11 pro­
t ·.·t n;::1in. t this unholy pro~r:nu, mu'i tm~i.,t thnt provi. Ions 
he immediately made for thl' 1u· ~· •n·ntion of tllo , '·11r trophi<' 
a1ul tl1t>ir uituhle distribution tl1rough1rnt 1ltc ... •ation. [.Ap­
plau •.] 

?\Ir. CO.·~ T~' Ll.Y of 're ·n . ... fr. (Jh:lirman, will tlte g-entla. 
rnan tdl us whnt tl1e Co:nmittec u11 Militu1·y A.1Tulrs is going 
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to do about this'? They have had the subject before them for 
several years, and meanwhile, I understand, the trophies are 
rotting: 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. According to this story they 
will be cast into the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Has the gentleman taken this 
matter up with the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I have not, bnt I hope to do 
so. I think it is a meritorious measure. -

Mr. JAMES. I will say to the gentleman that it has been 
reported out of committee. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes 
to the gentleman from South Carolina [llr. STEVENSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. l\1r. Chairman, now that Secretary Denby 
has reached home and has been received with a brass band and 
various other demonstrations of approval, It becomes us to 
inquire what else is to be done with reference to distinguished 
executives who cooperated and collaborated with l\1r. Denby in 
what has been pronounced such a violent misappropriation of 
the assets of the Navy and of the United States. 

Secretary Denby is not shown to have done anything except 
to have made a mistake of judgment. He is not shown to have 
had any interest tied to him that might have influenced his 
judgment. He is not even supposed to have been the recipient 
of any loan or to have had any connection whatever with the 
oil people. And yet he has been rejected under such circum­
stances that his fellow citizens met him with a brass band 
when he got home. 

All the time we find the Assistant Secretary, who was collab .. 
orating very actively in the whole business, left as the guiding 
star to the new Secretary who is to come from the Pacific 
coast in a day or two. I want to direct attention to the fact 
that if Mr. Denby ought to have gotten out, Mr. Roosevelt 
ought to get out, too. 

Why do I say so? We have had numerous attorneys who 
were suggested to conduct certain litigation rejected, and 
promptly rejected, because it was shown that at some time or 
another they had been retained by, or had been connected with, 
some of these oil companies. We have one now held in sus­
pense where the committee of the Senate refuses to recommend 
him because he is connected with a batik that is known as a 
Standard Oil bank; they refuse to confirm him because, for­
sooth, having represented one of the Standard Oil banks he is 
not in a position to represent the Federal Government in bring­
ing suits against an oil company which is said to be robbing 
the Government. 

Let us look into it and apply that to an official of the 
Navy Department to-day. The A.sslstant Secretary of the Navy 
was a director of the Sinclair Oil Co. up to the time be entered 
the war. He was a stockholder in it. When he returned from 
the war he did not go back with them, but, according to 1.he 
testimony produced before the committee, he became an em­
ployee of Montgomery & Co., the bankers of the Sinclair Oil 
Co., having in his particular charge the business conducted by 
the bank with the Sinclair Oil Co. 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\I. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Has the Assistant Secretary of the Navy 

perpetrated any other crime than this? 
Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman will be patient, I will 

not charge the Assistant Secretary of th~ Navy with any crime, 
and I do not intend to; but I want to call attention to the fact 
that he is in Jlil equivocal position, if these different attorneys 
were in such a position that they could n<>t properly represent 
the Govermnent. 

Mr. CHINDllLOM. Did I understand the gentleman also--
1fr. STEVENSOX I do not yield any further now. The 

As istant Secretary of the Navy, when he returned, as I say, 
took up his duties with Montgomery & Co., according to the 
testimony of his brother, Mr. Archie Roosevelt. According to 
his own testimony, his wife became the owner of 1,000 shares 
of the Sinclair Oil Co., and retained them until 1922, after the 
leases that are complained of had all been executed. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. On what authority does the gentleman 
make that statement? 

l\Ir. STEVENSON. I get it from the statement of Mr. Roose­
velt himself in his testimony before the committee. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would like to hear the gentleman 
make that statement and prove it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I will refer you to the testimony 
that he gave himself. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me get the gentlema'\l correctly. 
Does the gentleman state that Mrs. Roosevelt owned that stock 
at the time tbe leases were made? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I said that l\Ir. Roosevelt in his own 
testimony, which I can read to yon, said that they owned it 
and sold it in 1922, and that then--
. Mr. LONGWORTH. No, no. The gentleman made this posi­

tive statement: The gentleman said that Mrs Roosevelt owned 
that stock at the time the leases were made, and I submit that 
the gentleman-- · 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not care what the gentleman 
submits. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That the gentleman has made a fa1se 
statement, and let the gentleman prove his statement. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman will not maintain that 
outside of this House. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let the gentleman prove his statement. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Why does not the gentle­

man read the testimony? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I will read it at the right time. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 

1>f order that the gentleman has not yielded. 
Mr. ST.EVENSON. There is no use of getting " het up" 

about this thing. [Applause.1 I will call the gentleman's 
attention to what Mr. Roosevelt said in one minute: 

8enator WALSH • .And your stock was sold some time during 1917 
or 1918? 

Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. My stock was sold, I should say, Jn 
the winter of 1918. 

Senator WALSH • .And· then your wife became a stockh-0lder 1n 19201 
.Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. In 1920, and sold that stock in 

1921, I think. I can tell you approximately. It was, I think, in 
:J:922 ; sold 1t in 1922. 

Senator WALSH • .Are there any other members of your family in­
terested in the Sinclair Co.? 

.Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. My brother is an employee of the 
Sinclair Co. 

Sena tor WALSH. Does he hold any official positi<>n there? 
Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. Yes ; he is an employee. I do not 

know whether you would can it an official position. I will ask Mr. 
Sinclair, however. 

And so on. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 

pardon me? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. "And so on" is pretty vague. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I can read you what he says addition­

ally. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman has made the positive 

statement that Mrs. Roosevelt owned this stock at the time 
these leases were made. Does the gentleman repeat that 
statement? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not say that he has said so, but 
I say--

:Mr. LONGWORTH. Then the gentleman said it himself? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I say she owned this stock, according 

to his statement, in 1922, and the order which he procured the 
President to sign was on the 31st day of May., 1921; when she 
owned it, and this was the basis of the whole transaction. 
The contract was made on the 7th of April, 1922, and it is 
up to him to show whether she sold before or after the 7th 
of April. 

Mr. LO:N°GWORTH. The gentleman has made the positive 
statement that l\I:r;s. Theodo-re Roosevelt owned thls stock at 
the time the leases were made. Is the gentleman prepared 
to prove that? 

Mr. STEVENSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I have stated what the 
proof is, and if the gentleman now says she did not own it 
on the 7th of April, 1922, I shall not be prepared to contro­
vert it, bnt she did own it when the negotiations were going 
on and when the order of "the President transferring this was 
signed, for the very purpose of consummating the act, in 1921, 
according to their own statement; they can not get away 
from it and say there could have been no such transaction. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am prepared to make a statement, and 
if the gentleman ca.res to deny it, let hjm do so. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Just wait a minute; this is in my time. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Not at all. 
Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman makes a statement 

which I know is not true, I will deny it and I do not hesitate to 
say so. 

The CHAIRl'IIAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio? 
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Mr. STEVE:KSON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from <?~io. l\fr. STEVENSON. All right. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I am prepared to make the positive l\1r. FRENCH. Did not Secretary Daniels approve oe saving 

statement that :Mrs. Roosevelt did not own a share of stock at the oil? 
the time these leases were made. Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; Secretary Daniels approved of sav-

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman make a statement as ing the oil, but he did not approve of leasing it out and taking 
to what time in 1922 she parted with it? a large part of it for the purpose of constructing tanks. 

:Mr. LO TGWORTH. I will make a statement to the effect J\fr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield again? 
that she was not in posse.s~lon of any of this stock within three Mr. STEVENSON. I do not yield any further. We will get 
months before the leases were made. through with one thing at a time. 

l\fr. STEVENSON. .AfteI' or before? The CHAillM.AN. The gentleman from South Carolina de-
1\Ir. LONGWORTH. Before the leases were made. clines to yield. 
1\Ir. STEVENSON. Then the gentleman is prepared to ad- l\fr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield if I yield him time 

mit that she owned it when the original order was procured for the time I consume, and that is what I propose to do? 
by i\ir. Roosevelt to be signed by the President, is be not? Mr. STEVENSON. All right. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That proposition is negatived by what Mr. FRENCH. Does not the gentleman know that under 
I haYe stated. Secretary Daniel's administration there was that actual thing 

l\fr. STEVENSON. No; it was stated positively she owned done-the leasing of the right to procure oil in order to conserve 
it in 1922. · its value to the Navy or to the Treasury? 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. Well. the gentleman stated his own in- Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. But tho~ were protective. 
ference from the testimony. 11 MI D · l' ·t· i f 11 t t d · th R f Mr. STEVENSON. The 2'entleman stated his own infer- we s. ·. anie s post ion s u Y s a e m e ECORD o 

~ February 10, 1920, page 2709. 
ence from the testimony, whlcll Mr. Roosevelt could have made l\ir. CONN.ALLY of Texas. Will the bO'entleman meld right 
positive, but he did not do that. Mr. Roosevelt knew what .J • 

they were driving at If he had sold that stock before the there so that I may ask the gentleman from Idaho a question? 
leases were made, why did he not say so then? If he had so Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
stated, I would not have disputed it. If he sold it in 1922, if Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I judge from the remarks of 
you run back for three months from April, then it must ha\e the gentleman from Idaho that the gentleman favors this 
been sold the 7th of January. We had hardly gotten into naval policy. 
the year 1922 then. Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; the gentleman has no right to make 

Now, I am not going to have any further controversy abo-q.t any such deduction from my remarks. 
that. That is settled. It is settled that Mr. Roosevelt, througll Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman was citing with 
his wife, had an interest in the oil company when the negotia- approval the fact that Secretary Daniels had leased some 
tions began and when they were running and when he hi~- wells, and I supposed he was using that as a basis for supporting 
self carried the order to the President, l\Iay 31, 1921, and had his own belief that that was a proper thing to do. 
the order signed and brought it back to the Navy Department. Mr. FRENCH. I ha\e no hesitation in asserting that it 

Mr. FRENCH. Would the gentleman yield just a moment, was the right of any Secretary of the Navy, whether Secretary 
and if necessary, I will yield him whaternr time I may con- Daniels or his successor, to carry out vigilantly a policy of 
sume? . endeavoring to suve the Navy oil for the Navy, to save it for 

Mr. STEVENSON. All right, sir. the country, and unless something bad been done to protect 
1\fr. FRENCH. It should modify the situation to have it the Government's interests the oil would have been pumped out 

understood that Colonel Roosevelt was one of the officers in by the Standard Oil Co. and other subsidiary companies through 
the Navy Department who was not in accord with this leasing wells upon lands adjacent to the oil reserves. The question of 
and building program. The Navy Department was not har- method of carrying forward such a program is an entirely 
monious on that question--neither the administrative officers different proposition, and if the gentleman will consult the 
who were civilians nor the regular officers of the Navy. It I hearings held two months ago, and held some time before the 
happens that in this g1·eat administrative matter Colonel statement was made by Secretary Fall touching his entire 
Roo evelt was opposed to the leasing and storage construction relationship to the matter, the gentleman will find that I 
program. specifically disapproved of the policy that was followed, and 

Mt'. STEVENSON. Yes; well, we will see about tJ;lat. At that continues to be my own attitude. 
page 420 of the record: Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to 

l:ienator W..t.LSH. Please let me know whether you approved or have any more interpolations about this before I get through. 
disapproved of the poltcy of mitking expenditures of between $15,000,- l\fr. FRENCH. l\Ir. Chairman, may I yield the gentleman as 
ooo and $20,000,000 for these tanks by private contract and without much time as the gentleman thinks I ought to yield for the 
competitive bidding. time I have consumed? 

Assistant Secretary RoosE>ELT. I approved the general policy Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman •ought to give me at lensl 
of endeavoring to arrange the situation so that the oil, which was five minutes. 
evidently intended by Congress to constitute the naval reserves, SEVERAL MEMBERS . . Ten minutes. 
should be kept as a naval reserve in the only way possible, which Mr. STEVENSON. Ten minutes, they say, and I suspect 
wa.s that. that is right. [Laughter.] 

What was that' but approval, and be said it several times. The CHAIRI\1.AN. Let the Chair understand about the m1lt-
He was pinned down on that several times, as I will show the ter of time. Does the gentleman yield 5 minutes or 10 min­
gentleman, when be said, "I approved the general policy which utes? 
was adopted." See also page 1300, where he reiterates it. Ur. FRENCH. Whatever time we have consumed I wish to 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman must remembe1· that the policy yield the gentleman. 
of conserving oil for the Navy is one thing aud. the policy of The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
what arrangements should be made for building storage and all recognized for 10 additional minutes. 
that sort of thing is a different thing. That could have been Mr. STEVENSON. l\fr. Chairman, there is no need for any­
worked out through calling upon the Congress, or it could have body to get too warm about this matter. It is all in the record. 
been worked out without having these leasing companies build The gentleman from Ohio [:Mr. LONGWORTH] said a moment 
the storage reservoirs. There are various ways, either one of ago that I did not read on, and so forth. Well, I will rend on 
which might have been adopted. and just give all that is there at that place: 

Mr. STEVEJNSON. Is tlle gentleman going to yield me tlme 
for the time he is taking now? 

Ir. FRENCH. I shall be glad to. Undoubtedly Colonel 
Roosevelt believed in the general program that we probably, as 
a Congress, all approve, of conserving oil for the Navy. 

l\Ir. STEVENSON. The gentleman will find-and I will put 
it in my remarks-that Mr. Roosevelt not only approved it at 
this point but he approved it at two or three different times 
when pinned down and said, "I approved of this general policy." 
Page 1300. 

That is the proposition which comes before the new adminis-
tration of the Navy Department. . 

l\fr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield for a ~rther ques­
tion? 

Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. I will ask Mr. Sinclair, however. 
Mr. SrncLAIR. He is a vice pr·esident or one of the subsidiary ~m-

panies. 
Assistant Secretary RooSEVEu.r. Vice president of one 

sidiary companies. 
Senator WALSH. Is he a director in any company 1 
Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. Again I will have 

Sinclair. 

of the sub-

to ask Mr. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. He ls not a director in tbe original "lompany; he is 
in the subsidiary company. 

Senator WALSH. Do you know how long he has sustained these rela­
tions to the Sinclair Co.? 

Assistant Secretary RoOSJllVELT. Yes; since the spring of 1919. 
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Now, we will see where Mr. Archie Roosevelt came in on 

this proposition. He says: 
Senator DILL. Mr. Roosevelt, you may have stated, but I did not 

.,, t it clearly. as to just how you eame to go into the employ of 
Sinclair Co. 

Mr. ROOSEVJJLT. Yon can help me on this, lli. Stanford. I think 
Montgomery & Co. were bankers for the Sinclair Co .. weren•t they, at 
one time? 

Mr. STANFORD. I think so. 
Mr. RoosEV»LT. And my brother was with Montgomery k Co., and 

had represented Mon tgomecy & Co. with the Sinclair Co. This ls a 
long time ago, and I don't know a.bout it as well as, perhaps, you 
would. And he said to me--

The CHAIRMAN. Who said to you? 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. My brother, Ted. He said, .. There is a cha.p I know 

in New York, and be might give you a. job." He sall4 "I served on his 
board of directors. And he might gtve yon a job." And that was 
bow 1 t came about. 

Sena.tor DILL. Well. did your brother go to Mootgomery & Co. iil. 
your interests? 

Mr. R0<>SBVELT. To Montgomery? Oh, no. He was with them. 
Senator DILL. He was with Montgomery & Co.? 
Mr. ROOSBVEL'.l'. Yes. 
Senator DILL. And did your brother go to the Sinclair Co. for you? 
Mr_ ROOSEVELT. Oh, yes. ; he helped me there. 
Senator DILL. He helped you get It? 

·Mr. ROOSEVELT. H~ helped me get the job; yes. 
The CH.MR:MAN. Any further questions? If not, we will excuse Mr. 

Roosevelt. 

So l\fr. Theodore Roosevelt, the present Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Secretary of the Navy, being with the bankers of 
Sinclair & ~. goes and gets the job for Archie, his brother, 
with Sindafr & Co. Wl1at compensation did he get and when 
did he quit?- Mr. Theodore Roosevelt said two or three days 
ngo tbnt Mr. Archie Roosevelt got $10,000 a year to start with, 
Which was subsequently increased to $15,000 a year. 

That is twice the salary of a Congress.man. If you read the 
~estil:nony of the gentleman-and I never saw Mr. Archie Roose­
velt-I think you will conclude with me that it was a remark­
able salary to be paid to a man of the capacity which he 
showed in the testimony. I do not know him and I never saw 
him, but I know from reading his testimony that he did not 
show sufficient capacity to do much more with that crowd than 
to turn a grindstone or grease a gimlet. That is about the 
way it impi-essed me, and yet he was being paid $15,000 a year, 
and was so paid until this investigation got too hot, when he 
jumped overboard. Then, gentlemen, talk about th.ere being no 
interest up there. 

There was a picture the other day of Daugherty standing on 
the burning deck, with the oil fumes all flowing up around him. 
It was called " The boy stood on the burning deck." That re­
minded me of the scene when they found that Ned McLean ad­
mitted practically that be bad been lying, 3.!ld Senator CARA­
WAY made a speech-which scared Archie so much that he hal­
looed for Teddy. Senator 0.ARAWAY certainl]' got a feather in 
bis cap, because he scared a Roosevelt. 

Mr. LITTLE. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr STEVENSON. No; I can not yield just now. Mr: LITTLE. I just wanted to know why the gentleman said 

" practically .,. ; that is all. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Oh, I shall npt qualify it; I shall say that 

be admitted that he lied, but he had not admitted it at that 
time. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy rushed over to New 
York and they listened in on a telephone conversation with an­
otheT fellow and then came back here and jumped overboard. 
Fifteen tho~sund dollars a year was good enough until it be­
gan to burn. It impressed me so much that I wrote a little 
parody on that well-known poem. It seems that doing such a 
thina has become fashionable these days, although mine was 
completed some weeks before Senator liEFLIN and Senato1· 
Looom began it. It is as follows: 
.ARCBlJI AISD THEODORE OR T1I.E BOY .TUM.PED OFB' THE BURNlXG DEoCK. 

Archie stood on the oily deck 
Whence Theodore had sped ; 

Ile proudly drew his weekly cheek­
It was his daill' bread. 

But soon the deck became quite warm­
The boss to Europe fled-

Feeling a sense of keen alarm, 
He ca lled for Brother Ted. 

WHh life pres erver in his arms, 
AbancloDing bis bread. 

He Iniltle a flyin g l ap from harm, 
But land(!d on his head. 

That is what hap.pened to Archie. I leave it to this House 
whether or not the fact of the ownership of the stock while 
negotiations were going on, and that under the influence of the 
Assistant Secretary, this boy was being carried on the pay roll -
at $15,000 a year, does not call for a change over yonder? 

There are one or two other things that I want to talk about. 
The gentleman talks about Mr. Daniels advocating this, that, 
and the other. Mr. Daniels is not Secretary of the Navy at the 
present time, and if he had been you would not have anything 
like this going on. Doheny and all of his crowd admit that 
they could not break in with a crowbar when he was the.re, 
and they denounced him for it. What was done? Tbey went 
tQ work in defiance of the right of Congress to appropriate the 
money and the assets of the United States and made the con­
tractors spend $20,000,000 in building oil terminals at Pearl 
Harbor filld other places and paid for it out of the oil that be­
longed to the Government, taking the assets and making con­
tracts and building establishments without any right from 
Congress or anything else, but it was all approved by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, because he said so in his 
testimony which I just read to you and in many other places. 

We are going to have a new Secretary of the Navy from the 
Pacific coast. They are exceedingly interested in building a 
naval base at Alameda, Calif. If he conceives that he has the 
same power that this other Secretary and Assistant Secretary 
conceived they had, what is to hinder him from alienating 
every gallon of oil in the naval reserves and building up a great 
naval base there without the consent of Congress or anybody 
else? One is as bad as the other, and one is not any better 
than the other, and you. can not distinguish between them. I 
say for that reason the Assistant Secretary of the Navy is 
now in a position where he ought to get out. Not only that, 
but you had the testimony a day or two ago of the marines 
being used and sent out there to throw off those people who 
were contesting 'with Mr. Sinclair the right to that property. 
Some say that that was Government property. Oh, no; it had 
been transferred to Sinclair, and the questi-0n was between him 
and the "squatters," as they were called. It was a question 
between two claimants to land, and we find the Navy Depart­
ment, under the express order of this Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, taking that great historic organization, the llUlrines, 
and sending them out there instead of letting th-0se people try 
their rights at law. We find him bringing all the power of 
the military force of the United States to bear in behalf of 
Sinclair and his crowd, to whom they had granted these leases, 
and on whose behalt they had no right to use the military arm 
of th~ United States Government 

Mr. SPROUL of -Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Assuming the faet, which the gen­

tleman will probably deny, that this lease was a legally made 
lease, would it not be the duty of the Government to put the 
lessee in peaceable possession of the leased property? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Government would have properly 
remanded him to the United States court,. and when the United 
States court had determined his right, then the marshal and 
his force and all of the military forces of the Government would 
be behind the decree; but that is what they did not do. They 
did not propose to submit the matter to a court. They said : 
" We have. taken up Sinclair and we are going to- see him 
through with the military arm ot this Government, and we 
are not going to give anybody else a chance," and it became a 
military strong-arm ejectment that went on out there. probably 
all of them squatters, bnt they had their rights as American 
citizens. 

I made the statement when I started out that the wife of 
the .Assistant Secretary of the Navy owned stock when this 
contract or lease was made. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LoNGWO&TH] challenged it. I have read to you the evidence. 
If that is not true, it is merely a wrong inference from the 
evidence. I do not intend to misrepresent those peopl~, and 
the gentleman from Ohio knows that I do not. 

Mr LONGWORTH. I admit that. I think the gentleman 
made° an erroneous statement, made it without authority. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Was that made clear in the evi­
dence? 

:Mr. STEVE.i..~SON. No; the Asgistant Secretary had the op­
portunity to make that clear, 3;11d that was wh~t they :were 
driving at and he failed to do it , and I bad a right to. mfer 
that. Had be stated that the stock was sold in February, _19'>-2, 
as be had the opportunity to do, no quest ion would ha \e: been 
ma.de of it by me. , 

But, gentlemen, do not forget t hi. is a matter of 12 mout_lls 
transacti-0ns. Gentlemen, do not fo:a:get that the fo'1!1lltl.tiDn 
~~_?~e _of th!-~--.:~a~t~~- ?rder of President H a rding _wh1ch_ :¥r· 
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Roo evelt himself carried to the President on the 31st day of 
May, 1921, and secured him to sign. At that time the stock 
was owned by Roosevelt's wife, according to his own testimony, 

- and continued up until some time in 1922, and this contract 
was signed A_pril 7, 1922, and therefore assuming that while 
the gentleman-I am not charging the gentleman has done 
anything wrong, but assuming after all these other men re­
ferred to are disqualified by being lawyers, because they i;ic­
cepted pay from an oil company-the gentleman who occupies 
the position of Assistant Secretary of the Navy is disqualified 
from sitting in that position after the circumstances which I 
have detailed ·when his personal interests in the Sinclair Co. 
were in such shape as I have detailed, and I think he can very 
properly follow the lead of Archie and jump overboard, and 
I believe he will. 

l\fr. FRENCH. l\lr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Knnsas [Mr. TINCHER]. 

Mr. TINCHER. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the com­
mittee, it has been a matter of some considerable satisfac­
tion to most of the Members of the House that the House of 
Repre entatives has not indulged in as plain unwarranted 
gossip and vicious scandalization without warrant as some 
other branch of our Government has been indulging in. What 
was the object of the speech just made? It could have but 
one object, and that was for the Saturday night and Sunday 
morning papers to carry to the country the statement that. 
Theodore Roosevelt was interested in Sinclair oil, and that 
while it was admitted it was in thQ name of his wife, by 
reason of the leases made he has profited, and for that reason 
he should get out of the office of a Cabinet officer. The ex­
cuse offered by the learned gentleman, who always displays 
some partisanship in making a speech on this floor, is that 
a plain denial of that statement of his was not contained 
in any hearing. Now, let· us stop and be moderate. Is it 
possible in this great country of ours the right way to do is 
to charge some one with being a criminal unless he has some 
le.gal proof of his innocence? Think how unfortunate it would 
have been for a great and honored family of this country 
if they bad no one on the floor to speak for them and deny 
that contemptible insinuation and assertion. [Applause.] I 
suppose the thing that prompted the charging of it was the 
fact that men intimately connected with the family are promi­
nent on our side of the House. Thank God for the support 
to that honored family that the country may know the base· 
falseness of the accusation at the same time it is issued. 
Mrs. Roosevelt had stock in the Sinclair company and Mrs. 
Roosevelt sold it three months before the lease. Could a 
person say that she sold it at a profit by· reason of her hus­
band having to 0. K. a lease that might make the stock mol'e 
valuable? l\.lr. LoNGWORTH is here, and I want to ask him, 
Do you know whether l\irs. Roosevelt sold her stock at a 
profit or at a loss? 

l\lr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, of course I have 
nothing whatever to do with the business connections of any 
of the member of my family except myself. However, I 
do know this : Mrs. Theodore Roosevelt has her own property 

· entirely independent of control by her husband, and I do 
know tllis, she sold whatever she may have owned of the 
Sinclair oil stock at a substantial loss at least three months 
before any of these naval leases were made. 

Mr. TINCHER. I assume that no one will deny the truth 
of that statement. But how nice it would have been for the 
scandal mongers if the morning papers had carried the state­
ments here presented and should have insinuated that while 
1."'heodore Roosevelt was in the Cabinet position he enriched his 
wife by making an oil lease. Shame on that kind of states­
man 'hip ! I believe in an honest House, where it reaches 
honest conclusions with some reason and common sense. I do 
not believe you will gain anything as a party by stooping 
down and trying to attack a man like Theodore Roosevelt in 
such an underhand, contemptible manner, ancl without any 
excuse for it wllatever. 

:\fr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHPJR. I will. 
l\fr. BARROUR. Does not the gentleman from Kansas also 

think it would have been ordinarily decent to have given the 
new Secretary of the Navy a chance to start in on his duties 
before attacking and criticizing him? I want to say the new 
Secretary of the Navy is as clean and fine a type of American 
citizen as you lVill find anywhere in the Unite<l States, and I 
know it. [Applause.] 

l\r'r. TINCHER. I believe it, and I will say this, that the 
time has come ln this country when I do not l>elieve men will 
bear the reputation of being clean, fair, and honest statesmen 
who are w1Uing to stoop to scandal of this character or kind. 

We are getting rid of some of the grafters; we are pro ecuting 
some of the criminals, more than you ever did ; anu I do not 
believe you raise your~elf in the estimation of the people of 
this country by such dastardly, cowardly attacks on the good 
name of men and women on this floor without any warrant 
whatever for them, except you could not find out where they 
denied it in some hearings you read. [Applause.] Mr. Chair­
man, I yield the floor. 

Mr. BOYOE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. I yield the floor. 
l\fr. BYRNES of South Carolina. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield five 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. The gentleman from Texas wants to speak 

on this subject? 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. That was the un­

derstanding. That is the only one. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 

for five minutes. 
l\Ir. CO:r-.TNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 

of the House, a great many Members on this floor, especially 
my good friends on the Hepublican side, sometimes good­
naturedly tell me that I am a partisan. That charge is true. 
If I did not believe in my party and its principles I shoulc.1 
leave its ranks. I am a partisan, but I have not permitted 
my partisanship heretofore to cause me to say anything on 
this floor about any of the transactions that have attracted so 
much attention in the public press with reference to Teapot 
Dome and Secretary Fall and Attorney General Daugherty. 
I shall just take this occasion to make a few observations with 
reference to the conduct of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
TINCHER] a little while ago in rising in his seat and so bit­
terly attacking the gentleman from South Carolina [1\Ir. 
STEVENSON] for standing up in the House and quoting, from 
the printed hearings, the sworn testimony of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy, Colonel Roosevelt. Now, if a noise 
were wisdom, and beat were courage, the gentleman from 
Kansas would probably occupy the leadership that is now 
occupied by the gentleman from Ohio. [Applause.] 

But such, happily, is not the cru;e in this instance. I want 
to say a word to gentlemen on the other side, and especially 
to the gentleman from Kansas, because he is quite a debater. 
He is quite a partisan on this floor. I admire a man who is 
willing to stand up and fight, but I admire still more a fighter 
who, when the battle goes against him, is willing to take the 
gaff once in a while. 

I remember when the gentleman from Kansas made his 
advent here on the floor of this House, fresh from the wild 
plains of Kansas, bellowing like a roaring bull about the way 
the war had been conducted under a Democratic a<lministra­
tion. I heard him and other Republicans pouring out here on 
this floor volleys of denunciation of the waste, the criminal 
extravagance, the corruption, and the graft that filled the War 
and Navy Departments under the De~ocrats. And yet, with 
all of your investigations and all of your . smelling committees, 
with all of the machinery that the Republican Pa1·ty could set 
in motion immediately after it came into power in this House 
in 1919, never was there uncovered in all the vast transactions 
of the war a single transaction that was corrupt. They never 
uncovered one transaction that imputed dishonor or disloyalty 
to a single responsible Government official under the Democracy. 

1\ir. BARKLEY. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. In a moment. They did uncover 

one official of the GoYernment, and they indicted him, and that 
happened to be an Assistant Secretary of War, a Republican, 
from Cleveland, Benedict Crowell by name, whose indictment 
was dismissed by the court a few days ago because the Attor­
ney General and his assistant could not write an indictment 
that the court would hold to be sufficient to charge a crime. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for a question. 
l\Ir. BARKLEY. The gentleman from Kansas suggested a 

few moments ago that the Republicans had prosecuted more 
criminals than the Democrats did. That was necessary, be­
cause more criminals had developed under the Republicans 
than got in under our administration. (Applause .. ] 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes. 
Now, I have not charged or attacked anybody in all thls 

controversy. But as I have said, I like to see a fighter. Let 
me say to the gentleman from Kansas, your party, after 
making all kinds of investigations and raising such a hulla­
baloo about the Democratic administration, when it comes 
to your time to be investigated, when it comes to throwing 
the light on your secret transactions, when committees of 
investigation find some tracks leading up to your door, when 
they find t~1ese tracks leading up almost to the White House 
itself, if the ge11tleman from Kansas is a real fighter, if he 
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is game, if he is not a quitter, he will stand up and take 
his medicine and not whine and cry like a whipped baby. 
[Applause.] 

J.row, wllat about the Assistant Secretary of the Navy? 
Since this question has been raised I want to make some 
observations about that. I honor the name of Roosevelt. The 
first time I saw Colonel Roosevelt, sr . ., was in San Antonio, 
Tex., when he was recruiting his Rough Riders. I saw him 
booted and spurred, out in the camp, organizing the regiment 
that made him famous. As a schoolboy, I tried to enlist in 
his regiment, and I met and talked with him, and I was 
inspired by tile splendid qualities of that great man. 

nut the name Roosevelt did not make him what he was. It 
was the great qualities of heart and mind and the great quali­
ties of ·courage that made him, and not the name Roosevelt. 
There is no magic in a name. I grieve for his son. It grieves 
me and it makes my heart sad that the same son that bears 
his name and, as I understan(.l it, entertains the same ambi­
tion that he entertained did not, when he was confronted by 
this situation in the Navy Department, exhibit the heart and 
the courage of a real Roo evelt and say to Sinclair and Fall and 
Doheny and the rest of them, "I will have nothing to do with 
those transactions. You shall not steal the Navy's oil. ·we are 
going to keep it for the Navy; and if this is your game, rather 
than be As istant Secretary of the Navy I will resign," as he 
advised his brother Archie to resign, " and go out into private 
life." 

1\ly God, gentlemen, I derive no satisfaction from the fact 
that these things, these corrupt and scandalous things, have 
occurred. Since they occurred I am of course glad they have 
been uncovered. But I derive no satisfaction, because I happen 
to be a Democrat, from the fact that there have been revealed 
these corrupt cllapters in the administratiou of the public af­
fairs of my country. Would that they had never occurred, 
because I know that the harm that will be done out yonder 
among the people, the harm that will be done in the destruction 
among the people of confidence in the GoYernment, will be more 
lrnrmful to the country at la.rge than could be counteracted by 
any partisan advantage that my party or I will derive from 
them. I am for my country first and my party afterwards. 

When I contemplate that my party went through a great 
war with marvelous opportunities for fraud and for graft and 
emerged free from the taint of corruption in high places, I 
do derive some little satisfaction out of the fact that while I 
regret these thing , Teapot Dome and the naval oil-lease 
scandals, and the Department of Justice scandal, have occurred, 
and while I regret that this dish of corruption shall be held 
up to the ·nostrils of the people of the country-I derive some 
satisfaction from the fact that when they invaded the cham­
bers where the dark doings of conspirators and cri.minals 
were taking place, when they bared the secret schemes and 
corrupt bargains that were hatched there, no responsible figure 
in the party to which I belong was either found there or was 
revealed as being guilty of corrupt conduct in office or of 
treachery to a public trust. [Applam;e. J 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes tu the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [l\1r. ROGERS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is 
recognized for 10 minutes. · 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman and gentle­
man of the committee, I personally am somewhat tired of the 
"everybody knows" type of evidence to which we have been 
treated and to wllich the country has been treated for a !!OOd 
many weeks in connection with Teapot Dome and other mat­
ters. I should like, if it were possible, to deal with informa­
tion and to deal with facts rather than to deal with hearsay 
in the second, third, and even fourth degree. My purpose in 
asking for this time this afternoon is to depart from the 
usual practice on this general topic. I propose to give the 
House some information on the subject which has been 
brought into this debate by the gentleman from South Oaro­
lina [Mr. STEVENSON] . 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield in order that 
I may make one slight correction? 

Mr. ROGERS of Mas achusetts. Yes. 
Mr. STEVENSON. My friend from California, I infer, be­

lieves I criticized the new Secretary of the Navy. I think 
you will find in my remarks nothing critical of him but a 
plea that he should have a clean slate. 

Another statement which I want to correct is an inferential 
s tatement which the gentleman has just made that I have 
been stating that "they say" and "everybody knows." I 
did not quote a statement from that record except from 
Theodore Hoosevelt anu Archie Roosevelt-not a single one. 

!'.Ir. ROGERS of l\Iassachusettsi l\fost of the gentleman's 
speech, which I heard, was based on inference rather than on 
sworn testimony. 

Here are the facts, as I understand them, concerning 
Theodore R oosevelt's connection with this Teapot Dome mat­
ter. I assert them on my own responsibility. So far as I 
know they have not been set forth in consecutive form befol'e 
this moment. 

Col. Theodore Roosevelt's connection with the oil leases 
was, briefly, as follows: Shortly after President Harding's 
induction into office Secretary Denby sent him, Roose>elt, a 
copy of a proposed Executive order transferring the naval oil 
reserves to the Department of the Interior without recourse. 
At the same time a copy was sent to the Bureau of Engineer­
ing. After getting his copy of the order Colonel Roosevelt 
asked Admiral Griffin, who was then chief o~ !hat bureau, and 
who had naval oil matters under his particular care, to talk 
it over with him. Colonel Roosevelt knew very little of the 
matter, for it was exceedingly intricate and complex, and he 
had recently taken office. Admiral Griffin felt very strongly 
that this transfer to the Interior Department would be a 
mistalce. After thinking the matter O\er Colonel Roosevelt 
decided he was probably right. His grounds for coming to 
that conclusion were that the Interior Department has as its 
general mission the development of tbe resources of the 
United States, whereas the oil lands belonging to the Navy 
should not be developed except in a case of real necessity ; 
and that, therefore, there would be a conflict of ideas and 
policies between tho two depnrtments. Colonel Roosevelt 
went to Secretary Denby and urged that the lands be not 
transferred to the Interior Department. Secretary Denby in­
formed Colonel Roosevelt that his protest was made too late, 
because the transfer had already been agreed to by the 
President, Secretary Fall, and Secretary Denby. After this 
Colonel Roosevelt went back and discussed the entire situation 
with Admiral Griffin and certain other officers. It occurred 
to Colonel Roosevelt that if he could get an amendment to the 
original order for transfer, making it necessary for the In­
terior Department to gain the consent of the Navy Department 
before any leasing or drilling was undertaken, the Navy could 
guard the oil lands against improper exploitation. In other 
words, the Navy would not lose its complete control over the 
details of ensuing transactions. 

A number of amendments with this end in view were sub­
mitted to Colonel Roosevelt. He took them to Secretary 
Denby and discussed them with him. After considerable dis­
cussion Secretary Denby agreed to a modified form of one 
of them. Secretary Denby tol<l Colonel Roosevelt to take it 
to Secretary Fall, and that if Colonel Roosevelt could get 
Secretary Fall to agree to this amendment it would be all 
right with Secretary Denby. Colonel Roosevelt took the 
amendment to Secretary Fall, who agreed to it. Colonel 
Roosevelt then took it to the bite House for signature. 

I want you to mark carefully the language of this Roo e­
velt amendment: 

But no general policy as to drilling or reserving lands located in a 
naval reserve shall be changed or adopted except upon consultation 
and in cooperation with the Secretary or Acting Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Now, gentlemen, see what ·that Roosevelt amendment did. 
That amendment reserved to the Navy complete supervision 
over the oil reserves. It was on account of this Roosevelt 
amendment that all of the leases under discussion by the Sen­
ate committee at this time were countersigned by Secretary 
Denby. They could not have been validly executed without 
the affirmative sanction of the Navy Department. 

At thii:; exact point-and I ask you to note the sequence of 
events-Colonel Roosevelt's active participation in the entire 
matter ceased. It so happened that he was not consulted on 
any of the oil leases, Colonel Roosevelt did not know they 
were under contemplation until after they were signed. With 
reference to the Tea.pot Dorne lease in particular, Colonel 
Roosevelt did not even know there was a plan on foot to lease 
Teapot Dome. Colonel Roosevelt did not know that Sinclair 
wa~ interested in any of the lea..,es and heard of them only after 
they had been made known to the general public. 

The question of the Itoosevelt family's ownership of stock 
in certain Sinclair companies has been brought out this after­
noon. I think most of us will feel it is rather unfortunate to 
drag, with tbe apparent purpose of exciting suspicion, the 
name of a woman into this general controversy: lmt that has 
l>een none. Therefore I should like to give you the facts upon 
this point. Again, I say, I assert them on my own respon ·i-
W~ . 
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In so far as Colonel Roos-evelt's connection with the Sinclair 
Co. goes, it is as follows: He was among the group of bankers 
who we.re interested in its original formation; he was a director 
of the company until the United States entered the war in 
1917, when he resigned. Colonel Roosevelt's last stock in the 
company was sold during the war, not later than 1918. Colo­
nel Roosevelt's wife bought 1,000 shares of Sinclair stock, how­
ever, in 1920, but sold them at a loss some time before the lease 
with the Navy Department was signed. 

Colonel Roosevelt has engaged in no business of any kind 
since the war and since his entrance into politics, and he has, 
therefore, made no money of any kind in business. 

l\1ucb of what I have here set forth is given in the Senate 
hearings. It has not, however, been developed in the chrono­
logical order in which I have attempted to present it this 
8.fternoon. 

Gentlemen, I have a very keen admiration for the name of 
Theodore Roosevelt. [Applause.] I haT"e a very keen admira­
tion for the personality of the present Theodore Roosevelt. I 
have for that reason made it my business and my duty, as I 
regarded it, to acquaint myself, so far as possible, w~t~. the 
extent, if any, to which he was properly to be cr1tic1zed 
throughout this whole transaction. I have followed the story 
in the newspapers; I have followed the testimony in the 
bearings. 

, The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr. ROGERS of :Massachu ... etts. Mr. Chairman, I ask for 

one more minute. 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield the gentleman from Massachusetts 

(lne additional minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is 

recognized for one additional minute. 
l\Ir. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And I hare discussed this 

matter with those who were apt to be be t informed on the 
general topic. I can assure you, gentlemen-and I say this on 
my honor as a l\J!ember of the House-that I ha >e not been 
nb~Ie to find one instance in which the manliness, the dignity, 
the honor, or the efficiency of Theodore Roose>elt has in. the 
least degree been affected by the Teapot Dome revelat10ns. 
[Applause.] I think be has been an admirable public servant; 
J think it would be a tragedy if his public career were even 
tor a moment to be retarded by these disclosures and by the 
inferences which unfair critics have been pr<>ne to put upon 
what Ile bas done and upon what he has not done. 

Gentlemen the name of Theodore Roosevelt is untarnished; 
we can have' perfect confidence in the performance of this man 
es As isbmt Secretary of the Navy. I hope the country reaI­
t~es how fortunate we are to have a public servant of' his 
ability, character, and unblemished reputation and honor. 
[Applause.] 

The OHAIR.1\.fAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3() 

minutes to the gentleman from T~as [1\Ir . .TONES]. 
M:r. JONES. 1\Ir. Chairman, liberty is the sublimest word in 

the language of men. Nothing can be grander in this world 
than to fight the battles for its attainment Nothing can be 
more glorious than to fight in defense of one's country, espe­
cially whe.n that country is the land of one's nativity. Born in 
a struggle, developed in an atmosphere of independence, our 
forefathers wrung from the hands of British oppression the 
unhindered right to be free. During arr the pexiod of our 
national existence we have been an independent people, but 
our independence had to be won on the field of battle, and 
having been won it must be maintained even at the point of 
the bayonet. 

Since the begin.nlng of our national life the name America has 
been a synonym for liberty and freedom. Tbe peoples of all 
the world have spoken of Americans as defenders of those great 
principles of human happiness. That very fact, however, 
should cause us ta use all the more zeafous care to see tbat we 
deny to no one else the same privileges that we claim for our­
selves. 

At the time of the conclusion of peace at the close of the 
Spanish-American War, we accepted t~e Philip:pines un~er cer­
tain specified conditions_ Hardly a voice was lifted during the 
discussions in favor of the permanent retention of the islands. 

CONDITIONS UNDER WHlCH PHILIPPINES WF!Rl!l A.CCEPTED. 

The sole controversy that arose during the proposed relation­
ship was whether the Philippines should be granted immediate 
Independence or whether a sort of protectorate should be estab­
lished until such time as the Filipinos should. how themselves: 
eapable of self-government. 

The latter plan was adopted. William l1cKinley was Presi~ 
dent of the United States at the time. In discussing the problem 
1n the year 1899, be used _the following language_;_ 

The Philippines are ours not to exploit but to develop, to civilize, 
to educate, to train in the seience of self-government. 

He further said: 

We must make these people whom Providence _has brought within om 
jurisdiction feel that it is their liberty and not our power, their welfare 
a.nd not our gain we are seeking to enhance. 

This has alway been the declared policy of the Government 
of the United State , and I have been able to find no expression 
of any official having authority to decla1-e our position which 
conflicts with this statement. 

In 1907 Governor Taft said: 

Our jurisdiction and control will finally end in the islands when tbe;r 
are capable of self-government. 

In 1915 Theodore Roosevelt said: 
If we act so that the natives understand us to have made a deflnito 

promise, then we should live up to that promise. These being the cir­
cumstances, the islands should at an early moment be given t11elr 
independence without any conditions whatever by us, and without our 
rctnining any foothold in them. 

THE JONES ACT. 

In 1916 the Congress passed what is known as the Jones Act. 
The preamble- to that act read in part as follows: 

It was never the inten.tion of the people of the United States in tba 
incipiency of the war with Spain to make it a war of conquest or for 
territorial aggrarulizem.ent.. • • * It has always been the purpose 
Qf the people of the. United States to withdraw theil'. sovereignty <>Yer 
the Philip.pine Islands and to recognize their independence as soon as a 
stable government can be established therein. 

Mr. EV ANS of Montana. Will the gentleman yield · for a 
question? 

l\lr. JONES. Ye . 
:Mr. EV ANS of Montana. Did not the Jones Act. as it origk 

nally pas ed this House, provide they should ha Ye their ind~ 
pendence upon tile 4th of July, 192.2.? 

l\Ir. JONES. I do not think any definite date was set in the 
law as actually passed. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Not as actually passed, but as 
pa ed by this House. 

Mr. JONES. I think probably the gentleman is correct, as 
the act passed the Hou e. 

.1tlr. McKEOWN. Wm the gentleman yield for a question at 
that point? 

l\Ir. JONES. Yes. 
1Ur. McKEOWN. The opposition to the granting of independ­

el'lce to the Philippines has come somewhat from a fear tbat 
they might become the prey of some other nation, or may be 
controlJed by S-Ome other nation, vhich might be detrimental to 
the- welfare of the United States; and I would like to hear what 
the gentleman has to say on that phase of the question. 

Mr. JONES. I think if the gentleman will get down to the 
heart of things he will find that is not the real fear, and that 
is not the essence of the objections which have been made as 
to Phillppin~ independence. 

The real objection is the interest of some business men who 
have interests ln the Philippin~s. .fi.s to their becoming a prey 
to some other nation, if any nation undertook to take them 
over, a number of other nations would oppose such a cour e, 
whileunde.li present conditions the United States would have the 
entire responsibility should any- nation undertake to gain a 
:foothold there. Besides, if that were the only objection to inde­
pendence, the United States could, if they saw fit at the time 
they granted independence, say to the world that for a definite 
or an indefinite- length of time we would see to it that no out­
side nation interfered in the Philippines. In other words, we 
could make such conditions as might seem wise relative thereto. 
At any rate, there can be no question of the obligation whicl1 
the United States ba a sumed-that we undertook the obli­
gation to release the Philippine Islands as soon as they sh.owed 
them elves to be capable of self-government. There can e no 
doubt of our obligation to make their interest and not ours 
the test. The question is not what is best for ourselves; it is 
not even what is be t for the Philippines ; the big question js 

whether or not they are in position to look after their own goY­
ernment. It is very easy for us to minimize the importance or 
this que tion. It is always easy for any indivMual or any 
nation which is exercising power of any kind to feel tllat suclt 
individual or Sl:lCb. nation can exercise that power better tllan 
anyone else. No doubt England thought exactly the same way 
when the American Colonies sought their independence. 

America has grown to be a great Nation ; tbe richest, th 
most pow-e:rtnl organize<l country on earth, but at the time she 
fOU.!f~ ~O! ~d 9b!aine_~ her independence she bad less po_pula~ 
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tion, less national wealth, and was probably of as little ap­
parent relatirn national importance as the J?hilippines are 
to-day. 

But whether or not these comparisons be true, the only 
que tions now left to be determined are whether the Filipinos 
desire independence, and whether they have shown that they 
are capable of conducting their own government. 

PHILIPPINES DllSIRE INDEPENDENCE. 

There can be no doubt of their desire for independence. 
They have sent two missions to the United States with the 
single purpose of urging upon the Congress the granting of 
absolute independence. I wns a member of the Insular Affairs 
Committee of the House at the time this first commission came, 
and had the pleasure of listening to their presentation. That 
was the first time in the history of the world that a dependent 
people had come before the governing country asking inde­
pendence without reciting a complaint whate-\er but asking 
simply for the recognition of a great principle on the basis of 
fundamental right and breatlling nothing but appreciation and 
good will toward the governing people. It was a magnHicent 
tribute to the unselfish purposes of their country. Only recently 
another has come for the same purpose. Even the Woods­
Forbes report shows that the Filipinos desire independence. 
I quote from that report, as follows : 

We find the people arc happy, peaceful, and, in the main, pros· 
perous. We find everywhere among the Christian Filipinos-no per 
cent or the population-the desire for independence. 

'Phus their desire for independence is beyond <]_Uestion. 
However, I may add in this connection the following quota­
tion from the same report : 

The Americans in the Islands, numbering 6,931 out of 10,D5G,732 
total population, or far less than one-tl'nth of 1 per cent, are for a 
continued American control. 

Thus it seems that the Americans who are there are anxious 
to have them continue uuder Ame1·ican control. I wouder if 
there is not a likelihood that the pt·esent policy toward the 
islands may have been determined more upon the basis of the 
interests of Americans than the interests of the Filipinos 
themselves? 

Mr. LITTLEJ. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES. I will. 
Mr. LITTLE. Very largely I agree with the gentleman, but 

may I call his attention to the difference between a Christian 
Filipino, the Moros, and the Mindanao people and suggest 
probably tllere is considerable tlifference in their capaci~r fot· 
self-government. 

Mr. JO:t-."'ES. But the Wood-Forbes report says that 90 per 
cent are Christian people. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is true, but as the gentleman knows the 
Moros and the l\Iindanaos are really practically savages, and 
I do not believe you should place tlle Moros and the l\liudanaos 
in the same category. 

Mr. JONES. I base my judgment on the seven years' govern-
ment under the Jones Act. 

Mr. KENT. · Wlll the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES. I will. . 
Mr. KENT. During the administraUon under the Jones 

Act, which was very largely under a Democratic administration, 
of course. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KENT. Does not the gentleman realize at that time the 

banking system they orga1i.ized was completely disorgani7.ed 
because of the speculative efforts of the men in control of the 
system--

1\Ir. J'ONES. I have heard all kinds of charges on ·that 
score, but they got along fairly well during the seven yE>ars, 
and I do not believe that they had much more trouble along 
that line than we had in this country during the crash that 
followed all over the -world after the war. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska.. Will the gentleman yield? 
·Mr. JONES. I will. 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. A moment ago the gentleman 

stated an official report as to the percentage of American resi­
dents in the Philippines desiring independence for the Philip­
pines, and if I recall it was very small, almost negligible. 
Practically all of the Americans there desire the continuance 
of the American Government? 

Mr. J'ONES. Yes. 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I would like to ask if the gen­

tleman has any authoritatiYe figures touching the percentage of 
·American residents in Cuba. who were in favor of Cuban inde­
pendence and the percentage in favor of retaining the island 
tinder the Spanish Crown? 

l\Ir. JONES. I have not the figures at hand, but I have 
an idea you will find the same condition existed there as now 
exists in the Philippines, at least that is my opinion. 

l\fr. HO,-V-ARD of Nebraska. I do not have authoritative fig­
ures, but I can give some newspaper figures to show that at 
least 75 per cent of the Americans in Cuba just preceding the 
final revolt there were in favor of retaining Cuba under the 
yoke of Spain, and the illustration seems to be apt with refer­
ence to the attitude of Americans now resident in the Philip­
pines. 

l\1r. JONES. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. I 
think that is true. 

l\1r. R.AJ\TKIN. If the gentleman will yield, the same thing 
is true to-day with the controversy over the Isle of Pines, which 
some contend belongs to the Cuban Republic. Those Americans 
who have gone in and im-ested money and exploited those peo­
ple protest against taking it out from under the American flag. 

Mr. KENT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. JONES. I am sorry, I really have to get on. 
l\Ir. KENT. If the gentleman will just permit, is it not a 

fact that capital always wants to invest itself under a stable 
gornrnment? 

~Ir. JO~rtJS. Most assuredly, but capital has not the right 
to dictate to a goYernment or a people the form of govern­
ment they shall have simply for the protection of outside 
inyested capital. 

Mr. KE~T. The gentleman, then, is conscientiously of the 
opinion that there is a stable government now in the Philip­
pine Islands? 

Mr. JONES. · What I said and what I under-took to say is 
that tlle Filipinos have shown they are entitled at least to the 
experiment of self-government. They have had seven years 
during which they ha-rn made their own laws; controlled their 
own affaf1·s. with simply the veto power in the hands of Gov­
ernor GenPral Harri~on. which was seldom exercised. 

l\Ir. KFJN'l'. Would tJle gentleman want to send it out inde­
pendent as a republic ~mong the nations? 

l\lr .. JONBR. Arrordin~ to our promise, that is our obliga­
tion. We coulcl, of course. reserve the right under certain 
conditions to, at th} end of a certain time, resume the control i 
but I am perfect.ly willing to " cut loose" entirely with the 
possible exC'eption of coaling privileges. Now I must decline 
to yield further. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
::Ur. JO:\"ES. In his message to Congress on December 2, 

1920, President Wilson plainly recognized that the only re­
maining condition which had stood between the Filipinos and 
independence hnd be('n complied with, and in his message to 
Congress he nsc~ the following language: 

Allow me to Cllll your attention to the fact that the people ef the 
Philippine Islands ha\'"e succeeded in maintaining a stable government 
since the last action of the Congress in their behalf, and have thus 
fulfilled the condition set by tbe Congress as precedent to a consid­
eration of granting independence to the islands. 

THE PHlLil'PI:-/ES ARE READY. 

I respectfully sulm1it that this condition precedent having been 
fulfilled, it is now our duty to keep our promise to the people or those 
isla111ls ·by granting them the independence which they_ so honorably 
covet. 

This message was written just after America had taken part 
in a great war, the greatest of all history. One of the great 
principles which was involved in that struggle was the right 
of peoples everywhere to control their own destinies without 
regard to the governing authority of any country and without 
regard to the selfish interests of any group or set of men what­
eYer. During the w_ar the Filipinos sho\Ted their loyalty to 
the Government of the United States by tendering the servic.~s 
of 25,000 men. They contributed a submarine and a destroyer 
to the fleet of the United States, and 6,000 of their men served 
a.s volunteers in the United States Navy. They gave a half 
million dollars to the Red Cross fund and subscribed about 
$20,000,000 to the issues of Liberty bonds. 

~Ir. l\1AcLAFFERTr. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\1r. J01'TES. Yes. 
l\lr. 1\fA.cLAFFERTY. Does the gentleman think that the 

people in the Philippine Islands would have maintained a 
stable government had it not been for the American authority 
established in the islands? . 

l\Ir. J01\TES. That is a purely academic question. That was 
25 years ago when we first took them over. W11ether or not 
they would at that tinie is an entirely different question to the 
one with which we are now faced. The only question we are 
face to face with now, if they desire independence, is whether 
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or not they can handle their own affairs, not as they were 
then, but as they are now. . 

Mr. :MAcLAFFERTY. Does the gentleman think they could 
maintain order to-day--

Mr. JONES. I most certainly think that the Philippines 
are in much better condition to handle their own affairs than 
a great many of these other little countries that we recognized 
at tbe conclusion of the great World War, and I belie~ that 
the experience under the Jones Act. under which for the last 
seven years they have practically handled their own affairs, 
until General Wood went over there, shows that they can 
handle them. We had no trouble until General Wood went over 
there. 

Mr. 1\1.AcLAFFERTY. That does not answer the question. 
l\Ir. JONES. I am sorry. I have ma.de it just as clear as 

language can make it. . 
Mr. l\fAcLAFFERTY. I asked the gentleman if he believed 

they could maintain order in the Philippines to-day were it not 
for the presence of the American autbs>rities. 

Mr. JONES. I most certainly do. That is purely an opinion, 
ruul I base it on their experiences for the seven years prior to 
the time we sent General Wood over there and upon the judg­
ment of men who are in a position to .know. I want to say in 
that connection that in the last 25 years there has not been an 
insurrection of any consequence nor a revolt against the United 
States Government. There has been as little of disorder as 
could have been expected by the most sanguine of the advocates 
of independenee. Since the enactment of the Jones law they 
have bad practical control of all of the affairs of their country 
until the sending to the islands of General Wood. 

l\lr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr . .JONES. Yes. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Has the gentleman's attention 

been called to a consideration of the conduct of Governor Gen­
ecnl Wood and a misunderstanding with the Philippine people 
and its bearing upon the general question of independence? 

l\lr .. JONES. Ye ; and I want to say--
Mr. l\fAcLAFFERTY. Is the gentleman's speech an attack on 

General Wood? 
Mr. JONES. Not at all I am answering the gentleman's 

question as to whether or not they are able to handle their own 
affairs. I say they did do it until we sent a military man there. 
I do not believe-and I am not saying this as an attack on Gen­
ernl Wood-that a military man ought to be at the head of the 
Philippines or any other civil government. [Applause.] That 
is exactly the way I feel about it. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield for one 
question? 

l\fr. JONES. I will. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Is the gentleman acquainted with Gen­

eral Wood's administration of civil affairs of Cuba? 
M:r. JONES. I understand there were a great many com­

plaints of his administration there. There have been several 
efforts made to get me away from the Philippines, but I want 
to speak to the Phil1ppines as far as I may. 

l\fr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\!r. JONES. I will. 
Mr. RANKIN. Defore the gentleman gets too far from 

the proposition of the Filipinos' fitness for self-government, 
I wonder if the gentleman is familiar with the statement 
Admiral Dewey made about 1898 or 1900, and subsequently 
before a committee of either the House or Senate, to the 
effect that in his opinion the Filipinos were more capable of 
self-government than the Cubans were. 

THJl WOOD RlOOIME .• 

Mr. JONES. I believe the sending of General Wood to the 
Philippines was a great mistake, not so much because it was 
General Wood but because he was a military man. The train­
ing of a military man in its very essence and nature renders 
him unfitted to head a civil government. It is just as unwise to 
select a man whose lifelong training has been in a military 
way to head a civil government as it would be to select a 
man who had all his life been in civilian employment and 
never had any military training to command an army on 
the field of battle. The very nature of the training, the very 
character of the work that a military man is called upon 
to do demands unlimited authority and unquestioning obedi­
ence. No man can escape the nature of his training. It 
was but natural, therefore., that General Wood should en­
deavor to institute a form of government that was altogether 
out of harmony with the spirit of autonomy, and that would 
tend to destroy rather than to develop the art of self-govern­
ment 1n tbe people of the Philippines. 

Not only was General Wood unfitted by virtue of his military,. 
training to be the head of a government in the Philippines or 
of any other civil government, but in addition thereto he seems 
to have had the wrong viewpoint generally, He seems to have 
had the -viewpoint of the big business interests who apparently 
want to exploit the islands instead of to see them remain the 
property of the people themselves. This has been the com­
plaint of the Filipinos practically ever since General Wood 
became Governor General of the islands, At the time com­
plaint was first made many thought it was due to an impul­
siveness or to a little irritation occasioned by the change of 
governors. However, the complaint was so persistent and addi­
tional ones were so numerous that it appeared there must be 
some gro1mds for such continued dissatisfaction. 

A number of things have occurred that seem to bear out 
these complaints. Only recently it has developed that the gov­
ernor's son, Lieut. Osborne Wood, had made an immense for­
tune in speculating on the exchanges in New York City. If 
this had been but a single speculative investment it could easily 
have been designated as a stroke of fortune, but it extended 
over a period of more than a year, involving a great many 
investmerits in numerous stoeks and other interests. When 
those who have spent their lifetime bending over and watching 
every pulse of th~ stock ticker find it difficult to beat the 
game in New York, it is very remarkable that a boy in his 
twenties should through a long course of speculation involving 
both sides of the game-short selling as well as purchasing­
be able to come out so handsomely and so consistently. Of 
course, General Wood denies any knowledge of these invest­
ments. We must take him at his word-at least, nntil proof 
is given to the contrary-but, at the same time, it requires 
some effort to give full credence to that position when it is 
remembered that Lieutenant Wood is the son of Governor 
Wood, was his first aid, and was with him during the whole 
period, especially in view of the rumors that have been go1ng 
around for months as to the good fortune of young Wood. 

oun HONOR AT IS'1'AKE, 

That, however, is merely an incident. The big question be­
fore the Congress and the American people is the plighted 
faith of the Government. America occupies a proud place in 
the world's affairs. From simple beginnings we have grnwn 
to a position of heritage and power. It is easy for a nation 
to forget its early struggles when hardships have been endured. 
After the lapse of a few years the hardships are forgotten and 
only heroic memories remain. People become absorbed in other 
things and are prone to forget what has gone on before. 

More than a quarter of a century has elapsed since Old 
Glory was first raised in the Philippines. For ooarly 150 
years that flag has been the symbol of liberty and not of c-on­
quest, an emblem of human rights, without a taint of selfh:h::Jess 
or exploitation. " Blazing all over its ampl~ folds" has been 
an unbroken record as stainless as the stars that sparkle in 
its field of blue. Shining through every thread of its wondl'OUS 
fabric has been the memory of the Revolutionary blood that 
was spilled to make it possible. In all the period of its glm·iou.~ 
history not one ignoble deed of national consequence has been 
done to dishonor it; not one cloud of suspicion has arisen to 
pollute it since the days of Betsy Ross, whose Qnaker hands 
first fashioned it into a robe of triumph. Can we, we with 
such a heritage, afford by any act, either of omission or com­
mission, to raise any question as to our utmost good faith ? 
Shall we forget the blood that was spilled in our defen~e. or 
the tears tha_t were shed for our glory? Not so long 11.B the 
fires burn upon the altar of freedom and we remain true to the 
traditions of the Republic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I will give the gentleman 
three minutes more. 

Mr. JONES. America's word has never been dishonored. 
Her honor has never been questioned. The world's faith 1n her 
has never been shaken. Shall we desert the principles buildea 
into our national structure at so terrific a cost? 

Perhaps the Filipinos would make some mistakes. Perhaps 
for a time their government would not be so good as the one 
we have given them. A child would never learn to walk alone 
if some grown person, who could walk better than it could, 
insisted always in rendering assistance. 

Mr. KENT. Is it not a fact that by reason of the experiences 
in the past year or so the failure on the part of the Filipinos to 
adapt themselves either to military or civil authority is one of 
the strongest grounds for doubting that they are able to gov­
ern themselves? 
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Mr. JOJ\'ES. I do not admit the gentleman's premises. Those 

who are in the best position to know think otherwise, and I 
prefer to accept their authority rather than that of others with 
reference to their ability to govern themselves. Years ago 
Governor General Taft said the Philippines would soon be ready 
for self-government. The great Roosevelt said substantially as 
much. Governor General Harrison said they were ready for the 
great adventure. President Wilson three years ago urged im­
mediate independence. The last seven years have fully demon­
strated their ability to govern themselrns. The parting of the 
ways has come. The hour for action has arrived. 

I do not know what the future may hold in store. I do not 
know what discoveries, what inventions, what wonderful things 
the genius of man may contrive. I .know not what labor-saving 
devices, what triumphs in the arts and sciences, what wonders 
in delving into the earth or in mastering the elements of the 
air may be the attainments of the peoples of the world in the 
years to come. Probably what has already been discovered 
what has already been invented, what has already been achieved 
is but faintly typical of the marvelous things in store for the 
future. But I do know that whatever may be discovered; 
whatever inventions, whatever triumphs, whatever glories await 
the peoples of the world, there can not come to any race of men, 
to any country, to any land 01· people anything to take the place 
of liberty. 

1\lr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle­
man from Kansas [Mr. LITTLE]. 

The CHA.IIll\IAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, in this morning's paper is a 
dispatch from Chicago evidently intended to influence the wheat 
market and legislation on wheat. It states that the President 
has increased the tariff on wheat 12 per cent and that that 
has resulted in a cut of 8 cents a bushel in the price of wheat 
on the Chicago Board of Trade. It also gives a distorted 
statement of the wheat on hand now. The Agricultural Depart­
ment has just informed us that the farmers have 22,000,000 
bushels less wheat on hand than they had a year ago; that the 
country mills and elevators have less wheat on hand than a 
year ago, but that the speculators have on hand 18,000,000 
bu hels more of wheat in what they call the " commercial visible 
supply." 

The dispatch says that the " largest house in the grain trade •• 
says, " Our visible supply is 10,000,000 bushels larger than last 
year." That one firm or outfit has on hand over half of the 
speculative wheat, and they are at the bottom of all this effort 
to break the value of the farmers' wheat and to bulldoze Con­
gress into buying the speculators' wheat at a fancy price 
through legislation now before Congress, and this dispatch was 
sent to further those interests. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. Is tpe gentleman referring to 

some bill that is now being considered? 
l\Ir. LITTLE. Well, I am going to leave that for the gentle­

man's very able and logical mind to decide for itself. [Laugh­
ter.] The gentleman probably knows more about it than I do. 

Gentlemen, an immense amount of the agitation for wheat 
legislation springs from the wheat speculators, who do not 
know just what to do with their wheat-18,000,000 bushels more 
than last year. Their market price is cut down, the fa1·mers 
suffer, and then they call attention to a misfortune in Europe­
the alleged terrible shortage of food there-and that the Gov­
ernment must buy their wheat. Well, we put a stop .to that last 
summer when they threatened to again force down the value ot 
wheat if the Government did not buy their accumulations and 
ship them to Bur ope. 

Ilere is one firm that has 10,000,000 bushels of wheat more 
than a year ago. If they get 50 cents mo.re a bushel on that and 
sell it to the Government, they will make $5,000,000 on it. 

I want to put these facts before the House while the morning 
dispatch is fresh in the minds of the l\Iembers, and to show the 
Members that there is a mysterious influence which is continu­
ally keeping such stuff in the papers. You wait another week, 
and you will see another dispatch. 

If this Chicago Board. of Trade can cut the price of wheat 
8 cents a bushel in a day, as it claims in this dispatch, simply 
because the President raised the tariff on wheat, it is a ven­
omous incendiary and should be suppressed by criminal penal­
ties ; but it boasts in this wire that it did that. 

l\Ir. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\1r. LITTLE. Yes. 
l\fr. LAZAilO. I want to get the gentleman's judgment on 

this: Is it the gentleman's judgment that the bills which are 

now being considered to relieve the wheat fa rmers will relieve 
not the wheat farmers but the wheat speculators? 

Mr. LITTLE. My judgment is that the wheat speculators 
are very earnestly agitating some such legislation because they 
expect to make money out of it, but in addition to that I think 
the farmers very much need some legislation of this sort. 
Without any doubt whatever there are men who agitate for 
legislation that will force the Government to buy their specula­
tive wheat, taking advantage of the dire necessities of the 
farmer who e wheat they bought for almost nothing. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\!r. LITTLE. Yes. 
1\Ir. KETCHAM. Is it not a fact that every one of the 

speculators who has appeared with reference to this bill is 
very violently opposed to it for the simple reason that it takes 
away from him the future market which has been the source 
of hls speculation? 

Mr. LITTLE. No; if the gentleman is asking me. 
Mr. KETCHAM. I have attended the hearings and I find 

that is the evidence. 
1\Ir. LITTLE. So have I, and I have heard them speak. 

There is one great buyer that ls said to have on hand 15,-
000,000 bushels of wheat. If they could get $1.50 for this 
wheat, which cost them 90 cents or less, they would profit by 
several millions of dollars. I must not yield too much. Who 
is the speculator referred to by the gentleman? 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am speaking of the president of the 
board of trade, if the gentleman please. 

Mr. LITTLE. All speculators are opposed to any law except 
those just now stuck with too much wheat. 

Mr. LAZARO. How much of the wheat of the last crop is 
now held by the farmers and how much by the speculators? 

1\fr. LITTLE. One hundred and thirty-three million bushels 
are held by the farmers, 22,000,000 less than a year ago, 90,-
000,000 bushels are held in farmers' elevators, which is less 
than one year ago, and the wheat speculators hold 72,000,000 
bushels, 18,000,000 bushels more than they had a year ago. 
They are making much agitation, in my judgment. They buy, 
the farmer's wheat for 80 cents a bushel, and under the pre­
tense of getting better prices for the farmers advocate some 
plan that will give them 50 or 60 cents a bushel profit on the 
wheat they accumulate. Nevertheless, gentlemen, it is your 
duty to provide sufficient legislation to enable the wheat farmer 
to continue in hls business without losing money. Your mani­
fest duty is to accord him the po&.--fbillty of such a successful 
business. He simply must have more money for his wheat or 
quit raising any wheat for export, and since the war he has 
exported wheat that brought him approximately $1,500,000,000. 
Is that worth preserving? 

Now, the gentleman has touched a point right there which I 
have discussed before. He asked me how much was held. I 
am right here going to tell you what the experience of the 
year before this was, and you will have the figures before you. 
They are constantly misrepre. .. <:ented; I will just say, plainly 
lied about all the time by the bunco steerers of the boards of 
trade in London, Liverpool, Chicago, and elsewhere. They 
constantly assert we have grown too much wheat, but there 
neYer was a year when we had a surplus of wheat, and there 
never will be. 

The gentlemen fail to differentiate between an alleged sur­
plus and our exportable wheat. We produce about 800,000,000 
bushels per annum. We utilize about three-fourths of that 
or more at home. The rest we must sell in the world's mar­
ket, and the wheat speculators and the boards of trade scare 
the farmer to death by telling him that is a surplus. There is 
never any surplus. Our foreign market is just as certain as 
any other market, and the wheat we sell abroad is sold just 
as much as any other wheat the farmer raises. It become.s our 
duty, gentlemen, to dense a means by which the American 
producer can dispose of his goods in the foreign market at a 
reasonable price, but first you must get it clear in your minds 
and in the minds of the farmers that we have no surplus. 

And I shall now present to you the figure.s for a whole year 
to demonstrate that when the year is done we have no wheat 
remaining except the ordinary carry over, which we must 
maintain e~y year because the millers must necessarily have 
it to produce good flour when the soft crop first comes in and 
to meet the home consumption from month to month. 

I have consulted the Wall Street Journal. the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDER­

SON], chairman of the Joint Commission of Agricultural In­
quiry, who bas given more attention to this particular featur& 
of it than perhaps any of us. For example, take the year be­
ginning July 1, 1922 ; that year we grew a crop of 856,000,000 
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bushels. We had a carry over from the year before of 78,· 
000,000 bushels. We imported that year 20,000,000 bushels, 
or a total of 954,000,000 bushels. We could eat it or sell it, 
as we pleased. We carried over into the next year 101,000,000 
bushels. We exported 222,000,000 bushels, and we ate, fed to 
stock, or used for seed all the rest, 631,000,000 bushels. When 
the year ended we did not have a bushel of surplus wheat. 
The carry over of 100,000,000 bushels was quite ordinary. Of 
that amount the farmers only held 35,000,000 bushels in their 
bins. There was no surplus except what the farmer had in his 
bin, because the farmer is the only man who can have a sur­
plus. If he sells all his wheat, there is no surplus; it does not 
make any difference who buys it, or whether it is bought in 
London or Cleveland or Liverpool. 

lVIr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. CI,ARKE.i of New York'. The gentleman's distinction is 

this, as I understand it : The bill he has particularly in miml 
puts in the term that there is an exportable surplus, while the 
history of the growth of wheat the world over, year after year, 
demonsh·ates clearly that there never is any such thing, viewed 
by and large in the world, as a world surplus. 

1\Ir. LITTLE. I am glad the gentleman mentioned that. If 
the gentleman will permit me, I will go into that in detail a 
Jittle, because I think I can make it clear. There is in the world 
this year-the Wall Street Journal claims, and it is the limit, I 
think, but the Secretary says, in effect, the same thing-there 
is a total crop of 3,400,000,000 bushels of wheat. For the six 
years before we went into the war the annual a"Verage crop was 
500,000,000 bushels of wheat a year more than this year. You 
will see, gentlemen, that it is pure nonsense to talk about any 
world surplus at all. 

Before the war and up to 1915 the world produced 500,000,000 
more bushels of wheat a year than we have got this year. There 
is no urplus. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
JUr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I understood the gentleman to say in bis 

opening remarks that the speculators state that there are 
18,000,000 bushels more of wheat than really exist. 

Mr. LITTLE. This house says they have 10,000,000 bush-
els--

Mr. RANKIN. More than really exists? 
l\Ir. LITTLE. No; not more than exists. 
Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman confesses then that all the 

wheat they claim is in existence is really in existence? 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes; sure. Perhaps the gamblers exaggerate 

in claiming 72,000,000. The department should make those 
figures itself. 

Mr. RANKIN. The reason I ask that question is the De­
partment .of Commerce bas recently given out a stat.<·ment 
accounting for 600,000 bales of cotton that does not exist at 
all, and I just wanted to know if they had imposed on the 
wheat farmer the same as on the cotton farmer. 

Mr. LITTLE. They are better sharks than the wheat men, 
I guess, and that is going pretty strong. No; there is some 
wheat jn the country, but that is nothing to be scared a!Jout. 
They have that every year and get rid of it every year. There 
is no world surplus of wheat and there never is. Now, let us 
go further. These speculators at Chicago say they have no 
market. They were weeping around here last summer begging 
the Government to buy wheat and ship it to "starving people 
in Europe." I found out that the scoundrels had a lot of 
wheat that they could not get as high a price for as they wanted 
and they wanted to pass it on to the Government, and I tele­
graphed to the department and sent them, I am afraid, a rather 
impertinent telegram; but anyway we stopped it. 

Now, in reference to this wheat market: In the yea.rs since 
the war we have shipped to Europe and exported, all told, 
1,500,000,000 bushels of wheat. They talk about no ma1ket. 
There never was in all time any market that compared with the 
foreign market this country has enjoyed. I do not want you 
to think there is a surplus of wheat. There is nothing here 
but less than the usual exportable wheat which we have every 
year, and we sell it every year. It is not a surplus at all. 
If we sold every bushel we raised in London it wtmld not be 
surplus, it would be export wheat. What we have got to deal 
with is the exportable wheat. That is our menace, and I will 
speak to you about that in a moment, if you will permit me. 

We have plenty of markets and we have no surplus. We 
have to contend with the exportable wheat. The board of 
trade at Chicago and the one at Liverpool and Broomhall in 
London begin each season by scaring the farmers to death by 
telling them there is too much wheat all over the world and 
various other tales. 

MEET FARMER AT HARVEST. 

I find that if we can meet the farmer coming in from the 
wheat field with his crop before these sharks get to him and 
give him a decent price for his wheat, he will IJe in the clear. 
[Applause.] This is tbe first thing we have to <lo. · 

I a:°1 now going to speak to this side of the House for a moment. 
!n this country for 100 years we have been paying a tariff tax 
m or<ler to keep you folks in New York and New England busy, 
You could not compete with the shoe manufacturers in Englancl, 
and we gave you a tariff and we buiU up the greatest manufac­
turing inclustries in the world ; and I am a Uepublican and 
proud of it. But now you must reciprocate. 'l'imes have now 
changed. It was a very simple thing then. We could not make 
a pair of shoes that could compete with a European pair of 
shoes and so you stuck a tariff on the shoes aml we had to pay 
a little more for them, an<l as a result we make our own shoes 
and have cheap shoes at home and sell shoes in our borne 
market. Now, this world market confronts the farmer when 
he sells wheat, as it did the shoemaker. They have become so 
prosperous they are growing more wheat than we can eat, and 
they have to ship it to Liverpool. The conflict gives them a 
lower price than they ought to have at home. Are you now 
going to put wheat on a par with shoes and steel? We have 
made you rich. 

l\fr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman knows that there is no duty 

on shoes or leather now. 
Mr. LITTLE. Oh, I am not speaking of the moment; I 

began a hundred years ago. The principle, of course, is what is 
involved. ·Now, these farmers are stuck. There is just one 
thing for you to do and you might as well quit fooling with it. 
You either · have to enable them to meet the market in Liver­
pool or they have got to quit raising so much wheat. The shoe­
maker dicl not quit making shoes. When you put a tariff on, 
somebody has got to pay it. 

Mr. SNYDER. I am not a shoemaker, but the gentleman 
knows what the tariff clid. It made us make so many shoes 
that we now supply not only this country but other countries, 
and we hope to do the same thing with wheat. We have put 
45 cents a hushel on wheat and hope that that will enable 
us to supply ourselves and other countries. 

Mr. LITTLE. When the shoe trade could not compete with 
the European shoemakers 100 years ago, we put a tariff on 
shoes an<l all these other foreign competitive goods. The rest 
of us paid a better price and made the shoemakers and other 
_eastern factories well to do. The tariff is useful to the farmer, 
but it could not be such a bulwark to him as it was to the 
factories and laboring man. We can use it here, because it 
protected our shoemaker in our home market. We can not 
so ---much benefit the farmer thereby, but what be wants is 
protection in the foreign market, in Liverpool, for instance. 
We can not by any tariff.give the farmer protection in Liver­
pool, but we must give him something just as useful and we can 
do it under H. R. 8330, my export bill. The predecessor of it 
was reported favorably by the committee last year. 

The first difficulty the farmer meets is that when he comes 
in from his harvest field with his first wheat be finds him­
self confronted by threats of a surplus crop and insistence 
that his wheat has no value. The first thing you have got 
to do for him is to fix it so that he will get a fair, reasonable 
price when he harvests, and nobody will do that but you gentle­
men, you of this House, if anybody ever does. It is useless 
and idle to pretend any longer. The bill H. r... 8330 provides 
that when the farmer brings his wheat in the Government 
shall stand ready to pay him $1.10 a bushel at once for his 
wheat at his home town, not in Chicago or M,'nneapolis. It 
provides that he shall get $1.10 at home for bis crop, which we 
hope will be enough to prevent him from a loss. If you are 
going to maintain a tariff you will simply be compelled to 
make provision for the farmer and his protection in the Liver­
pool market. 

When he knows that the Government is prepared to pay him 
$1.10 at his home market, the wheat buyers of this country 
will necessarily be compelled to meet the Government compe­
tition and pay $1.10, too. When that happens it will not be 
necessary for the Government to buy any wheat at all. The 
bill, if administered intelligently, will simply make it clear 
that the Government will pay $1.10, if nobody else does, and 
then the wheat buyers will pay $1.10 for all the wheat we need 
for home consumption. We produce about 800,000,000 bushels 
a year, and we consume and utilize about 650,000,000 bushels 
of it at home, and the home market of the United States would 
be $1.10 a bushel, and the farmer would be sure of that 
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amount for his wheat until the home consumption was amply 
supplied. That disposes of three-fourths of our crop. 

Let us suppose the wheat buyer, the faTmer, and the -Gov­
ernment agent meet at a town in the morning. The wheat 
buyers will -purchase through the -day until they have bought 
as much as their market demands. Possibly at 4 in the after· 
noon, or on Saturday morning of the week, they may say, 
"We have all the wheat for which there is now any demand 
for home consumption." The Government will then step in 
and purchase the surplus of wheat on hand at that town that 
day or that week or that month, and eventually that year, and 
pay $1.10 for it. Thus at the end of the ,year the Department 
of Agriculture will have purchased all the wheat we raised 
thai must be exported. 

The conditions will necessarily adjust automatically to meet 
that plan. Thus when · the Secretary of Agriculture gets our 
150,000,000 or 200,000,000 bushels of wheat each year to Liver­
pool he will have no American competitors t-0 prevent him from 
controlling the Liverpool market. 

Last year my bill simply provided that we pay $1 a busheL 
They laughed at me and said the farmers would insist on at 
least $1.50. Wheat sold for 7-0 cents, 80 cents, 90 cents, and 95 
cents. Nobody out West got $1 a bushel until very Pecently, 
when they have gotten $1.02 in some places. This country 
raised 780,000,000 bushels last year. If my bill had gone into 
effect just as ·it was w.ritten lust year, they would have averaged 
20 cents a bushel on wheat more than the farmers have re­
ceived, and the wheat farmers of this country would have been 
worth $150,DOO,OOO more than they are now or will be by the 
end of this o:op year. I think those who have kept track of this 
proposition will ~oncede that, and the Government would not 
have beencompelled to buy more than about 100,000,000 bushels 
of wheat fill told, because that is nearly all we have actually 
exported by this time. Now, again they tell me th~ wheat 
farmers insist on $1.50 a bushel. Why, does anybody seriously 
think that they are going to get it? No ; nobody does. Why 
not be reasonable, gentlemen, and .sane and sensible and try to 
actually accomplish something? Last year I would have made 
you $150,000,000 if you had let my bill alone and made it a law. 

This year H. R. 8330 provides that the Government shall be 
authorized to pay $1.10 instead of $1. I think the ea.stern 
people are opening up n little. They begin to understand that 
if they do not pay the farmer-s at least a cost price for their 
wueat the farmers will discontinue sowing wheat and it will 
soon soar out of sight and the American people will quit eating 
wheat bread. This bill also provides that when the price goes 
above $1.10 the Department of Agriculture can stay with the 
rising price until they pay $1.25 to encourage its rise and to 
make a supply in the Guvernment vaults for any unexpected 
emergencies a.nd foreign trade. If my bill had become a law 
last year, I think a good share of the wheat would have sold at 
$1.10 without any further encouragement. 

We now, if this bill becomes a law, .appr-oach what will hap­
pen in Liverpool when America appears in the foreign markets 
with one-fourth, one-third, or perhaps one-half of the exported 
wheat. In the last six years since the war we shipped abroad 
1,500,000,000 bushels of wheat. The European world would 
have starved to death, gentlemen, lf they bad not received our 
wheat. If tbe Department of Agriculture should say to Liver­
pool, "We have determined to ship you no wheat for three 
months," wheat would go up 50 cents a bushel in Liverpool 
before the 90 days elapsed, and the G<>veTnment could sell its 
wheat at its own price. Joe Leiter was the only benefactor 
the farmers have ever ren.11.y had. He actually got them more 
money for their wheat, and there is not a thing in the world 
that will do them any good except to get them more money 
for their wheat at their home town. The Secretary of Agri­
culture, with that enormous crop in his hands, could go to 
Liverpool and do far more than Joe Leiter did when he con­
trolled the markets at Dhkago and raised wheat so high in 
price. They ten us that the farmers are losing m-0ney on the 
exported wheat. Let us suppose that the Secretary of Agricul­
ture should su~-denly conclude to lose money -0n .2-0,000,000 
bushels of wheat. W1by, ihe could unders~Il Canada or Argen­
tina in two weeks and drive them out of the European market, 
and then fix his own prk-e. He eould say to the great Canadian 
exporters, "' Unite with me and we will raise the price of 
wl1eat t>y our little pool 20 cents a bushel in Liverpool," and 
that could be done any time by the Secretary, wh-0 would be­
eome the potentate -0f the export trade. You take nny shrewd 
wheat man like my colleague, Mr. HAUGEN, chairman -of the 
.Agdcultm:e Comm-Utee, and make him Secretary in fuU -con­
trol of our wheat crop abroad. He could bring home fur th<e 
American farmer a. pr-0fit <0Ii e\l'ery bushel -0f wheat tbey 'Sent 
e.broad, Thoce -are se~1·a1 ~ther bills, but ~very ·on-e ol t 'bem 

admits '.from the start that we must necessarily lose money 
under their plans on every shipment we make. Why, then, 
make a.ny such a law'1 Why undertake any such commerce"? 
We ean do as well as that right now. Let us take a gambler's 
chance anyway and fight 'for the markets of the world. 

House bill 8330 takes care of all of our home consum11tion 
and means that the pl'iee of wheat would be $1.10. That dis­
poses of the local situation as long as the home market holds 
out. You are a wheat buyer, we will say; yon will stick to it 
until pretty soon you will find that the home consumption is 
supplied. It might happen the first day at 4 o'clock, and you 
may begin buying for home consumption right away. The 
wheat buyer says that he is not going to pay $1.10 and expo1·t 
to Europe a.nd sell for 99 cents. Then the Government has got 
to come in, and you may as well face it now. You can tell the 
farmer to quit raising wheat or do what I am suggesting. 
They tried it on coffee in Brazil and all of them got rich. 

Mr. KV ALE. How is the gentleman going to get that bill 
through this House "W'hen the boards of trade and chambers 
of commerce do not want it? 

Mr. LITTLE. I am after them right now. Are you with 
me? 

l\fr. KVALE. I am. 
1\fr. LITTLE. You stay with me and I will lick them. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Dhalrman, will the gentleman yield '1 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman in favor of a policy of 

price fixing on any commodities raised by the farmers '1 
Mr. LITTLE. I am not f1xing any prices. I am not in favor 

of fixing the price on anything. l wish to make the Depart­
ment of Agriculture a competitor in the wheat market that the 
wheat gamblers will· respect, so that the farmer may get cost 
price at least for his -wheat. 

Mr. BLANTON. I just want to remind him that during the 
war, when our cotton was selling for 40 cents-

Ur. LITTLE. Oh, why do you remind me of thaU Do you 
think that I can not remember back that far? 

J\lr. BLANTON. That is what the gentleman's proposition 
would lead to. 

:Mr. LITTLE. Excuse me. I can not yield any further. 
The gentleman is a good lawyer and will see that this is not a 
price-fixing bill as soon as he reads it. The Government would 
not have to buy any wheat to maintain home consumption 
wheat at $1.10. I explained to you that the price would fix 
itself. The Guvernment acts as a competitor. We do not fix 
the price any more than you would if you went into the market. 

I carefully avoided price fixing. The Government is not 
going to buy any wheat on this proposition as long as the home 
markets hold out. I am not in favor of price fixing; I am not 
in favor of trying anything but wheat on this. I tried that 
because we can go and stick it in the elevators and keep itl 
there for a cent a bushel. We would build no storehouses. 
Because of the many elevators, the Government need never 
build any storehouses. Cotton could be handled in exactly the 
same way, and the two major farm products made s:tfe crops 
by the same plan, and with no investment except for the pur­
chase of the wheat and the cotton themselves. 

I did not suggest hogs, because it would be, in my judgment., 
absolutely impossible to buy and feed and keep and slaughter 
bogs without involving the Go'Vernment in tremendous ex­
penses and complications. The same is true of handling cattle 
and many products of the farm. If we can not enact a law that 
will put wheat farmers in the clear, we certainly can not make 
a law that will help any other crop or product. I! we can 
manage to make a good law out of this, we can gradually de­
velop possibly other crops and other products as the Government 
learned its business; but if we undertake to take care of many 
of them at once, the Government would be swamped.. If the 
Government has a few millfons on hand the wheat buyer will 
respect its promise to buy and stand dear and meet it. To 
buy the tota.1 export of 200,000,000 bushels in a year would be 
entirely within the range of the Go\ernment, but if this Gov­
ernment undertakes at the same time to purchase corn, cotton., 
wool, hogs, sheep, cattle, flour, and other farm products, no bluff 
would work. The buyers would absolutely decline to respect 
any such talk of possible funds. Billions of dollars are needed 
.ev-ery year to buy and sen the stock and stock products alone. 
If this Government would undertake to establish :a unhtlrsal 
market for all these things, they would require a cash capital 
of :at least $20;000,000,000 in order to :make themselves respected 
in the competing local markets. ·one of the reasons this wheat 
proposition might succeed is the Government could afford to 
buy and hold wheat and sell the wheat when it got ready and 
th~reby dominat~ the market, but if .thls wheat and these hogs, 
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and so on, must be turned as rapidly as trade turns them now, 
immediate cash by billions would necessarily have to be kept 
on hand all the time. 

As I said before, home consumption will buy wheat at, at 
least, $1.10. It will then become the duty of the Government 
to pay $1.10 to the farmer for the export wheat and to take care 
of it abroad. For nearly 20 years the Government of Brazil 
has been buying and storing inland its coffee product, shipping it 
to Santos and Rio, the seaports, and selling it abroad and domi­
nating the market price of coffee in the world. That is the job 
I suggest for the Secretary of Agriculture with regard to 
wheat, and if he accomplishes that he certainly will have his 
hands full without talking about hogs and corn and sheep 
and cattle. It will be up to him to get us a good price in 
Liverpool. 

This export bill takes care of that. There is not any sur­
plus; that is simply to scare children and deceive farmers in 
June-the Government will have to buy and carry abroad the 
exportable wheat. We will do like they do with coffee in Brazil, 
where they made money for 20 years. When that time comes 
the Government has got to buy the exportable wheat and none 
of it allowed to come on the market till the sign is right, 
and then the Government goes to Europe with a third to one­
half of all the exportable wheat. Suppose the Secretary of 
Agriculture is a shrewd, good business man and finds himself 
in Liverpool with one-third or one-half, perhaps, of the wheat 
of the world. Who will fix the price at Liverpool? Why, the 
Secretary will if he has good common sense. Suppose he says 
to Europe he will not let anybody buy wheat if it does not 
bring enough ; that he will not export any in three months. 
Suppose you keep off the market a third to a half of the wheat 
for a period of three months. Why, everybody here who thinks 
a minute would know that wheat would shoot up like an arrow. 
Two hundred million bushels would be about the limit and cost 
about $1.10. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\.fr. LITTLE. Who would fix the price in Liverpool? I ask 

for two additional minutes. 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 
Mr. LITTLE. The Secretary. He fixes the price in Liver­

pool, and says what is a reasonable price. It seems to me it is 
common sense--

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
one question? 

Mr. LITTLE. I will. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. The gentleman called attention 

to Brazil and the great success it has had in its valorization 
scheme with reference to coffee. Is it not true that at three 
different times Brazil has been in great distress through that 
process? Is not the process to which the gentleman refers 
exactly the same---

Mr. LITTLE. It is not exactly the same. 
l\1r. CLARKE of New York. In principle the same? 
Mr. LITTLEJ. No; it is not. From 1907 until now Brazil 

has been trying the valorization of coffee, with some difficulties 
and with wonderful success all told. In 1901 and 1902 the 
price of coffee in Brazil fell from 75 to 50 francs per bag. In 
1906 the world had on band 11,000,000 sacks of coffee, nearly a 
year's product, and in 1906 and 1907 big crops added 20,000,000 
bags. The coffee industry was thus confronted with absolute 
ruin. In 1907 they actually began the valorization plan. They 
sailed the ship with difficulty over the rocks until in 1910 they 
reached victory and big prices and control of the world market. 

J\lr. KINDRED. Was not the Brazilian law unwholesome in 
respect to its restriction of the production of coffee? 

Mr. LITTLE. The Government maintains eight great ware­
houses in the interior, in which it stores 4,500,000 bags of coffee. 
They allow each day only, Sundays excepted, the shipment of 
35,000 bags to Santos and 12,000 bags to Rio Janeiro, the ~a­
ports, and this is all the coffee exported, and thus they restrict 
the trade and secure good prices. The crop of 1923 was nearly 
ruined by tofl'ential rains and the conditions have been very 
unfortunate for that crop. They have had ample market for 
all the real good coffee they could export, but great difficulty 
in handling the rain-soaked coffee. Commencing in three 
States, they now have the Government with a department for 
coffee behind the valorization plan with the announcement that 
it shall continue. For 17 years they have weathered it through, 
generally with great success, assisted by the export taxes, by· 
Government loans sometimes, and sometimes by issues of bank 
notes, but with the result that Brazil leads the world's markets. 
They have tried many experiments and had many new ideas 
which failed to materialize. 

Gentlemen, there are many theories they talk to you about 
they never put into force. [Applause.] 

ARGUMENT BEJrOllll AGRICUIJTURAL COMMITTEE. 
In accord with leave given me to revlse and extend my re­

marks and insert my argument to the Committee on Agriculture 
March 5, I present following this the argument made then to 
that committee in favor of H. R. 8330, formerly 78, by its 
author, including the bill: 

LITTLE EXPORT BILL. 

The CHAIIU.IAN. Mr. Little, we will be glad to bear you now on 
H. R. 78. 

The bill is as follows : 

'' [H. R. 8330, S'lxty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
"A bill (H. R. 8330) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 

purchase, store, and sell wheat, and to secure and maintain to 
the producer a reasonable price for wheat and to the consumer 
a reasonable price for bread, and to stabilize wheat values. 
"Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 

authorized to buy wheat of such grades and quality as be desig­
nates, at such times and places as he directs. at not to exceed 
$1.25 a bushel and at not to exceed the mat'li:et price at said 
times and places, except when wheat is being sold there, and then 
at less than $1.10 a bushel, when he may pay $1.10 a bushel for 
said wheat if be deems best; and an appropriation of $60,000,000 
is hereby authorized for the purchase, transportation, storage, 
and insurance of said wheat. 

"Whenever the Secretary of Agriculture bas accumulated in 
elevator storage 1,000,000 bushels of wheat or more, Treasury 
certificates shall be issued to the Secretary of Agriculture at such 
interest and for such times as the Secretary of the Treasury 
!!hall name, but ·with authority to the Secretary of Agriculture 
to pay them prior to their expiration if be shall see fit. They 
shall be issued in such amount as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall bold to be properly secured by the wheat then in s torage. 
But whenever the wheat on which these certificates are issued is 
sold, that money shall be applied to the discharge of that par­
ticular indebtedness and to pay off those certain certificates, and 
this process may continue whenever the Secretary of Agriculture 
has a million or more bushels of wheat in storage on which no 
certificates have issued. 

" The wheat be buys shall be stored in elevators under ware­
house receipts. When any 2,000 bushels or more ot. wheat shall 
have been held by the Secretary for more than 30 days, there­
after it shall be stored in bonded elevators. 

"Tbe Secretary of Agriculture may from time to time sell 
wheat at not less than the market price in Minneapolis; Buffalo; 
Kansas City, Kans.; Chicago; and New York City, as be shall 
deem to best interests of the Nation. 

"Whenever wheat of the aforesaid grades and quality can not 
be bought in Chicago and New York City for less than $1.85 per 
bushel, the Secretary of Agriculture shall proceed to sell as mu ch 
of the wheat he holds in storage as he deems wise, at such prices 
as shall be considered proper by him, and so continue as in his 
judgmeBt such sales shall be to the best interests of the Nation. 

"The $60,000,000 first appropriated, the money derived from 
the sale of the certificates authorized, and the money derived from 
the sale of wheat by the Secretary alf bereinbefore authorized, or 
for this fund from any other source, shall constitute a revolving 
fund for carrying out the provisions of this act. It. the sale of. 
any wheat made security for any given certificates shall not be 
sufficient to take up those certificates, the balance may be dis­
charged from the said revolving fund. 

" The President of the United States shall appoint, for a term 
of four years and subject to removal by him, an officer in the De­
partment of Agriculture, to be known as the superintendent of 
grain and bread, at a salary of $10,000 a year, who shall maintain 
in Washington an office as his headquarters, employing, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, such assistants in 
said headquarters and such agents for the purchase and sale of 
wheat as shall be appropriated for. The bonds ot. all bonded 
elevators in which wheat shall be stored shall be subject to ap­
proval by the superintendent of grain and bread. 

" Subject to the provisions hereof, the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall make, subject to the approval of the President of the United 
States, and shall enforce suitable regulations for the exercise of 
the powers and the performance of the duties hereby authorized." 

Mr. LITTLE. Apropos of Mr. TINCHER'S instructions, Ilon. SYDNEY 
ANDERSON, who was president of the National Wheat Conference and 
has given a great deal of study to the matter, has instructed me to 
say to this committee that if any one of these bills is to be reported 
he prefers the Little bill. He was chairman of the Joint Agricultural 
Commission and has given as much attention to the subject as any­
body, and I guess represents as many people. 

Mr. ·CLARKl!I. We deny that he has given any more attention to it 
than hns this committee. 

Mr. LITTLli>. I did not say be had. I said as much. 
Mr. CLAGUE. He does not represent the wheat farmers. 
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Mr. LITTLE. I don't know the details of all national organizations. 
They ban a meeting up here and Mr. Jewett, president of the American 
Wheat Growers' Association, spoke the other night, and at the Na­
tional Conference, over which Congressman ANDERSON presided, at 
Chicago last June; so they have been active. I just speak of that 
incidentally. 

As f:-11· as I can learn, this bill of mine was the first bill ever reported 
favornbly from a committee to this Congress, authorizing the Govern­
ment to boy wheat and pay certain amounts for it. As far as I know, 
this bill is the first in. tance in which a blll has been introduced to 
enable the Federal Government to conduct the exports beneficially fo1· 
the farmers. There ts, in this connection, another thing that I want to 
call your attention to. The only instance in the world where a govern­
ment has been sucressful in handling crops that I know of is that of 
Brazil. I have given considerable study to that. It Is very difficult to 
secm·e from the Department of Agriculture or any source aoy definite 
information about It. What I learned I got from the Department of 
Commerce. 

Gentlemen, I think that Brazil's method should have been the first 
thing that we should have studied. There should have been a com­
mittee sent there to get the facts. As near as I can figure it, the gist of 
it is this : The Government of Brazil puts an export tax on cot'l'ee. In 
that way nobody else can at'ford to export col!ee. The Government 
can then buy all the col!ee." That gives them control of the export of 
cofl'ee from Brazil, and eventually of the world market. It has been 
very successful. 

The Assistant Secretary of Commerce told me that it was a total 
failure. Ile bad no information. It has been a great success, as his 
depa1·tment's figures show, and I want to say to you gentlemen that I 
am not familiar with the facts for a year or two, but in 1921 they made 
a great deal of money out of coffee, more than they ever did in Brazil, 
and I can assure you that that is the be t possible basis to work from. 

Mr. CLAnKE. Let me ask a question there. You are familiar with 
the fact that they came very near going broke in 1920, and bad to be 
refinanced through a loan of millions of dollars? 

Mr. LITTLE. No; not in 1920, but some 10 years before that they did. 
'l.'bey accumulated so much coffee that they did not know what to do 
with it, but things broke right for them and went over, and they have 
been making money ever since. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. Ilow long bas this coffee l_:'mbargo been in existence? 
Mr. LIT'.rLE. 'rhe Government l:las been at this since about 1905. 
want to call nttention to that for the simple reason that my bill is, 

I think, the first bill that undertakes to follow that proposition. If 
my bill prevailed, the ·Government would buy 200.000,000 bushels of 
wheat. That would mean that the Government would control the ship­
ment of wheat to Liverpool, and in my judgment it would then control 
the world market. That is really the principal thing in m.v bill, 
except one more, wHh which · the older Members are familiar. If 
my bill had become a law in the Sixty-seventh Congress, the Govern­
ment would have been authorized to pay a dollar a bushel at the 
man's home town for his wh€at. They would have been able to go 
right there and give that to him. My theory was, and · JOHN TILSON 
and MARTIN MADDE~ both joined me in it, among others; TILSO:'.ll 
spoke to the committee and MADDE:'.ll authorized me to say that last 
year. I haven't talked with him lately; but my theory is that if you 
are a farmer at .Abilene, Kans., and the Government informs you 
that it is going to buy your wheat at a dollar, you won't sell it for 
any less, and that is all there is to it. Then a buyer comes there 
buying wheat for a big mill, and be finds the Government and the 
farmer standing there, and he will pay a dollar, because the miller 
must have the wheat. That is all there ls to that. My theory is, 
agreed to by Colonel TILSO:'.ll and other men, that it would not be 
necessary for the Government to buy any wheat at all, that the re. 
suit would be that the farmer would not sell for le s than a dollar 
because he knew be could get a dollar, and the wheat buyers would 
have to meet the Government competition and pay a dollar. 

If that had happened last year, if my bill had pas ed, or the bill 
which the committee reported out had passed, you would have gotten 
n clollar and a ·half, and that would have made 50 cents a bushel on 
700,000,000 bushels of wheat and the farmers would have made 
$350,000,000 above what they did. 

The trouble was that when you got it up to $1.50 Mr. Tilson and 
these other men wouldn't stny by me and I did not have a chance to 
pass it. I do not believe anybody else will ever pass any bill ta make 
it $1.50 in the Honse. You can't get by long with a pretext of $1.50 
and drawbacks and rebates. If they had taken my bill and made it 
a dollar, I could have put it through, and the farmers would have 
made at least 20 cents more a bushel on the average last year. I bad 
considerable conservative support, and if the farmers had stayed with 
me they would have gotten 20 cents a bushel more on tbe wheat; 
and 1.10 to $1.25 in cash is better than $1.50 in soap bubbles in the I 
sun. The lawyers who make fortunes collecting overpayments of taxes 
will soon have a lifetime job here collecting the claims wheat pro­
ducers will have against a corporation for the farmers' . share of the 
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wheat sold in Europe if you are not careful in your legislation. 
Come, gentlemen, be sensible, and pay the farmer for his wheat at 
•his home town. 

There wa1 not any wheat west of the Mississippi that sold for a 
dollar. Some of you people said that that wasn't enough to encour­
age the farmer. It would have gone up to $1.10, too. If that bill 
had gone through they would have gotten 20 cents a bushel mo.re and 
they would have made $150,000,000. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. You speak of the Goverlllilent paying the farmer $1.25 
or. whatever it is. 

Mr. LIT'l'LE. Ye . 
Mr. SINCLAIR. At Abilene, I.tans., you use that point as a citation. 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. S1xCLAJU. Would you pay that at Fargo, N . Dak.? 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes; anywhere. 
Mr. SrxCLAIR. And He!ena, Mont.? 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes; anJWhere. 
Mr. SrxcLA.IR. That is the reverse of the usual order. 
Mr. LITTLE. Yes; I know lt. 
Mr. SINCLAIR. You don't take into consideration the freight? 
Mr. LITTL:i:. You are making a market for the farmer in Chicago. 

That is one of the things that is breaking him up. The market, under 
my plan, would be at the home of the farmer, at the farmer's town, 
nnd one farmer would get as much as another. There are some argu­
ments against that, of course. I see your point. 

Mr. SIKCL.un. You are not taking into consideration the cost of 
freight? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; I have. 
Mr. SrxcLAIR. The cost of shipping to the consuming centers? 
Mr. LITTLE. If n man wants to buy a bushel of wheat, he will have to 

pay at least $1.10 under this bill, no matter where he gets it. He can 
look after the freight himself. Now, we make a market in Chicago or 
Minneapolis, but the farmer has got to have a market at home, be­
cause that is where be sells his wheat. When you pay a certain amount 
at Chicago or terminal market, the farmer don't get it. The reason we 
never helped the farmer is because we never legislate for him. We only 
legislate for the man · in Chicago, Minneapolis, or Kansas City. 

Mr. SINCL.AIR. No; the amount of freight is off. 
Mr. L1·.rTLE. The only bill that I know anything of that has been 

offered that gives the farmer anything is my bill. The rest of you are 
talking about Chicago or Minneapolis. If I give him a home market 
instead of a Chicago market, I will make more money for the farmer 
than has eve1· been macle for him by any one man except Joe Leiter one 
season. 

Now, the wheat would have been sold for 20 cents a bushel more if 
my bill had gone through, and 50 cents more if the bill you made out 
of m.v bill had gone through. I want to bring before you the fact that 
my bill follows the Brazilian plan, and in my jurlgment would throw 
the control of the American wheat markets at>road into the hands of 
the Government and give them control of the world market. 

Mr. Atkeson, who supported this bill last year, wm be here this 
morning to speak again for it. 

Prior to every harvest the grain exchanges of London, Liverpool, 
Chicago, and elsewhere raise the cry of an enor·mous crop and bring 
their energies to bear on forcing the farmer to sell his wheat at a 
sacrifice. The bill I am discussing provides that the United States 
shall be ready to pay from $1.10 to $1.25 a bushel as soon as 
the harvest begins. That immediately disposes of any dangerous 
attack by the predatory wheat speculators on the impecunious wheat 
farmer. The bill I introduced at the last Congress, and which this 
committee, with some amendments, reported favorably for passa3e, 
provided that the Secretary of Agriculture should be authorized to pay 
at least $1 a bushel at the farmer's home town for the farmer's wheat 
and to the farmer. If that bill had gone into et'l'ect just as I intro­
duced it U1ere would have been no marketable wheat solcl west of the 
Mississippi or anywhere else in this country for less than $1 a bushel 
and it would have gone, probably, to fully $1.10. I think that every 
man who is familiar with that bill and the facts will so concede. No 
wheat west of the Mississippi ever sold the last year even for the mini-
mum of wr,at my bill provided. . 

The committee was afraid that $1 a bushel woulu not be enough to 
please the farmer and amended it by making it $1.50, which at once, of 
course, made it impossible of passage. If that bill had become a law 
the 780,000,000 bushels of wheat we raised would have averaged 20 
cents a bushel more than it has been sold for. If my bill had been 
made a law the wheat farmers of this country woulcl have enjoyed an 
income of $150,000,000 more for their wheat this year than they are 
now receiving and all the great West and Northwest would have been 
in prosperous condition. If my bill becomes a law the Government 
wiU be prepared by a $30,000,000 appropriation and other available 
resources to buy wheat from the farmer at his home town all over the 
country at $1.10 a bushel, and to keep up with competition, at $1.25. 
If the Government announces that it wlll pay $1.10 for wheat no farmer 
"ill sell h is wheat for a penny less. 
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When the farmer d emands that for his wheat every miller and every 
grain buyer will n ecessarily meet the Federal competition and pay 
that price for wheat. As long as there is an American m.arket for 
wbPat that will continue. Tbe buyers buy all the wheat every year, 
nnd they would any year whether the Government bought any or not, 
an<l they would pay that price because they must meet the Government 
corupetition. On the front page of these bills that I aIU' banding 
around you will find tbe statement that every bushel always sells, all 

'OVer t be world, and that was always so and always will be so. There 
is not any question about there being an ample market always. 

If in tbe course of the year lt developed that the United States 
'Would not utilize all this wheat, as is probable, and the buyers decline 
to purchase any more because they did not need it for home con­
sumption, the Government would take up tbe purchase of the export 
wheat and handle it abroad, as I shall explain to you. 

If you and I were buying wheat at a certain point-we will stick to 
'Abilene, Kans.-the Government of the United States says that it will 
pay $1.10, here ts what would happen. We have got to have so much 
wheat for the millers, and we would buy each day whatever wheat we 
wanted. The Government buyer would not buy any as long as we were 
buying. At 4 o'clock you and I might quit; we have got all the wheat 
we want at $1.10, and if there was any more wheat then the Govern­
ment buyer would be expected to bu•y it. Ile would buy each day, at 
$1.10 a bushel, if any, the surplus that they bad at that particular 
place. The result of that would be that at the end of the year the 
~eeretary of Agriculture would have gradually accunrulated all the 
exportable wheat from all over the United States .. They would have 
to export it month by month as they got it. 

That is the thing the G-Overnment might and could do. This thought 
bas occurred to me, that a great deal would depend upon the shrewd­
ness of the Secretary. If we had as good 11 trader and as good an 
agricultural man as Mr. Haugen, with all his successful experience in 
farming and in business, our surplus wheat, as you gentlemen call it, 
would be taken care of abroad at a good price. I admit that the suc­
cess o.f my proposition depends upon the keenness of the Secretary. 
All we need is a man who is as smart as John D. Rockefeller, or some 
one like him, to handle it. I don't know whether· we could get him or 

·not. There would never be any time or place that the Government 
would be compelled to purchase this wheat except when it became 
settled that we did not need it at all for home use. The exportable 
wheat would, ns will be explained by me, all be handled by the Secre­
tary of Agriculture. 

Thirty years ago at Luxor, Egypt, Abdul Karim, a very successful 
farmer, told me about the wheat conditions in Egypt. Taxes all fall 
due in June, and every wheat farmer was compelled to sell his wheat 
at about 50 cents a bushel instead of $1, as it generally is sold at 
Cairo. Abdul Karim managed to get by without selling at a sacrifice, 
and when Christmas came he was able to sell his wheat at $1 a bushel 
instead of 50 cents, and maintained that system and became wealthy. 
This bill of mine will take nery American farmer past the harvest 
cris is and put him on bis feet face to face with the world. They 
learned those wheat tricks in Egypt in Joseph's time, for the wheat 
trade is the oldest international commerce, and the e fellows at Liver­
pool and Chicago have inherited all the tricks that have encumbered 
it and grown up with it from the beginning of time. That is the back­
bone of this whole business. E;ery time we begin a harvesting season 
they tell us that the wheat isn't worth anything, that there is too 
much of it. If you put my bill through at the time the harvest 
begins, we will be right thern with the money to put it down, and he 
will get $1.10 there, and there i n't going to be much four-flushing. 

Mr. VOIGT. Do you care if I ask you a question there? 
Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. 
Mr. VOIGT. The theory of your bill is that the Government shall buy 

this wheat at not less than $1.10. Suppose the Government buys 
100,000,000 bushels or more at that price; there would be some loss 
in the export, wouldn't there? 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not think so. I am prepared to answer that a little 
later, ir you will permit me to do so. I think I can make it clear. Last 
spring they were heralding abroad the announcement of a tremendous 
wheat crop, when we raised some 81,000,000 bushels less last summer 
than we did the summer before. The world wheat buyers have more 
trkks than the gyp ·y hors~ jockeys, and have inherited them from a 
time before the gypsies left their primeval homes in tbe Orient. 

If in the course of the year it developed that the United States 
would not utilize all this wheat, as is probable, and the buyers de­
clined to purchase it because they didn't need it for home consumption, 
the Government would export the wheat and handle it abroad, and I 
will explain why what you people call the surplus is not a surplus. 

Mr. Pr;a 'ELL. I bnve ne;n been able to get fixed in my mind your 
theory upon which you make the statement that there is no such thing 
a a surplus of wheat. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have convinced the Secretary of Agriculture and the 
Wall Street Journal and Mr. SYD:NEY Al\'DERSON and a great many other 
people. 

l\fr. PURNELL. Then I suppose I might just as well give up. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. I will come to tha t question. 
Mr. KETCHAM. I think perhaps you had better spend a little time on 

that. You use the word "surplus" in connection with the world pro­
duction of wheat instead of in connection with our own production? 

l\fr. LITTLE. There is in the world no surplus of wheat. 
Mr. KETCHAM. You say there is no such thing as a surplus. Is there 

any surplus in the United States? 
Mr. LITTLE. None at all. There is exportable wheat, but the wheat 

we sell in London is just as much sold as if we sold it in Cleveland. 
Mr. KETCHAM. I am not arguing it. I simply make the statement. 
l\Ir. LITTLD. I admit that there is an exportable amount of wheat, 

but the wheat that we sell abroad is not a surplus. We sell it every 
year. We have sold a billion and a half bushels since the war. 

On July 1, 1922, we had on hand 78,000,000 bushels of wht>n t car­
ried over from the crop grown in the summer of 1921. In the sum­
mer of 1922 we raised 856,000,000 bushels of wheat. This makes 
934,000,000 bushels of wheat on hand after the threshing in 1922. 
Beginning July 1, 1922, and ending June 30, 1923, we imported 
20,000,000 bushels. In other words, we had opportunity to dispcse 
of 954,000,000 ... bushels of wheat during the year beginning July 1, 
1922, and endlllg June 30, 1923. At the end of that year, on July 1, 
1923, we had on hand 101,000,000 bushels carried over into the next 
year. 

l\Ir. AswELL. I thought you said awhile ago that all the wheat 
there js is always sold. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. They always dispose of it. 
Mr. AswELL. Where was that 101,000,000 bushels? 
Mr. LITTLE. It was carried over. 
Mr. AswELL. Had that been sold? 
Mr. LITI'LE. Oh, yes. The farmer had 35,000,000 bushels on July 

1, 1923. 
l\Ir. ASWELL. He hadn't sold it? 
Mr. LITTLE. He hadn't let it go, because he didn't want to. He 

just wanted to speculate a little. 
l\Ir. SrnCLAIR. Do you know what the- average carry over is for 

a series of years? 
Mr. LITTLE. It has been up as high as 163,000,000 bushels and <iown 

to 58,000,000. 
Mr. '8INCLAIR. It ranges between 58,000,000 and 160,000,000? 
Mr. Ln'TLE. Yes; 163,00Q,000. It gets a little bigger every year­

gradually, I rather think. As I say, we had cm hand 101,000,000 bush­
els carried over into the next year. During the year beginning July 1, 
rn22, and ending June 30, 1923, we disposed of 853,000,000 bushels or 
wheat. Of this we exported 222,000,000 bushels--

Mr. Srncw.in. We di<l not dispose of all of it. We had 101,000,000 
left. You only disposed or 700,000,000? 
, Mr. LITTLE. No; we bad 934,000,000 and we kept 101,000,000, be­
cause the speculators and farmers wanted to keep it. We disposed of 
853,000,000. Of this we exported 222,000,000 bushels, which leaves us 
631,000,000 bushels of wheat utilized at home for food, stock feed, and 
seed. 

Mr. PURNELL. Tbe farmer caeried 35,000,000 of that himself. Who 
carried the other? 

l\.Ir. LITTLE. The big millers, the terminal elevators, and elevators. 
The big mills have got to bold over a certain amount of wheat to make 
good flour. The June wheat is too fresh and soft. Every big elevator 
has a stock every year, which is a carry over. The world needs it for 
famines, droughts, and other emergencies. We don·t have to take care 
of that because that carry over goes on all the time; it keeps right on, 
and it will go on forever. Have I made myself clear on that, Mr. 
Purnell? 

Mr. PURNELL. I think I understand your position. 
Mr. ASWELL. All of the bllls pending before this committee speak of 

a surplus. 
Mr. JOHNSON. You are not in harmoy with the others, then? 
Mr. LITTLE. I do not like to speak about that surplus business. I am 

trying to be polite. You will see that the United States during that 
year disposed of all the wheat raised, carried over, and imported, and 
had no wheat left on July 1, 1923, except a -very ordinary carry over, 
only 35,000,000 bushels of which was in the barns and bins. The farmer 
could have sold that without any trouble at all, but preferred to carry 
it over. 

Let me say here that I prepared, at the reque t of the Review of 
Reviews, in December, an article co,ering all these figures. A gen­
tleman told me the other day that my figures in that article had been 
challenged. He said there was an associate edito1· of that paper here 
who said that he had gotten a thousand kicks on my figures. I wrote 
to the editor in chief, and let me tell you what be said. He said, "I 
have yours of February 26. There is no such office as that of associate 
editor on the Revjew of Reviews. No member of our editorial taff has 
recently. been in Washington." .(I am reading from bis letter in my 
hand.) 

Now, gentlemen, I would be glad if you would listen to this letter, 
because I place a good deal of importance on it. "I have been there 
once or twice myself, but I have said nothing about wheat statistics. 
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.Any Ruch letters thnt have come here criticizing the figur<'s in your 
})Pcen1ber article are u either numerous J1or impor1ant." Tben Im goes 
on an1l >:penks very nic"IY further. I ju:-;t wnnt to Ray to you gen· 
tlemcn that the fi~urf' .. I prpi.;ent are from the Depnrtmcnt of .Agricul· 
turf', or as g-oo<l a . onrce. • 'obo11y has ever challenged any figures 
1hut I bnve presl'nted. 

Mr . .Jmrns. l\Ir. Lit tlP. w<' :'hip ont of this country every year about 
1;,0.000,000 or 200,000,000 buf<hC'ls more than we use, don't we? 

"rr. LITTLE. Ye,::. · 
Mr .. JO:"Es. What <lo von call that surplus or exre.· · Rnpply of ex· 

pol'tnble wheat, or wh.1teYrr it IR-
1\!r. LITTLE. Mr. Yorr:T aRlced me that sr.me q111>stion; and I think I 

ha \'P. the ani;;wer here, it you will wait a moment. 
"Ir .. Jo~i..:s. Certainly. 
Yr. LIT'l"LE. In othl'r worcli-;. in the year from Jul:r 1, 1!l22, to June 

30, 1923, tbe people of the t"nitecl States entirely dlRposed of their 
wheat crop. The pl'ople of thP Tinited Rtntrs nnd of the world every 
y<'ar <lhlpo:-;e of nll tlw wbeat tlwy raise. They nlwuys have done so 
and nlwny~ will. The SU!?'.ll'~Rtion that there is a imrplus in the world 
at any time is pure iruaginntion, without any founclntion whatever. 
The h~1e a.nd cry iR rail'ed hy the grain exchanges of Liverpool, London, 
Chicago, and other place · for the purpose 01' bluffing the farmer into 
selling his wheat at a . mall price. As long a!'! l<'gblato1·s allow them­
selves to thu. he fooll><l by such fakes we can neYe1· g<'t practical, 
beneficial rf'~ults. 

Mr. Pen.NELL. Do you agree with the position taken hy m:iny­
in fact, I think it i the ;.teneral hellef-tlJat tbls exportable surplus 
ot 200,000,000 controls very m~terially, in fact, determines the price 
we g"t for the other 750,000,000 or · R00,000,000? 

Mr. LITTLE. '.ro some extent that il'.l true, and I nm just going to 
approach tbat mo.tter. During the year from July 1, Hl22, to June 
30, 1923, we exported 2:32,000,000 lmsbel • of wheat. It m:ike:oi no 
difference 10 a farmer whether they Rell hl:s wheat in Liverpool or 
Clev1>lunll. Jn eltller eYent he hns none left. nut we have hereto­
fore confrn,;c1l the e:xp(lrt wheat with tlJf' allege<l surplm;. 

Mr. l'OR:\F.Lf.. It mnkrs no difference where lw sell. it, lmt it does 
make a great difference to him if the part of tbe wheat that is sold 
nhroau fixes tllc price h<'l'i>. 

l\lr. LIT'l'LE. I am coming to that. It is true thnt we must take 
into consitlt'ration th•• wheat that we export when we consider our 

aleR anti price:::i, hut uefore we do Bo let us rememher that the ex­
port is jm:;t a. sure 11 i;:1le aR any otbt'r. It go<'s on nll the time an<l 
alway will. In onll'r to n •ach a ::;n tisfactory conclusion we must 
figure on the amount of wl1eat W\! x11ort and tlrn price it brings, be­
caus~ witllout doubt t!Je export price of our whtat docs to some ex­
tent llct<'rmine the home price of our wh<'at. 

:lfr. Asw•:u,. If JOU ft. the price at 'l.10, "oulu ;\'OU ~et that mucb 
for tbnt wlticb you exported? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think I will answer that in a moment. 'l'be world's 
annual a vcra.!.!~ c1·u11 of wheat during the ~-l'ars lUl0-1015 was :~.85!J,­
OOO,OOO hmihelt<. The " ' nll Htrect Journnl only claims that tl!e ·world's 
total crnp fur the i-:ea on of l •12;; was 3,!l4:~.ooo,ooo. The crop we are 
now cousumiui... if; r. 111),0uo.ouo bushel. le:-is than the nvera~e crop 
<lnring the !iL· normal y ars before the war. Jn order to induce an 
American f:irmer to ell hi wheat for le:;s thnn it co t him, the 
grain exclla nireR of London, Liverpool, and 'Chicago hnve told us 
over nnd over tllnt the Jll'C!lent supply hns J)rotlucPd n tremendous 
surplu~ of whent. l111;ten<l of there heing n I.Jig surplus crop, as 
they have been tPllin~ us, we are :>OU,000,000 l.msllels of wheat be­
hind the average world crop in the year· before the war. We had 
one year of 4,2i".i0,0UO,OOO lrnsltelH, and another year we bad 4,100,-
000,000, anu if it wn1m't for the war this world wonlu be now 
proclnclng annually 4.0on,ooo,uoo bushels of wheat or more. We are 
G00,000,000 or morl' behind. 

Mr. CLAHKE. Do I u n clf'r tand that the mnrket for wlleat the world 
over 1.. 400,000.000 hu.,, h Pls i::re.nter titan tlle amount pro1lucrcl? 

A.Ir. r,1TTLE. Nu. ".hftt I sa hl w. " thi;-;: The nYeruge wheat crop 
before the wu1· wa. G00,000,000 bu1:1hels of whent more than the crop 
of thi' yenr. 

lr. A SWELL. We Rold it o.11 then? 
Mr. LITTLE. Ye ; we ~ot rid or it. 
:Mt'. Pca:-;PJLf,, Of C'Ou rse, you must take into ronshl<'ratlon the fact 

that the world is not able or in a position to buy now what it wns 
alllc to Luy thrn. 

Mr. LITTLE. That i a very grent mbtak<'. During the year l11>bln­
nlng July 1, 101 . imm('(1iately after the war, we c.·ported 2 7,000,000 
bnl'hels; from .July 1, 11)19, 220,000,000 bu hel ; from July 1, 1920, 
;)(j(l,000,000 bnsllel ; from .July 1, rn21, 279,000,000 bushels; and 
b<'glunlnq July 1, 19:.!2, 222.000,000 bush<'!.. 

l\Ir. HJ."CLAIR. no you know anything ahout the price of that wheat? 
:\Ir. LITTLE. It hm't n qu•· tion of price, hut they will buy the whent 

a1HI eat it. 

Mr. i-;iNcw.xn. Thl'y pai1l at ll'n . t a dollar more a bushel in 1918 
tbnn thc•y are payini; for what we export now. 

Mr. LITTT,E. Beginning July 1, 1923, up to February 15, we exported 
112,000,000 bushels or wheat without inclutli11g the flout• for the last 
two weeks. .At this rate, by the conclusion of thi1.1 present wlll'at year 
we wlll have shipped nbl'oau 100,000,000 bushels of wheat if the 
present rate continueFt I say that thnt 1 ; the greatrst antl most re­
markable wheat market the worlcl ev<'r saw. ~Her at nny time dlu 
this country ever sell so much l','hC'at, bnt yet itr. Puu'.'IFJLL ni;;ks me if I 
think they still use the wheat. 

Mr. PURNELL. I know the:- will rat It it th<'Y cnn get it. :\Iy 
question is, Are they able to pay !or it? 

:Mr. LITTJ,E. I guess we don't ship it ahrond for nothing. Thf're 
never was a blg-ger lie than tbe statements in the papers that the 
European people can not pay for whent. I have shown ri~ht here that 
they have paid for it, since the war, to the extent of a billion and a 
half bushels, aud they neYer did thnt before. It was many millions 
1N1s in the preceding years. The European market for wbeat during 
the six years :-duce the wa1· terminated is by fnr the greatest mnrket for 
whent the world evet· f;3.W. In ortll'r to keep our wheat prices down and 
to lend the Government to purchase the speculators' wheat at fancy 
prices and shipped without expense to him, we are told tllnt tbe 
Europ!'ans nre starving, thnt they can not buy wheat, and that our 
European market is wrecked. 

I don't want to cbnracterize things, yet with r<'ga rd to these wheat 
speculators there never was a more nefarious attempt to force the 
Gov<"rnnumt to purchaRe the wlw11t from these wl!eat speculators that 
they had on hancl and did not know what to do with ancl to send it to 
the. starving European.. They bought a bllllon and a half, and they 
paid for it, too. 

On November 22 last, Recretary Wallace wrote me, "of course, every 
bushel of wheat can be sold at Rome price." On November 26, 1923, 
SYDNEY ~.\.NDERSON", chairman of the Joint Comm!Rsion of Agriculture 
Inquiry, wrote rue, "Our own snrpluR, in my judgment, is V!'ry small; 
and, intlf'ed, I do not think we biwe any surplus of good milling wheat." 
On Nonmbf'r 2fl, 1!>23, Mr. ANonn1'ox said, "The .American farmer can 
S(•Jl every hmillel of wheat lie produces 1his yC>ar or any other year." 

On DecPmhf'r 14, 1923, the Wall Rtrert .Journal wrote me, "The Wall 
Street Journal has never said that the farmer will not be able to sell all 
bis wheat. Ile always has been and always will be able to dispose of 
his whent." Of course these g-entlemC'n continue to say that be will not 
be nhle to SPll it at a Run-lciently high price. Well, that depends on who 
i. tl1e better trader, the buyer or tbe Reller. 

There iR anotbC'r nni\'f'l'Rnlly admittrd incorrect assertion that \Ve 

can not meet for<.'ii!n competition. In 01·der to substantiate the incor­
rectneRS of that 1uisum1)lion, 1rnd the lnck of any serious dani.;er, I 
want to call your attention to some figures furnished by the Department 
of .Agrlrultu1·e n1111 the International Institute of Agriculture at Roine. 
These l.igures give the value ot wheat at different for<'ig-n ports on cer­
tain datl'R, and 11..Je cost of trnnsportatiun as comparrd with thnt hero 
in America. 

The CHAIR \IAN. Without objection, that table may he in. erte<l in the 
r<'corcl. 

Cost price at Lil"crpo(Jl of wheat from New York, B11c11os A.il'cs, and 
Jnrlia .. 

Seaport 

August, 1922: 
Karachi, Tnclia_ ----. __ --------- ---------------- _ 
TiuPnos Airl'!L _____________________ •.• ----- ------
Now York __ ---------- ____ ..•.•.•. --------------

1013 avcrngc: 
Karachi, India .... -------_ •• -------------------· 
lluPnos A ir<'s __ •..• --- - ---- -------- ... ------- .. _ 
New l.-ork _ • . _________ .....• ------------ -------- ' 

July, H!2:J: 
Karachi, I nub.-------- _________ ..• ------- _____ _ 

~~~:1~ 0~~r_°:::: :: = === :: : : = ::: = =:: == ==: == = :: : : = :: 
August, 1m: 

Kar chi, Inclia. ___ . ____ · ________ . -------- ____ .. __ 
Hurnos Ain·~-- ___ • ____ ..••••.• __ ••••...•• __ • __ _ 
N cw York. _______ ---------------------._. _____ _ 

Price 

$1. 27 
I. 23 
1.295 

. 91 

.100 

. 97i 

1.08 
I. 10 
1. 2:.! 

. 00 
l. 01 
l. lJ~ 

I Ocean 
freight 

$0. 108 
. 132 
. 054 

.12 
l. 08 
. 06 

. H\8 

.132 

.042 

.11\ 

.12 

.042 

Cost at 
Liver­
pool 

$1. 378 
1. 31i2 
1. 340 

. 03 
l. 108 
1. 03t 

. 248 
1. Zl2 
1. 202 

1. lt 
]. 13 
1.157 

.M:t'. PcnXF:LL. According 1o thnt tnhle, wheat i:;oltl in this conntry 
in 1Q23 nt 1.11. Thnt wa' tlw ... 'ew York price. 

fr. LITTLT·:. Yes; $1.11~. 

::\fr. CLAGUE. In lO~a. in .Augm:t, you say tbe price nt N~w York 
was ., 1.11? 

)lr. LITTI,F.. 1.11~. 

l\Ir. Cr,.lGUE. Huppo:-e :ronr bill was in eff<'ct, and It wn~ $1.2:J at 
Minneapolis. The frC'ig-ht to g t it from ~rinneapolis to l'\ew York 
is 15 <'<'nt:; n 1.mshPl, n charge or 4~ e<'nts to get it ntross, and nn11l.'r 
your bill tlwy would have had 1o havt> lj;l.4.4. Now. how coul•1 they 
hnve :-<old that whcnt in J,iverpool at $1.44 wlwn 1lwy cn11lcl \my all 
they wanted at $1.11 or $1.13? 
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rr. Lr.ru:r.E. They could not; hut it wnsn't that wuy. I nm just 
1.nkin~ the world the wny it l made y ar in nnd year out. Under every 
l!ill but mine you 11 couced you will lOl e money on every shipment. 
l'u.ppo e the Haugen bill or Sinclair l.llil were in f'f!ect, and you slllpped 

l.GO wheat from Mlnneupolia to Liverpool for l!l} cents, your whent 
in Liverpool would cost 1.G9b. Suppo:e :rou had to meet their Argen­
tlni:1u competition of wbf'at tllnt is lnld down for 1.11. They wou1<1 
11nder.'ell you ii8h cent!; n liuRhcl, and in a yenr you would lo. e nearly 
$.120,000,000. So wbnt difference would it mnke, as compared to my 
l1il1, when you might occasionally gc_t a smnll lo s which the Govern­
lll£'nt would l.>t."ur, whlle "Very shipment und •r the other bill gi> u 
h>R:i -....hlch the farmer himscl.r muRt pay. 

.Mr. CLAGUF.. How could they have .done it the jell.r before? 
Mr. LITTLE. I think I con meet thnt point, lllld it is u Yery pertinrnt 

,uestion. 
_ r. 8cxcL rn. It is the whole prolJlenr. 

Ir. LITTLE. It i the whole problem for thf' ~ ntlcmnn'i-; !Jill, which 
t k£'S a los ou en•ry hipmrnt, which los mu .. t be palil }Jy be :farm r, 
whil It i;i practically certatn under U. R. 8:330 thnt y , r in and yenr 
out tile Secretary would mnkc money !or the dcpnrtment IJy bl export 
truJc. Ju t 110"' I m undertaking to prove to yon thnt we ar in 
c ·cellent sh;1pe to compete in Liverpool. I know wbat you mean, n t1 
you nre rlgllt, but what I am now showing you i. tbnt year in nntl 
ycor out we have l>een competing on even ter.m trnc1 pom<'tim unocr· 
sdliug them. On :t{ovt>mber !.:i', 1923, tho Th:partmcut or Agriculture 
ii>: uoo a l'lt.El.tNnent, which wa l'l'[lrlnte11 in the Knn as C.ity Tillll' , 
'\\"ilh r -;:-u1·d to frelgbt rates lo Lin!.1'11001. F.xo.roinin.g that, we fi1 l1 
that the frcio;ht rate from :1\fcI'l'er.;on, K:rn .. , to Gnlve ·t.on, T<'X., wn 
27 cent· a lm ltol, aud the. rate f.rom <inl e ton to IAv rpool a· 8.0 
<'l::'li , ruaki.n"' n total from :Uc.Pher ·ou to J.lverpouJ of 8:>.G cen! per 
JJ1u;ll •l. IlowcY r, the ratP. from Lu.rlmore, .. :. Dak., 1o .. :cw Yotk w:is 
2~.U cent·, nud f.J.·om .. .'c.w York to Liverpool 4.8 e uti;, a total of ~i.4 
<lt'llts from Lnrlmorc, N. Dak .. to Liverpool. 

Tlw c figures arc de.Iuc~<l from tho.I! given IJ.r the Scl!rehny ot 
Agrkulturc. He s1:1 '!I : 

"AUGE .• TI "A WRltAT RATES-SHORT ILi.CL TO EAI'OnT.-. SAVE Tn.t.·s­

T nTA..Tio . · C'O l')i-OCE~~ FllEIGIJT TO LlYElll'O IL AnE IllCilEll 

Al'ill IL RATE l'ER MTLE IS JOHE TU.\. 1.· TUil c.·rn:o S1'1TES. 

"Wu. llington, • ·on•mb~r !!G.-'The ocean freight rnte ou v·hent 
from IlG.·nrio, Ar~·--ntina, to Li rpool, iu the I>erio1l from Janunry 
1 to Scvtemlier 30, this y nr, uveragf'tl 14.7 ccntR n uushrl, while 
In the ume periorl the nvernge rnte from , ·~w York to Liverpool 

a 4. c>!ut . a uusbel, nml from .;. ·ew Orleans, 8.G ceuts a lmsbcl." 
Iri: figorf'fl how tb11t 1t cost 18 cent to r ncb the :icon t from 

the A r~enti:na when t fl lclR, which, nddr d to th' ocran rate or 14. 7 
rent·. makPs 3::!.7 enh1 n bu. hPl from the wheat flrl1ls or .Ar~Pntinn 
to Liverpool, while th totnl from Larimore, X. Dnk., to Liv 1·pool 
"·:v 27.4 cents, 5.3 Cl'nts a 1.rn>:hel Jess thun the Ar~ •11lin:i rate. In 
oth1•r wordH, the wheat !lrhls of Lnrlrnore, N. DRk., con hip whrat 
t Li>crpool G.3 cents n bu bcl chenper than Ilo~ario, .Ar;entiua, or 
cc.ultl 1.u~t yeur whrn t be Sel'r •tary of .Agriculture {!guretl it. 

In other word , we can cldlver wheut to Linrpool nnd bent EuC'no~ 
.Airl' .~ and Ar,,.cntinn on equ:i.l term , and the Indian wh1•at, whose ex­
port i.., compur tively ver.v • nwll, anywny, can g •11t•rnlly out. <'11 u · ll 

llttle at Ltvrrpooi, thou:;h it i>i a different ldnd of wheat. In other 
Wtrrtl~, tbi utory Obont Ch np wheat from ch np ]ands ant.I cheap 
11eople i. ju~t o gr«'atly exagger~1ted l.lng-alJoo that bus l1een worked to 
<lt•nth. Our " 'hcut can compete ln Europe all the time witll any wheat 
exported to Europe from nuywher . You will notice that we llnve 
tmcl1 r,;oltl th1• llurnoR .\irr>. heat 7?! cents n uu hf'l, but we could 
L.:i v1• r11 n them off tlle market--

i\Ir. CL.\Gl 'E. Tl.Jnt 1~. for low·prlcec1 wheat? 
)lr. L1rrr.E. Thnt is for the bc·st whrat. 
lrr. Cr.AGC"I~. 1 do not mean poor wheat, but I meiu1 lo:w·priced 

hl'llt. 
• lr. LITTLE. I think I will cover tbnt point in a moment. You will 

i:;ee, gentlemeu, that \Vhen the Department or ~\grlcultnre take over 
t!JL' export husin11ss or tbt country it will ha1fe no difficulty in the 
worltl in cumpcling in the Liverpool market, :mu it µever at auy 
time <·an ue ·w:11uped hy other in;pplics. 

I call your attention to the fact thnt in Tirnzll the Government hns 
lieeu haudlin~ the cotrce crop for nearly 20 Yl'UrB with onderful 
SUl'CP":'. Tli GoyerumPnt controls 1b e:qmrt trncle or the country, 
Ul't"1u,;e they levy 1111 export tax on all colrc that 11rh·nt 1ndl;iuultls 
(·xport. The c;overnt11l>nt, then, i ahle to huy colfee accorJin~ to its 
owu estimntf' of worl1l conuitious, nml is aule to go to the European 
wai-kPt nnu u~cidc the price at which coffee can be old. 

_\s you hu.,·e !CD, we 1•xport ahout !!00,000.0 O bu b •1.;:; of wheo.t 
auuually. 

'.flw .. 111 of thnt whl:'flt Ju L.ive·rpool or els wbN' will be controlled 
lnr ely f.1~· th11 .'ec1·et11ry of .\"t'icnlture in W1 hlng-ton. Ifc con m et 
any ('omw•tltinu. 

Mr .• :-nn:T.T .. Tbnt Is tru only as long a· the prl~ of wll ut stn:r 
dov>u ns low n lt i ·. 'l'b it rucans we huni got to keep wheat down 
tu compete with tho world pl'lee. 

Ur. LI'ITI.lll. If my bfll pa the price of whrut in thla countr,f 
wlll !Jc declde<l by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. AS WELL. nut how can lie compete? 
1fr. LITTLE. Ile cnn meet nny competition. He can, ff llo wishes, 

unde ell any foreign competitor. 
Mr. ASWELL. That menus the price is low here. 
~Ir. LITTLE. No; under my bill the farmer wouhl get at l~nst . l.10 

a lJusllel for all bis wlicat and tile Government would lose nolhlng 
on home consumed wheat. The dt>prtrtment might have to tnke o. 
loss . omctimc · on wheat e. ported, but that woulc1 not touch the 
farmrr. Tho other 1.illls that have heen oITcrC'd ndmit n loss or 
$7:i,000,000 annually anyway, which will always be borne lJy tlle 
farmer. Under my bih thPrc wlll be no losl! po;;isible except on exports, 
whk)1 wm be llorne by the d pnrtment, of cour,:e. 

The Secretary cnn, it be wl ·hes to, unuer~l'll any foreign com· 
petltor. If he whihes to drive Argentina out of the Liverpool market 
be can do so nny WC'ek he desires. He will handle the .American 
export wheat crop. No Ame-ricnn exporter wlll contend with him. 
Ile will name the 111·Ire In Liverpool on American wheat. Sumws~ for 
slx months we dltl not hip auy wheat to Liverpool at all 7 The 
worl1l would be starving to tleath. 'Ille rest of the world c:.in not 
meet it. 

l\Ir. CLARu:1;. You imy ns fnr as the United St.ates is concern!.'d he 
would 11ave no comrwtltion in the Liverpoul marl<et. nut what nltout 
Cn1uuln.? 

Mr. LITTLE. I have tlJ::ures on thnt. He cun SPU his whf'at at uny 
pot·t whe1·e PP-O.Ple flat tlour. lle can llav-c ht wheat manufactured 
into Hour atHl ·:i::portecl R flour when 'ver he ce Ht. If IT. n. !1:10 
~cowc-s a lnw, .gentlemen, the '#.'bent prk . of tbe world would bP. 
nrnde in the omce of the --t>erctury ot i •ricult ure in W i:1blngton. I 
wu.nt to leave th t lhonght with you. H i• un n;; rtinn, nn I' tirnate, 
but be sits here in Wn Wugtou and control every hu:-;bcl we :q)ort 
nnd he CDn nnc1ernell th~~m when be Is illing to looo n little monry. 
We are losing money oil tile time; we ar ! not getting the monry 
in the foreign mnrk1~t th t we ought to g t, nn<l we nr<l not getting 
'·hn.t we wonltl like to b ve, a nu that interferes with the home 
mnrlrnt, ns you hnvc all f":u~ge,;tctl. You see by thl time, of cour.c, 
tllat it would uot int rfrr1 with the hom.- mttrkPt nt ull nndPr my 
l>ill. The only question remaining wouhI ue whether tl1e <lep rtm 'nt 
cou.111 gain or lo e in J·;ul'tlpe. .l!ly contention ls that un<l r the e 
other WPtho'l you are simply goln~ to t kc the loss nn<l lt!t the farmer 
pny it until ~-~,ur corporation gae Into h, nkmptcy, os it will. At the 
wor.·t I could not <lo auy worse th3.n that. I concPue that there mny 
lie !inws wbeu the Go,•ernmcrat will ll up agoln t it, but I have . hown 
tbnt \\e could meet them on qunl tC'rn\s at Llv1'rpool, excrpt in a few 
lmd yen rs, a11d tho ·e IJ d yea.rs will come anyway. Su11po c, Mr. 
Cr...AurP., that ~on were Secretat'y of ..lgrlculture. and suppose you ball 
2U0,000,000 uusl1els to export, and you ' oultl eo that Argentina 
w g:oing in, ant.I you woultl suy, "L t them go In," and I. y of? for 
GO unys. It you cliil that, the rest or the world coultl not ft •d 
Enrove, but tlley would 11av to ait for us. "\\'hen yon stayed out 
for 30 da s you would ·ee the \'heat ~oin" up aud you wuulcl quit 
selllu" wl1Pu th y <lidn't b117 it at tl1c lncrea e1l price. I contend 
that Joe T..t-it{'r is the only urnn In the worlu tbot ev-er <li<l an~·thJng 

for the Americun ftlrme-r. Ile gambled in wllMt nnd raiKell the price 
o! lt. Tlmt is one tta.son why I starh•il tl1I I don't l>f'liCYe Joe 
Leiter knew any mor ahout the bnsines. th n I do, nn1l I tackkd it. 

Ir. Cr..Anr-l:l. But Joe LPilPr weut bankrupt, clidn't hP.? 
Ir. LITTLE. Yes; !Jut 110 American farmers went ju to !Jn ukruptcy 

wWle lle was raisin~ the price. I don't care fill~·tbln~ nbout .lof' LPlt(•r. 
Mr. Kl- c1u:r.m1. If it WC'Ut on long Pnough prohahly the I<'Nlt>ral 

Government might ~o into lnrnkruptey:. 
Mr. LtTTLii:. Thne lsn·t a cl.Jane on 'earth of tllnt; no. Th , Gov-

rnment can witllc1ro.w fnru the hu inf' s any y1•1ir they .·ec fll. The.e 
other pln.n. :videuce that they expect to buy wlleut , nil <'. vnrt it and 
lo· money. Tll y e ·tin111t1> tltn.t they will 1o. o 71.i,000,000 u Yt·nr . 
Tb y explicitly tnte th t th . do not e. ·p ct to hu ve anything to do 
with the price of whent iu Europe. Gentlt•rnPn, whut is the ur-:e or 
ploying around the cdgC'!I of this propo.·iUou? Let Ul!I put thP. Ameri· 
can Department of Aql'icultnre in nch hn11e that it cnn liave more 

, to 1my about Liverpool pri<'cs tllv.n :rn~·wdy el.c, which it conlll ui11ler 
thid 1111. 

1r. Kr:-\CHELOE. Jlave you ever cousult~<l the im~ · nt ...;ccrctury of 
Agriculture alJout that bill? 

r. LITTLtl. l hould a.y o. 
"Ir. r1. 'l'llFJ.O . Wh t dv • he have to sny bout your hill? 
Ir. LITTLE. Ile di<lu't fwd any fault in It, :rntl 1 lluven't lu·artl from 

bim since. 
1 Jr. K1:-.cn1·:i..oll. I am ure It 

here ill otller (lay, o.utl I wu 
you. 

<lid not £', Prt' r-: 11i111i:elf to nuy . tent 
wClntlM"iu' whether he huu talk(>{l to 

· rr. LITTLF.. Lnl'lt y nr be told me thnt h(I\ could H<'f' uo tluw in it nn<l 
no reason why It Plwuld uot ucceNl, l111t rtel'llne<l to give a linnl 
OI1inion OD Short notice. l htlVe h;JU U ~rt·at <kal Of COl'rl'SllOlldt•lJ.Ce 
with him, and, it he wL>he11 it, I wlll print it. 
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Under this bill the de,partment is not required to buy wheat. I! it 
were, it could be urged that we would raise the price of wheat and 
greatly increase the production. This bill is so drawn that, whenever 
the people of the United States should undertake to plant speculative 
crops on the theory that the Government would protect them, the 
department could simply decline to buy or decline to pay ihe price 
anticipated. 

Last year the Government informed the cooperative-marketing people 
that they could borrow money to carry on their business in an orderly 
way, but if they undertook to borrow money and hold 'their crops for 
speculative advances they would not get the money. This bill presents 
the same situation. 

The Secretary is authorized to buy their wheat at such prices as he 
sees fit within certain limits. He is not ordered to do so, and it 
would ruin the whole proposition if he were so ordered. I undertake 
to say that no proposition that undertakes to fix a high price for 
wheat and meet it and guarantee it can by any pDssihi1ity be a suc­
cess. The value of this proposition lies in the fact that it simply 
makes the Secretary of Agriculture powerful enough to do what he 
sees fit. Beyond that I do not undertake to go. 

I can not guarantee that the Secretary of Agriculture \'\"ill handle 
this business always correctly. He is governed by the same limitations 
as other men meet; but if this bill becomes a law, a level-headed Sec­
retary of Agriculture will always be in position where the American 
farmer can be assured of not losing money on his wheat. I do not 
believe anybody can go further than that with such, though if a very 
good business man were Secretary he could undoubtedly go far to assure 
our people of reasonable profits. 

Now, I have a little table here of figures secured from the Department 
or Commerce on elq>orts of wheat and wheat flour in millions of 
bushels. which I would like to olace in the record : 

B:cports of wheat a11d wheat (lour, in millions of bu~h£ls. 

Calendar years. 

Country. 
1919 1920 1921 1922 1923 

Canada_------------------~-------------- 114 1« 180 255 293 
A rgentina ___________________ ---------- __ 137 193 66 145 HO 
A us.tralia ________________ ----- __ ------ ____ 109 63 116 85 67 
India ------ ---------- ------- ----~---- ---- - 2 6 14 6 30 -Total __ -------------------------- 362 (()5 376 491 520 
u nited States ______________ -- ------------ 1287 122() 1366 l 279 1222 

World total_----------------------- 649 625 :i'i2 770 742 

1 Fisc:a.l year ending July 1. 

1f you undertake to pass a bill to pay a man a lot of money, he will 
plant more wheat; and you will be up agaimt it worse than ever. 

l\lr. ASWELL. Won't be do it under your bill? 
Mr. LITTLE. No. What I undertake to do is to give him a normal 

cost {;O he won't lose any money. Then he will have to take care of 
himself. I do not believe any bill that you undertake to pass will 
amount to a ro.w of pins if it undertakes to give him a fancy price tor 
bis wh~at. In the first place, the wheat eaters won't vote for it, and, 
in the sec<lnd place, it won't work. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. Will this price give him the average cost or produc-
tion? 

Mr. LITTLill. Yes; I think so. 
Mr. SrNCL.Arn. You think it will? 
M.r. LITTLE. Yes ; I do. 
Mr. SINCLAIR. The testimony seems to be against that. 
Mr. Ll'l'TLE. Well, the Secretary of Agriculture asked 4,000 men about 

that and got an average of 94 cents for production, not counting the 
land value. That was the figure, wasn't it? 

Mr. SrncLAIR. Yes; but the land value and taxes are a very material 
part of the cost. 

Mr. LITTLE. Somebody could tell us what that average was. I think 
about $1.20. 

Mr. JOIINSON. Ile now figures that it ought to be worth about $1.58. 
Mr. LITTLE. It ought to be, but it i.s not, and it isn't ever going up 

there except now and then. It would be too expensive for the world to 
u~e geneTally. 

Now, I think the table I put in is .un a.nswer to the Canadian wheat 
questfon. I realize that this pwpositio.n will be enfolded and en· 
vironed by mauy difficulties~ but it can be handled with pradical busi­
ness men, and au I am asking you is that you -give it careful considera­
tion. I am as .anxious a.s any man here to do something for th~ farmer. 
I am the seventeenth in direct descent from. farmers who lived on their 
own farms. 

0

In .1406, 517 years ago, Simon Little bought a farm in 
Scotland, and I can tell you the farms that my people have owned and 
llv-e<"l on ever sinee down to me. There is no man here that has more 
Sf'JJtimental interest or more practical interest. I began my ·life sowing 

wheat and the grasshoppers came along and ate it as it came up, and I 
said to my dad : 

" This wheat business is just a gamble, and I am going to town 
and go to work." 

That is the zeason .I am here. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Little,] bave a great deal of confidence in your 

judgment about wheat. I think you hnve studied this legi::;lation prob­
ably as much as an:y man in Congress. I think you have studied all 
the bins before us here, and if you do not mind I would like to have 
your opinion of the two bills, the McNary-Haugen bill and the Sinclair 
bill, now pending before this committee. 

Mr. LITTLJl. I do not think you are quite fair to me. Here is a com­
mittee, most of whom have made up their minds. 

Mr. AsWELL. But he has already intimated how he stands, Mr. 
LITTLl!l. 

Mr. LITTLE. I want to remind you that we have a Constitution ; and 
if you pass a bill that won't stand up under it, it won't do any good. 
You had better hire~ lawyer. I don't mean that unkindly at all, be­
cause the probability is if you put a bill out I would probably vote for 
it. I am in favor of d-0ing something for the farmer, and if we get 
off -0n the wrong foot and go too far, I shall be very sorry. If you 
don't want to do something reasonable for the farmer, you can expect 
it isn't going to be long before he will do something unreason.abl€. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. What is the dill'erence in principle betwe.en your 
bill and the Sinclair bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, gentlemen, I think very highly of the authors of 
the Sinclair-Norris bill and of the Haugen bill, but if you want to start 
a socialistic government I do not believe you could find any better way 
in the world to do it easier than under the Sinclair bill. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. There is no dill'erence between your measure and the 
Sinclair bilL The Sinclair bill simply puts a commissiDn in charge of 
the exportable surplus. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 
Mr. SINCLAIR. And the Haugen bill .sets up the same kind of a propo­

sition. 
Mr. LITTLE. My bill doesn't put the Government into the wheat busi­

ness. If my bill is right in theory, the Government won't buy much, 
if any, wheat. Under your .bill it .has got to buy. 

l\Ir. ~CHELOE. Under your bill who would stand the loss? 
Mr. LITTLE. The Government would lose it. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. That is the same thing as in the Sinclair bill, anil 

that is the reason why I asked you what the differenee was in pdnciJrle. 
Mr. LITTLE. My theory, which I enundate.d before yo:u came in, :Mr. 

KrnCHELOE, is that when the Government announces that it is going 
to give a dollar a bushel for the wheat, that the farmer won't sell for 
any less, and the wheat buyers competing with the G<>vernment 1'i..!:l 
have to pay that price. The result of that will be, I think, that tlle 
Government will not have to buy much .at all, except the export 
wheat. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. How wo.uld you take care of the export? Who 
would buy that? 

Mr. LITTLE. Sell it abroad. I called attention to that. I said if tht>y 
started under my plan the home buyers would buy wheat until tllcy 
got all the country would use, and when they got all the country would 
use then the Government would have to buy it, buy what you people 
call the surplus. It would, in a sense, become a surplus. I do not 
use the term "surplus," .because that is the term with which they have 
beaten us out of our money. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. The exportable surplus proposition is the whole pr-0b­
lem that we are trring to solve. 

Mr. LITTLE. Under my plan if wheat was sold at $Ll0 it would 
go up, wouldn't It? 

l\Ir. SINCLAIR. Yes. 
Mr. LITTLE. And it would stay up until you got to that so-called 

surplus. 
Mr. KI:SCHELOE. Until the domestic consUIDption was satisfied. 
Mr. LITTLm. Yes ; if they had followed my theory last year they 

would have made $150,000,000 more, Mr. SINCLAIR. 
Mr. SINCLAIR. I believe so if the price had been 10 nr 15 cents 

.higher. 
Mr. LITTLE. They would have. I was perhaps weak beyand that 

point. I neglected to figure out what wauld happ.en. But I think, 
Mr. KINCHELOE, w.hen I raise th~ proposition that ·the Government shall 
handle all of the export that it answers your question, don't you think 
so ~l If my !Jill had lJeen in effect at ~1 to $1.10, th€ farm.e.rs would 
have received $150,000,000 more. If this one becomes a law, it will 
add $200,000,-000 to their inco~ next year, and the export prodsion 
will bring U:S also a pro.fit from Europe instead of a loss. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I was trying to take it back to your proposition of 
fixing it at $1.10 on the domestic wheat, and if that was hlgh£r than 
the woi:ld price there would be an import of wheat into the country. 

:rt~r. LITTLE. No; because of the tariff--
Mr. KINCHELOE. 'rhat drawback tariff is a m.illcr's tarifl', anyway. 
Mr. LITTLE. What is the taxifl'? 
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Mr. SINCLAIR. Thirty cents. 
Mr. LITTLE. They wouldn't bring in the wheat. We have only lm­

ported 19,000,000 bushels since last harvest, 8,000,000 from Canada 
only. 

Mr. ASWELL. I am very keenly interested in all you have said, but 
I can not quite grasp the difference between your bill and the Sinclair 
bill. The loss will be sustained by the Government in the Sinclair bill 
1f we export the wheat, and it seems to me it will be necessarily sus­
tained by the Government under your bill. I do not see the difference. 

Mr. LITTLE. You are right, in a sense, but the loss would be sustained 
by the Sinclair corporation, would it not? 

l\Ir. AswELL. You ask for $30,000,000 and be asks for $100,000,000. 
It is just a difference in amount. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. Under bis bill be has got to begin to buy the wb~at, 
and under my bill we wouldn't buy it at all except for export. 

Mr. AswELL. You think it is simply a question of changing the word 
"authorize "? 

Mr. Sr~CLAIR. Why won't that theory, CL'eated by the Government's 
statement 'that 1t was prepared to buy, wol'k just as well undel' my bill 
and fix the price just the same as it would under your bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. l\fy idea about that is that under your bill it wouldn't 
ba\e any such result. 

l\Ir. 8INCLAIR. It isn't contemplated that the corporation would buy 
all . the wheat. It might have to uuy but very little of it. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. Pardon me; I didn't come here to get into a contro­
ve1·sy. 

Mr. ::lINCLAIR. No. I am just asking for information, l\fr. LITTLE. 
Mr. LITTLE. There is a goorl deal of information I ha,en't got. I 

have never studied the Sinclair bill as I have my own. I think I 
could give quite an e>..-tended review of the other bills after I hnd 
tlme to read them and study them. I do not think I am a very good 
witness as to just what would happen with that bill. 

l\ll'. SINCLAIR. I can not understand that it makes any difference how 
the Government takes care of the surplus, whether it is taken care of 
by the l::lecretary of Agriculture or through n grnin commission or 
corporation. -

Mr. LITTLE. The biggest steal we l'ver bad in thr world was our 
shipbuilding corporation in this country, and, with a11 due respect to 
the authors of these bills, I think that is. just what would happen. 

Mr. CLARKE. T~ . ere are others who think that about the grain cor­
poration. 

1\Ir. LITTLE. I think that putting this in a big corporation would l.Je 
a ·wonderful mistake. Your bill would require a whole lot of high­
salnried men and my bill would require hut a few clerks. You suggest 
tlia t they are in principle the same. Let me point out to you that the 
Sinclair bill calls for a big corporation and for a lot of money to be 
paid by the Government. There is no telling what W<'Ul<l happen. 

We have not yet thoroughly discussed the Canadian proposition. 
They claim that Canada is iiable to invade us with cheap w!Jeat. The 
figures of the Department of Commerce show that in the se,en months 
after July 1 last we imported, in r-0und numbers, 8,000,000 busbels of 
wheat from Canada and exported 16,000,000 bushels into Canada. Their 
competition does not amount to a row of pins in this country this year. 

The figures of the International Institute of Agriculture at Rome for 
.August, 192.3, show that at that time New York was landing wheat in 
Li\erpool at $1.157. On that day No. 2 northern wh1>at in Li\erpool 
was $1.15. At the same time No. 1 northern, a better wheat, was 
seJling at Port Arthnr at Sl.10. 

l\Ir. PuRNELL. Of course that wheat which waR landed in London at 
$1.11 was produced at a very decided loss in this country. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. This legislation is not responsible for that. We :u·e try­
ing to meet that. 

:Mr. PcnNELL. I understand, but I am not able as yet to get over the 
one big proposition in my mind, namely, that if, under your bill or any 
other bill, we shall increase the price in this cpunti·y so as to give the 
farmers a reasonable return for their investment and a profit, I can 
not understand how, with that added cost, you can lay it down in Liver­
pool and hope to in any way compete with the Argentine and some of 
the other countries. 

l\Ir. LITTLE. All I am undertaking to do is to show you that we can,· 
always have been, and always will be, under the pt·esent conditions, 
able to meet foreign competition in Liverpool. Mr. I'UR!\'ELL, I concede, 
of course, that if I am able to increase the home market for wheat to 
$1.10 or more we will have to get more than we are getting in Europe 
now in order to meet c-0mpetition there or make a profit there. Many 
here will now admit that if my bill had become a law in the Sixty­
seventh Congress the farmers would have received on the average 20 
cents a bushel more for their wheat, a total of $150,000,000. 

·what I claim now is that if my plan for export by the Secretary 
of Agriculhre is adopted be will not only get us a fair price in 
Europe but will practically be able to dominate the wheat markets 
of the world and decide their prices as the Brazilians control the 
coffe~~ markets. My sugge tion is that we adopt the Brazilian method 
of controlling exports, and the :::.-ecretary will have to go into the wheat 

markets of. the world and control those markC'ts as Brazil does the 
coffee markets. 

Mr. Al:!WELL. You delivered wheat at $1.15 in Liverpool in Aug\1st, 
and if your bill were in force, giving the $1.10 to the farmer, with 
your transportation, etc., the Government would have 1o puy that 
$1.10 and lose at least 50 cents a bushel. 

Mr. LITTLE. We couldn't ell the wheat in Livl'rpool at wh:it we 
get now. 

Mr . .ASWELL. They would lose at least GO cents a bushel, and would 
lose $100,000,000 the first year. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, under present conditions; but they admH that 
they will lose $75,000,000 now or nnder any circumRtances or under 
any plan they suggest. l\Iy answer to that ii; that we a !low the 
Government to buy the export wheat and to handle it. H the Sec­
retary controls all the export, he will be able to take cnre of that, 
and himself name the price of whoa t in Liverriool. Instead of a 
scattering bunch of discordn.nt, conflicting exporters we will be t1>pre­
sented by the Secre-tary of Agricultu re with all our whent ~hippC'd 
acro~s in American Government ve~l"els. 

The CHAIRl!AN. l\!r. Little, you ha.-e giwn a very interesting i::tate­
ment here, but there are a number of otller people who desire to be 
heard. 

Mr. LITTLE. I am almost through, Mr. Chairman. I tllink I have 
be<'n >ery patient. I have not bothered this committee for weeks. 

The CHAIRM.!N°. No; but you ha,·e exceeded the time askl'd for. We 
want to give you all the time you want, of course. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will be through in · a few moments. On March 4 the 
Department of Agriculture informed me that the average pric;.o for 
No. 1 northern wheat at Port ArthUt· in August, 1923, wa $1.10. 
Added to this. 20 Cl'nts for freight from Port Arthur to Live1 pool, 
Winnipeg laid down No. 1 northern wheat in Liverpool at $1.30. At 
the same time New York was landing No. ~ winter whe:it at Lin•rpool 
at a co t of $1.157. Winnipeg was not making real healthy compPiition 
in Liverpool for New York City. 

l\!r. AS WELL. That i. · just the point I can not gnH;p. You sur«eC'ded 
in the Liverpool market because of th<.' pricf's the :,.rrowers in this 
country were getting for tlieir surplus whPat--

1\Ir. LITTLE (intf'rpoAing). The prices they always hnve been getting 
and always will get if you don·t legislate for tliem. 

l\!r. ASWELL. I don't know about that. 
l\Ir. LITTLE. I dou·t know, either; but we will have to do the best 

we can. The people who arc scared to death of Canadian wheat in 
Lirnrpool are laboriug under fl. balluciuation. Th<.'y see the northr.rn 
Jights and think it is Cuuarlfa.rr wheat headed for Livl'rpool. 'l'bat is 
the stuff dreams are made of. 

The United State and Canada combined raisetl H,000,000 bushels 
less last year than they did the year before. The "\ast wheat t<>rri­
tory " they talk about iu Cu.uada is mo t1y peopled by the nocky Moun­
tains and glaciers and bounded by the North l'ole. There 11evn will l.Je 
for any long period serion or dangerous competition from that t:ounlry. 
Last fall Governor Leedy wrote me, "We have all the wheat we claimed, 
467,000,000 bu heIF<;' and he says, "Half of it is unthreshcd and mostly 
in the . hock; if the suow does not fall by November, we will be in fair 
shape." 

If you obset·ve the al.Jove figm·es, yon will see that for thofle five yearil, 
approximately. thoio>e five countries exported R,::i28,000,000 bushels, nnd 
that of tllis the United State's exported 1.374,000,000. In other words, 
of the world's exports the United States exported about two-fifths la.st 
year. Years before a much lat·ger proportion. You have already noted 
that iu ocean freight rates the United States has a very great advan~ 
tage. You have noticed that the United States gets to the seacoast at 
more reasonable rates than other countries, so fat· as we have the fig­
ures. You see, therefore, that we are in excellent condition to m<.'et 
anybody and fight it out at Liverpool. Let us ~ uppo. e, for example, 
that for the first two-fifths of the ~·car the United Statl's exported no 
wheat. 'l'he world woulu be short tw1>-fifths of it Pating supply for 
that time an<'l wheat, of course, would greatly increase in price. The 
United States would then be in a position to go into n high market 
and sell its wheat and receive the high prices. In othel' word , the 
Secretary of Agriculture could contrnl the Liverpool market at auy time 
he saw tit. The Secretary, in full control -of all our <>xports, could 
readily make a combination with the bulk of the Canadian exporters, 
for example, and they could work together to fi.x: the price at Liverpool, 
or they could combine with the Argentinian exporters. The pleasant 
d1·eams of a big wheat pool and a combination of wheat growers could 
round out into practical common sense unde1· the leadership of the Sec­
retary of Agriculture of the United States of America.. 

This would especially be true because be would have absolute control 
of two-fifths of tb.e world's wheat supply. Being a governmental propri­
etor and responsil>le ouly to his Government and not to so111e copartners, 
he could, if be saw fit, go in at any time and undersell the rest of the 
world and name the snbscquent prices. Ile would, possihly, lose some 
money at that time, but It is now conceded by all rival proposilions that 
they expect to lose many millions of dollat·s a year anyway and make • 
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no pretense that they could ever make a nickel by export business. If 
we have to take a loss the Department of Agriculture could take it and 
It would ne>t go to the farmer. He w-Ould be receiving his home prices. 
This is the only pJan offered whi•h makes it possible for the American 
farmer to get the maximum price for wheat, whatever it may be. Every 
other plan devolves upon him, just as the present situation does, the l-0ss, 
11 any, due to the low prices in Liverpool and Europe. 

Our manufacturers in New England found themselves unable to com­
pete with European factories. The rest of us established a tariff b-Ounty 
for the manufacturers at our upense. They found themselves able to 
compete with European labor on American soil by reason of our tar:UI 
bounty. We now ask that you reciprocate the bounty of a hundred years 
and enable the wheat farmers of America to have the same golden b-Ounty 
that- you have showered on the factory owners and workers. If you do 
not do so they will be forced out of business just as New England shoe­
makers would a hundred years ago but for the tariff. We can sit here 
patiently at the-end of t'lle world taking the worst of the battle, or we 
can thus assert ourselves and control the markets of the worid and be 
~ure that n-0 American wheat farmer ever again sells hls wheat for less 
than it cost him. 

Mr. ASWELL. But those other bills include many other agricultural 
products. This touches only on wheat. 

Mr. LrrTLE. You will remember last year I told you that in my judg­
ment wheat could easily be handled because the system was such that we 
could put it in the elevator, and we could do the same thing with cotton. 
But I don't know what to do with the hog. Do you? What can they 
do with hogs? 

l\!r. A.SWELL. I don't know. 
1\Ir. LIT'.rLE. I do not think anyb-Ody who wrote that bill ever seri­

ously intended buying hogs and cattle. Of course, if all the hog, 
cattle, wool, and cotton people will vote for the bill, it will go th1·ough. 
We can handle this wheat in the elevators. We do not have to build 
sheds for wheat anywhere we have elevators. The same is true with 
cotton, barley, and rice. I earnestly hope you may be able to find 
some way to get a rea onable price for hogs and cattle, but I can not. 
My proposition is very simple and practical and very inexpensive. 
If you bad adopted it last summer several on thls committee have 
confessed that the farmer would have been $150,000,000 better oft'. 

I can tell you about wheat, and I believe that I am right. 
I would like to arrange that Doctor Atkeson should be beard on this. 

He is and for years has been the national legislative representative 
of the National Grange. Can he come back to-morrow? He is per­
haps the most conservative of all the national farm leaders. 

The CHAIR~IAN. We will have to give that consideration. 
Doctor ATKESO~. Mr. Chairman, may I state that I think Mr. LITTLE 

has said about all that I could possibly say in support of the bill, 
and if I may be excused, I would like to save my time and the time 
of the committee. I think Mr. LITTLE has completely exhausted the 
subject. 

:llr. LITTLE. I would like to have put into the record what Doctor 
Atkeson said last ycat·. Will that be satisfactory, Doctor Atkeson? 

Doctor ATKESO~. Ye ·. 
The CIIArnYA~. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

DOCTOR ATKESON'S TESTL\IO~ BEFO:ftE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURID, 
JA...~U..utY 9, 1923. 

On page 15, Doctor Atkeson, legislative representative of the Na­
tional Grange in Washington, said : 

"I have read all these bills, so far as I know, tbat have been 
introduced in both Houses of Congress. I have read Mr. LITTLE'S 
bill both ways, and I am thoroughly convinced if we are going to 
try this experiment that it is the most defensible and less ob­
jectionable than any other bill. 

"But: if you fix the price of wheat-say you fix the price of 
wheat at $1.50; :Mr. LlrrLE's bill undertakes to stabilize it at $1-
I say it is tile most defeuslble and least objectionable of any 
of the .measures, to my mind. 

"Mr. KINCHEI,OE. Doctor, if I understand your position, which 
is personal, you are against all this legislation; but if the com­
mittee and Congress are determined to enact some of it, we shoul<l 
choose the one with the least evil in it, to wit, the Little bill. 

" Doctor ATKESON. Yes; as an experiment. * • • 
• • • • • 

"Doctor ATKESO ·. • • • That is one objection to Mr. 
LITTLE'S bill, which tends to stabilize wheat at $1 a bushel. 

"'l'be CaunMA .. Doctor, is not the object of this bill to 
stabilize the price of wheat at $1 a bushel? I am referring to 
Colonel LITTLE'S bill. 

"Doctor ATKESON. As I have said two or three times, as an 
experiment I prefer that to any and all of the other measures. 

• • • • • 
"Doctor ATKESON. Undoubtedly it is not high enough to pay 

the present price of production. 
"Mr. SINCLAIR. Then why should you be in favor of that? 

"Doctor ATKESON. As an experiment, to see bow it will work; 
to see what the effect will be. As I interpret the Little bill­
I thiIJk it is a fair interpretation-to take care of the surplus 
and stabilize the price of wheat to at least $1 a bushel. The 
Secretary, at his option, might continue to buy it up to $1.10. 
That means a price of $1.10. If the Secretary did what he would 
do un<ler the circumstances-that is, if he buys all the wheat 
that is offered up to $1.10-anybody else that wanted to get it 
would have to pay $1.11 or $1.12, or something more. 

• • • • • 
"Doctor ATKESON. No human being knows certainly what the 

efrect would be or how well satisfied the consumers of farm 
products or the producers would be after an experiment of a year 
or two ; the Little bill is the most defensible and less objection-
able than any of the others." , 

At the conclusion of his evidence, page 133, Doctor Atke. on 
says: 

" I have only attempted to call attention to one solution. If 
price fixing is the way out, why let's experiment with it. We 
can. quit if it doesn't pay. I want to repeat that of all the 
bills I have read I am partial to Mr. LITTLE'S bill." 

.Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield 15 
mmutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vr1'SON]. 

~1r. VI~SON of Kentuc1..7. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, as one born in old Kentucky, as a loyal American 
citizen, a a friend to the valiant sons of America who defended 
its honor during tlle World War, and as an ex-service man of 
that war, I rise to enter my voiced protest against the condition 
which confronts us in respect to the proposed legislation that 

· goes to the country as a so-called adjusted compensation legis­
lation. 

Back in Kentucky I practice the profession of the law. And 
early in the game I learned that in the trial of a case either by 
court or jury it is better to rest your case upon the merits 
involved rather than be controlled by technical legal construc­
tion. In clays gone by more rigid use of technicalities were 
invoked than in this modern age. But in the consideration of 
the bonus legislation which confronts us we find that the bill 
which the Ways and Means Committee of this House approved, 
upon which we vote next Tuesday, was not released and was 
not obtainable by the Members of this body until 12 o'clock noon 
to-day (Saturday). The bill sponsored by the committee afore­
said comes to us under suspension of the rules, without right 
of amendment and with debate limited to 40 minutes of time. 

I had hoped to be able i:o be permitted to cast my vote for a 
bonus bill which carried an option whereby those who so de­
sired might receive cash. In lieu of such cash option, the bill 
presented comes to us under a suspension of the rules, whiclf 
prohibits amendments to the reported bill, and we view the 
spectacle of IJeing forced to accept this bill or have no legisla­
tion upon the subject. With this alternative confronting us, I 
support the measure and, while I will support the measure, I 
do not impugn the motive of any ex-service man or any Member 
of Congre s who in principle and good conscience opposes this 
pending legislation, or bonus legislation in general 

I have the honor to represent the ninth district of Kentucky, 
composed of 19 counties, aggregating 5,499 square miles in 
area, with a population exceeding 272,725. For approxi­
mately 167 miles its northern and eastern borders are washed 
by the waters of the Big Sandy and the mighty Ohio; its north­
ern county reaches to within 30 miles of Cincinnati, Ohio. The 
world-renowned blue grass, which peeps its head through the 
f:unous soil of the we~1:ern counties of the district, extends into 
the mountain regions of Kentucky an approximate distance of 
100 miles. The southeastern county, as well as the soutbwe~t~ 
ern county of the district, is only removed from Virginia, the 
Mother State, by two intervening counties. In many way it is 
cosmopolitan in nature. Not in the sense of a commingling of 
foreign blood, for there is none of perceptible consequence flow­
ing through the veins of my people; but it is a district of di­
versified nature in respect of the topography of the country, soil 
of the land, the means of livelihood of its people . 

In· tbe creation Kentuckians fondly believe that God favored. 
their nativity. It has been scientifically demonstrated that in 
the soil of the blue grass there are food values derived there­
from producing energy, speed, and stamina in the horses bred 
and reared upon it-unsurpassed the world over. Undoubtedly 
God favored thls_.spot in its creation; well could it be said 
that it was His playground. But, when He created the blue 
grass, an<.1 moothed out the rolling, undulating levels upon its 
bosom, methinks He tired of the monotony of the plains, and 
in the execution of His divine plan He caused mighty explo­
sions in the bowels of the earth and upheavals consequent 
therefrom, and thereby brought into existence the further evi-
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uence of Hi~ mighty. power, the mountains. It has always 
occurred to me that the mountain districts of the world re-­
cei\'e<l a special touch from the hands of the Omnipotent 
Crea tor, for, \vhen He molded the hills and carved out the 
valleys, He made of the mountains a depository for His jewels 
and trea ·ures in the form of minerals; and to further safe­
guard these Yaluables in the mountains of Kentucky He caused 
to be reared a people of strong, sturdy stock, with minds clear 
and -visions unimpaired. · 

Now, with a district of such character, it would be strange 
indeed if its people clid not respond to the call of country with 
the offering of it ' young manhood. More than 10,000 of her 
sons serYetl their country in the World 1Var and, although 
here and there in this large district an ex-service man gives 
Yoice to opposition to a bonus measure, I confidently as ert 
thaf I speak for 98 per cent of the soldiery of my district in 
rnicing these sentiments that the Nation gi\~e recognition for 
the ser-vice of these T"alirrnt sons. 

The pendin~ legislation fr commonly known throughout the 
countrv as "a honus bill." Some of its friends take issue with 
such designation, hut I do not. The word "bonus" comes to us 
from the Latin, in which language its meaning is "good." It 
is a good bill. Taking the definition of the word, that it is 
Rornething in addition to regular par, it occurs to me that it is 
just that; it i the gift of the Nation; it is the token of the 
country; it is a symbol of appreciation of the wealthiest coun­
tn in the world to its defenders. 

0

1\lr. BLA.Nr.rOrJ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. VINSON of Kentucky. I will. 
JIJr. BLANTON. I think that the· ex-service men will agree 

with my colleague in calling this a bonus bill. because they 
asked the Congress for meat and this committee has given 
them a bone. Naturnlly it is bon-us. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentl:rcky. Very good. 
In their efforts to organize such veterans of the World War 

opposing the bonus bill, the moneyed interests of this country 
sent a man by the name of Brinkerhoff into Kentucky to 
effect an organization that is known as the Ex-Service Men's 
Anti bonus League. From his · own lips I heard Mr. Brinker­
hoff state that he was a broker of stocks and bonds in the 
city of New York; that his opposition to tbe bonus was of such 
nature that he was contributing his time to the effort to 
organize Kentucky's oldiery against this measure. 

To this date, according to my information, he has been able 
to form one club of men looking toward the defeat of the 
bonus legislation. In this chapter there are men whom I have 
known from early boyhoou ; there are men of splendid charac­
ter ;. men who are honest in their opinions upon this subject, 
and I do not impugn the motive of anyone who, in virtue of 
his conscientious scruples, opposes this bill, but I do wish to 
go upon record against the moneyed interests represented by 
this man Brinkerhoff and others of like pature in attempting 
to organize the soldiery of my district against this recognition 
of their services. 

Dealing with the total amount to be expended under this act, 
tlte amount is in<'on.;iderable as compared to the total amount 
of this countl'y's vast wealth, which authoritative statistics esti­
mate to be $350,000,000,000. The expenditure under this bill 
aggregates . 2,000,000,000. Upon that basis it is fifty-seven one­
hunclredtbs of 1 per cent of tile total wealth of America. From 
these figures it i -· easy to ascertain that it is of no particular 
moment in respeet of its being a tremendous financial burden. 

Viewing it from a practical viewpoint, it occurs to me that 
it L a question th1:1t should be settled. I heard no lamentations 
from the repre entatives of the moneyed marts of this country 
Ju accepting the retroactive provision in the revenue tax 
mea ure, which recently passed this House, by which the 
income-tax payers for 1923 of America received a " bonus" 'Of 
approximately $250.000,000. It was not calle<l a bouus in the 
bill, but it wa -· a. truly a bonus as that which will be granted 
unto the soldier heroes of America. This bonus to said income­
tax: payers of America came about in this wise: A surplus of 
$600,000,000 wa:- found to exist in the Treasury, and it was 
realized that the administration had placed nn improper and a 
too weighty burden upon the people of America in 1923 by way 
of income taxe , nnd it was deemed fit and proper to provide 
for a 25 per cent reduction in the income taxes for 1923. I 
protest not 11guinst such measure. I voted for the amendment 
and for the bill, to the end that the tax burden of our people 
would be alleviated. But, nevertheless, it w'Tts a bonus, a good 
thing, an allowance over that to which they would have been 
entitled under the then-existing law. The number of persons 
directly affe<'ted by this tax reduction is approximately the 
same nurn!Jel' that will be directly affected by the passage o·.e 
this measure. 

1,'o th.e contrary, aml as a matter of fact, the bUBiness in­
terests of America should favor it; it is a question that should 
be settled, to the end that the business affairs of the country 
will not be injured by the circumstances surrounding the 
situation. Among the more than 4,000,000 soldiers of the World 
War this question is a tender spot, not only affecting the sol­
diers but reaching out into many millions more among the 
families of soldiers. It has gotten to be a sore upon the body 
politic of America. Permitting it to remain in this condition. 
I assert that it would fester, to the detriment of the very in­
terests that are now opposing the measure. I submit thnt as 
a business proposition it is better to get this question settled, 
and settled right, than to let the soldiers, their families and 
friends in this generation, and tbe childl'en of the soldiers in 
the next generation, hold in their hearts canker against the 
business interests of our country. -

l\Iost everyone has a cure for the diseases that prey upon 
the body politic of our country. I do not es ay to prescribe for 
the ills that seem to hold our country in its grip, but were I 
to attempt such a thing I would lay at the door of the turmoil, 
strife, lack of faith, unstability, trembling conditions of our 
affairs tbe old homily : " Money is tlie root of all evil." 

It causes men to forget obligations with which they have 
been imposed; it causes men to forget the duties of official 
trust ; it causes men to lose their position in society and their 
honor and esteem among men; it is causing our great business 
men and institutions to forget the saviors of freedom in gov­
ernment-the ex-service men of the 'Vorld War. 

In the hurly-burly of our modern life our old globe is spin­
ning so rapidly that man has eaten up the distance interven­
ing between the rise of the suu in the bustling east and itR 
setting in the golden we t. Soon it will be an accomplished 
fact that in the morning time man will view the appearance of 
Old Sol stretching its radiant head above the waters of the 
Atlantic and, at the eventide. watch its golden glow disappear 
into the mighty vastness of the Pacific. 

No wonder, in an age of such speed men forget tlleir obliga­
tions to their fellow men; no wonder that the country, to a 
large degree, has forgotten the splentlid erTice of its manhood 
in standing between tue rmrpoRe of a war-mad Kaiser and its 
successful termination. But our country, to a large degree, 
has forgotten. 

LES'!' WE FORGET. 

I would ask you to go back with me to the early days of 1917 
when the Kaiser of that militaristic country, calculating to a 
nicety that be could throttle the Allies with his iron fist be­
fore America could emerge from her condition of peace and 
appear upon the battle fields of Europe; cal-culating to a 
nicety, in my judgment, tllat there was no longer need of bis 
haughty self to resIJect t11e rights of this cow1try relative to 
the war zone limits then existing, flung defiance to the wind 
and gave notice that no longer would he consider the rights 
of neutrals. 

I.EST WE FORGET. 

Recall to your mind the "cene when our late lamented war 
President, Woodrow Wilson, appeared in this very Cuamber and 
\Yith breaking heart delivered the war me sage to our Congress. 
Recall to your mind the stirring scene in which a state of war 
was declared to exist between your country and the foes of 
democracy. With what deep feeling of solemnity did you ca t 
your Yote plunging your country into a just war! 

LEST WE FOROET. 

Bring back to four mind's eye the lrnrriecl preparedness for 
this world struggle; conjure up iu your memory the scenes that 
obtained in the departure of your sons and neigllbor's sons; 
bring back into your memory the tears and heartaches which 
were involved 1n the sacrifices of the womanhood of America. 

LEST W.E FORGET. 

It is needless for me to ask those who experienced the home 
leaving to renew that picture. The kiss of my aged mother, 
coupled with her half-stifled cry of anguish as I turned away 
from . her, and the cold, death-like lips of my sweetheart's kiss 
can never be erased from my memory. Others will recall fare­
wells with tbe picture of a sweet, babbling baby prominent in 
the foreground. It is needless to remind the soldier of those 
days in the training camps, in the hospitals, where death stalked 
unseen and took as its victims 62,106 of America's noble sons ; 
it is needless to remind the overseas veteran of the experiences 
that confronted him upon foreign soil, of the hardships of camp 
Jife and the privations necessarily endured; it is needless to 
remind him of the damnable weather, of the muck and mud of 
the trenches, the chill of tl1e night, and the bell of battle. 

Do you think that they C'an forget the fall of a coip.rade by 
their side writhing in pain or silent in the stillness of death; 
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here the trunk of what lrns once a man ; there the body of 
what was once a living being, possessed of the sauw <lesire to 
live and to love as is possessed by the moneyed interests of 
America now opposing tile effort of a grateful country to pay 
her debt of honor. 

LEST WE FORGET. 

Time was when the ex-service man. offering his. all, with­
~ta urting the onslaughts of the greatest military machine that 
history e>er witnessed and breaking into disorder its famed 
storm-division troops was proclaimed the hero of the Nation, 
an<l now, in time of peace and security, the moneyed interests 
of the East object to the country giYing evidence of its apprecia­
tion for the services of its soldiers in the time of the Nation's 
grente. t peril. 

In conclusion. I desire to reiterate that it has not been my 
purpose to irnp.ugn tlie motive of any ex-service man of the 
World War with wllom I may differ lu views upon this subjeet. 
I accord him the same right to his views upon this or any sub­
ject as I claim for myself. 

I llave stated the conclusions of my own mind, and I respect­
fully submit it to the conclusions of practically the unani­
ruous soldiery of my district j and further, respectfully. sul>ruit 
that I give mice to tlle desire of my people that the Nation's 
griltitmle should !Je exprei;,"Sed in some substantial form. [AU· 
plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanilllou::i consent to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The CHA.IRl\iAN. The gentleman from Kentucky ~sks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chait· hears none. 

Mr. FRENCH. 1\:Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. CRA}fTON, as Speaker 

pro t'empore, having assumed the chair, l\1r. GRAHAAr of Illinois, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the . tate 
of the Union, reported that that committee, having under con­
sideration the bill (H. R. 6820) making appropriations for the 
NaYy Department and the naval ervice for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, bad come to no 
resolution thereon. 

THE SO-C.!LLED GASOLINE BILL. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I obtained permission to ex­
teuu my remarks on the gas tax bill a short time ago, and I 
desire to date them as of to-day, because I want to bring in 
some matters that have come up later on that bill. I ask un:rni­
mous consent to date lt to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that the remarks he referred to may be 
dated to-day. Is there objection? 

'l'here was no objeCtion. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues for per­

mitting me to discuss the so-called gasoline .tax bill. Ap­
parently it is of local importance only, but when all facts con­
nected with it are fully analyzed, it forms a vital issue of 
principle that affects every man, woman, and child in the United 
S'tates. · 

INESTii\lABLPl VALUE OF TIIE CO:-IGRESSIOXAIJ RECORD, 

Were it not for the publicity afforded nationally by the 
Co::soRESSIONAL RECORD, it would be impossible to get certain 
facts before the people of tbe country. 
. There was a time when editors reserYed only one portion of 
their newspaper-the editorial page-for disseminating their 
own views, and the columns of the other pages were devoted to 
news items, to chronicle what happened to their readers without 
bias or prejudice. But no part of any column of any page of 
any daily in any of the big cities now belongs to the readers, 
for in this modern day the editors of tq.e big metropolitan news­
papers leave out what they don't like and color all news items 
to suit their own views. When Members of Congress fight for 
things the editors don't want, or fight against things tile editors 
do want, such editors are not content with roasting such Mem­
bers in editorials, but they go further, and either make no men­
tion whatever of the facts brought to Ught by such l\lembers or 
else twist same into some ridiculous meaning neither intended 
nor warranted. Thus the facts are not given to the people. 

The unpurchasable country press is the people's only salva­
tion. This country press publishe<l in towns and in the smaller 
cities is uncontrolled by ulterior interests, and its policies are 
not for sale. Just as far as circumstances will permit, it gives 
the uncensored news to its readers. But the country press is 
handicapped, for the only means it has of obtaining news be.­
;rond its immediate locality is what is sent by tile big metro­
politan press and the news-reporting agencies, which unfor· 

tunately are confrolled nnd influenced by the big newspapers. 
So in the Nation's Capital tllere exists but one true source of 
ne'1·s, giving uncensored to the people the happeni1'1.gs of Con­
gress Hnd the respectiYe views of its Members, and that is the 
CONGRESSIO- ..\L RECORD. 

WHY BIG XF:WSrArEns DO NOT LIKE IT. 

Naturally, bi~ newspapers do not like it. When they treat 
l\lembers of Congress unfairly the RECORD reveals it. When the 
press twists or colors the facts the IlECORD shows it. When the 
press forms a dislike for a Member and punishes him with the 
"silent treatment," which means never to mention his name 
unless in a derogatory was, no matter how closely connected 
he may be with important legislation before the House, the 
RECORD discloses such discrimination. When the press pur· 
posely misconstrues and miRstates the position of a Member, 
tile RECORD demonstrates such unfairness to the reading public. 
For about 40,000 copies of the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are 
mailed from Washington by the Government Printing Office 
the next morning after each day's session to the remotest parts · 
of the United States into eYery State of the Union. They are 
read by the i)eople at home and by the fair, honest editors in 
the towns and smaller cities, who ultimately find out first-hand 
wben they ha-ve been bunkoed with false news sent them by 
news-reporting agencies and the b~g papers. Thus concerning 
the happenings of Congress the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has be~ 
come the monitor of the monopolistic press, tending to keep it 
in line when it would distort the facts. Naturally the press 
ls restiv-e unuer this restraint. It does not like to be kept in 
line. It does not like a news medium with a daily circulation 
of 40,000 copies which can not be controlled by the combined 
press interests. This is why the big press constantly pokes fun 
at the REconn. This is why the big press tries to incite the 
country press to poke fun at the RECORD. 

UECORD CO!ll'.l'AINS VALUABLE INFORMATION. 

Valuable information on practically every subject imaginable 
is disseminated in the RECORD, and it is now being read 
closely by the people at home. Only a few days ago appeared 
an editorial in the daily paper of my home city, written by the 
distinguished editor, 1\-11·. Frank Grimes, who, by tbe way, had 
four brave brothers who valiantly served our :fiag during the 
recent war, and who for several years himself has ably edited 
the Abilene Daily Reporter, a ne,vspaper that would be an 
honor to Washington, wherein Editor Grimes said that the 
CoxGRESSIONAL RECORD was well worth l'eading, and that all 
people who had access to it were now reading it closely, and 
to advantage. 

WELL WORTH ITS COST, 

No money spent by the Government is betfer spent, fo1~ 
otherwise tllere would be no uncensored record of what daily 
happens here. It is a protection to every Congressman. For 
sooner or later the people will eventually find it out when 
either the big press or the news-reporting agencies discriminate 
against any Member. And American people will not stand 
for anythlng but fair play. And the people can afford to pay 
for its cost, for some facts they are not able to get through 
any other source. And I am now forced to use the RECORD in 
order to get before the American people the real facts con­
nected with the so-called gasoline tax bill, so that tlley may 
see just how vitally affected they are by it, for the big press, 
controlled by Washington influence, has failed to relate such 
facts. 

CHROXOT,QGICAL SITUATION, 

When this Congress met, the District of Columbia had auto 
reciprocity with e-very State in the Nation except :Maryland, 
and 1\Iaryland had auto reciprocity with all the States, but not 
with the District of Columbia. Each had to procure licenses 
from the other. 

Under the present law in the District of Columbia auto­
mobiles have to pay a property tax of $1.20-the regular tax 
rate-per $100 on the valuation of the car, and a license-tag fee. 
as follows : Three dollars fQr cars not o-ver 24 horsepower ; $5 
for cars between 24 and 30 horsepower ; and $10 for cars over 
30 horsepower. Virginia, on one side of the District, has a 
much larger registration fee and a much larger property tax 
on automobiles, and in addition has a gasoline tax of 3 cents 
on the gallon. Maryland, on practically the other three sides 
of the District, has a. much larger registration fee and a 
much larger property ta.x on automobiles than has the Dis­
trict, and in addUion has a gasoline tax of 2 cents per gallon. 

Maryland proposed to the District that if Congress would pass 
a law placing a tax of 2 cents per gallon on gasoline, which 
would abolish incentive for motorists to buy their gasoline in the 
District rather than in Maryland, that l\Iar:)land woulll then 
agree to. auto reciprocity with the District. 
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And to meet such proposal of Maryland this so-called gaso­
line ta.Y bill. was designed ; but when they framed it, instead of 
merely proYiding for a gasoline tax of 2 cents on the gallon, as 
demanded by Maryland, the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia sought to abolish the present registration license fees 
an<l also sought to abolish all of the present property tax on 
motor vehicles., and framed the bill so that the only tax hereaffer 
to be paid on motor vehicles from Rolls-Royce and Pierce-Arrow 
limousines on down should be the nominal sum of $1 on each 
car, ahd said commissioners sent such bill to the House District 
Committee, requesting that it be passed immediately, in order to 
obtain reciprocity with Maryland. 

CLEAllLY A TAX-DODGING SCHEME. 

In my minority report filed against this bill I stated that instead 
of calling it " the gasoline tax bill " its proper appellation was 
" the commissioners' latest tax-dodging scheme." Their selfish 
plan would not have looked so crude if their existing taxes had 

. been high. But, as a matter of fact, they were paying less than 
half what people both in Virginia and Maryland were paying. 
Under the present law a $15,000 new Rolls-Royce limousine here 
in the Distriet has to pay a registration fee of only $10 and a 
property tax of only $1.20 on the $100, while in Maryland it has 
to pay a registration fee of 32 cents per horsepower and a prop­
erty tax of $2. 70 on the $100, and in addition a 2-cents-per-gallon 
tax on gasoline ; and in Virginia, say in the city of Alexandria, 
it has to pay a State registration fee of 60 cents per horsepower 
and a State property tax of $1.50 on the $100, and also an addi­
tional municipal registration fee, and a municipal pro.pe1'ty tax, 
and then in addition pay a gasoline tax of 3 cents on the gallon. 
Thus the people, both of Maryland and Virginia, and everywhere 
else in the United States, are now paying over twice as much 
taxes on automobiles as are the people of the District of Colum­
bia. Yet the Commissioners of the District of Columbia sought 
by their bill to permit a $15,000 Rolls-Royce limousine to escape 
all taxation except a nominal fee of a pitiful little $1 besides the 
gasoline tax, and to permit the owne1· of 500 valuable taxicabs, 
running on the streets day and night, to escape all taxation ex­
cept to pay a pitiful little $1 on each car. 

WHAT THE COM~IlSSIONERS HAD I~ MIND. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia k-new that 
under what was kno-wn as the outrageous half-and-half system 
that prevailed here until changed in 1921 to the 60-40 ratio 
the whole people of the United States through the general 
Treasury bad paid half of all the general running expenses of 
th.e District of Columbia, including all improvements of the 
city, and are now permitting the nearly 500,000 citizens of 
Washington to pay a ridiculously low tax rate of only $1.20 on 
the $100, on both real and personal property, with a personal 
property exemption of $1,000 free from all taxation, and . as­
sessed at ·about half of the real valuation, and a tax on in­
tangibles of only one-half of 1 per cent, and that since the change 
from the 50-50 system in 1921 the whole _people from the Gov­
ernment's Treasury have been paying 40 per cent of all of such 
improvements and city expenses. And the commissioners .knew 
that through the many department supply bills passed by Con­
gress every year several million dollars more are spent on va­
rious local civic matters here in Washington for which · 
Washington people would have to provide, but for which the 
Government has furnished the full 100 per cent. .And the com­
missioners therefore reasoned among themselves about as fol­
lows : " We should worry 1 Why should we tax oursel>es to 
raise money? Have not we the Government Treasm-y here in 
our ·midst, from which we have always gotten what we wanted?" 
And they saw a fine oppol'tunity to lower the expenses of Wash­
ington people very materially. by getting C<mgress to abolish all 
property tax on their automobiles and reduce their registration 
fees down to a nominal $1 per car. They knew that the Gov­
ernment had already provided the necessary money to pave 
the hundreds of miles of streets and boulevards, the million­
collar bridges across the Potomac, the several bridges across 
the Anacosta River, the numerous city street bridges in Wash­
ington, including the fine tiger bridge on Sixteenth Street, and 
the " million-d-0llar bridge" on Connecticut A venue, -and the 
100,000 street lights all over the District of Columbia, the 
traffic policing of such streets, and the street-deaning, snow­
removing, and rainfall disposition, and that each yeai· the 
Government was continuing the appropriating of huge sums ot 
public money out of the Treasury for repairs, upkeep, main­
tenance, and replacement. So why should not the commissionern 
make the effort to still further lower their taxes and pass the 
burden over on the waiting Government? 

The commissioners knew that if any Congressman or Sen­
at<>r dared to object, they had the Washington Post, owned by 
Mr. Edwal'd B. McLean, the Washington Herald, owned by' 

Mr. William Randolph Hearst, the Washington Star, controlled 
by l\fr .. T~eodore W. Noyes, the Wasl)ington Times, owned by 
l\1r. William Randolph Hearst, and the Washington News., 
o.wn~d by the Scripps syndicate, besides the many other pub­
llca t1ons of local organizations in Washington to center their 
combined attacks upon such obstreperous Congressman or 
Senator and punish him until he .got himself back in line. 
They could give him ~·the once over" by publishing ridicu­
lous news items about him. They could punish him by mis­
construing his every act and word. They could attack him 
edit~rially. They could give him "tile silent treatment" by 
making no reference to any work performed by him in com­
mittees or in Congress. They could so influence the press 
reporting agencies in the press gallery to punish him, and thus 
hamstring the recalcitrant Congressman in his home State and 
the counties of his district through the censoretl news items 
sent to his home papers. And they knew that they could make 
it v.ery unpleasant for any Congressman who stood in the way of 
thell' plan. An<l these tax-dodging commissioners thought that 
they would be able to get away with it. 

ACTIOX BY HOUSE COMYITTEE. 

After due considerati-on, the House committee placed back 
into the bill the property tax the commissioners had left out. 
But through the continued insistence of the acting chairman, 
l\Ir. ZIHLMAN, the committee by a compromise vote agreed 
upon an amendment that exempted all motor vehicles from the 
property tax: up to a valuation of $1,000, and by a vote -of 7 
to 6 tile amended bill was reported to the House for action. 
This would have given the people of the District of Columbia 
a personal-property exemption -0f $1,000 from taxation and 
an additionall exemption of another $1.000 on automobiles.' with 
the balance ~f the personal and real property taxed at the 
rate of only $L20 on the $100. 

ACTIO." BY HQUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Upon conside~ation the House of Representatives, by prac­
tically a Ullil.rurnous ·rnte, turned down Acting Chairman 
ZlHLM.AN's proposal, and decided that the property tax on 
motor vehlcles should remain. And in lieu of the $1 per car 
l'egistration fee proposed by the commissioners, the House by 
a decisive vote provided that there should be a registration 
fee of 15 cents per horsepower on motor vehicles, in Heu 
of the $3, $5, and $10 fees now charged. And the bill was 
thus passed and sent to the Senate. 

UPROAR BY WASHlKGTON NEWSPAPERS .AND PEOPLE. 

That afternoon Mr. Hearst's ·washingtan Ti.mes (February 
12, 1924), at the top of the Washington page, in huge box-car 
letters, eanied the startling headline 
D. C. reciprocity gas bill is Ck>ad, 

and then in a subhead typed in letters over half an inch high 
said: . 

Personal levJt is cause. -. 

And as a reason for the bill becoming " dead " within just 
an hour after being passed by the House, the Times thus 
proclaimed : 

The 2-cent gasoline tax bill, establishing automobile reciprocity 
between the District and Maryland, is virtually in the scrap heap, 
so fa.r as its chances of passage at the present session of Congress 
are eo11cern€d. 

The action of the House in ellacting the bill with the personal­
property tax Included kills the measure in the Senate, according to 
those iD touch with the situation. Tbe Senate uill never accept 
the bill in its present form. 

But in the next column the Times disclosed the real secret 
in the following statement : 

When the commissioners first sent the gas tax bill to Congre s 
they proposed a 2-cent gas tax and a $1 registration or tag fee. 
They asked for the elimination gf the personal-property tax on auto­
mobiles. * * • 

But when the bill passed the nouse yesterday it wa changed con­
siderabls. The 2-cent nu was retained, the per onal-property tall 
continued, and. :m additional tax of 15 cents per horsepower included 
as a substitute fo:r the ii fee. 

MAY CUT STREE'.fS Bl'OOEIT. 

The Hom:;e bill also provides that all automobile taxes be US(.>d to 
maintain the highway system of Washington. Tbis will- WJdoubte<lly 
at fu·st meet with general approval. However, if this is done Congress 
will probably withdraw its annual 40 pet' cent appropriation and tell 
the rristrict to raise all of the money it needs for streets through 
automobile taxation apd without the help of Congress. Congress now 
pays abOut $600,000 as its part for street improvements, anu it would 
probably cease this payment if the biJl in its present form is approYed. 
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And that same afternoon, February 12, 1924, following the 
pa!'l~age of the bill by the House, the Washington Star pTe­
dicted that the people of Washington would kill the bill, carry­
ing the followinp: in unusually large headlines : 
FIOilT GAS TAX BILL IN SE);ATE AFTER rASSAGE BY HOUSE--MAY CUT 

'l'AX Fl'JATUR.ES. 
It is almu:;it rertain that the committee will decline to accept the 

llouse bill and will rC'port the measure in its original form, without 
the personal propNty tax included. · 

As to the amendment offered hy Representative CR.AMTOK, of :Michigan, 
f'pecifying that rueney raised from automobiles be used for street 
improvement<:, fc>ar waR expres::;ed at the District Building that it 
would lead thP Appropriations Committee of Congress to eliminate the 
funds appropriated each year on the 60-4() basis for street work. 

The currrut approprtation act carries a totnl of $1.448,300 for new 
paving and maintenance of existing streets. lf Congress continued to 
make these regular allotments for streets on the 60-40 basis, and 
also made automobile taxe · available for street work, the engineer 
department woulcl have just twice as much money with which to give 
"'af;bington .e-ood highways. 

But if, as some city officials fear. the gas tax bill in its present 
form would ml'rely lead to the elimination of street-paving funds from 
the apprnpriation art, the District would be the loser, for the reason 
that the FPc1eral Gov1>rnment would thus be i·elieved of the 40 per 
cent it now pay.· toward st.reet improvements. For the current yQar 
the Federal Government's proportion of the $1,448,300 street appro· 
priations is $ji!),320. 

You will note that it vrns the fear that Congress would not 
continue to furnish the $600,000 each year for the repair of 
·washington r::treet ·, and also the fact that they were not re­
lieYed of the property tax and registration fees that caused 
tlle Washington commissioners to declare the bill "dead." And 
note that the Times b'iecl to make it appear that the registra­
tra tion fee of 15 cents per horse_power was an " additional " tax, 
when it was not, but ,~ms in lieu of the present $3, $5, and $10 
registration fees. and on small cars would not ainount to more 
than the preFlent law. 

TIMES STARTED ITS ATTACK. 

And in this same issue the Times made a dig under my belt 
simply because I llacl contended that the people here shoul<l 
pay a fair rate of taxation, just as all othe1· people in the 
United States pay, and should not have their expenses paid by 
the Treasury. It said : 

The fiat $1. registration fee came under fire, and Congre~sman 
IlLA:\TON, of Texa , leader of the fight to increas the tax burden upon 
the District motorists, proposed a fee of 32 cents per horsepowei:., Con­
gressman J. CHARLES LINTHICUM, of Maryland, had this cut to the 
pregent rate of Hi cents. 

BLANTOX PLEASED. 
A the last of these amendments was adopted, Congressman BLANTON 

took occasion to thank the House, stnting: 
"I now think I can vote for this bill ; this is what we have been 

ti·ying to do ever since it came in committee." 

Novi·, what is there about this bUl that is such a terrible 
nightmare to the Washington people, comm"issioners, and news­
papers? Its registra tlon fee of 15 cents per horsepower is very 
small. The people of Maryland, around three sides of the Dis­
trict, pay a registration fee of 32 cents per horsepower, which 
is more than donhle. The people of Virginia, on the other side 
of the District, pay a State registration fee . of 60 ('€nts per 
horsepower, which is four times as much as that provided in 
the bill passed by the House, and in addition the Virginia. 
people living in cities pay a municipal registration fee. 

What is there unreasonable about the property tax of $1.20 
on the $100 left in the bill passed by the House that should 
cause the commissioners, people, and newspapers of the Dis­
trict to thro\\· spasms? That is the present tax. There is no 
change. It is merely left as it is · now. Is it high? Why, the 
people of ~Iaryland are paying a property tax of $2.70 on the 
$100, or double the District property tax. 'l'he people of Vir­
ginia are pn3·ing a State property tax of $1.50 per $100 on the 
valuation of the car and, in addition, are paying a municipal 
property tax. And, as said before, the people of Maryland are 
paring a ga oline tax of 2 cent per gallon. and the people 
of Virginia are paying a gasoline tax of 3 cents on the gallon. 
Upon what meat have our fayored people of V\7ashington been 
feeding, that they should not be taxed as other people of the 
United State.· are taxed? 'l'hey have been petted anCl pampered 
and proyided for so long out of the Public Treasury that they 
are spoiled. · 

RE,\IlST'S PERSONAL IN'TERESTS. 
William Randolph Hearst owns the Washington Herald 

morning newRpaper plant. He owns the Washington Timefi! 

~vening newspaper plant. If he can keep the tax rate in Wash­
mgton at only $1.20 per $100 and have the Federal Treasurv 
pay all of the balance of the local expenses when people in ail 
other cities in the United States have to pay a total tax of at 
least $2.75 on the $100, and some as high as $6, $7, and even $8 
on the $100, it, of course, means quite a lot of tax money saved 
for 1\Ir. Hearst, and, in addition, he makes his two Washing­
ton newspaper~ extremely popular with the nearly 500,000 
people of Washmgton, who want to pay just as little taxes as 
possible. 

HAS HIS TEXAS PAPERS .ATTACK ME. 

So on February 13, 1924, one of 1\Ir. Hearst's hirelings, 
Hugh Nugent Fitzgerald, who makes his pen write the kind of 
stuff he is told to put in his editorials, made a very unfair and 
wholly unwarranted personal attack on me in a double-column­
wide editorial in the Austin American criticizing my stand on 
this gasoline taJi: bill ancl bemeaning me personally. He 
headed the article " Texas Tom on Deck " and begun by 
saying: 

Texas To~r BLANTOX is 1·aising bell again in the national halls of 
legislation-

and throughout his misleading article, written specially in an 
attempt to belittle me, be continually refers to me as "Texas 
Tom." A number of Austin citizens bav-e sent me copies of 
the attack, and assured me that even if l\fr. Hearst and his 
"hireling" do ad>ocate the ridiculous tax rate of $1.20 on the 
$100 here in Washington, with the Government paying the 
balance of expenses, that the people of Austin who are posted 
do not, and that because of just such uncalled-for attacks as 
the one Ur. Fitzgerald made on me, and the kind of yellow­
journal stuff he fills the American with, that many Austin 
people are reading San A.ntonio, Dallas, and Houston papers to 
escape it. 

And when not long ago an honest reporter, working for Mr. 
Hearst here in Wasllington, fairly reported an address made 
by me just as it occurred, it was handed back to him by one of 
l\1r. Hearst's editors and he was told to rewrite it and to " jazz 
it up,'' and when it appeared in the paper it was so jazzed up. 
that one wllo had been present would not have recognized it. 
And with the exception of the Washington Star, which is one 
of the best and fairest newspapers in the United States, all the 
other Washington papers almost daily misquote, misinterpret, 
misrepresent, and attack my position on all questions arising. 
This is the penalty I have paid for several years and am still 
paying for fighting here for a just rate of taxation in Wash­
ington. But I am willing to pay the penalty, and I a.m going 
to keep up tlle fight until there is a fair rate of taxation. 

CONTINUED STRE~UOUS EFFORT TO OMIT TAX. 

The Washington Board of Trade and the various citizens' 
organizations of Washington are now making an organized 
fight against the bill to strike out the property tax and also 
the 15 cents per horsepo-wer registration fee. There has hardly 
been an issue of any paper that has been free of propaganda 
against such taxes. In reporting the proceedings before the 
subcommittee of the Senate on this bill, the Times of February 
23, 1924, said : 

REPLIES TO BLANTON. 
Answering heated statements by Congressman THOMAS L. BLANTON, 

of 'l'exas, who appeared before to-day's subcommittee and urged inclu­
sion of the property tax, that this city enjoys the lowest tax rate of 
any city in the United States, Chairman BALL reminded him that the 
District must not be criticized for this, inasmuch as Congress fixes the 
rate and is to blame. ' 

Immediately after the subcommittee meeting the local representatives, 
headed by Edward F. Colladay, president of the Washington Board of 
Tratle, ht'ld a closed conference in the Senate Office Building to thrash 
out the merits of the substitute or compromise gasoline tax bill submit­
ted to them to-do.y by Chairman BALL. 

Those who appeared as members of the District citizens' committee 
at to-day·s subcommittee hearing follow: 

Washington Automotive Association, Paul Lum, Stllllley Horner, and 
W. D. Guy; American Automobile Association, M. 0 . Eldridge, George 
Offut, and A. M. Loomis; Washington Board of Trade, Edward F. Col­
laday, W. P. Rayner; Federation of Citizens' Associations, Charles Baker, 
W. S. Torbett; National Motorists' Association, Jesse Suter; :Merchants 
and Manufacturers' .Association, R . P. Andrews, Charles 1. Columbus; 
truck interests, L. E. Smoot; and a representative of the Northeast Citi­
zens' Association. 

CLI "GING TO THE GOVERNME~T TREASURY. 

In passing this so-called gasoline tax bill the House of Repre­
sentatives provided that all registration fee§, gasoline ta:s:, and 
property tax on automobiles in the District should constitute a 
special fund to repair and maintain the 8treets of \Vashington. 
But Washington people feared that it might be adequate to k~ep 
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up the streets, and that they would not get the $600~000 per year 
from the Federal Government, which they have been enjoying 
so long, paid into their general .funds. So in the Washington 
Star of February 24, 1924, Chairman Colladay, of the Board of 
Trade, thus expressed his fears: 

Fear that the special fund would .be the entering wedge for Congress 
to .avoid contributing its sbat·e to the Distdct was expressed 'by Edwud 
F. Golladay, chairman of the special committee and its spokesman. 

"This plan of yours," said Mr. Golladay, "is a new thing to me, and 
I don't feel qualified to give our final opinion on it until all members of 
the committee ha>e been allowed to express their opinion in a conference 
of the comm.ittee. I will say that I view with alarm any attempt on the 
part of Congress to violate the fixed pr-0portionate .contribution principle 
which has been laid down f-0r the .fiscal relationship between the Federal 
Government and the District." 

And on February 25, 1924, the Washington Star, on its front 
page, in large headlines, herala.ed th~ following: 

DISTRICT OF COLB'MBIA LEADERS BACK ORIGINAL GAS TAX BILL IN CON­

GRESS-SPECIAL JOINT CIVIC COMMITTEE AGAINST ANY CHANGE 1~ 
PRESENT 60-40 RATIO--EDITORIAL IN THE STAR Is 'READ TO MEET­

ING-REPRESENTATIVES Oil' BUSINESS AND MOTORING BODIES GATHER 
IN BOARD OF TRADE ROOM. 

Decision to reject any proposal for a gasoline tax for the District of 
Columbia other than that originally proposed by the District Commis­
sioners was reached by the joint special civic committee at a meeting 
this afternoon in the board of trade rooms. -

Following the reading of an editorial in the Evening Star touching 
on all phases of the proposed gas tax, the committee took immediate 
action. 

STAND BY PnESE~T 'RATIO. 

It was the ~onsensua of opinion that no plan which violated the 6<>-40 
fi scal relations plan between the District of Columbia and the Federal 
Government should be accepted ~Y citizens of Washington. 

THADE BOARD HITS "BILLS-PREFERS NO RECIPROCITY 'l'O PROPOSED 

MEASURES. 

Better no automobile reciprocity betwl!en the District of Colombia and 
'.Ma ryland at all than under the terms of the two pending bills or the 
Ball substitute. 

It was the contention of the committee that tbe passage of ally such 
measures as those proposed would mark an entering wedge for the de­
struction of the 60-40 fiscal relationship between the District ot Colum­
bia and the Federal Government. 

The committee in a formal resolution announced its opposition to the 
pending measures, and particularly on the substitute proposed by Sena­
tor BALL; said that it would prefer to have no reciprocity rather tllan 
this substitute, because it is an infringement upon the principle of fixed 
proportional contribution .between the Federal and .District Govern­
ments. 

And on February 26, 1924, the W·asbington 'Times -published 
tbe following : 
RECIPROCITY BILL FACES VETO MOVE--TR.ADE COMMITTEE TO SEEK 

DE.ATH OF ANY BUT 0ruGlN.AL MEASURE. 
The committee unanimously opposed the House recipr-Ocity bill, the 

Senate reciprocity bill, and rthe substitute blll which will be presented 
to the Senate subcommittee to-day by Senator BALL. .Approval o! the 
original bill drawn by the District Commissioners was reiterated. 

Infringement on the principle of the 60-40 agreement is seen in 
Senator BALL'S substitute bill, it -was pointed out. -The bill provides 
all the money eollected from the gasoline tax shall go exclusively to 
the District and be appropriated at will of the District -COmmissioners 
for traffic impr.ovement. 

" But wh.Y should the people -0f the District pa_y this whole 
amount?" Edward F. Colladay, president of the Washlpgton Board of 
Trade, asked the committee, "when Congress is agreed to furnish 40 
per cent of all our expenses? It is just .another trkk." 

• • • • • • • 
BALL DETERMINED. 

Senator BALL told the citizen representatives that he was greatly 
disappointed with the attitude taken, and that be proposes to stand by 
his substitute. He said he would place it before ·the Senate District 
Committee at the meeting to-morrow morning, and indicated he felt 
certain that the committee 'Would accept it. He expressed his regrets 
that the local citizens would not accept his substitute, because he -felt 
it was a fair bill and one which imposes no discrimination uPon mo­
torists here. 

WASHINGTON PEOPLE DECLARJIJD SELFISX. 

The Washington News for February 27, 1924, said': 
Senator EDWARDS, New .Jersey, called attention .to the diffil~ 

in the tax rate paid in Washington and other cities. Here the basic 

tax is $1.20, while in Baltimore, at a similar valuation, $3 is paid; 
in New York, '$5.40; in Jersey City, over $4, and in Chicago, $8.50. 

'BALL and Senator JONES, Washington, said it would •be unfair not 
to have ll personal-tax on autos. 

SELFISH . 
.A• 1t ls truly -a selfish ·proposii:ion with District people," Bena tor 

WELLER, Maryland, said. "People here do not want to pay fair 
taxes." 

WASHINGTONIANS UNWIJ,LJNG TO PAY THFJIR JUST -SHARE. 

The Washington Post for February 27, 1924? said: 
SENA:J:OR BALL RE.PLIES. 

".I am extremely sorry that the citizens of Washington have 
taken this _position," Senator BALL replied. "It is a position 
that Congress can not support. It takes a stand that exempts 
you from taxation. There is no excuse upon which a fair­
minded man can exempt you from this taxation that is paid in 
other States. 

"There is a lower tax rate here than in any compru:able city. 
Maryland and Virginia each pay personal-property taxes. Wby 
shouldn't you? 0.ne pays 2 cents a gallon gasoline tax and tbe 
other 3 cents. The money so raised goes to the highway im­
provement. That provision is in my proposed substitute. 

" On what ground can I, or anyone else, stand now? Wash­
ingtonians are not willing to pay their just share of taxes, as 
evidenced by the decision of this committee. I can not go to 
Congress now and say that the people here are willing to pay 
their full share and that funds should be appropriated for im­
provement of the city when it is evident that they are not." 

Senator BALL warned the civic and trade -representatives that there 
is -a growing belief in Congress that the taxpayers of the District 
sh{)uld contribute more than 60 per cent for the maintenance of the 
municipal government. -

ACTUATED BY PURELY SELFISH MOTIVE. 

In addition to the above, the Washington Star for February 
27, 1924, carried tne -folloWing: 

BALL SAYS TAXES LOW. 
"I am extremely sorry," replied Senator BALL, "that the citi­

zens of Washington have taken this position. It is a position that 
Congress can not support. It takes a stand that exempts you from 
taxation. There is no excuse upon which a fair-minded man can 
exempt you from this taxation that is paid in other States. 

"There is a lower tax rate here than in any comparable city. 
.Maryland and Virginia each pay personal taxes. Why. shouhln't 
you? In these two States one pays 2 cents a gallon !or gasoline 
tax and the other S. • • • " 

MUST PAY J'AIR TAX. 

In support of his contention that his substitute bill, which carries fop 
2-cent tax on gasoline, $1 license fee, and the present personal-proper ty 
tax, was fair, ,Senator BALL pointed out that the personal-property tux 
on automobiles paid in Baltimore is $3 a hundred, while here it is $1.W. 
He insisted that the ta:xee paid on automobiles in Washington are very 
much lower than in Delaware, New York, Maryland, and other Stat es. 
He declared that the people of the District can not expect Washington 
to become a really big city unless the pe1>p1e here are willing to pay 
fair taxes. 

Senator WELLE:R, of Maryla:nd, said that the matter was of interest to 
the people of Maryland, who also want their reciprocity with the Dis­
trict in the matter of automobile licenses. He, too, a:rgued that tbe 
taxes paid on automobiles in the District, even under the _proposed 
gasoline tax law, would be much lower than in Maryland. Senator 
COPELAND suggested that the tax on automobiles in New York was 
higher still than in Maryland ; that be paid, he thought, $5 a hundred 
personal-property tax on automobiles there. 

Senator WELLER declared that the J)eople in the District in opposing 
the gasoline tax bill, which would lead to reciprocity with Maryland, 
were actuated by a purely selfish motive; that they tlid not want •to 
pay a fair ·tax. 

COMMil:>SlONERS' BILL NATL"'RALLY PRl!lll'ERABLE TO CITIZENS. 

Naturally the bill specially prepared by the commissioners, 
which sought to abolish the $3, $5, and $10 registration fees 
now paid and permit all cars from Rolls-Royces and Pierce­
.Arrows down to pay merely a nominal fee of $1 each, anu 
which also sought to abolish all property tax on motor vehicles, 
was preferred by Washington citizens, .as such measure reduced 
their taxeB immensely. Very naturnlly they would make a 
.fight for the commissk>ners' bill. 

It was no worry of theirs that the Government would have t9 
pay a correspondingly greater amount in liquidating the bal­
ance of their expenses; and so the various citizens' associa­
tions began to meet all ~ver the city, and they sent their dele­
gates to the .meeting of the Federation of Citizens' Associations 
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to mnke a concentrutc<l fi~llt against the bill ns passed by the 
House arnl to h::t'\'e substituted for it the original commissioners' 
!Jill. Tlle following is from tlle press report of such meeting: 
RE~EW Or>r>osrno.· TO GAs T.u:: n1u.r-CrTIZE!l:S' FEDERATio~ 1\IE:unERs 

i,~.c.ln UPSE'I' OF DrsnuCT 01l' COLUlrBU FISCAL .AnnANGElUl~T. 

The Fed"rntion of Citizens' As90ciatione In.st night rcncwc<l its oppo­
sition to nny nntomobile rcclprocity le~ ln.tion except the bill ns orl~l­
nnlly <lraftP.d by the District Comm! sioners. 

The delegates adopted a resolution cnlllng the at.tcnt1on of all Wash­
ingtonians to the clttni;cr. which the federation believes Ile in the sub­
stitute reciprocity ml'nsnre proposed by Senator BALL. 

.Jost of the dtscn~ ion centered on that po.rt of the Dnll subi:;titutc 
which provides thnt npproximntcly n million dollars, to be rni. ed by tl1e 
2-cf'nt tax on gn ollne, shall be made nva11nble as a special fund for 
street pa.vlng:, lighting. nnd upkeep of bri<li;es. 

William S. Torb rt and Jes. e C. Suter toltl th~ delei;atee of the deter­
mtnl'l.l stund tnkP.n ngulnst the Ball plan by n joint committee represent­
ing various civic nnd trade organizations. 

E.-DA ·oms TAX BASTS. 

They empha..'!lzed the point thut the Ilall measure endnngt'rs the tlme­
honorcd systc·m unuer which the Federnl Gon~rnment has contributed a 
tlxeu proportion o! the expens~s o! the Cupltal City. 

.Jr. TorlJf'rt stated that while the null measure stipulates that the 
special go.s-tnx fund 1s not intellllell to Inter!erc with the regular nnnaal 
nppropriatlons, if tho corumiRsione>rs were gl"\"en a million dollars o! 
gas-tn:t mon y to spend on fitrects there would be no ni;imrnnce that 
Co11gress woul1l eontinue to mnke tlrn usunl G(}-40 npproprlations for 
stre~t tmpro>cmen ts. 

A.-o '\\'.ASHl. 'Ol"O!'I' CITIZENS O.'-HO FAR. 

The follo\\1n~ excerrits ure tnkcn from the article nvpen.ring 
on tho tlr8t page or the Wushington Stnr for l\larch 12, 1024, 
to wit: 
QnIUI.'AL G.\S TAX nrr.r. GETR Sf:!\ATE Col.Ir IITTr:PJ 0. K.-IlorsFJ 

HF.CIPI!OCITY MEAi::l!nloJ A a:. ·m:o TO Co:siron::u TO Co:!>I11Hssro;11i,i1<s' 

PL.\r{, 

The gasollne 1.n:x lilll, vlrtunJiy ln ilie form rccomrnP.ndl'd b:r the 
Dlstrkt Cumml ·stoner&, wn ordered fa\'ornbly rpportcd to the f"cnatc 
to-tl;ly by the Senn te llistrict Committee. 

The commit IC'e ncterl npon the Homic blll, ameniling it to conform 
to tho pl1ln s11g:;c.·tetl by tho comrul::;loners. 

o .·n DOLLAP. RF.11ISTllAT10N FE&. 

The bill ns report('d nlso provillcs for a rc~lstrutlon fe>e of $1 each 
year for each motor vehicle operated in the District except for motor 
vcl1Jck~ propelled lJy etrom or electricity. 

'l'he action of thP , ennte C'ommfttPP to-dny wns a victory for the 
citizens of tho Ui tri.rt, who have protested vi~orou~ly ngnir11:1t tho In­
troduction of tile per. onnl propl'rty tux on nutomobile. along with the 
gnsvline tux. 

It will be notecl from the last pnrngraph of the nboYe nrticle 
that the represe11tation i~ rnnl.le that t11ere waH un attempt to 
ndil a per. onal-property tnx: on automobiles. This is not cor­
red for 1111<.ler the present linv there is n personal-property 
tax' of $1.~0 on the .;100. The COlllmiRsioners' bill sought to 
aholi ·h this i:;elf-. arne property tnx. nrnl the Honse of Uepre­
seutatives refu,ell to let them do it And the commissioners 
al:-<o ROUg-ht by their bill to DUOJish the pre:;;ent 1·egistrntiou fees 
of , :1, $:>. and $10, and let all cars pny 011ly a nominal $1 each, 
ll1Hl the IJou.e of Hepresentntive~ refused to let them do it. 

It wus the connni~ loners who were seeking to abolish 
pn•:.;('nt tH.·N::i no\v existing-. It wns not the House or Uepre­
b<'lltntln's r-;eekin~ to inereu.se taxes. :ll:U'yl::i.nd iwo110 ·ed reci-
11rvdt.r 11". u tnx of ~ tent. ver gallon was impo .. e<l on gasoline. 
ll.\' paylug Ruch tax of 2 cents on gasoline the District of 
CulumlJia woulll gain redprocity with dnry1nncl ancl c-ease 
having to J1ilY re"'i ·tratlon und license fees in Marylanu. The 
Ilom;o of Heprf' · ntntiw. dedderl hy n deci.·ive vote that 
'Yu. ·liingtou pt>ople f.;houlu pay such tux, especially in view of 
the fact that ~larylnn<l pul<l ~ cents aucl Virginia paid 3 cents 
pf'r gallon on gns\.1liue, ::mu practienlly all other States had 
u gnsolhw tax in adtlitiou to tlleir regi$tratiou fee ·· and 
pe~·:~onul-property tnx on :rntomolJilcs. It is my purpose in 
th1H dlscu!:-lsiuu to full.v a1)prbe tlJe l\Jeml1crs of the House 
nnd of the Senate of tlle rt>ul ituatiou concerning taxation 
now e_·i:-;ti11g in the District of Columhia. Ro thut when this 
bill is finally U,trl'l d tu in conCcrence justice may l>e clone to 
Ute Jlevi>ll' of tl1e Voited Stat ,. 

HCLOIW .MCS'X 111'l JtEI"l' STilAIGHT. 

l\T~. Th<>o'1ore '1:; _ _. ·oye:-;, ellitor of the \Vnshfngton Star, in 
J1li"! issue of Fl-'hru:1ry ~4. 19:.!4, use<l two whole colunm:--1 and 
a lu1lf'. of 11age 3 - uot the e1litoriul puge--in tr.ring to defeucl 

the $1.20 on the $100 tax rate in Wa~llington, D. C. Lilre"ii::e 
in ltls issue of FelJruary 2G, 1024, :\lr. Tlwoclore W. NoycH 
devoted parts of four columus of pnge a of said Wn. hington 
Star in 11.nother attempt to defend the $1.~l) on the $100 rnte 
of tuxntlon here In 1Yashi11gton; nod he nlso <levote<l more 
than a column of his editorial vag-e in :::;uch defense. And iu 
bis issue of February W, rn~4. Mr. Theo1lore W. :Noyes 11e­
votecl prncticully another column of ltis editorial puge to thi8 
tnx defense. The fact remains, llo,vcver, thnt the peovle of 
the District of Columhin nre paying a total tax: rate of only 
$1.~0 on the $100, with property assess<'d far below reul value, 
and that tbe Government is paying all of the balance of their 
local city expen~eR, nnd hns been doing it for yen~. when 
there is not another city, lnrge or small, in the whole Cnite<l. 
Stntes with a tax rate nearly so low. 

JUS1' now IT DEXEi'ITS l\lR. NO\'£.::!, 

Up to ancl induuing the year 1022 property here wn.s sup~ 
pog<'<l to !Je nsRcs~cl at two-t hircls of actual value. Sitwe Hr.!~ 
it Le;; supposeu ·to be a:scssecl at full Yulue. Mr. TlH'otlore \V. 
Noyes owns a fine residence at 1730 New Hampshire Avenue 
NW., on lot 1~13 in square 13:3, which for the last five yt•:u·:J 
has been ns~c:seu as follows: 
Year-1n20 _____________________________________________ _ 

$1il, 500 
Gl,uOO 
54, 704) 
8:!. o::;o 
1:-!!. '.!00 

1021---------------------------~-----------------1n22 ______________________ ~---~------------------

1023---------------------------~------------------
1~24 ---------------------~-----------------------

I nm reliahly informed that tlli~ property is easily worth 
$1:..!5.000 and eoul<l not he bought for that sum. :Mr ..... ·ores's 
fme IJu:-;inc.•ss property, known a· the Evening Stnr Iluiltling, at 
the corner of EleYenth Strel't and l'c11a:<ylnrnia AYeuue, h~s for 
the last firn ~·ears hPen as::;e::'l-.:eu at Ulc following valuation~: 
Year-

1n20 --------------------------------------------1!1:.?1 -------- ------------------------------------
! !l:.!2 -------------------------------------------­
] !J23 -----------------~---------- ---------------­
lH:.!4 --------------------------------------------

$:103. !?::!1) 
f>!')t), H-1!1 
~47, Gm 

1, HSG. 400 
2, !!IVG, 475 

I am reliably informed that this prop1~rty ls worth nhout 
$3,000,000, ancl that Jittlo }('8~ than that sum would buy it, 
sinre tile ~ub:-;tantlul impro\'emeuts were made upon it in 
10~:!-23. 

Yery naturally 1Hr. Theodore W ..... To~·es is much intere:-1ted In 
keepiu~ tl1e tiv rate do~'Il to $1.20 on the $100 n.nd the u:-;:-:esi,;eu 
valuation down us low us l)OSSible, for if hP Juul h> pay a rntl~ 
of $2.40 or • '4.80, as people in mo:;t dties are lltlying, it \.VOulll 
mean just double or treble the amount ot' taxes he i~ now 
pnying-, n.ncl if his assessment was ru ised to full vulue it would 
mean just that much more. 

WRA:r IT ME.\:\::; TO EDITOR :\1°LEA~. 

l\lr. Euward B. McLean ownH tile Wnshington Post. His 
Rpleucli<l lmsioess vroperty. the l'ost Buildiug, practicu.Ily front­
ing on Pennsylvania Asenue, is situnteu in the central husines~ 
section of "'ushington. It iR a.-·~~e. se<.l fur below renl value. 
Antl it means mud1 to ~Ir. :\lcLenn tbnt he llus to pay a tax rata 
of only $1.20 on the $100. Editor l\IcLeau also owns a fine 
re~idence in tlle Iu~art of Lile city at 1500 I Rtreet • ·w., which 
i·· ussesre<l at only $600,G04, an<l ut the $1.:.!0 rate pays u tax 
of ouly $7,~07, when this property is Pal'ily worth doul>le that 
sum. E<.lltor McLean nl~o owns n magnificent country e. tate, 
"Friendt->hip," on 'Visc<>osin AvenuE> N\V., which is asse~st-cl at 
only $.4!r2,944, a.utl, at the $1.W rate, pays a tax of only $J,Hl5, 
wheu such property is ea1<ily worth $1.000,000. Hence the low 
tux rate meaus u great deul to Editor :Euward B. McLean. 

WIJAT IT MF..\~S TO WILLIAM R.\,'UOLPH IllllAR. T. 

l\Ir. 'Villlnm Umulolph Hearst owns the Wa~hington ~lorn!ng 
Herald newspaper plant. He also owns the \Vasllingtl)n Evening 
Time8 newspuper I)lnnt. It these plunts we.re assessed nt their 
real vn1ue, ancl if they pnid the rah~ of tnxntlon that Mr. Hear~t 
pays in New York, Chicago, San Francisco, :mu other cities or 
tbe United States where lte owns puper8, in:o;tead of'. the rl1licu­
Jou!'l tax rnte of $1.:?0 on the $100 tlmt he pays here hiFI tn.·es 
in \Vashingtou would amount to several times what he 11.ow 
pays. 

NOW ASSESSED ]".\R BELOW REAL Y.\LU!l. 

Let me again call attention to various piece~ of 11roperty s at­
tcrc<l over \Yashlngton,• showing that property here is under­
asst'Ssed. 

I have secured from tlle Rent Comrni. sion, the oflkes or llie 
tax assessor and tax collector, ancl other re1iahle sources in 
Washington the facts concerning the rendition of num~ruus 
pieces of property which prove conclusively that proverty in 
the District ot. Columbia ls assesse<l fnr below its value. 
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The Bradford apartments is assessed at $229,4-07, and at $1.20 
pays a tax of $2,752. The O"\\"'!ler of tllis property claimed before 
the Uent Commii;; ion that its value is $450,000. 

Tu<lor Hall apartments i ass ssed at $266,653, and at $1.20 
va:ys a tax of .~3,109. The owner of this property claimed be­
fore the Rent Commi . ion that its value is $362,576. 

The Argyle apartments is a ses e<l at $207,437, and at $1.20 
pays a ta..". of $2,4 9. The owner of this property claimed be­
fore the Rent Com mi. sion that it. value is $344,000. 

The Alatiamn. apartment h; a. se. ed at $219, 70, and at $1.20 
pays a tnx of $:!,f'.i38. The owner of this property claimed be­
fot· the Hent CummisRion tllat its value is ~305,000. 

The Imperial apartments is assessed at $207,GOO, and at $1.20 
pny.~ a tn...-x: of $2,·HlO. The owner of thi · property claimed before 
tlw Rent Commi~:-;ion that its value is $3!30,0, ~. 

The Pelham Courts apartments i asse:-< ed at ~192,760, and 
at ., 1.20 11HY a tax of $2,313. The owner of this property 
claimed before the Rent Commls, ion that it. value iR $250,000. 

The Riviern. apartments is a~RE"f: ed at . 124,700, and at $1.20 
pays a tnx of $1,:1:00. The owner of thi property claimed hefore 
the Hent CommiR~ion that its value is $240 000. 

The Earlington apartments Is assessed 'nt $Hi1.7fl~, nn<l at 
$1.:lO pays a tax of 1, 21. The owner of this propertv claimed 
hefore the !tent Uorurui. ·ion that its value is from $~25 000 to 
$240,000. ' 

The Savoy apartment!;~ ls as.~. ed at ~218,000, and at $1.20 
pa~-s a tax of $2,UlO. The owner of this property claimed. 
before the Rent onnnissiou that it -· vnlue is $2.10.000. 

'l'he Lon. dale apartment · is us:-;e::.::-:eu at $1G0,2~:~, and at 
, 1.20 pays a tax of • 1,022. The owner of this pro1>erty cluime<l 
before the Hent ~ommis.c.;ion that it value i. · $240.000. 

The re 'i<lence of 1\Ir. E. F. Colladay at 3734 ~ 'orthampton is 
nsse sed at ~ 14,356, and at $1.20 pays a tnx of .'172, when it is 
reliably estimated to be worth far in exc s of <1ouhle that 
sum. It is to be expected that through the Wn hington Star 
he would lead. the ft~ht for this sy tem of low taxation in the 
Di trict, when tlle whole people of the United States pay the 
balance of tlle expenses. • 

The magnificent re ·idence of l\frs. Marshnll Field on Six­
teenth Street 'W. is asi:;el'lsed at ii;139,722, and pays a tax of 
$1,G7G. It is reliably e'timated to be worth double that 
nmount. 

'J'he m~tmificent Belrn~nt reslclence at 1()18 New Hampshire 
Avenue is asses· d at . -!7~,502, and nt 1.20 pays a tax of 
lj:5,070. It i · reliahly tinmted to be worth double tllnt sum. 

The New Willard Hotel propertie i: asse ·i.-;ed at .. 2,504,705, 
an<l at $1.20 pays a tax of $31,136. This is the most -valuable 
lot~ation in Washington, and is reliably estimated to be worth 
11enr1y double Urn.t sum. 

'1~!1e Haleigh Hotel property is asse.~setl at $1,072,200, arnl 
nt . 1.20 pays a tnx of .. ·2:~.GGO. It is reliably e;o;timated to be 
wortll at least half a million dollars more than thnt sum. 

Hotel WaRhington i n ·es ·eel at . 1,Hi11,60;), and at ~1.20 
pay~ a tax of . :!3,410. It is reliably e~ 'timatcd to he worth 
far in exce~s of that sum. 

The maguific.:ent, ~ micircular 'Vnrumnn Pnrk Hotel cover­
ing quite an area of ~round and housing many wealthy f~rnilies, 
is as. c .. ed nt 0,lO:i,346, nnd at ~1.20 pays a tax of only 
$H7.~G4, nnd I nm reliahly informecl that :ou could not huv tliis 
JH"~)11ort~' ~or much under .~.),000,000. 1-'he annual receipts paid 
tl11s fa, h10nable family hotel by its patrons would astoni::>h 
uny Member of this Cougre._ 8. 

Tl1e re ·iclence at 1 3f) Irvlng Street .. T,V. is nssei:;sed at 
$10.416, ancl at the . 1.20 rute pay· a tn · of onl~· . 12;), while 
it <'OUlcl he solll at any time for ns much fl $~~.GOO, a . imilnr 
re:id nee in the snrne block lrnving recently .oJcl for $25,000. 

Tile re~iuen<'e at 3100 Sixteenth Rtreet TW .. which re<·e11tly 
sold for more tllan $40,000, is u._; ·e::;:ed at .;lfi,1 1, :mcl nt $1.20 
}lays n tax of . 1 2. 

Cflrfinkle_:R :1e1Hnt!nent store is as~cs ed af: $420,073 ancl pays 
fl tux of $:J!0 . .>1. "oodward & Lothrop (whole hlock) dep11l't-
1:i ·nt store I· a . sessed nt $3,46 . :33 and pu~· s a tax of ., 41,<3!!6. 
'l ou couhl not pur ·ba~e either of the ·e propertie · for double 
01c nmount at which they are aK e.:-,cd. 

'rhe resl<'lence which I nm renting at 19:20 KE•nyon Street ;. ~w. 
Jin recent]~· :'Old. for $11,7:30. It 1 assessed at 'G,4 G and pn:rs 
a tax of . 77.84. 

A di tlnguished southern Renator told me recently that for 
sevt:ral years he h:ld IJecn tryin" to . ell hV re~itlence in his 
Jiome town for . 7,000, und thnt he pay.· more taxe:-; on it in 
llis home State than he pays on bis residence in 'Va~hington, 
whic:h uncler any condition ls worth :j\:.!2 ,LiOO but which could. 
be !~Ohl for ·~3,000. 

The Meridian l\£nn ion at ~400 Sixteenth , 'trect .._ T,Y. is n. -
sesse<l at $1,481,9GO, and at $1.20 per '100 pays a tax of only 

$17,783. When this property wai;; before the Rent Commission 
for hearing its owuer claimed that its i·eal value was a little 
less than $3,000,000, nnd admitted that it~ gross receipts from 
its rentu1s aggregated $281,G32.20 annually. When this prop­
erty was sold on January 13, 1923, the reYenue stllrn])S on tho 
deed, coupled with the trm::;t therein as urned, indicated that the 
conr:ideration was ~2,2GO.OOO. I have a statement . lgne<l by 
l\Ir. E. Kirby Smith, who then bought this property and now 
own it, in which he sa~·s : 

The usual nHscE"sm1>nt on property is 50 per cent of its vahrntion. 
This property could not be replaced for less than $3,000,000 in addi­
tion to the land. I bn.vc f.-pent quite a fortune returniHhing anil builtl­
ing over the place to make it attractive. 

'l'hat comes from the owner himself. He a<lmits ju'it whnt 
I haye been contending, that property i asse sell fu1· below its 
real Ynlue in the Di trlct of Columbia. 

In the HECORD for FE>hrnnr ' 2G, 1024, beginning on png 2944, 
the gE>ntleman from Maryland [Mr. ZnrLMAN] placed reports 
of various sales of property nnc'I nHs ssruents given him hy 
Tax A:. e sor Hichards in an attempt to prove that property was 
not underas. esse<l. His list embraced only five sales mncle in 
102~, notwithsttmding that there were hun<lreu. of sale. of Yery 
Ynluable pieces of proverty made in rn~:t His list embra<'ed 
sales mnde in 1918, rnrn, 1920, 1921, nnd J922, as againl'.lt the 
iwe: ut a~ses~ment. Thi., of cour ·e, was mm1ifes:;tly unfair 
for it is well known thnt property has been ~ra<lunlly goiug up 
all the time, niHl is much higher now and in 1923 than it was in 
the yenrs lie giwe. But let me point out some of the piec<.'s of 
pro11erty reportecl hy him in such list. An<l nt the same time 
I want it to be rememh red thnt it is impo tble to get the real 
value from the con~icl(>ration shown in deeds, for a prnctice 
hn:;; ~ro'\vn up l1ere in the Distrkt of Columbia of not 8tating 
tl~e real consideration in the deed. For in tauce, when the mng-
111ficent Argonne Apartnwnts on Columbia Road were sohl on 
November 10, J9~3, to Stacy M. Reed, the revenue stamps and 
recitations in the deed indicated that same was sold for 
$1,730,000, plus nccrue<l interest due on one tru. t for $1,250,000 
and another trust of $225,000. But who knows exactly how 
much interest wns due. And then, later, when thls prov rty 
\Va sold to C. A. Snow at quite an additional con~ideL·ation Mr. 
\Villinm R. Phillipi;;, who arranged the sale to 1\Ir. , now, 

1

n 1ry 
frnnkly told me that he had agreed with .1r. Snow to kf'ep the 
real consi<leration price ecret, although he would i.::ay thnt the 
amount of revenue stamps on the dceu would indicate within 
$50,000 of the real consideration. Yet, this magnificent Argou11e 
.Apartment property is m.;~e ed at only $1,523,15-.l, aucl at the 
·1.20 per ~·100 rnte pa~·s a tax of only $18,277. 

'o it may be Reen that you mu t have information other than 
the hare recitations In a deed to ascertain what the real con­
. icleration was when 1n·o11erty 1 sold ancl what its real vnlu~ is; 
nnd ~[r. Richards cnn not cite Hale· prkes from consi<l.erat ion.~ 
• tated in cleecls to vrove Yalue. nut even citing 8tlle made in 
year preceding 1023 did not pron~ bi · point, for nrnny pie<' R of 
such pro1)erty cited hy 1Jim to l\Ir. ZIIIL:llAN were undernsHCHi-10<1 
according to his own fignre ·. ' 

... "ow Jet u. examine H<llne of the properties which the gentle­
man from 1\larylnnd has vlarc<l in the IlEcmm n~ cornin~ from 
the asHes:or': otlic in nn nttempt to prove that property is not 
umlerasse. ~etl in the Dh;trict. I quote: 

J,ot 30 in squnre 220 nt 14rn H 8tr et N\Y. H01c1 in Augnst, 
1922, for ."1C5,000 and i · nR. essecl for .;·13~,700. Thus, nrc<H"<l­
ing to hi. own i-:taternent, tll owner of thi. pror1erty is n~:.·c~H­
inµ; it at ::t~,HOO lcs~ than itR value, for nll 1n·opcrty h0i-e is 
worth just a8 rnm:h now as it wa. in Augu~t. rn~2. 

He cit<'. lot· 8 nncl n }<; in Hquar 223, at tbe southcm.;t cor­
ner of Fifteenth nucl ... '0w Yori{ Avenue • "'·• whi<'h in DPt·em­
l>er, 19'.:!~, sol cl for . !)00,000 nnd is ns. e. i-:ecl for $flH3.200. TlrnH 
ace rcllng to his own stnternent, the owner of this property i~ 
m;:;;e~:in" it nt ~2G4,SOO lel".' than it• vrtlne. 

He cites lot ~ in . quare 247, nt 1810 L ~tr0c>t ... .. W., which 
in Aprll, lD:!:!, i:-old for ;:'-!:i,000 und iH asseH8"<l for $H:l,7~3. 
Thus, nccorclin~ to his own Rtntenwnt, the owner of this p1·11p­
crty i a:· .:siug it nt :~=> 277 let-:s than its Yalue, whic:h :-<how:-; 
that . nme i,; not a . H•: :-<st><l reu at llnlf Yalue. 

He dte lot ·7 in . quare 247, l'eing rear of 1~47 l\lassa<'hu­
setts Avenu •.• ,V., whkh "'" n n: fnr hnck a: neeemher, 10!!0, 
sold for .''7,i)OO, is n:.; :-.;.:C'1l at ->1-.8:2:1. which is n:::-.'t:S1Sed nt le~s 
111, 11 t\YO-ihil'dH Ot it• fol'lllPI' Y:tli!C, Wliith lta:-; greatly illet'(•:lt-:etl 
RillC'C 1020. 

He cite>.; lots o;, nntl 07 in square 247, at 1:{4!) J, ~trc t 
~ .... W., which in • vril, l!l:.!O, f.;olcl for .;·s;-;,ooo, aucl nre a::: ·e. ~Pd for 
$H-:l:.H'.!D. 'l' hm; tlte O\\'llCl' of this Jll"Oll('L'ty l~ n~~..;)';ing it at 
$20,371 l~s than its Ynlue, nc('ordiug to Iii~ own .'tatemeufii.. 
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He cites lot 820 in square 247, at 1133 Fourteenth Street 
NW., which in March, 1922, sold for $4u,000, and is assessed 
at "32,109. Thus, according to his own stat:>ment, the owner 
of this property is assessing it at $12,891 less than its value. 

He cites lot 828 in square 247, at rear of 1318 l\Iassachi;i­
setts Avenue NW., Which in April, 1922, sold for $4,000, and is 
assessed at $1,486, which is considerably less than half value. 

He cftes lot 830 in square 247, at rear of 1123 Fourteenth 
Stre-et :XW., which in April, 1920, sold for $2,000, and is assessed 
at ~'775, or considerably less than half. 

He cites lot 831 in square 247, in rear of 1314 l\.lassachusetts 
Avenue NW., which in October, 1920, sold for $10,000, and is 
as:o::e ·sed at $5,255, or practically at half valuation. 

He cites lot 834 in square 247, at 1120 Thirteenth Street 
NW., which in l\larch, 1922, sold for $18,000, and is assessed at 
$11.341, which is less than two-thirds valuation. . 

He cites lot N in square 247, at rear of 1110 Thirteenth 
Str et :KW .. which in June, 1922, sold for $9,500, and is as­
ses. ·ed at $3,405, or just a litt1e more than one-third of its 
valuation. 

He cites lot 27 in square 285, at 1227 I Street !\\V., which 
in Januar:r, 1922, sold for $55,000, is as e sed at $33,234, and 
according to his own statement is underassessed $21,766 below 
it rnlue. 

He cites lot 807 in square 248, being the Dewey Hotel, at 
1330 L Street XW., which in January, 1919, sold for $200,000 
(and now worth a great deal more), is as essed at $154,193, or 
an w1uerassessment of $45,807 less than its value. 

He cites lot 37 in square 248, at 1316 L Street :NW., which 
in April, 1922, sold for $23,500, and is assessed at $14,273, 
ot an underasse . ment of $9,227 less than its value. 

He cites lot 38 in square ~48, at 1314 L Street NW., which 
in September, 1922, sold for $22,500, and assessed at $13,173, 
or n undera. se ·sment of $9,327 lesN than its ,-alue. 

He cites lot 17 in block 250, at 1336 I Street NW., which as 
far back as Apt·il, 1920, sold for $250,000, and assessed at 
$1D5,970, which is $54,030 less than its value was in 1920, 
and it is worth considerably more at this time. 

He cites lot 35 in square 250, at 1332 I Street :N"W., which 
in April, 1921, sold for $300,000, and assessed at $237,316, or 
an underasse · ment of $62,684 less than its value in 1921, 
and it is worth much more now. 

He cites lot 826 in 'square 250, at 832 Thirteenth Street NW., 
wliich in September, 1922, sold for $22,500, and a sessed at 
$12,J 08, or an underasses ment of $10,392 less than its value. 

He cites lots 40 and 832 in square 253, at 1337-9 F Street 
NW., which in August, 1922, sold for $299,000, and assessed 
at $203,675, or an underassessment of $95,325 less than its 
value. 

He cites lot 8-03 in square 253, at 1307 F Street NW., which 
in May, 1922, sold for $175,000, assessed at $138,236, or an 
uuderas ·es ment of $36,764 less than its value. 

He cites lot 35 in square 285, at 1219 I Street NW., which 
in April, H>21, sold for $23,000, and assessed at $15,008, or 
an undera8sessment of $7,992 less than its value. 

He cites lot 47 in quare 2-88, at 729 Thirteenth Street NW., 
which in April, 1922, sold for $260,000, and is assessed at 
$215,170, or an underasse.8sment of $44,830 less than its value. 

He cites lot 823 in square 288, at 740 Twelfth Street NW., 
which in April, 1920, sold for $100,000 and is assessed at 
$60,950, or an underasses ment of $39,050 less than its value. 

He cites lots 811 and 812 in square 289~ at 612-614 Twelfth 
Street NW., which in December, 1921, sold for $160,000, and 
nre assessed at $131, 771, or an underassessment of $28,229 less 
than their value. 

He cites lot 813 in square 289, at 610 Twelfth Street NW., 
which in December, 1921, sold for $90,000, and is assessed at 
$67,233, or an underassessment of $2"2,762 less than its value. 

He cites lot 821 in block 290, at 1210 F Street NW., which 
in ~ovember, 1921., sold for $125,000, and is assessed at 
$100,494, or an underassE>ssment of $24,506 less than its value. 

He cites lot 39 in block 290, at the northeast corner of Thir­
·teenth and E Streets 1\"'"1V., which, according to his own state­
ment, is undera sessed $25,560 less than its value, according to 
the cited sale in December, 1922. 

He cites lot 10 in square 293, at 321-325 Thirteenth Street 
(SW., which in September, 1921, sold for $41,500, anc.1 is assessed 
for $17,968, or an undernssessment of $23,532, showing that it 
is assessed at much less than half valuation. 

He cites lot 17 in square 319, at 733 Twelfth Street NW., 
which in April, 1921, sold for $35,000, and is assessed at 
$17 ,955, or just about half valuation. 

He cites lot 800 in square 319, at 1107 G Street NW., which 
in October, 1921, sold for $97,818, and is assessed at $64,045, or 
an underassessment of $33,773 less than its value. · 

. He· cites lot 801 in square 31!), at 1109 G Street NW., which 
m J~ly, 1919, sold for $100,000 (probably worth double now), 
and is assessed at $67,235, or an underassessment of $32 865 
less than its value was back in 1919. ' 
~e cites lot 813 in square 319, at 723 Twelfth Street NW., 

which in March, 1922, sold for $60,000, and is assessed 
at $32,632, or an underassessment of $27,378 less than its 
value. 

He cites lot 814 in square 345, at the southwest corner of 
Tenth and H Streets NW., which sold in December, 1921 for 
$96,000, and is assessed at $71,829, or an underassessme~t of 
$24,171 le.ss than its value. 

According to his own statement, lots 18, 19, 818, and 819 in 
square 347, which he cites as being sold in November, 1922, 
are underassessed $44,642 less than their value. 

He cites lot 20 in square 372, at 940 K Street NW., which in 
.J.\lay, 1921, ~old for $10,500, is assessed for $4,880, or at much 
less than half of its rnluation. 

I;Ie cites lot 800 in square 372, at 903 New Yoxk A.venue N\V., 
which as far back as April. 1919, sold for $50,000, is assessed at 
$35,000, o.r $15,000 less th.an its value in 1919, which has 
about doubled. 

He cites lot 807 in square 372, at 923 Tenth Street NW. 
which in April, 1922, sold for $6,000, is assessed at $2,317, or ~ 
little more than one-third of its value. · 

He cites lots 812 and 813 in square 373, at 939-941 I Street 
NW., which in September, 1922, sold for $36,500 is assessed at 
$1&,570, or an underas ·essment of $16,930 less than its value. 

He cites lot 1 in square 373, at 945 I Street NW., which in 
March, 1922, sold for $20,000, is assessed at $12,000, or an 
underassessment of $7,900 le than its value. 

He cites lot 804 in square 381, at 921 Louisiana Avenue 
which in October, 1920, sold for $5f>,000, and assessed at ·43,043: 
or an underassessment of $11,957 less than its value way back 
in 1920. 

He cites lot 18 in ~qunre 382, at 931 B Street NW., which in 
l\Iay, 1920, sold for $28,500, and assessed at $18,205, or an under­
assessment of $10.295 les than its 1920 value. 

He cites lots 800 and 801 in quare 429, at 700 Seventh and 
707 G Street 1\\V., which in March, 1921, sold for $140,000, and 
assessed at $50,000, or just a little more than one-third valua­
tion, and this property is worth far more now than in 1921. 

He cites lot 823 in square 429, at 708 Seventh Street NW. 
which in December, 1921, sold for $78,000, and assessed at 
$54,245, or an underassessment of $23,755 less than its value. 

He cites lot 0 in square 429, at 728 Eighth Street NW., which 
in July 1921, sold for $20,000, and is assessed at $9,416, or less 
than one-half of its valuation. 

He cites lot 23 in square 431, at 400-404 Seventh Street NW." 
which is assessed at an underassessment of $65,660 less tha~ 
it sold for in January, 1923, according to his own statement. 

He cites lot 807 in square 431, at 432 Seventh Street NW., 
which as far back as November, 1920, sold for $100,000, and is 
assessed at $56,100, or at $43,900 less than its Yalue. 

He cites lot 809 in square 453, at 623-625 H Street NW., 
which. in May, 1920, sold fo~ $25,000, and is as essed at $12,557, 
or at Just about half valuation. 

He cites lot 826 in square 454, at 612 H Street NW., which in 
April, 1922, sold for $14,500, and is assessed at $7,568, or just a 
little more than half valuation. 

He cites lot 42 in square 455, at 635 F Street NW., which in 
February, 1920, sold for $200,000, and is assessed at $126,614, 
or an underassessment of $73,386 less than its value. 

He cites lot 36 in square 456, at 628-630 F ~treet NW., which 
in July, 1919, sold for $90,000, and is assessed at $65.815, or 
an underas8essment of $24,185 less than its value way back in 
1919. 

He cited lot 827 in square 457, at 626 E Street NW., which in 
l\fay, 1922, sold for $29,000, and is assessed at $16,996, or an 
underassessment of $12.004 less'than its value. 

He cited lot 13 in square 459, at 619 0 Street and 628 Louisi­
ana Avenue, which in l\Iay, 1922, sold for $15,000, and is as­
sessed at $8,892, or a little more than half valuation. 

He cited lot 804 in square 461, at 607 B Street and. 604 Penn­
sylvania Avenue, which in April, 192:2, sold for $26,000, and is 
assessed at $18,357, or just a little over half valuation. 

He cite lot 407 in square 289, at 1212 G Street NW., ·which in 
February, 1923, sold for . 115,000, and is assessed at $00,170, or 
an underassessment of $15,830 less than >alue. 

VALUATION A.ND ASSESSln:>~T SHOULD BD FOR SA~tE YEAR. 

You will note that in tbe data furnished by Tax Assessor 
Richards to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIHLMAN] lie 
has cited sales of property during the years 1918, 1919, 1920, 
and so forth, and t~en compared same with the assessment of 
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such property for the present year. He should have given -tlie 
assessment for the year when the sale was made. 

I cha llenge both Mr. Richards and Mr. ZIHL:UAN to cite any 
property or properties in the District of Columbia that were 
assessed in 1918 for anything like the value they sold for in 
1918, or that were as essed in 1919 for anything like the value 
they sold for in 1919, or that were assessed in 1920 for any­
thing like the value they sold for in 1920, or that were assessed 
in 1921 for anything like the value they sold for in 1921, or that 
were assessed in 1922 for anything like the value they sold for 
in 1922, or that were assessed in 1923 for anything like the value 
they sold for in 1923. If he will ascertain tlJ_e real considera­
tion value and not merely the camouflaged one expressed in the 
deed, he will find that he can not giv_e such a list. From the 
House floor on January 30, 1924, I said: 

And I have received an insolent note through the mnil, stating: 
"You ~eedn' t to kick, for you Members of Congress and Senators 

get the benefit of this tax rate of $1.20 on the $100, and it makes 
that much less expense you have to pay out on your fine resi­
dences." 

I do not own a residence here. If I did, I would be willing to 
pay the same rate of taxation on it that citizens of other cities have 
to pay. And all of you colleagues who are fortunate enough to own 
property here in. the District of Columbia know full well that it is 
not rendered at anything like its full value. And I challenge Assessor 
Richards and Commissioner Rudolph to name the residence of one 
Congressman or of one Senator that is assessed for as much as 75 
per cent of its real value. They can not do it. And if they can not, 
then will they contend that they permit Congres men and Senators to 
render their property under a lower system of assessment than they 
do other people of the District? Surely they would not contend that. 

I REPEAT THE CHALLENGE. 

I again challenge Tax Assessor Richards to name the resi­
dence of even one Congressman or of one Senator here in 
Washington that is now assessed for as much as 75 per cent 
of its real value. He can not do it, and he knows it. 

THE OLD SLOGAN HAS WORN THREADBARE. 

Whenever a l\Iember of Congre s seeks to change the unjust 
system of allowing the people of Washington to pay the ridicu­
lous tax rate of only $1.20 on the $100, the newspapers and 
citizens' associations immediately resort to their old battle cry : 

That Washington is the Nation's Capital and must be made the 
mos t beautiful city in the world; that the Government should pay a 
big part of the local city expenses because it owns so much property 
here. 

Washington is the Nation's Capital and should be made the 
most beautiful city in the world, and I will go just as far as 
any otller man through all legitimate and proper means to 
make it the most beautiful city in the world. Defore the Gov­
ernment built all of its fine institutions here Washington was 
a mere village. Property here was of little value. It is because 
of the fact that the United States has spent its millions here 
that has caused some lots to jump in value from $100 to 
$100,000. Every piece of property owned by the Government in 
Washington is daily enjoyed by the people of Wa hington. 

The local pay roll of the Government is a bonanza to the 
merchants and business enterprises of Washington. The Gov­
ernment pays its nearly 100,000 employees in Washington 
their wages promptly every two weeks in new money that 
has never been spent before. Chicago, or any other big city 
in the United States, would gladly exempt the Government 
from paying all taxes on its property to get it to move its 
Capital to such city. . 

Because we want to make it the most beautiful city in the 
world is no reason why the Government should pay for build­
ing million-dollar school buildings and employing 2,500 teachers 
and buying the scp.ool books for the 70,000 school children of 
the thousands of families living in Washington who have no 
connection whatever with the Government except to bleed it 
on all occasions and to grow rich on the Government pay rolls 
expended here. Because we want to make Washington the 
most beautiful city in the world is no reason why the Gov­
ernment should pay for the army of garbage gatherers, the 
army of ash gatherers, the army of trash gatherers, the army 
of street cleaner and sprinklers, the army of tree pruners 
and sprayers, and the street lighting system for the several 
hundred miles of private residences owned by rich tax dodgers 
who have no connection whatever with the Government; nor 
is it any reason why the Government should pay for thei~ 
water system, their sewer system, their police protection, 
their fire protection, for playgrounds for their children, for 
parks for their enjoyment, for their municipal golf grounds, 
for their numerous public tennis courts, for their bathing 

beaches, for their ska ting ponds, for their cricket grounds 
for their baseball and football grounds, for their horseback 
riding paths, for paving the streets in front of their residences 
and maintaining and keeping them in repair, for building their 
million-dollar bridges, furnishing million-and-a-half-dollar mar­
ket houses, their nmnicipal, trial, and appellate courts their 
jails and houses of correction, their municipal hospital~ asy­
lums for their insane, special asylum schools for tlieir' deaf 
and dumb, asylums for their orphans, a university for their 
110,000 colored people, their municipal libraries, their munici­
pal community-center facilities, salaries of all their municipal 
officers, employees, buildings, furnishings, equipments, sanitary 
and health departments, and the hundreds of other things 
that all other cities of the United States must furnish and 
pay for themselve , but a very substantial part of which the 
people of Washington have been getting out of the Federal . 
Treasury for years. 
~he magnificent. Capitol and its beautiful grounds are daily 

enJoyed by Washrngton people. The Congre sional Library 
whi~h cost $6,032,124, in addition to the sum of $585,000 paid 
for its grounds, and for the upkeep of which Congress annually 
spend~ a large sum of money, is daily enjoyed by the people of 
Washmgton. The G°'-ernment furnished and maintains the 
magnificent Botanic Gardens here for the pleasure and enjoy­
ment of Washington peovle. The GoYernment furnished and 
maintains the wonderful Zoo Park with all of its interesting 
animals for the insh'uction and amusement of Washington 
children. The Government furnished and maintains the ex­
tensiYe and most beautiful Rock Creek Park, with its pictur­
esque picnic grounds, its miles of "\>vonderful boulevards, its in­
comparable scenery, all for the pleasure of Washington people. 
Congress has spent millions of dollars reclaiming and purchas­
ing the lands now embraced in the Potomac Parks and Speed­
'vay, daily used and enjoyed by Washington people. The Gov­
ernment has spent several million dol1ars building the various 
brlclges spanning the Potomac River, and huge sums for the 
bridges spanning the Anacostia River, and spent $1,000,000 
building the beautiful " l\lillion Dollar Bridge " on Connecticut 
.A.venue. The Government.has spent millions of dollars on the 
Lincoln l\lemorial, grounds, and reflecting pools, the Washing­
ton Monument Grounds, Lincoln Park, on East Capital Street, 
aud the numerous beautiful little parks scattered all over the 
city, all for the pleasure and benefit of Washington people. 
Let me again re11eat : 

TAXATION SYSTEM HE.RE IS CRIME UPON WHOLE PEOPLE. 

Prior to the fiscal year of 1915, when the Borland Act became 
effective, all of the streets within the District of Columbia had 
been paved upon the 50-GO basis, half the expense being paid 
by the District and the other half by the Government of the 
United States. The District auditor advises me that when 
the Borland Act became effective fully 90 per cent of all the 
streets within the old limits of the city of Wa hington had 
already been paved, the Government of the United States pay­
ing for half of all of same. Under the Borland Act each abut­
ting property owner now pays for 20 feet and excess is paicl 
for by the District and Government 50-50 up to June 30, 1921, 
and 60-40 since that date. 

Congress made the following appropriations for repairs and 
maintenance of streets since the 60-40 plan became effective, 
to wit: 
Fiscal year 1921--------------------------------------- $575. 000 
Fiscal year 1922--------------------------------------- 575,000 
Fiscal year 1923------------------------------------ --- 460. 000 
Fiscal year 1924--------------------------------------- 550,000 

And the Government of the United States paid 40 per cent of 
all of the above. 

Congress made the foHowing appropriations for repairs to 
suburban streets and roads within the District, to wit: 

Jt~~:l ~~~ i~~~=======================~=============== $~gg:&g& 
~~~!} ~~=~ i~~~======================================= ~~g:ggg 

And the whole people of the United States paid 40 per cent 
of same. 

Congress made the following appropriations for the paving 
and grading of streets: 
Fiscal year 1921--------------------------------------- $614, 200 
Fiscal year 1922--------------------------------------- 144,840 

~~} ~::;: i~~~======================~================ 5~~:~88 And the whole people paid 40 per cent of same. 
Congress made the following appropriations for the construc­

tion and maintenance of sewers: 
Fiscal year 1921-------------------------------------~ $~15, 000 
Fiscal year 1922--------------------------------------- ~23,000 
Fiscal year 1923--------------------------------------- 502, 000 
Fiscal year 1924--------------------------------------- 690,000 



1924. CONGRESSIONAµ RECORD-HOUSE. 4307 

And the whole people of the United ~.tates paid 40 per cent 
of same. 

Until the Borland amendment became ~ffective in 1915, the 
whole people paid 50 per cent of the expense of paving all the 
streets and thoroughfares of Washington and of their repair 
and maintenance, without abutting property owners paying 
any part of same, and the 50-50 basis continued to 1921, the 
Government paying 50 per cent, but since then only 40 per cent 
of all of the above. Prior to 1915, to secure sewer service, the 
owner was charged $1 per front foot, and never thereafter dicl 
be have to pay anything additional. But since 1915 he is now 
charged $L50 per front foot, and thereafter he pays no annual 
assessment whatever for such service. In other words, where 
the owner's lot was 20 feet front he paid $20 before 1915 and 
$30 since then, for service, and all of such expense of making 
bis excavations apd furnishing him sewer connection for all 
time thereafter without further charge, is borne by the Dis­
trict and Government, 50-50 before 1921 and 6o-40 since 1921. 

For water connection the owner is charged $2 per front foot, 
which covers less than 66 per cent of the cost of making the 
connection for him. And the charge thereafter is illustrated· 
as follows : The residence rented by me at 1929 Kenyon Street 
NW. has 20 feet frontage, a basement, two stories, and an attic. 
There are seven members in my family. I am charged $7.65 
per annum. This is a lower water rate than any other city in 
the whole United States enjoys. 

And the District gets several extra millions annually from 
the United States Treasury where the whole people pay the full 
100 per cent. The Washington Times for Thursday, January 
10, 1924, on page 2, in an article headed "District given $1,647,-
700," mentioned the several local institutions here in the Dis­
h·ict which are given the sum of $1,647,700 direct out of the 
Treasury concerning which there is no division of 6o-40, but 
all is paid by the whole people, for said items are in the Inte­
rior Department appropriation bill, now before the House, all 
of which comes out of the people's Treasury. 

This system has prevailed here simply because the 437,000 
people in Washington are organized with citizens' associations 
who will attempt to ruin any Congressman who fights the situ~ 
ation, and because the people of the United States do not know 
about the situation. Whene-\er the people find it out they are 
going to have it stopped. 

What particular halo is there about the head of the rich tax 
dodgers living -in Washington that they should be permitted to 
pay a total tax rate of only $1.20 on the $100, assessed at about 
half valuation, while the people of every other city in the 
United States have to pay all the way from $2.75 to $6.GO, and 
the balance of the local expenses of the people of Washington 
has to be borne by the whol~ people? Why should it· be con­
tinued? Why should Washington people be more favored than 
all of the balance of the people in the cities of this Na ti on? 

Yet, because so much of their expenses have been paid out 
of the Treasury in the various supply bills that all of the 
revenue resulting from their little tax of $1.20 on half valua­
tion has not all been used, because the Government was footing 
the bills, an effort is now being made by tbe District Commis­
sioners to have such balance of nearly $5,000,000 declared a 
surplus to the credit of the District and they be permitted to 
spend same. It would be a crime against the whole people to 
let them touch one dollar of same. 

During the reces~ of Congress I wrote to the mayor of every 
city of any size in the LTnited States and asked them to advise 
ps of their local tax rate, of the charges for water, sewer, pav­
rng, and so ~orth, and. what rate, in their judgment, they 
thought Washmgton people should pay as a minimum. I want 
to insert just a few in this report. The consensus of opinion 
was that the rate here should be at least $2.50 per $100, and 
there was a large per cent who were in favor of it be1n(7 much 
higher, and the rates for taxation ranged from $2.75 to over 
$6.50, and in all these cities the people were charged more for 
;water, sewer, and paving. 

Let me again quote a few excerpts from the letter sent me 
by the mayor of the city of Peoria, Dl. : 
[City of Peoria, Ill. Mayor's office. Edward N. Woodruff, mayor.] 

NOVEMBER 1, 1923. 
Hon. THOMAS L. BLANTON, 

. Representative, Washingto1i, D. O. 
DE.'\R Sm : Answering your questionnaire of October 15 concerning 

relative tax rates of the cities of Washington and Peoria: 
The tax mtes ·on each $100 taxable valuation levied against the real 

and personal property of the citizens of Peoria for the year 1922 is 
itemized as follows: 

LXV--272 

City corporate .tax, including library, tuberculoRis, gar-
St~:e~e·a~ddb~fJ1~e -~~~-~~:__Pe~sion fund _______________ $1. 94 

~~~~0~1~mi:~:~::::::::============================ 2: !~ 
~~~:~=~,;.;:;i~:::::::::-:.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :gg $5.29 

--- 1. 29 

Total, all purposes----------------------------------6.58 
Unless there is a tremendous revenue derived from sources other than 

from taxes, the rate of $1.20 for Wa hington is ridiculous. While I 
have neyer bad my attention called to this disparity I am amazed that 
the light .bas not been let into financial affairs of the Capital City long 
before this time. 

You should be supported by every colleague in your effort to compel 
the citizens of Washington to do theirs, even as every citizen outside 
the District is doing bis. 

Wishing you succe a, I am, 
Very truly yours, E. N. WOODRUFF, Mayor. 

The foregoing statement from the mayor of Peoria Ill. fairly 
indicates the sentiment of the people over the United' States. It 
might be enlightening to quote from a few of the letters re­
ceived the tax rate of some of the cities over the United States 
as certified to me by the mayor of such cities. -

The tax rate paid by the people in Baltimore, l\Id., $3.27 on 
the $100; in New Orleans, La., $3.16! on tlle . $100; in Portland, 
Oreg., $4.!J2 on the $100 ; in my l>irthplace, Houston, Tex., $4.29! 
on the $100; in Ogden, Utah, $3.33 on the $100: in Cheyenne, 
Y'f YO., $3.75 on the $100; in Fort Smith, Ark., $3.32 on the $100; 
m New Bedford, Mass., $3.13; in Burlington, Vt., $3.10 on the 
$100 ; in Pittsburgh, Pa .. $3.22 on tlle $100 · in St. Louis Mo. 
which is a distinct political subdivision of' the State th~ city 
tax is $2.43 on the $100; in Boston, Mass., $2.47 on th~ $100; in 
Rochester, N. Y., $3.3G on the $100; in Portland Me., $3.40 on 
the $100; in Boise City, Idaho, $4.29 on the $l00; in Mobile, 
Ala., $3.40 on the $100; in Detroit, Mich., $2.75 per $100; in 
Duluth, Minn., $5.79 on the $100; in Atlanta, Ga., $3.lG on the 
$1~0; in Kansas City, Mo., $2.93 on the $100; in Minneapolis, 
l\linn.,. $6.52 on the $100; in Salt Lake City, Utah, $3.18 on the 
$100; m Oakland, Calif., $4.02 on the $100; in Austin, the capi­
tal of Texas, $3.54 on the $100; in Denver, Colo., $2.70 on the 
$100; in Trenton, N. J., $3.22 on the $100; in Racine, Wis., 
$2.87 on th~ $100; in Nashville, Tenn., $2.80 on tlle $100 ; in 
Charlotte ville, Va., $2.85. And let me illustrate as the tax rate 
runs generally over Texas: In Paris, Tex., $4.10 on the $100; in 
Port Arthur, Tex., $3.54 on the $100; in Tyler, Tex., $4.61 on 
tile $100; in Denjson, Tex., $3.32 on the $100; m· Waco, Tex., 
$3.63 on the $100; in Amarillo. Tex., $3.55 on the $100; in . 
Temple, Tex., $3.15; in Wichita Falls, Tex., $5.05 on the $100; 
in neaumont, Tex., $4.04. 

l\Ir. Edward F. Bryant, tnx collector for San Francisco, Calif., 
has sent me a statement certifying that the following is the tax 
rate paid by the citizen in the following cities: In Seattle, 
Wash., $8.80 on the $100; Chicago, Ill., $8 on the $100 · in Reno 
Nev., $7.38 on the $100; in New York, N. Y. $5.48 on 1the $100: 
in Philadelphia, Pa .. $6 on the $100 ; in Det~·oit, Mich., ~4.48 o~ 
the $100 ; in San Francisco, Calif., $3.47 on the $100 · in Los 
Angt>les, Calif., $3.89 on 1 he $100. ' 

\Vhat excuse have we to offer to our constituenb:i back at 
home who are paying the abo~e tax rates for permitting by our 
votes here the 437,000 people m Washington, D. C., to continue 
paying the measly little pittance of only $1.20 on the $100; 
based on a half to two-thirds valuation, when our constituents 
have to pay an the balance of the expenses of this great city 2 

WASHING'l'ON PEOPLE NATURALLY THRIVE. 

Why, of course, under such a system it is but natural that 
the people of Washington should .thrive and accumulate prop­
erty. When a man, whose fine re::1dence fronts SO feet on some 
fashionable street now has to pay only $4G to have sewer 
connection, the Government payiJ1g 40 per cent of all the ex­
penses of excavation, connection, and maintenance and he 
~aving &'UCh service free the1:eafter until eternity; and he hav .... 
mg to pay only $60 for getting water connection the Govern­
ment pa~·ing 40 per cent of all excavation, co~nection and 
maintenance, besides owning the main water conduit' and 
the owner having to pay thereafter only a nominal a~ount 
each year for water, it constitutes such a very desirable ar­
r::i-i:;i.gem~nt wit~ ~he Federal Treasury that the newspapers and 
citizens associations here fight for its continuance. 

FROM POVERTY TO MULTIMILLIONAIRE. 

When our now distinguished citizen, 1\Ir. Harry Wardman, 
left England and first came to - Washington, he asked th~ 
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hardware firm of Rudolph & We5t to credit him fo:r a saw and 
hammer~ but they demanded the cash. Sinee then he has built 
4 ,000 r€Sidences in Washington, some of the finest in. the city, 
a.nd he has built 300 apartment houses, embracing the largest 
now in the city, and he now owns more improved real estate 
than any other man in Washington. While his own .energies 
and qualifications figure largely in his success, still what the 
Gove1"Ilment has done for Washington has made his wonderful 
success possible. 

WASID1'."'GTON MUST "PAY A RlMSON•.!BLE "TAX RATE. 

The people of Wasl1ington must become reconciled to having 
tbeir present ridiculous tax rate . of $1.20 on tbe $100 raised 
to a reasonable rate, proportionate with what the people of 
other cities in the United States have to pay. The Govern­
ment must stop paying for their running expenses such as are 
paid by the people of all other cities. The Congress must con­
tinue making this the most beautiful city in the whole world, 
but the people living here and enjoying the most beautiful city 
in the whole world must be willing to pay at least the mini­
mum that people pay in the city where there is the lowest tax 
rate in the various States. They must do their part. They 
can not afford to be tax dodgers. They can not afford to be 
selfish.· They can not afford to ask Congress to bear their ordi­
n ary civic expenses. And when this s<rcalled gasoline tax bill 
is finally passed, it must contain a · registration tax and prop­
erty ta.x reasonable and in proportion to what other people pay 
elsewhere. Otherwise Congress will hear from the tax-burden~d 
American people in the 48 States of this Union. 

A PAELllMENT.ABY INQUIRY. 

Mr. ffCO~OR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker~ a parliarn€ntary 
1n4uiry. 

The SPEAKER pr.o tR,mpore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. O'CO:NNOR of Louisiana. I will say that if the .Speaker 

were in the chair be would rule against .me; but for the purpose 
of keeping the record clear I want to ask if the Chair can or 
will entertain a motion to take from the Speaker's desk Senate 
Reso1ution 72 and substitute it for House Resolution 191, 
reported favorably by the C-01nmittee on Military .Affairs and 
now on the Private Ca.len<la1·. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entei·taln 
tbat requeBt at the present time. 

ADJOURN:\I:ENT. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I mO're that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3.'5 
minutes p. ni.), the House adjourned until Monday; Mareh 17, 
1924, -at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMl\IUNlCATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive oommunications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 

4-03. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans' 
Bureau, transmitting a statement Bhowing, by location, salary 
range and bureau designation of employees receiving an aggre­
gate annual salary o.f $2,000 and over as of l\Iareh 1, 1924, for 
central office, and as of February 1, 1924, for the field; t.o the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

404. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination <>f Cowlitz River, Wash~ with a view to '{lreparing 
plans and estimates of cost for the prevention and control of 
floods (H. Doe. No. 225) ; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

405. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, rewrt on preliminary 
examination of Niagara River, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

406. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation "to validate an agreement be­
tween the Secretary of War, acting on behalf of the United 
States, and the Washington Gns Light Co."; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUilLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
].fr. SPROUL of IllinQis: Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads. H. R-. -579. A bill providing for the appointment 
of a superintendent and two assistant snperintendent-s of de­
linry in certain post offices of the first class ; with amend-

ments (Rept. No. 311). Referred to the Committee of tlie 
Whole Hou,se on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH : Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 
S. 1631. An act to authorize the deferring of payments of 
reclamation charges; with .an amendment (Rept No. 312). Re­
ferred to tlle Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of 
the Union. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the consideration o:f the bill 
(R. R. 4735) granting a pension to Charles E. Bowser, and 
the same was referred •to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS. AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXJ;I, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7959) to _provide 
adjusted compensation for veterans of the World War, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

l3y Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. '.R. 7960) to authorize the 
Secretary of Commerce to convey to the Comm<mwealth of 
Pennsylvania a certain tract of land urider water in the Dela­
ware River no longer needed for lighthouse purpo es; to the 
Committee on Interstate filld Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 7961) to establish ~ 
bydrograDhic station at Los Angeles, Calif.; to ~ Committee 
on Naval Aff11irs. 

:By l\ir. J,AMPERT: A bill (H. R. 7962) to creute and estab­
lish a commission, as an indepen(lent establishment of the Fed­
eral Government, to regulate rents in the District of Columbia.; 

. to the Committee on the District of Oolumbia. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7963) to increase pensions .of 

persons who served in th~ Army, Navy, m-""Afarine Corps of 
the Unit-ed States during tbe Civil War, .and.. of idows .and 
fu:1.·mer wid-ows of sueh persons, and Army nurses -0f said war; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7004) relating to the salary 
of the official court reporter of tlle United States District 
Court for the District of Hawaii; to tbe Committee on fhe 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 796'5) to require the 
labeling of flour in interstate and foreign commerce, .and for 
other :purposes; to the Committee on Int.erstate .and Forejgn 
Comme1·ce. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 7966) t-0 amend sections 136 
and 138 of the Judidal Code; to the Oommittee on the Ju­
diciary. 

By l\lr. ACKERMAN: Joint resolution (H. -l . .Res. 215} to 
facilitate the ·payment of personh.l income taxes and to relieve 
th€ Treasury Department of unnecessary time, expense, and 
labor in connection with the colled;j on of the 1923 pe ·­
sonal income taxes in 1924 ; to the Committee -0n Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 216) authoriz.. 
ing approprtati-0ns for the payment -Of expenses of delegates 00 
represent the United· States .at the general assembly of the 
International Institute of Agriculture, to be i!ield at Rome in 
Uay, 1924, and for the payment of the quotas of Hawaii, tbe 
Philippines, Porto llieo, and the Virgin Islands for the support 
of the institute :for the calendar :rear 1924; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. SMITH: Resolution (H. Res. 223) for the oon.sldera­
tion of fue bill (S. 1631) entitled "An act to authorize the de­
ferring of payments o:f Teela.mation charges " ; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS A...~D RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Ilule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows : 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 7967) to provide for an ex­
amination and survey of Bradfords Bay, Accomac Cormty, Va.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 7968) for the relief of Chief Boatswain 
John W. Stoakley (retired), United States Navy-; to the Com­
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By 1Ur. COOK: A bill (H. R. 7969) for th~ l~Hef of Henry 
Oates; to tbe Committee -0n Claims. 

By :rtlr. FLEETWOOD: A bill (II. R. 7970~ g,ranting a 
pension to Laura Murdick; to the Committee on Inv.al.id 
Pensions. 
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ll,\' ~Ir. II.ASTL ,.G8: A hill (II. R. 7971) to make a preliml­
natT survey of the .\rkamms RiYer and. its tributaries, Grand 
RlYcr nncl Venlh.,'Ti~ Rh·er, in Oklahoma, with a view to the 
co11trol of their 1lood: to the Committee on Flood Control. 

HY :Mr. BUDDLB TO~ T: A bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pen­
sion to Fannie Jncoh. : to the Committee on Pen~!ons. 

u. · :\Ir. JOST: A bill (H. It. 7973) for the relief of Lawson 
,V. Hu. h and Sallie A. Ilu.·h; to the Committee on Claim . 

B,\· l\Ir. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to 
Alhert N. Uell; to the Committee on PenRion . 

Il~· :\Ir. McKE ... ·zrn: A bill (H. R. 7975) granting a pension 
to Sadie L. 'l'rea1lwell; to tlle Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

n,,. :\fr. McKEO' 'N: A hill (H. R. 7070) to enroll Rosetta 
McCnrtv on the final roll of citizens of the Chickasaw Tribe of 
Intlinns' by hloo<l; to the Committee on Inrtian Affairs. 

A 1~0, a hill ( H. H. 7077) to enroll Alfred Wilson on the final 
roll of citizenM of the Creek or ... lu ·kogee Tribe of Indians by 
hloocl; to the Committee on In<linn Affair'. 

Bv ~Ur. )L\cGHEGOR: A hill (H. R 707 ) granting n pen­
Hlon' to Chnl'le:;: D. • 'howerruun; to the Committee on Invalid 
l'C'n:-;ions. 

n.r )lr. :u,, .JOH. of ::\1il'(souri: A bill (II. R. 7079) granting 
n 11eu~ion to Barah .J. Howell ; to tlie Committee on Invnlid 
l'eu~ion .. 

n,· ::\lr. l\LL 'LOYb: A hill (H. R 7980) (rrantiug an incr nse 
of 1;L•nsion to Julia .T. H.ny; to the Committee on Pensioru;. 

n,• 1\11'. TI1}WTO •• of .IL'sourl: A lJlll (H. R. 7U81) for the 
relief of Denjamtn P. Green; to tllo Committee on Claims. 

Uy :l\lr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (Il. R 7982) for the 
rel!t•f of J. n. P. Whitecotton; to tile Committee on 'Var Claims. 

g,· 1\fr. s ... 'YDEH: .A bill (H. R. 7n 3) for the relief of Geor"e 
o. I;ratt; to the Committee on Uilitary AffairR. 

BY :\Ir. 'l'ABEH: A bill (H. n. W 4) granting a pen. ion to 
Alic.t• Gr en; to the Committee on Invalid Pen~iont{. 

H.r dr. THO~IAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. H. 7985) for the 
reli<'f of the e~tnte of l\Irs. 0. F. l\Ioore, tlecensed; to the Com­
mittt-e on \Ynr laims. 

BY l\lr. WATKI,. T,': A l1ilf (H. n. 708G) granting an in­
C'relt'-'e of pemiiou to George II. Higgtns ; to the Committee on 
Pension . 

AJl'(O, a hill (II. H.. W87) granting n pen ·iou to Gar1·etl ~fa-
ho11e.r; to the (;ommittPe on Pensions. 

AJ:;o, a bill (II. n. 7088) granting a pension to W. G. "Mnd­
<lcu: to the ommittee on Im·alicl Pension~. 

A tso, a blll (ll. R. 79 'V) granting a pensl<1n to De ·sie 1\1. 
Jol1nson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al:-:o, a bill (H. n. 7Ul 0) grunting a pemdon to J1'ritz Stocker; 
to tlle Committee on Peni;;ionH. 

Abo, a hill (H. R. 7HU1 I granting n pon ion to Clnrn C. 
Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pen:ions. 

Al:-:o, a lJlll (H. n. 709~) t;rautlng n pem:iou to Joseph 
'Viii ms: to the Committee ou Inntlid Pensions. 

Jiy .l\Ir. WIL .. O ... • of Indinnn: .A bill (II. n. 7!l93) gmuting 
a pension to HC'nton Al>uott; to fuo Committee on Invalid 
Pt:'tHions. 

PETITIO.i. 'S, ETC. • 

t:uuer clnuse 1 of Hut~ ~ ·xn, i>etitions and pa1>er::; were laid 
011 tlle Clerk'· de ·k nnd referre<l as follows: 

lHU. By the SPEAKER ( hy requei: t) : Petition of users of 
tnotor vehicle' of ~ 'utionul Clty., Calif., urging repeal of all 
unt'air war exci~e tn .. ·es; to tlla Committee ou ·ways antl 
l\ienu~. 

17-17. lly • fr. ALDHICH: Petition of Pr0Yitle11ce Beneficial 
A ·:-;odntion, l'rnvi<le.ncc, R. I., prote~ting against the pas~ug 
of the .Tohnson imml::!ration bill; to the Commiltee on Immi­
grn tion and~ ·ntnrnlizntiou. 
lT~. AL o, petition of Son:-i of Jacob Lodge, No. 17~. I. 0. 

H .. \ .. of Provillenc.-e, R. I.. protestin"' against tile pus ·age of 
tlw .JolJn.-.on hnmig-rntion bill; to the Committee on Immigra­
Uuu nncl Nnturnlizntio11. 

17-Hl. By !\[r, Oi •• IBRY: Petition of Massachusetts Child 
J~nhol' Committee, inclorsing Joint Ilesolution 184, granting 
powei· to Con:::-rcK· to kg!. late child labor lnws; to the Com­
mit tl•e on the 'Jmlicinr.r. 
• 17:-iO. Bv ::\Ir. OOK: Petition of Paul Moran and 55 citi-

7.Cll" or I1untiu;:rton. Ind., in :upport of the Drookirnrt-Hull 
}Jill: to the Committc·c> 011 ... ':rntl Affairs. 

17ril. B;r Mr. <,HA l'rOX: Petition of Herhert W. ~lcKay 
mu! the other rurul r·nrriers u t Uro!'well, hlicll., requesting 
fnvorah1e actfon on the l'ui~e l>ill (II. H. 701G) ; to the Com- · 
mlttee on the r•o.·t Ofliee and l'ost ltoad~. 

1752. By i\h. FE1 •• ·: PPtitiou of the Hartford Grude Teach­
er·' Club, of Hartford, C(lnn., fu1oriug a.n nnli.md.meut to tlle 

ponding immigration bill, in regard to the question ot the 
"divided family"; to the Committee on Imruigrntion and 
Naturalization. 

1753. By Mr. FULLER : Petition of U1e Kiwanis Club, of 
Mendota, 111.1 opposing nny change or amenclmeut of the trarn:1-
portation act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Colllmerce. 

1754. Also, petitions of the Illinois State Teachers' Associa­
tion and sundry citizens of Streator, Ill., fuYorlng the proposed 
child labor amendment to tllo Constitution ; to the Committee 
on the Jutlicinry. 

1705. Also, petitions of the Illinois Agricultural Association, 
the Mazon Farmers' Elevator Co., and sundry citizens of 
Grundy and LR. Salle Counties, Ill., favoring the l\IcNary­
Ha11ge11 bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

17r>G. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of the Appalncliian 
Mountain Club, recommending fa-vorahle consideration of Hous~ 
bill 3'382, which carrie an appropriation for deyelopment of 
roads in national parks; to the Committee on Roads. 

1 W7. Also, petition of l\fossachusetts Fore ·try As ·ociation, 
recommending farnrnble consideration of House uill 3G8:2, 'vhich 
carrie. au appropriation for development of roads in national 
parks; to the Cornmitee on the Public Lands. 

1758. Also, petition of Roger Wolcott Camp, No. 23, Depart­
ment of Massachusetts, United SpanLh ·wur Veterans, recom­
mending early nnd fttYornble consideration of House bill 5~34 · 
to tl1c Committee on Pension~·. ' 

17@. Dy Ur. Gil~HL\.l\1 of Penns:1lvanla: Petition of the 
honrcl of trustees of the Enstern State Penitentiary, Phllntkl­
phiu, Pa .. protesting against House bill 620:> ; to the Committee 
on J,abor. 

1760. Ry l\Ir. KIESS; Petition of Council .i. ·o. 10.J:, Sons and. 
Daughters of Liberty, of 'Villiamsport, Pu., f~woring Hou!':e hill 
G5,.0, known us the JohnHon imllligration Uill; to tll" Comruitteo 
ou Immigration and Naturalization. 

17Gl. liy l\lr. KING: Petition of Clurk Mills Curr Camp, 
No. 26. Spanish War Veterans, in support of 8enate l.Jill G and 
House hill 5034; to the Committee on Pensions. 

17G:2. lly l\1r. MOimOW: Petition of Clovls (N. l\Iex.) 
Kiwanis Club, favoring the continuation: of the citizens' mili­
tary training camps as provided for in the national defense 
act of 1020; to the Committee on ::.\Iilitary Affairs. 

1763. By l\1r. O'CON .. .'ELL of H.hode Island: Petition of 
members of the Sons of Jacob Lodge, ~o. 175, I. 0. B. A ... , of 
rroviclence, R. I., opposing the J ohn.·on immigration bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturnlization. 

17G-!. Al. o, petition of the members of the ProYiclcnce nene· 
fiC'ial Assoclntion, oppoi:<ing the .JohnRon irnrnigrntion bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration ancl Nnturalizatio11. 

17G5. fly l\Ir. O'SUI~IJIVAN: Petition of !:!G users of motor 
vehicle. in onnecticut, requesting i·epenl of wu t•-exci~e taxes 
011 motor vehicle<; un<l repair parts; to the Committee on 'Vuys 
a11u l\Iean& 

17G6. Also, petition of 7G United Shltes citiz<'ns of Ita1i:rn 
extraction, of Wutet·bury, Conn., in opvosition to the Jolrnsou 
immii;ration bill; to tlle Committ ·e on Immigration uncl N~Hu­
ralizatio11. 

1767. By Mr. ROSENllLOO. I: Petition of Hallniei l ·avrcy 
Lodge, No. 249, S. N. P . .J .. Fnrmington, W. Va., "igut-d hy !\Ir. 
Mutt J,aus, president, and l\Ir. Egnati Dljano"Vic, t>eeretary, pro­
testing against provisions of the pending iruruigrntion bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration ancl Naturalization. 

17G . By 1\Ir. SITE : Petition of Division No. 414, Inter­
national Brotherhoo<l of Locomoti"Vc Eugiueers, Leha11on, l'a., 
agklng that immediate beari11g.· be bclcl on IIou . .;e hill ;; ':~G. u 
hill to amend uu act entitled "An act to vromote the i-;afety of 
em1lloyeeH and traYelcri:; upon railroads by com1wlling <.:ommon 
carriers engaged in i11terstate commer<.'e to equip their loco­
motin•s with s1tfe and :mitahle boilers nn<l nppurtenauceH 
thcl'eto," n11provcd February 17, 1011, aH mnc1Hl<'tl :\larch -!, 
1nrn, ancl June ~G. l!H8, uud thnt sn.id hill be enacted into luw 
nt the earliest vos~iule date; to the Committee on Inter:-:tate 
aucl Foreign 'ommer<:c. 

17G9. Ily l\k TINKIL 1: Petition of the Aflili:tt<'tl T~clmi­
cnl "ocieties of Boston, favoring the . Icllon vlnn of tnx: recluc· 
tion ; to the Committee on Ways nn<l l\1enns . 

1770. Also, petition of Detllinn Clas: (:300 mE'ml>erH), 'l'rc­
mont Temple Baptist Chureh, Hosto11. l\Inl'~ .. fol"oriug au nr)­
propriation to he Ul'e<l to Jll'eYcnt 1he aetiYities of so-called 
"Atlantic rum flf'et": to tlic Committee on the .Tnrllciary. 

1771. By l\Ir. "'l:!W.ALI>: Petition of l\linHel'(ota J;'ederution 
of Architectural and 1~ng-in<'ering 8ocietiC'H, urgi11g the refor­
·estation of the State of l\1inuesotn, tlte prel'(enation of tile nnt· 
ural resoun:es of tlie State nn<l the culurgemeut of the Su· 
pcrior National Park; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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1772. Also, petition of tlle Angns '(Minn.)' Commercial nna 
Community Club, urging the ~...: a~e of the llcNary-Ilaugen 
bill providing for the relief of agriculture; to the Commlttee 
on Agriculture. 

177:3. Ahw, petition of farmers mnss meeting held nt tbe 
township of Snnncs, Red Lake County, Minn., urging the re­
vision of the J~sch-Curnmins railroad act, the Fordney~c­
Cumber tariff law, and other acts, so they will benefit the 
fnrruers, nnu nJ ·o ur~in.g tlle enactment into law of the Norris­
Sinclair um }H'OVicling for the relief of agriculture: to the Com­
mittee on Agriculturn. . 

1774. Al..:o, petition of the Winger (Minn.) Local Council of 
the Minn~ otu 'Vheat Growers' Association, urging the passage 
of the l\lcA 'ary-Hangen blll providing for the relief of agricul­
ture; to tlle Conuuittee on Agriculture. 

1770. Also, petition of the Minn otn Editorial Assoclntion, 
urglng the eruu.:tmcnt into law of the l\Ic.1. ,.arr-Haugen bill pro­
vIJing for the rclie! of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

177G. Also, petition of the Exchange Club of the city of St. 
Paul, 1\liun., urging the passage of tile upper l\lississlppi wild­
lift> uncl fl-:h ·refuge act ancl the game refuge public shooting 
ground bill; to tl1e Committee on Agriculture. 

1777. Also, petition of the Fosston (Minn.) Wheat Growers' 
Al-ISlCiation, ur~ng ilie passage of the McNn.ry-Haugen bill pro­
vi11ing for the relief of agriculture ; to the Committee on .A.gri­
c:ulture. 

1778. A1Ao, petition of the FoR.ston (Minn.) Dnslness !\Ien's 
A.:soclntion, urgi.11"' the enactment into law of the McNary-Hau­
~en bill providiug for the relief of agriculture; to tbe Com­
mittee on Agriculture. 

1770. Al. o, petition of citizen.~ of Gary, Minn., urging the 
enactment into law of tile Norbeck-Bw·tne ·s bill and the Mc­
.. ·ary-Haur;C'n blll providing for the relief of agriculture; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

1780. Also, D tition of the voters of Crookston Township, 
Minn., urging U1e enactment into law of the .IcNary-Ha.ugen 
bill for the relief of agriculture; to the Oommittee on .A.gri­
<:ulture. 

1781. Also, petition of tbe Red River Valley Lh'e Stock As­
snciution. Crookston, Minn., urging the ennctment into law of 
the .1. :rorbeck-llurtnes~ l>ill and the McNary-Haugen bill provid­
ing- for tllc relief of agriculture; to tl1e Committee on .Agri­
culture. 

1782. Al. o, petition of Sl farmere of· Home Lake Township, 
l\linn., urging the enactment of the M Tary-Haugen bill pro­
·iding for the relief of agricult:µre; to the Committee on Agrl­

c:ultnre. 
1783. Al~o. petition of 25 farm~rs of Pennington Couuty, 

Minn., urging the enactment o! tlle McNary-Hangcn bill pro­
viding for the relief of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri­
tulture. 

U84. ALo, petition of 25 farmers of Shelly Town ~hip, 1\Unn., 
urgin; the pt " age of the McNary-IIaugen b111 providing for 
the relief of agri ·ulture; to the ommittee on Agriculture. 

1785. Al o, petition of 23 farmers residing in Georgetown 
Township, Clay Count.r. Minn., urging the pnssage or the 
Mc Ta.ry-Ha.ugen bill providing for the relief of agriculture; 
to the Committe on A 0 r1culture. 

1786. Al o, petition of 24 farmers of Onstad Townshlp, l\far­
~liall County, .:.Ilnn., urging the pa. ~age or the llc...~ary-Hau~en 
Mil providing for the relief of agriculture; to tbe Oommitt e 
ou Agritalture. 

17 7. Al. o, petiti n of MlnneSlltn School Board A._socintion, 
urgin~ the e11u town of the kNary-Hnugen l>lll providing for 
the relief of agriculture; to tbe Commtttec on AgricuJturP. 

17 . Also, petition o! the Grain Grower ' Council, .1. o. 5, 
Climnx, Minn., urging the passage of the McNary-IInugen hill 
providing for the relief of' agriculture; to th Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1789. Al8o, petltion of the Ada (Minn.) Parent~ and Teach­
ers' AR ociation, urging tJ1e adoutlon of St'nnte Ile81llution 441, 
whkh ha, for its pu:rpose and furnishe a plan for the outlaw­
ing of war; to the Committee on Foreign A.ffnfr ... 

17UO. AL;;o, petition of the f>Qard of governors of the Mfnne­
~ota State A~dcultnrnl Society, urgfng the pa._. agP. of the 
' mounts recommended by the Secret.ury of Agriculture for the 
<·ontrol of unimal tnberculo . .ls; to the Committee on Apprflpriu­
tion .. 

1701. .Also, petition of the St. Paul (A finn.) rost, No. G, 
American Legion, urging the purcba:-:-e by the United Stnte1~ of 
the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relief?; to tho Committee on. 
.the Library. 

1792. Also, petition ot the Kaleb E. Lindquist Post., No. 4, 
of the .American Legion, Roseau, Minn., urging the pns.~nge 
of the solillers' bonus bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ienns. 

1793. Also, petition of the Greenbush ( Inn.) Council, No. 8, 
of the Minne ·ota. Wheat Growers' Coo-perative Marketing Asso­
ciation, urging· the adoption of n duty on whent and wheat 
products Jmported into the United States; to the Committee on 
'Va:rs und Means. 

17D--.1. Also, petition of the civil service employees at War­
road, :\!inn., urging the ndo:ption of the Lehlbach bill abolishing 
the Personnel Classification Donrd nn<l transferring its func­
tions to the Civil Servlco Com mi ~sion ; to the Committee on 
the Civil Service. 

1705. AL<io, petition of the Genernl Federation of Women's 
Clubs o:t the city ot Minneapolis, Minn., urging the checking 
of the drug and n::ircotlc trnde and the holdin~ ot a confer­
ence to be held in London or Paris or one o! tile capitals o! 
Europe; to the Committee on Foreign .Afratrs. 

170G. Also, petition of the l\linnesota. Live St()(:k Breeuers' 
Associatton, South St. Paul, Minn., urging the passn~ of sm 
appropriation by Congre s of sufficient funds for tJ1e 1.L5e of the 
United States Bureau o! Animal Industry to successfully sup­
press the foot-and-mouth disease which has recently broken out 
in the vicinity of San Francisco, Calif. ; to the Uommlttee on 
Appropriations. 

1707. Also, petition of the Crookston (Minn.) Assoclntion of 
Public Affairs, indorsing the principle of a. readjustment in tlle 
clasi ificntion and salaries of postal employees; tO' the Commit­
tee on the Po t Office n.ud Po t Roa<li:;. 

1708. Al o, petition of the Colored Voter ' League of St rnul, 
Minn., urging the pa. nge or the Dyer anUlynebing bill; to the 
Committee on the Judicla.ry. 

17DD. Also, petition o:t the Kiwnnis Club, Crookston, Minn., 
urging the enactment of the l>ill providing for 1.hc rcclassiticn­
tion of :postal: employees and urging the ennctme t or the bills 
providing for increase in salaries of postn.l employees; to the 
Committee on the Post Office nnd Post Ron.Us. 

1800. Also, petition of the Iloard of County Commissioners of 
Mahnomen County, ~flnn., urgin~ the passnge or the r solution 
introduced by Senator King, of UtnlJ, providing for an inve ·tL­
gation of the atrairi;; of the Chippewa Indians of Mlnnesotn; to 
the Commltte on Indian .Affai.rs. 

1801. Also, petition of Minne ota Feclerntlon ot Architecturol 
and Engineerin"' Societies, urging the pre. cr.vntion nnd exten ... 
sfon of the pn.rks in the city of Wa hingfon, D. C., through the 
ci·eation of a capital pni·k commi sion; to th Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1802 Dy l\Ir. WINSLOW: Petition: of re id<.'nts of fourth 
Massachusetts dL trict, re reduction of ta.xe ; to the Committee 
on "'a~ s and l\leans. 

SENATE. 
MONDAY, M ar~h 17, 19134. 

(Legislcitit•c day of Frid av, AI arch 14, 1924.) 

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

Mr. CUUTIS. Mr. Preshlent, I sngg~t the absence o! a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDI TG OFFICER (l\fr. .ADSWO'RTII In tho chnlr)~ 
The S cretnry will cnll the roll. 

The prin ipal clerk calleu the ro11, an<l tho following Senn· 
tors ans cred to their names : 
Adams F.rnst Loclp:e 
Ashurt!t Ji'errls UcConnick 
null 1''t?f.l.I llcKcll11.t· 
Hnyiu<l I•'f"tch1>r fcr--!nl1>y 
J:ornb Frazier McIA'an 
J:r niif'f::l'C Georg ~I • 'ury 
Hrooklw rt Gerry l\J nyficld 
Jlronssard Oootlln~ :Uose? 
BrltCfl ffnl • 'eely 
Uur um Iforreld Norri 
Cnm~ron Ha.rrl O<.lule 
Capper llnrrhwn Overmnn 
Caraway Heflin J'f~pper 
Colt Ho ell Phipps 
ronz ns John on, :llinn. Pittman 
Curtis .Tones, N. Jex. R1tl1'ton 
Duin .lonei-, Wnsh. Jtnn. dPll 
Uh1l Kendrick Hef'd, l'~. 
nm KevPS HolJ!nNOU 
E"rl •e LncM Hh1•ppnrd 

Rl1ie1ds 
Hillp tead 
Hhortrldge 
fimith 
Rrnoot 
Rpcnc r 
Stunfield 
f't1•phcm1 
Hwnnt1on 
Trammell 
ll111INWOOl1 
Wn<lti\ nrth 

'tlKh, Mass. 'v rr n 
W UOD 
Weller 
Willi 

The PRE IDL ·a OFFICER Seventy-seven Senator~ llav• 
iug nuswcred to their no.mes, there is a quorum p1·escnt. 
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